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APPLICATION NO. 54021

GEORGE ELDRIDGE & SONS, INC.
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LAS VEGAS FLY FISHING CLUB 07/11/90
THE CITY OF CALIENTE 07/11/90

U.5. GOVERNMENT, BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 07/11/90

EASTERN UNIT, NEVADA CATTLEMEN’S ASSOCIATION 107/10/90

AHIVERS, JANELL 07/08/90
BENSON, WALTER J. 07/09/90
BIDART BROTHERS 07/09/90
COLLARD, STEVE 07/09/90
ELDRIDGE, HELEN 07/09/90
FACKRELL, DONALD TERRY 07/09/90
HARBECKE, ROBERT L. and FERN A. 07/09/90
MAES, DANIEL 07109/90
MARY GOERINGER 07/09/90
MOAPA BAND OF PAIUTE INDIANS 07/09/90
OXBORROW, EDNA ‘ 07/09/90
SHEW, LARRY 07/09/90
'TERRY, VIRGINIA B. 07/09/90
THE COUNTY OF WHITE PINE and THE CITY OF ELY 07/09/90
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 07/09/90
WEAVER, LOIS 07/09/90
WIEDMEYER, KELLY 07/09/90
COUNTY OF NYE 07/06/90
LINCOLN COUNTY, BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 07/06/90
U.S. DEPT. OF INT., NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 07/06/90
THE UNINCORPORATED TOWN OF PAHRUMP 07/05/90
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No. 4021 2 of 2 Daterilea  OCT 17 1989

Indexed under Well Log
Name of applicant
Map Basin _ |Q - |84
Stream SPRING VALLEY
Township Range _ - County WHITE PINE
;;nt of diversion T l/4al/4 Section B - o

Applicant LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
Source of Water UNDERGROUND
Returned for correction Abrogated by

Corrected application received
Map filed

Sent for publication

Proof of publication filed

Investigated on ground by
Protested
Ready for action
Approved
Denied —
PROOF OF PROOF OF PROOF OF
COMMENCEMENT COMPLETION BENEFICIAL USE CULTURAL MAP
Date due
1st extension
2nd extension
Date filed
Filed under map
___—'"-—'-—{_-—-—._ — —
CERTIFICATE NO. ISSUED AMOUNT
Use
e — — —
COMPUTER _
CHECK File Entry Publication Permit Certificate .
ADDRESS |
|
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION Numeer _ 54021 |

Fueo oy __1as Vegas Valley Water District |

} PROTEST
on_October 17 _, 1989 , To APPROPRIATE THE
WATERS OF [Jngl:[gmnd Sources
Comes now i W A fi Eldri
Printud o typed mme of protecmni

/q\whosepostofﬁceaddmsals S.R. 1, Box 42 Ely Nevada 89301

Straal Ne. or P. O, Box, City, State snd Zip Code

whose occupation is _Ranching Corporation and protests the granting
of Application Number 54021 , filed on October 17 , 19_89
by __the Lag Vegas Valley Water Diistrict to appropriate the
Prirriad or typadl name of applicant
waters of Undersround Sources situated in ite Pin
Unslerground or warss of sirauni, lnks, 1pring o¢ G5 sours

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

P Attachm

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be ___ DENIED
Manbed, lssued suliject ta pricr rights, eic., s t4 case Mmy e}

and thalanurderbemheredforsw:hreliefastheSMeEngineerdeennJustmdpmper

Signed W 571"’// |

Name Richard W, Fgrmag, Agent

Fritied or (yped muss, if sgeni
Address P. Q. Box 150

Strwet Ne. or ¥. 0, Box No.

Address Ely. Nevada 89301

Clty, Stnls wnd Zip Code Ne.

Subscribed sad sworn to before me this 7 day of: July 1990,

RENEE E. KNUTSON ' : M

Netary Public
Notary Public - State of Nevada
ApREOTI acoried i Whie Pna Cory Stateof __ Nevada,
MY ARPOINTWENT EXPIRES DEC, 14, County of White Pine

$10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST, PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE
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REAGONS AND GROUNDS FQ o7

The granting of this application, in conjunction with any
other applicationa filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict in this basin, will impair, conflict and interfere
with all existing water rights, sources and uses.

If granted, the allocation of ALL unappropriated waters in
this ground water basin would adversely affect all agricul-
tural operations, including but not limited to the follow-
ing:

a. It will adversely affect the economic welfare of all
farms and ranches.

b, It will destroy the environmental balance by eliminat-
ing the natural surface moistures and reducing the
humidity levels which creates the natural growing en=
vironment of the surrounding areas, thereby destroying
the grazing lands, wetlands and farm lands.

c. It will halt all potential agricultural growth.

d. It will destroy each agricultural operation because
they will be unable to continue to operate or expand.

Eastern Mevada has had severe drought conditions for the

past three (3) years which has created the following
hardships on all cattlemen:

a. The grazing areas do not have sufficient feed to sup-
port the cattle.

B. The surface waters are insufficient for irrigation and
stockwatering.
c. The water tables are lowering making it very difficult

and expensive to pump any wataer.

4. The cattlemen will have to cut their herds, which af-
fects the economic welfare of everyone within the State
of Nevada, especially the surrounding communities.

If the drought creates this many hardships, the continual
removal of the periennial yield by the Las Vegas Valley
Water District WILL destroy all ranching operations as well
as the whole environment of each basin.

There are different flow systems that underlie the State of
Nevada. "These flow systems link the ground water beneath
many of the hydrolgic basins over distances greater than 200
miles. The implications of this linkage are immense. While
the water taken from a basin may be within the perennial
yield of that basin, areas as far away as 200 miles may ex-
perience drawdown, and the negative impacts associated with
this phenomenon (Intertech Consultants, Inc. 1990).

Clark County must grow only within the limits of their
natural resources or the environmental and sociceconowmic
balance of the State of Nevada will be destroyed.

The State Engineer must consider all of the future environ-
mental and socioceconomic ramifications of the trans-basin
transfer of ground waters in order to protect the State of
Nevada by not allowing these transfers.

The State Engineer has a responsibility to all of the peopls
of Nevada and must consider all adverse affects which the

granting of these applications will have on all areas in the
State of Nevada.



REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildiife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin, Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
waler for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for
its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not Ilimited to environmental impact considerations, socioecconomic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vepas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited 1o, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the waler resource, threatens to prove
detrimental (o the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if nol encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport waler across,
lands of the United Slates under the junisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion to the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County,

This Aprplication should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

wasle of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict scrvice area,

The Las Vegas Valley Water District Jacks the financial capability of transporting water un-

der the subject permit as g prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-

3

ingly, the subject Application should be denied,



13,

14.

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimalted cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated lime required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The lappmximate number of persons to be served and the approximate fulure require-
menit,

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin (hercby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and creale air contamination and air pollution in violation of State and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited 10, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes,

lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not properly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not limited to, the alternalives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LYVWD
service area.

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforementioned applications filed pur-
suant to NRS 533,365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anticipate all
potential adverse affects without further study.  Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right to amend the subject protest to include such issues as they develop as 1 result of fur-
ther study,
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN TREM A N _Sear -

N THE MATTER OF Pl.lc;\rm‘l};{ﬁmq;: ‘ - REC El VED
Freo sy... L85 VSGAQ,'JA/F‘ ve DisTRe Y PROTEST UL 06 1950

oN £ ‘l' ‘7 19..5.:2.. TO APPROPRIATE THE o -

- ' Div. of Water Resources
W ATERS OF ‘S;f?"‘f N’, ‘/ﬂ. HﬂY 54.1 LA Branc!_i Office« Las Yegos, NV

Comes now /Aﬂs l/lfé'ﬂs FLY FlsHiNsg CLyB

Printed or typed neme of protestand

whose post office address is 272& -EAG\-U:L'\MP ok, Lag \/@-ﬂld.-r . M\/ T

Street No. or P.O. Baox, City, m‘b}uzhcm

N y oy =
whose occupation ismmmwm_ﬁ_mmw. and protests the granting

of Application Number. 5 9’0 1/ filed on T {7 19.5%
e |
by ..-...Aé-s l/eﬁ q.s , ’t\i D IST ﬁ‘ c'-r to appropriate the
[ " Printed oc tyDed nams of applicant ~ A

v
B f.___ﬁga\:. ﬁ_!j{&u&g GBagin si i lad bl Pue
v ataso UJ:'I round of name of gifeam, lake, spring or other source #ual.ed in 4

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

SEE  ATTACKED

-
-

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be D £ N fﬁb e
(Denied, issued nubia;ﬁ_"w pﬂwrighﬁ £ic., as the case may be)

and that an order be cntered for such relief as the State Engineer deems just and Bl"oper.
Signed £ i it

Agent of protestant
JanwEs B, ypcwins Lot
S BT, Oreeide i ?%ét\m
Address.. 2125 Tide woker (k.

Street No. or P.Q. Box No.

has Vesas NV %307
\ Lity, State and Zip Code Mo,

S e .
R . &7
Subscribed and sworn to before me this..‘l/,é; ........ day of..... £ el 19..%
B B - .
. ” [ )
S ~ /F //
T Xa‘if}&é&‘ - %
! Kotary Public

P/ &7
. P a5
JANETIEK.COX | /}g-{;,e ,,f/{-&;
i - Stetzof Movada 1 //*9 .
E {.~" County of Z -’ii/f/iﬁ

" $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.

JF
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PROTEST

The Las Vegaz Fly Fishing Club protests water rights
apolication number 54021, in White Fine County, Nevada,
Spring Yalley Basin, filed by the Las Vegas VYalley Water
District. The water rights should be denied based on the
following provisions.

1. The appropriation of this water whsn addad to the
alrzady approved appreopriations and existing uses in the
Virgin Rivar Basin will exceed the annual racharge and
zafe yield of the baszin. Appropriation and use in this
magnitude will sanction water mining and lower fha static
water level which will degrade the qunﬁﬁfy and guality of
water in the Spring Valley Wash which will effect the
resarvoir and streams of Great Pasin MNational Park, Echo
Canvon Reservoir, Eagle Valley Reservoir, and Schroeder
Reservoir.

2. This application is one of the applications filed

by the Las Vegas Valley Water District seeking a :ambénad
appropriations of over 300,000 acre-feet of gfound an

zurface water primarily for municipal use in Clark County.
Diversion and export of such a guantity of water will
deprive the area of origin of water nesdzd tg protect and
erhance its snvironment and economic well being, and the
diversion will unnecessarily destroy environmantal,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the stats
holds in trust for all its citizens.

. In the cumulative areas being protestad, the Las
z Fly Fighing Club has contributed in swcess af
 QO0. Lhirough voluntzer tims and personal supenses;
Funass Southwest Council, Federation of Fly Fishars
und=: and private donations of materials to improvs fish
nd velated habitat in the affected arsas. This was done
for the public interest and teo protect the fragile watar
resources in the effected argas. The Las YVegas Valley
Water District’s mining of these resources will negate the
reacreational and fish habitat benefits provided through
these voluntary contributisns under Nevada Department of
Wildlife directed projescts.
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4. In a raport dated June 7,1990, the Reno Field Foue.
Station of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service listed wemms
specias as Endangered or Threatened and four species as
candidates for Endangered or Threatzrned status. Tha
sndangsrmant or threzat caused by degrading thz watsr
guality and/sor guantity of this basin will =xtend the
thrazat £o any speciess that depends on the existendt
hanitat. Thersfore, no additicrnal water can be minsd from
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Frotest of Application S4021 Fage

5. The granting or approving of the subject
applicaticn in the absence of comprehensive planning,
including but not limited to enmvironmental impact
considerations, cost considerations, socio-sconomic
considerations, and a water rescurce planm (such as
regquired by the Public Service Commission of private
purveyors of water) for the Las Vegas Valley Water
District service arza is detrimental to the public welfars
amd interast.

&. The granting or approval of the above refsrencead
application would be detrimental to the ;ublic interesc
mat dit, individually and together with the other
apolications of the Las Vegas Vallsy Water Distrizt
importation project, would:

in

. Likely jecpardize the continued existenca of
sendangsrad and threatensd species recognized under the
federal Endangered Species Act amd related state statutes.
Two speciszs of trout have bhecoms sxtinct and four other
species of trout are candidates for extinction in the
state of Nevada. The public intarest will not be servead
i the state allows any more species of fish to becoms
extinctk.

b, Frevent or interfere with the conservaticon of
those Threatened or Endangered species.

. Take or harm thoss Threatened or Endangesired
sEnecias

7. The approval of subject application will sanction
aind sncourage the willful waste of water that has bzan
allowed, if not sncouraged, by the Las Yegas Valley Watar
Cistrict. For example, in March of 1990, vandals tampsr=d
with an automatic watering systam in the gresen kbelt
netween Liranz Lake and Swan River roads on Lake North
Dirive in the Las Vegas subdivision known as the Lakss.

i included Croken valves and sprinkiers which
and veportad to the Las Vegas Valley Water
i Friday night. The Las Yegas VYalley Water
reprasantative at the emsrgency phong numbsr said
g watear in the area was rot their responsibility
2y did not know who to call. The person regmrtimg
tihe d mage mada zeveral octher unsuccessful attemp o get
nelp. The water ran unchecked into the street for &2
hours until Monday morning. It was apparent from the

zsponse that even though technically the water district
waz not involved, their lack of concern and failure to
take any action demonstirated their policy towards waste of
watm
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Protest of Application 54021 Fage 3

8. The above referenced water rights, individually
and cumulatively with other applications of the water
impoirt project, will perpetuate and may increase the
inetficient use of water and frustrate efforts at water
demand management in the in the Las Vegas Valley Water
District service area.

7. FPrevious and current conservation proegrams
instituted by the Las Vegas Valley Water district are
ineffective public relations~oriented efforts that ara
urlikely to achisve substantial water savings. Public
policy and public interest considerations should precluds
the negative envirormental and sccio-~economic consequences
of the proposed transfer of water rescurces o0 arzas of
origin when the potential water importer has failed to
marg a good-faith effort to efficiently use currsntly
available supplies.

10. Therefore, The Las Vegas Fly Fishing Club, on
behalf of the public good of all Nevada citizens and on
behalf of the disastrous consequences on fish habitat that
approval would have, requests that the above referentced
water rights application be denied and that the order be
entered by the state engineer to protect this water
resource in perpetuity from water rights applications not
in the public interest and detrimental to sound '
conservation practices. In addition, The Las Vegas Fly
Fishing Club incorporates by reference as though fully sat
forth herein and adopts as its own, each and every other
protest to the aforementicned application filed pursuant
to NRS 533.3s&5.
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of Application Number
54021, Filed by the Las Vegas
Valley Water District on October 17, PROTEST
1989, to appropriate the waters of
White Pine County.

Comes now THE CITY OF CALIENTE whose post office address is
POBT OFFICE BOX 158, CALIENTE, NEVADA B%008 whose occupation is
MUNICIPALITY/WATER PURVEYOR, and protest the granting of
Application Number 54021, filed on October 17, 1989 by the Las
Vagas Valley Water District to appropriate the waters of
underground situated in White Pine County, State of Nevada, for the

following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:
(See Attachment)

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be

DENIED and that an order be entered for such relief as the State

Signed >ﬁitjtequ/ ’:2 f(iiiifﬁ

George 'ﬂ Rowe, Mayor
Address P.0. Box 158
Caliente, Nevada 89008

Engineer deems just and proper.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this < TA day of

};LLgﬁ?r\ , 1990.
WWoe D Poc

State of Nevada

County of Lincoln

T

farary Pkl e i heada
Cauniy of LiAcoin-Novadu

Comm. Exp. Cf‘/f_;_/gb




APPLICATION NO. 54021

LIST OF REASONS TO PROTEST THE LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
APPLICATIONS TO APPROPRIATE GROUND AND SURFACE WATER FROM
CENTRAL, EASTERN AND SOUTHERN NEVADA

1. This Application is one of 145 applicationq filed by the Las
Vegas Valley Water District seeking to appropriate 804,195 acre
fTeet of ground water primarily for municipal use within Clark
County. Diversion and export of such quantity of water will:
lower the static water level in Spring Valley Basin; adversely
affect the quality of remaining ground water; and further threaten
springs, seeps and phreatophytes which provide water and habitat
critical to the survival of wildlife and grazing livestock.

2. The appropriation of this water when added to the already
approved appropriations and existing uses in the Spring Val}ey
Basin will exceed the annual recharge and safe yield of the basin.
Appropriation and use of this magnitude will: lower the static
water level and degrade the gquality of water from existing wells
and cause negative hydraulic gradient influences as well as other
negative impacts.

3. This Application is one of 146 applications filed by the Las
Vegas Valley Water District seeking a combined appropriation of
some 864,195 acre feet of ground and surface water primarily for
municipal use in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a
quantity of water will deprive the area of origin of the water
needed to protect and enhance its environment and economic well
being, and the diversion will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in
trust for all its citizens.

4. The granting or approving of the subject Application in the
absence of comprehensive planning, including but not limited to
environmental impact <c¢onsiderations, cost considerations,
socioeconomic impact considerations, and a water resource plan
(such as is required by the Public Service Commission of private
purveyors of water) for the Las Vegas Valley Water District Service
area is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

5. The granting or approval of the above-referenced Applicat@on
would conflict with or tend to impair existing rights in the Spring
Valley Basin because if granted it would exceed the safe yield of

the subject basin and unreasonably lower the static water level and
sanction water mining.

