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1 (The proceedings herein were had and made

2 of record, commencing at 1:06 p.m., Wednesday,

3 January 30, 2002, as follows:)

4 COL. KRUEGER: With the appointed hour

5 here, on behalf of Brigadier General David

6 Fastabend, the Commander of the Northwestern

7 Division of the United States Army Corps of

8 Engineers, let me welcome you to our public

9 hearing. This is the seventeenth comment session

10 that we have conducted during this public comment

11 period on the Revised Draft Environmental Impact

12 Statement for the Missouri River Master Manual.

13 I am Colonel Dan Krueger. I'm the Deputy

14 Division Commander for the Northwestern Division.

15 And I have several members of the project team for

16 the Missouri River Master Manual, the team that

17 prepared the Revised Draft Environmental Impact

18 Statement, with me here this afternoon. I would

19 like to quickly introduce them.

20 Firstly, Mr. John LaRandeau, Miss Patti

21 Lee standing in the back of the room, Mr. Roy

22 McAllister, Mr. Paul Johnston also standing in the

23 back of the room, and Mr. Rick Moore will be

24 assisting me today. We also have Mr. Dan Cimarosti

25 with us here today. Dan is our project manager in
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1 the North Dakota regulatory office up in Bismarck.

2 We want everyone to have a common

3 understanding of the Revised Draft Environmental

4 Impact Statement and copies of the executive

5 summary were available. These copies and handouts,

6 as well as the entire document, are available at

7 libraries and project offices throughout the basin,

8 and you may also receive a copy by writing to us or

9 from our website. The addresses to write are

10 available at the registration table or we will take

11 your address at the registration table.

12 And very quickly, I will remark as to how

13 the comment process will take place this

14 afternoon. We'll stay as long as necessary for

15 your comments to be heard. At this time I would

16 like to recognize Mr. Tom Iron. I understand that

17 he would like to make some welcoming comments. Mr.

18 Iron.

19 MR. IRON: Colonel, members of the staff

20 of the Corps of Engineers, I want to welcome you to

21 Standing Rock Sioux Tribe. I'm glad we didn't have

22 bad weather to battle to come here. It's been

23 really nice the last two days.

24 What we want to share, sir, on behalf of

25 Chairman Murphy, because I've had some eye surgery
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1 a couple weeks ago, I have a hard time reading my

2 testimony and stuff, so I'm going to call on one of

3 the staff members to read that for me and then I'm

4 going to give you the original copy for the

5 record. And I'm going to call on Cynthia Moore,

6 the executive director for Standing Rock Sioux

7 Tribe to read this for the record.

8 MS. MOORE: Thank you. Good afternoon.

9 The Standing Rock Sioux Tribe and its membership

10 welcomes the staff of the United States Army Corps

11 of Engineers to the Standing Rock Sioux Indian

12 Reservation.

13 The subject of the meeting today is the

14 future operating plan for the Missouri River. This

15 plan has been controversial and has taken

16 considerable time in its development. The states

17 have competing interests in the river. Threatened

18 and endangered species have needs, and many private

19 interests expect to develop property rights and

20 economies on the future operation of the Missouri

21 River.

22 The plan has considerable historical

23 significance to the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe. Our

24 ancestors were parties to the Fort Laramie Treaty

25 of 1868 which established the Great Sioux
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1 Reservation, recognizing the area now occupied by

2 the Standing Rock Sioux Indian Reservation and all

3 of western South Dakota as the ancestral homeland

4 of the Great Sioux Nation. The eastern boundary of

5 the Great Sioux Reservation and the Standing Rock

6 Indian Reservation was the low water mark of the

7 east bank of the Missouri River. Our ancestors

8 successfully included all of the Missouri River

9 within the boundaries of the lands reserved by them

10 pursuant to the treaty of 1868. Although our lands

11 lay west of the Missouri River, our 19th Century

12 chiefs insisted that the eastern boundary contain

13 the full course and flow of the Missouri River.

