APPENDIX D, COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

7. LETTERS FROM LOCAL AGENCIES

This section contains 150 letters received from the local agencies listed in Table D2-6. Please note that, for the
reader’s convenience, this table is sorted alphabetically by the agency name. However, comment documents are
printed in numerical order by the comment identification number (first column). Responses to the comments
coded (box with category and number) can be found grouped by categories in Section 4 of Volume VI, RDEIS
Comments and Responses, Part 1.

Table D2-6. Summary list of comment documents received from local agencies, including
response codes.
Page
Comment ID Agency Name Sender’s Name Number Response Number
L0600004 Riester, Andrew D2-549 Miss-4,19; Nav-7,8,12; Hydro-17,18; Other-
37,38,57
L0700007 Ag Co-Op Services Heitman, Ronnie D2-565 Nav-7,12,23; Other-70,193
10500043 Ameren Corporation Menne, Michael L. D2-477 EnSp-3,4,12,26,47; WRH-6; Miss-4; Nav-37;
MoPower-1,3,4,5,6,9; WS-13; Other-7,10,27
L0700010 American Farm Bureau Federation Newpher, Richard D2-567 Miss-1; Nav-7; Other-46
L0500003 Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. Bindel, Jerry E. D2-429 EnSp-28; IntD-8; GW-7; FC-8,15; Miss-35;
Hpower-21; Nav-7; MoPower-1,3; Other-
10,15,172
L.0100033 Atchison - Doniphan Levee District 15- Niemann, Eric D2-353 EnSp-27; IntD-1; Nav-6
45
L0100022 Baltimore Bend Levee District Lyon, William D2-328 GW-2; FC-8; Other-48
L0500004 Basin Electric Power Cooperative Harper, Ronald R. D2-430 EnSp-28; Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1,3;
WAPA-4
L0500024 Board of Public Utilities Daggett, E. Leon D2-454 MoPower-1; Other-3,10
L.0100007 BOMMM Joint Water Resource Board Mork, Andy D2-311 Rec-15; ErSd-13; Other-52
L0500034 Bon Homme Yankton Electric Goehring, Merlin J. D2-467 ErSd-5; Hpower-11,12,17; MoPower-1
Association, Inc.
10500048 Cam Wal Electric Cooperative Bonn, Jeff D2-498 Hpower-11,17,26
L.0200002 Carroll County Commission Heil, Nelson D2-356 GW-2
L0500030 Cavalier Rural Electric Cooperative, Inc. Otto, Duane L. D2-462 EnSp-28; Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1,3;
WAPA-4
L0500025 Central Electric Cooperative Noess, Loren D2-456 Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1,3; WAPA-4
L0300005 City Council of North Sioux City Hallwas, Liesel D2-363 WQ-12; FC-8; Hpower-18; Nav-12,23; WS-
11; WAPA-3; Other-10
L.0300004 City of Akron Martin, Lori D2-362 WQ-12; FC-8; Hpower-12,18; Nav-12,23;
WS-11; WAPA-3; Other-10
0300008 City of Linton, Linton Industrial Bosch, Randy G. D2-364 Rec-10,14,22; EnSp-3,8; Nav-9,42
Development Corp
L0300011 City of Madison Hueners, Royce D. D2-366 Hpower-18; WAPA-13
L.0300018 City of Manning Luensmann, Donald R.  D2-373 Hpower-12,18; MoPower-1; WS-4; WAPA-
2,3; Other-67
L0300001 City of Pacific Junction Prier, Marci L. D2-360 WQ-12; FC-8; Hpower-18; Nav-12,23; WS-
11; WAPA-3; Other-10
L0300002 City of Plattsmouth Water & Sewer Hellwig, Gary A. D2-361 WS-11
Department
L.0300003 City of Sioux City Berenstein, Craig S. D2-361 Miss-4
L0300013 City of Sioux City Berenstein, Craig D2-370 Rec-6,10; IntD-8; GW-4,7; WQ-12; FC-8;

Hpower-18; Nav-12,23; WS-11; WAPA-3;
Other-10
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Comment ID Agency Name Sender’s Name Number Response Number
L0300020 City of Sioux City Berenstein, Craig S. D2-375 Rec-5,6,10,28; EnSp-
1,3,5,7,14,17,25,26,27,28,29,32,38,41,42,47 4
8,55,58,59; WRH-6,11,12,15,19; Fish-14;
IntD-8; GW-3,7; WQ-12; FC-8; ErSd-15,18;
Hpower-16,18; Nav-6,8,23,44; MoPower-1,
WS-11; WAPA-3; Other-10,60
L0300023 City of Slater Petersen, Andree D2-419 WS-11; Other-20
L0300012 City of South Sioux City McLarty, William 1. D2-367 Rec-6,10; IntD-1,8; GW-7; FC-8; Hpower-
11,18; Nav-6,7,8,12,23; MoPower-1; WS-11,
Other-10,66
0300007 City of Springfield Schelske, Norm D2-364 Rec-14; ErSd-12; WS-11
L0600001 Coalition to Protect the Missouri River ~ Asbury, Randy C. D2-501
10600002 Coalition to Protect the Missouri River  Asbury, Randy D2-501 Rec-10,28; EnSp-
3,4,9,17,20,24,27,28,29,37,53; Fish-14; IntD-
1; FC-6,8; Miss-4,19,20,30; Hpower-17,18,21;
Nav-5,6,7,8,12,47; MoPower-1,6; WS-4,5;
Hydro-14,15; Legal-9; Other-
3,6,10,70,167,168
L0500014 Codington-Clark Electric Cooperative, Ward, Gene C. D2-440 Hpower-12,17,18; Other-7
Inc.
10100006 Consolidated North County Levee Kluesner, Danny D2-310 WRH-6,10; FC-8; Nav-3,6,12
District
L0500031 Cornhusker Public Power District Hostetter, R.E. D2-463 EnSp-28; Hpower-11; MoPower-1
L0500051 Council Bluffs Water Works Elliott, John D2-500 WQ-4,5; FC-8
L0500033 East River Electric Power Cooperative  Nelson, Jeffrey L. D2-465 Hpower-12,17,24; MoPower-1; Other-7
L0700012 Elburn Coop Alms, Ron D2-568 Miss-4
L0300022 Elk Point Trobaugh, Isabel D2-419 FC-16
L0700011 Farm Service Company Russman, James D2-568 Nav-7
L0500038 Federated Rural Electric Burud, Richard G. D2-472 Hpower-12,17; WAPA-4; Other-7
L0300016 Fort Madison Economic Development ~ Gobble, Tim D2-372 EnSp-3; Miss-1; Nav-12; MoPower-1
Corporation
L0300019 Fort Peck Advisory Council Pfau, Don D2-374 Rec-21,22,24; EnSp-5,17; ErSd-22; Hpower-
19,20; Nav-42; Other-61
L0600009 Friends of Blackwater Rodd, Judith Holyoke =~ D2-554 EnSp-3; WRH-6; Nav-6,7,31; Other-56
Schoyer
L0100019 Friends of the Kaw Murphy, Dave D2-326 WQ-17; Other-191
L0600006 Friends of the Nescopeck Gregory, Alan C. D2-553 EnSp-3; WRH-6; Nav-6,7,31; Other-56,57
L0100012 Great Lakes of South Dakota Zander, Kathy D2-314 Other-7
Association
L0100014 Halls Levee District Crockett, Virgil D2-316 EnSp-27; WRH-6; IntD-1; GW-2; Other-12,21
L0100030 Harrison County Board of Supervisors ~ Smith, Robert V. D2-352 Rec-6,10; IntD-1; GW-2; WQ-12; FC-8; Nav-
12; MoPower-1; Other-10,93
L0500027 Heartland Consumers Power District Westbrock, David C. D2-458 Hpower-12,25; WAPA-4; Other-6,23
L0500018 Howell-Oregon Electric Cooperative Singletary, Dan D2-445 Hpower-12,21,22; MoPower-1
L0100005 Husch & Eppenberger, LLC Human, David R. D2-309 IntD-1; GW-2; FC-8,12,13
L.0800003 Illinois Ag Women Zimmerlein, Eleanor D2-573 Miss-4; Nav-7,8,12; Other-6
L.0800009 Illinois Corn Growers Association Kelly, Paul D2-579 Nav-7,49
L0700005 Illinois Farm Bureau, llinois Rund, Kevin B. D2-562 WRH-6; Miss-4,21,24; Nav-7,23; Other-
Agricultural Assoc 10,14,70
L.0800004 Illinois Soybean Association Glenn, Brad D2-574 WRH-6; IntD-1; FC-8; Miss-4; Other-6
L0500037 lowa Association of Electric Kading, Brian C. D2-471 EnSp-28; Hpower-11,12,17,22; MoPower-1,3;
Cooperatives WAPA-4
L0700003 lowa Farm Bureau Federation Eide, Emily D2-559 IntD-1; GW-14; WQ-1; FC-8; Miss-4; Nav-12;
MoPower-1,3; WS-11; Other-6,7,9,10,13,14
L0600008 Izaak Walton League of America Wagner, Jr., Sidney D2-554 ErSd-17; Other-7,14,70
L0700009 Jackson County Farm Bureau Young, Charles W. D2-566 FC-8; Miss-1; Nav-7,12
L0700006 Kansas Farm Bureau Ahlerich, Stan D2-564 Miss-1,5; Other-7,48
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L0500050 KEM Electric Cooperative, Inc. Rudolph, Michael D. D2-499 Rec-12,13,14; WS-9; WAPA-6; Other-7
L0500028 Kingsbury Electric Cooperative, Inc. Kruse, Dennis D2-459 Hpower-11,12,17,24; MoPower-1,3; Other-7
1L.0100028 Kirk Drainage District Maguire, Larry D2-351 Rec-4,6,10; IntD-1; GW-2; WQ-12; FC-8;
Nav-12; MoPower-1; Other-10,60
L0100008 Lewis & Clark Natural Resources Moser. Tom D2-311 ErSd-9; WS-11; Other-61
District
L0100031 Little River Drainage District Fletcher, James L. D2-352 Miss-28
L0100011 Little Sioux Intercounty Drainage Allen, Stephen W. D2-313 FC-8; Nav-3,6,12; MoPower-4; WS-1
District
0200006 Lyman County Reuer, Richard E. D2-359 FC-14
L0500036 Lyon-Lincoln Electric Cooperative Swift, Dayle W. D2-469 Hpower-11,12,24; MoPower-1; Other-7
L0100035 McCandless Intercounty Drainage Parker, Wallace D2-354 IntD-1; FC-8; Nav-12,23; MoPower-1; Other-
District 6
L0100003 McCandless Inter-county Drainage Taylor, Gary G. D2-307 WRH-6; IntD-1; FC-12,13; Nav-3,12,40;
District MoPower-1; Other-10
10500049 Meeker Cooperative Light and Power ~ Mergen, Tim D2-498 Hpower-11,17; Other-7,20
Association
L0100020 Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District  Litzsinger, P.E., Bruce = D2-326 WQ-24,25; Miss-31; Nav-23; Other-14
L0500015 Metropolitan Utilities District Waurtz, Thomas A. D2-441 WQ-28; MoPower-1; WS-12,13
L0700013 MFA Incorporated Thompson, Larry W. D2-569 Other-48
L0500011 Midwest Consumers Electric Coop Klein, Marvin D2-437 Hpower-12,23; MoPower-1,3; WAPA-1,2,3;
Other-7
L0500001 Mid-West Electric Consumers Graves, Thomas P. D2-426 EnSp-28; Hpower-12; MoPower-1,3; Other-
Association 7,171
10100032 Mississippi Whitewater Development ~ Smith, MD, Stephen W.  D2-353 Rec-14,16
Corporation
L0700002 Missouri Farm Bureau Federation Kruse, Charles E. D2-556 EnSp-18,27; FC-8,17; Miss-4; Nav-5,8,12,23;
Legal-13; Other-6,9,10,13,46,48,70,165,190
L0100025 Missouri Municipal League Markenson, Gary D2-345 IntD-1; WQ-1,2; FC-8; Miss-4; Nav-12;
MoPower-1; WS-11
L0400004 Missouri Port Authority Association Overbey, Dan D2-424 EnSp-18; WRH-6; FC-8; Miss-4; Nav-12;
MoPower-1; WS-11; Other-10
L0100021 Missouri River Bank Stabilization Peterson, J.M. D2-327 ErSd-9; Other-14,169
Association
L0100017 Missouri River Basin Association Lowry, Sue D2-318 EnSp-2,5,17,24; WRH-6; FC-8; Nav-21;
Hydro-31; Other-10,13,14,69
L0500010 Missouri River Energy Services Heller, PE, MBA, D2-436 ErSd-2; Hpower-17; Other-3,10
Thomas J.
L0600003 Missouri River Keepers D2-544 Rec-4,6; EnSp-2,5,20,22,28,29,46,55,58; Fish-
14; GW-12; WQ-12; FC-3,8; Miss-2,4; ErSd-
18; Hpower-17,18; Nav-6,7,8,9,12,23;
MoPower-1,3,6; WS-11; Hydro-35; Legal-10;
Other-15,45,22,26,39,41,42,43,45,46,47,48,49
L0100018 Missouri River Natural Resources Schmitz, Brad D2-323 EnSp-14,31,51,52; WRH-15,16; Fish-18,19;
Committee WQ-11; Nav-21,41; MoPower-1; WS-3,4;
Other-7,14
L0100016 Missouri Sedimentation Action Drewes, Gary D2-318 ErSd-16; Hydro-34; Other-36
Coalition
L.0800008 Missouri Soybean Association Callow, Jessica D2-577 IntD-1; FC-8; Miss-4; Nav-3,12,48; Other-
19,20
10800010 Missouri Soybean Merchandising Moreton, John D2-579 FC-8
Council
L0100002 Missouri Valley Drainage District Woltemath, lvan D2-307 IntD-1; Other-51,51
0200004 MO Assoc. of Counties & County Burke, Dick D2-357 FC-8; Nav-12,23,24
Comm. Assoc. of MO
L0100001 MO-ARK Assoc & Missouri Levee &  Vincze, Robert J. D2-305
Drainage District
L.0100027 MO-ARK Association Vincze, Robert J. D2-346 EnSp-27; WQ-2,15,18
L0200003 Monona County Board of Supervisors  Merritt, Sr., Richard C.  D2-356 EnSp-12; WRH-6,7; IntD-2; Hpower-18;
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L0700001 Monroe County Farm Bureau Mueller, Herb D2-555 FC-8; Nav-7
L0100010 Nagel Drainage District Blakely, Loren W. D2-312 IntD-1
L.0800002 National Corn Growers Association Klein, Lee D2-572 EnSp-5,9,17,20; WRH-6; FC-8; Miss-4,5;
Hpower-12; Nav-8,12,47; MoPower-1
L0600005 National Waterways Conference Marley, Patrick J. D2-550 Rec-4,6,10; EnSp-2,3,4,5; Miss-4; ErSd-26;
Nav-6,7,12; Legal-11,12; Other-6,15,53,54,55
L0500009 Nebraska City Utilities Frana, Leroy J. D2-436 WS-11
L0500016 Nebraska Electric Generation and Pontow, Bruce A. D2-442 Hpower-12,17; Other-7
Transmission Coop
L0700008 Nebraska Farm Bureau Federation Neidig, Bryce P. D2-565 EnSp-5,18,27; WRH-6; IntD-1; FC-8; Nav-
7,12; Other-6,61,87
10500017 Nebraska Public Power District Citta, Joe D2-443 EnSp-5,46,54; ErSd-4; MoPower-1,3; Other-
7,87,192
L0500045 Nebraska Public Power District Horn, Guy R. D2-483 EnSp-3,5,7,20,22,25,28,36,53; WRH-17,18;
Fish-14,19; WQ-1,2,3; ErSd-4,8,9; Hpower-
11,12,17;, MoPower-1,3,5,6; WS-14,15;
Hydro-15; Other-10,13,69,163,164
L0500023 Nebraska Rural Electric Association Holmaquist, Jay D2-452 Hpower-11,12; MoPower-1,3
L0100004 New Farmers Drainage District Mumm, Noel K. D2-308 EnSp-1,26; IntD-1; Nav-3,6,12; Other-20
L0500041 Nobles Cooperative Electric Burud, Richard G. D2-474 EnSp-28; Hpower-11,12; WAPA-4
L0600007 Northeastern South Dakota Walleye Imberi, Glenn D2-553 Other-58
Club
L0500022 Northwest lowa Power Cooperative Pauling, Kent D. D2-451 Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1,3; WAPA-4
L0300009 NP Dodge Park Marina, Parks & Rec  Niksick, John D2-365 Rec-23
Dept., Omaha
L0500013 Oahe Electric Cooperative Scott, Brad D2-439 Hpower-12,17; MoPower-1; Other-7
L0500019 Oahe Electric Cooperative, Inc. Scott, Brad D2-446 Hpower-11,12,17,24; MoPower-1; Other-7
L0500046 Omaha Public Power District Neal, W.L. D2-495 EnSp-4; MoPower-1,3,5; Other-61
L0100015 Osage River Flood Control Association, Thessen, William D2-317 FC-8; Nav-6,7,23,31
Inc.
0400002 Pemiscot County Port Authority Madison, David P. D2-423 FC-8; Miss-4,29; Other-6
L0300015 Pierre Convention & Tourism Bureau  Kern, Karen D2-372 Rec-8,14,16; EnSp-3,8; Fish-3; ErSd-21; Nav-
19,20; Other-7
10100013 Randall Resource Conservation and Star, Don D2-315 Tribal-9; Rec-14,17; WRH-11; Fish-12;
Development ErSd 14,15; WS-9,10; Other-80,81
L0700004 Randolph County Farm Bureau Guebert, Jr., Richard D2-561 FC-8; Miss-4
L0500032 Renville Sibley Cooperative Power Christensen, Dale D2-464 Hpower-11,12,17,22; MoPower-1; Other-7
Association
L0100023 Roosevelt County Conservation District Mattelin, Buzz D2-328 ErSd-5; Other-83
L0300017 Sioux City Parks and Recreation Linquist, Lee D2-373 Other-6
Advisory Board
L0500029 Sioux Valley Southwestern Marker, Don L. D2-461 Hpower-11,12,17; MoPower-1
L0300021 Siouxland Chamber of Commerce Smith, Garrett K. D2-386 EnSp-
1,3,5,7,14,17,25,26,27,28,29,32,38,41,42,47,4
8,55,58,59; WRH-6,11,12,15,19; Fish-14;
IntD-8; GW-7; FC-2,8; ErSd-5,15,18,23;
Hpower-1,11,12,17,18; Nav-3,6,7,8,12;
MoPower-1; WS-4,11; Hydro-14; Other-
6,10,68,69,70,71,72,73,74,86,87,88,336
10400001 Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan McLarty, William D2-420 EnSp-1,2,5,12,17,25,42,47,48; WRH-11; Fish-
Planning Council 14; ErSd-17; Hpower-12,18,19; Nav-44,45,46;
WS-11; Other-142,143
0400005 Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Hurm, DPA, James C. D2-425 Rec-4,5; IntD-8; GW-7; FC-8; Hpower-11;
Planning Council Nav-7,11; MoPower-1; WS-11; Other-
7,10,70,170
L0500008 Slope Electric Cooperative, Inc. Niewsma, Lynette D2-435 Hpower-12; MoPower-1; Other-7
0800001 South Dakota Cattleman's Association D2-569 WS-11; Legal-14,15,16,17,18,19; Other-

7,16,17,22,194,196
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L0500044 South Dakota Municipal Electric Marvin, Tom D2-481 MoPower-26; WAPA-5; Other-10,36
Association
10500002 South Dakota Rural Electric Ricketts, Audry D2-428 Hpower-12
Association, Inc.
L0300014 South Sioux City Area Chamber of Quinn, Kristi D2-371 Other-G
Commerce
L0500020 Southeastern Electric Cooperative, Inc. Schardin, Bradley J. D2-448 Hpower-11,12,17,24; MoPower-1; Other-7
L.0200005 St. Charles County Ortwerth, Joe D2-358 WRH-6; WQ-26; FC-8; Nav-7
L0500035 St. Joseph Light & Power, Lake Road ~ Smith, Mike D2-468 MoPower-1,4; Other-6
Generating Sta
L0500005 Stanton County Public Power District ~ Barth, Dale D2-432 Hpower-12; MoPower-1
L0500006 Stanton County Public Power District ~ Johnson, William Duane D2-432 Hpower-12; MoPower-1,3; WAPA-4; Other-7
L0100024 Stutsman County Wildlife Club Kantrud, Hal D2-345 Other-59
L0400003 Tri-City Regional Port District Labit, James R. D2-424 Miss-4,29
L0100034 Tri-County Drainage Dist. Goode, John D2-354 FC-8; Nav-6,13
L0500040 Tri-State Generation and Transmission  Mclnnes, Mike D2-473 Hpower-11,12,17,21,22; Other-7
Association
L0500026 Twin Valleys Public Power District Johnson, Kenneth L. D2-457 Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1,3; WAPA-4
L0200001 Union County Boldenow, Roger D2-355 FC-2; ErSd-9; Hpower-18; Nav-12,23;
WAPA-3; Other-10
L0500021 Union County Electric Cooperative, Inc. Cheney, Larry D. D2-449 Hpower-11,12,17,24; MoPower-1; Other-7
L0100029 Upper Boyer Drainage District Kersten, Ron F2-351 Rec-6,10; IntD-1; GW-2; WQ-12; FC-8; Nav-
12; MoPower-1; Other-10,93
0800005 Upper Mississippi, Illinois & Missouri  Hampton Knodle, D2-575 Other-228
Rivers Asso Heather
0800006 Upper Mississippi, lllinois & Missouri  Hampton Knodle, D2-575 EnSp-26,56; GW-2; FC-8; Miss-4; ErSd-18;
Rivers Asso Heather Nav-7,8,12; Other-5
0800007 Upper Mississippi, lllinois & Missouri  Hampton Knodle, D2-577
Rivers Asso Heather
L0500007 Valley Electric Cooperative, Inc. Wallem, Ronald J. D2-434 Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1,3; WAPA-4
L0500042 Villisca Municipal Power & Light Johnson, Michael D. D2-475 Rec-10; EnSp-5,28,29,46,58; WQ-2; Hpower-
11,12; Nav-6,7,8,23,42,46, MoPower-1; WS-
11; Other-7,46
L0500039 Western lowa Power Cooperative Reed, Louis D2-473 Fish-1; GW-2; Hpower-11,12; WAPA-4
L0500047 Western lowa Power Cooperative Bean, Jeffery T. D2-496 EnSp-28; Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1;
WAPA-4
L.0100009 Weston Bottoms Levee & Drainage Anderson, Gary D2-312 IntD-1; FC-8
Assoc
10300010 Whiting Commerical Development Smith, Katy D2-366 FC-11
Corporation
L0500012 Woodbury Rural Electric Cooperative ~ Kunkel, CEcD, EDFP,  D2-438 EnSp-28; Hpower-12,17,22; MoPower-1,3;

Ronald A.

WAPA-4

Missouri River Master Water Control Manual
Review and Update FEIS

Part 2, Section 7, Local D2-303

March 2004



APPENDIX D, COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

This page is intentionally left blank.

D2-304 Part 2, Section 7, Local Missouri River Master Water Control Manual
March 2004 Review and Update FEIS



SI134 ajepdn pue mainay

[enueyy [013U09) IdJEA) ID)SBI JOAIY 1INOSSIY

G0€-2d [e207 —/ uopoeg ‘7 ped

00z yosiepy

Project Manager

- BREENBERS —

H USACE
ArmonmENS 4T LAV This letter recieved February 11, 2002
I H H “ H | ﬁ a response dated Page 2
20 Mar 2002. See

Response Section.

February 11,2002 MCP parameters were not in effect in any of the last five years. Indeed, by raising
’ . reservoir levels, the MCP may have eliminated habitat along the reservoirs for the piping

Via Certified Mail plover having a negative effect on the piping plover population.

Furthermore, a final determination of critical habitat for wintering piping plovers

Ezjsf; ﬁ:ﬁfﬁ;ﬂicw and Update was made on July 10, 2001, after the Biological Opinion was issued. (66 F.R. 36038).
12565 West Center Road The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service also published a proposed rule to designate critical
Omaha, Nebraska 68144 habitat for the northern Great Plains breeding population of the piping plover on June 12,
? 2001. (66 F.R.31760.) The final rule may be issued in the spring of 2002. Again, since
Re: Missouri River--Request to Reinitiate Consultation on the Biological th.e des'i 0 atiorlxslofcritical habitat occurred_and will occur _aﬂer the issuance of.the
Opinion relating to the Northern Great Plains Population of the Piping Biological Opinion, the Corps and the Service must re-initiate formal consultation.
Plover For the foregoing reasons, the MO-ARK Association and the Missouri Levee &
Dear Sir/Madame: Drainage District Association respectfully request that the Corps and the Service
reinitiate formal consultation on the Biological Opinion. The Service should revise the

reasonable and prudent alternatives to reflect the positive effect of the current Master
Water Control Manual on the population of the Northern Great Plains piping plover.
Please place this request and information on the record for the Revised Draft
Environmental Impact Statement.

The MO-ARK Association and the Missouri Drainage & Levee District
Association respectfully request that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers re-initiate formal
consultation with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service on the Biological Opinion on the
Operation of the Missouri Main Stem Reservoir System (“Biological Opinion”). As
provided in 50 C.F.R. § 402.16, re-initiation of formal consultation under the Endangered
Species Act is required where new information reveals effects of the agency action that .
may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not considered in % iy
the Biological Opinion, or when critical habitat has been designated. New census data is W /17‘7&
available that shows marked increases of the plover population. In addition, critical Robert J. Vingze
habitat has been and will be designated for the wintering and breeding populations e
respectively of the Northern Great Plains Piping Plover. Attorney for the MO-ARK Association and

Respectfully submitted,

the Missouri Levee & Drainage District

Field data for the 2001 International Piping Plover Census shows that plover Association

numbers along the Missouri River have grown 470 percent in the last five years and 140
percent in the decade: In the U.S. Northern Great Plains, piping plover numbers
increased 25 percent in five years. (Environment News Service: AmeriScan: January 25,
2002, article attached.) The census is scheduled for formal release in March 2002.

attachment (two pages)

cc: The Honorable George W. Bush,
President of the United States

On the other hand, the Biological Opinion issued in December 2000 is based on (via facsimile)

“a substantial decline in population numbers” and model results that “indicated that the
Great Plains plover population was undergoing a substantial decline.” (BO, at pp. 90,
91.) The very significant and substantial increase in the plover population under the
present Master Water Control Manual indicates that conclusions drawn in the Biological
Opinion are erroneous and that the reasonable and prudent alteratives set forth therein
may not be reasonable or prudent. The four GP options (modified Gavins Point dam
releases) include lower summer releases. In each of the last five years, the summer flows
have exceeded those in the GP options. In addition, the Modified Conservation Plan or

Secretary Gale Norton (via facsimile)
General David A. Fastabend (via certified mail)
Ralph Morgenweck, Regional Director USFWS (via certified mail)

Michael T. (Tom) Waters,
President of the MO-ARK Association (via U.S. mail)

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
THE TABOR CENTER 1200 17TH STREET, SUITE 2400 DENVER, COLORADO 80202
303-572-6500 FAX 303-572-6540 www.gtlaw.com
Missi NEW YRk WASHINGTON, D.C. ATLANTA PHILADELPHIA Tysons CORNER CHICAGO BoSTON PHOENIX WILMINGTON LS ANGELES DENVER S
S0 PAULO FORT LAUDERDALE BOCA RATON WEST PALM BEAGH ORLANDO TALLAHASSEE GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
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Environment News Service: AmeriScan: January 25, 2002

http://ens-news.com/ens/jan2002/2002L-01-25-09.html

ANN ARBOR, Michigan, January 25, 2002 (ENS) - Populations of
threatened and endangered piping plovers have plummeted in some
areas of North America, but are growing in other regions, a new
census shows.

Dramatic changes have occurred in the distribution and abundance
of the rare shorebird, according to just completed census results
presented Wednesday by U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) scientist
Susan Haig at the North American Plover Species at Risk Meeting in
Ann Arbor.

The piping plover
needs dry sand bars for
nesting (Photo courtesy
Nebraska Game and Parks
Commission)

The findings are based on
results of species wide
international breeding and
winter censuses
conducted in 1991, 1996
and 2001. The census
shows that 5,938

S : 2 2 breeding piping plovers
are distributed across beaches from Alberta, Canada, to the Atlantic
Coast. Of these, 1,465 birds occur in Canada and 4,473 birds occur
in the central and eastern United States.

Piping plovers nest on open beaches, making them vulnerable to
heavy beach use by people, pets and vehicles. Fluctuating water
levels on rivers and during ocean storms can devastate chicks and
nests.

"Although the overall population estimate has only increased eight
percent in 10 years, changes in bird distributions are dramatic," Haig
said.

Piping plover abundance in Canada has declined 31 percent in five
years and 25 percent over the past decade. In the U.S., piping
plovers have increased 17 percent in five years to their current
estimate of 4,473 birds.

In the U.S. Northern Great Plains, piping plover numbers increased
25 percent in five years, although these numbers still represent a
two percent decrease since 1991.

Haig, who is also the coordinator of the International Piping Plover
Coordination Group, said the recent increase might be attributed to
recent favorable habitat conditions along the Missouri River, where
plover numbers have grown 470 percent in five years and 140
percent in the decade. Just over 1,000 birds now occur along the
Missouri River.

Piping plovers are listed as endangered in the Great Lakes portion of

Page 9 of 11
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http://ens-news.com/ens/jan2002/2002L-01-25-09.html

their range. The birds have increased in distribution and abundance,
although numbers remain low, Haig said.

Numbers in Michigan have gone from 39 in 1991 to the current
count of 65, and piping plovers again are breeding along the shores
of Lake Superior in Wisconsin. Beach protection, captive rearing and
release of young plovers, as well as record low water levels in the
Great Lakes are possible explanations for these changes, said Haig.

The International Piping Plover Census is the only comprehensive
shorebird census in North America and is one of the largest
endangered species census efforts in North America. The 2001
census involved more than 1,400 biologists and volunteers, who
spent more than 5,000 hours walking more than 745 miles of
habitat.