6. The granting or approval of the above referenced Applicat@on
would be detrimental to the public interest in that it,

individually and together with the other applications of the water
importation project, would:

(a) Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered



and threatened species recognized under the federal Endangered
Species Act and related state statutes;

(b) Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those
threatened or endangered species;

{c) Take or harm those endangered or threatened species; and

(d) Interfere with the purpose for which the federal lands
are managed under federal statutes including, but not limited
to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

7. The approval of the subject application will sanction and
encourage the willful waste of water that has been allowed, if not
encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

8. The subject Application seeks to develop and transport water
resources on and across lands of the United States under the
jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior, Bureau of
Land Management. This application should be denied because the Las
Vegas Valley Water District has not obtained necessary legal
interest (e.g., right-of-way) in the federal land such that the
applicant may extract, develop and transport water resources from
the proposed point of diversion to the proposed place of use.

9. The Application should be denied because it individually and
cumulatively with other applications of the water importation
project will perpetuate and may increase the inefficient use of
water in the Las Vegas Valley Water District service area and
frustrate efforts at water demand management in the Las Vegas
Valley Water District service area.

10. The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial
capability for developing and transporting water under the subject

permit which is a prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial
use,

11. The above-referenced Application should be denied because it
fails to include the statutorily required:

(a) Description of the place of use;
(b) Description of the proposed works;
(c¢) The estimated cost of such works; and

(d) The estimated time required to put the subject water to
beneficial use.

12. The subject Application should be denied because it
individually and cumulatively with other applications of the
proposed project will exceed the safe yield of the Spring Valley
Basin thereby adversely affecting phreatophytes and creating air
contamination and air pollution in violation of State and Federal



Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and
Chapter 445 of the Nevada Revised Statutes.

13. The Application cannot be granted because the applicant has
failed to provide information to enable the State Engineer to
safeguard the public interest properly. The adverse effects of
this Application and related applications associated with the
proposed water appropriation and transportation project (largest
appropriation of ground water in the history of the State of
Nevada) cannct pr.nerly be evaluated without an independent, formal
and publicly-rev::wable assessment of:

(a) cumulative impacts of the proposed extraction;

(b) mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the
proposed extraction;

(c) alternatives to the proposed extraction, including but
not limited to, the alternatives of no extraction and
aggressive implementation of all proven and cost-effective
water demand management strategies.

14. The subject application should be denied because the
population projects upon which the water demand projections are
based are unrealistic and ignore numerous constraints to growth,
including traffic congestion, increased costs of infrastructure and
services, degraded air quality, etc.

15. The subject application should be denied because previous and
current conservation programs instituted by the Las Vegas Valley
Water District are ineffective public-relations oriented efforts
that are unlikely to achieve substantial water savings. Public
policy and public interest considerations should preclude the
negative environmental and socio-economic consequences of the
proposed transfers on areas of origin when the potential water
importer has failed to make a good-faith effort to efficiently use
currently available supplies.

16. The subject Application should be denied because the enormous
costs of the project will result in water rate increases of such
magnitude that demand will be substantially reduced, thereby
rendering the water transfer unnecessary.

17. The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application
would be detrimental tot he public interest and not made in good
faith since it would allow the Las Vegas Valley Water District to
lock up vital water resources for possible use sometime in the
distant future beyond current planning horizons.

18. The subject Application should be denied because current and
developing trends in housing, landscaping, national plumbing
fixture standards and demographic patterns all suggest that the
simplistic water demand forecasts upon which the proposed transfers
are based substantially overstate future water demand needs.



19. The subject application should be denied because the current
per capita water consumption rate for the lLas Vegas Valley Water
District is double that of similarly situated southwestern
municipalities. This suggests enormous potential for more cost-
effective supply alternatives, including demand management and
effluent re-use. These alternatives have not been seriously
considered by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

20. Inasmuch as a water extraction and transbasin conveyance
_-project of this magnitude has never been considered by the State
Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anticipate all potential
adverse affects without further information and study.
Accordingly, the protestant reserves the right to amend the subject
protest to include such issues as they may develop as a result of
further information and study.

21. The undersigned additiocnally incorporates by reference as
though fully set forth herein and adopts as its own, each and every

other protest to the subject application filed pursuant to NRS
533.365.



IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION Numser ___5402]

Fiep av. 28 Vegas Valley Water District

PROTEST

on_October 17, 19...8% 10 AperopriaTa THE

WaTERS O, Underground Well

Comes now___U+5. Government, Bureau of Land Management
Ptinted or typed name of protestant
is. Star Route 5, Box 1, Ely, Nevada 89301
whose past office address is ! Sirees Mo. or P.0. Bex, City, Siwts and Zip Cods

whose occupation is._ 814 Management Agency

, and protests the granting

of Applcation Number 34021 filed on Oetobgr 17, 19,82

by Las Vegas Valley Water District
Underground Source {Well) Peinted o7 yped name of applicany
watersof ..L. 16 N., R, 66 E,. Sec. 33, SWhNEy

Underground or name of sircam, lake. spring or oiher yource

to appropriate the

situated in White Plne

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, 1o wit

w88 AtEachment for Application #54021

DENIFD

{Denied, issued subject 10 prios vights, eie.. a3 Ihe case may he}
and that an order be entered for such reljef as the State Engineer deems just and proper.

Signed X/M,j Lo fi

Agens of proteslant
Kenneth G. Walker, District Manager

Printed o¢ 1yped name, If agent

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be,

Address SR 5, Box 1
Street No. ot P.Q, Box Ma.
Ely, Nevada 89301
Chy, Suse wnd Zlp Code No,
Subscribed and sworn to before me this..2nd ___ day of_... July 19,30
/s

.“--z,ﬂ&jjﬁ.mé.
State of .22 g ol
County of. W /_19_4_1}

Notary Public

BEMNJAMIN E. COPE

F $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMIANY FROTEST. PROTEST MUNT BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE,

N i 10
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ATTACHVENT FOR FILING #54021

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), United States Department of the Interior
has been directed by Congress through law to protect and manage certain public
lands of the Unites States. Specifically, Congress instructed the BLM in the
Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) “...that management be on the
basis of multiple use and sustained yield...public lands be mansged in a menner
that will protect the quality of scientific, scenic, historical, ecological,
environmental, air and atmospheric, water resource, and archeological values;
that, where appropriate, will preserve and protect certain public lands in their
natural condition; that will provide food and habitat for fish and wildlife and

domestic animals; angd that will provide for outdoor recrestion and buman
oCcupancy and use. ..

The multiple uses mentioned in FLPMA include, but are not limited, to recreati?n,
range, timber, mimerals, watershed, wildlife and fish, and natural scenic,
scientific and historical values.

In addition to FLPMA, the Taylor Grazing Act, The Recreation and Public Purposes
Act, The Wild and Free Roaming Horse and Burro Act, The Endangered Species Act,
The Public Rangelands Improvement Act, The Water Resources Act, and various other
laws give the BLM the authority to manage the public lards and their various
resources so that they are utilized in the combination that will best meet the
present and future needs of the American people.

The application of the Las Yegas Valley Water District (LVWWD)Y to the State
Engineer of Nevada to appropriate water on BLM administered land,if approved,
will prove to be detrimental to the public interest by eliminating the capability

to tulfill the legislated management responsibilities and is being protested
under NRS 533.345.

SPECIFIC IMPACTS FROM APPLICATION #54021

There are Thirty seven (36) waters that will be impected if this application is
granted and results in the lowering of the water table which will elimimate
svailable watering sources within the well field. The demand which the BLM has
recognized on these watersz where the BLM has a responsibility to manage is: 1)
1097 AMs for deer, 2) 341 AUMs for antelope, 3), 16 AMs for elk, and 12 ALMs
for bighormn. The total ALM demand is 529,

Of these 36 waters deer use 17, antelope use 28, elk use 8, bighorn sheep use
8, sage grouse use 1, chuckar use 1 and blue grouse use 1. In asddition this
application will adversely =ffect the Spring Valley Waterfowl Area and the
candidate T/E ferruginous hawk {8) nest sites. The abiiity of the BLM to meet
this demand will be impaired by the granting of an appropriation to L\AMWD;
therefore, it threatens to prove detrimental to the public interest.



CUMLLATIVE AFFECTS OF APPLICATION #54021

1. Application rumber 54021 in conjunction with applicatioms S4003, 54004,
S4003, 34006, 54007, 54003, 54007, S4010, 54011, 54012, 34013, 34Cl4, S4015,
54016, 34018, 54019, 54020, and 94017 will withdraw 71,218 acre fest (AF) of
water 1f pumping occurs at the rates spplied for, 24 hours per day, 785 days
per y2ar. This withdrawal rate is 14,218 AF per year more than occurs through
natural recharge from precipitation and inflow from the Antelope Valley
Rydrographic area (Harrill 1988). According to Dettinger (1989) the perernial
vield of an aguifer is the guantity of water which can be extracted for use each
y@ar without depleting the groundwater reservoir. The perennial yield is no
greater than the total rate of flow through the aquifer and is probably less
(Dettinger 1987). Because more water will be withdrawn from the Spring Valley
Fydrographic area than is recharged ,a slow but continuous decline in groundwater
levels will occur. Also, groundwater withdrawal from the Spring Valley
hydrographic area that esceeds natural recharge will preclude the underground
flow of 4,000 AF per year from the Spring Valley hydrographic area to the Spake
Valley hydrographic area (Upper Hamblin Valley). Numerous large artisan springs
are fourd in upper Hamblin Valley (Hood and Rush 1945, Pupacko et al. 1989) and
elimination of the 4,000 AF flow from Soring Valley to Hamblin Valley will, at
the minimum, result in decreased flows, and may dry up the sprimgs entirely.
Bacsuse of these impacts and others not identifiable at this time, this
application threatens io prove detrimental to the public interect.

2. Ppplication 340721 in conjunction with applications S4005, 34010,

SA007, S4012, 34013, S4013, 54014, S4G15, 54016, 54018, 54019, 34020, and 54017
is positioned within the frirge of or just outside of a Fhreatic zone. The point
of diversion of application 54017 allows the Las Vegas Valley Water District to
obtain groundwater before it flows into the urderground reservoir and is
transpired by the phreatic vegetation. Phreatic vegetation is present on about
325,000 acres of bottomiand in Spring Valley. Groundwater modeling in Spring
Valley for the White Pirne Power Project Environmental Impact Statement indicates
that removal of 25,000 AF of groundwater pzr year for 36 years will cause a
general drawdown of up to 40 feet throughout a large portion of Spring Valley.
Drawdown at individual points of diversion would be as great as 240 feet. The
proposed withdrawal by the Las Vegas Valley Water District is substantially
greater than 25,000 A&F, therefore, the potential cumulative and specific well
Crawdowns will be substantially greater. Groundwater withdrawal of this
magnitude, both at individual points of diversion and cumulative from all the
points of diversion mentioned above will lower the water table below the rooting
zone of the phreatic vegetation. Soils in the basin floor of Spring Valley are
very alkalinej;therefore, little or no vegetation will replace the salt tolerant
phreatophytes. Desertification will reduce the forage and habitat base for
livestock and wildlife. Also, the aesthetic and biclogic gquality of the air
resource will decline because desertification increases airborne particulates.
Acute problems will occur during pericds of high winds. Because of these impacts
and others not identifiable at this time, this spplication threstens to prove
detrimental to the public interest.

3. Trhe cumulative impact of application 24021 in conjunction with the
applications mentiored in the above paragraphs will have a regative impact on
the Pahrump Killifish, an endangered species found in the Shoshone Ponds.
According to the White Pine Power Project Envirochmental Impact Statement
withdrawing only 25,000 &F of water per year from Spring Valley could decrease



the water temperature in the ponds to less than optimum during the winter and
spring months. It is believed that decreased water flows, because of extensive
withdrawal, and cold atmospheric temperatures during the winter months will work
together to drop the water temperature below the optimum level reeded for
survival of the Killifish. The aforementioned EIS also states that the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service believes that pumping 23,000 &F of groundwater
Per year in Sprimg Valley will jecpardize the comtinued existence of the Pahrump
Killifish. Because of these impacts and others not identifiable at this time,
this application threatens to prove detrimental to the public interest.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION MANDATORY

At this time, there is insufficient information available to completely analyze
and cetermine the full impacts to the various rescurces that the BLM is
responsible to protect and manage. The actual impacts of the pumping of this
well in conjunction with the cumulative impacts of the Las Vegas Valley Water
Districts’ other proposed wells cannot be fully determined until sufficient data
has been collected and analyzed.

we, therefore, protest the granting of the water appropriation because neither
. the Btate Engireer ror the Las Vegas Valley Water District (LMAD) bas prepared
an analysis of all anticipated impacts associated with LMWD's applications. If
an analysis has been done, it has not been made available to the public and
affected parties, and the failure to do so is not in the public interest as per
NRS 533.370.3. Because it is impossible to anticipate all impacts at this time,
the BLM reserves the right to amend this protest as other issues develop and as
additional studies provide further informatiom.

The Bureau is pPreparing notices of PWRs within the area of protest. These notices
will be based only on the needs appropriate under PWR-107 and will bes sent to
the State Water Engimeer over the riext several months prior to adjudication.



IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NuMmBER _ 54021 _,

Frep B ___Las Vegas Valley Water District

} PROTEST
oN___October 17 » 1989 . T0o APPROPRIATE THE
WATERS OF Underground Sources
Comes now i fi ni men' iati
Priniad or iyped name of pretartunt
—, whose post office address is 1 McGil
¥ H Siresi Ne. ar . O. Box, Clty, Stnie uad ZLp Conle
whose ocenpation is hin iv T ing Permi and protests the granting
of Application Number 54021 Jfiledon ___ Qgciober 17 , 19_89
by __the L.as Vegas Valley Water District to appropriate the
Mnldwh!pﬂmi-"m
waters of Underground Sources situated in ____White Pine
Ud-wu&-n-dm.hh.lmnuhm

County, State of Nevada, for the following reagons and on the following grounds, to wit:

Please See Attachments

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the spplication be DENIED
P “ppication Menisd, Isuad sublert W prier rights, se., & the caie may bo}

andthﬂmordetbemteredformchmliefasﬂmStateEnginm ms just and proper.

Signed 7 Mi;QQéW

Name__ Marcia Forman, Agent

Printed or iyped name, I syeat

Address P. Q. Box 150
I(l}ﬂ?h.ﬂ". 0, Bax Na.
Address___Ely, Névada 89301

My, Biaie and Zip Code Ne,

AL
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7 day of July » 1990 .
T RENEE E. KNUTSON //;MAL Ry P
TP Notary Pubiic - State of Nevada State of Nevada
Q ;:j‘ Aopointrent Recovded n Wi Pne Caunty
MR/ WY APPORTMENT EXPRES DEC. 14, 1282 County of ___ White Pine

$10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE



3.

REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

The granting of this application, in conjunction with any
other applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict in this basin, will impair, conflict and interfere
with all existing water rights, sources and uses.

If granted, the allocation of ALL unappropriated waters in
this ground water basin would adversely affect all agricul-
tural operations, including but not limited to the follow-
ing:

a. It will adversely affect the economic welfare of all
farms and ranches.

b. It will destroy the environmental balance by eliminat-
ing the natural surface moistures and reducing the
humidity levels which creates the natural growing en-
vironment of the surrounding areas, thereby destroying
the grazing lands, wetlands and farm lands,

c. It will halt all potential agricultural growth.

d. It will destroy each agricultural operation because
they will be unable to continue to operate or expand.

Eastern Nevada has had severe drought conditions for the
past three (3) years which has created the following
hardships on all cattlemen:

a.  The grazing areas do not have sufficient feed to sup-
port the cattle.

b. The surface waters are insufficient for irrigation and
stockwatering.

c. The water tables are lowering making it very difficult
* and expensive to pump any water.

a. The cattlemen will have to cut their herds, which af-
fects the economic welfare of everyone within the State
of Nevada, especially the surrounding communities.

If the drought creates this many hardships, the continual
removal of the periennial yield by the Las Vegas Valley
Water District WILL destroy all ranching operations as well
as the whole environment of each basin.

There are different flow systems that underlie the State of
Nevada. "These flow systems link the ground water beneath
many of the hydrolgic basins over distances greater than 200
miles. The implications of this linkage are immense. While
the water taken from a basin may be within the perennial
yYield of that basin, areas as far away as 200 miles may ex-
perience drawdown, and the negative impacts associated with
this phenomenon (Intertech Consultants, Inc. 19%0).

Clark County must grow only within the limits of their
natural resources or the envireonmental and socioceconomic
balance of the State of Nevada will be destroyed.

The State Engineer must consider all of the future environ-
mental and socioceconomic ramifications of the trans-basin
transfer of ground waters in order to protect the State of
Nevada by not allowing these transfers.

The State Engineer has a responsibility to all of the people
of Nevada and must consider all adverse affects which the
granting of these applications will have on all areas in the
State of Nevada.



10.

REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate aver 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of Lhe District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
waler will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreaiophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
caled users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin, Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for
its environment and cconomic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact consideralions, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest,

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impaets, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens to prove
detrimental to the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

statuies including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District,

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport waler across,
lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Waler District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion 1o the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Ap}:licalion should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

waste of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
rict service area.

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporling water un-
der the subject permit as A prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

AR =0 Ry 3y
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12

13,

14.

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimaled time required to construct the works and the estimaled time required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. TI;e lapprcmimau: number of persons to be served and the approximaie future require-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thercby adversely alfecting
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in violation of Siate and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapler 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes. ‘

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide information
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawat out of the basin transfer project can-
not prutperly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

1. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not timited 1o, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LYVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforementioned applications fited pur-
suant o NRS 533.345.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of (his magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossibie 1o anticipate all
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right 10 amend the subject protest 1o include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study.

F11430 SHIIMIEND 318
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NLEVADA

In THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMAER _......5.9..9.2..].-..._....

