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connections with groundwater flowing from one to another toward the Great Salt Lake, and we think the 
completed USGS work will be informative to BLM’s purposes. Pumping in Spring Valley could have a  

 

 

negative effect on Snake Valley. If Spring Valley is a shared aquifer system with Snake Valley, it could 
be illegal to pump water out of the area; the Lincoln County Land Act requires studies showing the 
relationship between Spring and Snake Valleys and the effects of pumping in one or both before 
pumping.  

The financial information is also extremely important. We cannot find information in the DEIS on the real 
costs of the project, or who will be expected to pay for it. The only information available is that the State 
of Nevada (and its citizens) will be paying, and that SNWA desires to keep water rates to consumers low.  
However, a water supply adequate to add over 300,000 families to Las Vegas seems unrealistic.  We 
wonder if the intent of SNWA is to acquire access to a tremendously valuable commodity for resale rather 
than to fill a real need, and we wonder why the project has to be so oversized. 

2.  We are particularly concerned that the DEIS considers primarily the impacts to life--animal and 
vegetable--only in conjunction with the pipeline. We believe the EIS should address, in a great deal more 
detail, the entire potential impact to all our publicly owned BLM land. The DEIS is clear that construction 
of the pipeline probably means destruction and desertification on adjacent land; we believe that may 
extrapolate to mean on all the land in those valleys, an inappropriate outcome. We want the final EIS to 
detail exactly the degree of damage that will be done on all public BLM land affected by the water 
removal, and on adjacent private lands. Just because we can destroy everything doesn’t mean we should. 

3.  We are concerned with the DEIS discussion of probable desertification downwind of the Wasatch 
Front; the DEIS suggests 24,000+ tons of blowing dust will be created.  Nevada’s desert is contaminated 
with disease spores, radioactive materials from nuclear testing, and fine particulate materials which act in 
human lungs exactly like asbestos.  The natural vegetation in the various valleys controls the blowing 
dust, though it is insufficient to prevent it completely.  Lowering the aquifer, thus killing off the natural 
groundcover and bushy plants, will exacerbate this quite serious problem, which, if drought persists, 
cannot be ameliorated by shallow rooted plants.  

4.   The Utah portion of the proposed water removal is not addressed in this DEIS, but the  proposed 
removal of the underground water is likely to damage the water tables and water supplies in Utah as well 
as in Nevada, on both public and private land, as discussed in  #1 above.  

Snake Valley was a prime pumping area in SNWA's planning; SNWA now wants to discuss that “later.” 
Approval of the pipeline without considering Snake Valley is inappropriate.  Please take no action 
without full and complete analysis of probable outcomes in Snake Valley. The Lincoln County Land Act 
says no groundwater shall be taken out of the Snake Valley basin without agreement between Utah and 
Nevada. Approval of the DEIS as written may allow SNWA to work-around the Land Act. 

Submitted for League of Women Voters of Salt Lake by 
 
 
 
Linda G. Johnson, Co-President & Natural Resources Director 