14 The westerly bank was not a satisfactory boundary,

15 nor was the middle of the river, a conventional

16 American property boundary, considered adequate.

17 The easterly high bank was the only boundary

18 acceptable to them because their health, welfare

19 and economy depended on the full course of the

20 river.

21 There is no change today. The Standing

22 Rock Sioux Tribe successors to the 1868 Treaty

23 continue to depend on the Missouri River for our

24 health, welfare and economy. Our ancestors

25 reserved for present and future generations of
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1 Standing Rock Sioux water rights, titles and

2 interest in the Missouri River, and we retain those

3 interests today. Those interests were not a grant

4 from the United States, but rather a reservation of

5 property our people held from time immemorial. In

6 exchange for our reservation all those properties,

7 our ancestors were willing to grant rights to the

8 United States outside the boundaries of the Great

9 Sioux Reservation.

10 Our problem in the development of the

11 Master Manual by the Corps of Engineers was the

12 failure to properly address our property rights in

13 the Missouri River. This is of tremendous concern

14 to the Standing Rock Sioux Tribal Council and the

15 constituency that they represent.

16 Last spring the Tribal Council rejected

17 the Master Manual as it enacted legislation in

18 Resolution No. 106-01. Members of our technical

19 staff will provide the details of that resolution.

20 This resolution constitutes our concerns with

21 respect to the Master Manual.

22 We expect that this meeting will satisfy

23 the federal requirements that the Corps of

24 Engineers has for meeting with stakeholders in the

25 Missouri River Basin. We also recognize that this
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1 meeting will not address our concerns.

2 While we disagree strongly with the Master

3 Manual, we are a hospitable people and graciously

4 welcome you to our homeland today. We look forward

5 to a civil exchange of ideas and invite you back at

6 any time on any subject. There are subjects beyond

7 the Master Manual in which we must share common

8 objectives, such as the return to the Tribe of

9 lands administered by the Corps of Engineers, the

10 protection and enhancement of habitat and the

11 development of water-based enterprises.

12 Thank you for giving us this opportunity

13 to present our concerns regarding this Master

14 Manual review and update.

15 MR. IRON: Also we have one of my staff

16 members of the tribe government to also share some

17 additional testimony on behalf of our tribe, Mr.

18 Gary Marshall -- oh, Milo. Milo is a councilman

19 from Wakpala District.

20 MR. CADOTTE: Thank you, Tom, Corps of

21 Engineers and staff. Remarks of Standing Rock

22 Sioux Tribal Council.

23 The Great Sioux Reservation contained the

24 area now occupied by the Standing Rock Indian

25 Reservation, all of western South Dakota and the
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1 entire course of the Missouri River in the Dakota

2 Territory from the east bank to the west bank. Our

3 predecessors, along with the present governing body

4 and membership, regarded the area that we reserved

5 unto ourselves to include all the soil, plains,

6 woods, prairies, mountains, marshes, lakes and

7 rivers within the region, with the fish and

8 wildlife of every kind, within the said limits and

9 all mines of whatsoever kind. The Standing Rock

10 people were invested with all the rights,

11 jurisdictions, privileges, prerogatives, royalties,

12 liberties, immunities, and temporal franchises

13 whatsoever from time immemorial.

14 The Corps of Engineers in its Master

15 Manual Update and Revision, as well as in the

16 Environmental Impact Statement, has failed to

17 identify these rights, titles and interests in the

18 Missouri River and to properly address them as

19 issues. This has been done by the Corps of

20 Engineers over the repeated objections of the

21 Standing Rock Sioux Tribe.

22 The Corps of Engineers has improperly

23 disposed of consideration of our rights, titles and

24 interests by stating in effect that only those

25 rights confirmed by a final court of competent
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1 jurisdiction or by congressional settlement will be