Fieo py. 135 _Vegas Valley Water Districe

PROTEST
ONOctober 17

WaTERS 0f._Underground

Comes now Janell Ahlvers

Prinied of typed namc of protesiaag

hwhoscpostofﬁccaddussi: 38 Connors Ct. Eiy NV 89301

Street No. or P.O. Bou, City, Stase and Zip Code

whese accupation is District Office Manager-NV State W.:D... and protests the granting

of Application Number 54021 ., filed on Detobar 17 , 1989,

by Las Vegas Valley Water Distriecr to appropriate the
Printed o¢ Lyped nama of applicans

waters of Underground situated in.White Pine County

Undesgiound or same of siream, lake, spring or sther source

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, 10 wit:

5ee attached

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be. Denied

{Denied, issucd subjest 4a prios rights, cte., a3 the case niay be)

and that an order be entered for such relief as the State Engincer desms just and proper.

Signed d?/v-c_w_k‘ M
= t ARent of prolestanl
Janell Ahlvers
Printed or (yped namig, if agent
Address__ 38 Connors Ct,
Sirect No, or .0, Daa Na.
Ely NV 89301

City, Stule ang 2ip Cude Mo,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this..__ é‘ ........ day of.g

é AL v Q’Q/%{?«ﬁ’% 24414%:9
’ 'Stah: of, %ﬂ 9%52/',&,/,\
County af, -Mkz'f; %z&é/

m:‘ $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE,
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE,

Tatdelienn 14 mn



ATTACHMENT TO PROTEST O AFPPLICATION HO. sypp] PILED OCTOBER 17, 1989

BY LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropnation and use of
this magnilude will lower the waler table and degrade the qualily of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Applicalion is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Ir)ls-
Irict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
waler for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the water necded for
its environment and cconomic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ccalogical, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, sociceconomic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest,

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens o prove
detrimental to the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the

public interest in (hat it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

statutes including, but not limiled to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976,

The approval of the subject Application will sanclion and enhance the willful wasie of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subject Application sceks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the Uniled States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of waler from the proposed point of diversivn (o the service area of
the Las Vepas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulalively will increase the

wasle of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict service area.

The subject Application should be

L A denied because it individ ative i
other Applicalans will oxeed T, individually and cumulatively with

. safe yield of this basin therchy adversely affecung

ﬁgaiaéﬁpggf;wgnq cfcz(e alt:' contar]l)i_natign and air pollution in violation of Stue anﬁ
wies, inciuding but not limiled 1o, the Clean Air Act Thapter 445 of the

Nevada Revised Statins Alr Act and Chapter 443 of the

: L]
-k et .
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In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project aof Ihis magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is thercfore impossible 10 anticipite atl
potential adverse affects without further study.  Accordingly, the protestant reserves the

right 1o amend Ihe subject protest lo include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study.



’ IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

In THE MATTER oF APPLICATION NUMBER __§40_21.

FiLep ny 138 _Vegas Valley Water District . PROTEST

on0Ctober 17 1982, To APPROPRIATE THE

Underground

WATERS OF

Comes naw WALTER J. BENSON
Printed or typed aanic of protesiant

whose post office address is.,_L100 13th STREET ELY, NEVADA 89301

Swrect No. or P.O. Box, Cily, State and Zip Cade
BANKER and protests the granting

whose occupation is
19489,

54021 ., filed on Octokar. 17

of Application Number
Lo appropriate the

by Las Vepas Valley Warer District
Frinted of 1yped name of applicaat

walters of Underground
Underground ar name of siream, lzke, spring or olher tource

situated in. Wiite Pine County

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

SEE ATTACHED

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be Denied
{Denicd, issued subject 1o priar rights, ele., 33 the case may be)

and that an order be entered for such relief as the State Engineer dgems just and proper.

AEERL Of prolesiant

WALTER...L...RENSOK

Printed or typed name, if ageat
1100 13th STREET
Address
Street No. ar P,0. llox No-
ELY, NEVADA 89301

Ciry, Slate and Zip Code Mo,

Subscribed and sworn to befors me lhis.....é........day'ofdﬁQCJ 19?/)
(2L p2d o ) o] 222 4 o)
£ (o

otary Public
. i 2
), CAROL NORCROSS VLAHOS State of. A i
D) i LB T
nty = a -
Appt. Exp. Jan. 9, 1994 County of é—); - .

w $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. FROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPFIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SKHGNATURE.
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REASONS AND GROUN R PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict secking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
waler will lower the static water leve! in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical lo the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
caled users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Djs-
Irict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of watcr will deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for
its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy enviromnmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioccongmic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public $ervice Commission of private purveyors of
waler, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the waler resource, threatens to prove
detrimental to the public interest,

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;
c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal
statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976,

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of waler
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Waler District,

The subject Application seeks to develop the waler resources of, and {ransport waler across,
lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Waler District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion to the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Ap|p|icalion should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

waste of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict service area,

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-
der the subject permit as #; prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

) BTN A S

{ over )



12.

13,

14,

IS,

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimaled lime required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The lzq::proxirnate number of persons to be served and the approximate fulure require-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thereby adversely affecting
phreatophytles and ereate air contamination and air pollution in violalion of State and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statules,

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed 1o provide information
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of 1he basin transfer project can-
not pmperly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b.- mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

C. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not limited to, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LYVWD
service area.

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest o the aforementioned applications filed pur-
suant to NRS 533_365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible 1o anlicipate all
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right to amend the subject protest to include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study,
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION Numeer _ 54021
Freo sy __Las Vepag Valley Water District
oN__October 17 1989, To AFPROPRIATE THE
WATERS OF Underground Sources

} PROTEST

Comes now ia F for Bi Bri
iad wr typad naimd of protutusd

£ whose post office address is _ 3474 i dar fiel m ia 93308

Sirest e, oc P. O. Bux, Clty, Sixie nnd Zip

whose occupation is _ Ranching and protests the granting

of Application Number 54021 , filed on October 17 , 19_89

by ¥Yi ley Water District to appropriate the
‘Printad or typed neme of appliant

waters of Underground Sources situated in White Pine

Umnerground o oume of siream, laka, spting o olher soures

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

Please See Attachments,

a

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be DENIED
Donled, o subjut te prior righls, oic., 1 ibe cxie 2y be)

andthumnrderbeenlemdforsuchtehefasLheS!ateEagmeerdeemJusundpmper

Signed w«%&/

Subscribed and swom to before me this % day of uly

%&5@«2&5&

Netary Public

RENEE E. KNUTSON State of
opsetrort Recuted e i
P ‘ in Wil Ping Counly —
TRAS v APPOMTMENT EXPRES DEC. 4, 1 County of ___White Pine

$10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE



REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

The granting of this application, in conjunction with any
other applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict in this basin, will impair, conflict and interfere
with all existing water rights, sources and uses.

If granted, the allocation of ALL unappropriated waters in
this ground water basin would adversely affect all agricul-

tural operations, including but not limited to the follow-
ing:

a. It will adversely affect the economic welfare of all
farms and ranches.

b, It will destroy the environmental balance by eliminat-
ing the natural surface moistures and reducing the
humidity levels which creates the natural growing en-
vironment of the surrounding areas, thereby destroying
the grazing lands, wetlands and farm lands.

c. It will halt all potential agricultural growth.

a. It will destroy each agricultural operation because
they will be unable to continue to operate or expand.

Eastern Nevada has had severe drought conditions for Fhe
past three (3) years which has created the following
hardships on all cattlemen:

a. | The grazing areas do not have sufficient feed to sup-
port the cattle.

b. The surface waters are insufficient for irrigation and
stockwatering.

c. The water tables are lowering making it very difficult

and expensive to pump any water.

d. The cattlemen will have to cut their herds, which af-
fects the economic welfare of everyone within the State
of Nevada, especially the surrounding communities.

If the drought creates this many hardships, the continual
removal of the periennial vyield by the Las Vegas Valley
Water District WILL destroy all ranching operations as well
as the whole environment of each basin.

There are different flow systems that underiie the State of
Nevada. "These flow systems link the ground water beneath
many of the hydrolgic basins over distances greater than 200
miles. The implications of this linkage are immense. While
the water taken from a Fasin may be within the perennial
yield of that basin, are&s’as far away as 200 miles may ex-
perience drawdown, and the negative impacts associated with
this phenomenon (Intertech Consultants, Inc. 19990).

Clark County must grow enly within the 1limits of their
natural resources or the environmental and socioeconomic
balance of the State of Nevada will be destroyed.

The State Engineer must consider all of the future environ-
mental and sociceconomic ramifications of the trans-basin
transfer of ground waters in order to protect the State of
Nevada by not allowing these transfers.

The State Engineer has a responsibility to all of the people
of Nevada and must consider all adverse affects which the

granting of these applications will have on all areas in the
State of Nevada.



REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quanlity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area exisiing uses.

The appropriation of this waier when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
caled users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
waler for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the counly and area of origin of the water needed for
its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, sociocconomic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
walter, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest,

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive waler
resource development planning, including bul not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacls on the waler resource, lhreatens Lo prove
detrimental (o the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individuvally and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and relfated state statutes;

b. Prevenl or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d, Intcrfere with the purpose for which the Federal fands are managed under Federal

statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
tands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public tands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion to the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

wasle of waler and Jack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Waler Dis-
Lrict scrvice area.

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-

der the subjcct permit as A prerequisite to pulting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.
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13,

14,

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails 1o include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated lime required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The lappra:)ximate number of persons to be served and the approximale {uture require-
iment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumtlatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thereby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in viokution of State and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited o, the Clean Air Act and Chapler 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes.

not proFerly be determined withour an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not limited to, the allernatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LYVYWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporales by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforementioned applications filed pur-
suant to NRS 533.365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by ithe State Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anticipale all
polential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves he
right 10 amend the subject protest lo include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study.
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. IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF ArpLICATION NUMBER,....2 7Y E

Fiep ay. 128 Vegas Valley Water District

PROTEST

oxctober 17 1982, 10 APPROPRIATE THE

WaTeRs oF._Underground

Comes now STEVE COLLARD

Printed or yped name of prolepant
1350 AVENUE C EAST ELY, NEVADA 89301

Sirect Mo, or P.OQ. Box, City, Swate and Zip Cudc

—<hose post office address is

whose occupation is MINER . and protests the granting
of Application Number 54021 , filed onueun...... 3 L0ObAY 17 , 1949,
by Las Vegas Valley Watar District ; to appropriate the

Printed of typed asmw of applicant

waters of Underground situated in. White Pine County
Undergsouny or name of strezm, lake, spring or ather source

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, (o wit:

SEE.ATTACHED

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be Denied

{Denied, issued subjeet 19 prior 1ights, etc., 35 1he vase may bep

and that an order be entered lor such relief as the State Engineer deems just and proper.

STEVE..COLLARD

Printed or 1yped name, i agent

Address... 1350, AVENUE..C.

Steeel No, or £.0, Box Na.
EAST ELY, NEYADA 89301

City, S1aic and Lip Cude No.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this._é .......... day of. . é.41 .I9Qp
é’/&/u}ﬁ L ernman 2205 Ao

CAROL NORCROSS YLAHOS 1. ‘ tary Public
Mot Pt S o et swcor P ostce Do)

nie . vy

e a0 e County of m e At

E@‘ $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST RE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPMES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.
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REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the qual:lﬁ_of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habilat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin, Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
waler for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin, Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for
its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for alf its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Vallcy
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
waler, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens lo prove
detrimental to the public interest,

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and (hreatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes:

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
lands of the Uniled States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Walter District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion 1o the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Waler District in Clark County.

This Ap'plicalion should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

wasle ol water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict service area.

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-
der the subject permit as A prerequisite lo putting the water (o beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

Mpost -y RIS
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13

14,

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;
b. The estimated cost of such works:
c. The estimated time required to construct the waorks and the estimaled time required
lo complete the application of water to beneficial use; and
d. ;Pée lapproximale number of persons to be served and the approximate future require-
nt.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thercby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and create air conlamination and air pollution in wviolation of State and
Federal Siatutes, including but not limited 1o, the Clean Air Act and Chapler 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes,

This Application cannot be granied because the applicant has failed to provide information
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not protperiy be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a, cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed extractiens, including but not limited to, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LYVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully sct forth herein and
adopls as its own, each and every other protest lo the aforementioned applications fited pur-
suant to NRS 533.365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible o anticipale all
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right t0 amend the subject prolest to include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study.
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APFLICATION Numeer _ 54021
Fueo sy _Las Vegas Valley Water District
ov__Qciober 17  , 1989 | To APPROPRIATE THE
WATERS OF Underground Squrces

} PROTEST

Comes now ia Form nt for Helen Eldridge
Frinisd or typed wama of proimiia

¢ whose post office address is_ P, Q. Box 46,  Baker, Nevada 89311

Streek 53, o F. U. fou, Ciiy, Simlsand Zip Code

whose occupation is _ Ranching and protests the granting

of Application Number 54021 , filed on Qctober 17 ,19.89
by Vi Vall ter District ta appropriate the

Prioted wr typed nimis of spplicint

waters of Underground Sources situated in White Pine
Undsrgreund of names of Mraun, ke, spring or otber st

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

Please See Attachments

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be DENIED
Deried, ool rukoct W PEIGE i, W, %3 L case ey o)

and that an order be entered for such relisf as the State Engineer deems jus

t and proper.
st MWM"@%LMC“‘

Agont ar prodesiani

Name Marcia Forman, Agent
Prinied or typed pame, I agwt

Address P. O, Box 150

Streel Na. or P . Box No.

AddPess Ely, Nevada 8930]

City, Stais and ZIp Codde Na.

v
Subscribed and swom (0 befors me this 7 day of July » 1990 .
" Tetary Fubiic
RENEE E. KNUTSON
8 Notary Public - State of Nevada State of ___Nevada
% ) Anoniament Pacorded in White Pine Coumy ita DY
YA Y APFOITMENT EXPAES DEC. 14, 1082 County of .__White Pine

$10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST, PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUFLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE
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REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water
District seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal
use within the service ares of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely af-
fect the quality of remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and
phreatophytes which provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, graz-
ing livestock and other surface area existing uses,

The appropriation of this water when added to the alreadfy approved appropriations and
dedicated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and
use of this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from
existing wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other nega-
tive impacts and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water
District seeking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and sur-
face water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and
export of such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the
water needed for its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily
destroy environmental, ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in
trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive
planning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations,
socioeconomic impact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the
general Las Vegas Valley area such as has been required by the Public Service Commis-
sion of private purveyors of water, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive
water resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental im-
pacts socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens to
prove detrimental to the public interest.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to in-
clude the statutorily required:

a Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated time re-
quired to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The approximate number of persons to be served and the approximate future re-
quirement,

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude
has never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anticipate
all potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves

the right to amend the subject protest to include such issues as they develop as a result
of further study,

21



IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

In THE MATTER oF ArPLicATION Nomaea __ 54021
Fien py L35 Vegas Valley Water Bistrict , PROTEST
onOccober 17 1989, 10 APPROPRIATE THE
WaTERs oF.. Underground
Comes now DONALR.TERRY FACKRELL
Pelnted or Lyped name of protestant
whase post office address is P.0.. BOX 454 RUTH, NEVADA 89319
/’\E Sireet No. or P.O, Box, Ciy, S1ai¢ and Zip Cade
: whase occupation is MINER and protests the granting
of Application Number 34021 ., filed on Octobar 12 1989,
by Lag Vegas Valley Water District to appropriate the
Printed of 1yped name of spplicant
waters of Underground situated in. hite Pine County
Underground of name of sirram, lake, speitig or olher yource
County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wii:
SEE. ATTACHEN

PR

Denied

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the applicalion be
ghiccl to prior righ)s. e, asihe case may be)

and that zn order be entered for such relicf as the State Engineer d

Signed N WP

F A ar pratestunt
DONALD TERRY FACKRELL

Printed or typed name, if agent

Address P.0, BOX 454

Streey Mo, e P.Q. Boa Na.

RUTH, NEVADA 89319
City, Stute and Zip Cods M,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this...... d’ ........ day org//(«z@/ 19.94?
@Mﬁ/ s 000 30 Ao
CAROL NORCROSS YLAHOS ¢ s

l A P Naary Pabl
A Notary Public » State of Nevada 2i (//EM M
of Whita Pine County « Mevada State of. : 72
AppL Exp. Jan. 9, 199 @) M W
-
.County af Z et 2 Jﬂié—/
i SR L I R N

m’- $10 FILING FEL MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
" ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.
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REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this waier when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed Lhe safe yield of the basin, Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the qualily of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negalive impacts
and will adverscly affect existing rights adverse to the public inierest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
waler for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Arlesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for
ils environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environinental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact consideralions, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
waler, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, Lhreatens to prove
detrimental to the public interest,

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with ather applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federa)

statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976,

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subjecl Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion to the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

waste of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
triet service area,

The Las Vegas Valley Waler District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-
der the subject permit as A prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

M -y 3N
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14.

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated lime required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. Thetapproximale number of persons to be served and the approximate Tulure require-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thereby adversely aflecting
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in violation of” State and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes,

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide informalion
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applicalions associated with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not properly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions:

c, alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not limited 1o, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LVVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforementioned applications filed pur-
suant to NRS 533,345,

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible 10 anticipale all
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right 1o amend the subject protest to include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study,
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF TIIE STATE OF NLEVADA

In THE MATTER AF APPLICATION Nuunsn....é..ﬂzg....a....’.,

"""" PROTEST
oN October 17

WaTcrs ar.. Underground

Robent L. Hanbecke and Fern A. Harbecke

Comes now

Privicd or vyped nanie of pratssiam

SR 5 Box 27, Efy, Nevada £9307

", whose post office address is
- Sircel No. or P.O. Box, City. Siate 20d Zip Cude

Fanmen - Ranchen

whose occupation is and protests the granting
of Applivation Number.,....ocooovoooooeooo ., filed on Ocktobar, 17 1989,
by Las Vegas Valley Water District to appropriate the

Printed or typed name of applivant

waters of Underpround situated in. White Pine County

Underground of name of siteam, Jake, spring or other ource
County, Swie of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit: )
This application should be denied because the extraction of water would Lowen

the depths of water in my awn wells and adversely affect my peasonal existing

rights, Alsp 4ee the attached neasons and grounds fon funthen protest.