POTATO STERILIZERS COULD COMBAT ANTHRAX

BOISE, Idaho, January 25, 2002 (ENS) - Researchers at the
Department of Energy's Idaho National Engineering and
Environmental Laboratory (INEEL) are teaming with a small business
located in Aberdeen, Idaho, to experiment with destroying anthrax
using ozone.

The same technology that helps deliver safe and healthy Idaho
potatoes may be an effective tool against terrorism, the researchers
believe.

The 03 Company has developed a patented process to deliver high
concentrations of ozone - 300 to 800 parts per million - to potatoes
as they travel along conveyor belts. Ozone destroys harmful bacteria
such as Erwinia, responsible for soft rot, silver scurf, and pink rot,
allowing farmers to store their potato crops for months.

INEEL researchers believe this same process can be used to sterilize
mail. They are testing their theory with harmless surrogates for
anthrax spores. The ozone tests are just one part of the ongoing
research INEEL is conducting to combat terrorism in support of
DOE's national security mission.

“"We recognized the potential right after the first anthrax started
showing up," said 03Co. president Lynn Johnson. "We were trying to
contact the INEEL at the same time they were calling us. We've had
such success with agricultural pests that we felt it would work on
this."

Unlike chlorine dioxide, a hazardous chemical used to treat potatoes
and disinfect anthrax contaminated facilities, ozone leaves no
residue and for potatoes, takes just seconds to work.

Ozone can be created in nature by lightning, or through a high
voltage system such as 03Co.'s patented Corona Discharge Ozone

Page 10 of 11
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2/19/2002
IVAN WOLTEMATH
HAMBURG, IOWA 51640

Collonal] ULSirbe

~Generai-Fastabend:

Thank you for your time to conduct this hearing tonight. I will speak to you tonight as a trustee of
Missouri Valley Drainage District and as a farmer.

First as a trustee: Missouri Valley Drainage district has 78 miles of ditches to carry surface water
that runs off from the bluffs and from within the districts’ boundaries. These ditches have outlets to the
Missouri River in two places, Nebraska City and Hamburg. Hamburg has pumps but Nebraska City does
not. In the spring when the river rises above 14 feet at Nebraska City the gates have to be closed, the

pumps at Hamburg are started, which costs taxpayers money to operate these pumps. At Nebraska City, if
the gates are closed long enough the ditch breaks out of the embankments and causes damage. The cost of
pumping and repair of the breaks have to be paid by tax money levied on the property within the district. I
think it is unfair to levy taxes for costs that are incurred because of 2 man made spring rise.

Now as a Farmer: my farm is located along the Missouri River and I support mitigation as the
preferred way to preserve the endangered species of the river, as a matter of fact I sold land along the river
to the United States for such a project. I would ask that you persue mitigation further and give it time to
prove that it can be a benefit to the endangered species and the whole river ecosystem.

1 think the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in the Biological Opinion failed to consider the effect of
cities along the river. Take Omaha, for example, the city applies tons of chemicals and salt to the streets in
the winter and residents apply chemicals to their yards in the spring. During heavy rains these are washed
directly into the river through the storm sewers and I believe this would have an effect on the rivers
ecosystem. The USFWS did not choose to return Omaha back to what it was 60 years ago. It choose
instead to place the burden of preserving the endangered species on the back of agriculture which needs the
river as low as possible in the spring to complete planting in a timely manner.

1 served my country in a tour of duty in the United States Navy aboard an aircraft carrier. 1 was
proud of my country then, I am proud of my country now. I have been a farmer since I was discharged
from the Navy and I would like to pass my farm on to my son who also wants to be a farmer. I think my
country owes me and my son that opportunity rather then putting us out of business by a change in the way
the river is controlled.

I think the current Water Control Plan is still the best for all and oppose any and all of the
proposed alternatives.

 tedy 2 aprak ook presnt
WW#%W&?‘
,&;&&VQQM%MM&
e rcod, Mkl e
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Thank You,
Ivan Woltemath

—MCcCANDLESS INTER-COUNTY DRAINAGE DISTRICT
610 Iowa Avenue
Onawa, [owa 51040

January 16, 2002

United States Army Corps of Engineers, Northwest Division
Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Re: Comment on proposed revisions of the Missouri River Master Water Control Manual

This letter is written at the direction of the Board of Trustees of the McCandless Inter-county Drainage District, which
district drains approximately 42,000 acres in Monona County and Woodbury County in west central lowa.

The Board is particularly concerned that the proposed changes in the Master Manual will have a very negative impact
on the agricultural lands served by the District. The Missouri River is the ultimate outlet for agricultural drainage in
the area served by the District, and any changes in the Missouri River that will negatively affect the ability to drain the
agricultural lands within the district will cause economic damage to the owners and operators of the involved
farmland.

The proposed spring rise every three years will reduce or eliminate the ability of the District’s drainage system to
remove water from District lands at the crucial planting time. If the water level in the River is too high when local
drainage is needed due to heavy rainfall, the local system will not be able to drain the served areas and crops will be
damaged or lost, causing economic damage to the affected farmers.

The proposed reduction in summer flows will also have negative effects on the agricultural economy because the
reduced flows will not sustain navigation, thereby removing a crucial source of transportation of agricultural crops to
market. The reduced flows will also negatively affect the power plants that use river water for cooling, causing
additional environmental impact on the remaining river water, and increasing the cost of electricity. Reducing the
flows in the summer will make it necessary to increase them at other times, thereby increasing the likelihood of
flooding at those other times.

The same negative effects as will result from reduced summer flows will also occur from the plan to raise reservoir
levels in the upper basin. In addition, the higher reservoir levels will reduce the ability to provide flood control, and
will increase the likelihood of flooding in the lower basin.

The proposed plan to alter how the Missouri River is managed is bad public policy because it puts too much control in
federal agencies by taking away the ability of the public to have input. With the loss of public input, landowners will
not be able to have input on issues that will affect their property rights.

It is bad public policy to remove the bank stabilization structures that have stabilized the ri and lled the

channel for decades. With the structures gone, the banks will erode, taking with them valuable farmland and the
ability to maintain a safe navigable channel. Loss of bank stabilization will also increase pollution of the river water.

The portion of the proposed plan that deals with habitat restoration is misguided. While the Board supports efforts to
improve habitat for wildlife, the Missouri River channel is not the best place to do it. Better habitat can be provided
outside the channel by acquiring by voluntary sale suitable lands that can be developed into better habitat for
threatened and endangered species. Habitat restoration should not take place in the river channel by flow control.

Respectfully submitted,

r the McCandless Inter-county Drainage Dis!

GGT:ps
cc: Board of Trustees
Drainage Engineer
Drainage Clerk
— —_ - —

INav 40 |
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NOEL K. MUMM

Attorney at Law
507 E. Erie
MISSOURI VALLEY, IOWA 51555-1646

Telephone (712) 642-2775 Facsimile (712) 642-2776

February 15, 2002

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwest Division

ATTN: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Ladie_s_and Gentlemen:

I represent the New Farmers Drainage District, located on the Missouri River bottom in
Monona County, Iowa. The trustees of this district have asked me to convey their concerns
regarding the proposed changes to the Missouri River Master Manual.

The trustees and other landowners within the District are farmers who’s livelihood depend
on timely planting and harvesting of crops. Because of the topography of the Missouri River
bottom lands, changes in the river level can have a profound effect upon drainage of lands
within this district.

It is the Board’s understanding that the Corps’ plans call for a “controlled flood” once every
three years between May 1% and June 15™ which, of course, is the heart of the planting
season. This additional release of water could result in an increase of up to four feet in the
river level. Ifthis additional water were released and it was combined with a significant rain
down stream, the delay in proper drainage from District land and all other lands along the
Missouri River bottom could have a catastrophic effect on farming operations.

Page Two
New Farmers Drainage District
February 15, 2002

It is also the Board’s understanding that the plan would call for a significant reduction in
summer flow rates. This would essentially eliminate barge traffic for much of the time of
year when shipping is feasible. The effect on freight rates for the movement of grain will
have a direct effect on farmers who now benefit not only from direct grain shipment by
barge, but also from the downward pressure it puts on alternative freight rates.

It would seem to the Board that the Corps is putting the welfare of endangered species ahead
of the welfare of thousands of bottom land farmers who will possibly sustain substantial
economic injury from these ill-considered changes in the present plan.. Threatened and
endangered species can be benefitted and nurtured more from off-channel habitat than from
the flow changes found in the Corps’ proposals.

Based on the above, it is the Board’s request and fervent hope that the proposed changes in
the Master Plan will not be implemented in their present form. Further study of ways to
accomplish the goals stated as reasons for the change should be conducted before the
economic welfare of so many farmers is sacrificed.

Very truly yours,

NKM/sh

cc: New Farmers Drainage District Trustees
Monoena County Drainage Clerk
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231 South Bemiston, 8th Floor

Husch & Eppenberger, LLC G aritiee

Attorneys and Counselors at Law 314,727 5822
314.727.2824 fax.

314.200.0201 direct dial

david human@husch.com

February 27, 2002 @

Via Electronic Mail and U.S. Mail

Brigadier General David A. Fastabend

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwestern Division

Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Re:  Comments to the Missouri River Revised Draft Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear General:

The undersigned and this law firm represent numerous levee and drainage districts along
the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers. Along the Missouri River, these districts include Earth City
Levee District, Howard Bend Levee District, Monarch-Chesterfield Levee District, Missouri
Bottoms Levee District, Riverport Levee District, Tri-County Levee District and Sugartree
Drainage District. We estimate that in the aggregate, these districts protect approximately
70,000 acres of land along the Missouri River from flooding.

These districts represent varying interests and areas from agricultural to urban. Land
protected by urban levee districts provides strategic locations for manufacturing, distribution,
retail and commercial industries and recreation and protect real and personal property worth over
$5 Billion. These urban levee districts protect over 1,000 homes, over 1,400 businesses and over
40,000 jobs. The urban levee districts also protect vital facilities from flooding such as major
municipal water and sewage trearment facilities, major interstate highways and the second
busiest airport in the Midwest region, Spirit of St. Louis Airport.

We have reviewed the Missouri River Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(“EIS”) and have the following concerns and comments:

1. Impact of Spring Rise.
a. Urban and Agricultural Levees

The impact of a spring rise is a concern for both our urban and agricultural levees,
especially considering that the effects of weather conditions on river levels are, for the most part,
unpredictable. Any increase in the amount of water during the spring rise correspondingly
increases the risk of flooding. The danger under this scenario is that nobody can predict the

=:ODMA\PCDOCS\CLAYTON\232506\1

S Louts Layion LANSAS CITY JEFFERSON CITY

SPRINGFIELD

weather and the occurrence of a flood. We acknowledge that the Corps has stated that they will
ot release water at Gavins Point should there be flooding downstream. However, releases from
Gavins Point take approximately 10 to 12 days to reach downstream districts. As we saw in the
flood of 1993, immediately preceding the flooding, the area was experiencing severe drought.
Nobody was able to predict the devastating flood that would soon occur. Once water is released
from Gavins Point, and should unpredicted rains occur, the risk of flooding is greatly increased
and unpredictable. In light of the value of property (over $5 billion) protected, the individual
safety issues (over 1,000 homeowners and 40,000 cmployees), any increase in the risk of
flooding is unacceptable.

b. Groundwater

The spring rise would increase groundwater levels during both the increased releases in
the spring and fall. Any incremental increase in groundwater would substantially increase
damages. The EIS states that the spring rise and the summer low flow create damages that are
substantially higher than the status quo.

c. Interior Drainage

The increase in releases resulting from the spring rise and summer low flow would also
adversely impact interior drainage. Increases in releases would result in substantially increased
flooding of the interior of levee protected areas which would lead to substantial crop damage.

2. Main Stream Reservoir System.

It is our understanding that the Main Stream Reservoir System currently has the capacity
to store 73.4 million-acre feet (MAF) of water. Under the revised EIS, the total MAF capacity of
the Main Stream Reservoir System would not change, however the capacity of the four zones
within the Main Stream Reservoir System would be changed. Both the “exclusive flood control”
zone and the “annual flood control and multiple use” zone will have decreased capacity under
the revised EIS. By decreasing the capacity of these two zones, the Corps is substantially
decreasing the amount of flexibility to respond to flood situations. If the capacity of these two
zones is decreased, the Main Stream Reservoir System is not in as good a position to store
floodwater. We believe that the Corps is losing flexibility to respond to flood situations by
decreasing the capacity of the first two zones of the Main Stream Reservoir System.

It is our understanding that the Corps is obligated to perform research and investigation
on each component of the EIS and must be able to demonstrate that such research was
performed. We have seen no analysis or study regarding the effects of the decreased capacity of
the first two zones within the Main Stream Reservoir System.

3. Summer Low Flow.

::ODMA\PCDOCS\CLAYTON\232506\1

HUSCH & EPPENBERGER LLC

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY



Y00z ya1ejy

|ed07 -/ uopoas ‘zued (L€-zd

SI134 ayepdn pue mainay

jenuepy [013U0D IS} JO}SEY JOAIY LINOSSIY

1t is our understanding that the summer low flow feature of the EIS would require
increased reservoir storage which would expose more sand bar acres for wild life along the banks
of the Missouri River. While we certainly support species habitat restoration and the goal of the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the summer low flow feature would increase the risk of fall
flooding because the reservoir storage would need to be released during the fall and early winter
months. Increasing flood risk during a fall rain would be likely given that the Corps will release
reservoir storage during fall months.

Conclusion.

Thousands of people and substantial economic assets are located within urban flood
protected areas along the Missouri River. We cannot under estimate the potential impact on
people and property located in flood protected areas. There is no scientific certainty that we can
manage the risk of flooding under the spring rise, summer low flow and new Main Stream
Reservoir System capacity. For this reason, we believe there should be no spring rise, no
summer low flow and we should maintain the current capacity of the flood control zones in the
Main Stream Reservoir System. We further believe that the status quo should be maintained and
the existing Master Manual should remain in full force and effect.

Sincerely yours,

HUSCH & EPPENBERGER, LLC

By /- \ 7'@—///‘

Pavid R. Human

CONSOLIDATED NORTH
COUNTY LEVEE DISTRICT

P.O. Box 186
Portage Des Sioux, MO 63373

Shaded Area Depicts
North County Levee District

November 13, 2001

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwest Division

ATTN: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Re:  Opinion and Comments of the Consolidated North County Levee District
Dear Sir or Madam:

I am the Secretary for the Consolidated North County Levee District. The Consolidated
North County Levee District protects approximately 30,000 acres of farm land. In addition,

several pipelines, railroads, and a power g ion facility are contained within the District.
There are also several county roads within the District.

spring rise would likely include loss of crops, loss of property and possibly a loss of lives.

Since our District protects so many valuable acres of crops, we oppose any reduced
summer flow. Any decrease in the flow of water on the Missouri River would result in a loss of
navigation which would result in a loss of transportation for crops and farm products.

The District opposes any spring rise in that this would substantially increase the risk of -
flooding and dramatically decrease the levee protection the District provides. The impact of a -

The District opposes any plan to remove and modify rock dikes and structures along the
Missouri River. Such changes would increase erosion of the riverbanks and erosion of farmland.

This letter is submitted on behalf of the Consolidated North County Levee District.
Sincerely,

Danny Kluesner, Secretary
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JoINT WATER RESOURCE BOARD

BURLEIGH Dedicated to Protect the Banks and Riparian Land along the Missouri River

December 19, 2001

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwestern Division

Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

RE:  Master Manual Comments
Erosion and Sedimentation

Sirs:

BOMMM Joint Board was organized under the laws of North Dakota and whose sole purpose is
to prevent the loss of riparian land along the Garrison to Oahe reach of the Missouri River.

We are especially d with the proposal to unbal the levels of Lake Oahe and Lake
Sakakawea. This will result in higher than normal high flows and lower than normal flows low
flows in the Garrison to Oahe reach. Since bank erosion is exponentially proportional to the rate
of flows, it will cause increased overall bank erosion than which would have occurred with a
balanced dam operation.

The increased loss of high t land and the y increase in the Oahe delta is
unacceptable at this critical time. The negative effect on recreation and other river uses during the
low flow cycle is also unnecessary and unacceptable.

Therefore, at our December 17, 2001 meeting, the BOMMM Joint Board went on record

pposing the unbal d dam proposal until the necessary bank protection is installed in this
reach. A 1997 ND Water Commission Study determined that only 10% more of the banks needed
protection here at a cost of $13.8 million.

We do, however, support higher minimum Lake Oahe and Lake Sakakawea levels than the master
manual now allows.

Sincerely, ,; W l/y&-/
g ;airman

Andy Mork,
cc: BOMMM Joint Board

Ron Sando
Mike Dwyer/Angela Magstad

P.O. Box 2599 « Bismarck, ND 58502 * 701-223-4615 « Fax: 701-223-4645

BURLEIGH * OLIVER ® McLEAN ® MERCER ® MoRTON CounTy WATER RESOURCE DISTRICTS

608 N. Robinson

LEWIS & CLARK PO Box 518

Hartington, NE 68739

Natural Resources District Phone (402) 254-6758
: Fax (402) 254-6759

February 25, 2002

US Army Corps of Engineers Northwestern Division
Attn: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

12565 West Center Road

Omaha NE 68144-3869

Dear Sirs:
The Lewis & Clark NRD representing three counties in Northeast Nebraska wishes to offer

comment on the revised draft Envi I Impact S published by the Corps of
Engineers. We have two categories of concern:

Water Supply

Lewis & Clark Lake serves as a source of supply to the Cedar Knox Rural Water System, a
project of the Lewis & Clark Natural Resources District that provides drinking water to over
660 homes and 4 towns.

Our water intake is in the Lake and is at elevation 1202. If any alternatives or emergency
releases result in Lake elevations lowered to this level we would lose our source of water.
We don’t believe this is being proposed, but would like ack led of by
US Army Corps of Engi that this prospect is being idered in of
reservoir levels at Gavins Point Dam.

Erosion and Sedimentation

The Lewis & Clark NRD is concerned about excessive riverbank erosion below Gavins Point
Dam that would result from high spring release flows. We believe the best alternative
proposed, to be the Modified Conservation Plan (MCP). We strongly endorse the issues
raised in the position paper prepared by the Papio-Missouri NRD (Dec 2001), but would
consider accepting experimental flow change proposals suggested by the Missouri River
Basin Association and supported by the six states. A try and see approach without being
locked into rigid standards, should pacify the widely divergent interests concerned about flow
changes.

Sincerely,

_—
Jom Moaer”

Tom Moser

General Manager

cc Roger Patterson, DNR
Papio Missouri NRD

o’y
%3 Recycled Paper
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February 7, 2002

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers/Northwestern Division
12565 West Central Road
Omaha, NE 68144-3869

ATTN: Missouri River Master Manual RBEIS
Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to state the opposition of the Nagel Drainage District to changes and
modifications of the Missouri River Waste Water Control Manual as set forth in the
Army Corps of Engineers Revised Draft. We feel that it is in the best interest of the
Nagel Drainage District to maintain the current plan.

The Nagel Drainage District is located primarily in Monona County, lowa. The
Nagel Drainage District drains into the Little Sioux River and eventually the Missouri
River. Acres and acres of farmland are drained by the Nagel Drainage District and
permits many families to continue to make a living. We believe that control and
stabilization of the Missouri River in the past 50 to 60 years has been advantageous to the
cultivation of our land and maintenance of our lifestyle. We ask that you consider the
interests of landowners and citizens who rely on the current drainage system to exist. We
consider ourselves good stewards of the land and water and believe that the current
system has been working well for years without noticeable degradation to our area.

Thank you for allowing us to express our viewpoint.

Respectfully submitted,

A Yo AR
LOREN W. BLAKELY
Chairman, Nagel Drainage District
27726 County Hwy. E-16
Hornick, IA 51026

2.ArmyCorpsNDD.Itr
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STEPHEN W. ALLEN

ATTORNEY AT LAW @

906 NINTH STREET - P.0.BOX45 - ONAWA, IOWA 51040

PHONE 712-423-2006 - FAX712-423-2014 - E-mail: allenlaw@willinet.net

February 26, 2002

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Northwest Division

12656 West Center Road
Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

ATTN: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
Gentlemen:

I represent Little Sioux Intercounty Drainage District (hereinafter referred to as
“Little Sioux”) located in Harrison, Monona and Woodbury Counties, Iowa, serving the
basins of Little Sioux River, Maple River, the Monona-Harrison Ditch, Wolf Creek,
Woodbury — Monona Ditch and the West Fork, as well as many smaller laterals and
tributaries, all located within the Missouri River flood plain in Western Iowa. (Please see
the attached Map.) As you know the Little Sioux is a Corps of Engineers flood control
project. The Board of Trustees, at their last regular meeting in February, 2002, authorized
me to respond to the Revised Draft Envirc I Impact S for the Missouri
River Master Water Control Manual, January, 2002, (hereinafter referred to as the
“Revised Draft”).

The Little Sioux Trustees fully respect and appreciate the amount of time, study
and work taken by the Corps in its careful consideration of Water Control on the
Missouri River. The Trustees especially appreciate the opportunities for input before and
after the public hearings the past several years and now.

The Little Sioux appreciates and understands the concern for environmental
impact and recreation along a major waterway such as the Missouri River. After all,
farmers are the greatest of all conservationists. They conserve good soil and water year
after year.

The land area served by the Little Sioux would not be nearly as productive and
environmentally sound without the flood control projects of the Flood Control Act of
1944 and the Little Sioux Intercounty Flood Protection Project begun in the 1950’s.
Together, for 50 years, these Corps projects have ensured a safe and environmentally
stable area for agriculture, industry and recreation in Western Jowa.

€1€-20d Jed07 -/ uopossg ‘7 ped
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The Trustees are, however, very concerned that if the Revised Draft is adopted,
the master plan that has worked so well for so many for 50 years will be destroyed.

The “controlled flood” in the spring would drastically affect the ability of Little
Sioux to prevent flooding. This would not only affect the farmers’ ability to plant their
crops, it would affect the quality of the soil and water along the Little Sioux for years to
come, if flooding is allowed to occur.

The present ecological balance achieved over 50 years along the Little Sioux
would be damaged. People living along the banks of the Little Sioux on farms and in
communities would be forced to disrupt their lives and businesses to deal with the
flooding. We firmly believe artificially changing the spring and summer flow upstream
on the Missouri would not only affect people, it would have a severe negative impact on

- - the clean envi that we-all p 1y enjoy here.

The trustees are further concerned about the economic impact to this area by the
loss of navigation, reduction of irrigation water and water well supplies and reduction of
cooling water for power plants. In short, the people who pay taxes and assessments to
support flood control will be threatened and, in some cases, removed by controlled
flooding.

The Little Sioux Board of Trustees urge that you maintain the present Master
Water Control Manual, and that the Little Sioux continue to be included in the planning
and revision process by the Corps of Engineers. Thank-you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Little Sioux Intercounty Drainage District
Board of Trustees

Stephén W. Allen, District Attorney

Nav 3,6, 12

WS 4
MoPower 1
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GREAT LAKES (608 2204617

\Wolr Creek

_ PO Box 786
3 Pierre, SD 57501-0786 OF SOUTH DAKOTA ASSOCIATION (605) 224-9913 Fax
MEMORANDUM
TO: US Army Corps of Engineers
FROM: Kathy Zander, Executive Director
DATE: November 1, 2001
RE: Missouri River RDEIS

Bl

N o N\

Dl

@

The Great Lakes of South Dakota Association is a private, nonprofit corporation
dedicated to promoting tourism and the best interests of public recreation along the
Missouri River in South Dakota.

S—

We support changes in the current master manual and operation of the Missouri River
by giving the upper basin river uses more consideration in the management of the river.

The current water control plan no longer works and changes need to be made to
address all the uses of the river, not just navigation. The Corps should be given the
authority and flexibility to manage river flows to benefit fisheries and recreation.

BLENCOE

Thank you for this opportunity to register these comments.

OREmAL T

LAKE OAHE ——— LAKE SHARPE ——— LAKE FRANCIS CASE ——— LeEwis AND CLARK LAKE

=, .
S
:
(e}
| o
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L0100013

Kandall Resource Conservation and Development
ASSOCIATION, INCORPORATED
BOX 247 + LAKE ANDES, SD 57356 * PHONE (605)487-7077 « FAX (605) 487-7651

Sponsors Include: County Commissions, Conservation Districts, Irrigation Districts, Tribal Agencies, Non-Profit Organizations, and Communities located in
Bon Homme, Brule, Buffalo, Charles Mix, Douglas, and Gregory Counties

February 25, 2002

Colonel David Fastabend, Division C d

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Northwestern Division
Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Dear Colonel Fastabend:

Thank you for the opportunity to share our concerns about the Revised Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (RDEIS) for the Master Water Control Manual Review and Update. Randall
Resource Conservation & Devel (RC&D) Association, Inc., is concerned with: (1) Lake
Francis Case (LFC); (2) Missouri River from Fort Randall Dam (FRD) to Lewis & Clark Lake
(LCL) and; (3) Lewis & Clark Lake.

Randall RC&D is a 501 (c) 3 non-profit organization rep ing 6 county issions, 5
conservation districts, 1 water development district (6 counties), and several rural communities.
Yankton Sioux Tribe, Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and Crow Creek Sioux Tribe are included in the
Randall RC&D Area.

Lake Francis Case:

Changes in operation of flows from Missouri River dams will affect location and amount of
deposition of sediment from the White River and smaller tributaries in LFC. Proposed flow

alternatives will increase frequency of low LFC lake levels. This will accelerate down cutting of |ErSd 14 |

tributary channels and accelerate deposition of sediments further into LFC. This negatively
affects the regional economy, in particular, communities of Oacoma, Chamberlain, Platte,
Bonesteel, Burke, Gregory, Geddes, Lake Andes, and Pickstown.

Erosion and sediment in LFC affects water quality for Chamberlain, Oacoma, Aurora-Brule
Rural Water, Randall Community Water, plus other public and private water supplies. These
public systems have documented the affect of increased turbidity on their water treatment costs.

Changing lake level negatively affects public access areas, especially boat ramps.

of LFC lake level to provlde ﬂood control, navigation and hydropower benefits is expected and Rec 14,17
c ities have adj of LFC to satisfy proposed alternative Gavins Point fen 2
Dam releases and “unba]ancmg the upper 3 lakes” will affect LFC lake level. Fish spawning, Other 81

bank erosion, sedimentation, public access, and impact on the region economy for LFC must be

addressed.

“To provide leadership and assistance to communities, local units of government, and individuals
to conserve the natural resources, improve the environment, and develop economic opportunities*

Several thousands of acres of prime and important irrigated farmland are affected by LFC lake
level management. A lower lake level increases irrigation pumping costs — higher than normal
level causes portable pump and pipe relocation costs. Irrigation systems are designed and
maintained to meet maximum daily needs of crops. Irrigated crop varieties, fertilizer application,
and pesticide application are determined based on expected stable irrigation water supply.
Forced down time caused by lower lake level at critical crop growth periods (July-September)
results in devastating yield losses.

Missouri River — Fort dall Dam to is & Clark Lake
Not addressed in RDEIS:
High flow releases from Fort Randall Dam (FRD) to support proposed alternative releases at

Gavins Point Dam (GPD) would greatly increase bank erosion. Soils at the several active
erosion sites are mostly prime and important farm land and forest land as xdentlﬁed by USDA

| Ersd 15 |

Natural Resources Conservation Service in compliance with the National Envi

Protection Act. These soils are described and location shown in the Charles Mix County Soil
Survey. Note: These soils were created under conditions present hundreds and thousands of
years prior to building the dams. These rare soils cannot be recreated!

Yankton Sioux Tribe completed a thorough study in 1998 of tribal land loss due to Missouri
River bank erosion — The value was over $11 million at that time. The proposed higher spring
flows will add to this loss of important land resources for the Yankton Sioux Tribe.

Private landowners and Yankton Sioux Tribe will be forced to install expensive bank p

to save their valuable bottomlands.
Sediment resulting from bank erosion adds to the problem upstream of LCL.

Loss of tall, healthy cottonwood trees (native to the bottomlands) due to bank erosion and rising
water tables (caused by sedimentation upstream of LCL). Bald eagles winter on this stretch and
several adult pairs nest and produce young each year. They depend on the cottonwood forests
for habitat. These forests are key to several other plant, mammal and bird species.

Low river flows create serious biological problems not adequately documented or made public.

Fishing below FRD dramatically affects economy of Pickstown, Yankton Sioux Tribe, Lake
Andes, Wagner, Running Water, Springfield in SD plus Niobrara and Verdel, NE. This past
spring exceptlonx.lly low from FRD d in hundreds of th ds of dollars of
economic loss to local businesses. The town of Pickstown was forced to hook up to Randall
Community Water System to have dependable water supply — this is a more costly source than
the town’s own treatment plant that takes water from the flowing river. This is an indication of
the negative economic and social impacts we foresee if the proposed alternative flow releases are
implemented.

| ErSd 15 |
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Lewis & Clark Lake (LCL):
Not adequately addressed in RDEIS:

The alternative flows proposed for Gavins Pt. Dam (GPD) will create serious problems for the
Springfield, Niobrara, and Lazy Rivers Acres ities. The sedi ion issue for this Ersd 15
area has been identified, quantified, and is the subject of several Corps of Engineers studies.
Unless measures are put in place to remove sediment and improve river flow there should be NO
INCREASE in Missouri River flow through this area. Likewise severe reductions in flow such
as proposed through summer months will cause serious detrimental affects for fish and wildlife
dependent on the back water areas of this section of the Missouri River.

The affect on the regional economy of the proposed alternatives is inadequately considered.
There is no mention of economic and social impacts to Yankton, Springfield, Santee, Niobrara,
and other communities who depend on the recreation and tourism industry centered on LCL and
the Missouri River.

Bazille Creek with proposed flow releases from GPD is not mentioned. High Missouri River
flows cause silt to drop out further upstream in each of these tributaries. Low Missouri River
flows cause down grading of the stream channels in these tributaries. This will accelerate loss of
economic and social benefits of LCL for the region.