2 considered in the Master Manual and EIS. The Corps

3 of Engineers has then proceeded to allocate water

4 to be utilized by upstream and downstream states,

5 by threatened and endangered species, by recreation

6 and navigation interests with no treatment of the

7 prior and superior, vested and perfected water

8 rights of the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe. Nor has

9 the Corps of Engineers addressed any decreed or

10 settled water rights of any Indian tribe in the

11 Missouri River Basin.

12 With the decisions made in any final

13 Master Manual and EIS, countless interests in the

14 Missouri River, including barge traffickers,

15 marinas, environmental advocates, municipalities

16 and states, among others, will undertake

17 investments, encumber loans, commit appropriations,

18 settle estates and otherwise make irretrievable

19 commitments that will severely prejudice the future

20 development of the prior and superior rights to the

21 use of water by the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe and

22 its membership. Courts and legislative bodies will

23 be forced into immoral decisions and a twisting of

24 the legal system to confirm the rights established

25 by the Master Manual and EIS against the rights of
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1 the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe.

2 This is not necessary in the Missouri

3 River Basin where sufficient water is currently

4 available to properly and morally treat and

5 acknowledge the water rights of the Standing Rock

6 Sioux Tribe and other tribes with interest in the

7 Missouri River, its tributaries and its aquifers.

8 It is not necessary in the year 2002 to impose an

9 allocation in the Missouri River that will forever

10 prejudice the water rights of the Tribe. The

11 United States can act scientifically, honorably and

12 morally at the present time to properly address,

13 not ignore, our water rights and avoid the tragedy

14 in other regions of this great nation. We are 100

15 years beyond the birth of the Reclamation Act,

16 which immediately created a monopolization of water

17 supply in Arizona that now causes state courts to

18 pervert Indian title to maintain the investments of

19 the land speculators that benefited from the

20 Reclamation Act and allocated all available Indian

21 water to the Phoenix metropolitan area.

22 Recently the Arizona Supreme Court, faced

23 with the prospect of four million people relying

24 upon three sources of water: Indian water rights

25 in the Salt River, the Central Arizona Project
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1 (investing billions to divert and pump the Colorado

2 River) and severe overpumping of finite groundwater

3 resources, committed one of the most immoral acts

4 of any court in this nation in our history by

5 deciding that any Indian water right relying upon

6 irrigation, the longstanding heart of the Winters

7 Doctrine espoused by the United States Supreme

8 Court, can no longer be proved and that any Indian

9 water right for any other purpose must be based on

10 a standard of minimal use for that purpose: 160

11 gallons per Indian per day or less.

12 The following is quoted by a southwestern

13 newspaper presenting an article by a hydrologist

14 for the Navajo Nation: "Take from the Indian

15 people...their life sustaining Winters Doctrine

16 rights and you take from them the basis for their

17 continued existence as a separate and distinct

18 people." William Veeder, federal attorney, 1972.

19 "For over a century, Arizona politicians,

20 farmers, cities, businesses and industries have

21 sought to control the state's water resources.

22 Water from the Colorado River and the Gila River

23 Basin is what keeps the state's economic engines

24 running. Only within the past two decades,

25 however, have most of the state's 21 tribes been
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1 allowed a serious seat at the water rights table.

2 The rules on water rights will determine these

3 tribes' economic survival. But, just as they get

4 more involved, the rules are changing."

5 "The Arizona Supreme Court, in a decision

6 last November about rights in the Gila River Basin,

7 set new rules for measuring Indian right. The

8 Court felt tribes might get too much water under

9 existing law, so it set a 'minimalist' standard for

10 quantifying Winters rights." (Gallup Independent,

11 by Jack Utter).

12 There is no need for this kind of approach

13 to Indian water rights in the Missouri River Basin,

14 but the Corps of Engineers in its Master Manual and

15 EIS has failed as crudely in 2002 as federal policy

16 did in 1902 when the Salt River project was

17 initiated, totally committing all water of the Salt

18 and Gila Rivers away from the Indian tribes and to

19 the agriculturalists and land speculators in the

20 Salt River Valley. It is not too much to ask for

21 improvement in federal Indian water right policy

22 over a century of failure. The policies, or lack

23 thereof, presented in the Master Manual and EIS are

24 consistent with the concern expressed by the Ninth

25 Circuit Court of Appeals in its Ahtanum decision:



14

1 "From the very beginnings of this nation,

2 the chief issue around which federal Indian policy

3 has revolved has been, not how to assimilate the

4 Indian nations whose lands we usurped, but how best

5 to transfer Indian lands and resources to

6 nonIndians." (United States v. Ahtanum Irrigation

7 District, 236 F. 2nd 321, 337).

8 The Standing Rock Sioux Tribe formally

9 files its Resolution 106 with the Corps of

10 Engineers as its reason and rationale for fully and

11 completely rejecting the Master Manual and EIS.