—~

THEREFORY the protestant requests that the application be Denied

{Demwed, issurd subject o piior dights, 1. ax IE caag amay be)
and that an order be enlered for such refief as the State Engineer deems just and pioper.
Signed.... Wﬂv’ ..

Ageni ¢ plolnlml

Robent L. Harbecke and Fenrn A, Harbecke

Freinted o¢ typed aastie, if agend

Address.. SR 5 Box 27

Strcek Mu. o5 §*.13, Bos No.

Efy, Nevada £9307

City, State und Zip Cody My,

- Nomy Lublic

LOIS E. WEAVER

Notary Public - Stote of Nevade State of. Nevada
White Pina Hounty, Mavada
Appoinimant Expiras GCT. 3, 1990 County of . White Pine

mr $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY IROTEST. PROTEST MUST HE FILED IN DUPLICATE.

ALL COPIES MUNT CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATUIRE,
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EASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face arca existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest,

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Waler Dis-
trict seeking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the waler needed for
itls environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecalogical, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, sociorconomic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
waler, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
sociceconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens to prove
detrimental to the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploralion project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if nol encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
tands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion to the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the
wasle of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Waler Dis-
Lrict service area.

The Las Vegas Valley Waler District Jacks the financial capability of transporting waler un-
der the subject permit as A prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ngly, the subject Application should be denied.



12,

13,

14.

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimaled cost of such works;

. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated time required
to complete Lhe application of water to beneficial use; and

d. ‘The approximate number of persons to be served and the approximate future require-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thereby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in violation of Stale and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the
Nevada Revised Stalutes,

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide information
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not profperly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of;

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b, mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not limited to, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LVVWD
service area.

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully sct forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest 10 the aforementioned applications fited pur-
suant to NRS 533,365,

In a3 much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this mapgnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible 1o anticipate all
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the prolestant reserves the
right 10 amend the subject protest to include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study.

11420 SHIINIONG 31VES
NIATII

BEld & W 06



IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF TIIE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER aF APPLICATION NUMBER .....5.5255........__.

Fiep sy L38 Vegas Valley Water District

PROTEST
onJctober 17

Waters gr.. Underground

Comes now.....DANLEL. WEAVER,. _AGENT_FOBR_DANIEL. MAES

Printed of wyped name of prolcsiaii

7 whose post office address is 200 _ELY _STREET,. ELY. NEVADA_.89301

Sireet Na. or P.O. Bon, Cily, Slale and Zip Code

whose occupation is LIIBEMAN and prolesis the granting

of Application Mumber 54021 ., fited on Octobar 17 L1989 ..

by Las Vepas Valley Water Distriet Lo appropriate the

Printed of 1yped nacic of spplicant

. I N P i
waters of Underground sitwated in. W1 e Pine County
Underground or name of sticam, lake, spring or other source

Counly, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wii:

SEE. ATTAHCED

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be. Denied

(Denicd, issued subject 10 prier sights, ¢1c.. 34 Lhe case miay be)

and that an order be entered for such relicf as the State Engineer deems just and praper.

Signed 9 W/O /(AS Y

ARE OF prolestani

DANIEL_WEAVER

Prinied or 1yped aame, if agent

Address S.R...1.B0X .5
Sircel No. oo £.0. Bos Na.

ELY, NEVADA 8530t
City, State and Zip Code Nu.

Subseribed and sworn to before me this....2.2.....day of..... .25 . 9. 20
‘ . A CARCL N R i Lo Nutary 'ublic
ﬁ"‘n}‘” F-otary Pubkic - State of Nevada State of. ,ﬁf%l} Al R
w ‘:z‘hrh Pine Cofm:y » Novada
- AL Exp. Jin, 9, 1954 County of &J /4 //L? ‘/O[q/ =

o 310 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTFST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURL,
n& :



REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
waler will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negalive hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest,

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Waler Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feel of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vepas Valley Artesian Basin, Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the walter needed for
its environment and cconomic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for ali its citizens,

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioceconomic im-
pact considerations, and waler resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmentzl impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens to prove
detrimental 1o the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;
c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal
statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976,

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of waler
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management, This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not oblained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the Iransportation of water from the proposed point of diversion 1o the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Apfplication should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

waste ol waler and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict scrvice area,

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-
der the subject permit as #; prerequisite to pulting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

Mpow ma R TEY

{ over )



12,

13.

14,

i5.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimaled time required to construct the works and the estimated time required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The approximate number of persons to be served and the approximate future require-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thereby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in violation of Stale and
Federal Statutes, including but nol limited 1o, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes,

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide information
lo enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Applicalion and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not protperly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

4. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b, mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

c. alternatives 1o the proposed extractions, including but not limited to, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LVVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforementioned applications filed pur-
suant to NRS 533.365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible 10 anlicipale alf
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right 10 amend the subject prolest to include such issues as they develop as 4 result of fur-
ther study,
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IN THE bFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

In THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER....)S:w.Zl.......

Frep sy, 128 _Yegas Valley Water District

PROTLCAT
onfctober 17 1989, 10 APPROPRIATE THE
WaTeRs o... Underground
Comes now Tenny Eachaetd agent. fox. Mary. Goeripges

Prinied or eyped name of prolcmm

whose post office address is......,5£h_j._ﬂigh..szazm...E,Eg;...uu £9301

Sirect Na. os P.Q. Bon, Ciry, State and Zip Cadg
whose occupation is___.__| Hatef Ounel and protests the granting
of Application Number... .3 FHI2{ ", filed on October. 17 19.89...
by Las Vepgas Valley Water District Lo appropriate the
Prinled or 1yped naine of applicant
waters of Underground situated in Whire Pine County
Underground o¢ nams of sireain, luke, spring or osher saurce
County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wil:
SEE. ATTATCHED

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be Denied
{Denied, issucd jubjevi Lo prios righis, cl., 33 Lhe case may bej

and that an order be entered for such relief as the State Engincer deems

Signed

AIEI'H of prodesdanl

Douged V71 1‘%&&?4
Address p 0 < XN ?é: o
s, Mo #9317

City, State and Zip Code My,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this.... 84k, .day of 19..94,

211 Mﬂc@ﬂwm

mossmos Notary Public
2% CARCL NOR
A ?lom?uﬂic-snuumam State of. Nevada.

White Pins County « Nevada 3

Appt. Exp. Jan. 8, 1994 %ouniy ofj wMa Pine.

m 310 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST, PROTEST MUST LE I'ILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTALN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE,
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10.

REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriale over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this waier when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated uscrs in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin, Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of (he water needed for
its environment and cconomic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for ali its citizens.

The granling or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the general.us Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimental Lo the public’ welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens to prove
detrimental 1o the public interest,

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevenl or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

slatutes including, bul not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District,

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport waler across,
lands of the Uniled States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion 1o the service arca of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

wasle of waler and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict service area.

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-
der the subject permit as #; prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

G SR R I
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12,

13.

14,

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily reguired:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimaled time required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The approximate number of persons to be served and the approximate future require-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumuiatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thercby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and create air conlamination and ajr pollution in violation of Staie and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes.

ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed exiractions, including but not limited to, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandalory and effective water conservation in the LVVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as theugh fully set forth herein and
adopts as ils own, each and every other protest o the aforementioned applications filed pur-
suan! to NRS 533,355,

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the Siate Engineer, it is therefore impossible 1o anticipate all
potential adverse affects without further study, Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right to amend the subject protest 1o include such issues as they develop as a resull of fur-
ther study.
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whose post office address is

IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER _54_0?..1_.

Furp sv. 135 _Vegas Valley Water District

PROTEST
onlctober 17

Waters of... Inderground

Edra (xbornaw

Prinled or vyped name of prowesiant

409 Campton Si., Ely, Mevada 89301

Sireel No. or P.O. Bax, City, State and Zip Code

Comes now

"whose occupation is and protests the granting
of Application Number 54021 -, filed on Ockober 17 1989..,
by Laa Vegag Valley Water District 10 appropriate the

Prinled ar typed name of applicang
waters of Underground gituated in. White Pine County

Underground or name of sizeam, lake, spring or other source

County, State of MNevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wii:

See Attachment

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be Denied
(Denied, Issued subject 10 prior rights, ete., os ibe chie may bel

and that an order be entered for such relief as the State Engineer deems just and proper.

AgenL oF profcstant

Edna Oxborrow

Feinted or iyped name, if agent

Address 409 Campton Street

Street Na. o P.0. liox No.

Efy, Nevado 59301

City, Seaie wnd Zip Codg No.

Sisn"‘/y (6:-‘;1"'-'\-& U—){/(v—a-»v\,a-c.@

Subscribed and sworn (0 before me lhis.....é ......... day of ‘gd'&éq l9.§?
vy 1/

Notary Public + State of Nevada - Molacy Pubki:
‘xhpI:tPgﬂ. JIX.-O:‘:V::: State of. Nevada

White P.ine

o Coumgqr

w $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURL.
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11.

REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the qualily of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from exisling
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse lo the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications ﬁledota]the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 360, acre-feet of ground and surface
waler for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such 2 quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for
its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact considerations, and waler resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimental to the public’ welfare and interest,

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental tmpacts
saciveconamic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threalens to prove
detrimental to the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the walter
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or inlerfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;
c. Take or harm those endangered species; and
d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District,

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
lands of the United States under the junsdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vepas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion 1o the service area of
the Las Vegas Vallcy Water District in Clark County.

This Ap{plicalion should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

waste of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict service area,

The Las Vegas Valley Waler District Jacks the financial capability of transporting water un-
der the subject permit as A prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

Mo =g Ry
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12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated time required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The approximate number of persons to be served and the approximate future require-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thercby adversely affecting
phreatophyles and create air contamination and air pollution in violation of State amd
Federal Statules, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapler 445 of the
Nevada Revised Stalules.

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed 1o provide information
lo enable the State Engineer lo grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not prufperly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed exiractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed exiractions, including but not limited 1o, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LVVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adapts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforementioned applications Nled pur-
suant to NRS 533.365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnilude has
never been considered by the Siate Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anticipate all
potential adverse affects without further study, Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right to amend the subject protest to include such issues as they develop as 4 result of fur-
ther study.



IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

14 THE MATTER OF APPLICATION Numper.. 34021

Fiep sy.. 125 _Vegas Valley Water District

PROTEST

on....Qct. 17, 1983, 1o ApPROPRIATE THE

Watersor.... Uoderground Sources

Comes now Larry Shew

Printed or 1yped name of protestant

whose post office addrass s SR 1 Box 011 Ely, Nevada 89301
Streer Mo. o P.O. Box, Chy, Smie and Zip Code

whose occupation is..... Miner, Ranch Hand, Construction Hand

and protests the granting

of Application Number.. 34021 , filed on Oct, 17, 15051

by Las Vegag Valley Watér District
Printed or 1yped name of applicant

waters of .. Underground Sources situated in._White Pine
Underground or name of suream, lake, spring or othes source

1o appropriate the

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

See Attached Sheet

How can yoy justify taking water from WP, Nye and Lincoln Gounties when all of

~Llark County 1s nothing but a playground for pepple. We in White Pine County have

..Fanching, farming, mining and wildlife that depend on this wdter-— that we depend

....g.n...Lg...lni\zg:....,_ng_..l_aa.\z.g...ng..xgm...i.q:_smu;h.—iamam_ci_.;.bme counties, How can you

—-Justify 24 man-made lakes andwater parks and the waste of water?

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be DENIED
(Denicd, issued subject 1o prior rights, ete., as the case may be)

and that an order be entered for such reliefl as the State Engincer deems just and proper.

Sisned(%ﬂf-/j/ = /ég’_zx )

gént or protestant

Larry Shew
Printed or typed name, If agent
Address SR_I Box 011
e Sireet No. or P.O. Box No,

Ely, Nevada 89301
City, Swte and Zip Code No.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3 day of. July 19.90 |
RENEE E. KNUTSON ) Notary Publle
Notary Public - State of Nevada State of. Hevada
Appainirant Pecomed in Wil Pine Cooery
S8 MY ARPCININENT EXPRES DEC. 14,1 County of White Pine

w‘ $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE,

MM | Revhed 8.0



REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict secking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this waier when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. _Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adverscly affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the waler needed for
its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for alt its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact considerations, and waler resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
waler, is detrimental to the public’ welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens lo prove
detrimental (o the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the waler
exploration project would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976,

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport waler across,
lands of the Uhited Stales under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Waler District has not oblained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion to the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County,

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

waste of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict service area, '

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporling water un-

der the subject permit as & prerequisite (o pulting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

e A b B

{ over )



12,

13.

14,

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the applicalion fails to include
the stalutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;
b. The estimated cost of such works;
c, The estimated time required fo construct the works and the estimated time required

to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The approximate number of persons to be served and the approximate future require-
menl.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thereb adversely affecling
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in violution of State and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapler 445 of (he
Nevada Revised Slatutes.

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide informalion
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of 1he basin transfer project can-
not profper]y be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extraclions;

c. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not limited (o, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LVVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopls as its own, each and every other protest to the aforementioned applications filed pur-
suant to NRS 533.365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the Siate Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anlicipale atl
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the prolesiant reserves the
right to amend the subject protest 1o include such issues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study. '



IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER .....5.&.9 21 _

Frep gy, k25 _Vegas Valley Warer District PROTEST
ondctober 17 1989..., T0 APPROPRIATE THE
WaTERs oF.._inderpround

Virginia B. Terry

Comes now
Printed or syped mmeel‘pmu:naél 8
(-\whosepouuﬁiceaddress is P.0. Box 1363 Mc Gill, NV 931
! Sireet Mo, ar P.Q. Bog, City, Siate snd Zip Code
whese occupation is Principal Mc Gill Elementary and protests ihe granting
of Application Number...2 4021 ", filed on Octobar. 7 1989...
by Las Vegas Valley Water District to appropriate the
Prinied or 1yped name of applicant
waters of Underground situated in. Wtite Pine County

Underground or name of siream, lake, spring or other saurce

Counly, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:
This Application is one of over 140 appliecations filed by
................... the-las.-Vegas-Valley.-Water. District.seeking. a.comhined
appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
-------------- ~waterfer-municlpal-ugein_the. Las.Vegas.Yalley Antesian
Basin., Diversion and export of such a quantity of water will deprive
~the-eount¥-and..ares-of-arigin.ofl the water.needed. for
its environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily

oG @S LRGN Eironmental eoologleal, scenlc.and. recreational. . yalies
that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

N

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be. Denied
{Denied, isawed subject 10 prior rights, elc., 13 the case may be}

and that an order be entered for such retief as the State Engineer deems just and proper.

Dossii 3@;

Signed
Ageni or protestant
Yirgin B.. . Jerry
0 B Prinlm34g typed nanke, i agent
. [0}
Address P

Streer No. or P.O. Boa No.
Me G111 NV 89318

Cily. Sta12 and Zip Code Na.

Subseribed and sworn to before me this.... é ........ day of. O/ 19%

T CAROL NORCAOSS VLAHOS 31C;Z%&Qﬁ?%;ii%deh§kk7;kégzﬁéiaiy
q Notary Public + State of Navade atasy Public
APDL Enpa e ﬂé%x}bdr’/d/
AppL Exp. Jun. 9, 1994 S'atﬂ of.
Counly of W %/ﬂﬂ—e/

w $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.

(=
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION Numper 54021 ,

FiLED BY Yega 11 ater Distri ,

} PROTEST
ov__Qctober 17 | 1989 , to AprroPRIATE THE
WATERS OF Underground Sources

Comes now _the County of White Pine and the City of Elv, State of Nevada
P

tnted ot iypad name ol prol el

" whose post office address is _P, O. Box 1002,  Ely, Nevada 89301

Birset Ne. or F. 0. Box, Clty, Biats and Zip Code

whose ocoupation is _Palitical Subdivision, State of Nevada and protesls the granting

of Application Number 54021 , filed on October 17 , 19 89

by __the Las Vegas Valley Water District to appropriate the
Printed or Iypad rame of sp plicant

waters of Underground Sources situated in White Pine

Underground of nams of stream, kake, spring or ofher sourer

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

Seg Attached

P

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be DENIED
[Denied, lasoed subjact o priet rights, Nc., a1 ihe caes may bep

&nd that an order be antered for such relief 2s the State Bhgineer dee;

just and proper.

Signed
t Name Danl., Pa Age
Frinted or typed T

Address P. Q. Box 240

Sirset No. or P. 0. Bax No.

Address Ely, Nevada 89301

‘City, Siatr 1nd Zip Cod o,

Subscribed and swomn to before moe this s T4 of day of July , 1990 .

Fotary

State of Nevada

County of White Pine

$10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUFLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE

o



The City cf Ely and The Board of County Commissioners, White

Pine County, State of Nevada, Ac hereby protest the above
referenced application upon the following grounds:

1. Upon information and belief Protestant asserts that there
is not sufficient unappropriated groundwater in Spring Valley to
provide the water sought in Application ¥umber 54021 and
ail other pending applicatiosas involving the utilization of
surface and ground water from that Basin.

