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! Yoo Needs and O
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hublic revicw

stions Report.

yortion of the Red River Valley

;\-‘;m; - although I am a citizen expert in water and
terresteind issues. and have taken part in numerous public consultation progesses,
hearings, environmentul reviews and assessments. :

ln my opinion, the state of North Dakota is dealing with a natural resource
management issuc for water supply and land use. The seven current proposals are
mmaumabk May T suggest an alternative with the fledgling Wiid Rice W atershed
Distict s ;‘nupu,al of capturing spring runoff (rom the Wild Rice River ( preventing
Humhnw) to store in low lying areas to the south cast, with two scenarios for acre fect,
ote of 89,000, and one of 32,000. The storage is approximately 18 miles from the
Fargo/! \/‘looi‘chcu(_i urban centers.

The Wild Rice Watershed District’s proposal will create wetlands and provide
habitat for waterfowl. contain and filter nutrients from agricultural runoff, and address
issues of global warning and opportuniiies for riparian habitat, and counteract future
droughts, The m;u“u for the oplions put {orward in this report are quite lurge, so cost
actor with the Wild Rice alternative.
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Comment2

%A So is a protoco! for negotiations with tribes. 1 believe
I\/Iunmandmm ol ndusiandnw have been successiully negotiated by other Federal

Departments with tribes in North Dakota and since federal dollars have and arc {lowing

o your current scenarios. one would have to ask why this hasn’t already been done. What SO

Comment5

wsultation process, and protocol, for your public review?
: A}so how d()c,s Mlnnuold view your ()pmm\ !
g e

-oand Ottawa is wat
Comment7

G, There is no assurance other than treatment for water coming from the
hmouu lhdt it won't further contaminate or irreversibly harm our huge watersheds of
Fake Winnipeg and Hudson Bay. It's up to the Burcau to prove, through science and

study. that no threat exists 1o our watersheds. Promises and assurances are limited, due to

and natural disasters _@
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tine leakace, buman error
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Response to Comment 1

Reclamation does not agree. The purpose of the action is to meet the “comprehensive water quality and quantity needs of the
Red River Valley” [DWRA (Dakota Water Resources Act) Section 8(c) (2) (A)] through year 2050. The needs are defined by
DWRA as MR&I (municipal, rural, and industrial) water supplies, water quality, aquatic environment, recreation, and water
conservation measures [DWRA Section 8(b)(2)]. Through the use of hydrology modeling Reclamation determined that the Red
River Valley would have significant water shortages now and in the future if a drought similar to the 1930s would occur.

Reclamation evaluated these needs in the Needs and Options Report (Final Report on Red River Valley Water Needs and
Options),which is a needs assessment and engineering study. A multi-step process was used to identify alternatives for further
study in the DEIS (draft environmental impact statement). Alternatives were formulated through a systematic process using
public involvement, technical information, interdisciplinary and interagency discussions, and professional judgment. NEPA
(National Environmental Policy Act) and Council on Environmental Quality regulations require agencies to evaluate a range of
reasonable alternatives. To be considered reasonable, an alternative must: 1) meet the identified purpose and need for action, to a
large degree and 2) be practical and feasible from a technical and economic standpoint. Reclamation has met the appropriate
standards.

Response to Comment 2

Reclamation reviewed and considered the proposal described in the Houston Engineering report. The Houston Engineering
report concludes that under both water demand options evaluated the proposed storage reservoir would be depleted by 1936 in a
1930’s-type drought. This would leave the Project (Red River Valley Water Supply Project) without a water source for the
remained of a decade-long drought, or another 4 years. This is an unacceptable water supply situation; therefore, the proposed
storage project does not appear to be a feasible alternative for the Project.

Response to Comment 3

The Needs and Options Report is an assessment of needs and an engineering study to develop potential options for the Project.
The DEIS evaluates and documents potential impacts of the proposed Project. We note that the statutory provisions of NEPA
(and the Council on Environmental Quality’s regulations implementing NEPA) do not require assessment of environmental
impacts within the territory of a foreign country. However, as a voluntary measure, the DEIS includes information on impacts of
the proposed action that may affect areas within Canada solely because of the unique aspects of the Project (including, for
example, an alternative that involves a lake straddling the international border).