The affect on sediment delivery from the Niobrara River, Ponca Creek, Verdigre Creek, and ErSd 15
| r

Randall RC&D:

Randall RC&D Association, Inc., was established in 1964 and has been involved with numerous
Missouri River issues. Our purpose is to help local people make things happen in natural
resource conservation and development so that this 6-county area is a better place to live, work
and play in. We act as a catalyst/facilitator to help bring financial and technical resources to
locally led projects/issues. In this capacity over the past 37 years we have worked in partnership
with several state and federal agencies, including the US Army Corps of Engineers. We

iate the ion and ideration the Corps gives to local community concerns.

app! P

Thank you for the opportunity to share our thoughts and concerns.
Don Star, Chairperson

CC: Governor William Janklow, SD
Senator Tom Daschle
Senator Tim Johnson
Congressman John Thune

L0100014

February 22, 2002

Halls Levee District
Virgil Crockett, President
12210 SW US Highway 59

St. Joseph, MO 64504

General David Fastabend
USACE Northwestern Division
12565 West Center Road
Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Dear General Fastabend:

As officers and board members of the Halls Levee District which is

a federal levee unit located in Southwestern Buchanan County we wish
to state our opposition to a spring rise release from Gavens Point.
Our levee unit protects 18,000 plus acres of farmland that would

be very negatively affected by higher river levels that would result
from the increased releases proposed in the GP alternatives.

Internal drainage problems would be compounded as at MO River levels
above guage reading 13.0 feet at St. Joseph, MO our drainage discharge]
structures are closed to prevent MO River water from "backing up"
and entering the protected side of our levee system. The potential
of from three to four feet of added water from the releases would
eliminate our normal drainage. The time frame of May 1 to June 15
would supposedly be when these releases are added to the MO River.
This time frame is the primary spring planting time for our area and
the drainage problems and higher MO River levels causing seepage
would result in delayed or prevented planting, stunted crops,
drowned crops, and the added threat of flooding.

The proposed four to six week time frame of potential much higher
than normal MO River levels would severely threaten the farming
interests in our district. Halls Levee District has expenditured

nearly $200,000.00 in the past few years by installing pumping

systems to discharge internal waters at times when MO River levels

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY
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are to high to allow normal flow discharges through the structures
in the levee system. Pumping internal waters is very costly and a

short term solution as when MO River levels remain high for an
extended period the problems of high ground table waters caused from

seepage, local rainfall and run off from uplands result in a volume
of water to enormous for our pumps and financial capabilities to

endure. Added Gavens Point releases would negate our efforts.

We believe that fish and wildlife habitat can be improved on current
public lands and these proposed flow increases are unneccesary at

proposed levels or alternatives. Conflicting reports cause us to
question portions of the biological opinion as other reports are
in existence stating increases in plover numbers under the current
water control plan.

In summary: Halls Levee District feels any proposed Spring Rises
from Gavens Point would be detrimental to our area, taxpayers,

and levee system. Humans and their livelihoods must take precdedence
over any unproven alternatives that may or may not be successful
in improving fish and wildlife numbers.

We thank you for the opportunity to express our comments and ask
that the public be allowed to continue to have their views con-

sidered in any and all MO River Master Manual Issues.

Sincerely,

Virgil Crockett, President Jim Klawuhn

12210 SW US Highway 59 Box 177

St. Joseph, MO 64504 ushvi , MO 64484
Lanny Frakes, Secretary Jeff Gaskill

13371 SW State Route KK 26160 JJ Highway

lle, MO 64484 Weston, MO%

. Blakley
8411 SW Blakleyl Road
Rushville, MO 64484

L0100015

OSAGE RIVER FLOOD CONTROL ASSOCIATION, INC.
4920 LAKE ROAD
JEFFERSON CITY, MISSOURI
TEL. 573/395-4383
February 26, 2001

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Northwestern Division
Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Dear Sirs:

These comments are being submitted as a private citizen for personal reasons of survival and on
the behalf of about 400 to 500 members of the Osage River Flood Control Association and
landowners along the Maries and Osage Rivers affected by the Missouri River when it rises to
flood stage at Jefferson City, MO. These landowners are being affected over 20 miles up the
Osage River now when the Missouri River is flooding.

There are many reasons the present plans on the Missouri River should not be changed:

1. The spring rise to be implemented by the Corps would create another flood for the I

aforementioned landowners on the Maries and Osage Rivers.
2. Farmers and businesses depend on navigation for the of farm dities, fertilizer

and construction materials. Nav 9, 10, 23, 31
Shipment of these products cost more by truck than by barge, which dips into our livelihood.

4. Less movement of products by barge on the river would add more trucks on our roads and
highways. One barge transports as much as 53 eighteen wheelers. Missouri highways are in
terrible condition already and additional truck traffic would only deteriorate the highway
system more.

w

For these reasons and the survival of Missouri inhabitatants we urge the Corps not to change the
present operations of the Missouri River. After all, the river has Missouri divided in half and our
livelihood depends on the river in many ways. It only makes good sense to use this river for
navigation and take the traffic burden off our highways.

Thank you for the opportunity to make these comments and let’s use some good sense.
Sincerely,

William Thessen
President, ORFCA

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY
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MISSOURI SEDIMENTATION ACTION COALITION (MSAC)
POST OFFICE BOX 1253
PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA 57501

Board of Directors

Gary Drewes-President Duane Murphey
Alvin Van Zee-Vice President Michael B. Jandreau
Mary Hurd-Secretary/Treasurer Mike Kurle

Jack Soulek Donald Kettering

November 17, 2001

Colonel Fastabend, Division Commander

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Northwestern Division
Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Dear Sirs;

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Revised Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (RDEIS) for the Master Water Control Manual Review and Update.

The Missouri Sedimentation Action Coalition (MSAC) was incorporated on June 8, 2001
for the sole purpose of alleviating the problems and economic losses created by the
accumulation of silt deposits in the Missouri River main stem reservoirs impounded by
the Gavins Point Dam, Fort Randall Dam, Big Bend Dam, Oahe Dam and Garrison Dam.
Although it is a fledgling organization, MSAC membership is growing rapidly as the
many diverse interests in the multitude of Missouri River uses understand that those uses
are threatened and in some cases already impaired by the sedimentation of the Missouri
River reservoirs. We have seen the negative impacts of this sedimentation in Pierre and
Bismarck where rising bed elevations have led to groundwater flooding of residences and
curtailment of power generation at the time of greatest need. Impacts at Springfield are
painfully obvious where the river has become a marsh and the recreational facilities are
abandoned. We have seen impacts to irrigation intakes, which have been moved further
and further into the reservoirs to find adequate depth. Many places in the river system,
recreational access has been impaired by the sediment accumulation. We believe that the
problems that we can see now are just the harbingers of much more widespread and
serious problems as we continue to lose reservoir capacity.

The MSAC has not taken a position on any of the alternatives presented in the RDEIS
and certainly does not want to delay a decision on the Master Manual. We are very
concerned, however, that the analysis did not address the current and future decline of
system facilities due to sedimentation. As silt continues to accumulate the amount of
system storage declines and ct 1s are diminished, system operation will be affected.

" MRBA

Missouri River Basin Association

February 12, 2002

BG David A. Fastabend
Commander, Northwestern Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.0:Box 2870

Portland, OR 97208-2870

Dear General Fastabend:

The Missouri River Basin Association (MRBA) is pleased to submit the following
nnmdmgns to the Missouri River Master Water Control Manual recammendaﬁo:s

Tuded in MRBA’s N ber 19, 1999, letter to General Strock (See attached).
MRBA continues to support its November 1999 recommendations. Where these
am:n.dments are in conflict with those proposed in November 1999, these amendments
prevail as MRBA s official position.

MRBA_"; rgcommendations were developed with input from stakcholders throughout the
Missouri River Basin and after much discussion among representatives of the basin’s
states, tnbes, and federal agencies. MRBA appreciates the Corps including many of the
recommendations we offered in November 1999 in five of the six alternatives listed in its
recent Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS). MRBA récommends
the following two amendments to assist you in crafting a preferred alternative:

1. Gavins Point Demonstration Project:

MRBA believes there is a need for additional information on the benefits and impacts
of specific lower river spring rises and low summer flows before deciding to include
them in the_new Master Manual. MRBA recommends that the Corps conduct a
demonstration with the following two flow changes out of Gavins Point to help
determine the role of flow changes in species recovery. First, MRBA recommends
that the Corps release, approximately every third year, springtime flows of up to
15,000 cfs over what is required for full navigation service. These higher spring
flows would last up to two weeks each cycle. Second, MRBA recommends that the
Corps reduce annual flows to minimum navigation service for up {o two-and-a-half
months during the summer. The Corps should suspend the low summer flows in
years when they may result in fall flooding in the lower river.

This pml.)osal for th:.: hi;her spring and lower summer flows is roughly equivalent to
the GP1>2§ altemgnve in the Corps’ RDEIS. MRBA would like to see the
demonstration project continue for three cycles of higher springtime flows, or

Other- 13,14,10
EnSp 25,17

71/

P.O. Box 301 Lewistown, Montana 59457-0301 406-538-4469 Fax 406-538-4369
£ 00 LHENIOVNY SHYS90Md  W496'1 2007
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BG David A. Fastabend
February 12, 2002

Page 2

approximately ten years after which time, the federal agencies and members of a
multi-stakeholder group will determine whether to continue or modify the new
telease schedule. Linkages to the following restrictions are critical to MRBA's
support of the demonstration project:

& The demonstration project must be conducted according to the principals of
adaptive that were endorsed in the recent National Academy of —
Sciences study of the Science of the Missouri River. This would include the
establishment of a. multi-stakeholder group to apply and oversee the adaptive
pproach prior to impl ion of the d ration project.
The Corps should work with affected state agencies, tribes, and landowners to |
plan the demonstration project before initiating it.
With the flow changes out of Fort Peck Rescrvoir and Gavins Point Dam, the
Corps, MRBA, affected landowners, tribal representatives, river users, and
" Congress must first establish a program that would mitigate potential damages
resulting from the flow adjustments.
The Corps should have the flexibility to end the demonstration if it causes undue
harm to landowners or prevents the Corps from maintaining authorized purposes
of the river system.
The demonstration project must be linked closely to continued habitat work in the
basin and extensive monitoring. Because monitoring is such an important
component of adaptive management, river flows should not be adjusted until there
is sufficient monitoring in place to evaluate the success and impacts of the
experiments.
The springtime flow releases should not occur during wet periods, or when the I -
additional risk of flooding or drainage problems can be reasonable anticipated.
Impacts on other project purposes should be closely monitored and evaluated
during the demonstration project period. This would include impacts on
navigation, hydropower generation, floodplain farming and drainage, water
supply, and temperature for power plant cooling. Appropriate mitigation of
impacts should be implemented ’
In the event the demonstration project does not produce the intended results or is
not adopted, MRBA reminds the Corps of MRBA’s November 1999
rec dati including a low flow of 41,000 cfs at Kansas City.

e

P

o

s

Pl

Fd

2. The Kansas River Basin Reservoir System:

During the Missouri River Master Manual Review, the Corps of Engineers has not
studied how the various alternatives will affect the operation of the Kansas River
Basin reservoirs. The Kansas River Basin reservoirs should not be used for Missouri
River navigation suppor, at least until such time as the impacts on the reservoirs has
been studied, and concerns resolved to the extent possible, nor should there be any
additional restrictions on flood operations.

INANEIVHYI SHYI904d  Wd9S:1 2002 17 934

BG David A. Fastabend
February 12, 2002

Page 3

Conclusion:

These recommendations represent the official position of the association and are
supported by the MRBA representatives of the states of Kansas, Montana, Nebraska,
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming. The states of lowa and Missouri do not
support the Gavins Point demonstration project. However, lowa supports the restrictions
to the use of the Kansas River Basin Reservoir System and all other elements of MRBA's
November 1999 letter to General Strock. The Mni Sose Intertribal Water Rights
Coalition abstained from voting until each Tribe has completed a thorough review of the
MRBA recommendations.

We appreciate the difficulties associated with your rendering a decision on a new
operating plan for the Missouri River. Again, we thank you and your staff for supporting
our efforts to reach agreement on a new plan, and we hope you find these
recommendations to be helpful.

Sincerely,

Sue Lowry
MRBA President

Encl.

cc: (with enclosure)
Mike Parker, ASA (CW)
Steve Williams, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Missouri River Basin Congressional Delegation
Missouri River Basin Governors
Missouri River Basin Tribal Chairmen
MRBA State and Tribal Directors
MRBA Federal Agency Representatives
Ralph Morgenweck, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
William Hartwig, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Missouri River Basin State Fish and Wildlife Agencies
MRNRC Executive Director

‘4 95€e of ININTOYNYH SWY$90dd  WALSTT 2007 12 934
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MRBA

Missouri River Basin Association
November 19, 1999

BG Carl A Strock

Northwest Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 2870

Portland, OR 97208-2870

Dear General Strock:

The Missouri River Basin Association (MRBA) thanks you and your staff for
supporting MRBA’s efforts to develop recommendations for the preferred alternative in
the Revised Draft Envil | Impact S (RDEIS) the Corps will publish early
next year. On behalf of MRBA, we are pleased to provide the following
recommendations to assist in your decision.

The submission of these r dations does not a waiver of rights
by any of the Missouri River Basin States or Tribes nor does it constitute a river basin

pact or equitable apporti of the waters of the Missouri River Basin among the
States. They are provided for the sole purpose of assisting the Corps of Engineers in
making revisions to the Master Manual.

Although it has been difficult to balance the competing uses of the river system,
MRBA beli ourr ded ch to the of the Missouri River
allow both economic and environmental interests to prosper. To develop these
suggestions, all the basin interests have had to make some difficult decisions in the spirit
of compromise and general well being of the entire basin.

MRBA will continue to encourage input from the basin’s constituents throughout
the Master Manual review and update process. The Association urges the Corps and
technical staff from the basin states to continue to work together to minimize adverse
operational impacts in the basin.

MRBA recognizes the concerns of the Missouri River Basin Indian Tribes and
supports ongoing consultations on the impacts of changes to the existing Master Manual
on tribal cultural and economic resources. In addition, one basin state, Missouri, cannot
support some of the recommendations in this letter. However, Missouri will continue to
support the process and participate in the Missouri River Basin Association

Flow Management Recommendations:

Water Supplv:
The existing Master Water Control Manual emphasizes the importance of

operating the reservoir system to provide sufficient river flows in reaches between
reservoirs and in the lower river to meet water supply needs. The Corps’ preferred
alternative must continue to meet these critical needs.

PO.BD 301 Lew . M 59457-070 _4nc e = . 106-537, - 19 g
o own. Moniana SMST-OTVINE VIR SATen08d RIS 2002 12 wed
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General Carl A. Strock
November 19, 1999

Page 2

Navigation Support Guidelines:

The flow g dations provided below have been revised from
lheAdraﬁ T dations MRBA submitted in its August 31 letter to you, These
revisions reflect concerns MRBA heard from various river users, particularly navigators,
and additional follow-up modeling by the Corps. Although the revised flow
re darions fall short of ing all the needs of all river uses, they represent our
best effort based on current information to find an acceptable compromise.

MRBA believes the Corps should endeavor to keep Missouri River navigation
viable during a drought like the one experienced in the 1980s by:
1) iding when possibl ive years of

service level flows, and

2) maintaining when possible a navigation season length of at least 7.1 months

The MRBA also recognizes that droughts of greater intensity and duration have
occurred (e.g. drought of the 1930's) and are likely to occur in the future. Further, we
rccog,niu that flow support for navigation would have to be suspended at some point
(navigation preclude value) to ensure there is adequate water reserved 1o meet the other
authorized purposes during such an extended drought.

. Using data provided by your staff, we believe the following set of water control
plan guidelines would achieve the results we desire.

(7.5 feet of draft)

Navigation Service Level Check:
8 Feet of Draft
ull ice minus 3,000 cfs

March 15 less than 54.5 MAF
July 1 less than 59.0 MAF

Season Length Check:
7.1 Month Season

July 1 less than 59.0 MAF

Severe Drought Year Service Level !

7.5 feer of draft (full service minus 6,000 cfs) July | to August 20 of following year

\ . . . . .
A severe drought year is one in which there is no gain in total system storage
between March 15 and July 1
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General Carl A. Strock
November 19, 1999

Page 3

N: on Preclude:
March 15 less than 31 MAF

Current mode! runs using the guidelines listed above result in a minimum System
Storage level of 43 MAF during a drought similar to that experienced in the 1980's.

Eva i Flood Zone:

MRBA suppons the release of excess summer and fall storage to meet the needs
of downstream uses. A flow target would be added ar 5t. Charles, Missouri 1o measure
possible navigation impacts in the ding reaches. A additional 5,000 cfs
would be rel 1 from the Mi 1 River mai system if the St. Charles targer
indicates that navigarion impacts will occur, The releases shall be subject to the following
constraints.

Water shall not be drafted from the Carryover Multiple Use Zone

The releases shall occur after the end of the Tern and Plover nesting period.

The releases shall stop at the conclusion of the Missouri River navigation season.
Excess storage shall be released prior 1o ice-in.

Downstream flood targets shall not be exceeded.

U R =

Given that the Corps has generally been in an evacuation mode since 1993,
MRBA recommends that the Corps presents its flood storage evacuation guidelines in the
RDEIS and discusses them during the public hearings that follow release of the
document

Water Depletions

Changes to the current level of depletions of water from the Missouri River and
its tributaries may have an impact on all mainsiem project purposes. The MRBA
Directors commit 1o exploring mechanisms to determine how to fairly share these
impacts on project operations. The first step of this process is to establish baseline
information on the current level of depletions. MRBA urges the basin's states, [ndian
tribes, the Corps, and other federal agencies to begin working on this task immediately

Environmental Recommendations:

MRBA recognizes the need to recover the basin's threatened and endangered
species and to prevent future listings of such species. The key to MRBA's environmental
ions is the devel of an adaptive management process to help recover
the basin's threatened and endangered fish and wildlife populations,

General Car! A. Strock
November 19, 1999

Page 4

MRBA recommends an approach 10 species recovery that includes the four
components listed betow:

1. Recovery Committee:

MRBA recognizes the need for the basin’s states, Indian tribes, water users, and
other interested parties 1o be involved in discussions among federal agencies concerning
the recovery of the basin’s threatened and endangered species. Other river basins facing
similar issues have formed committees comprised of diverse representation from state
water and fish and wildlife tribal rep atives, and envir i and
economic interests to assist federal agencies on species recovery plans. MRBA
recommends that the Corps, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and other federal
agencies work with MRBA, state fish and wildlife agencies, and other water users and
interests to form such a committee in the Missouri River basin. Recommendations of the
committee wold be subject to requirements of the Narional Environmental Policy Act
prior to their implementation

2. River Flows:

To provide benefits to sports fisheries, recreation, and endangered species in the
upper three reservoirs, MRBA recommends that the Corps implement when possible,
without compromising downstream flood control, an intrasystem trading of stored water
(unbalanced storage) among Ft. Peck, Sakakawea, and Oahe reservorrs. MRBA
acknowledges the flood control concerns of downstream interests and encourages the
Corps to avoid when possible increases in the use of the Exclusive Flood Control Pool,
especially in Oahe Reservoir

Lower River Habitat Improvement and Recreation Flows:

To evacuate excess water, river flows are often significantly above full service
navigation targets. To enhance wildlife and recreation in the lower river, when practical
and consistent with other project purposes, the Corps should reduce releases from August
1 to September 15 to full navigation service levels (41 kefs at Kansas City)

Fort Peck Fish Enhancement Flows:

As part of the adaptive management program, the Missouri River Basin
Association ds trial fish ent flows from Fort Peck Reservoir. The
enhanced flows will be coordinated with the unbalancing of the upper basin reservoirs,
and thus will sceur approximately every third year. These higher flows will be designed
1o enhance the recovery of the pallid sturgeon and to provide habitat improvements for
the least tern and piping plover. MRBA will also work closely with officials from the
Fort Peck [ndian Reservation to ensure the protection of the Tribes® cultural resources
there. The enhanced flows will adhere 1o the following criteria;
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General Carl A. Strock
November 19, 1999

Page S
Elow Rates: 22,000 cfs
Timing: Begin the first week in June
Duration: Two weeks
Frequency: Every third year, to coincide with scheduled low water year

for Fort Peck Reservoir in the Corps’ unbalancing of the
upper basin reservoirs.

MRBA will work with state, tribal, federal, and local officials in the next few
months to:

a) develop appropriate flood and drought control restraints to impose on the
proposed Fort Peck spring rise,

b) b) estimate the cost of spilling water from the dam to increase river
temperatures below Fort Peck Reservoir, and

c) develop a strategy to protect tribal cultural resources and various
infrastructure developments below the dam. The effect of the enhanced flow
trials will be closely monitored through the Missouri River Environmental
Assessment Program (MoREAP) program (see #4 below).

MRBA also recommends that all modifications to the existing flow patterns
throughout the river system be implemented on a trial basis of approximately seven years
Throughout this period, extensive monitoring will determine the success of various
approaches and the need to modify efforts to recover the basin’s threatened and

dangered species. In ination with this experimental spring rise, winter releases
will be modified as an adaptive approach to minimize impacts during
ICE—I.IP

Gavins Point Releases:

MRBA recognizes the controversial nature of adjustments to releases from Gavins
Point Dam. MRBA recommends that the Recovery Committee investigate the benefits
and adverse impacts of flow adjustments to the existing uses of the river system.

3. Habitat Acquisition and Enhancement:

MRBA generally supports efforts to acquire land or easements from willing sellers as
ameans of enhancing fish and wildlife habitat in the basin. MRBA sees a need for continued
funding of and coordination between programs that buy land or easements from willing
sellers, compensation of counties and levee districts for lost taxes or fees, and enhancing the
wildlife habitat value of those lands. The habitat acquisition and enhancement activities
generally fall under the following programs:

+ The Fish and Wildlife Mitigation Project: This program was originally authorized under
the Warer Resources Development Act of 1986 (WRDA). MRBA recommends that this
project be adequately funded (at least $15 million per year) while keeping administrative
costs 10 2 minimum. The 1999 WRDA bill recently re-authorized the Mitigation Project
and increased the acreage eligible for the program.

INARAOYNYI SHY490dd  WIBS:1. 200 17 934
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e Sec 514 of WRDA 1999: This companion piece of legislation that was also authorized
in the WRDA 1999 will develop projects between the banks of the river and will allow
Montana and the Dakotas to participate in habitat enhancement activities in the basin.
MRBA supports this program.

o The US. Fish and Wildlife Service Refuge System: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Refuge
System is a critical element in the recovery of the basin’s endangered species, and
MRBA recognizes its value and the need for its continued viability.

MRBA also recommends investigating opportunities 1o acquire and enhance
off-channel habitat to support the basin’s thr:a:cncd and endangered species. Sucha
gram might provide i to floodplai s willing to participate in fish and
w.ldhfe habitat enhancement, Other progmms that help restore the basin’s fish and wildlife
habitat such as the Corps’ 1135 Program also receive the enthusiastic support of MRBA.

4. Monitoring and Research:

MRBAT ds i diate funding and impl jon of a basinwid
biological and hydrologic monitoring and research program to improve overall river
management and enhance the basin’s fish and wildlife habitat and species recovery. The main
monitoring component is the Missouri River Environmental Assessment Program developed
at MRBA's request by the Missouri River Natural Resources Committee. The MoOREAP
program should be administered by the USGS-BRD office in Columbia, Missouri,

A related research activity is the National Academy of Sciences study of the Missouri
River. This srudy will take. approximately two years and has been designed to determine the
status of scientific understanding of the Missouri River. The study will identify areas where
additional research of the river system is needed and it will be used as a tool to focus
MoREAP’s research and monitoring activities.

Tribal Recommendations:

MRBA supports the following activities and principles regarding the Missouri Basin

Indian Tribes:

*  Access by the Missouri Basin Indian Tribes to low cost hydropower produced from
the dams on the mainstem Missouri River.

« Funding and training to help the Tribes identify and protect their cultural resources

* Adequate consultation with the Tribes on the Fort Peck Indian Reservation
concerning the proposed spring rise from Fort Peck Dam.

e Inclusion in the Master Manual Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement a
narrative about tribal considerations.

o Continuing studies on the impacts of the selected new alternative on the Missouri
Basin Indian Tribes, their respective economies, and their cultural resources.
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Other Recommendations:

MRBA refers the Corps and others to the Association’s Missouri iver Plannin,
Re_commen(?anons document published in April 1998. The document includes a variety
of ideas designed to improve the basin’s overall economic and environmental conditions
and was developed with input and support of constituents throughout the basin.

) M.RBA Is currently refining those recommendations and working towards their
nmplcmegranoln. l':'ffl_ls work will be the central focus of MRBA over the next several
years, and we look forward to cooperatine wi i
e ok owar P g with the Corps, other federal agencies, and

) - MRBA also recommends exploring the development of a financial relief and/or
incentive program for river interests impacted by operational changes brought on b
extreme climatological conditions; ’

* ok ok X

) These constitute our recommendations for the preferred alt i
will publish i'n its RDEIS early next year. We encoungpe the Corpsetr:a;;:zeteh::\;l!:; g:l'ps
planngd public review process following the release of its RDEIS. We recognize that
thc_ere is §txl{ much work to be done before a new Master Water Control Manual for the
M:ssouq River system is adopted, and we thank you for giving the states and Indian
tribes this opportunity to develop and express our recommendations.

Sincerely,

Bud Clinch, President
Missouri River Basin Association

Ce: Missouri River Basin Governors
Col. Meul Corps of Engineers
MRBA State and Tribal Directors
MRBA Federal Representatives
Missouri River Basin State Fish and Wildlife Agencies
Missouri River Natural Resources Committee Executive Director
MRBA Congressional Delegation
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1434 316th Lane + Missouri Valley, lowa 5155

February 25, 2002

Ms. Rose Hargrave

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwestern Division

Attention: Missouri River Master Manual DEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Dear Ms. Hargrave:

The Missouri River Natural Resources Committee (MRNRC) is pleased to present our comments
on the Mi i River Revised Draft Envi | Impact S for the Master Water
Control Manual Review and Update. The MRNRC is an organization with appointed
representatives from the seven State fish and wildlife management agencies along the main stem

river. Our agencies have statutory responsibilities for and dship of river fish
and wildlife resources held in trust for the public. One of the main objectives of the MRNRC is to
facilitate a systems approach to ing the natural of the Missouri River. The

MRNRC is concerned not only with federally listed species such as the pallid sturgeon, least tern,
and piping plover, but other system fish and wildlife including, but not limited to, native river fish,
waterfowl, shorebirds, and reservoir sport fisheries. As such, our focus is on operations which
improve habitat for the greatest number of species throughout the system.

While each of the member ies have ponsibilities, it is also true that
each agency also has resource management issues that are somewhat unique to our respective
reaches of the Missouri River. With that in mind, many of our state agencies will also be

bmitting independently, which address the specific chall we face in g
the natural resources of the Missouri River. The following comments reflect the views of the
majority of MRNRC representatives. The Missouri Department of Conservation is providing a
separate analysis of flows and associated recommendations

GENERAL COMMENTS

All of the GP alternatives are a biological imp: over existing operations and could
provide a starting point for adaptive management. Our review of the alternatives selected for
detailed analysis indicates that GP 20/21 provides the gr overall biological benefit based on
key environmental value function results and other analyses in the DEIS, including tern and plover

MRNRC State Agency Membership: Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife, and Parks + North Dakota Game and Fish Department + South Dakota Department of Game, Fish, and Parks
Nebrasks Game and Parks Commission + lowa Department of Natural Resources + Kanss Department of Wildlife and Parks + Missouri Department of Conservation
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habitat, wetland acres, young-of-the-year mdex, aold water reservoir habitat, native fish index,
shallow-water habitat, floodplai reservoir storage, and recreation
benefits. This alternative i unprovw habitat for our public trust resources and associated recreation
in the reservo:rs, inter-reservoir reaches, and the open river below Gavins Point Dam. And, the

pacts of water depletions to fish and wildlife resources (discussed in Section 7.19) are
less for the GP 15/28 and GP 20/21 alternatives than for the CWCP.

The MRNRC supports the Corps’ i to adap We have ded

that adaptive managemem be mcorporated into system operations throughout the Master Manual
process. The ional R h Council Report: The Missouri River
Ecosystem: Exploring the Prospects for Recovery, has preserned in grent detail how adaptive
keholder inv should be adopted as part of N i River operati
TheMkNRC d those dati andstandsreedytoassmtleorpsmdother
i River i in impl ing the National R h Council’s
Adaptive management should i mooxporate a rigorous monitoring and assessment program that
ines biotic resp to

4 18

We commend the Corps for d 1 al which imp: main stem
reservoir operations for fish, wildlife, and recreation while actually improving benefits to many of
the other authorized purposes.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Chapter 2, page 2-12, Fort Peck Flow Modification and Chapter 6, page 6-6, Fort Peck
Dam Flow Clungeu—The spawning release should be based on ambient temperatures in the
reservoir and river and not strictly restricted to the mid-May to mid-June time frame. In some
years, a mid to late June release may be required depending on reservoir surface

|Olherr 14 |

|EnSp 14,51 |

Furthermore, a June release may better match inflows into the reservoir lessening the potential for]
a drawdown of the reservoir.

Following the spawning release, spillway releases should be tested through at least August.
Otherwise, water temperatures may be too low for development of native fish eggs and larvae angd
production of food items such as smaller fish and invertebrates. The timing and duration of
spillway releases can be modified depending on temperature and biotic monitoring results.

Chapter 7, page 7-1, Introduction—Although a Gavins Point Dam minimum navigation service
release of 28.5 kcfs was modeled for the GP 15/28 and GP 20/28 alternatives, it is our
understanding, based on Corps staff discussions, that this is within the upper range of the average
minimum service targets and a.ssures minimum service navigation depths at all downstream
targets. If we und d summer rel during the lower flow period would
actually fl around the ini service target of 25 kcfs and that when
tributary inflow is sufficient downstream of the dam to meet all downstream minimum service
targets, releases will be lower than 25 kefs. As an average, the 28.5 kcf' release provides

intermediate service. This point should be clarified in this section.

Chapter 7, page 7-30, Table 7.4-2—Whether existing thermal hmlts in NPDES discharge permits
for once-througlkcooled power plants are ded is a compl dent on

ambient river temperatures and river flows. Are there thermal modeling data or existi irical
data to validate the Gavins Point Dam release/power plant capacity at the risk curve shown i in
Figure 7.10-9? If so, this information should be used to clarify the magnitude of the impact
(number of affected power plants, area of the affected river cross-section, and biological
implications). We note that capacity is currently at risk (and standards potentially violated at full
generation) over the range of existing minimum to full service navigation releases. Based on this
curve, has power plant capm:ity been affected to date or have there been instances where existing
thermal standards have been violated? Inclusion of such information would help the reader to
better gauge the relative impact of other ahematwe; mcludmg those with lower summer ﬂows
An earlier, multi-year empirical study of thermal disck pacts from two h d
nuclear power plants in the Nebraska reach of the river conducted by a ium of N ebrasi
utilities, universities, consultants, and the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission (The Middle
Missouri River, A Collection of Papers on the Biology with Special Reference to Power Station
Effects, Missouri River Study Group, 1982), concluded that the thermal discharges of the two
plants affected a small area of the river and had limited overall affects on river production or as
thermal barriers to fish movement.