12 COL. KRUEGER: Thank you, sir. We have

13 others that wish to make statements this

14 afternoon. Others that wish to make a statement, I

15 would appreciate if you would fill out a card that

16 Patti has in the back and that would be helpful to

17 us. The other person that has indicated they wish

18 to make a statement is Mr. Miles McAllister.

19 MR. McALLISTER: Good afternoon, folks.

20 Welcome. I wanted to -- we've been to meetings

21 like this before and made comments and you were

22 just made aware of a resolution signed by the Sioux

23 Tribe.

24 My names is Miles McAllister. I sit on

25 the Tribal Council of Standing Rock Sioux, a member
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1 at large. And one of the reasons why we have to

2 totally outright reject revisions of the Master

3 Manual in general is simply because it can't even

4 be considered because the Tribe really isn't

5 considered in it, nor is all the Indian nations

6 considered in it, as far as ownership of the water

7 and the resources that you're managing. Those

8 things have to be considered first before you can

9 even do the Master Manual.

10 And we understand what you're attempting

11 to do here. You're attempting to manage a river

12 system. We understand that. We do natural

13 resource management, those things here, too,

14 locally. But in order for you to do a Master

15 Manual, I feel that you have to consider ownership

16 of what you're managing. I think that just isn't

17 being covered. And so we can't even consider even

18 accepting any part of the Master Manual because of

19 that. There's some obvious treaty rights,

20 recognized rights that's been recognized in U.S.

21 courts. Those things have to be considered first.

22 And that's why I'm limiting my remarks to that, is

23 we just can't consider approving any part of the

24 revisions of the Master Manual.

25 But I did want to mention today what some
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1 of our priorities are. We understand that we live

2 next to Lake Oahe and we deal with some of the

3 consequences of having, you know, dams on this

4 river here. And with that we have to live our

5 day-to-day lives and try to attempt to develop an

6 economy in rural America, and one of the problems

7 -- the big problems, and you hear it from the

8 local governments besides us, too, is water

9 levels. We feel that you need to maintain a steady

10 and high water level so that economic development

11 can occur locally.

12 We're rural enough that we don't need to

13 be put in a place where we're at a disadvantage to

14 where we can't depend on a shoreline or that we

15 have to deal with erosion at such a variable level

16 that we can't even try to manage it. Unless the

17 water -- that's true anyplace. You're all familiar

18 with natural resource management, water

19 management. It's very hard to do any managing.

20 You're trying to do that now and you're having

21 difficulty with it. Think of us at the local

22 level, too, trying to do that management. We have

23 a lot of trouble with that, especially with the

24 varying water levels.

25 I have to say that with the membership I
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1 represent that we prefer a steady high water level

2 so at least we have something to depend on, and we

3 have that resource that we feel we own available to

4 us.

5 And also I notice that it talks about

6 priorities. There must be ranking systems in how

7 you manage the water the way you do. Economic

8 development is number one with us. I feel, and my

9 constituents feel, that economic development is

10 number one. There are other priorities, sure, but

11 I feel economic development is number one. That

12 needs to be considered. The Tribe has backed that

13 with an overall economic development plan that's

14 been in place for years. That has prior

15 commitments to any other comments you may have

16 heard as to what our priorities are. Economic

17 development is still number one on Standing Rock

18 because that leads to our self-sufficiency. We

19 just can't get there if we can't depend on the

20 resources that we feel is ours and being managed by

21 another entity that doesn't put us first.

22 So I wanted to limit my comments to that,

23 my comments on the Master Manual, et cetera, but we

24 can't even consider it because of that, not

25 considering ownership of the resource at all of the
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1 surrounding land. And it's an issue that you as an

2 agency have to deal with, not only with us, but

3 probably with the U.S. Government in general which

4 you're a part of, other divisions. We understand

5 that stuff.