2. VUpon information and belief Protestant asserts that the
appropriation of this water when added to the already appraved
appropriations to dedicated users in the Spring Valley Basin will
exceed the annual recharge and safe yield of the basin.
Appropriation and use of this magnitude will lower the water table
and degrade the quality of water from existing wells, cause
negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other
negative impacts and will adversely affect existing rights adverse
to the public interest.

3. That the groundwater sought in Application Number

54021 will conflict with and interfere with groundwater
sought in previously f£iled Applications in the Spring Valley Basin
as.set out a State Engineer's abstract which is hereto as Exhibit
"A" fully incorporated herein, said Applications being prior in
time to the instant Application and which have not been acted upon
by the State Engineex.

4. The granting or approval of the instant Application would
conflict with or tend to impair existing water rights in the
Spring Valley Basin in that it would exceed the safe vield of the
subject basin and unreasonably lower the static water level and
sanction water mining which is contrary to public policy in the
State of Nevada.

5. That the appropriation of the water sought in the instant
Application, when added to the other pending Applications and to
the already approved appropriations and dedicated uses in the
Spring Valley Basin, will lower the static water level in Spring
Valley Basin, will adversely affect the quality of the remaining
ground water and will further threaten springs, seeps and
phreatophytes which provide water and habitat critical to the use
and survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other surface
existing uses,



6. This Application is one of approximately 147 applications
filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water District seeking a combined
appropriation of approximately 860,000 acre feet of ground and
surface water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian
Basin. Diversion and export of such a quantity of water will
deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for its
environment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy
or damage environmental, ecological, scenic and recreational
values that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

7. The granting or approving of the subject Application in
the absence of comprehensive planning, including but not limited
to envirommental impact considerations, socioeconomic impact
considerations, and a water resource prlan consideration for the
general Las Vegas Valley area such as has been required by the
Public Service Commiszsion of private purveyors of water, is
detrimental to the public welfare and interest.

8. The granting or approving of the subject Application in
the absence of comprehensive water resource development planning,
including but not limited to, envirenmental impacts, socioeconomic
impact, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens to
prove detrimental to the public interest.

3. Granting or approval of the above-referenced Application
would be detrimental to the public interest in that it
individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploration project would:

{1) Likely jeopardize the continued existence of
endangered and threatened species recognized under
the Endangered Species Act and related state
statues; : '

(2) Prevent or interfere with the conservation and
management of those threatened or endangered
species;

{3) Take or harm those endangered species; and

(4) Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal
lands are managed under Federal statutes including,
but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act
of 1976.

10. That the withdrawal of the ground water sought in this
Application and/or in conjunction with withdrawal of groundwaters
sought in other Applicaticns in Spring Valley included in the
water importation project will exceed the annual recharge and safe
yield of the basin and will cause the loss of surface plant
communities that provigde forage and habitat for wildlife and
forage for livestock, thus eliminating those uses of the basin.



11. That the granting of this Application together with the
companicn Applications filed as part of the water importation
project will necessitate the Applicant te locate well sites,
build road and power lines to each well site, causing surface
disturbance and degradation of the environment, including loss of
wildlife habitat, wildlife populations, and grazing lands for
livestock.

12. The approval of the subject Application will sanction and
enhance the willful waste of water allowed, if not encouraged, by
the Las Vegas Valley Water District, and that such waste of water
is contrary to public policy in the State of Nevada.

13. The subject Application seeks to develop the water
resources of, and transport water across, lands of the United
States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of
Interior, Bureau of Land Management. This application should be
denied because the las Vegas Valley Water District has not
obtained or demonstrated that it can obtain right-of~way for water
development on public lands and the transportation of water from
the proposed peint of diversion to the service area of the Las
Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County, and therefore cannot
show that the water will ever be placed in beneficial use.

14. The Application should be denied because it individually
and cumulatively with other Applications of the water importation
project will perpetuate and may increase the inefficient use of
water and frustrate efforts of water demand management in the Las
Vegas Valley Water District service area.

15. The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial
capability of transporting water under the subject permit as a
Prerequisite to placing the water to beneficial use and
accordingly, the subject Application should be denied.

. 16. The above-reference Application should be denied because
the Application fails to adequately include the statutorily
required information, to wit;

(1) Description of propcsed works;
{2) The estimated cost of such works;

(3) The estimated time required to construct the works
and the estimated time required to complete the
application of water to beneficial use; and

{4) The approximate number of persons to be served and
the approximate future reguirement.

17. The subject Application should be denied because it
individually and cumulatively with other Applications will exceed
the safe yield of the Spring Valley Basin thereby adversely affect
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in



violation of State and Federal Statutes, including but not limited

to, the Clean Air Aet and Chapter 445 of the Nevada Revised
Statutes.

18. The Application cannot be granted because the applicant
has failed to provide information to enable the State Engineer to
guard the public interest pProperly. This Application and related
applications associated with this major withdrawal of groundwater
out of the basin cannot properly be determined without an
independent, formal.and publicly-reviewable assessment of:

&. cumulative environmental and socioceconomic impacts
©f the proposed extractions;

P. mitigation measures that will reduce such impacts
of the proposed extractions;

C. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including
but not limited to, the alternatives of no extraction
and mandatory and effective water conservation in the
Las Vegas Valley Water District service area.

19. That this Application should be denied because the .
Applicant has failed to pProvide to Protestant relevant information
regarding this Application and other Applications which comprise
this project as required by N.R.S. 533.363. That the failure to
provide such relevant information denies Protestant due process of
law under Chapter 533, N.R.S5., in that said relevant information
may provide Protestant with further meaningful grounds of protest,
and that Protestant may be forever barred from submitting such
further grounds of protest because the protest period may run
before Applicant provides such required information. That the
failure of Applicant to provide such information denies Protestant
with meaningful opportunity to submit protests to this Application

and other Applications included in this project as allowed by
Chapter $33, N.R.S.

20. The subject Application should be denied because the
population projections upon which the water demand projections are
based are unrealistic and ignore numerous constraints to growth,
including traftic congestion, increase costs of infrastructure and
services, degraded air quality, ete,

21, The subject Application should be denied because previous
and current conservation programs instituted by the Las Vegas
Water District are ineffective, publig-relations oriented efforts
that are unlikely to achieve substantial water savings. Public
policy and public interest considerations should preclude the
negative environmental and socloeconomic consequences of the
Proposed transfers on areas of origin when the potential water

importer has failed to make a good-faith effort to efficiently use
currently available supplies.

22, The subject Application should be denied because the
enormous costs of the project likely will result in water rate
increases of such a magnitude that demand will be substantially
reduced, thereby rendering the water transfer unnecessary.



23. The granting or approval of the above-refercnced
Application would be detrimental to the public interest and is not
made in good faith since it would allow the Las Vegas Valley Water
District to lock up vital water resources for possible use
sometime in the distant future beyond current planning horizons.

24, The subject Application should be denied because current
and developing trends in housing, landscaping, national plumbing
fixture stands, and demographic patterns all suggest that the
simplistic water demand forecasts upon which the proposed

transfers are based substantially overstate future water demand
needs.

25. The subject Application should be denied because the
current per capita water consumption rate for the Las Vegas Valley
Water District is double that of similarly situated southwestern
municipalities. This suggests enormous potential for more
cost-effactive supply alternatives, including demand management
and effluent re-use. These alternatives have not been seriocusly
considered by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

26. The subject Application should be denied because the
enormous costs of the project likely will result in water rate
increases of such a magnitude that demand will be substantially
reduced, thereby rendering the transfers unnecessary.

27. The subject Application should be denied because the
current per capita water consumption rate for the the Las Vegas
Valley Water District currently is double that of similarly
situated southwestern municipalities. This suggests enormous
potential for more cost-effective supply alternatives, including
demand management and effluent re-use, which aveid the negative
impacts on rural areas of origin and have not been considered.

28. That the State Engineer has previcusly denied other
groundwater Applications submitted by other Applicants in the
subject basin, said Applications having been prior in time to the
instant Application and those associated with the water
importation project. That the grounds of denial for prior
Applications should apply equally to the instant Application and

1f appropriate, should provide grounds to deny the instant
Application.

29. Inasmuch as water extraction and the trans-basin
coniveyance project of this magnitude has never been considered by
the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anticipate all
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the
Protestant reserves the right to amend the subject protest to
include such issues as they develope as a result of further study.

30. The undersigned.a@ditionally incorporates by reference as
though fully set forth herein and adopts as its own, each and
every other protest to this Application and/or to any Application

filed that is included in this project and filed pursuant to
N.R.S. 533,385,
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f\,hoswccup“,on;, Conservation, protection, and enhancement of fish, wi mmtéuqhﬂﬁmi,fpbitat

IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER — 54021

Fueper..las Vegas. \alley Water District PROTEST

o October 17 199__, 1o ArprorriaTe Tux

Warters or__lUndergroynd.

Comesnow. 1.5, Fish and Wildlife Servics

Printed or typed same of protescast

whose post office address Is... 1002 . NF_Holladay Strest, Partland, OR. 97232-418]1
Street No. or .0 Bon, City, State and Zip Code

54021

of Application Number fited on... (lctoher 17 1989....

by Las Vegas Valley Water District to appropriate the
Printed of 1yped niums of spplicant |

waters of .._Underground sitsated inWhite Pipe... . ...

UM«Mulmorumn.hn.Wuuhm
County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, 1o wit:

—Ee Attached,

THEREFORE the protestant requests thet the application be

DNenied
3 y (Dyzind, leaned pubjict 1o prior rights, #4c.. & the case may be}
and that an order be entered %r such retief as the State Engincer deems just and proper.

Signed %M/ W

" Apwmior protesient
Marvin L. Plenert, Regional Director

o i .
Address. Uﬂsi E!sumﬁig ﬁ?ﬂ?‘fe'ﬁrwce
.ot P.0, Box No.
b;.;&ﬂlhmta._ 1

Subscribed and sworn to before me this_e2~ 2 day of @Lv-é 19.22.

% tha iy 4%47,.

/v

AL,

e $3

L0

State of. (iregon
County of, Multnomah

W W%"‘W 7 /7/?1_

t $1¢ FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.

4 (Reenag 00 cu s



Attachment

Page 1 of 2

The U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) protests water right applications
53947 through 54036, 54038 through 54066, 54068 through 54092, 54105, and
54106, of which this protest is a part, which were filed by the Las Vegas
Valley Water District (LVWWD), Granting the above applications would not be
in the public interest and, in addition, would injure the Service’s senior
water rights.

The currently available information indicates that the impacts, both short and
long term, which would result from withdrawal (extraction) of underground
water as proposed by LVVWD, would adversely affect the water rights held by
the Service and the water available to wildlife and plants in general.

The "underground source" of the water proposed to be appropriated by LVVWD
will intercept the source of the water that now maintains the numerous
springs, seeps, marshes, streams, and riparian and mesquite habitats that
suppart the wildlife and plant resources including endangered and threatened
species in the state of Nevada. These water resources are dependent on the
ground water systems from which applicant proposes to tap.

The Service’s mission is to conserve, protect, and enhance fish, wildlife, and
their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. In southern
Nevada, the Service manages four National Wildlife Refuges (NWR):

»  Ash Meadows NWR. This refuge was established in June 1984 and comprises
approximately 23,500 acres of spring-fed wetlands and alkaline desert
uplands that provide habitat for numerous plants and animals found
nowhere else in the world. Five species at the refuge are listed under
the Endangered Species Act, and seven species are threatened. Twenty
other species are candidates for listing.

» Desert National Wildlife Range. This refuge was established in 1936 and
encompasses.over 2,200 square miles. The most important objective is
perpetuating the desert bighorn sheep and its habitat. Dependable,
year-round water sources located throughout bighorn habitat enable the
sheep to use all available habitat which reduces competition for food,
cover, water, and space. The Corn Creek Spring ponds on the refuge are
the home of the endangered Pahrump poolfish. '

» Moapa NWR. This refuge was established in 1979 to secure habitat for
the‘Moaga dace, an endangered minnow endemic to the headwaters of the
Muddy River. Historically, the dace was common throughout the
headqaters of the Muddy River but in the Tast decade populations have
dec11ned.sharp1y due to habitat destruction and alterations and
competition with introduced non-natjve species.,



Page 2 of 2

+ Pahranagat NWR. This refuge was established in 19§4 to provide a
stopping point for waterfowl and other migratory birds as they migrate
south in the fall and back north in the early spring. These waterfowl
are attracted by the refuge’s 5,380 acres of marshes, open water, pative
grass meadows, and cultivated croplands. The refuge is the home of the
endangered bald eagle and five candidate species.

These four southern Nevada refuges support migratory birds, endangered and
threatened species, and other plant and wildlife species. Loss of sufficient
water supply to the refuges would eliminate or degrade critical wildlife
habitat and could eliminate some or all of the migratory birds, endangered and
threatened species, and other wildlife the refuges have been established to
protect. This would defeat the very purposes of the refuges and interfere
with the Service’s mandated responsibilities under the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act, 16 U.5.C 5 703 et seq., (MBTA) and the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of ,
1973, 16 U.S5.C. 1531 et seq., among other federal laws. Reducing the refuges
water supply through approval of the applications could also constitute
violations of the ESA and MBTA. .

In addition to the endangered and threatened species found on the refuges,
endangered and threatened species are found at numerous other sites in
southern Nevada. Significantly reducing water supplies at these locations
would also adversely affect these species. The preamble to the Endangered
Species Act states that endangered and threatened species of fish, wildlife
and plants . ., ., “are of aesthetic, ecological, educational, historical,
recreational and scientific value to the Nation and its people." Congress,
through enactment of the Endangered Species Act, has clearly expressed a

national public interest in preserving endangered and threatened plant and
animal spectes, 2 T

The Service also has water rights for surface and ground water at each of the

four southern Nevada National Wildlife Refuges. Approval of the applications

would significant] reduce. the water available at the refuges and injure the
Service’s water rig.ts.

The Fish and Wildlife Service strongly urges the State Engineer to undertake a
comprehensive study of the environmental impacts to southern Nevada that the
withdrawing of approximately 860,000 acre-feet of water, the amount applied
for by the Las Vegas Valley Water District, would have on the hydrologically

connected basins in this area of the state prior to approving any of the
applications. ' -



IN TIIE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER ..o

Fuep sy a8 Vegas Valley Water District

PROTEST

N October 17 1 989, 10 APPROFRIATE THE

W ATERS OF Underground Source

Lols Weaver
Printed or {yped same of protesiant

5. R. 1, Box 5, Ely, NV 89301
Sreeet Mo, or P.Y. Box, City, State and Zip Code

Comes now

whose post oflice address is

whose occupation is Bookkeeper and protests the granting

of Application Numb 34021 filed on Octaber 17 19.89.

by Las Vegas Valley Water District 10 appropriate the
Printed or typed name of applicant

waters of Uunderground Source situated ip. White Pine

Undetgraund or name of sircsm, Iake, spring or other source

Counly, State of Mevada, for the [ollowing reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

See Attached Sheet

THEREFORE the protesiant requests that the application be .. DENIED
(emicd, issued subject 1o prios rights, sic., as 1he case may hel

arud that an order be entered for such relief as the Siale Enginccr deems just and proper.

Smnedm"mcigi%mgé/ & ntleanss

Apeni or prolesiant
Lols Weaver
Prinicd or typed name, if agemt
Address 5. R. 1, Box 5
Streel No. or £.0. Box No.

Ely, NV 89301

City, Slate and Zip Code No.

Subscribed and sworn (o before me lhis...é.. .......... day of . el = N e 19¢‘§)

~ Mgy Publié
State of M -

, CAMILLE J. NIMAN
Notary Puslic-Slate of Nevada
¢ Whita Fina County, Navada
Appointment Expires 11/2/81
W FHEFINLING PEE MUST ACDMPANY PROTEST. PROTVEST MUST BE FILE
ALY COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.

County of

DUPLICATE.

Lz

1M Rrverd A a0y LT .
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REASONS AND GRQUNDS FOR PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Waler Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will lower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the quality of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations and dedi-
cated uscrs in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict sceking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water will deprive the county and area of origin of the water needed for
its cnvironment and economic wel being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ccological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for ali its citizens.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited (o environmental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact considerations, and water resource plan consideration for the genecral Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimental to the public welfare and interest,

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, enviranmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens to prove
detrimental 1o the public interest.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental 1o the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploralion project would:

a, Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threalened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and related state statutes;

b. Prevent or inlerfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;
c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with the purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal
statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976,

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of water
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District,

The subject ﬁpplicalion seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport water across,
lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Bureau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Walcr District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion to the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County,

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the

wasle of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict service arca.

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-
der the subject permit as #; prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.

S T R &

( over )



12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

a. Description of proposed works;

b. The estimated cost of such works;

c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimaled time required
to complete the application of water to beneficial use; and

d. The approximate number of persons to be served and the approximate fulure reguire-
ment.

The subject Application should be denied because it individuaily and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thereby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air potlution in violation of State and
Federal Statutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapler 445 of the
Nevada Revised Stalutes,

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide information
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public interest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associated with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not protperly be determined without an independent, formal and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of;

a. cumulalive impacts of the proposed extractions;

b. mitigation measures that wilt reduce the impacts of the proposed exiractions;

c. alternatives to the proposed extractions, including but not limited 1o, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LYVYWD
service area.

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforemenlioned applications filed pur-
svant to NRS 533.365.

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible (0 anlicipate all
potential adverse affects ‘without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves {he
right to amend the subject protest 1o include such jssues as they develop as a result of fur-
ther study.

1 3ivis
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/

whose post office address is.
. p rcs.

IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

54021

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER... oo rereneeneey
FILED BY Las Vagas Valley Water District PROTEST
onOcraber 17 1982..., T0 APPROPRIATE THE

Watsrs of,.. Underground

KELLY WIEDMEYER
Comes now

rinted of typed nams of protesiant

P,
846 MURRY STREET ELY, NEVADA 89301
Sicet No. or PO, bax, Chy, Staie 2nd Zip Cods

whose occunation is STURENT , and protests the granting
of Application Number....5402 -, filed on Qctobar.17 » 1989...
by Las Vegas Valley Water Distriet Lo appropriate the

Prinled or typed name af applicant

waters of Underground situated jn. White Pine Couney
Underground ot name of siream, lake, spring or cther source

County, State of Nevada, far the following reasons and on 1he following grounds, to wil:

-SEE_ATTACHER

THEREFOQRE the protestant requests that the application be Denied

{Deiied, issued subject 1 prios rights, eiv., 33 the vaie may bel

and that an order be entered for such refief as the State Engineer deems just and proper.

Signed M\%\ il )\?bma%ff

ALENL OF (Hulestant

KELLY WIEDMEYER

846 MURRYFriS"'II!ﬁgE{'N aaae, il agemt

Address

Sieeer No. or P.O. Hoa No.

ELY, NEVADA 89301

City, State and Zip Coe No.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this.....! ...day of. Q‘:Jd l??p

&
/
™ CMOLW‘?";ﬁm éﬁwﬁ ‘ﬁa?/zﬂ 2A22] 22&4&/44
2o

Notary Pubiic Nevada Nulagy Public
v Caunty « Ne
Wt P Eep, don. 9, 1094

Siate of.

W
).Coumyg_r'/{:,)__w . %’VK_Q_/

Appl. Exp.

w $10 FILING FFI; MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTFEST MUST HE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.
o

LTL VT SR



EASQNS AND GROUND R PROTEST

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking to appropriate over 810,000 acre-feet of ground water for municipal use within
the service area of the District in Clark County. Diversion and export of such a quantity of
water will fower the static water level in this basin, will adversely affect the qualit of
remaining ground water and will further threaten springs, seeds and phreatophytes which
provide water and habitat critical to the survival of wildlife, grazing livestock and other sur-
face area existing uses.

The appropriation of this water when added to tha already approved appropriations and dedi-
caled users in this basin will exceed the safe yield of the basin, Appropriation and use of
this magnitude will lower the water table and degrade the quality of water from existing
wells, cause negative hydraulic gradient influences, further cause other negative impacts
and will adversely affect existing rights adverse to the public interest.

This Application is one of over 140 applications filed by the La¢ Vegas Valley Water Dis-
trict seeking a combined appropriation of over 860,000 acre-feet of ground and surface
water for municipal use in the Las Vegas Valley Artesian Basin. Diversion and export of
such a quantity of water wilt deprive the county and area of origin of the waler needed for
its cnvironment and economic well being and will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds in trust for ali its citizens.

The granling or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive plan-
ning, including but not limited to environmental impact considerations, socioeconomic im-
pact considerations, and waler resource plan consideration for the general Las Vegas Valley
area such as has been required by the Public Service Commission of private purveyors of
water, is detrimenial to the public welfare and interest.

The granting or approving of the subject Application in the absence of comprehensive water
resource development planning, including but not limited to, environmental impacts
socioeconomic impacts, and long term impacts on the water resource, threatens lo prove
detrimental Lo the public interest,

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental to the
public interest in that it individually and cumulatively with other applications of the water
exploralion project would;

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangered and threatened species
recognized under the Endangered Species Act and relaied state slatutes;

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered species;

c. Take or harm those endangered species; and

d. Interfere with (he purpose for which the Federal lands are managed under Federal

stalutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy Act of 1976.

The approval of the subject Application will sanction and enhance the willful waste of waler
allowed, if not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Waler District.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resources of, and transport walter across,
lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Burcau of Land Management. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained right-or-way for water development on public lands
and the transportation of water from the proposed point of diversion 1o the service area of
the Las Vegas Valley Water District in Clark County.

This Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively will increase the
wasle of water and lack of effective conservation efforts in the Las Vepas Valley Water Dis-
tricl service area,

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability of transporting water un-

der the subject permit as £ prerequisite to putting the water to beneficial use and accord-
ingly, the subject Application should be denied.



12,

13.

14,

15.

16.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the application fails to include
the statutorily required:

3. Description of proposed works;
b. The estimated cost of such works;
c. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated time required
lo complete the application of water to beneficial use; and
d, ;l;c lapprcmimate number of persons to be served and the approximale fiture require-
nt,

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other Applications will exceed the safe yield of this basin thercby adversely affecting
phreatophytes and create air contamination and air pollution in viclation of State and
Federal Stalutes, including but not limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes,

This Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide information
to enable the State Engineer to grant the public inlerest properly. This Application and re-
lated applications associaled with this major withdrawal out of the basin transfer project can-
not properly be determined without an independent, forma! and publicly-reviewable assess-
ment of:

a. cumulative impacts of the proposed extractions;

b, mitigalion mezsures that will reduce the impaets of the proposed extractions:

c. alternatives 1o the proposed extractions, including but not limited to, the alternatives
of no extraction and mandatory and effective water conservation in the LVVWD
service area,

The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set fonth lerein and
adopts as its own, each and every other protest to the aforemenlioned applications filed pur-
suant to NRS 533,365,

In as much as a water extraction and trans-basin conveyance project of this magnitude has
never been considered by the Siate Engineer, it is (herefore impossible (o anticipate all
potential adverse affects without further study. Accordingly, the protestant reserves the
right to amend the subject protest to include such issues as they develop as a result of Tur-
ther study,

11430 SY
G.?h] -!!J i
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF AppLicaTioN Nuveer 54021

Fiep sy the Las Vegas Valley Water District PROTEST

oN October 17, 1989 10 ApPrrROPRIATE THE

Warers oF Underground

Comes now the County of Nye, State of Nevada, whose post office address is P.O. Box 1767, Tonopah, NV, 89049,
~—vhose occupation is Political Subdivision, State of Nevada, and protests the granting of Application Number 54021, filed on

October 17, 1989, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District 0 appropriate the waters of Underground siwated in White Pine

County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wil:

See attached.

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application by DENIED and that an order be entered for such rcli;f as the

State Engineer deems just and proper. ‘ é z / %
Signed Vs £ e

e
N Stephen T. Bradhurst, Agent

Agl?ress P.O. Box 1510, Reno, NV 89505

Subscribed and sworn to before me this é,‘k day of July - . 1990,,. -~ :

.
-

|

. / Qo Adey
Notary {?dhlic /
State of Nevada ey

MARY SEFRLEY ¢
NOTARY PURLIC
: STATE OF NLIVADA ¢
‘\ 5 WASHOE COUNTY

g My Appni. Expiras JAN. 13, 19§81 j‘

¢

County of Washoe |




REASONS AND GROUNDS FOR PROTEST BY NYE COUNTY

The Nye County Board of Commissioners, State of Nevada, does l}ereby protest the _above-
referenced Application for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

L.

Upon information and belief protestant asserts that there is not sufficient _
unappropriated ground water in host water basin to provide the walter _sollghl in the
above-referenced Application and all other pending applications involving the
utilization of surface and ground water from the basin.

The appropriation of this water when added to the already approved appropriations
and existing uses and water rights in host water basin will exceed‘ the ann_ual _
recharge and safe yield of the basin. Appropriation and use of this magnitude will
lower the water table; degrade the quality of water from existing wells; cause
negative hydraulic gradient influences; and threaten springs, seeps and p!lreatophytes
which provide water and habitat that are critical to the survival of wildlife and
grazing livestock.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would unreasonably
lower the water table and sanction water mining, which is contrary to Nevada law
and public policy.

This Application is one of 146 applications filed by the Las Vegas Valley Water
District seeking a combined appropriation of some 864,195 aCI:c-fct?t of ground and
surface water primarily for municipal use in Clark County. Diversion and export
of such a quantity of water will deprive the area of origin of the water {leedgd o
protect and enhance its environment and economic well-being; and the diversion
will unnecessarily destroy environmental, ecological, scenic and recreational values
that the State holds in trust for all its citizens.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application in the absence of
comprehensive water-resource development planning, including, but not limited to,
environmental-impact considerations, socioeconomic-impact considerations, .
cost/benefit considerations, water-resource evaluation by an independent‘entny,.and
2 water-resource plan for the Las Vegas Valley Water District (such as is required
by the Public Service Commission ©of water purveyors) is detrimental to the public
welfare and interest, o

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be c'ietr}'mental
to the public interest in that it, individually and together with other applications of
the water importation project, would:

a. Likely jeopardize the continued existence of endangert':d and threatened
species recognized under the federal Endangered Species Act and related
state statutes;



Reasons and Grounds for Protest (Nye County) 1age -

10.

1L

b. Prevent or interfere with the conservation of those threatened or endangered
species;

¢. Take or harm those endangered or threatened species; and

Interfere with the purpose for which the federal lands are managed under
federal statutes including, but not limited to, the Federal Land Use Policy
Act of 1976.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application will sanction and
encourage the willful waste of water that has been allowed, if not encouraged, by
the Las Vegas Valley Water District. Said waste of water is contrary to Nevada
law and public policy.

The subject Application seeks to develop the water resourccs of, and transport
water across, lands of the United States under the jurisdiction of the United States
Department of Interior. This Application should be denied because the Las Vegas
Valley Water District has not obtained or demonstrated that it can obtain the
necessary legal interest (right-of-way) on said lands to extract, develop and
transport water from the point of diversion to the point of use in the Las Vegas
Valley Water District service area. Therefore, the Las Vegas Valley Water District
cannot show that the water will ever be placed in beneficial use.

The Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively with
other applications of the water importation project will perpetuate and may increase
the inefficient use of water in the Las Vegas Valley Water District service area and
frustrate efforts at water-demand management in the Las Vegas Valley Water
District service area.

The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial capability for developing
and transporting water under the subject permit, which is a prerequisite 1o putting
the water to beneficial use; and accordingly, the subject Application should be
denied.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because it fails to adequately
include the statutorily required information, to wit:

a. Description of proposed works;
b. The estimated cost of such works;

¢. The estimated time required to construct the works and the estimated time
required to complete the application of water 0 beneficial use;

d. The approximate number of persons to be served and the future requirement;
and

e. The dimensions and location of proposed water-storage reservoirs, the
capacity of the proposed reservoirs, and a description of the lands to be
submerged by impounded waters.



Reasons and Grounds for Protest (Nye County) Page 3

12,

13.

14,

15.

16.

The subject Application should be denied because it individually and cumulatively
with other applications of the proposed project will exceed the safe yield of }_’0“_
water basin thereby adversely affecting phreatophytes and creating air contamination
and air pollution in violation of State and Federal Statutes, including, but not
limited to, the Clean Air Act and Chapter 445 of the Nevada Revised Statutes.

The Application cannot be granted because the applicant has failed to provide
information to enable the State Engineer to properly safeguard the public interest.
The adverse effects of this Application and related applications associated with the
proposed water appropriation and transportation project (largest appropriation of
ground water in the history of the State of Nevada) cannot properly be evaluated
without an independent, formal and publicly reviewable assessment of the
following:

a. The water resources of the proposed area -of diversion and the cumulative
effects of the proposed diversions;

b. Mitigation measures that will reduce the impacts of the proposed extraction;
and

€. Alternatives to the proposed extraction, including, but not imited to, the
alternatives of no extraction and aggressive implementation of all proven and
cost-effective water-demand management strategies.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the applicant has failed
1o provide the protestant relevant information regarding this Application and other
applications which comprise the proposed importation project (works) as required
by N.R.S. 533.363. The failure to provide such relevant information denies
protestant due process of law under Chapter 533, N.R.S,, in that said relevant
information may provide protestant with further meaningful grounds of protest, and
that protestant may be forever barred from submitting such further grounds of _
protest because the protest period may end before Applicant provides such required
information. The failure of applicant to provide such information denies protestant
the meaningful opportunity to submit protests to this Application and other
applications associated with the water importation project as allowed by Chapter
533, NRS.

The subject Application should be denied because the population projections upon
which the water-demand projections are based are unrealistic and ignore numerous
constraints to growth, including traffic congestion, increased costs of infrastructure
and services, degraded air quality, protection of rare and endangered species, etc.

The subject Application should be denied because previous and current conservation
programs instituted by the Las Vegas Valley Water District are inefficient public-
relations-oriented efforts that are unlikely to achieve substantial water savings.
Public-policy and public-interest considerations should preclude the negative
environmental and socioeconomic consequences of the proposed transfers on areas
of origin when the potential water importer has failed to make a good-faith effort
to efficiently use currently available supplies.
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The subject Application should be denied because the enormous costs of the project
likely will result in water-rate increases of such a magnitude that demand will be
substantially reduced, thereby rendering the water transfer unnecessary.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application would be detrimental
to the public interest and not made in good faith since it would allow the Las
Vegas Valley Water District to lock up vital water resources for possible use
sometime in the distant future beyond current planning horizons.

The subject Application should be denied because current and developing trends in
housing, landscaping, national plumbing-fixture standards and demographic patterns
all suggest that the simplistic water-demand forecasts upon which the proposed
transfers are based substantially overstate future water-demand needs.

The subject Application should be denied because the current per capita water-
consumption rate for the Las Vegas Valley Water District is double that of _
similarly situated southwestern municipalities. This suggests enormous potential for
most cost-effective supply alternatives, including demand management and effluent
re-use. These alternatives have not been seriously considered by the Las Vegas
Valley Water District. :

The above-referenced Application should be denied because the State Engineer has
previously denied other applications for water from the host water basin, said
applications having been prior in time to the instant Application and those
applications associated with the water importation project. The grounds for denial
(e.g., applicant does not own or control the land on which the water is 1o be
diverted, approval would be detrimental to the public welfare, etc.) of the prior
applications should apply equally to the instant Applicant and provide grounds to
deny the instant Application.

The granting or approval of the above-referenced Application and the other
applications associated with the water-importation project will most likely have a
negative impact on Nevada's environment (see the report entitled Las Vegas Warer
Importation Project Technology Assessment by Baughman and Finson). Therefore,
the subject Application should be denied by the State Engineer since it is the

public policy of the State of Nevada, per Governor Bob Miller’s January 25, 1990,
State of the State Address, to protect Nevada’s environment, even at the expense of
growth (see page 11 of the Address).

The State Engineer is a2 member of the State of Nevada Environmental Commission
(N.R.S. 445.451). This entity has the duty to prevent, abate and control air
pollution in the State of Nevada, including Las Vegas Valley. Air pollution in Las
Vegas Valley is so bad that the Valley has been classified a non-attainment area

for national and state ambient air-quality standards for CO and PMIO. The Las
Vegas Valley Water District applications for water from central, castern and
southern Nevada are for the purpose of securing water to encourage and support
future growth in Las Vegas Valley. The State Engineer should deny the above-
referenced Application and the other applications associated with the water-

importation project since more water means more growth—therefore, more air
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pollution. The State Engineer should be taking steps to ameliorate the air-quality
problem in Las Vegas Valley, not exacerbate it. The State Engineer, along with
the other members of the Environmental Commission, has the legal and moral
responsibility to prevent air pollution in Las Vegas Valley. Therefore, the
Commission should protest the subject application and the other applications
associated with the growth-inducing project.

The above-referenced Application should be denied because economic act_ivizy in
the area of the proposed point of diversion is water-dependent (e.g., grazing,
recreation, etc.); and a reduction in the quantity and/or quality of water in the area
would adversely impact said activity and the way of life of the area’s residents.

The above-referenced Application and the other applications associated with the
water-importation project should not be approved if said approval is influenced by
the State Engineer's desire or need to ensure that there is sufficient water for those
lots and condominium units created in Las Vegas Valley by subdivision maps.
These maps were approved by the State Engineer, and he certified that there is
sufficient water for the lots and units created by the maps. If there is not
sufficient water for these lots and units, then Clark County water resources (e.g.,
water created by conservation, water saved by re-use, etc.) should be developed and
assigned to the water-short lots and units.

On information and belief the Las Vegas Valley Water District applications-to -
appropriate water from central, eastern and southern Nevada should be denied since
the District has not shown a need for the water and the feasibility (technical and
financial) of the water-importation project. The District’s need for the water and
the feasibility of the water-importation project should be components of a water-
resource plan approved by the Public Service Commission of Nevada (see N.R.S.
704.020(2)(b)).

Las Vegas Valley Water District public statements and written material indicate that
approximately 61 percent of the water rights sought by the District (via the 146
applications) are 10 be temporary water rights. But, the applications (146) state the
water is to be used on a permanent basis. Therefore, the subject app!icanons,.
including the above-referenced Application, should be denied because the public has
been denied relevant information and due process.

The above-referenced Application and the other applications associated with the
water-importation project should be denied since removing water from central, '
castern and southern Nevada to Las Vegas Valley will adversely impact economic
activity (current and future) of the water-losing area. Some of the economic
impacts are as follows:

a.  Agriculture: The combination of sunlight, water resources (ground water and
geothermal sources), technology for intensified forms of agricultl_Jrc, and
growing markets (particularly in Las Vegas and Los Angeles) might create
conditions for new agricultural development. A lack of water resources that
can be developed would foreclose these additions to the economy of the
region and the state:
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+ Fish farming using thermal springs
* Truck gardens or cotton crops

+ Greenhouses for flowers or hydroponic vegetables, cither alone or in
conjunction with electric cogeneration plants.