Chapter 7, page 7-32, Table 7.4-2—The table concludes that none of the alternatives will affect
hypoxia in the Gulf of Mexico from pollutant and nutrient loading relauve to the Current Water

MoPower 1
WS 3,4

|WQ11 |

Control Plan. This conclusion should be supponed by addmonnl

rcmmandprocm nutrients, metals, and other p in wetland acres and
of water in wetlands and backwaters from mcrensed spring ﬂows, wluch are features of the GP
alternatives, suggest that delivery of some poll to the Mississippi River,

would be less under these alternatives.

Chapter 7, page 7-35, Wetland Habitat and Page 7-38, Riparian Habitat—The discussions
note that there is an inverse relationship between these two habitats-as wetlands increase, riparian
habitat decreases. Are there data which show changes in wetland acres by wetland type (i.e.,
forested wetland, shrub-scrub wetlands, palustrine wetlands etc.)? This would help clarify
whether there are any losses of usable riparian habitat or merely a conversion of dry forested and
shrub-scrub habitats to wetter conditions. Furthermore, higher spring flows in low-lying areas
could regenerate cottonwoods, which currently are senescent in most reaches in the Upper Basin
and in the lower river above Omaha, Nebraska.

Chapter 7, page 7-45, Wildlife Resources—The discussion should clarify the differences in
interior least tern and piping plover river habitat among alternatives within important historical
nesting areas. The overwhelming majority of river nesting and production occur below Garrison
Dam, Fort Randall Dam, and Gavins Point Dam. The GP altemnatives significantly improve
habitat relative to the Current Plan and the Modified Conservation Plan in these reaches, but have

WRH 15

EnSp 31
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relatively low values in the Fort Peck reach which has historically had few birds and contributed
little to tern and plover recruitment and production.

Chapter 7, page 7-54, Coldwater Fish Habitat in River Reaches-Table 7.7-3 indi little
difference among alternatives in the amount of average annual coldwater fish habitat in the
reaches below Fort Peck and Garrison Dams. It is our view that the amount of coldwater fish
habitat below Fort Peck and Garrison Dams is not an operational issue and therefore not as
important to the Corps final decision as other biological issues. Most of the coldwater fishing
effort occurs in the tailwaters and for a limited number of miles downstream of the dams.
Sufficient coldwater habitat to support these fisheries will be present regardless of the alternative.

Chapter 7, page 7-55, Warmwater Fish Habitat in River Reaches—Similar to river coldwater
fish habitat, river warmwater fish habitat has little relevance biologically or to the Corps decision.
Table 7.7-4 indicates that the GP alternatives will decrease the amount of warmriver habitat by
about 2-3 miles below Fort Randall Dam and up to 6 miles below Fort Peck Dam. Adding or
subtracting several miles of warmwater at the d end of cold reaches th h
release i is biologicall ingless given that only 50-55 miles out of a possnble 320
have suitable water temperatures. The value of this analysis is that it shows that to improve water

temperatures for native fish, structural modifications to the dams, spillway releases or other
methods will be necessary.

Chapter 7, page 7-57, Missouri River Connectivity to Low-Lying Lands During the Spring
Rise-This section Tudes that there is relatively little gain in ivity to low-lying
floodplain lands from the GP alternatives. This is based on using a 2-day duration analysis and
25™ percentile flow.

The amount of connectivity seems unusually low. Figure 7.7-21 shows that even a run-of-the-
river alternative only results in a 2-day inundation of roughly 3,900 acres or 450-600 acres more
than any of the other alternatives including the CWCP. This seems odd given that run-of-river
June flows are significantly higher than those of the CWCP. The differences among alternatives in
average annual acres flooded, which can be arrived at using the flood control benefits and value of
agricultural lands shown in Tables 7.8-1 and 3.9-1, respectively, also seem inconsistent with the
connectivity results shown in Table 7.7-6.

In the past eight years more than 30,000 acres of floodplain lands have been purchased by the
Corps, Fish and Wildlife Service, and Missouri Department of Conservation along the lower
Missouri River for conservation purposes. Many of these lands are open to the river. Were such
areas used in the connectivity analysis?

Further details of the analysis including a listing of sites selected, whether the sites used in the
analysis are isolated by levees and other factors that may be influencing the outcome (use of the
25" percentile flow?) should be provided in the FEIS. We suggest running the analysis using the
entire period of record for each alternative for the months of May and June to provide a clearer

Fish 18

Fish 19

WRH 16

picture of connectivity benefits or lack thereof for the GP alternatives. This analysis would also
be beneficial for future habitat restoration efforts.

Finally, the di could be hened by including a brief description of other biological
benefits of connectivity in addition to adding detritus to the river. These benefits include
spawnu'@ habitat for floodplain spawners, refugia for larval and juvenile fish, production of

kton and inverteb and habitat for amphibians, aquatic turtles, and wading birds.

P

Chapter 7, Need for Awareness of Water Level Changes, page 7-225, last paragraph-It is
stated that spring rises of the itude and duration of those p d for the GP all ives

are insufficient to restore new sandbars similar to what occurred in 1997. Figures 7.2-18 and 7.2-
19, page 7-17, and Figure 7.2-20, page 7-18, indicate that flows greater than the spring rise occur

with more frequency and longer duration in the fall, especially the month of October, for the GP
alternatives. We recommend that analyses be done for these higher fall flows to determine
whether they are of sufficient itude and duration to restore sandt Even without

restoration of new sandbar habitat, we expect that the stage change provided by the GP
alternatives will significantly increase nesting habitat for interior least terns and piping plovers.

Kansas River Basin Reservoir System—The Corps has not evaluated the impacts of any of the
alternatives on the Kansas River reservoirs. The Kansas River reservoir projects should not be
used to meet flow targets as a part of the operanon of the Missouri Rlvu system until a complete

luation of the impacts has been d and are resolved, In addition, there should
be no ictions on flood op until this issue has been resolved.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please contact me at 406-
232-0914.

Sincerely,
Brad Schmitz
MRNRC Chair
cc: MRNRC Delegates
MRNRC Technical Section Chairs
MRNRC Ex-Officio and Cooperating
Agency Representatives
FWS Missouri River Coordinator
MRBA Executive Director

|EnSp 52 |
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Friends of the Kaw

November 1, 2001

The Missouri River Master Water Control Manual and Update Revised Draft Environmental
Impact Statement

From: Friends of the Kaw/Kansas Riverkeeper

We ask that the Corps of Engineers operate dam releases in Kansas and elsewhere to maximize

. . . Other 191
benefits to threatened and endangered species, to protect the quality of our river water, and waQ 17
maximize the conservation and recreational pool in our reservoirs. Our comments today are
restricted to operation of Kansas Reservoirs as reflected in the FWS Biological Opinion.

Least tern and the piping plover nesting sites have increased since the high water events of 1993.
The high water scoured the shores and islands of vegetation and recreated nesting sites that
should naturally exist if not for flow restrictions placed on our Kansas reservoirs for Missouri
River navigation.

We ask that the corps take the following actions.

1. Provide maximum spring releases. This can be done with one synchronized release from
One Or MoTe reservoirs, or it can be done with multiple releases. The high water release(s)
should occur prior to the nesting period for these shore birds and should occur during the
“normal”, natural and historic high water season for the Kansas River. The release(s)
should be high enough to restore point bars, scour islands and sandbars, and generally
provide for good habitat maintenance, The releases can be timed when they will not
interfere with the need for flood control.

2. Provide summer low flow releases that prevent destruction of nesting sites during the
shorebird nesting season. These releases must never be allowed to allow water to cover
the habitat needed for successful nesting of the least tern and piping plover, except as
necessary to prevent failure of dams. While maintaining these nesting sites there must be
enough flow to maintain water quality standards above maximum daily load limits within
the Kansas River and its arms.

3. The amounts and frequency of these releases should be coordinated with all other uses, so
as not to reduce those uses unnecessarily.

For decades the Kansas River watershed has paid a huge price to artificially support barge traffic
on the Missouri. These costs include dollars, quality of life, and natural heritage and water
quality. These costs are incurred through lost water resources, reductions in flood control
effectiveness, threatened and endangered species, loss of general wildlife habitat, loss sustained
in terms of recreation and the associated recreational industries, and decreases in water quality
and those associated risks to human health and additional stresses to aquatic organisms. The
above named costs are associated with the Kansas River, its feeder streams and its reservoirs.

In summary, the cost of operating Kansas Reservoirs far exceeds the regional or national
economic benefit from barge traffic on the Missouri. Therefor please discontinue releases from
Kansas reservoirs that prioritize Missouri River navigation above our other, greater needs.
Although our comments focus on the Kansas River we fully support the Sierra Club’s

compr sive position. . ,
% PO Boz 328 S founse florasom Sz 6620,
ve Murpl

]

rkeeper a3, com
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Metropolitan
St. Louis Sewer
District

Office of Environmental Compliance
10 East Grand Avenue

St. Louis, MO 63147-2913

(314) 436-8710

FAX (314) 436-8753

February 27, 2002

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Northwest Division
Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Dear Sirs:
This letter provides comments on the Revised Draft Envi Impact (RDEIS)

that addresses the Master Water Control Manual for the operation of the Missouri River System
and the proposed alternatives. The Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District (MSD) is responsible for

sanitary sewer wastewater collection and and the it of stormwater in the
St. Louis City and County. Our plants their effluent into the
Missouri River and the Mississippi River below the confluence of the Missouri and Mississippi

Rivers.

MSD has several concerns regarding the environmental and economic effects of the proposed
alternatives to the current water control plan (CWCP), and the Corps use of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service’s Biological Opinion as the basis for these changes. MSD facilities discharge into
rivers under NPDES permits issued by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) as

i by the Envil Protection Agency (EPA). The water quality-based limits for
pollutants under these permits are based on discharging into a river with a seven-day one-in-ten-
year low flow condition (7Q10).

We are concerned about the accuracy of the RDEIS conclusion in section 7.4 (page 7-30) that
there will be no change relative to the CWCP for POTW NPDES permits because the Gavins
Point Dam releases will be adequate for 7Q10 flows. MSD attempted to determine what the
7Q10 flows would be under the various alternatives. We the Corps rep! i at
the workshop in St. Louis, the USGS representative responsible for their Flow Visualization data,
and the MDNR, and no one had any knowledge of what the projected 7Q10 flows would be under
the various proposed alternatives. Also, part of the rationale provided stated that “No water
quality problems associated with NPDES permits or water quality impacts were reported to the
Corps”. We do not think such a statement is conclusive, unless the availability and reporting of
actual water quality data has been evaluated.

Section 7.4 of the RDEIS states that the water quality criteria for aquatic life may be temporarily
exceeded due to reducing the Missouri River flows below Gavins Point Dam. Lower flows in the
rivers will result in increased pollutant concentrations and therefore increased toxicity toward
aquatic life. Lower flows and exceedances of water quality criteria will result in reduced water
quality-based NPDES permit limits, which will negatively impact permit holders. In addition, MSD
has a permit in which low river flows trigger a lower ammonia limit. Due to a continuous
discharge from an industry, low flow conditions caused by the alternative control plans will
potentially subject our facility to permit violations and increase the cost to industry.

10100020
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Higher spring flow means flooding more farmland, which has obvious economic and human

impacts that have been clearly identified in the public hearings. However, from an
perspective, we are concerned about additional sediment in the river below Gavins Point Dam.
Sediment from flooding and erosion contains agricultural chemicals and low levels of toxic metals
that could also contribute to es of Mi i's p i water quality standards for
protection of aquatic life and drinking water sources. If water quality standards are exceeded, the
result will be Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) allocations being determined for these rivers,
and point sources will bear most of the burden for pollutant reductions despite contributing a
lesser share of the pollutants than non-point sources. In addition, the increase in erosion and
agricultural land flooding will undoubtedly increase the amount of nitrogen transported to the Gulf
of Mexico, which increases the problem of hypoxia.

Another concemn we have regards the environmental impacts on air quality. The St. Louis
metropolitan area has been classified as a nonattainment area under the Clean Air Act, and
significant efforts have been taken to address mobile source pollution, as a significant contributor

waQ 25
Miss 31

|Nav 23 |

to the nonattainment status. During the hearing in St. Louis, Mr. Horgan from Cong

Akin's office stated that barge transportation emitted 35 to 60 percent less pollution than rail or
truck transportation. The Corps needs to consider the negative impact on the St. Louis region’s
air quality due to a reduction in barge traffic from lower river flows.

Our final concern is that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife's biological opinion, which is the basis for the
alternative control plans, is based on data that has not been adequately synthesized to address
the entire Missouri River ecosystem, according to the National Academy of Sciences report “The
Missouri River Ecosystem: Exploring the Prospects for Recovery". Also, in a letter dated October
10, 2000, the MDNR stated that based on their analysis many of the supposed benefits of the
alternative flow plans would not be achieved.

In conclusion, MSD does not support changes to the Missouri River flow regimes that would
create negative impacts from a more pronounced spring rise and low flow conditions in the
summer and winter. We do not support the alternatives proposed by the Corps and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife due to the many questions that remain and the ial for gati
environmental and economic impacts when other solutions can be pursued. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

4 A

Bruce H. Litzsinger, P.E.

Civil Engineer

bv

Pc: Jeff Theerman
Bernie Rains
Bob Zeman

MASTERMANUAL NWD02 L010002

From: James M Peterson

Sent: Sunday, February 10, 2002 12:05 AM
To: Mastermanual

Subject: Master Manual RDEIS

Ms. Rose Hargrave, Project Leader

U.S. Amy Corps Of Engineers Northwestemn Division
Manual RDEIS 12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Attention: Missouri River Master

D(??r Ms Hargrave, The Missouri River Bank

Stabilization Assocviation, Newcastle, Nebraska, has previously expressed its strong opposition to the
proposed "Spring Rise" on the Missouri River as well as to the proposed "low flow" following the "Spring Rise."
The increased streambank erosion which would result from such an increase in the river's flow would impose an
unconscionable burden on the riparian landowners. Insofar as we can determine, the proponents of the "Spring
Rise" have not even mentioned the destruction which would result from a flow increase, let alone making any
provision to prevent such erosion In addition to the reasons stated in our previous letter!
opposing the proposed change in the flows, we also object because the increase in flows will inevitably accelerate
the speed with which purple loosestrife, a noxious weed, is already spreading. A rise in the river will not only
sweep the massive seed "crop” into every nook and cranny of the inundated wetlands, but it will also carmry the
seed to higher elevations all along the river's banks. Local weed control authorities have already noted this and
brought it to the attention of our association (and others.))  We are also concerned with the unseemly haste with
which the proponents of a change in flows are pressing their agenda. In light of the recent revelation that the
National Academy Of Science could find "no credible scientific evidence" for the debacle in the Klamath Basin last
year, we seriously doubt if such evidence exists to change the flows onthe
Missouri The continuing bottom degradation below Gavins Point Dam
be accelerated by an increase in flows. (This may accomplish the creation of the new sandbars the U.S.F &W.
Service desires as the shallows of today become the emerged bars of tomorrow.)

The Missouri River Bank Stabilization Association (MRBSA) will likely again provide you with
reasons we oppose the proposals referred to above

J. M. Peterson, President, MRBSA
Jim Peterson

605 624 4211

3/9/2002
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MASTERMANUAL NWD02 L0100022

From:  William Lyon [wlyon@greenhills net]
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2002 8:29
To: Mastermanual

Subject: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
Dear Sirs,

My name is Bill Lyon. I have lived and farmed next to the Missouri River for over 33 years and
helped my father farm there while I was in Elementary and High School. I am also the president of
Baltimore Bend Levee District. I can remember in the 1951 flood when my father was farming and the
levees were not completed the terrible destruction and loss of livestock that occurred. We also suffered
flooding fromthe 1993 flood which was even higher than the 1951 flood.

I want to urge you not to create a situation where the tragic events will happen even more often. I
know that any additional rises in the spring flow will increase the possibility of major flooding. Even if|
we don't suffer through more floods the spring rise will make the ground in the river bottom to wet to
plant in a timely manner. If this happens the crops will suffer because of late planting.

‘We have worked our whole life developing a productive, valuable piece of property that benefits our
school district (taxes) and also the economy of the county. If the proposed changes are made in the
operation of the master manual our schools in Norborne would have to close because of the devaluation
of the real estate in the county and lack of people living here to supportit. It would also take away what
my family has worked our whole life to develop so we would have something to live on when we grow
older. Our payments for the property next to the river were our way of putting away what we thought
would be our retirement equity. If the property is devalued due to the change in the operations of
the main stemn reservoirs than our retirement is stolen fromus. This is true of many farmers along the
river who developed and bought land thinking the river and reservoir's would be operated for the

There have been many suggestions for other ways to preserve the fish and birds that do not involve
the taking of peoples lives and property without compensation. [ would urge you to consider these

FC8
GW 2

alternatives before you change the lives of many, many good people. _

3/8/2002

MASTERMANUAL NWD0Z

Fram: Ko Matteln [2rmatlingnemariel nel] '
Sant: Thuraday, Febriary 28, 2002 7:23 PM

Tes Mastamanual

Subjact: RDEIS

Fieal Projact Amacrmant Cood  Aibchment B ATTBSEOO SR
Rnparti.doc

This past sumner the Roosewelt County

Conservation District contracted with

the C.0.E. o Survay the punps aites below Fort Peck. The survey identified
143 pump sites tatwean the apillway and the Montana, North Dakota border.
These 143 pump sites represent 55,000 acres of i . representing 20
eo 35 million dollars of economic actiwity in HE Haon THa GEDD asres
of Bu beets on this reach, according to Holly Eugar, Sldney Montana,

f million dollar= in direct payments to farmers and anothar 4
zllars in processing revenus.

Currant watar modals astimate that 273 of these pump eites will be affected
by the flows proposed for the Full 23,000 C.F.5. from Fort Peck.
Additicnally the proposad flow mo adverae af
e federally authorized MRI Dry Pra ¥ oject, whic
covide water to 26,000 residents of ME Montana, proposed

tign developmant by the Port Peck Tribes and individual iveigatora,

& Rural Wares

Be available to belp in the transitiom from curreat £low
managemant, to the pew proposed flow modifications from Fork Pack.

Buzz Mattalin

B & |
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Inventory of Pumps and
Intakes on the Missouri River
Between the Fort Peck Dam
and the North Dakota Border

June 2001-August 2001

Conducted By:  Roosevelt County Conservation District
PO Box 517
Culberzon, MT 59218
406-T87-5232, ext, 101

FINAL REPORT SUBMITTED
Febroary 19, 2002

Inventory of Pumps and Intakes on Missouri River Between Fort Peck
Dam and the North Dakota Border

INTRODUCTION

The information included in this inventory of pumps and intakes along the Missouri River
in Montana is intended to serve as baseline data as the Army Corps of Engineers considers
changes in the operation of Fort Peck Dam. The inventory was conducted to assist in
determining the potential impacts of proposed operational changes and to serve as a
baseline for monitoring conditions in the event that operational changes are effected.

The Army Corps of Engineers' Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS)
for their review and update of the Master Water Control Manual for the Missouri River
(issued in August 2001) describes six alternative operational schemes for the Missouri
River system. Five of the alternatives include higher spring releases from Fort Peck Dam
every third year to trigger pallid sturgeon spawning by increasing both flow and
temperature in the river reach downstream from the dam. The inventory of pumps and
intakes along the Missouri River between Fort Peck and the North Dakota border
described in this report originated as a means of assessing concerns of pump owners with
regard to the potential impacts of higher spring releases from Fort Peck proposed in the
RDEIS.

Concurrent with its review and update of the Master Manual, the Corps has planned to
conduct two test release exercises from Fort Peck to assess the integrity of the spillway
and to investigate the impact of various combinations of power plant and spillway releases
on river temperature. A "mini-test" and a "full test" are to be conducted in separate years
when sufficient water is available. The tests should also allow the Corps to calibrate its
models, which are used to estimate the relationship between river flows and stages at
various points along the river. Maximum releases for the mini- and full tests are planned
to be 15,000 cfs and 23,000 cfs, respectively. Environmental-analyses and documentation
are required for each test to consider impacts to the physical and human environment that
might be associated with these proposed operational changes. The environmental review
for the full test is being combined with the RDEIS.

The Corps of Engineers contracted with the Roosevelt County Conservation District to
conduct the inventory during the summer of 2001. This report is being submitted in
partial fulfillment of that contract. The data gathered through the inventory is being
provided separately for use in a Geographic Information System (GIS).

This report will describe the scope of the project, the process of gathering and preparing
the data for use in GIS, and a brief description of results of the inventory.

SCOPE OF WORK
The project area encompasses the land surrounding the 175-mile stretch of the Missouri

River in Montana between Fort Peck Dam and the headwaters of Lake Sakakawea,
including parts of Roosevelt, Valley, McCone, and Richland Counties. The Fort Peck

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY
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Indian Reservation occupies a substantial portion of the northemn part of the projest area.
A mag of the area i3 provided as Atachment A,

The project area is rural and relies heavily on agriculture. Water pumped from the river in
the wrea is used to irmigate hay, barley, sugar beets, oats, and beans, Wolf Foint, Poplar,
and Cualbertson are the largest towns in the project area and are situated near the northern
banks of the nver, The Missouri River is the source of water for systems that serve these
communitics. A regional water system that would serve the Fort Peck Reservation and
most of the pon-tribal lands in Montana north of the Missouri and east of Glasgow is
currently heing developed. The intake for the regional water system would be located
near Poplar.

The purpose of the pump inventory is o identify, locate, and characterize the pumps and
imtakes in the peojest area, Werking with the Corps of Enginecrs, the investigators
determined the relevant data to include in the inventory and the appropriate manner of
collecting it. Two technicians were hired to conduet the survey and the four Conservation
Diistricts in the project area were enlisted to identify pump sites and encourage
participation in the project. The cooperation of water users and substantial involvement by
Iocal entitics has been critical to the swccess of the project. It was important to inform
pump owners when the inventory would occur, what information would be gathered and

Deliverables will include the data input forms used in the inventory as well as related
photographs, AwteCAD products, and maps. The data was also prepared to conform to
GIS requirerments,

The following two sections describe how the data was collected and prepared for delivery.
The final section summarizes some findings emerging from the data,

DATA COLLECTION

In June of 2001, the Roosevelt Conservation District hired fwo technicians to eonduct the
pumgp site surveys. The four Conservation Districts located in the project area (Roosevelt,
Walley, McCone, and Richland) assisted with the gathering of information regarding
loeation and ownership of potential survey sites, The Conservation Districts and the
Namral Resource Conservation Service staff were instrumenial in assisting the technicians
in obtaining local support of the project.

The Corps of Engineers, O'maha District, along with the Montana Department of Nautaral
Resources and Conservation, assisted the Conservation District with the development of &
data inpat form that was used for cach site. A copy of the data input form i3 attached
{Attachment B).

A visit was made to each location and, whenever possible, the landowner was on hand o
give details regarding his gite. Ownership information--such as name, address, and phone
number--was verified and recorded on the form. The owner wag asked questions
regarding his pump site stability and whether high water was a commeon problem.

mput.
A lap top computer linked w & Global Positioning System (GPS) and a GIS was used to
lecate the geographic coordinates of each site. A compuier software progrm called
“TOPO USA"™ was used 1o accomplish this part of the survey, This information was
recarded both manually and in the computer. This program allows the information to be
plotted on a topographic map.

Ench site was cross-sectioned using a self-leveling level and survey rod. Lengths were
determined with 2 common tape measure. The data forms are attached and can be
exaimined o see all the information gathered during the survey.

Location of electrical power soarces, buried doglegs, ete, was also noted with the owner’s

Photographs were taken of each site, These included photographs of: the pumgp in the
witer; the pipeline rowte; and bank shots to verify slope and stability, and upstream and
down stream angles. Attachment C shows examples of an electric and a diesel pump,

A Farm Service Agency map/photo was also taken to the site and each pump site location
was marked and labeled on the map,

Using a Computer Assisted Drafting and Design Program ( AuteCAL 2000), the survey
team plotted the field survey cross-section and profile information. These were put on
computer disks and hard copics printed with a color printer

DATA FREFARATION

Data from the completed data input forms were organized into a izble in an Excel
spreadsheet. The table contained 143 records and 58 fields. Attachment D displays the
field names for the data table along with the corresponding field names on the data input
formm,

Fields for critical elevation and critical flow levels were added as well as a field
contxining an estimate of the water surface level at 23,000 cfs, Three felds (Crit_statl,
Crit_statd, Crit_stat3) were added to indicate the vulnerability of each site to higher flows.
In addition, fields for longitude and latitude were added to facilitate use in GIS.

Because there is o typical section data available for the different river reaches, this report
used the following constant to determine water surface elevation at various Nows: for
each 5000 increase of flow, we sitimated the river water surface would rise 1.5°, This
can be adjusted to a more aceurate estimate onee the Army Corps of Engineers does mone
US surveys of the river.

The GPS point locations of pumg sites were collectad with a datum of WGS84 and
recorded as latitude and lengitude in decimal degrees. For purposes wseful in display and
analysis of the locations, these data were re-projected to Montana State Plane, North
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American Datum 1983, with the map units convertedsto meters. A map of the Missouri
River with the pump sites identified is included as Attachment A.

RESULTS

Participation by pump owners in the inventory was very strong. The one hundred forty
three pumps surveyed are believed to comprise the vast majority of pumps being used in
the project area. Of the 143 pumps, 55 were on the north side of the river and 87 were on
the south side. These pumps are used to irrigate 56,415 acres of cropland. One hundred
and one pump sites were found to be experiencing some degree of bank erosion and 62
pumps were expected to have problems operating when flows exceed 23,000 cfs. Further
issues may be explored by querying the database through GIS. A chart showing the
number of pumps affected by various releases from Ft. Peck is included as Attachment E.

