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EXHIBIT A
" Grounds for Protest

Washoe Valley residents are dependent on well water. Presumably, any transfer of
Washoe Valley water rights outside this valley will be detrimental to ground water re-
charge within it.

Ophir Creek (and other creeks included in this proposed transfer) was adjudicated as an
intrastate water source. Proposed co-mingling of Ophir Creck rights with Truckee River
rights will create new jurisdiction, and new demands, for all creek rights in Washoe
Valley.

Since at least the adjudication of Ophir Creek, there have been numerous years when
available creek water has not been adequate to satisfy junior perfected claims. This year,
2001, is an example. As recent as year 2000, the State Engineer concluded that there was
not enough water to serve any junior 1862 users. Because the ‘Casey Ranch’ water rights
are primarily 1862 claims, the water purportedly under application for transfer often does
not in reality exist.

This proposed transfer, subsequent to recent approval of the Washoe County bond issne
to provide funds for purchase of the ‘Casey Ranch’, is ‘bait and switch’ deception. The
voters had reasonable expectations that this ‘open space’ property acquisition would
appear in the fiuture as it was seen at the time of the bond issue passage.

Unreasonable non-beneficial loss of water during transit from Washoe Valley to its
proposed place of use.




