_IN THE OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION Nuunu-_.E...?.)..?f.’?_..._._ .
Pumslas. Vegas Valley Hater Distric PROTEST - RECE]V ED
ou-QEEQ.b&.I_LL__w.ﬁ.Q.. TO AFFROPIIATE THE ' JUL 05 1999

18014, CAVE VAL, LIN, NV Div. of Water Resources

Brangh Offfce - L pg Yoges, N -

WaATERS OF.

The Unincorporated Town of Pahrum
Comes now -] .P_..._,EP-——-—-E..._._.Q___,._,__“ m‘...m._;’._.....l’ ,
P.O0. B 3140, Pshrump, Nevada 8904
~ whose post office address is.. P. Q. Box 3140, Pghrum mm-Ppnhm'm;._“m . .
whwwww and protests the granting

of Application Number.. 52987 fledonQctober 17, ' . —. 1989
Las Vegss Valley Wat r District ;
by. 238 Vegas Valley Water Z2Lract 10 appropriate the

" Lindenground or name of stream, take, spring or ciber soarce
County, State of Nevada, for the following reasoms and on the following grounds, to wit:

(SEE_ADDENDUM)

FOR hat th: be. DENIED
THEREFO B the protestant requests that o application Sk e T S

. and that an order be entered for such relief as the State Engineer deemy just and proper, ‘2

N B Q"’- 4
Signed /7/44-"0'{ %"‘-"‘u
. Agiut or protastent
Marvin Veneman, Town Board Chairman
Hhudartyud-.,lw
Address._P.0Q. Box 3140
Streni Ne. or P.O. Bex No,
Pahrump, Nevada 89041
“’-h~“uh

Subscribed and sworn 10 before me this...<2.7___day of_gw 19.28

s“wof a-———-—--n——.-. ——
' STy, Nowry Pubiic-Sisty OF Nayads .'

.,’,‘ COUNTY OF NYE

My Cumaugsion Explrey
April 23, 1904

H
e e e i o e g o

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




"ADDENDUM"

THE UNINCORPORATED TOWN OF PAHRUMP
PROTEST THE AFOREMENTIONED APPLICATION
FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS AND ON THE
FOLLOWING GROUNDS, TG WIT:

1. This Application is one of 146 applications filed by the

Las Vegas Valley Water Distriet seeking a combined approgriation
of some 864,195 acre feet of ground and surface water primarily
for municipal use in Clark County. Diversion and export of such

4 quantity of water will deprive the area of oriﬁin ef the water
needed to protect and enhance ite environment and economic well
being, and the diversion will unnecessarily destroy environmental,
ecological, scenic and recreational values that the State holds ia
trust for all its citizens, .

2. The granting or approving of the subject Application in

the absence of comprehensive lanning, fncluding but not limited
to environmental impact consi eratlions, cost conaiderations,
socivaconomice impact considerations, and a water regsource plan

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 Lasg 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. Thig 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 ma extract develog and transport water
rfaourcgs from tge proposed point of diversion to the proposed
Place of use. -

3. The Application should be denied because it individually

and comulatively with other applications of the water importation
project will perpetuate and maz 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.

6. The Las Vegas Valley Water District lacks the financial
capability for developing and transporting water under the
subject permit which is a pPrerequisite to putting the water to
beneficial use. :

7. The above-referenced Application should be denied because
it fails 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 provide information to enable the State Enﬁineet
to safeguerd the public interest Properly. The adverse effects
of this Application and related applications associated with
the proposed water appropriation and transportation project
(largest appropriation o? ground water in the history oI the
State of Nevada) cannot properly be evaluated without an in-




dependent, 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, ineluding
but not limited to, the alternatives of no extraction
and aggressive implementation of all proven and
cost-effective water demand Wanagement strategies,

9. Tha subject Application should be denied because the popu-
lation projections upon which the water demand projections are
based are unrealistic and ignore numerous constraints to in-
fraatructure and services, gngrndod air qualicy, ete,

10. The granting of approval of the above-referenced Applicacion
would be detrimental to the public interest and not made in good
faith since it would allow tge Las Vegas Valley Water Digtrict
to lock up vital water resources for possible usge sometime in
the distant future beyond current planning horizons.

11. The subject Application should be denied because current
and developing trends in housing, landscaping, nationgl plumbing
fixture standards and demographic patterns all suggest that the
simplistic water demand forecasts upon which the proposed trans-
fera are baged substantially overatate future water demand needs,

12. TInasmuch as a water extraction and transbasin conveyance

project of this magnitude has never been congidered b{ the State
potential

13. We, the Town of Pahrump know first hand the economic hard-
ship cauged by over appropriation of water. Currently the growth
of the Pahrump Valley ig threatened because 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

Keir current levels. Ve Protegt the
acquisitiona that the Lag Vegas Valley Water District has re-
quested. The current request would destroy the economic and
growth potential of each basin affected.