Attachment C

Example of an Electric Pump

Example of a Diesel Pump
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1 P-13458-00
2 P-13498-00
3 W-011857-00
£ POO18EE-00
5 P080553-00
8

7

8 P T166-00

9 WD TISE-OD

0 PL1STE00
1 W-188851-00
12 W-189851-00
13 P-061832-00
14 B-215786-00
15 W-153084-00
18 W-D02400-00
17 W-002400.00
18 W-D4E465-00
19 W-l4B455-00
20

1 W1452200
22 W-00874500
23 P-5328-00
24

25

26 P-OTT144-D0
27 P-OT1TER-DD
28 P-OT17E8-00
28 P-091841-00
30 P-0B1B41-00
31 P-OR1B41-00

a1 W-1T2441-00
A2 W-1TR4E2-00
43 W-1T2440-00
44 B-Z14733-00
45

45

47 W-010026-00
A48 POEEID3-00
49 P-OSEIST-00
50 P-098060-00

Rec_num  Permit_num DATE

Tr0m

TR0
THTEI0T
TI2EH001
Ti25/E001
BMEZ001
ansEn
aM5/2001

aMEmnn
SME200t

FA0Z001
22002001
BI202001

EEale Lyl
T 2001
T32001
Ti312001

2001

B/172001
B132001
ana2001

BTI001

BEZ001
T2EE001
aMSz001
anszont
TRANZ00T
THEE001
THZE001
THE2001

Flow Water_surf *  Gage

8,750
6,750
8810
6,730
6,730
6,105
6,105
6,105
8,108
6410
6,120
B, 120
6210
410
6,610
6,720
6,720
B.720
B,720
5,690
6,360
6,360
6,260
7,180
7,180
8720
8,720
6,720

31.70 Culbartenn
36.80 Culberisan
40,80 Culbartson
34.50 Culberson
38.55 Walf Paint
36,20 Culbartsan
32.00 Culbarison
34.60 Culbartson

A4 A P
2790 Culbanisan

20,90 Woll Painl
F1.90 Wolf Paint
16,20 Woe Paint
35,30 Wos Paint
40040 Wedl Paint
37.50 Culbertson
FH20 Woi Paint
18,60 Wolf Painl
F380 Wolf Paint
3850 Wolf Paim
3180 Cuberison
Z7.40 Woll Paint
F3.40 Wolf Paini
40,50 Wolf Paint
42.50 Well Paint
35.20 Wolf Poind
41,80 Wolf Point
26.70 Well Paint
31.80 Wolf Paint
35,20 Wolf Point
FT.50 Walf Point
25.50 Wall Paint
30,10 Culbertson
32,60 Woalf Point
40,30 Woll Point
10,60 Walf Paint
36,00 Wiolf Point
26,00 Wolf Point
33,60 Woll Point
28,00 Walf Point
30,20 Wiolf Point
3720 Woll Point
4560 Woll Point
34,50 Wl Paint
T80 Wo Point
2780 Wolf Painl
Woif Foint
3840
2600 Culberison
14.00 Culbsrtson
.70 Culbertson

Med_flow

11,460
11,480
1,480
11,460
1,110
11,460
11,460
11,460
11,110
11,110
11,110
11,110
11,110
11,460
1,110
11,110
11,110
11,110
11,450
11,110
11110

Time  Crit_sl

10:00 AM
1:00 PM
10:30 AM
2,00 FM
200 PM
700 AM
700 AM
11:00 AM

3a.mm mes
19:00 AN

T00 AM
1000 AR
0000 AM
3:00 FM
B0 AM
0000 AR
200 FM
200 PM
030 AK
0030 AN
8230 AM
T30 AM
400 P

11,110 4:00pm

11,110
11,110
11110
110
11110
11410
1,110
11,110
11,460
14,910
1110
11,110

2900 PM
300 P
A12:00 P
12:00 PMW
A12:00 P
030 AM
030 AM
10:30 AM
9:00 AM
12:00 AM
8:00 AM
B:30 AM

11,110 3:30pm

11,110
11,110
1,110
11,110
11,110
11,110
1,110
11,110
11,110
11,110

1:30 PM
12:00 AM
1130 AM
11:00 AM
10:30 AN
12:00 AM
12:00 AM

B:00 AM
12:00 PM
&30 PM

0 5:30pm

11,480
11,460
11,480

11:00 AM
200 AM
1200 AM

.35
45,60
44,70
340
42.70
43,10
Jrmo
34,60

a5 nn
5,00

48.00
40.90
B0
47,00
45,40
41.00
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51 P-066294-00  7/16/2001 6,920 27.70 Culbertson 11460 12:00 AM  36.00 102 W-130885.00  T2E/2001 7160 3125 Culbarison 11460 S0OAM 3590
52 P-007775-00 7/16/2001 6,920 26.80 Culbertson 11,460 10:30 AM  30.00 100 p-DO7532-00 AMII00T 8210 26,10 Culberison 11,480 1:30pm 25,30
53 W-005477-00  7/16/2001 6,920 36.90 Culbertson 11460 930 AM  39.90 104 WoASMTE00  aMsEmOl 620 39 50 Cubarsan 11,460 1-30pm 25,00
54 0 6/252001 9,030 30.70 Culbertson 11460 2:00AM 3520 105 WAI4TE00  BHNE001 6,210 3710 Culberisan 11480 2-30pm a1.80
55 P-012708-00  6/25/2001 9,030 29.70 Culbertson 11460 2:00AM  36.50 106 POOBISAD0  AFH00T 6210 2700 Gubentaon 11,460 2:30pm 0,00
56 P-109529-00  6/19/2001 8,680 39.90 Culbertson 11460 1:00AM 4590 107 WAIE100  BHHZ001 821D T300 Culbatacn 11,480 300pm 9,00
57 P-109520-00  6/19/2001 8,680 40.80 Culbertson 11460 130 AM 4670 108 POSTIEEO0  MWZ001 6210 30,50 Culberison 11480 3A0AM 3730
58 P-109529-00  6/19/2001 8,680 39.50 Culbertson 11460 330AM 4240 100 RAGBE3.00 202001 6120 36,40 Wol Polnt 11110 1:00pm 30,00
59 P-109529-00  6/19/2001 8,680 43.60 Culbertson 11460 4:00AM 4850 110 RASSE3.00  BA2002001 & 120 30,50 \ikodl Boint 11,110 2:0dpm 27
60 P-084851-00  6/19/2001 8,680 40.30 Culbertson 11460 500AM 4885 11 o 70009 BB 36.50 Culberison 11460 400PM 42,80
61 P-084851-00  6/19/2001 8,680 36.80 Culbertson 11460 6:30AM  40.10 112 00985200 6702001 9,840 36 80 Culberiaon 11460 $H0AM 3670
62 W-171290-00  7/3/2001 6,750 34.70 Culbertson 11460 3:00PM  41.00 113 RA038EAT0 TrNE00T 6750 36,40 Culbertaon 11480 190PM 4010
63 W-171290-00  7/3/2001 6.750 40.80 Culbertson 11460 4:00PM  48.90 198 PO1BSE300 7302001 6,260 high & dry Wl Poind 10 1100 AM
64 B-215783-00  7/30/2001 6,410 25.80 Wolf Point 11,110 10:00AM  30.60 195 POTORST00 742001 5150 30,60 Wit Paint M0 1000AM 3510
65 0 8/1/2001 6,260 32.20 Wolf Point 11,110  10:00AM  35.60 116 0 SEZ001 6360 40,50 Waif Paint 11110 B30AM 4380
66 W-172353-00  8/1/2001 6,260 29.90 Wolf Point 11110 200PM  38.10 7 v &0 Baa 40 Wolf Foint M0 2I0AM 4390
67 W-178504-00  6/28/2001 6,940 34.30 Culbertson 11460 200PM 4220 10 WATITEE00  FATIZO01 6,000 280 Culberson 1480 BADAM 3500
68 B-214845-00  6/28/2001 6.940 41.00 Culbertson 11460 12:00PM  44.60 1B ROIIRAGD  TRAGONI 6180 25,90 Wolf Polnt 1110 1200PM 4220
69 B-214845-00  6/28/2001 6.940 39.50 Culbertson 11460 1:00PM  43.40 120 POTIISO00  BVZ00T &40 .50 Wad Point 11110 4-00gm 2210
70 A-178491-00  6/27/2001 7,100 39.90 Culbertson 11460 1:00AM 4620 brin 0. &N E4D 5. 50 WoF Pk M0 - BO0AM  45.50
71 W-002834-00  8/14/2001 6,250 32.80 Wolf Point 11,110 12:00AM  37.80 1= 0 EEEON] BD40 33,60 VValf Poind 110 BO0AM 4540
72 P-078203-00  6/28/2001 6,940 37.00 Culbertson 11460 9:00AM  41.60 b o sTeo §04n 3970 Walf Point 1191 BONAM 4BED
73 P-019231-00  7/10/2001 6,500 28.40 Culbertson 11460 9:30AM  51.30 134 WOIS0AT-00 70001 B.410 35,70 Waif Poind 10 1O0FM 4300
74 P-019231-00  7/10/2001 6,500 35.40 Culbertson 11,460 10:00AM  47.50 135 PODS4Z100  THEZO0T T 1ED 79.00 Culbertson 11460 1290 PM 3340
75 W-171349-00  8/1/2001 6,260 No Info 0 0 12:00 AM 126 P.ODS4Z1.00  T/18/2001 T 180 44.90 Culbartson 11450 100PM 4710
76 W-171349-00  8/9/2001 6,460 43.10 Culbertson 11,460  9:00AM  45.70 197 PODSATI00  TABE001 T 180 41,20 Culbertson 11450 130PM  46.00
77 P-074573-00  8/9/2001 6,460 44.50 Culbertson 11460 10:00AM  47.30 135 WoATRSOT-00  Ti/a00d 6870 3050 Catbariect 1Wage  1o0PM  am80
78 P-101076-00  6/12/2001 8,740 37.00 CULBERTSON  11.460 10:00AM 42.10 THWACTHEDN  GAZO0 5 35 70 Wl Poins 1D 1a0aM 3880
79 P-010761-00  6/12/2001 8,740 33.30 CULBERTSON  11.460 10:00AM  40.80 130 WAERAE00  BEOD0T b 80 150 Wt ot 11410 TH0AM SR
80 P-015984-00  7/24/2001 6.150 35.60 Wolf Point 11,110 1:00AM  41.60 13 WtaT 00 armanor &oan 050 il Pt 10 a0 PM 3830
81 P-015984-00  7/24/2001 6,150 35.60 Wolf Point 11,110 12:30PM 42,50 132 UAT1sve 00 amianot 6040 2260 Wolf Point 110 1D0PM 2900
82 R-111429-00  7/30/2001 6,410 43.00 Wolf Point 11110  200PM  45.90 Tia WTiareno  amabol oedn 16,90 Woll Point 14110 150PM 2000
83 W-171767-00  8/20/2001 6,120 30.70 Wolf Point 11110 B:00AM 4950 T34 PO0TR0 ahanor eosn e el o Wi zaoem
84 P004920-00  8/13/2001 6,210 27.90 Culbertson 11460 B8:30AM 3320 1o noeaan e Orrano boen 4950 Wall ot W0 330PM 3840
85 W-026907-00  8/13/2001 6,120 26.30 Culbertson 11460  9:00AM  30.10 150 POEBIG  BHNERs Bk 36510 wolf Paint 1110 Ea0PM 3660
86 0 7/9/2001 6,520 31.80 Culbertson 11460 9:00AM  37.60 v : " § ;
87 P-004947-00  7/9/2001 6,520 30.10 Culbertson 11460 300PM 4170 137 POTAIS00  &18I2001 8,508 43,80 Culbertson 11460 10:30AM - 47.60
88 P-004947-00  7/9/2001 6,520 35.30 Culbertson 11460 230PM 4450 130 POMTISD0  TIZAIZG0M B.150 32,80 Woll Point nao EMAM 3620

130 PO3163200  GMZSEDN 5,030 40,30 Culbertson M4BD 1100 AM 4510
89 P-004947-00  7/9/2001 6,520 39.50 Culbertson 11460 200PM 4170 10 W0SATE 00 SiarDor B89 20 CULBERTEON 11400 SO0 M o4 0
90 W-170287-00  7/30/2001 6,410 37.10 Wolf Point 11110 4:00PM 4450 : : / - -
! : 141 PO13GTE00  TASBN 7,180 31.70 Culberlson 11460 1D:D0AM  39.80
91 P-084881-00  7/30/2001 6,410 39.60 Wolf Point 11110 4:30PM  45.10 -
92 0 6/20/2001 8,864 32.30 Culbertson 11460 B:00AM 3530 H2POISATRO0 TR0 7.180 3780 Culbertson AR LM 4300
93 P-077506-00  6/18/2001 8,530 39.70 Culbertson 11,460 11:30 AM  44.60 143 P-OT3ETE00  THE2001 7,180 missing data Culbertson TABD 1100 AM
94 W-046358-00  8/6/2001 6,360 31.90 Wolf Point 11110  500PM 3550
95 W-004249-00  8/1/2001 6,260 32.90 0 0 3:30pm 41.40
9% 0 812001 6,260 33.20 Wolf Point 11,110 12:00AM 38.80 )
o7 0 8/1/2001 6,260 31.30 Wolf Point 11,110 12:00AM  33.50 median flow-8/18-6115 (basad on CWCP 1898-1897)
98 W-036976-00  8/1/2001 6,260 28.80 Wolf Point 11110 11:00AM 3350 o 200
99 P-097742-00  7/2/2001 6,870 37.30 Culbertson 11460 2:30PM  43.90 wp nmo
100 W-171255-00  7/2/2001 6,870 37.40 Culbertson 11460  330PM  42.30 d 11460
101 P-013878-00  7/18/2001 7,180 34.60 Culbertson 11460 1200PM 3550
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Crit_flow Crit_23k Crit_stall Crit_stat2 Crit_statd

M7
25,750
20,277
23.063
20,563
28,908
25,105

B,105
22438
GE,593
3B, TAT
81,453
45210
23017
18,277
16,387
38,053
26,387
13,387
47023
28,360
33027
12,593
18513
18,347
X2 T20
22.053
18053
22 466
14,799
13,133
26,767
20,427
25,250
7,553
11927
19,827
75,260
60,383
9,080
25,047

9,873
24,380
14,400
40,850

WFALUE!
23,077
31,587
46,630
43 GBS

36.58 OK
44,78 OK
45,52 Proglem
38,38 OK
43,43 Probiem
41,27 OK
37.07 OK
38,67 Problem
46,17 Proslem
34,82 OK
36.18 OK
20,26 QK
40,34 0K
45.38 OK
42,42 Problem
44,08 Proslem
2348 OK
35.48 OK
41,3 Problem
36,78 QK
32,308 0K
44.33 OK
45,52 Problem
47.25 Problem
30.85 Problem
466 OK
31.58 Problam
36.48 Probilerm
40,16 Problem
4246 Problam
30,46 Problem
3487 OK
3762 Prablem
4532 OK
2462 OK
40.92 Problem
34.02 Prablam
35.82 OK
33.08 0K
3525 OK
4218 0K
50,58 Problem
39.48 0K
22,48 Problam
33.02 0K

VALUE! #VaLUE|

43,38 Ok
30.82 OK
18.81 0K
43,31 Ok

closg

chosa

no pump
Ao pump
ne pump

close

o pUmp

close

no pump

BaSY Mive

close

palalil gl
N pUmp
close

Welocity

10 sec. For 16 f,

8 sac. For 30 f.

11 gec. For 20 ft.
11 sec, For 30 fi,
11 sec. For 30 1.
11 aae. For 30 f.

9 sec. For 30 f,
HOMNE
MONE
9 sec For 30 R,
10 see, for 30 f1,
10 ees, for 3O M.

10 see. For 30 ft.

HNONE

8 sac. For 30 /.
Mo

Mo

Hone

Mona

Teac For 30N
B sec. For 30 R,
9 sec. For 30 .
A0 s 300

10 sec for 30F
B smc. For 30 f.
Taec. For 300,
T sec, For 30/,
T sec, For 30 fi,
10 sec. For 20 fL
Mene

T sec, For 3D f.
& sec, For 30 k.

B SEC 30FT

B 5EC 30FT

12 sac. for 30 fu
12 sec. For 30 f,
12 sac. For 30,
10 gec 300

9 sec, For 30 ft.

12 sac 200

10 sac. For 30 R,
G spc. For 30 &

S zac. For 301

16 sec. For 16 R,
8 sac. For 20 f1,

G sac. For 30 fl.

8 gac. For 20 fl.

Longl

104
104
104
104
104
104
104
104
104
108
106
108
106
105
104
105
1086
105
108
104
108
1085
105
04

LongZ Lat
48 46
Z5HE92 4B
339226 4B
53285 48
550776 46
525052 48
48,6798 48
51.5293 4B
522381 28
WAmT 4B
T4 4B
01E82 4B
56,7651 48
198818 48
341736 4B
33388 48
31797 48
Q66261 48
06843 4B
20.6583 48
50,6455 48
320446 48
36,4828 48
45453 48
40,2527 48
97935 48
111466 48
11,0478 48
43511 48
35476 48
G671 48
2B.5308 43
35052 48
415718 48
Jzgazz 48
436881 43
415719 48
IBNTE M
1656648 48
220335 48
EE3385 48
M3z 48
50043 48
23785 48
SHAS0S 48
583481 48
368645 48
118170 48
353332 48
17.7388 4B

51068
5.4%30

6455
72527
B.AT1E
8.8458
TA393
T.B4ATE
8,326
3.0835
1.1867
20847

0778

kLN

B.EITE

3367
37368
44276
3.061E
B.BIE0

0517
4.0552
4 4478
TETES

43355
41768
43103
A ZGEE
35478
35113
7.5081
47742
3742
42455
17932
31742
42837
34

11629
5.0716
1.6434
3281
48975
53481
4.3049
24806
6.35498
29891

34587
17,567
16,920
24030
31,887
28,5680
28,347
18,347
25,013
37,180
19,680
27,750
3,780
22470
17,583
13,503
0,273
18,940
19,940
8,100
o
22273
82,833
46,833

WALUE!

15,127
16,753
25,140
33,740
26,150
29,150
18,077
68,787
23877
18,747
25,853
45,187
araar
13,853
31,077
24,743
16,854
24,553
18,360
34,593
24,827
13,693
2827
26,870
23,203
10,180

WALUEY

3252 0K
31.62 Prablam
41,72 Problam
34.80 OK
33.80 OK
44,20 0K
45,10 D8
43.80 Problem
4790 OK
44,50 OK
41.10 Probiem
39.58 OK
4568 OF
H.TE Problam
37 .22 Problam
452 OF
312 0K
A45.82 Problam
4432 Problem
44 6T OK
37.83 Problam
41.82 Problem
3335 OK
40,35 OK

48.06 Problam
45,46 Problam
41.28 OK
a7.58 OK
40,66 OF
4066 OF
47 8B Problem
36,76 OK
3284 OK
31,36 Problem
36.74 DK
35,04 OK
40,24 OK
44 .44 Problem
42,08 0K
44 68 OK
36.54 Problem
44,04 OK
36,68 Problem
3782 OK
36.22 OK
36,32 Problem
33.82 Problem
4214 OK
4724 QK
38.35 Problem

WYALLE!

2 pumps
3 pumps

cloge g pUmE

na pump
o pUmp
o pump

closa

2 purmps
close
na pump

closa 2 pumps

B sec, For 30 .
12 sn0, For 20 ft
13 sec, 301
Hone

10 sec, For 30 ft
B e, for 30 A,
5 sec, For 30
G sec, For 30 f.
Nona

Nene

None

Nona

7 &e, For 301
Mona

& sec 30f

B e 300

& sec. For 301
B sec. For 30 ft
Back water

7 g, For 301
10sec. For 30 fe.
T sec, For 30 ft
8 sec. For 30 ft
10 mec. For 30 A,
9 sec 306

20 sac 15f

20 sac 200

8 sec. For 30 f.
& sex, For 30 ft
Hene

12 sec. For 30 R,
12 sec. For 30 f1,
None

Hone

10 sec. MR

10 sac, For 10 i,
5 g, For 30 A
Hone

£ spc For 30 f,
45 sac. For 30 ft.
Hone

Hane

]

15 sac. For 301
B sac 20f

9 sac 30#

10 sec 300

10 sec 304
Morsa

Mo

B sec. For 30 R

105
105
104
104
106
1085
105
108
108
104

104

1E4115
HELT
S.ET13
10,8630
21,3394
13,6620
144967
133167
120961
122168
122158
A1417
ATT4T
59.561
26,0397
42 3462
360006
158538
35,5001
31.4377
B3I EX3
54952
53669
579875
82057
6873
6.9952
50.9229
51.2183
13.6827
15.5888
24 6451
Z3T7e7
181421
16,7786
a4z
37,5856
ar.2071
ar.oag
368733
A5.6047
10,9656
104
5.0863
36 6oad
33,3508
33.6457
42 8195
25.399
24.4154
51.5312

bhacbbascubbabbaabiis

23585
22344
18624
29639
3 8489
18112
15062
1.9632
24748
41679
41679
03101

2,078
57014
53.6435
28304
8.0689
6.9056
7.2
73857
0.7699
T.2683

59,9164
55,2081

4.584
4. 765
4611
76624
T.HETT
42713
6.1652
55687
4 1588
2947
28518
65676
B.6554
T.OB15
T
4537
5.0316
3.6305
48
1.0766
4 4025
43273
44758
1.8887
50835
46072
76642
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22680  36.00 Problem 8 sec. For 30 ft. 105 21.3444 48 53612 GPS_el Loc_yrs Pump_type Pump_cond Bank_slope " Chan_main
26,877 34.14 OK no pump 10 sec. For 15 ft. 106 0655 48 0.3535 1841.27 20 Floating Centrifugal New 90 degrees  No
14,543 37.54 Problem  no pump 12 sec for 30ft 106 0.4985 48 0.8973 1830 New Floating Centrifugal New 90 degrees  Yes
21,877 42.14 Problem  no pump 12 sec for 30ft 106 1.234 48 1.31 1858.2 30 Floating/Suction Turbin New 30 Degrees  Side Channel
16,210 32.04 Problem  no pump 9 sec. For 15 ft. 105 58.8063 48 0.978 1860 40 Centrifugal good No Bank Yes
26,210 38.04 OK no pump 9 sec. For 15 ft. 105 57.6053 48 0.6386 1855 15 Centrifugal W/ Floating Suction ~ good No Bank Back water
28,877 35.54 OK 10 sec for 30ft 105 8.4698 48 4.2568 1851 4 Centrifugal - Floating/Suction Good 90 degrees  Yes
14,787 41.46 Problem  no pump 7 sec. for 30 ft. 105 13.1759 48 4.4755 1886 1 Centrifugal - Floating/Suction Good 80 degrees  Yes
14,120 45.36 Problem 15 sec. for 30 ft. 105 146531 48 56199 1910 31 Floating Good No Bank Backwater
27,500 41.45 OK 12 sec. For 30 ft. 104 224791 48 44277 1899 17 Centrifugal -Floating/Suction Good 50 degrees  Yes
18,507  41.05 Problem 6 sec. For 30 ft. 104 7432 48 2619 1940 24 PTO/Crissafulli old 45 degrees  Yes
19,083 41.28 Problem  no pump 15 sec. For 20 ft. 104 75764 48  3.013 1992 50 Turbine Good 40 degrees  Yes
#VALUE! #VALUE! #VALUE! no pump 0 105 31.2925 48 5.1988 1983 50 Turbine Good 40 degrees  Yes
34,483 35.66 OK 15 sec. For 30 ft. 104 58.6047 48 5.6413 1971 18 Centrifugal New 90 degrees  Yes
17,693 45.49 Problem NONE 106 29025 48 0.8414 1910 3 Floating/Suction New 90 degrees  Back water
25,593 43.12 OK nopump close NONE 105 38.1826 48 3.6227 1845 10 Centrifugal pump old 40 Degrees Yes
13,993 37.70 Problem  no pump 10 sec. For 30 ft. 104 556089 48 7.7119 1860 45 Floating/Centrifugal Good 80 degrees  Side Channel
17,150 43.96 Problem 3 pumps 12 sec. For 30 ft. 105 15.5662 48 5.1537 1890 15 Centrifugal/Suction Good 80 degrees  Yes
18,190 43.54 Problem 11 sec. 30ft 106 11.3178 48 1.8131 1860 5 Floating/Centrifugal Good 90 degrees  Backwater
28,040 43.99 OK 8 sec. For 30 ft. 105 18.7796 48 4.8499 1870 10 Floating/Centrifugal Good 90 degrees  Backwater
25,373 44.69 OK close 7 sec. For 30 ft. 105 17.5053 48 5.0727 1865 20 Floating/Suction New 90 degrees  Yes
35,040 44.79 OK 8 sec. For 30 ft. 105 18.7796 48 4.8499 1952 31 Floating/Centrifugal Good 90 degrees  Yes
17,410 43.68 Problem  no pump 14 sec. For 30 ft. 105 35.5372 45 5.021 1907 43 Crissafulli Old 90 degrees No
21,847 33.75 Problem  no pump 9 sec 30ft 104 48.5032 48 7.2483 1934 15 0 Oid Vertical Yes
14,513 49.65 Problem 7 sec. For 30 ft. 104 47.8041 48 7.4921 1823 12 Centrifugal - Floating good 40 Yes
23,180 45.95 OK close 10 sec for 30ft 104 16.1904 48 7.6997 1861 15 Centrifugal - Floating Fair 30 degrees  Yes
35,537 35.14 OK 2pumps None 104 32.0864 48 7.5967 1875 5 Centrifugal New 90 degrees  Yes
16,693 40.69 Problem 10 sec. For 30 ft. 106 27126 48 0.4222 1880 31 Crissafulli Old 90 degrees  Yes
12,713 36.19 Problem 10 sec. For 30 ft. 106 3.7777 48 1.7788 1880 10 PTO/Porma Oid 90 degrees  Yes
26,040 35.39 OK no pump 6 sec. For 30 ft. 106 28 48 1.0783 1906 10 PTO-Crissafulli Good 90 degrees  Yes
27,373 27.69 OK close 20 sec. For 30 ft. 106 3.3994 48 1.8254 1878 8 Centrifugal Good 52 degrees  Back Water
16,373 21.99 Problem 8 sec. For 30 ft. 106 3.9604 48 2.0267 1895 8 Centrifugal/Cornell Good 90degress  Yes
#VALUE! OK 10 sec. For 30 ft. 105 53.6404 48 0.8562 1830 66 0 Fair 8degrees  Yes
26,617 38.32 OK 10 sec. For 30 ft. 105 53.7285 48 1.2529 1919 20 0 Good 60 Backwater
9,617 40.92 Problem 9 sec. For 20 ft. 105 53.0848 48 1.6922 1934 0 0 Oid 90* Yes
21,275 48.12 Problem None 104 6.505 45 1.949 1956 0 0 Old 42*
14,150 37.86 Problem 3 pumps 9 sec. For 30 ft. 105 18.4282 48 4.7001 1964 0 0 Good 40* Side Channel
25,030 44.49 OK no pump None 104 3.3723 48 0.2011 1934 0 0 New 42* Yes
21,530 34.64 Problem 0 104 104 48 48 1929 2 Floating/Centrifugal Good 90 degrees  Yes
34,180 36.45 OK no pump 9 sec. For 30 ft. 104 54.0841 48 8.8192 1980 50 Centrifugal Oid 90 degrees  Yes
28,180 42.35 OK 10 sec. For 20 ft. 104 53789 48 8.8898 1975 54 Turbine Oid 90 degrees  Yes
#VALUE! #VALUE! #VALUE! 9 sec. For 30 ft. 104 51.6794 48 7257 1956 41 0 Oid Vertical Side Channel
1892 29 4" Centrifugal Good NONE Yes
138 62 1960 0 0 Good Vertical Yes
1892 3 Centrifugal - Trailer Mounted Good 45 degrees  Yes
1886 51 Floating/Suction Good 90 degrees  Yes
1878 51 Floating/Suction Good 90 degrees  Yes
1922 5 Centrifugal - Floating New 90 degrees  yes
1842 51 Centrifugal - Floating Fair 40 Degrees Yes
1854 0 Centrifugal - Floating/Suction New 90 Degrees Yes
1822 0 Centrifugal Fair 30 Degrees Yes

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY



Y00z ya1ejy

|ed07 -/ uopoas ‘z 1ed 9¢c-zd

SI134 ayepdn pue mainay
Jenuepy [043U0D 18}/ 19)SeY I9AIY 1INOSSIN

1820
1848
1846
1853.25
1846.21
1828
1827
1798.49
1823.79
1823.79
1837.4
1821
1817
1941
1924
1939
1898
1852
1846
1857
1944
1870
1840
1839
1953
1887
1890
0
0
1890
1895
1905
2002
1981
1972
1855
1850
1863
1858
1932
1917
1832.25
1819
1965 N/A
1933
1928
1928
1930
1837.25
1847
1875

0
0

oo

26 Centrifugal - Floating New N\, 30Degrees No
31 Centrifugal - Floating Good 34 Degrees Yes
0 Floating/Suction Centrifugal Good 45 Degrees No
9 0 Fair 90 degrees  Back water
9 0 Fair 78 degrees  Side Channel
30 Centrifugal - Floating Good 90 degrees No
30 Centrifugal-Deisel Trailer Mount Good/New 90 degrees  Yes
20 Centrifugal/Floating Suction Good/New 90 degrees Yes
20 0 od 90 degrees  No, Back channel
45 Sump Fair 60 degrees
10 Float Suct. Trailer Mnt, Centri. Good/New 45 degrees
30 Centrifugal - Floating Good 80 degrees  Backwater
30 Centrifugal - Floating Good 90 degrees No
15 0 Oid Vertical Backwater
30 0 Oid 40* Yes
41 Centrifugal Floating Good 90* Yes
15 0 good 90 degrees  Yes
15 Crissifulli/PTO driven Old 90 degrees No
15 Centrifugal - Floating Old 80 degrees  Backwater
35 0 Good 90 degrees
26 Crissifuli Fair 90 degrees  Yes
1" 0 Good Vertical Yes
29 Vertical Turbine Fair 90 Degrees Yes
21 Vertical Turbon Good 90 Degrees Yes
0 0 0 vertical side
10 Centrifugal-Trailer Mounted good vertical side
3 Crissifulli - PTO good vertical side
25 0 GOOD,NEW 0
25 0 GOOD,NEW 0
33 Centrifugal - Floating Fair 30 degrees  Back Water
4 Centrifugal - Bank Mounted New 90 degrees  Yes
1 Floating/Suction Fair 90 degrees  Yes
51 Centrifugal Good 40 degrees  Yes

31 PTO (Gormen Rupp) Centrifugal Old
71 PTO (Gormen Rupp) Centrifugal Old

3 Floating/Suction New
35 Floating/Suction Good
35 Floating/Centrifugal Good
35 Floating/Centrifugal Good
37 Centrifical/Gormon Pump. Fair

8 Centrifugal Fair
42 Centrifugal - Floating Good

5 0 Good

Centrifugal Good
0 Good

3 0 New

3 0 Oid
60 Cent. Floating Good
10 Floating/Suction Good
14 Floating/Centrifugal Old

5 Centrifugal - floating New

90 degrees  Backwater
90 degrees  Yes

90 degrees  Side Channel
90 degrees  Yes

90 degrees  Yes

45 degrees  Yes

90 degrees ~ Side channel
58 degrees  Back water
10 degrees  Back water

0

40 Yes
Vertical Yes
40 Yes
40 Side
54* Yes

90 degrees  back water
60 degrees  back water
90 degrees No

1895
1935
1931
1958
1961
1951
1895
1955
1945
1850
1806.5
1807
1925
1873
1960 N/A
1927
1885
1895
1950
1899
1940
1899
1965
1882.3
1834
1845
1869
1957
1979
1951
1973
1975
1981
1972
1967
1813
1920
1815.75 N/A
1870
1860
1862
1860

18 Floating/Suction
25 PTO-Crissafulli
40 PTO Crissafulli
40 PTO
30 Centrifugal Burkley
15 PTO Crissafulli
16 Cornell
1 Centrifugal
2 Centrifugal
5 Floating/Suction
5 PTO -Centrifugal
5
20 Floating/Cetrifugal
22 Floating/Cetrifugal
Centrifugal Trailer Mounted
0 PTO Crissafuli
35 Suction Line
27 Floating/Cetrifugal
15 Burkley
5 Centrifugal/Comnell
5 Centrifugal/Cornell
5 Centrifugal/Cornell
36 Centrifugal/Gormon Rup
15 PTO
16 Centrifugal - Floating
12 Centrifugal - Floating
3 Floating/Suction
25 Centrifugal-Trailer Mounted
61 PTO/Crissafulli
61 Centrifugal
61 Centrifugal/Suction
61 Suction/Centrifugal
43 Turbine/Fairbanks Morse
28 Centrifugal/Gorman Rupp
27 Centrifugal/Gorman Rupp
25 Centrifugal Pump
4 Centrifugal - Floating
Suction
35
41 Floating Pump
5 Centrifugal - Floating
1 Floating-Centrifugal

New
Old
Old
Old
Old
Old
Good
Good
Good
Good
good
0 NEW
New
New
Oid
oLD
Fair
Good
Good
Good
Good
Good
Oid
Old
Good
Fair
New
Good
Fair
Old
Old
Old
Good
Fair
Fair
Good
New
New
0 GOOD
New
New
New

90 degrees  Side Channel

40 Yes

0.4 No

0.4 Yes

50 Yes

40 Side Channel

0.45 Yes
90 degrees  Yes
40 degrees  Side Channel
90 Degrees Side Channel
90 degees  Yes
90 degrees  No
90 degrees  Back water
90 degrees  Side channel
90 degrees  No
45* Backwater
40 Degrees Yes
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Side channel
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Side channel
90 degrees  Yes
Vertical Yes
90 degrees  Back water
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees ~ Side channel
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
80 degrees  Yes
0

90 degrees  Yes
Vertical No
0

80 degrees  Yes
90 degrees  Yes
80 degrees  Yes
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Rmile Bank_side Irrac_past Irrac_pres Irrac®fut Tie_descr Bend ::g; x: % gg % m’:‘:::b ﬁz‘:
1616.4 North . 365 365 515 Fence Post Inside b !
1617.3 North 260 260 400 Railroad tie Outside 1562.9 Soulh 800 800 80D Comer Post Cutside
1625.9 South 110 110 260 Cable to Tree Inside 1910.9 Month a0a 00 400 0 Back watar
1651.6 South 950 950 1150 No Outside 1;&'3 :g:: ﬁ ﬁgg " o g :::;

