
40      C O M M E N T S  A N D  R E S P O N S E S

1. Collection of data for the EIS stopped in 1997 to allow Reclamation’s team to analyze 
it and prepare the EIS.

2. Range management (and other land uses, as well) contribute to constituents found in 
the Cheyenne River watershed.  Reclamation sampled both the reservoir and the river, 
which measured the water quality of the total watershed.  See p. 49 of the EIS and 
Appendix Q.

3. See the response to your comment No. 2.

4. To the extent that commercial facilities would be affected by the alternatives in this 
EIS, they can be found in “Social and Economic Conditions” in Chapters Three and 
Four.  Impacts of all the alternatives on recreation, wildlife, and fisheries can be found 
in Chapter Four.

5. Scoping meetings were held in 1997 on the Lower Brule, Pine Ridge, and Cheyenne 
River Reservations, as discussed on pp. 167-168 of the EIS.  Advertised beforehand, 
these meetings were well attended by Tribal members.

55

4

3

2

1

1.  The “Stream Corridor” sections in Chapters Three and Four of the EIS analyze past 
operation of Angostura Dam.

2.  Noted.  Scouring and formation of sandbars presently occur in the No Action 
Alternative from periodic flood releases. Water saved in the Improved Efficiencies 
Alternative could be used to achieve the objectives you mention. Changes in land 
management—grazing and fire management—would also have to occur.

3.  These incentives would not restore the cottonwood-green ash community below the 
dam unless present land use practices, such as grazing and fire, were changed.  The EIS 
isn’t the proper instrument to promote cottonwood and green ash reforestation; it would 
take a private-State-Federal partnership to accomplish the planting of young trees.
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