In addition, the removal of ground water might damage the existing
agricultural economy of the area by decreasing grazing available for cattle

and sheep and decreasing crops like hay. Water rights are often gained by
the purchase of agricultural land that has the water rights attached; then the
purchaser takes the land out of agricultural production and removes the water
to another, non-agricultural use. The three counties most affected by the
granting of Las Vegas Valley Water District’s applications—Nye, White Pine
and Lincoln—had combined sales of cattle of over $7,000,000 in 1987 and
combined sales of other agricultural products of £3,500,000 in the same year,
according to the U.S. Department of Commerce. Removal of ground water
could affect existing water sources for irrigating hay, and decrease forage

available for cattle and sheep to the detriment of the agricultural segment of
the economy of the three counties.

b. Power Generation and Transmission: The removal of ground water could
inhibit or preclude opportunities for power production, which generally uses
water for cooling and in steam generation. The rransmission lines developed
to connect the White Pine and Thousand Springs Power Plants to the
regional grid (with connection point in Henderson from White Pine), linked
to electric-power-hungry markets in Las Vegas and southern California,
might offer economic development potentials:

« Production of electric power from geothermal sources could be connected
to the transmission line for sales in the region or outside the state

« Electric generation from locally produced natural gas or oil, or from natural
gas from the Kern River Pipeline, could also be connected to the grid

« Costs of solar power are declining and, under certain circumstances, are
similar to other power production. Nevada’s climate and open spaces,
combined with access to a transmission line, could make solar-power
production attractive.

Just as importantly, solar-, geothermal- and thermal-power production could
provide inexpensive power for new dispersed activities in the three countics

that are not now close enough to the electric grid for economic tie-in.

c. Mineral Extraction: Oil and natural gas offer major (though as yet highly
uncertain) prospects. There is informed speculation that this area is the last
major unexplored resource in the continental United States. Dwindling
supplies elsewhere, in combination with reduction of imports, could produce
important opportunities in Nevada. The development of other mineral
resources is likely, and some could be of significant scale (€.g., Bond Gold),
either as now, transporied to linked industries, or as an attraction for co-
location (sec below).
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Gold, however, is not the only mineral found in minable quantities and
qualities in the region. Silver, molybdenum, and copper also are an

important part of the economies of the three counties and so, to a lesser
degree, is the extraction of mercury, fluorspar, calcium borate, zinc, Iqad and
perlite. Each of these minerals is currently being produced in the region.
As demand in’the world changes for minerals, these and others may make
important contributions to the region’s and the state’s economy. The effect
on mining of removal of ground water from the region should be fuily

understood before the applications are approved.

d. Manufacturing: Space-requiring industries (e.g., Aero-Jet, Southern
California Aerospace, etc.), which are increasingly constrained in the Los
Angeles metroplex, could choose locations in the Nevada desert, particularly
if other infrastructure (rail, highways, electric power, water, etc.) were
available. Those interested could include:

* Manufacturers requiring Nevada’s clean air or large expanses of uninhabited
land

* Industry serving the U.S. Departments of Defense and Energy
* Producers of gaming devices or photovoltaic equipment

* Manufacturers dependent upon minerals extracted in Nevada, or serving
those industries.

€. Tourism: Though slow to develop, tourism and travel could increase
between Interstate Highways 80 and 15. Development could include .
facilities such as attractions for those enjoying Nevada’s laws on gaming, ‘
and health spas centered around thermal hot. springs and Nevada’s clean air
and quiet, empty landscapes.

Geothermal wells deserve particular mention regarding tourism. The region
has many documented geothermal sources with varying temperatures suitable
for a variety of uses. It is widely believed that the extraction of ground
water will decrease the flow of these springs before their potential is fully
developed. The Japanese, for instance, especially enjoy thermal waters and
often make them a part of their vacations as well as daily life; Europeans
have flocked to health spas for centuries. It is possible that geothermal
springs could be developed into a lucrative tourist attraction, but not if the
ground water is so depleted that it reduces or eliminates geothermal sources.

Wildlife could also be adversely affected. The National Park Service, in a
publication about outside threats to Death Valley, says that "Environmental
impacts are probable to . . . Sunnyside/Kirch Wildlife Management Area,
Railroad Valley wetlands areas, Key Pittman Wildlife Management Area,
Pahranagat National Wildlife Refuge, and the Ash Meadows National
Wildlife Refuge if the [LVVWD] applications are approved.” Damage to or
loss of wildlife areas could cause a decline in tourist visits to the region and
prevent expansion.

An unpublished assessment of Las Vegas Valley Water District’s project by
Mike L. Baughman reports that the three counties "contained 275 [water-
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related recreational] sites . . . estimated to support in excess of 700,000
resident recreation visitor days." Nevadans, as well as tourists from other
areas, may mourn damage to these recreational sites.

f.  Concentration of Population: The state of Nevada should consider the
important public-policy issues concerning dispersal of population, which are
an inherent, if unspoken, part of the debate on appropriation of the region’s
water. Some of those issues are:

« Whether foreclosure (because of insufficient water) of economic prospects
outlined above preclude a more effectively and efficiently organized state
of Nevada, from both an economic and a political point of view

+ Whether a large ($1.5 billion) investment in infrastructure in rural Nevada
could be used to encourage a growth pattern different from and superior 1o
the current concentration in Reno and Las Vegas

« Equity issues in the lack of representation of the state’s rural population in
state decision-making

« Beneficial use of sparsely populated land areas.

g Interrelationships: Many of the economic potentials are interrelated to, and
even dependent upon, each other:

« If sufficient water is unavailable for electric-power generation, not only is
electric power not produced and sold, but dispersed manufacturing or
development of tourist attractions will not occur.

» If the water table is lowered sufficiently to reduce or stop the flow of
thermal springs, fish farming will not develop, and related industries sqch
as manufacturing of packing materials or frozen-food packing plants will
not be built

« Without sufficient water for growth in residential use, even industries that
use little or no water may be unable to locate in central and eastern
Nevada. Any impact assessment that projected increases in population
would trigger a requirement for additional water resources, a requirement
that could not be met.

When water that has remained underground for 10,000 years is remov_ed at a
rate that is (even temporarily) faster than it can be recharged, that action will
change the future of Nevada unalterably. It is critical that the decision-
making process that concems exporting water from rurai‘to urban counties
fully addresses the complex nature of a region’s economic potentials.

Inasmuch as a water extraction and transbasin conveyance project of thjs magnitude
has never been considered by the State Engineer, it is therefore impossible to
anticipate all potential adverse effects without further information and study.
Accordingly, the protestant reserves the right to amend the subject protest to
include such issues as they may develop as a result of further information and
study.
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30.  The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference as though fully set Forth
herein and adopts as its own, each and every other protest to this Application and/

or any application filed that is associated with the water-importation project and
filed pursuant to N.R.S. 533.365.

(18]
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER 54021

FILED BY LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT PROTEST
ON OCTOBER 17, 1989, TO APPROPRIATE THE

WATERS OF UNDERGROUND

Comes now Owen R. Williams, on behalf of the United States Department of the
Interior, National Park Service, whose post office address is 301 S. Howes
Street, Room 353, Fort Collins, Colorado, 80521, whose occupation is Chief, Water
Rights Branch, Water Resources Division, National Park Service, and protests the
granting of Application Number 54021, filed on October 17, 1989, by Las Vegas
Valley Water District to appropriate the water of Underground Basin 184, SPRING
VALLEY, situated in WHITEPINE County, State of Nevada, for the following reasons
and on the following grounds, to wit;

See Exhibits A through B attached.
THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be denied (See Exhibit

C, attached).
Signed @OM%—-

Agent or protestant

Owen R. Williams
Printed or typed name, if agent

Address_ 301 South Howes St., Room_ 353
Street No. or P.0. Box No.

Fort Collins, CO 80521
City, State and Zip Code No.
QIvLE fumarze, - '
Subscribed and sworn to before me jthis S Tday o 1 , 1990
be o 3. '
s:‘.fi bl

State of Colorado

County of Larimer

My Commission expires :5{//0//?{

R
/L’/
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important role in cave ecology.

cviiz 2 INTHE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
- - EXHIBIT A
... Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of

- 1the United States Department of the Interior,
- . National Park Service

- The mission of the National Park Service (NPS) may be paraphrased from

16 U.5.C.. I/ as conserving the scenery, natural and historic objects, and

| wildlife, and providing for enjoyment of the same in such a manner and
- by such: means: as will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future

generations.:: Great Basin National Park (Great Basin NP) was created by

- Congressional Act in 1986, "...to preserve for the benefit and

inspiration of the: people a representative segment of the Great Basin of

- the Western United. States possessing outstanding resources and

significant geologic and scenic values...".

Vater resources at Great Basin NP include lakes;, streams, springs,

- seeps, and ground water. Associated with these are various water-

related resource attributes. Two examples are described. (1) Pine and
Ridge Creeks which headwater within Great Basin NP and flow into Spring

=Valley, provide habitat for the Bonneville Cutthroat trout (Oncorhynthus
clarki Utah). ~This fish species. is considered by the U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service as a candidate species for threatened status under the
Endangered Species Act, and is listed by the Nevada Department of

Wildlife as a state sensitive species. (2) In addition to Lehman Caves,
discussed in more detail in II. below, there are approximately 30 known

‘caves within Great Basin NP. There may well be cave systems within

Great Basin NP which have not yet been discovered. Ground water is
important in maintaining cave features and is thought to play an

i

PR A ! [ R . . . . .
The public: interest will not be served if water and water-related

- resources in the nationally important Great Basin NP are diminished or
impaired as a result of?;he appropriation proposed by this application.
. T B I3 Mg R R S B ., - e .

‘in'iﬁe Teg{§1af¥oh'é§tabiish§h§ Great Basin Nﬁ,'éongreS§ explicitly

excluded the establishment of any new Federal reserved water right, but

* stated that the United States was entitled to reserved rights associated

with the initial establishment and withdrawal of Humboldt National
Forest and Lehman Caves Natjonal Monument. The priority dates for these
reserved rights are the dates of initial establishment of national

-« forest lands and Lehman Caves National Monument, and are senior to the
~ appropriation sought by this application. These reserved rights have

not been judicially quantified.
Ground water plays an importént role in-maintaining the features of

Lehman Caves. The caves contain 1iving limestone formations, such as
stalactites, stalagmites, p}atef1ike shields, cave coral, rimstone dams,

1
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IV.

‘IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
EXHIBIT A (Continued)

Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of
the United States Department of the Interior,
g National Park Service

curling helictites, flowstone, and draperies. However, little is known
about the eco]pgy of the caves and the role played by water.

If the diversion proposed by this'ipplicat¥oﬁ causes ground-water levels
in the vicinity of Lehman Caves to drop and/or alters the direction of
ground-water movement, ground-water flow in Lehman Caves will be reduced

. or eliminated. ° The senior NPS reserved water rights, water resources,

and water-related resource attributes will thus be impaired.

The NPS holds a water right to Cave Springs (proof 01065), with a N,
priority date of 1890, which was decreed October 1, 1934. By

Application Number 20794, Certificate Record No. 7573, the point of
diversion, manner and place of use were changed. The point of diversion
is within the SW1/4 NE1/4 Sec. 9, T13N R69E, MDBM. This right provides
water for the current visitor center, picnic area, maintenance area,
trailer dump station, and park housing; and for the watering of lawns

and a historic orchard. -

If'the'diver§ion probbsed by this appiitation causes grﬁund-water Tevels

“in the vicinity of Cave springs to drop and/or alters the direction of

ground-water movement, ground-water flow to Cave Springs will be reduced
or eliminated. The senior NPS water right for Cave Springs will thus be
impaired. THE 2 L :

Located near the town of Baker, in the E1/2 NW1/4 Sec. 9 TI3N RTOE,
MDBM, is an administrative site on public domain land which was

- -withdrawn from entry for use by the United States Forest Service (USFS).;\_J

The NPS currently uses the site as a ranger station, office and
residence, with water supplied by a well developed when the USFS
occupied the site. s - :

This ;1te is under consideration for deve]opment‘by the NPS in the

© General Management Plan for Great Basin NP, a draft of which is
‘scheduled for release in January 1991. The site would 1ikely include

administrative offices, a park maintenance facility, and residences for
park staff including up to 6 single-family dwellings and an apartment

~ unit housing 30 people. Adequate facilities of this kind are vital to

the protection and management of the nationally important Great Basin NP
for the benefit and inspiration of the people.

By virtue of the primary'USFS withdrawal still in effect for this site,

the United States has Federal reserved water rights for the purposes of
the withdrawal, which include use as a ranger station with supporting

2



IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021 _
EXHIBIT A (Continued)
Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of

51 the United States Department of the Interior,
Bl National Park Service

- facilities. The priority dates for the reserved rights are the dates
- - upon which land was withdrawn for use by the USFS. These reserved
- rights havg qot.been jydicia]]y quantified.r- S

Y

~ The Unité& Stéteslalso holds a ﬂortion ofrbroof 01066, assigned on

June 29,. 1945, Proof 01066 is a water right decreed on October 1, 1934.

- The United States entitlement to- this right is 0.38 cubic feet per
- second in summer and 0.13 cubicjfeet per second in winter.

If the water supply for this administrative site is diminished or
impaired as a result of the appropriation proposed by this application,
the public interest will not be served and the United States senior
Federal reserved and decreed water rights will be impaired.

As mentioned in item IV. above, the NPS is preparing a General

Management Plan for Great Basin NP, scheduled for release in January
1991. The plan contemplates the construction of a visitor center in
Great Basin NP, to be located between Baker and Lehman Creeks, within

~ TI4N R69E, MDBM. It is anticipated that the water supply for the new

visitor center will be from a well. ‘As the Baker and Lehman Creek

~ stream system is not. presently within a designated ground-water basin
- and the plan has not yet been finalized, the NPS has not applied for a

. water right permit. -

: If this application and Lag Vegas Valley Water District’s (LVVWD) other

applications within Snake Valley and Spring Valley Basins are approved,
there will be no water available for future appropriations. The new
facilities planned for Great Basin NP are for the benefit and

- inspiration of the people. . In addition, the park attracts tourists to

VI,

- the area and 1s important to the local economy. Thus, it would not be
‘in the publi¢ interest to approve this and other applications within

. Snake V§11eyﬁand'5pr1ng‘Valiey Basins.

The diversion proposed by this application is located in the carbonate-
rock province of Nevada. The carbonate-rock province is typified gy
complex interbasin regional flow systems that include both basin-fill
and carbonate-rock aquifers (Harrill, et al., 1988, Sheet 1). Ground
water flows along complex pathways through basin-fill aquifers,
carbonate-rock aquifers, or both, from one basin to another. Ground-
water flow system boundaries, and thus interbasin ground-water flows,
are poorly defined for most of the carbonate-rock province (Harrill, et
al., 1988, Sheet 1).
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IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
. EXHIBIT A (Continued)

Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of
- the United States Department of the Interior,
. National Park Service

The proposed diversion is located in Snake Valley or Spring Valley.
Great Basin NP encompasses part of the Snake Range which separates the
two valleys. Lehman Caves and the administrative site near Baker,
Nevada, are along the eastern flank of the range. Part of the range is
composed of carbonate rocks which have been strongly deformed by folding
and repetitive faulting. Some water is transmitted through pore space
in the carbonate rock, However, connected solution cavities and
fractures in the carbonate rock provide conduits for more rapid

transmission of ground water.

The basin-filf and carbonate-roék aquiférs in Snake, Hamlin, and Spring

. Valleys are part of a regional ground-water flow system which discharges

in the Great Salt Lake Desert (Hood and Rush, 1965; Dettinger, 1989; and
Harrill, et al., 1988, Sheet 2). A regional ground-water potential map
prepared by Harrill, et al,. {1988, Figure 5, Sheet 1), indicates general
regional ground-water movement from Spring Valley to Snake Valley.

Rush and Kazmi {1965) estimated that'about 4,000 acre-feet of ground
water per year flows from Spring Valley to Hamlin Valley through the
carbonate rocks in the Snake Range separating these two valleys. Ground

. water beneath Hamlin Valley is discharged into aquifers beneath Snake

Valley (Hood and Rush, 1965, Plate 1; Harrill, et al., 1988, Sheet 2).
The quantity of discharge is only a rough estimate, and may be much
larger or smaller. Where carbonate rocks separate Spring Valley and
Snake Valley, other potential areas for the movement of ground water
between Spring and Snake Valleys occur.

Available scientific literature is not adequate to reasonably assure
that the ground-water appropriation proposed by this application will
not impact water resources and water-related resources of Great Basin NP
and the United States semior water rights. Scientific literature does
indicate, however, that the aquifers beneath Hamlin, Snake, and Spring
Valleys are hydraulically connected. Large diversions, such as that
proposed by this application, may impact the water resources_of Great
Basin NP and the United States water rights in Snake and Spring valieys.

Besides this application, the LVVWD has submitted 18 additional
app]igations to appropriate ground water in Basin 184, SPRING VALLEY
(Exhibit B). .

A. Diversions proposed by these applications would be about
91282 acre-feet per year.
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o EXBIBIT A. (Continued)

Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of
the United. States Department of- the. Interfor,
-+ - <+ -National Park Service

B. As of December 1988, committed diversions of 35800 acre-feet per
~ year and an estimated perennial yleld of 100000 acre-feet per year
were reported for Basin 184, SPRING VALLEY (Nevada Department of
Conservation: and Natura] Resources, 1988). .

C. The sum of the committed diversions and the diversions proposed by

the LVVND applications in this basin exceeds the estimated recharge
of 75000 acre-feet per year (Harrill, et al., 1988, Sheet 2; Eakin

et al., 1976) by 52082 acre-feet per year and the estimated
perennial yield by 27082 acre-feet per year,

a-An_ovefdfaff‘of ground-water resources is ekpected to occur. The
i overdraft will cause ground-water levels to decline, alter the direction

of ground-water flow, dry up playas, reduce or eliminate spring and

: stream flows, and Cause land subsidence and fissuring. The cumulative

effects of these diversions in this basin are expected to cause impacts
at Great Basin NP and at the administrative site near Baker, Nevada, to

- occur more quickly-and/or to a greater degree than diversions under this
- application alone; The diversions proposed by LVVWD in this basin

exceed the water available for appropriatfon. The tmpacts described
above are not in the public interest.