1650 South 280 280 280 Cable to fence post Inside N

0 North 360 360 360 Fence Post Outside 1606 Morh WA 000 1500 0 Inside
0 North 260 260 260 Tree Outside 1604.5 North 800 00 No 0 Irsido

1646.3 South %0 % 125 0 Inside 16039 Morih 00 800 Ha 0 Back watar
1647.4 South 124 124 124 Fence Post Inside 1602 5 Mt 10 100 a0 0 Back watar
1710.7 South 135 135 135 No Outside 1502.5 North 100 100 200 Tree (deed man) Backwiior
17505 North 16000 16000 16000 0 Outside 15E7.7 Morth a 40 4D Railroad Tie Insida
1736.5 North 3000 3000 3000 0 Outside 1587.3 Morth 40 40 40 Rallroad Tie Inside
1733.2 South 50 50 90 OId Car Inside 1887.3 Horth 20 320 30 0 Qutsice

1690 North 800 800 800 Cable Outside 1658 SOUTH a foo 150 D Cutside
1626.1 South 66 66 66 None Outside 1714.9 SOUTH a0 o o0 & Duitsida
1664.9 South 220 220 220 Cable © Outside 1628.5 Soulh 140 140 na 0 Inside
1664.8 South 30 30 30 Cable Outside 1828.1 South 65 65 no o Ingide
1662.2 South : 140 140 280 Tee Post Outside 1628.8 South 140 140 no No Inside
1662.5 South 150 150 240 0 Outside 1623.8 Morlh a 275 D Dead Man Insida
1621.9 South 250 250 350 Dead Man Inside 0 Soulh 125 125 125 0 Qutside
1724.8 South 1012 1012 1012 N/A Outside 1621.5 North 260 320 380 0 Quisice

1702 South 15 15 115 N/A Outside 1569 South 1500 1500 1500 MiA Outsida
1705.9 South 75 75 75 Cable to fence tree Outside 2 up Yslone Wesl in Yalone 2000 MO0 00D dead man Outsica
1644.3 South 140 140 none Cable to fence post Inside 1T00.5 South a o 0 R/R tis oulgide
1640.8 South 80 80 None  Cable to tree Outside 1672 Morth 250 250 150 Fence Past aulside
1674.1 South 300 300 300 Cable to tree Outside 1672.1 MNorth £ i 50 nfa autsida
1679.9 South 100 100 100 Deadman Outside 1648 MORTH a 50 @50 cable ANCH'D AT HI BANK  INSIDE
1679.7 South 80 80 80 Railroad Tie Outside 1646.5 NORTH a o B0 cable ANCH'D AT HI BANK  INSIDE
1667.5 South 30 30 30 0 Inside 1682.3 Soulh 15 135 265 0 Qutside
1665.1 South 20 20 20 0 Outside 1686.7 Soulh 140 140 450 0 Inside
1669.8 South 180 180 180 Cable to RIR Tie Outside 1683,2 North o 435 535 Ralinoed Tie Inside
1620.8 North NA N/A N/A Steel T post Outside 1786.2 Morth o 0 [ 0 Ouiside
1704.4 South 270 270 30 0 Outside 1761.9 North 400 400 40 0 Inside
1716.4 South 35 35 35 0 OUTSIDE 1781 Morth 400 400 0 0 Qutside
1702.1 North 100 100 0 0 Inside 1619,1 Sauth 310 310 310 Mo Inside
1716.4 South 240 240 0 0 Inside 1633.2 Soulh 260 260 360 T post Outsidde
1713.9 South 0 0 0 0 Inside 1632.4 Saulh 130 130 130 Raiioad Tie Outside
1702.5 South 140 140 140 0 Inside 1631,2 South 500 500 500 Tee post Outside
1761.9 North 300 300 0 0 Outside 1704.9 Morth 140 140 7 Ma Inside

1765 North 240 240 100 0 Outside 1705.8 Nostn 170 170 7 Mo Outside
1731.4 South 80 80 None . 0 Outside 16001 Modth GO0 600 700 0 MiA
1703.8 North 72 72 72 No Outside 0 Nostn 550 550 600 0 Outsides
1745.1 South 0 0 0 0 Inside 17456 Soull o0 a0 nonoe nfa Inside
1664.3 South 370 370 740 Pole Tied with Cable Outside 17061 South 0 o o 0 Outside

1658 South 70 70 70 To post Outside 17025 South 120 120 20 0 Straight
1657.5 South 140 140 140 Fence Post Outside 17027 Soulh B5 a5 20 0 Outside
1706.2 South 120 120 120 Cable to stump Outside 1T15.8 SOUTH 0 20 @00 0 Cutside
1603.7 South 270 270 270 Fence Post Outside 1616.7 South 100 100 no HiA Inside
1627.4 South 0 0 0 Railroad Tie Outside 16155 South 350 50 350 Raroad Tie Cutsicle:

1609 South 600 600 600 No Inside 16463 South 150 150 140 Caile to Rakmad Tia Cutside
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15848 Morth 1
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[L0100024]

MASTERMANUAL NWD02

From: hal kantrud [halk995@daktel. com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2002 12:44 PM
To: Mastemrmanual

Subject: comment

The 300-member Stutsman County (North Dakota) Wildlife Club supports the
Flexible Flow Alternative for the Master Manual.

Sincerely,

Hal Kantrud
Secretary

02/28/02 THU 13:21 FAX 573 635 9009

MISSOURI
MUNICIPAL

JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65109-5675

@oo1

MO MUNI LEAGUE -

MAYOR. KIRKWOOR/

IMMEDIATE PAST PRESIDENT: KAREN MESSERLI. MAYOR. LEE'S SUMMIT

DIRECTORS: JOSEPH ADAMS, MAYOR, UNIVERSITY CITY'; RAY BECK. CITY MANAGER, COLUMGIA, DANIEL
BRUNGARD, ALDERMAN. O'FALLON; MILT CHISUM, ALDEAMAN. BYRNES MILL: BONNIE SUE COOPER.
COUNCILMCMBER, KANSAS CITY: MARTIN CORCORAN, CITY MANAGER, MAPLEWOOD: TRACY EDINGTON.
COUNCILMEMBER, POPLAR BLUTT: GON! HADDEN. COUNCILMFMEER. LIBERTY; CHARLES KEMPER, MAYOR,
TROY; JAMES McKENZIE. COUNCILMEMBEH, NEVADA; REX MENEELY. COUNCILMEMBER. KIRKSVILLE: ANTHONY
MONAGO. MAYOH, GLENDALE: DANIEL MURPHY, FINANCE DIRCCTOR. ROLLA: RICHARD RUSSELL.
COUNGILMEMBER, JOPLIN; LARI MAYOR, ST. JOSEPH: CITY CLFRK COLLECTOR.
LICKING: KENNARD WHITFIELD, MAYOR, ROCK HILL"; HARRY WILSON. MAYOR, GRANDVIEV/"; HOWARD
WRICHT. CIY ATTORNEY, SPRINGHELD: PATRICIA YORK. MAYOR, ST. CHARLES

LEAGUE

1727 SOUTHRIDGE DRIVE

“PAST PRESIDENTS

PHONE: (573) 635-13¢
FAX: (573) 635-9003
www.mocitles.com

GARY S. MARKENSON, EXECUTI\ ¥ DIRECTOR
OFFICIAL PUBLICATION: MISSOURI MUNICIPAL REVIEW / MEMBER: NATIONAL | AGUL OF CITIE 3

]

February 27, 2002

Ms. Rose Hargrave

Master Manual Project Leader
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division

12565 W. Center Road
Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Attn: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
Dear Ms. Hargrave:

On behalf of the Missouri Municipat League, | would like to express our desire that the current
water control plan (CWCP) be maintained as the guidance plan for Missouri River Master
Manual operations. Of the alternatives currently under consideration by the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (Corps), we support the CWCP as the alternative of choice for the following
reasons.

First, a man-made “spring rise” has the potential to adversely affect flood control and inland
agricultural drainage. Any flood events or inland drainage problems resulting from the Fcs
release of additional water from Gavins Point are “significant” to the individuals experiencing

the event. The Corps admittedly does not have the ability to accurately forecast rain events IntD 1

or rain runoff and can, therefore, release water in advance of major rainstorm creating flood
devastation to municipalities along the river.

Second, higher reservoir levels reduce the water commitment to downstream states
impacting future water supplies needed for irrigation, municipal drinking water, river
commerce and water quality standard permitting.

]

Third, summer flows reduced to “minimum” navigation levels or below from June 21 to
September 1 will devastate congressionally authorized river commerce on the Missouri River Nav 12
and adversely impact Mississippi River operations in the “bottleneck” reach between Cairo, Iy |Miss 4
and St. Louis, MO. Interruption or cessation of Missouri River commerce will negatively

impact transportation of agricultural commodities and inputs and industrial goods.

Fourth, flow reductions may also jeopardize the ability of utilities that draw Missouri River
cooling water to meet the electricity needs of their customers during both the hot summer
months when demand is at its highest and winter months when flows are normally the lowest.

MoPowel

Water supply users and wastewater operations may also be affected by water quality issues as
discharges are made into a lower flowing river. |WQ 1.2
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Nie., Rrme Hargrive -2- Fehrary 37, 2002

Far these reasans, | urge the Coms to continue wsing the CWEP &5 the guidance plan for
iisnaurt RIVET FriBnagernet.

Sthceraly,
MSULED MUNICIFAL LEAGLE

M, Fiboran.

Gary Markensan
Exccutve Dlrcchor

GiAfta

L0100027

BREENDERD

ATTORNEYS A

ARG

February 27, 2002

LAW

Via FedEx (overnight delivery)

Project Manager

Master Manual Review and Update
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144

The MO-ARK Association, through its counsel, hereby respectfully submits additional
written c¢ for the administrative record on the Revised Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Missouri River Master Water Control Manual (“RDEIS”). The RDEIS is
deficient in the following respects:

1. The scoping process was defective in that it failed to consider the environmental impacts of waQ 18, 15
the alternatives on the Total Maximum Daily Load (“TMDL”) Program set forth in Section 303
of the Clean Water Act. 33 U.S.C. § 1313(d); 40 C.F.R. § 1501.7(c) and § 1502.9(c).

2. The portion of the RDEIS on water quality and the impact of the alternatives on National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) permits issued pursuant to Section 402 of
the Clean Water Act is “so inad te as to preclud ingful analysis” and therefore the

United States Army Corps of Engineers (“Corps”) “must prepare and circulate a revised draft of

the appropriate portion.” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a). @
circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns” that bear “on the proposed -
action or its impacts.” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(c)(ii). New census data is available that shows

marked increases of the piping plover population, and critical habitat has been and will be @
designated for the wintering and breeding populations respectively of the Northern Great Plains

Piping Plover.

3. The Corps must prepare a supplement to the RDEIS since there “are significant new

A. Scoping Process Defective for Failure to Consider TMDLs

The scoping process was defective in that it failed to consider the environmental impacts
of the alternatives on the TMDL Program set forth in Section 303 of the Clean Water Act. 33
U.S.C. § 1313(d); 40 C.F.R. § 1501.7(c) and § 1502.9(c). The Corps does not give any
consideration to the potential impacts the alternatives may have on the TMDL program
implemented by the states. TMDLs are developed for those listed waters for which technology-
based NPDES permit limits are not sufficient to provide attainment of water quality standards
necessary to protect designated uses. Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act requires TMDLs for
all waters for which effluent limitations are not sufficient to meet water quality standards. 33

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
THE TABOR CENTER 1200 17TH STREET, SUITE 2400 DENVER, COLORADO 80202
303-572-6500 FAX 303-572-6540 www.gtlaw.com

Miami NEW YORK WASHINGTON, D.C. ATLANTA PHILADELPHIA TYSONS CORNER CHICAGO BOSTON PHOENIX WILMINGTON LOS ANGELES DENVER

Sio PAULO FORT LAUDERDALE BoCA RATON WEST PALM BEACH ORLANDO TALLAHASSEE
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U.S.C. § 1313 (d)(1)(A), (C). By design, TMDLs are more stringent than water quality-based
criteria developed under Section 301 of the CWA.

In light of this distinction between technology-based criteria and TMDLs, the Corps
should evaluate the potential impacts the alternatives may have upon both the ability of permitted
entities to comply with TMDLSs contained in NPDES permits, and the continuing viability of
TMDLs that were developed based on assumptions and models under the Current Water Control
Plan. The Corps’ qualitative references to potential impacts on “water quality” associated with
the alternatives ignores the potential impacts on more stringent and sensitive TMDLs.

In order to satisfy its obligations to review and address environmental impacts under
NEPA, the Corps must revise the scope of issues identified for review in connection with the
RDEIS and must further supplement the RDEIS to address these critical TMDL concerns raised
by commenters. These TMDL concerns present significant environmental impacts, and should
have been included in the scoping process.

A TMDL is the sum of those waste load allocations (WLAs) of a given pollutant from
point sources, load allocations (LAs) from nonpoint sources, margins of safety (MOS) to reflect
uncertainty in the calculations, and margins to accommodate discharges from future development
(MFDs) that are necessary to reduce their total in order for the receiving water to meet a state
water quality standard.

TMDL = WLA + LA + MOS + MFD

Once established, waste load allocations derived through the TMDL process are incorporated
into NPDES permits issued to entities discharging into affected water bodies.

TMDLs are developed through a process that relies upon mathematical modeling of
pollutants based on data collected within a hed, including the data ct izing the flow
of individual bodies of water within the watershed. EPA, Guidance for Water Quality-Based
Decisions: The TMDL Process, Introduction, at App. D. (Apr. 1991) [hereinafter the “1991
Guidance”]. States developing TMDLs must examine critical flow conditions, or reasonable
“worst case” conditions, necessary to determine whether water quality standards will be attained.
Id. These conditions will vary depending upon the type of pollutant for which the TMDL is
formulated:

In general, for point sources, continuous discharges present the
greatest stress under low flow, dry weather conditions. For
pollutants transported in runoff, critical conditions will be rainfall-
related, but may occur under a variety of flow conditions. For

1 Houk, Oliver A., The Clean Water Act TMDL Program: Law, Policy, and Implementation, Environmental Law
Institute, Washington D.C. 1999.

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
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NPSs or intermittent point sources, generally, high flow, wet
weather conditions need to be evaluated. For carcinogenic
pollutants, harmonic mean flows may be appropriate.

Id. Logically, existing and planned TMDLs for point sources may be greatly impacted by lower
than expected flows that provide less opportunity for dilution, and TMDLs for non-point sources
may be greatly impacted by higher than expected flows that could increase runoff-related
pollution.

According to the EPA, waste load allocations and load allocations derived through the
TMDL process should incorporate information relating to variations or modifications in flow:

Historically, the water quality-based pollution control program has
focused on reducing the load of chemical i (eg.,
nutrients, biochemical oxygen demand, metals) to waterbodies.
EPA has defined the terms load, loading capacity, and load
allocation in regulations and technical guidance documents so that
wasteload allocations can be calculated. Chemical cc ination
problems will continue to constitute a major portion of pollution
control efforts and the terms “load” and “load reduction” are used
throughout this document. However, it is becoming increasingly
apparent that in some situations water quality standards —
particularly designated uses and biocriteria — can only be attained
if non-chemical factors such as hydrology, channel morphology,
and habitat are also addressed. EPA recognizes that it is
appropriate to use the TMDL process to establish control measures
for quantifiable non-chemical parameters that are preventing the
attainment of water quality standards. Control measures, in this
case, would be developed and implemented to meet a TMDL that
address these parameters in a manner similar to chemical loads.
As methods are developed to address these problems, EPA and the
States will incorporate them into the TMDL process.

1991 Guidance, Introduction, at 5 (emphasis added). The EPA urges states to be sensitive to the
fact that variations in flow or hydrology within a watershed or for a specific water body can
inhibit efforts to attain water quality criteria, and also can substantially complicate efforts to
comply with state and federal TMDLs. Id.

The EPA has approved 801 TMDLs submitted by the states participating in the Missouri
River Basin Association (“MRBA”): Wyoming (153), Montana (209), North Dakota (13), South
Dakota (112), Nebraska (2), Iowa (3), Kansas (286) and Missouri (23). EPA, Total Maximum
Daily Load (TMDL) Program, National Section 303(d) List Fact Sheet (visited Feb. 12, 2002),
<http://oaspub.epa.gov/waters/national_rept.control>. In order to address the potential impacts
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of changing hydrology on TMDL compliance, some states, including Kansas, have begun to
adopt TMDLs governing “flow alteration” for specific water bodies. EPA, Total Maximum
Daily Load (TMDL) Program, Section 303(d) List Fact Sheet for EPA Region 7 (visited Feb. 12,
2002), <http://oaspub.epa.gov/waters/region_rept.control/p_region=7> (providing link to Kansas
flow alteration). In EPA Region VII, which consists of Iowa, Kansas, Missouri and Nebraska,
TMDLs have been approved for the following pollutants: nutrients, fecal coliform, sulfate,
dissolved oxygen, pH, chloride, noxious aquatic plants, sediment, chlordane, unionized
ammonia, BOD, chlorides, chlorine, non-filterable residue, atrazine, ammonia, temperature,
nickel, iron, 1 zinc, nitrite/nitrate, boron, fluoride, alachlor,
turbidity and flow alteration. Id.

Many of these TMDLs are based on flows directly related to the Missouri River or its
tributaries. For example, the EPA has approved TMDLs in Montana for stretches of the
Missouri River near Great Falls (fecal coliform), Fort Benton (BODs, TSS, nitrogen and
phosphorous) and Poplar (BODs, phosphorous, nitrogen and TSS). Montana Department of
Envirc 1 Quality, St -y of TMDL Approvals in Montana (visited Feb. 12, 2002)
<http://www.deq.state.mt.us/ppa/mdm/TMDL/summary_of_tmdls.asp>. Many of these
pollutants are concentrated under low flow conditions that are below those relied upon for
dilution in models from which these TMDLs were derived. Similarly, EPA has approved a
TMDL for chlordane in Missouri for the Creve Coeur Lake, a natural oxbow lake formed by the
Missouri River and lying in the Missouri River floodplain, that calls for continuing studies to
insure that chlordane levels remain below 0.3 mg/kg. Missouri Department of Natural
Resources, Total Maximum Daily Load for Creve Coeur Lake, St. Louis Count, Missouri
(approved Nov. 19, 2001),
<http://www.dnr.state.mo.us/deq/wpcp/tmdl/creve_coeur_lake_final_tmdl.pdf>. In the event
chlordane, which is present in soils and mobilized as a pollutant only through runoff in the
Missouri River floodplain, is discovered in increased concentrations, this TMDL must be
reopened and re-evaluated. /d. In this case, chlordane may be conc d under high flow
conditions that are above those relied upon in models from which the chlordane TMDL was
derived.

B. Water Quality and NPDES Permit Impact Analyses are Inadequate

The portion of the RDEIS on water quality and the impact of the alternatives on National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) permits issued pursuant to Section 402 of
the Clean Water Act is “so inadequate as to preclude meaningful analysis” and therefore the
Corps “must prepare and cnrculate a revised draft of the appropriate portion.” 40 C.F.R. §
1502.9(a).

The Corps considers some potential impacts that the alternatives to the Current Water
Control Plan may have upon “water quality,” see §§ 5.4 & 7.4 in the Revised Draft
Envir 1 Impact S for the Missouri River Master Water Control Manual

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP

Project Manager

Master Manual Review and Update
February 27, 2002

Page 5 of 9

(“RDEIS”). Nevertheless, this analysis should not pass muster upon review by the EPA.
Pursuant to NEPA and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, the EPA is required to review

envir | impact and rate them based on the environmental impacts of the
proposed action(s) and the adequacy of the action agency’s analyses. The EPA is required to
comment in depth on those aspects of the EIS over which the EPA has jurisdiction, such as the
Clean Water Act. The EPA assigned the 1994 Draft EIS a rating of EU-3. This rating indicated
that the environmental impacts of the project as proposed were unacceptable and that the quality
of the analyses was inadequate.? Unfortunately, the RDEIS does not provide a substantially
more detailed water quality review.

In Table 5.4-2 of the RDEIS, covering effects of submitted alternatives on the river
reaches of the Missouri River, the Corps states:

There is a lack of available information to determine the critical summer flow at Gavins
Point Dam that could cause aquatic life criteria to be exceeded below flows of 25 kefs. It
seems possible that Lower River flows in combination with lower tributary flows in
combination with lower tributary flows could create conditions that cause aquatic life
criteria to be temporarily exceeded. During drought conditions, there is the possibility
that some water quality criteria with low values may be exceeded in the Missouri River.
Chronic water quality standards may be exceeded in localized river segments. . . .

The analysis under Section 7.4.2 of the RDEIS covering water quality effects of the
alternatives in the river reaches of the Missouri River is somewhat more detailed. It states, in
part, as follows:

Water quality in the Missouri River decreases under the GP1528 option, the potential
starting point option, when the 15-kefs spring rise and the minimum navigation service
flat release at Gavins Point Dam are added to the MCP. Under the GP1528 option, the
summer flows at Gavins Point Dam are lower than the MCP flows. This provides less
downstream dilution of point and nonpoint pollutants. This lack of dilution may
periodically affect aquatic life and recreational use water quality. . . .

The GP2021 option has the 20-kefs spring rise above full service navigation and 25/21-
kefs split summer release from Gavins Point Dam. The reduced summer release
discharge relative to that of the GP1528 option causes less dilution of pollution entering

? See, Policy and Procedures for the Rawew of Federal A ctwru Impac!mg the Environment, EPA Office of Federal
Activities, October 3, 1984, A dix: “EU- y The EPA review has identified
adverse environmental impacts that are of sufficient itud that they are i 'y from the dpoint of
public health or welfare of environmental quality. EPA intends to work with the lead agency to reduce these
impacts. If the potential unsatisfactory impacts are not corrected at the final EIS stage this proposal will be
recommended for referml to the CEQ Category 3—Inadequate EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately
assesses i impacts of the action . . .” See also Summary of Rating Definitions,
66 FR 27647 (May 18, 2001).

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
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the river. Summer low-flow conditions may negatively affect aquatic life and
recreational uses due to a loss of pollutant dilution and may require reduced powerplant
thermal discharges to the river. The effects of a change to the GP1521 option are similar
because the summer low flows are similar under both GP options. With a change in only
the spring rise amount from 15 kcfs to 20 kcfs, as with the GP2028 option, no change in
water quality is expected in the Missouri River relative to the GP1528 option.

Nevertheless, with 5,178 NPDES permits in the Missouri River Basin as of about the
beginning of December 2001, the magnitude of the impacts of both low summer flows and
spring rises must be analyzed in greater detail to meet the requirements of EPA policy. Further
analysis is especially required since a significant portion of these permits relate to discharges
directly to the Missouri River. (See the enclosed copies of NPDES permit data in response to
Freedom of Information Act requests to EPA Regions 7 and 8, labeled “Freedom of Information
Act Request Number 07-RIN-00053-02, EPA Region 7, volumes 1, 2 and 3; Freed om of
Information Act Request 08-RIN-31-02, Ref: 8ENF-PT, volumes 1 and 2.” The response letter
from EPA Region 7 is dated December 4, 2001, and the response letter from EPA Region 8 is
dated November 19, 2001.)

Appendix B of the RDEIS appropriately lists Tribal and State water quality standards,’
but the RDEIS does not specifically evaluate whether such standards will be met under the
alternatives. In letters sent to the states on or about May 2001, the EPA stated that one of the
significant concerns that contributed to the adverse rating of the 1994 Draft EIS was the failure
of it “to analyze compliance of the alternatives . . . with EPA-approved state water quality
standards, including designated beneficial uses, water quality criteria, anti-degradation policy,
and any applicabl 1 ion procedures.”

The EPA letters go on to state that, as the action agency, the Corps is required to perform
such an analysis. “If a particular alternative violates state water quality standards, EPA would
rate it as environmentally unacceptable.” Even from the scant analysis provided in the RDEIS, it
is apparent that the GP 1528 (“lack of dilution may periodically affect aquatic life and
recreational use water quality”), GP 2021 (“may require reduced powerplant thermal discharges
to the river”), and GP 1521 (“no change in water quality is expected in the Missouri River
relative to the GP1528 option,” which option may periodically affect aquatic life and recreational

3 Since no Missouri River basin Tribes have been authorized to administer the NPDES program, the EPA issues
NPDES permits for discharges to Tribal waters and enforces the standards for the State in which the Reservation is
located (40 C.F.R. § 122.31); the Fort Peck Reservation has approved water quality standards; Montana Admin.
Code 17.30.620 et seq.; North Dakota Admin. Code 33-16-02.1 et seq.; South Dakota Admin. Code, Article 74:51 et
seq.; lowa Admin. Code 567-61.2 et seq.—“For those waters of the state designated as high quality or high quality
resource waters and the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, any proposed activity that will adversely impact the
existing physical, chemical, or biological integrity of that water will not be consistent with lowa’s water quality
standards.” 61.2 (1)(g); Nebraska Admin. Code tit. 117, Chap. 4: “For the Missouri River, from the South Dakota—
nebraska state line near Ft. Randall Dam to Sioux City, Iowa, the maximum temperature limit is 85° F (29° C) with
an allowable change of 4° F (2° C) from natural. 003.01B; Kansas Admin. Reg. 28-16-28b and 28c; Missouri, 10
CSR 20-7.031 and 10 CSR 20-7.015.
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use water quality) options will violate state water quality standards.* Therefore, they are
environmentally unacceptable and cannot be implemented.

With respect to water quality standards, please note that to determine a total daily load
under an NPDES permit, one must calculate the amount of a pollutant that can be added to a
given quantity of water, assuming a known amount of assimilation, without ding an overall
concentration of the pollutant in the water body. Obviously, a significant change in the flow

from that analyzed by the permit writer would affect compliance with the permit.

Moreover, the RDEIS does not correlate reduced water quality to impacts on the
endangered pallid sturgeon. State water quality standards contain biological criteria for species
(see footnote 3). For example, Nebraska regulations state that “[aJny human activity causing
water pollution which would significantly impact or displace an identified ‘key species’ shall not
be allowed . . . “Key species” include the pallid sturgeon.®

Pollution is a likely threat to the pallid sturgeon over much of its range. Recovery Plan
for the Pallid Sturgeon, USFWS, November 7, 1993, at p. 14.

Pollution of the Missouri River by organic wastes from towns, packing houses, and
stockyards was evident by the early 1900’s and continued to increase as populations grew
and additional industries were established along the river (Whitley and Campbell 1974).
Due to the identified presence of a variety of pollutants, numerous fish-harvest and
consumption advisories have been issued over the last decade or two from Kansas City,
Missouri, to the mouth of the Mississippi River. This rep about 45 percent of the
pallid sturgeon’s range.

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB’s), cadmium, mercury, and selenium have been detected
at elevated concentrations in tissue of three pallid sturgeon collected from the Missouri
River in Norht Dakota and Nebraska. Detectable concentrations of chlordane, DDE,
DDT, and dieldrin also were found (Ruelle and Keenlyne 1991). Abandoned landfills,
mines, sewage treatment plants, and industries have a high potential to contaminate pallid
sturgeon habitats in several States. . . .

The prolonged egg maturation cycle of the pallid sturgeon (Conte et al. 1988), combined
with an inclination for certain contaminants to be concentrated in eggs (Ohlendorf et al.
1981; Eisler 1986), could make contaminants a likely agent of adversely affecting
developing eggs, development of embryos, or survival of fry, and thereby reduce
reproductive success (Ruelle and Keenlyne 1991).

* Water quality-based criteria are narrative or numeric standards set at levels necessary to protect “designated uses”
established by states for individual water bodies. 33 U.S.C. §§ 1281(b), 1314(b), 1316 & 1317.

5 Nebraska Admin. Code, tit. 117, chap. 4—003.01G.

© Id. At003.01G1.
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1d. See also “Review of Missouri River Management Alternatives and Development of a
Preferred Alternative,” Missouri River Technical Committee of the Siouxland Chamber of
Commerce, February 18, 2002, pages 23—26, placed on the administrative record for the
RDEIS.

C. Significant New Information

The Corps must prepare a supplement to the RDEIS since there “are significant new
circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and bearing on the proposed
action or its impacts.” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(c)(ii). New census data is available that shows
marked increases of the piping plover population, and critical habitat has been and will be
designated for the wintering and breeding populations respectively of the Northern Great Plains
Piping Plover. Please see the letter from Robert J. Vincze of Greenberg Traurig, LLP, as
attorney for the MO-ARK Association and the Missouri Levee & Drainage District Association
to the Program Manager, Master Manual Review and Update, dated February 11, 2002, with an
attachment, placed on the administrative record for the RDEIS. See also “Review of Missouri
River Management Alternatives and Development of a Preferred Alternative,” Missouri River
Technical Committee of the Siouxland Chamber of Commerce, February 18, 2002, pages 8—12,
placed on the administrative record for the RDEIS.

In summary, field data for the 2001 International Piping Plover Census shows that plover
numbers along the Missouri River have grown 470 percent in the last five years and 140 percent
in the decade. In the U.S. Northern Great Plains, piping plover numbers increased 25 percent in
five years. (Environment News Service: AmeriScan: January 25, 2002, article attached.) The
census is scheduled for formal release in March 2002.