6 We want to make it clear what our

7 priorities are and who has ownership of those

8 properties that you're talking about in managing of

9 the resource. We feel it all belongs to us. And

10 there's even court precedence in saying that it all

11 belongs to us.

12 So with that I want to just say you have

13 our resolution and we just can't even consider the

14 Master Manual because of that. I'm going to limit

15 my comments to that today. I thank you for your

16 time.

17 COL. KRUEGER: Thank you, Mr. McAllister.

18 Mr. Del LeCompte.

19 MR. LeCOMPTE: Thank you, Colonel, members

20 of the Corps of Engineers. My name is Del

21 LeCompte. I'm an enrolled member of the Standing

22 Rock Sioux Tribe. I'm also a land coordinator with

23 the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe for the last ten

24 years. I work with land issues. I also work with

25 water issues, and so forth, in our office, or the
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1 Department of Tribal Land Management.

2 My grandfather in 1889 when they give out

3 allotments and enrolled our people into the

4 reservation, my grandfather and his family were the

5 first enrolled members. They were the first to

6 receive allotments. Being that, they chose land

7 that was close to the river, all the way from right

8 south of Mobridge to the Sitting Bull Monument

9 which now exists. That was our livelihood. My

10 grandfather, his brothers and sisters, my father,

11 there was 13 in my father's family, all lived in

12 that area. We made a living, we were

13 self-sufficient.

14 In the 1950s when I was just in high

15 school, my family was asked to move to higher

16 ground. We had an island called LeCompte Island,

17 which is right -- was in the middle of the Missouri

18 River. We had a church which was called LeCompte

19 Church. We had a cemetery which was called

20 LeCompte Cemetery. All our relatives, our

21 ancestors were buried there. Our neighbors who

22 lived in that area, the Ducheneaus, the Traversies,

23 the Laboes, the Marshalls, they all lived in that

24 area, they were buried in that cemetery. Then we

25 were asked to move to higher ground. We will



20

1 replace this for you, we will give you this, we

2 will give you that.

3 My mother died nine years ago still

4 waiting for water, still waiting for electricity

5 that was promised many years ago. We lost 2,480

6 acres. We lost a cemetery with our descendants in

7 it. We lost our church. Two years ago we

8 discovered one of our headstones of my uncle, Urban

9 LeCompte, laying in the water broken. We contacted

10 the Corps of Engineers and asked, would you have

11 the decency to please replace this headstone? Oh,

12 we'll do it right away, and it's been two years, we

13 have not received any word, still has not been

14 replaced.

15 I guess we have had so much taken from us,

16 we have had so much promised to us and I think, you

17 know, the Corps has spent thousands and millions of

18 dollars having meetings such as this, and yet they

19 cannot replace a headstone.

20 I guess it hits home pretty hard because

21 this is where I was raised, this is where I grew

22 up, this was my life, my family's life. And now we

23 have nothing down there. All the trees, all the

24 animals. We only went to town probably once a

25 month because everything was right there for us.
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1 That was taken from us. Nothing replaced. Our

2 Indian way of life is when you take something from

3 somebody, you return something else, and this has

4 not been done. As I said, we lost 2,480 acres down

5 there, which was our livelihood. Now we don't have

6 anything. My father passed away, my mother passed

7 away waiting for all those things. I'm getting up

8 in age, I'll probably pass away and still won't be

9 seen.

10 I guess I can identify ourselves with the

11 people in Bosnia, the people in Afghanistan, what

12 is happening to them by people moving in and taking

13 over and ruling what they feel is right to them.

14 And I feel our Indian people have gone through

15 similar things by our own United States

16 Government. You know, our United States Government

17 made treaties, signed treaties with our ancestors

18 and said we will provide these in return for

19 peace. The United States Government was granted to

20 come onto the Mother Earth and stake claim, and as

21 time went on we grew smaller. We grew smaller

22 because land was taken from us illegally through

23 the courts. And I guess one of the things that

24 we've asked over the years is that we be recognized

25 as tribes, as a people, as citizens of the United
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1 States, that we be offered the same rights as those

2 living off the reservation.