It should be noted alse; that the LVVWD has submitted 28 applications
which propose the appropriation of 196 cubic feet per second (141994
acre-feet per year) of ground water from the aquifers beneath Snake
Valley and Spring Valley Basins (Exhibit B). The diversions proposed by

-LVVHD in these basins exceed the water available for appropriation. The

cumulative effects of these diversions is expected to cause the impacts

-described in VII. above, to appear more quickly and/or to a greater

degree than diversfons within the subject ground-water basin, or under
this application alone. This conclusion is supported by.the following.

A, Harrill, et al. (1988, sheet 2) show an estimated ground-water

recharge of 177000 acre-feet per year for the Spring Valley, Hamlin
Valley, and Snake Valley Basins. This estimate inciudes ground-
- water recharge for Basin 194, Pleasant Valley. Eakin, et al.
(1976, Table 8) show an estimated ground-water recharge of
129000 acre-feet per year for these basins.,

B.  As of December 1688, the latest available e#timate of committed

diversions for the basins was 41535 acre-feet per year (Nevada
' Department of Conservation and Natural Resources, 1988).

5
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IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
. EXHIBIT A (Continued)

- Protest by Owen R. Milliams, on behalf of
“the United States Department of the Interior,
' National Park Service

C. ° The sum of the committed diversions and the diversion rate proposed
by the applications in these basins--183529 acre-feet per year--
exceeds the estimated recharge rate shown by Harrill, et al.,
(1988, Sheet 2) by 6529 acre-feet per year, and the estimated
recharge rate shown by Eakin, et al., (1976, Table 8) by
54529 acre-feet per year.: - .

In this app1icatioﬁ,?the point(s) of dischafge‘for return flow (treated
effluent) has or have not been specified. - However, the possibility

exists that the return flow may be discharged into a hydrologic basin \_J

other than the basin of origin. This being the case, depletions to

.ground-water basins tributary to aquifers beneath Snake and Spring

valleys, and hence impacts to Great Basin NP (including Lehman Caves)
and the water supply for the administrative site, will occur more

- quickly and/or in greater magnitude if return flow (or treated effluent)
is not discharged in the basin of‘origin.‘

According to NRS 533.060, "Rights to the use of water shall be limited
and restricted to so much thereof as may be necessary, when reasonab]x
and economically used for irrigation and other beneficial purposes...
Further, NRS 533.070 states that "The quantity of water from either a

" surface or underground source which may hereafter be appropriated in
ithis state shall be limited to such water as shall reasonably be

required for the beneficial use to be served.” Implicit in these
statements is a prohibition against waste and unreasonable use of water.
It is unclear whether the quantity of water contemplated by this
application, individually and in combination with applications 53947
through 54036, 54038 through 54066, 54068 through 54076, 54105, and .
54106 by the LVVWD, is necessary and is an amount reasonably required
for municipal and domestic purposes. Past open and notorious practices
would indicate otherwise. '

The application does not clearly indicate the place of use, the
description of proposed works, estimated cost of works, number and type
of units to be served, or annual consumptive use. Nor, as described in
X. above, {s it clear that the appropriation sought is necessary and is
in an amount reasonably required for the beneficial use to be served.
Therefore, the application is defective and should be summarily rejected

by the State Engineer.

In sum, the NPS protests the granting of Application Number 54021,
submitted by the LVVWD to appropriate and divert ground water, on the
following grounds.
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-+ IN-THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
EXHIBIT A (Continued)

" +i . Protest by Gwen R. Williams, on behalf of
+ ithe United States Department of the Interior,
' - . National Park Service

The public interest will not be served if water and water-related
‘resources: in the nationally important Great Basin NP are diminished
or impaired as a result of the appropriation proposed by this
application. ' _

Ty - - ., . P L:'i"‘ . . . : )
If the diversion proposed by this application causes ground-water
levels in the vicinity of Lehman Caves to drop and/or alters the

~direction of ground-water movement, ground-water flow in Lehman

-+ Caves will be reduced or eliminated. The senfor NPS reserved water

bl

[}

rightsuwi11 thus be impaired.

If the diversion proposed by this application causes ground-water
levels in the vicinity of Cave springs to drop and/or alters the
direction of ground-water movement, ground-water flow to Cave
Springs will be reduced or eliminated. The. senior NPS water rights
for Cave Springs will thus be impaired. -

If -the water supply for the administrative site near Baker, Nevada,
is diminished or impaired as a result of the appropriation proposed
by this application, the public interest will not be served and the
United States senior Federal reserved and decreed water rights will

- bg impaired. . -

If this app11cation-and LVVWD’s'other appTications within Snake
Valley and Spring Valley Basins are approved, there may be no water

~available for future appropriations. Facilities at Great Basin NP

for- the benefit and inspiration of the people will not be possible
without a dependable water supply. It is not in the public

‘and Spring Valley Basins.

- " interest to approve this and other applications within Snake Valley

Available scientific literature is not adequate to reasonably
assure that the ground-water diversion proposed by this application
will not impact the senior water rights of the United States at
Great Basin NP and the administrative site near Baker, Nevada. The
State Engineer will, therefore, be unable to make a determination
tEatNinjury will not be manifest upon other water users, including
the NPS.

The cumulative effects of the diversion proposed by this ]
application and other applications within this basin (Exhibit B)
will impair the senior water rights of the United States more
quickly and/or to a greater degree than diversions under this

7
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for municipal and domestic purposes.

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
EXHIBIT A (Continued)
- Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of

the United States Department of the Interior,
National Park Service

application alone. - The diversions proposed by LVVWD in this basin
exceed the water available for appropriation.. These impacts are not

- in the public interest. : .

The cumulative effects of the diversion proposed by this

.. application and other applications in Basins 184 and 196 will
+ impair the senior water rights of the United States more quickly
~and/or to a greater degree than diversions within the subject

ground-water basin, or under this application alone. The
diversions proposed by LVVWD in these basins exceed the water "/
available for appropriation.

Depletions to ground-water basins tributary to aquifers beneath
Snake and Spring valleys, and hence impacts to Great Basin NP
(including Lehman Caves) and the water supply for the
administrative site, will occur more quickly and/or in greater
magnitude if return flow (or treated effluent) is not discharged in
the basin of origin. R -

It 1s unclear whether the quantity of water claimed by this
application, individually and in combination with applications
53947 through 54036, 54038 through 54066, 54068 through 54076, )
54105, and 54106, is necessary and is an amount reasonably required

The application does not clearly indicate the place of use, the

‘description of proposed works, estimated cost of works, number and “_~/

type of units to be served or-annual consumptive use. Nor is it
clear that the appropriation sought is necessary and is in an
amount reasonably required for the beneficial use to be served.
Therefore the application is defective and should be summarily
rejected by the State Engineer.

The NPS reserves the right to amend this exhibit as more information
becomes available.



IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021

EXHIBIT B

Protest by Owen R. Williams on behalf of
the United States Department of the Interior,
National Park Service

The following applications were submitted by the Las Vegas Vgl]ey Water
District for appropriations in Basins 184 and 195 (Nevada Division of Water
Resources, 1990).

Proposed

Appli- diversion
cation Basin ra}e,
no.  no. Basin Name ft'/s

54003 184  SPRING VALLEY
54004 184  SPRING VALLEY
54005 184  SPRING VALLEY
54006 184  SPRING VALLEY
54007 184  SPRING VALLEY
54008 184  SPRING VALLEY
54009 184  SPRING VALLEY
54010 184  SPRING VALLEY
54011 184  SPRING VALLEY
54012 184  SPRING VALLEY
54013 184  SPRING VALLEY
54014 184  SPRING VALLEY
54015 184  SPRING VALLEY
54016 184 SPRING VALLEY
54017 184  SPRING VALLEY
54018 184  SPRING VALLEY
54019 184  SPRING VALLEY
54020 184  SPRING VALLEY
54021 184  SPRING VALLEY
54022 195 SNAKE VALLEY

54023 195 SNAKE VALLEY

94024 195  SNAKE VALLEY

54025 195  SNAKE VALLEY

et ok i
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54026 195  SNAKE VALLEY 10
54027 195  SNAKE VALLEY 10
54028 195 SNAKE VALLEY 10
54029 195  SNAKE VALLEY 10
54030 195  SNAKE VALLEY 6

Total 196



IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
EXHIBIT ¢

- Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of
i the United States Department of -Interior,
- " National Park Service

The National Park Service (NPS) requests that the application be denied.
* Further, none of the :information which follows should be construed to indicate
that the NPS asks for anything less than denial of the application.

If the application 1s‘approved; the Nbsirequests the fd]iowing.

I.  The NPS does not wish to impede any legitimate ground-water development

-7t in the State of Nevada, which will not impair the senior water rights,

' water resources and water-related resource attributes of Great Basin
National Park {Great Basin NP) and the administrative site near Baker,
Nevada. However,. reports by Hood and Rush (1965), Rush and Kazmi
(1965), Harrill, et al. (1988, Sheet 1), and Dettinger (1989) indicate

- that Basins: 184, 185, 195, and 196 are hydraulically connected.
Therefore, the NPS requests that the State Engineer establish the above-
listed ground-water basins as one designated ground-water basin.

The designation would assist in protecting the interests of the NPS, the Las
Vegas Valley Water District (LVVWD}, the people of the United States, and the
people of the State of Nevada. If this request is denied, the NPS requests
that the State Engineer establish the above-mentioned basins as separate
designated ground-water basins,

II. The NPS further requests that, if the application is approved, the
permit be conditioned by the following.

A.  The LVVWD shall conduct a scientific ground-water investigation of
basin-fill, volcanic, and carbonate-rock aquifers to determine the
hydrologic relationship between Basin 184, SPRING VALLEY, and the
water resources of Great Basin NP and the administrative site near
Baker, Nevada.

B.  The LVVWD shall establish and operate a Tong-term monitoring
program designed to detect any potential impacts to water resources
of Great Basin NP and the administrative site near Baker, Nevada,
directly or indirectly incident to the appropriation described by
the application.

C.  The LVVWD plans for monitoring and investigating ground-water
resources shall be subject to the approval of the NPS and the State
Engineer and shall include quality assurance protocol acceptabie to
the above-mentioned parties.



"IN ‘THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 54021
" EXHIBIT C (Continued)

.. Protest by Owen R. Williams, on behalf of
. - the United States Department of the Interior,
- - MNational Park Service

D. The LVVWD shall quérter1y,'or.at'another mﬁfua]iy dcceptable
©_ frequency, provide all data collected and analyses compléted to the
NPS and the State Engineer. '

E. The LVVWD shall cease pumping ground water, or reduce the level of
pumping to the no impact level, .in the eveﬂtithat:ana1¥ses by the
NPS or the State Engineer create a reasonable expectation that the
- senior water rights of the United States at Great Basin NP and/or
the administrative site near Baker, Mevada, will be impaired by
. pumping permitted under this application.’ R

III. The NPS resefves the rigﬁt to amend this éxhibit as more information
bgcomes available. ' ‘
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_IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION Nuuu:....ﬁg_gj__._ R E C E ’ v E D
FiLep anﬂ&.M&_MlﬂLﬂﬂm—Diaﬂic PROTEST - l SUL 05 950
1Y

onQctober 17, 1989 1o Arrropiars tus D of
V. of Waler R
Wareasor. 104=520, SDATNG FiL, BV Branch Officy- g yours o

" - Lag Vouns, Ny

Comes now..._Lhe Unincorporated Town of Pahrump
Printed or 1yped name of protertam

whose post office address is...E: Q. Box 3140, Pahrump, Nevada, 89041
: Sereet No, or P.O. Bor, City, Stete sod Zip Cods .

N
' whomncummtinmix-N@lds the trust for the people of PahXump . and protests the granting

of Application Numbsr......_ 2921 fled on_October 17, ' 19.89.
by_.Las _Yegas Valley Water District 10 appropriate the

Printed or typed nams of applicant
DAZIN HC, 184-3R, SERIFG VATL Y
Uimdergroond or nnme of stream, lake, spring or other saurce

STITE PIHT

waters of situated in.......o.=

Couﬁty. State of Nevada, for the following reasons and on the following grounds, to wit:

{SEE_ADDENDUM)

THEREFORE the protestant requests that the application be______DENIED
. {Denied, isaued subject to prior rights, wc., ms the case may be)

‘.md that an order be entered for such relief as the State Engineer deems just and proper.

Signed.. M'?W,//W
. Agant or prodestant
Marvin Veneman, Town Board Chairman
Printed o typed mame, iT agunt
Address. P.Q. Box 3140
Street No. or PO, Bos No.
Pahrump, Nevada 89041

Cly, State and Zip Code No.

Subacribed and sworn to before me mﬁ_i.z.mday of 9“«“— 19..29.
Motary Public
B O e ot ot P PO OO

Hotary Public-Siate 01 Mavach |
COUNTY OF NYE

County of.

e i A
My Commidsion Expires
Aprit 23, 1094

|
|
T T —— |

-b $10 FILING FEE MUST ACCOMPANY PROTEST. PROTEST MUST BE FILED IN DUPLICATE.
ALL COPIES MUST CONTAIN ORIGINAL SIGNATURE.

3434 N rvioed 409 out i



"ADDENDUM"Y
THE UNINCORPORATED TOWN OF PAHRUMP
PROTEST THE AFOREMENTIONED APPLICATION
FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS AND ON THE

FOLLOWING GROUNDS, TO WIT:

1, This Application is one of 146 applications filed by the

Las Vegas Valley Water District seeking a combined appropriation
of gome 864,195 acre feet of ground and surface water primarily
for municipal use in Clark County. Diversion and export of such

2 quanticty of water will deprive the area of origin of the water
needed to protect and enhance its environment and economic well
being, and the diversion will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State helds in
trust for all its citizens. :

2. The granting or approving of the subject Applicaticn in

the absence of comprehensive glanning, including but not limited
to environmental impact considerations, cost considerations,
socioeconomic impact considerations, and a water resocurce plan
(such as {8 required by the Public Service Commission of private
purveyors of water) for the Las Vegas Valley Water District
Service ares is detrimental to the public welfare in interest.

3. The approval of the subject application will sanction and
encourage the willful waste of water that has been allowed, if
not encouraged, by the Las Vegas Valley Water District.

4. The subject Application seeks to develop and transport
water resources on and across lands of the United States under
the jurisdiction of the United States Department of Interior,
Bureau of Land Management. This Application should be denied
because the Las Vegas Valley Water District has not obtained the
necessary legal interest {e.g., right-of-way) in the federal land
such that the applicant may extract develog and transport water
;fﬂnuxcga from tﬁe proposed point of diversion to the proposed
ace of use. :

5. The Application should be denied because it individually

and comulatively with other applications of the water importation
project will Eerpetuate and may increase the inefficient use of
water Iin the Las Vegas Valley Water District service area and
frustrate efforts at water demand management in the Las Vegas
Valley Water District service area.

6. The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial
cagahillty for developing and transporting water under the
subject permit which is a prerequisite to putting the water to
beneficial use. —

7. The above-referenced Application should be denied because
ic falls to include the statutory required:

(a) Description of the place of use;
(b} Description of the proposed works;
(¢) The estimated costs of such works; and

{d) The estimated time required to put the subject water
to beneficial use.

8. The Application cannot be granted because the applicant
has failed to grovide information to enable the State Engineet
to safeguard the public interest progerly. The adverse effects
of this Application and related applications associated with
the proposed water appropriatlion and transportation project
{largest appropriation o¥ ground water in the history of the
State of Nevada) cannot properly be evaluated without an in-



déependent, formal and publicly-reviewable assessment of:
{a) cumulative impacts of the proposed extraction;

(b) mitigation measures that will reduct the impacts of
the proposed extraction;

(b} alternatives to the proposed extraction, inecluding
but not limited to, the alternatives of no extraction
and aggressive implementation of all proven and
cost-effective water demand management strategles.

9. The subject Application should be denied because the popu-
lation projections upon which the water demand projections are
baaed are unrealistic and ignore numerous constraints to in-
frastructure and services, degraded air quality, etec.

10. The granting of approval of tha above-referenced Application
would be detrimental to the public interest and not made in good
faith since it would allow tge Las Vegas Valley Water District
to lock up vital water ragources for possible use sometime in
the distant future beyond current planning horizons.

11. The subject Application should be denied because current

and developing trends in housing, landacapin%. national plumbing
fixture standards and demographic patterns all suggest that the
simplistic water demand forecasts upon which the proposed trans-
fers are based substantially overstate future water demand needs.

12. Inasmuch as a water extraction and transbasin conveyance
prolect of this magnitude has never been considered by the State
Engineer, it is therefore impossible to anticipate 31{ potential
adverse affects without further information and study. Accord-
ingly, the protestant reserves the right to amend the subject
proteat to include such issues as they may develop as a result
of further information and study.

13. We, the Town of Pahrump know first hand the economic hard-
ship caused by over appropriatiocn of water. Currently the growth
of the Pahrump Valley is threatened becasuse of technical over
allocation of water. If the Las Vegas Valley Water District is
allowed to obtain all remaining available water rights in the
various water basins as the{ have requested, then all these areas
will be growth stunted at their current levels. We protegt the
acquisitions that the Las Vegas Valley Water District has re-
quested. The current request would destroy the economic and
growth potential of each basin zffected,

14, The undersigned additionally incorporates by reference aa
though fully set forth herein and adopts as its own, each and
every other protest to the subject Application filed pursuant