The very significant and substantial increase in the plover population along the Missouri
River under the present Master Water Control Manual indicates that conclusions drawn in the
Biological Opinion are erroneous and that the reasonable and prudent alternatives set forth
therein may not be reasonable or prudent. Furthermore, the resurgence of the piping plover in
the last five years is not due to flows associated with the MCP or any of the GP alternatives set
forth in the RDEIS. In support of the foregoing statement, I attach data from the U.S. Geological
Survey, published daily mean streamflow data for the Missouri River at Sioux City, Iowa, at
Nebraska City, Iowa and at Kansas City, Missouri for the period from March 1, 1997 through
December 31, 2001.
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Significant new information also is contained in the final determination of critical habitat
for wintering piping plovers made on July 10, 2001, after the Biological Opinion was issued. (66
F.R. 36038). In addition, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service also published a proposed rule to
designate critical habitat for the northern Great Plains breeding population of the piping plover
on June 12,2001. (66 F.R. 31760.) The final rule may be issued in the spring of 2002.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert J. Vikcze ;
Attorney for the MO-ARK Association

attachment
enclosures
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KIRK DRAINAGE DISTRICT
Larry Maguire, Chairman
Carol Maguire, Trustee
Marion Maguire. Trustee

Resolution

RESOLUTION URGING THE UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF
ENGINEERS TO RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR
THE FINAL BIOLOGICAL OPINION ON THE OPERATION OF THE
MISSOURI RIVER MAIN STEM RESERVOIR SYSTEM AND ADDRESS
IDENTIFIED PROBLEMS

WHEREAS, The United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release higher
than normal flows down the Missouri River in the spring and fall and release
substantially lower flows in the summer; and

WHEREAS, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and the
recreational uses of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin’s Point
Dam in Yankton, South Dakota; and

WHEREAS, changes in Missouri River water levels could move nearby contaminants to
Harrison County well fields and result in a loss of public drinking water supplies and
create a danger to public health; and

WHEREAS, valuable farmland will be exposed to potential flooding, drainage problems
and adverse groundwater conditions; and

WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift

transportation to rail and trucks, resulting higher transportation costs and straining the
ground transportation infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage |
months; and

WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent
opportunities for public review and input regarding river management plans; and |

WHEREAS, as trustees of the Kirk Drainage District, changes in water levels could |
damage the ditches and cause flooding of farmland and cities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TRUSTEES OF THE KIRK
DRAINAGE DISTRICT, that the United States Corps of Engineers be urged to
reconsider and address and solve the aforementioned problems before implementing the
proposed changes in the draft implementation plan.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 21st day of February, 2002.
g N

e N
ATTEST:-C A eeslbdds & 203 Doz
Elizabeth Lenz, Clerk 2 Larry Ma;

i

2

277 o
ire, Chairmaan
4

B

>

FC8
Rec 4,6,10

FC8
IntD 1
GwW 2

Other - 60

UPPER BOYER DRAINAGE DISTRICT

Ron Kersten, Chairman
Larry Maguire, Trustee
Kenneth Sullivan, Trustee

Resolution

RESOLUTION URGING THE UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF
ENGINEERS TO RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR
THE FINAL BIOLOGICAL OPINION ON THE OPERATION OF THE
MISSOURI RIVER MAIN STEM RESERVOIR SYSTEM AND ADDRESS
IDENTIFIED PROBLEMS

WHEREAS, The United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release higher
than normal flows down the Missouri River in the spring and fall and release
substantially lower flows in the summer; and

WHEREAS, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and the
recreational uses of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin’s Point
Dam in Yankton, South Dakota; and

WHEREAS, changes in Missouri River water levels could move nearby contaminants to
Harrison County well fields and result in a loss of public drinking water supplies and
create a danger to public health; and

WHEREAS, valuable farmland will be exposed to potential flooding, drainage problems
and adverse groundwater conditions; and

WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift
transportation to rail and trucks, resulting higher transportation costs and straining the
ground transportation infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage
months; and

WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent
opportunities for public review and input regarding river management plans; and

WHEREAS, as trustees of the Upper Boyer Drainage District, changes in water levels |

could damage the ditches and cause flooding of farmland and cities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TRUSTEES OF THE UPPER
BOYER DRAINAGE DISTRICT, that the United States Corps of Engineers be urged

FC8

Rec 6, 10

FC8
IntD 1
GwW 2

Other 93

to reconsider and address and solve the aforementioned problems before impl ing
the proposed changes in the draft implementation plan.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 21st day of February,
s S

ATTESTE 2o otil T

Elizableth Lenz, Clerk -=f
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Harrison County

Board of Supervisors, 111 N Second Ave., Logan, 1A 51546
Robert V. Smith, Chairman
Rolland A. Roberts, Member
Larry King, Member

Resolution

RESOLUTION URGING THE UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS TO
RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR THE FINAL
BIOLOGICAL OPINION ON THE OPERATION OF THE MISSOURI RIVER MAIN
STEM RESERVOIR SYSTEM AND ADDRESS IDENTIFIED PROBLEMS

WHEREAS, The United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release higher than
normal flows down the Missouri River in the spring and fall and release substantially lower
flows in the summer; and

WHEREAS, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and the recreational o8

uses of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin’s Point Dam in Yankton,)

South Dakota; and Rec6, 10
WHEREAS, changes in Missouri River water levels could move nearby cc i to

Harrison County well fields and result in a loss of public drinking water supplies and create a |WQ ? |
danger to public health; and

WHEREAS, valuable farmland will be exposed to potential flooding, drainage problems and ;?D81
adverse groundwater conditions; and Gw2

WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift transportation to
rail and trucks, resulting higher transportation costs and straining the ground transportation
infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage months;|
and

WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent opportunities for
public review and input regarding river management plans; and

WHEREAS, as trustees of certain Harrison County drainage districts, changes in water levels |
could damage the ditches and cause flooding of farmland and cities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE HARRISON COUNTY BOARD OF | [Groos
SUPERVISORS, that the United States Corps of Engineers be urged to reconsider and address
and solve the aforementioned problems before implementing the proposed changes in the draft
implementation plan.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 14" day of February, 2002.
ATTEST: a!fl

LVL\,?}”J‘VLLM Qa LotV m

Susan Bonham, Auditor Robert V. Smith, Chairman

JAMES L FLETCHER
P. O. Box 336
Gideon, MO 63848

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwest Division

Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Gentlemen:

I thank you for letting me speak at this hearing on the future
of the Missouri river, which also impacts on the Mississippi river.

My name is James Fletcher and I live at Gideon, Missouri. I
am a farmer and a member of the Board of Supervisors of The Little
River Drainage District, with offices here in Cape Girardeau.

Since the beginning of organized civilization rivers have
played an important part in the devleopment and growth of the
world.

This nation is blessed with one of the greatest systems in the
world--the Mississippi, the Missouri, and the Ohio. This system
drains flood waters from most of the land between the Rocky
mountains and the Appalacian mountains. Not only is it the
greatest storm drain system, but it furnishes this country with an
irreplacable transportation system.

The railroads of the nation and particularly in my immediate
area have apparently abdicated much of their responsibility to move
our production from one place th another.

Our highways are not now capable of handling the overload that
would result in the closing of our rivers as a means of handling
the production of this nation. I recently heard a speaker tell how
many hundreds of thousands of trucks that would be needed to handle
the freight now being handled by our rivers.

In my own particular area, the Mississippi river is the only
means of getting our farm production to the export markets.

Sincerely,

Qo (b

James L. Fletcher
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4653 Colfax Ave. S.
Minneapolis, MN 55409
February 15, 2002

Rose Hargrave

Master Manual Project leader
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division

12565 W. Center Road
Omaho, NE 68144-3869

Dear Ms. Hargrave:

T am writing to urge you to change to was that the Corps manages the dams on the
Missouri River. Iam concerned that the river has been managed for the benefit of a few
barges, but at the expense of wildlife, natural habitat, recreation, and tourism.

I write as a citizen and also as a board ber of the Mississippi Whi
Development Corporation. We have had a very satisfying relationship with the Corps in
our community. They have been enthusiastic about d

of the Mississippi in our city. In our case, of course, supporting recreation did not
involve any change in the water levels between dams. The case of the Missouri may be

much more contentious because we are asking to stop controlling the natural rise and fall

of the river and I understand that there are commercial navigators that desire such
control. Nevertheless, the Corps should consider the environment at least as mugh as
comuncicial interests. The river belongs to everyore, not ondy those who navigate it.

Thank you,
Stephen W. Smith, MD

Board Member
Mississippi Whitewater Development Corporation

Gz
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loping the recreational potential

L0100033

General David Fastabend

USACE Northwestern Division: MO River Master Manual Review
12565 West Center Rd.

Omaha NE. 68144-3869

Dear General Fastabend,
My name is Eric Niemann and I am a farmer, and Chairman of the Atchison- Doniphan

Levee District 15-45 at Atchison Kansas. I would like to make comments concerning the
proposed changes in the flow of the Missouri river.

First of all, landowners, farmers, busi owners, and icipalities have i d years
of work and derive their livelihood from land that borders the river. My family cannot
operate our farm when artificial influences affect the flow of the river that could magnify
nature’s events. I would ask that you would consider human lives and private property
rights when considering your options.

Field data from the 2001 International Piping Plover Census shows that plover numbers
along the Missouri have grown 470 percent in the last five years.

Navigable waterways are an efficient way to move 2.3 billion tons of the nation’s
domestic and foreign commerce. According to the U.S. Department of Transportation,
demands on the waterway system are expected to double by 2020. I would rather see a
15 barge tow than meet 900 semi’s on our worn out highways.

At 17 feet river stage at Atchison Kansas we close our evacuation flood gates. A 4 foot |
Int

rise would cause considerable problems for our levee district. A lot of rain can fall after a
large release that cannot be taken back.

I would close in asking that common sense be used and consideration of human lives be

used when planning for management of the Missouri River in the years ahead.

Thank you for your consideration.

77 —
Eric Niemann

796 Greeley Road
Nortonville Kansas 66060

v
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MASTERMANUAL NWDO2

From: John Goode [Riterauctioni@earthink nat]
Bent: Sunday, Novermnber 25, 2001 708 PM
Te: Masber Manual Project Leader Rose Hagrave
Subject: Missauri River Master Manual ROEIS

Jaonn  Gooda
3403 H HWY
orrick, , MO 64077

Howember 25, 2001

Master Hanual Project Leader Rose Hargrawve
o, Army Corpe of Engineers, Northwestern Division

12565 Waat Canter Road
Omaha, NE G8144-31B63

Master Manual Project Leader Hargrave:

Ma. Hargrave,
I connmend or the work it has done the past 50 or more

g <t channel for barges, and preventing spring

ApoFEARE bo farmers Along the Missouri River.

yaars., Ma
£looda §a8 wary

Sincerely,

Jahn Goode, Sec. Treas,, Tri-County Drainage Ddst.

FC &

Hee .13

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division

COMMENT Forin
MISSOURI RIVER MASTER MANUAL R0 15

Contact Information:

Name: /JQ/%&.I /ﬁg,ug,,\ = %@%M
Address: D0 & - EaaTiciay £
City, State, Zip: 540-444 Qﬂ»‘lﬂ\

e-mail address:

RV -Fe 'y

We welcome your mailed or faxed comments. Fax number: (402) 697-2504. Comment categories are provided
in the newsletter.

Comments:

Choose a category/categories for gach comment from the list provided in the newsletter,
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3.

Category(ies):

10200001

Resolution #2002-02
A resolution urging the United Sates Army Corps of Engineers to reconsider its Draft
Implementation Plan for the Final Biological Opinion on the Operation of the Missouri
River Main Stem Reservoir System that proposes to release higher than normal flows in
the spring and fall and release substantially lower flows in the summer.

Whereas, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and the recreational
uses of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin’s Point Dam in
Yankton, South Dakota; and

Whereas, increased spring flows will cause undue bank erosion; and

Whereas, increased spring flows will result in further degradation; and

Whereas, valuable farmland will be exposed to potential flooding, drainage problems and
adverse groundwater conditions; and

Whereas, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift transportation
to rail and trucks, resulting higher transportation costs and straining the transportation
infrastructure; and

Whereas, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage
months; and

WAPA 3
[orero ]

Whereas, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent opportunities for
public review and input regarding river management plans;

Now, therefore, be it resolved, by the County of Union County, South Dakota, that the
United States Corps of Engineers be urged to address and solve the aforementioned
problems before impl ing the proposed ct in the Draft Implementation Plan.

Rogea Boldenow, Chairman

Board of Commissioners

Vote of Commissioners: 5 aye, 0 nay.
Dated this 19" day of February 2002.

Attest: C!mwQ KU\,WW%M
Carol Klumper, County Auditor
Union County

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY



Y00z ya1ejy

|e207 -/ uopoes ‘z Jed 9G¢-2d

SI34 ajepdn pue mairay

jenuepy [013U0D IS} JO}SEY JOAIY LINOSSIY

CARROLL COUNTY COMMISSION

David Martin, Eastern Dist. Nelson Heil, Presiding Donald Vantrump, Western Dist.

8 S. Main, Suite 6, Carrollton, MO 64633 * Phone: (660) 542-0615 * Fax: (660) 542-0621

October 29, 2001

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Northwestern Division
Attn: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

12565 W. Center Rd.

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

To Whom It May Concern:

The Carroll County Commission does hereby go on record as being in opposition to the spring rise - low
summer and fall rise (split season) for the following reasons:

15 The increase releases most surely would put water against the levees regardless
of normal run-off below Gavins Point.
2. The seep-water from this high river would prevent many fields from being
planted.
Sincerely,

Ne;é Heil, Presiding CBmmissioner

David Martin, Eastern District Commissioner

nald Vantrump, Western District Commissione

CCC/hab

10200003

MONONA COUNTY, IOWA
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Richard C. Merritt Sr., West District
Stanley Skow, N.E. District
Lester Nordaker, S.E. District

Monona County Courthouse 610 Iowa Ave., Onawa, IA 51040
Telephone (712) 423-1585

US ARMY CORP OF ENGINEERS NORTHWESTERN DIVISION
Attn: Mi i River | RDEIS

12565 West Center Road

Omaha NE 68144-3869

Gentlemen:

We are opposed to the changes proposed in the RDEIS from the CWCP for the
following reasons:

1. Adverse efforts on drainage in the critical spring period — raised ground water
table and holding water back in local ditches and streams, does not appear
research done in Monona County on its effects.

| HPower 18

2. Disruptive effect on power production in peak demand periods.

WAPA 3

EnsSp 12

4. High flow rates further degregate the channel, doing away with more local
habtzt,

3. Question beneficial effects on threatened and endangered species. To much
questionable science has been used.

5. If the master plan would go into effect without any changes, you could add
the family farm and related agricultural operations to the list of endangered
species.

In conclusions some adaptive management might be tried to see if there is a
basis for the claimed science.

Respectfully submitted,

Monona County, Iowa Board of Supervisors
z e
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1972-2002

President
Betty Knight,
Platte County

President-Elect
Gerald Jones,
Cape Girardeau County

2nd Vice President
Gary Mallory,
Cass County

3rd Vice President
Darrel King,
Moniteau County

Treasurer
Mary Berry,
DeKalb County

Past President
Tom Herbst,
Franklin County

Missouri Association Of Counties

516 East Capitol Avenue, P.0. Box 234, Jefferson City, MO 65102-0234
Telephone: (573) 634-2120  Fax: (573) 634-3549 Web Site: www.mocounties.com
Ross D. “Dick” Burke, Executive Director

January 15, 2002

Brig. Gen. David Fastabend

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division

Attn: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Dear Brig. Gen. David Fastabend:

1 am enclosing for your reference resolutions adopted by the memberships of
both the Missouri Association of Counties, and the County Commissioners
Association of Missouri regarding the United States Army Corps of
Engineers proposed water flow control plan.

Our members share the concerns of many other Missourians who are fegrful
of the potential damage this plan would cause. Thank you for your
consideration of our position with respect to this very critical issue.
Sincerely,

oA
Dick Burke

Executive Director

enclosures

RESOLUTION IN OPPOSITION OF THE U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS’
PROPOSED WATER FLOW CONTROL PLAN

WHEREAS, the United States Congress has assigned to the U.S. Army Gorps of Engineers the
responsibility of managing the inland waterway system of the United States for the primary
purposes of flood control and navigation, and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers has developed, and is currently considering, a

plan for the Mi i River which would include an increase in water flow levels
during the spring and fall seasons, as well as restricting navigation by barge traffic to limited
portions of the year, excluding summer and winter, and

WHEREAS, the Missouri Assaciation of Counties is of the collective opinion that the Water Flow

-and Control Mar cnk Plen. iy bei idered for adoplion by the Cotpe of
Engineers will result in an increased threat to public safety by causing greater potential for flooding

in communities adjacent to the Missouri River and its tributaries due the increased volumes of Fc8
water during wet seasons and that such flooding will resutt in greater damage and costs to repair

public infrastructure, as well as private property loss, and

WHEREAS, the Missouri Association of Counties also believes that a shortened navigation season
for barge tratfic will result in an economic detriment to the state of Missouri by placing a greater
burden on other modes of surface transportation, such as highway and rail, which are currently
stretched to over-capacity, and
WHEREAS, the Missouri Association of Counties recognizes that as a matter of national interest

and security, it is necessary to maintain a system of transportation venues that can capably move

large volumes of materials and supplies over distance efficiently so as to ensure a strong national

defense,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Missouri Association of Counties hereby states its
opposition to the plan currently being considered by the United States Army Corps of Engineers for
the future management of the Missouri River and further desires to respectfully encourage the
Corps of Engineers to utilize the present plan for Missouri River Management which does not
threaten the public safely, sconomic well-being, or national security, as does the currently
considered plan with the elements of increased water flow during wet seasons and split navigation
periods for barge traffic, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be provided to the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Missouri River District; to the Honorable Bob Holden, Govemor of the State of Missouri;
to Missouri Attomey General Jay Nixon; to all members of Missouri’'s United States Congressional
delegation; and to all members of the Missouri General Assembly.
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RESOLUTION IN OPPOSITION OF THE U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS’
PROPOSED WATER FLOW CONTROL PLAN

WHEREAS, the United States Congress has assigned to the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers the responsibility of managing the inland waterway system of the United States
for the primary purposes of flood control and navigation, and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has developed, and is currently
considering, a management plan for the Missouri River which would include an increase
in water flow levels during the spring and fall seasons, as well as restricting navigation by
barge traffic to limited portions of the year, excluding summer and winter, and

WHEREAS, the County Commissioners Association of Missouri is of the collective
opinion that the Water Flow and Control Management Plan currently being considered
for adoption by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will result in an increased threat to
public safety by causing greater potential for flooding in communities adjacent to the
Missouri River and its tributaries due the increased volumes of water during wet seasons
and that such flooding will result in greater damage and costs to repair public
infrastructure, as well as private property loss, and

WHEREAS, the County Commissioners Association of Missouri also believes that a
shortened navigation season for barge traffic will result in an economic detriment to the
state of Missouri by placing a greater burden on other modes of surface transportation,
such as highway and rail, which are currently stretched to over-capacity, and

WHEREAS, the County Commissioners Association of Missouri recognizes that as a
matter of national interest and security, it is necessary to maintain a system of
transportation venues that can capably move large volumes of materials and supplies over
distance efficiently so as to ensure a strong national defense,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the County Commissioners Association of
Missouri hereby states its opposition to the plan currently being considered by the United
States Army Corps of Engi for the future of the Missouri River and
further desires to respectfully encourage the Corps of Engineers to utilize the present plan
for Missouri River Management which does not threaten the public safety, economic
well-being, or national security, as does the currently considered plan with the elements
of increased water flow during wet seasons and split navigation periods for barge traffic,
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be provided to the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Missouri River District; to the Honorable Bob Holden,
Governor of the State of Missouri; to Missouri Attorney General Jay Nixon; to all
members of Missouri’s United States Congressional delegation; and to all members of the
Missouri General Assembly.

10200005

Office of the County Executive

St. Charles County o J&eEOrtwuinh
ount xecutive

December 10, 2001

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwest Division

ATTN: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Dear Sir or Madam:

As County Executive, | am writing on behalf of the citizens of St. Charles County,
Missouri to state the concerns of this community on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
proposal to alter the flow of the Missouri River.

The spring rise called for in the Fish and Wildlife Service’s plan would increase the river
level by up to four feet. St. Charles County, at the confluence of the Missouri and
Mississippi Rivers, has over 100,000 acres of prime farmland that would be seriously
impacted by this increased flow and aggravated flooding. The reduced summer flow
would also cause serious problems for farmers, as it will impact navigation on the River
during harvest season. The serious loss of both productive capability and transportation
for crops and farm products are of great concerns to our citizens.

Whenever the Missouri River overtops the low level agricultural levees in St. Charles
County, over 1/3 of the land mass of St. Charles County is inundated. Not only does
this result in damage to major public infrastructure, but is also leaves entire
communities like Portage Des Sioux isolated. It is then necessary for the National
Guard to be called out to ferry stranded residents to and from essential services,
medical needs and their business occupations. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s
proposed actions will increase the likelihood and frequency of these types of events.

Additionally, there are two municipal sewer plants that would be adversely affected by
the higher water stages. These plants will also be impacted by the reduced summer
flow because the water intakes will be exposed, which may cause water quality
problems.

1 would like to request that the Corps of Engineers continue to research alternative
methods to improve habitat for fish and wildlife that will not have the negative impact on
the economic welfare and infrastructure of St. Charles County.

Executive Office Building * 100 North 3rd Street * Suite 318 « St. Charles, MO 63301
Telephone 636-949-7520 * Fax 636-949-7521
E-mail address: countyex@mail.win.org

FC8

|

WRH 6
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WS, Army Corpe of Enineers COMMENT o -
MISSOURI RIVER MASTER MANUAL
L0200006

Contact Information:

Thank you for your consideration of my comments. Name:

Address:

Sincerely,
City, State, Zip:

e-mail address:

Joe Ortwerth We welcome your mailed or faxed comments. Fax number: (402) 697-2504. Comment categories are provided
County Executive in the newsletter.

Comments:

Choose a category/categories for each comment from the list provided in the newsletter.

1. C y(ies):

I o 4R Cun ceraed. oo ld T be
Feasible. Jo chpul.ﬁ 7 he A(7‘¢\ wafer Leaveld
© Al FowiunTihee XIr oz deplh 13 whaiis doin

7 Ao de»\na’g R S s, ,721/75, n’;;l,w/,_;

1K Neecess m~7 I ha L 1 b «.h onged 7. Frcsey

w e aee d h<av) 7= S g Fovr 2 ANwsbe,

o F T.hese 2a-e 2,

Faibionl) v Apomew cownry
i ARLS S5l e -
RiChardE. R‘e“er N A9 S ME
33151 245th St.
Reliance, SD 57569-5917

2. ¢ ylies):
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PACIFIC JUNCTION PRIDE 2002

CITY OF PACIFIC JUNCTION
407 LINCOLN AVENUE, P.O. BOX 127
PACIFIC JUNCTION, IOWA 51561
(712) 622-8157

February 26, 2002

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Northwest Division

Attention: Missouri River
Master Manual RDEIS

12565 West Center Road
Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869

Re: Resolution 2002-02
To Whom It May Concern:
The City Council of the City of Pacific Junction, Iowa, passed the above-referenced

resolution on February 18, 2002, during a regularly scheduled city council meeting. A
copy of the resolution is enclosed for your ideration.

Resolution 2002-02 urges the Army Corp of Engineers to reconsider the Draft
Implementation Plan for the Missouri River. The current proposed plan will cause
considerable flood damage to the City of Pacific Junction, Iowa, along with other
communities, if the Army Corp of Engineers does not address the issue of flooding along
the Missouri River prior to implementation of the plan.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

m- PN

[ TIT S S 1)
Marci L. Prier
City Clerk

MLP/mlp

C:\My Documents\Letters\Resolution 2002-02 Letter.doc

RESOLUTION 2002-02

RESOLUTION URGING THE UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF
ENGINEERS TO RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT IMPLEMENTATION
PLAN FOR THE FINAL BIOLOGICAL OPINION ON THE
OPERATION OF THE MISSOURI RIVER MAIN STEM RESERVIOR
SYSTEM AND ADDRESS IDENTIFIED PROBLEMS

WHEREAS, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release higher
than normal flows down the Missouri River in the spring and fall while releasing
substantially lower flows in the summer; and

WHEREAS, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and recreational
uses of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin’s Point Dam located
in Yankton, South Dakota; and

‘WHEREAS, changes in the Missouri River water levels could move nearby contaminants
to Sioux City’s well field resulting in the loss of public drinking water supplies and
creating a danger to public health; and

WHEREAS, valuable farmland will be
and adverse groundwater conditions; and

d to potential flooding, drai problems

WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift
transportation to rail and trucks, resulting in higher transportation costs and straining the
ground transportation infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage
months; and

'WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive plans could cir opportunities
for public review and input regarding river management plans.

NOW, THEREOFRE, BE IT RESOLVED
BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC JUNCTION, IOWA

That the United State Army Corps of Engineers be urged to reconsider, address, and
solve the aforementioned p before impl ing the proposed ct in the
Draft Implementation Plan.

ADOPTED AND APPROVED: February 18, 2002

FC8
IntD 8
GW7

ovely, Mayor / Marci L. Prier, City Clerk

Qn ’g/ artest: ) e 4 D
L

Other 10
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CITY OF PLATTSMOUTH
WATER & SEWER DEPARTMENT
P.O. BOX E
PLATTSMOUTH, NE 68048
(402) 296-2176

February 25, 2002

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

North West Division

ATTN: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Re: Missouri River Control Impact Statement
To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is in regard to the proposed changes of flow along the Missouri River
near Plattsmouth. | feel that there needs to be more consideration to the effects
that these changes could ultimately impact the City of Plattsmouths drinking water
wells.

The City of Plattsmouth is a growing community and sometimes struggles to
maintain water needs during dry summer conditions. If the Missouri River levels are
lowered in summer months this would lower static levels in the Citys Well Field
which would cause a reduction in well capacity. Also higher levels in spring time
could cause more flooding which can also effect the City of Plattsmouths Well Field
Area.

The City of Plattsmouth strongly recommends taking a closer look at the possible
impacts that these changes could do to our community.

Sincerely,

City of Plattsmouth
Water & Sewer Department

Gary AL Hellwig, W/' Supt.
gah:lh

L0300002

L0300003

Sioux City

Brigadier General David A. Fastabend
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Dear Brigadier General Fastabend:

The City of Sioux City would like to have the following comments entered into the official record
on “The Final Biological Opinion, Draft Implementation Plan For The Missouri River”. The City
opposes any change in the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Missouri River Master Manual, as it
exists on January 1, 2001, that will adversely affect our economy.

As mayors of cities along the Missouri and Mississppi Rivers, we are writing to express our
concern about management changes proposed for the Missouri River. Seldom do we confront

proposed major federal action as fz and i as ding the operations manual
for this country’s longest river. In addition to our concerns about the proposed changes to
navigation and flood control operations on the Missouri River, we are equally disturbed that the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) has given inadequate attention to the negative impacts

these proposed changes would have to river commerce for states on the Mississippi River.

Citizens of our ities have long d the value of our nation’s inland waterway
system and flood control management. Billions of dollars worth of commodities move annually
on the system, much of it bound for export from our deepwater ports. Flood control benefits have
been estimated at $18 billion by the Corp. It is, therefore, inconceivable that the Corps would
choose to move forward with proposed changes to Missouri River operations without having a
clear and thorough understanding of the negative implications for the entire inland waterway
system and the importance of flood control management.

In closing, we assert that it is absolutely critical that the Corps not abandon its longstanding
commitment to downstream flows on the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers. None of the new
proposals currently being considered by the Corps would adequately support the continued
viability of the entire inland waterway system nor do they address municipal concerns about
potentially serious flooding. We ask that these proposals be withdrawn given these concerns.

Respectfully,

L“\. K”‘*#ﬁ :

Craig S. Berenstein

Mayor of Sioux City Office of the Mayor

405 6th St.
PO. Box 447
Sioux City, 1A 51102
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Brigadier General David A. Fastabend
Page 2
February 27, 2002

CC:  The President
The Vice President
The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld, Secretary of Defense
The Honorable Gale Norton, Secretary of the Interior
The Honorable Ann Veneman, Secretary of Agriculture
The Honorable Norman Mineta, Secretary of Transportation
Mike Parker, Assistant Secretary for Civil Works

.
City of Akron
220 Reed Street
P.O. Box 318
Akron, Iowa 51001
Phone 712-568-2041
Fax 712-568-2122

February 27, 2002

US Army Corps of Engineers

Attn: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 W. Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Army Corps of Engineers

We have recently learned of the proposed changes are you planning to implement in regard to the
Missouri River’s level and flows from Gavin’s Point Dam in Yankton, South Dakota. If the
changes were implemented they would negatively impact our community on several levels.

The City of Akron owns and operates a municipal electric utility. Changes in the releases from
Gavin’s Point Dam affect the amount of hydropower produced for the Western Area Power
Administration (WAPA). While the Corps report shows an overall national increase in the value
of electric power produced under the various proposed river management changes, those
increases come at great regional expense. Reductions in hydropower production during the
summer, when electric usage is at its peak, could force WAPA to make “shortfall purchases”.

HPower 12, 18
WAPA 3

These purchases and the increased costs involved would be passed on to lities with
price increases of up to 21%. With the current economic situation this would create yet another
hardship for our citizens.
We would urge the Corps to reconsider its draft implementation plan on the operation of the
Missouri River main stem reservoir system and ask that the Corp please take the time to address
the identified problems.
Thank you for your attention to our request.
Sincerely,
City of Akron

e WQAM
Lori Martin
City Clerk
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RESOLUTION NO. __0623bOx

RESOLUTION URGING THE UNITED STATES ARMY CORP
OF ENGINEERS TO RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR THE FINAL BIOLOGICAL
OPINION ON THE OPERATION OF THE MISSOURI RIVER
MAIN STEM RESERVOIR SYSTEM AND ADDRESS
IDENTIFIED PROBLEMS.

WHEREAS, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release higher than
normal flows down the Missouri River in the spring and fall and release substantially lower
flows in the summer; and

WHEREAS, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and the recreational uses
of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin’s Point Dam in Yankton, South
Dakota; and

WHEREAS, changes in Missouri River water levels could move nearby contaminants to Sioux
City’s well fields and result in a loss of public drinking water supplies and create a danger to
public health; and

WHEREAS, valuable farmland will be exposed to potential flooding, drainage problems and
adverse groundwater conditions; and

WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift transportation to
rail and trucks, resulting in higher transportation costs and straining the ground transportation
infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage months;
and

WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent opportunities for
public review and input regarding river management plans.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF AKRON, IOWA,
that the United States Corps of Engineers be urged to reconsider and address and solve the
aforementioned problems before implementing the proposed changes in the Draft
Implementation Plan.
~
PASSED AND APPROVED: _ 622602
Héfold Higm: 2y
ATTEST:-C_ s ,
Lori Martin/City Clerk

FC8
IntD 8
GW7

/ L0300005

Alderman Merrill introduced and asked for the adoption of the following Resolution:
RESOLUTION NO. 2-2002

RESOLUTION URGING - THE UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF
ENGINEERS TO RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR
THE FINAL BIOLOGICAL OPINION ON THE OPERATION OF THE MISSOURI
RIVER MAIN STEM RESERVOIR SYSTEM AND ADDRESS IDENTIFIED
PROBLEMS.