3 As I said, you know, we can identify with

4 people in Afghanistan, Bosnia and other countries

5 when people come in and put their foot down. Our

6 own United States Government is doing it to us

7 right here in the United States, and then we say

8 we're a free country, we're a proud country. But

9 rights are being taken. And I don't mean to sound

10 this way, but it's been years and years now that

11 I've seen this and I work with it. I work with the

12 Corps of Engineers, I work with the people down

13 there. And I just wanted to make a few statements

14 personally. This does not reflect on the tribe

15 whatsoever. This is only personally coming from me

16 as a landowner, as someone who lost a lot, as

17 someone who was hurt, who has had his livelihood

18 taken away from him, you know, my father and mother

19 made when it was that, but yet all this was taken

20 away from us.

21 I want to thank you for allowing me a

22 little time to speak here. Thank you.

23 COL. KRUEGER: Thank you, sir. Mr. Robert

24 Gipp.

25 MR. GIPP: Good afternoon. Good
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1 afternoon, people. My name is Robert Gipp and I'm

2 from Fort Yates here and I've lived here most of my

3 life, I was born here. I was born in 1938 and I

4 lived here before the flood, before the water

5 came. I have a -- I also have a father-in-law that

6 had lost land in the taken area, you know. I live

7 south of here about four miles. I'm a rancher.

8 And at that time the government paid them

9 $35 an acre while across the river they got more

10 money. That was one of the injustices done. And I

11 guess that's already been compensated through just

12 compensation through the JTAC law.

13 But, anyway, I'm going to kind of repeat

14 some of the things that were said here. As a

15 rancher, I'm more interested in flood control. One

16 of the things that I see is the wind and water

17 erosion on our shoreline, it's really bad,

18 especially where the hillsides are. We have

19 cliffs, I guess, about 30 or 40 feet tall, you

20 know. I guess you could just go down to the river

21 and you can see these things. And I suppose

22 they're all the way down the river. I suppose

23 people are complaining about that. This creates --

24 and I know there's an extreme raising and lowering

25 of the dam. I've seen it at its highest point
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1 since I've lived here, been here for 30 years, I

2 have been a rancher, and at its lowest point where

3 you can just walk across the little dams or the

4 little streams that run into the river.

5 What this does is it really creates a

6 hazard, a fencing problem for ranchers, you know.

7 And I guess I can compensate and I can say, well, I

8 get a chance to use the taken area, you know, but

9 we are continuously fixing fence along the

10 shoreline. And in some cases for the last -- I've

11 lost fence -- I probably lost a quarter-mile of

12 fence in the last -- three or four times in the

13 last 30 years, you know. And I just lose it. It's

14 there, it's buried in the mud, the wire is rotten.

15 You just have to completely redo your fencing. So

16 that's one.

17 The other thing is the hazardous wind

18 erosion. The other day I was going to Fort Yates,

19 I was driving to Fort Yates and I couldn't see Fort

20 Yates. Fort Yates was like a dirt storm. The wind

21 -- the dirt erosion was blowing so bad, you know.

22 And on one hand, we try to -- we talk about

23 conservation, you know, through the Agriculture

24 Department, and, on the other hand, we just let the

25 wind -- you know, the Corps of Engineers has
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1 managed their dams so we have this dirt, wind

2 erosion very bad. Have you ever seen it? You've

3 seen it?

4 I guess I kind of covered some things on

5 flood control. And I don't understand why there

6 has to be such raising and lowering of these dams.

7 You know, the dams are on the Missouri River. The

8 people that live along the Missouri River are the

9 ones that have to suffer because that water is

10 lowered and let down the river, that water runs

11 into the Mississippi for barge control to keep

12 those barges afloat, and I don't think we can

13 change that here. One gentleman said to me this

14 morning, well, what do you want to go to that

15 meeting for? The state can't change it. What

16 makes you think you can change it? Can we change

17 it? I don't think we can, can we?