As for the White Earth Tribe and Red Lake Band of Chippewa, we have communicated with both tribes via correspondence and
have offered to meet with both tribes. We have met with the Red Lake Band Tribal Council. A representative of the Lake Band
of Chippewa Band has attended Technical Team and Cooperating Agency Team meetings. A public hearing on the DEIS was
initiated on February 17 on the Red Lake Reservation, but at Chairman Jourdain’s request was rescheduled and held again on
March 6, 2006.

All Federal agencies, including Reclamation, have a government-to-government relationship with U.S. tribes. Tribes recognized
by the U.S. government are to be respected as sovereign governments and federal agencies have a trust responsibility to respect
this sovereignty by protecting and maintaining rights reserved by or granted to tribes or individual Indians by treaties, statutes,
and executive orders. ITAs (Indian Trust Assests), such as lands, minerals, forest products, hunting rights, fishing rights, and
water rights, are addressed in the DEIS in chapters four and five and in Appendix L.

Response to Comment 4

Reclamation initiated consultation on ITAs with the five North Dakota tribes - Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa, Spirit Lake
Sioux, Three Affiliated Tribes, Standing Rock Sioux, and Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate. Consultation began with a letter that
included the Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS and invited their participation in scoping meetings. As project alternatives were
refined, Reclamation determined that other tribes needed to be consulted and consequently developed a Tribal Action Plan to
address consultation with these other tribes.

The plan identified four tribes in the Red River Basin, 25 tribes in the Missouri River Basin, and one tribe that spans both basins
(Sisseton-Wahpeton Nation). The tribes that are either wholly or partially within the Red River Basin are the Turtle Mountain
Band of Chippewa and Spirit Lake Sioux in North Dakota, the Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate, which spans the North and South
Dakota border, and the Red Lake Band of Chippewa and the White Earth Band of Chippewa in Minnesota. The White Earth
Band of Ojibwe is part of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe, which is a federally recognized central tribal government for six of the
Minnesota Chippewa bands; the Red Lake Band is not a part of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe.

Reclamation contacted the tribes in writing, followed by telephone calls. Reclamation requested that the tribes identify any ITAs
that could be affected by the alternatives and invited them to meet and consult on impacts to any potentially affected ITAs. Only
the Red Lake Band of Chippewa requested a meeting. The other tribes stated they were not interested or wanted to be kept
informed and possibly comment later, or did not respond.









Comment10| A commitment to studying. purchasing and installing environmentally sound
producis s noticeably absent from your plans for future development. | also fail to see the
principles and practices of crosion, sediment and stormwater controls in any of these
proposals. All good plans call for these measures, yet 1 see these seven scenarios as
supply dgye stems foreed o fit with the Needs and (){}!it_@

3 Since the EIA drait isn"t available

as public members. are in an awkward position, aren’t we? One would [Comment12

have to wonder why these seven options are considered feasible before the impacts are

[~

{Or review, we.

Comment 14

Comment1 | :

Comment17

1e drainage projects in North Dakota contribute to Comment 16

resent plans for new supply.

In addition, T agree with and strongly support the comments provided to you by

David Brooks, of Friends of the Barth, Canada, and by Gary Pierson, of the National
Wildlite Federatiom Mr. Pierson’s thorough research on process points out several
inconsistencics and conflicts of interest which cast doubt on the credibility of this report.

‘ And, finatly, I'm worricd about the repercussions from entering the democratic
process of public review for this Report. 1've read your State™s resolution about water
issucs, How am 1 to protect myself from state officials taking “aggressive actions
comment18lcainst individials, organizations and entifies inferfering with the development and

“progress of stafe water projects?” Everyone who provides written comments on the

Needs and Options report should have the assurance, in writing, that aggressive action
will not be taken against those who disagree with the ways you have proposed to meet
vour unsubstamiated needs. Otherwise i°s a form of intimidation.

The resotution that passed in your State claims opposition is motivated by
political, not scientific reasons. I'm a volunteer advocate and a professional journalist.
My opposition to this project is based on the risks to our precious, dwindling, water
resources for commercial or expedient purposes. 1f the Burcau was 1o ask itself “What
am 1 doing for the water?” we might have seen better scenarios now and in the future.

Sunecery. - )

Conch SCLUA
Lindy Clubt
Unit 4 -- 910 Dorchester Avenue
Winnipeg. Manitoba
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