18 COL. KRUEGER: That's what this whole

19 process is about.

20 MR. GIPP: We'll see. The other thing, a

21 little bit about the hydropower production. I'm

22 also a director on the Mor-Gran-Sou Electric

23 Cooperative out of Flasher, and we borrow money

24 from the Rural Electric and we provide -- we wheel

25 power. We also get hydropower off of the dams.
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1 Now, what happens is the water release is out of

2 sync with the demand. Okay. The dams are down

3 right now, so they're releasing very little water,

4 they're generating very little power right now in

5 the wintertime. This is when we need the power.

6 So we're out of sync. See what I'm saying? Okay.

7 That's the end of my comments.

8 COL. KRUEGER: Thank you, Mr. Gipp. And

9 Mr. Byron Olson has indicated a desire to make a

10 statement.

11 MR. OLSON: My name is Byron Olson. I'm

12 not a member of the Standing Rock Sioux. I came

13 down here to this meeting, though, didn't intend to

14 make comments until it struck me that this kind of

15 meeting is a continuation of an American

16 governmental policy stretching back for 150 years

17 or more, and the structure is you will sit there at

18 a table and listen, but then somewhere back in

19 Washington the great white father will make the

20 decision about what is appropriate for the Tribe.

21 When I leafed through the little

22 instruction or the summary that was handed out,

23 there is not one word said about Standing Rock

24 water rights, land rights. This issue should not

25 be a surprise to you. It was raised 20 years ago
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1 on the original land management stop, and yet what

2 happens? It's ignored. It seems to me you would

3 like the Standing Rock Sioux to go away, and one

4 way to do that is to simply not address in your

5 manual their issues.

6 I think instead of listening to comments,

7 you ought to have a consultation and exchange of

8 views. Maybe you don't agree with their position,

9 but at least it has to be a two-way process rather

10 than a one-way one. Thank you.

11 COL. KRUEGER: We have no further cards

12 that indicate persons in attendance who wish to

13 make statements. I would call for anybody who has

14 not indicated on a card, is there anybody else who

15 desires to make a statement during our hearing this

16 afternoon? Yes, ma'am.

17 MS. GAYTON: My name is Ione Gayton. I

18 work with the Standing Rock Sioux Tribal Historic

19 Preservation Office. And for the record, the

20 Standing Rock Sioux Tribal Historic Preservation

21 Officer will be submitting written comments

22 detailing where the Master Manual, Revised Draft

23 Environmental Impact Statement is flawed, detailing

24 the National Historic Preservation Act, National

25 Environmental Policy Act and other federal laws
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1 that are violated. Thank you.

2 COL. KRUEGER: Thank you. Is there

3 anybody else who would like to make a statement in

4 attendance?

5 I'll bring the hearing to a close then. I

6 would like to remind all who are present here this

7 afternoon that the hearing period, the comment

8 period and the administrative record for the

9 Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement will

10 remain open through the 28th of February, 2002, for

11 anyone who wishes to submit a written fax or

12 electronic comment. And if you need assistance in

13 how to get those to us, we will be glad to assist

14 you at the table. If you want to be on our mailing

15 list or to receive a copy of the transcript that's

16 being prepared of this hearing this afternoon,

17 please fill out a card that's also available at the

18 registration table.

19 I would like to once more thank the

20 Standing Rock Sioux Tribe for requesting,

21 participating and hosting this meeting in the heart

22 of their tribal homeland. I appreciate all of

23 those who have come today, your presence,

24 participation and sharing of perspectives.

25 This hearing is now closed. Thank you
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1 very much. Have a safe drive home.

2 (Concluded at 1:47 p.m., January 30,

3 2002.)

4 ----------
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2

3 I, Denise M. Andahl, a Registered

4 Professional Reporter,

5 DO HEREBY CERTIFY that I recorded in

6 shorthand the foregoing proceedings had and made of

7 record at the time and place hereinbefore

8 indicated.

9 I DO HEREBY FURTHER CERTIFY that the

10 foregoing typewritten pages contain an accurate
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