WHEREAS, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release higher than
normal flows down the Missouri River in the spring and fall and release substantially lower flows
in the summer; and

WHEREAS, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and the recreational
uses of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin’s Point Dam in Yankton,
South Dakota; and

WHEREAS, changes in Missouri River water levels could move nearby contaminants to Sioux
City's well fields and result in a loss of public drinking water supplies and create a danger to
public health; and

FC8
WHEREAS, valuable farmland will be exposed to potential flooding, drainage problems and IntD 8
adverse groundwater conditions; and ow7

WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift transportation to rail
and trucks, resulting higher transportation costs and straining the ground transportation
infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage
months; and I -_WAPAS

WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent opportunities for
public review and input regarding river management plans.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESQLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SIOUX CITY, IOWA,
that the United States Corps of Engineers be urged to reconsider and address and solve the
aforementioned problems before implementing the proposed changes in the Draft
Implementation Plan.

Liesel Hallwas, Mayor

PASSED AND APP) February 18, 2002

ATTEST:

iesyl City Finance Officer

Seconded by Alderwoman Semple, and on a roll call vote all voting “Aye”, Mayor Hallwas
declared the Resolution passed, would be published, and duly adopted.
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P. O. Box 446 - Springfleld, SD 57062-0446
Telephone (605) 369-2309

Only City on Lewis and Clark Lake

Oct. 31,01

US Army Corps of Engineers
-Missouri River RDEIS
12565 W Center Road
Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Dear US Army Corps of Engineers officials,

The City of Springfield wishes to file garding the plan for the
Missouri River, We feel the master manual should reflect the current state of the system
rather than that of the time of the dam construction. Changes must be made in the
operation of the river and dams with more attention focused on the upper basin needs.

Of primary importance to the city of Springfield is a stable and quality drinking water
supply from the river. The city’s water system serves an estimated 800 residents and 700
to 800 inmates at the Mike Durfee State Prison. It also serves two other large employers,
CR Industries, which employs about 220 people from the region and YSI Springfield
Academy, employing about 70 workers.

Springfield area residents and out-of-state visitors utilize the river and Lewis and Clark
Lake for a multitude of recreational uses. Fishing, boating, jet skiing, and hunting are
very popular activities here. Lake/river levels have a highly visible impact on the quality
of life here in Springfield. Moderately dry years should not create such low levels here
throughout the summer as was the case in 2001.

Management of the Missouri River affects several states and many people. The way we
manage should take into account the present conditions and we should be able to plan for
the future. The current management plan reflects the past. Creation of the dams also has
spawned sedimentation near Springfield that must be taken into account and addressed.

We urge the Corps implement a management practice that respects the need for a stable,
adequate amount of water at Lewis and Clark Lake near Springfield that benefits our
drinking water supply and recreational life for residents and visitors.

Sincerely,

Y 4

Mayor Norm Schelske

An equal opportunity - affirmative action employer

L0300007

CITY OF LINTON

Linton Industrial Development Corporation Ph: 701-254-4267
Fax: 701-254-4382
P.O. Box 433 » Linton, ND 58552-0433 E-mail;

lidcbek@bektel.com

February 26,2002

U.S. Army Corp of Engineers Northwestern Division
Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

RE: RDEIS Comments
MISSOURI RIVER NAVIGATION / RECREATION

By looking at the graphs ( figure 9 & figure 14 ) you have provided, it is clear more people
can benefit from the recreation industry than can benefit from the navigation industry. The
average annual navigation benefits top out at 6.97 million dollars while the average annu‘al
recreation benefits top out 88.67 million dollars. The navigation industry is an old and dying
industry which generates roughly 8% of what the growing recreation industry generates.

It is time that the recreation industry receives as much, if not more consideration than the
navigation industry.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

You must not disregard the recommendations made by the USFWS. You need to make the
changes that are necessary to ensure the continued existence of the Interior Least Tern,

Piping Plover and the Pallid Sturgeon.

EFFECTS ON MY COMMUNITY

We are one of the many community's located along the Missouri River which relies
heavily on recreation and tourism for our continued existence. Every business in our
community relies on these industry's in one way or another to survive. Please give them
the consideration that they deserve.

Regards;

%44 & LowA

Randy G. Bosch
Coordinator

Rec 10, 22
Nav 9, 42

EnSp 3,8
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Comments by

John Niksick,
Parks and Recreation Department, City of Omaha,
Manager, N.P. Dodge Park Marina

Public Hearing
Tuesday, February 19, 2002

| would like to give you a brief overview of the N.P. Dodge Park Marina. Where
we've been and where we are. What is in doubt and why we are here tonight...is
where we are going! The N.P. Dodge Park Marina is owned by the City of Omaha
and operated by the Park and Recreation Department. As a member of the Parks
Department, one of my duties is to manage the N.P. Dodge Park Marina. Now, the
whole function and purpose of the Omaha Park and Recreation Department is to
provide programs, activities and facilities for the enjoyment of the public. In other
words to improve and uplift the quality of life for area residents. It is our mission.

Such was the case more than 25 years ago when area boaters met with park staff to
discuss the possibility of constructing a marina at N.P. Dodge Park. The idea started
slow but boater enthusiasm was high and interest built rapidly. The then Director,
Art Bradley, conceived the idea of creating a Marina Enterprise Fund. The City of
Omaha would issue a $600,000 Revenue Bond to construct six boat docks at the
marina. They are still in use today. The revenue bond would be the sole
responsibility of the marina. Principal and interest payments would be paid from
revenue generated by the marina. The revenue bond would neither directly nor
indirectly be an obligation of the City of Omaha and the City's AAA Bond rating
would in no way be in jeopardy. This “original idea” has become a model for other
cities to use ever since. Although there were many challenges and difficult times
along the way, the marina did repay the bonds in December 1987, one year early!

Over the next ten years, the marina made many additional improvements out of its
operating revenue, which totaled $1.3 million. In 1998, the marina met with boaters
about expanding and significantly improving marina facilities. In 1999, the City of
Omaha on behalf of the N. P. Dodge Park Marina issued $1.25 million of revenue
bonds and the improvements were made. Once again, the revenue bond was a
direct obligation of the N.P. Dodge Park Marina and not the City of Omaha. The
bond is for ten years and $400,000 worth of interest payments for a total pay back of
$1.65 million. By the terms of the bond, the marina is prohibited from adding any
new debt. This is a standard feature of revenue bonds. The marina can do
additional projects or improvements but they must be done for cash! At present, the
marina has debt of $965,000 and eight years left to the term of the bond. This limits
our options and places the financial integrity of the marina in doubt.

Since its inception, the marina has constructed an earth dam in the entrance channel
at the end of each boating season. This has protected and allowed the boat docks

to float over the winter months when water levels drop dramatically. If the Corps
were to choose a worse case river plan, there wouldn’t be enough water in the river
to float the marina boat docks. Consequently, there would be no point in removing
the dam at the beginning of a boating season.

On the other hand, if the Corps chooses a plan that barely allows the marina to
open, then we would be forced into a full dredging of the marina. The cost is
estimated at $400,000 to $500,000 with no funding source available. Even if money
could be found, the decision to dredge is questionable. All of the proposed river
level alternatives call for a spring rise or flooding every three years; however, if
conditions are favorable, a spring rise and subsequent flooding could easily occur
every year for several years in a row followed by an indefinite number of years of no
spring rise. There is no set plan! Dredging the entire marina when there is a real
possibility of spring flooding for 2, 3, 4 years in a row makes dredging a poor option.

Because of this, the N.P. Dodge Park Marina supports Mayor Fahey and the City of
Omaha’s position of a 16 to 16 ¥z foot river level at the Omaha gauge. Hopefully, the
Corps in making its decision will choose a plan that will not result in any fish, birds or
marinas going extinct! Thank you.

Rec 23

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY



Y00z ya1ejy

|e207 — £ uoposs ‘z Jied 99¢-zd

SI34 ajepdn pue mairay

jenuepy [013U0D IS} JO}SEY JOAIY LINOSSIY

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION URGING ADOPTION OF ALTERNATIVE
CURRENT WATER CONTROL PLAN (CWCP) IN THE MATTER OF
THE MISSOURI RIVER MASTER WATER CONTROL MANUAL

t Corporation believes that the
Current Water Control Plan (CWCP), with the minor adaptive manag_emem variables is
most beneficial for the Whiting Commercial Development Corporation (WCDC) and
surrounding agricultural lands.

WHEREAS, the Whiting Cc ial Develop

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the WCDC of %iting, Towa, at it’s regular
meeting, February 7, 2002, that in the matter of the Missouri River Master_Water_ Control
Manual review and update the WCDC believes that the management variables is most
beneficial for the WCDC and surrounding agricultural lands. Therefore, the WCDC
urges adoption of said alternative CWCP.

Other reasons are: 1) High river flows with the spring of the year te_nd to cause water in
the basements in Whiting. Iowa, 2) Makes construction expensive and difficult.

Board member Jim Whiting introduced, caused to be read and mcvefi the ado_ption of the
foregoing resolution. All board members agreed to adopt this resolution.

Whereupon, the chairman of the board declared the foregoing resolution duly adopted on

February 7, 2002.
Katy Smith, Administraw%ﬁ@_

We appreciate your consideration of our concerns.

L0300010

s
. '

THE CITY

Office of the Mayor

OF

MADISON

February 26, 2002

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Northwestern Division
ATTN: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Gentlemen or Madam:

The City of Madison, South Dakota receives approximately 50% of the power and energy
needs of the city from the hydro-generation marketed by the Western Area Power
Administration. We have been advised that the proposed changes to the Current Water
Control Plan may have a dramatic impact on the production of power and energy from the
dams because of the changes in water releases and water storage during seasons to

rdate various i on use of the river resources. Ultimately we see this
change to increase our cost of power and possibly reduce our allocation of power and
energy from Western Area Power Administration as a result of the proposed operating
plan. This would be a major impact on our municipal electric system.

1am reminded that electric generation pays the major cost of the construction and
operations of the Pick-Sloan Project. Any reduction in the volume of power and energy
produced can only result in higher electric rates from Western Area Power Administration
to pay debt service on the Pick-Sloan Project. Ifit is determined that recreation,
environment and preservation of fowl, fish and plant species are of a greater value in our
present time, then perhaps a means to increase the cost share of debt service by these
entities must be included in the study.

Thank you for allowing me to comment on this issue.

Phone 605-256-7500

116 W. Center ¢ Box308 e Madison, South Dakota 57042

Hpower 18
WAPA 13

Fax 605-256-7508
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along the Missouri River. It would also create an expense to the electric power
plants along the Missouri River, as they would be required to go deeper into the
river to obtain the water needed to run their power plants.

1615 First Avenue + South Sioux City, NE 68776-2245
Phone (402) 494-7500 « Fax (402) 494-7527 « TDD (402) 494-7500 ext. 339
URL: www.sscdc.net « email: cityhall @sscdc.net

January 21, 2002 o While I can appreciate the desire to have water behind the dams for recreational
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division

12565 West Center Road
Omaha NE 68144-3869

RE:  Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

1 am writing this correspondence in regard to the proposed changes to the Missouri River
Master Manual as it refers to the Current Water Control Plan (CWCP). Iam also
opposed to any adaptive plan that cir s the opportunity for public
input.

In my opinion, any change in the flow of the Missouri River will unfairly impact the
downstream communities and downstream businesses. Allow me to enumerate my
reasoning on this important issue, as it would affect the citizens of South Sioux City:

o Increasing spring the spring flow of water from the dams would adversely affect

use I can also see the need to have sufficient water along the river in South Sioux
City and Sioux City to provide recreational activities for our citizens. It would
appear to me that the lower water flow on the Missouri River during the summer
months would be a benefit the population north of the river dams at the expense
of the larger population south of the dams.

1 think that it is important to note that the dams on the Missouri River were put in
place to control the water run off and eliminate the terrible floods of the past
along the Missouri River. The current plan has been successful in reducing the
loss of business, property and lives. The Siouxland area has been greatly affected
by these floods in the past and I for one would not like to return to the former
river control plan.

T urge you NOT to adopt any plan that would be detriment of downstream communities
and to continue operating under the current water control plan.

Sincerely,

the farms along the Missouri River. Generally 1.4 million acres of valuable rc8
farmland would be exposed to potential flooding and drainage problems. People | |inD 1.8 W u//7
and communities like South Sioux City are heavily dependent upon the ST TLLIAM I. McLART

agricultural industry and can ill afford the risks associated with river flow that
endangers the farmland along the Missouri River.

o Reduced summer flows would eliminate navigation on the Missouri River during
the summer months. Without the summer availability of barge transportation the
cost of transporting grain would increase and cause the price of the farmer’s grain
to decrease. This would cause a greater financial hardship on the agricultural
industry and may cause many small family farms to fail. Failure of the small
farms would be felt in loss of jobs and small businesses in this community. With
the present economic conditions in this country we can ill afford to have the
federal government bring about more economic chaos.

e The reduced summer flow of the Missouri River would greatly affect the water
supply of this community as we have established wells along the river. With the
lower water level this city may be required to stand the expense of digging deeper
wells for city water.

o The reduced summer flow of the Missouri River would bring a serious economic

hardship on the electric power system along the Missouri River Basin. Less water
flow would reduce the power output from the hydroelectric systems at the dams

“Where the Good Life Gets Better.”

Mayor
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RL: www.sscde.net « email: cityhall @sscde.net

CITY

Phone (402) 494-7500 - Fax (402) 494-7527 - TDD (402) 494-7500 ext. 339
U

January 21, 2002

U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers
Northwestera Division

12565 West Center Road
Omaha NE 68144-3869

RE: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

T am writing this correspondence in regard to the proposed changes to the Missouri River
Master Manual as it refers to the Current Water Control Plan (CWCP). I am also

FEB. 28.2002 5:14PM CITYOFSOUTHSIOUXCITY i
g ons kol FEB.28.2002 5:14M  CITYOFSOUTHSIOUKCITY 0.3 P
SOUTH
l lx 615 First « South Sioux City, e The reduced summer flow of the Missousi River would greatly affect the watex
Slo o2 4547500- Fax o oy 405260 supply of this ity as we have ished wells along the river. With the
lower water level this city may be required to stand the expense of digging deeper

wells for city water.

« The reduced summer flow of the Missouri River would bring a serious economic
hardship on the electric power system along the Missouri River Basin. Less water
flow would reduce the power output from the hydroelectric systems at the dams
along the Missouri River. It would also create an expense to the electric power
plants along the Missouri River, as they would be required to go deeper into the
river to obtain the water needed to run their power plants.

‘While I can appreciatc the desire to bave water behind the dams for recreational
use I can also see the need to have sufficient water along the river in South Sioux
City and Sioux City to provide recreational activities for our citizens. It would
appear to me that the Jower water flow on the Missouri River during the summer
months would be a benefit the population north of the river dams at the expense

of the larger population south of the dams.
. IthinkdxatitisilnpomnnonotethmtlmdamsontheMissouﬂkivermmpuﬁn

place to control the water run off and eliminate the terrible floods of the past
along the Missouri River. The current plan has been successful in reducing the

opposed to any adaptive plan that the ity for public
input. Joss of business, property and lives. The Siouxland area has been greatly affected
by these floods in the past and I for one would not like to return to the former
In my opinion, any change in the flow of the Missouri River will unfairly impact the siver control plan.
d itics and i Allow mé to my
reasoning on this important issue, as it would affect the citizens of South Sioux City: I urge you NOT to adopt any plan that would be detril of d

. Imtﬂsingspﬂngﬂwspﬁngﬂqwnfwmﬁomﬂrdamswwldadvmelyaﬁeﬂ
the farms along the Missouri River. Generally 1.4 million acres of valuable
d would be exposed to potential flooding and drainage problems. People
and communities like South Sioux City are heavily dependent upon the
ugricnlmmlindnsu-ymdmilla!fordlheﬁsksassocia(edwithrimﬂowthm
d: the farmland along the Mi i River.

e Reduced summer flows would limis igation on the Missouri River during
the suromer months. Without the summer availability of barge transportation the
cost of transporting grain would increase and cause the price of the farmer’s grain
to decrease. This would cause a greater financial hardship on the agricultural
industry and may cause many small family farms to fail. Failure of the small
farms would be felt in loss of jobs and small businesses in this community. With
the present economic conditions in this country we can ill afford to have the
federal government bring about more economic chaos.

and to continue operating under the current water control plan.

Sincerely, ;

ﬂ
WILLIAM I. McLARTY
Mayor

“Where the Good Life Gets Better.” .
Recyclable

3

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWINOY ‘g XIANIddY



SI134 ajepdn pue mairay

[enueyy [013U09) IdJEA) ID)SBI JOAIY 1INOSSIY

P00Z Yo1eW

69€-2d /e207—/ uojoes ‘Z ped

L. FEB.28.2002 5:15PM CITYOFSOUTHSIOUXCITY NO.238 P 4

RESOLUTION LL-42

RESOLUTION URGING THE UNITED STATES ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS TO RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR THE FINAL BIOLOGICAL
OPINION ON THE OPERATION OF THE MISSOURI RIVER
MAIN STEM RESERVOIR SYSTEM AND ADDRESS
YDENTIFIED PROBLEMS.

'WHEREAS, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release ‘higher than
pormal flows down the Missouri River in the Spring and Fall and release substantially lower flows

in the Summer; and,

W!-[EREAS,Mproposedchangesvﬁlldmagepmpmy,ﬂ:e , and the ional
. Rec 6,10
use of the Mi i River in jties from Galvin's Point Dam in Yankton, South |_|
Dakota; and,
WHEREAS, changes in Missouri River water levels could move nearby i © |ws P |

South Sioux City's well fields and result in a loss of public drinking water supplies and create a
danger to public health; and,

WHEREAS, valuable farmlaod will be exposed to potential floodi ainage problems and | 27
adverse groundwater conditions; and,
WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Mi i River would shift transportation —
| av 6, 8, 23 |
to rail and trucks, Iting higher jon costs and straining the ground p i

infrastructure; and,

WHEREAS, reduced Summer flows jeopardize clectric power supply during peak usage |
months; and,

.. FEB.28.2002 5:15PM CITYOFSOUTHSIOUXCITY NO.238 P 5

WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent opportunities
for public review and input regarding river management plans.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SOUTH SIOUX

CITY, NEBRASKA, that the United States Corps of Engi be urged to ider and address
and solve the ioned probl before i ing the proposed changes in the Draft
Implementation Plan.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 26th day of February, 2002.

Vi1

MAYOR f

ATTEST:

CLERK

(SEAL)
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February 12, 2002

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Northwest Division
Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEI
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

RE: Missouri River Control
Dear Sir or Madam:

Enclosed with this letter please find the resolution, which was unanimously passed by our City
Council asking the Corps to Reconsider it's draft implementation plan for the Final Biological
Opinion on the operation of the Missouri River, until such time as a thorough investigation of our
concerns as addressed in the Resolution can be investigated.

The City of Sioux City and its citizens are dramatically impacted by fluctuations in the Missouri
River, not only to our economy, our marina, and our agricultural industries; but to the health and
well being of our citizens, by the rise and fall of the groundwater levels within our community.
These fluctuations causes migration of chemical contaminants toward the river and thus into our|
well field. Loss of our public water supply could have catastrophic effects to our community,
both from a health and financial standpoint.

We ask your assistance in helping us to protect the integrity of our water supply for our citizens
by guaranteeing safe, potable water for our community.

Respectfully,

b, Bt

Craig Berenstein, Mayor
City of Sioux City

U:\CityEnvServices\Secure\MACHrmcc09.doc
Enclosure
Office of the Mayor
405 6th St.

PO. Box 447
Sioux City, IA 51102

RESOLUTION No. 2002- 000068

RESOLUTION URGING THE UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF
ENGINEERS TO RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR
THE FINAL BIOLOGICAL OPINION ON THE OPERATION OF THE MISSOURI
RIVER MAIN STEM RESERVOIR SYSTEM AND ADDRESS IDENTIFIED
PROBLEMS

WHEREAS, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has proposed to release higher than
normal flows down the Missouri River in the spring and fall and release substantially lower flows
in the summer; and

WHEREAS, the proposed changes will damage property, the economy, and the recreational
uses of the Missouri River in communities downstream from Gavin's Point Dam in Yankton,|
South Dakota; and

WHEREAS, changes in Missouri River water levels could move nearby contaminants to Sioux
City’s well fields and result in a loss of public drinking water supplies and create a danger to
public health; and

WHEREAS, valuabl land will be d to potential flooding, drainage problems and | [ g
adverse groundwater conditions; and IntD 8
GwW7

WHEREAS, the elimination of navigation on the Missouri River would shift transportation to rail
and trucks, resulting higher transportation costs and straining the ground transportation
infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, reduced summer flows jeopardize electric power supply during peak usage months;

and

WHEREAS, vaguely defined adaptive management plans could circumvent opportunities for
public review and input regarding river management plans.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SIOUX CITY, IOWA, that
the United States Corps of Engineers be urged to reconsider and address and solve the
aforementioned problems before implementing the proposed changes in the Draft
Implementation Plan.

L'/”l) 5. Ewws'{’m
Craig S. Berenstein, Mayor

PASSED AND APPROVED: __January 28, 2002

ATTEST: %ﬂ-f / ﬂR

Robert K. Padmore, City Clerk
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SOUTH SIOUX CITY fREf

CHAMBER OFf COMMERCE

2700 DAKOTAR AVENUE SOUTH SIOUK CITY, NE 68776

Dakota County February 22, 2002
State Bank
Great West
Casualty Co.
. U.S: Army Corps of Engineers
B, inc. Northwestern Division
Hy-Vee Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
th Sioux City| 12565 West Center Road
Omaha, NE 68144-3869
lowa-Nebraska
State Bank Dear Sir or-Ma’am:
)
Phillips Kiln On behalf of the South Sioux City Area Chamber of C Legislative C ittee, [ am
X writing concerning the proposed changes to the Missouri River Master Manual and to express
ServiceMaster our support for the Current Water Control Plan (CWCP). We are also opposed to any adaptive
% of Sooland plan that cif the opportunity for public input.
Sml:n':} Banl The Missouri River is ial to the develop of our Siouxland area.
Farmlands, barge traffic, recreation, and electric power supply would all be unfairly impacted
Siouxland Federal | Y any changes to the CWCP.
O Credit Union ) }
We urge you not to adopt any plan that benefits upstream river users to the detriment of
“ South Sioux City d ities and to i perating under the Current Water Control Plan.
bD Community
Schools Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
a Tri-State
oy Chiropractic
< ) South: Sioux City Area Chamber of Commerce
PHONE: (402) 494-1626 fAX: (402) 494-5010

V 7o

SOUTH SIOUX CITY fIREA

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

2700 DAKOTA AVENUE SOUTH SIOUX CITY, Nt 66776

Dakota County February 22, 2002
State Bank
Great West
Casualty Co.
. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
IBP, inc. Northwestern Division
Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS

Hy-Vee

douth Sioux City| 12565 West Center Road
Omaha, NE 68144-3869
Towa-Nebraska
State Bank Dear Sir or Ma’am:
)
Phillips Kiln On behalf of the South Sioux City Area Chamber of C Legislative C: i 1 wish
o to express our support of the Current Water Control Plan (CWCP) and express oppition to any
% SZ?Sool;md daptive plan that prohibits the opportunity for public input.

Siouxland The Missouri River is ial to the ic devel of our Siouxland area.
lowx'a Farmlands, barge traffic, recreation, and electric power-supply would all be-unfairly impacted
National Bank

by any changes to the CWCP.
Siouxland Federal
o lc,edi:lunimm We urge you not to adopt any plan that benefits upstream river users to the detriment of
d ities and to i perating under the Current Water Control Plan.
H South Sioux City
OD Community Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Schools
Sincerely,
Tri-State
oypm{  Chiropractic
> Kristi Quinn
O President
South Sioux City Area Chamber of Commerce
PHONE: (402) 494-16206 Fik: (402) 494-5010
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US Army Corps of Engineers
Attention Missouri River RDEIS
12565 West Center Road
Omaha, NE 68144

To Whom It May Concern,

Having worked at the Pierre Area Chamber of Commerce for 15 years, [ am
amazed that the Master Manual is still being worked on! In that length of
time I have seen the siltation of the river in the Pierre/Fort Pierre area become
much worse, with nothing being done about it.

Each year ] attend a sportshow in Kansas City, and for two years I have had
people from Missouri come up and say, “don’t listen to the barge traffic
people, because there is little barge traffic anymore,” and that we need to get
the Corps of Engineers to watch the water levels on the river in South
Dakota. Certainly what is being done now is not working!

Our economy in this area is like a three-legged footstool. We have
agriculture, state government and tourism. The current management practices
tend to devastate the upper basin states during the dry years. Natural flows of
the Missouri River are extremely important to improve fisheries, recreation
use, and endangered species.

The Upper Basin states have put up with great neglect in past years and I
believe more consideration should be shown. I work with tourism daily and I
know how important the Missouri River is to our economy and to the well
being of many, many individuals in our area.

Sincerely,

Karen Kemn, Director
Pierre Convention & Tourism Bureau

ErSd - 21

Rec 8,14,16,
EnSp38
Fish 3

01/29/02 18:00 FAX 1 319 372 7374

‘Fort Madison Economic Development
' : CORPORATION Co

" January 29, 2002

US Army Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division )
12565 West Center Road .
Omaha, Nebraska 68144-3869 - . .

Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS = -

i writing oday to exjiress our concern over the pos'sible«ltemn.ﬁves of QS Army Corps
-:7? :nv;:temergstsviom‘i ‘(éﬁiul Pi?urefor the Missouri River Flow. As stated in the Mmusocun R:_ver
Envir 1 Impact St t, Revised Draft “... thg USEYS coxclu_de(_!' ti_m) e Corps’ B
current operation of the N i . voir System jeop 1l e ;ease
three protected species:..” but nowhere does it state that any of these plans \}ll vsctu'ﬁ 3' e
' the three endangered species mentioned. ‘We do sqpport hal)_ntz@ restumllo;\ %I_’ sm:s species -
but in ways that will not have 2 negative impact, directly or indirectly, on lando 3
or .

of the Missouri would in fact hinder the m;m:lcuuiclt )
1 igati ississippi i duced summer flow would resultin.
f river navigation on the Mississipp1. The idea of areduced su w woul
:S:pi‘i:: gavignﬁonalgs:ason'and possible problems of water quality standard for utilities. _qu those .
of us who make our living on the ability to.get our product to and from our customers bybnvei,
these are very risky plans. River traffic is too importarit, not only for our local economy but also-
for the nation.economy. . .

Looking at these plnﬁs for ﬁltering the flow

Silioerely, : )
)
\(‘c' A MAA)—‘ :
Tim Gobble

Executive Director -
Fort Madi ic Development Corp

FM ECON. DEV. CORP @oo1

" [Lo3oo016]

Ensp3

Phone 319-372-9582

PO. Box 427
Fort Madison, IA 52627

Fax 319-372-7374
E-mail: fortmedc@interl.net
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MASTERMANUAL NWD02

From: LDQUIST98@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2002 3:54

To: Mastermanual

Subject: Missouri River Flow Changes

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS,

PLEASE L EAVE THE CURRENT RIVER FLOWS AS THEY ARE - DO NOT CHANGE THE
CURRENT MISSOURI RIVER FLOW PLAN.

THANK YOU,

LEE LINQUIST,

BOARD MEMBER

SIOUX CITY PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD

3/9/2002

MASTERMANUAL NWDO02 9300018
From: Donald Luensmann [mancity @pionet.net]

Sent: Friday, February 22, 2002 11:56 AM

To: Mastermanual

Cc: Harvey Dales; Kent Hilsabeck

Subject: Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS) of the Missouri River Master Manual

Review

Dear Friends;

It has come to my attention that the Army Corps of Engineers is taking public comment regarding the Revised Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (RDEIS) of the Missouri River Master Manual Review. In taking time to read the information provided by both sides
in this on-going issue, I have come to a number of conclusions, most of which should be painfully obvious:

Flow changes in the Missouri River will affect all interests both upstream and downstream. The Corps' solution should be one that
minimizes the impacts for both groups. While environmental concerns are important, the economic and human losses should also
be weighed when considering solutions. With an increase in power costs, which are a reasonable concem if you take the time to

review the information provided by the Western Area Power Administration, it is plainly evident that residences, businesses and
industry affected by lower flows, and higher energy costs, will take a financial beating. Not only will this lead to economic |
tied to the aforementioned higher energy costs, it will also lead to the eventual loss of businesses, jobs and residents as thos

HPoyer 12, 18

entities gravitate toward areas more conducive to conducting business. Don't take this argument lightly. Many small, rural WAPA 2

communities in Western Iowa rely on their WAPA allocations to provide 30% to 100% of their power. Increased costs ina WAP.
allocation would be a crippling and devastating blow for rural communities attempting to create jobs and compete for industry.
Simply put, the National Beconomic Development (NED) model used in the Corps” analysis is an inadequate tool to assess the
impacts of proposed flow changes to the Current Water Contrel Plan (CWCP). In fact, the Western Area Power Administration
should be required to provide additional input to more adequately address these concerns.

Beyond the question of electric generation and economic impacts, the lowering of flows would harm the environment below hydro
generating plants and thermal electric plants that use Missouri River water for cooling. If we are committed to providing jobs,
building tax base, and assisting people in increasing their quality of life, it stands to reason that a balance must be struck between
electric generation and environmental concerns. Any solution in RDEIS must take both issues into account. Lowering river flows
in peak power generating months is not good policy, either economic or environmental. If the Corps' believes that environmental
impacts take precedence, it also assumes that the transmission capabilities are in place to import the power needed for homes and
businesses. Unfortunately, this isn't so, and doesn't address regional power pricing issues. Both Lowa and Nebraska would
adversely affected due to these problems. Perhaps the best course of action is to incorporate all information relating to powel
supply in the region is the hydropower analysis. I would also suggest that the Corps’ visit individually with power generator %O\PN
determine impacts.

Environmental concerns must also be addressed in the RDEIS but, again, this must be a balanced approach, one that takes into
account the issues on both sides and minimizes the impacts. No doubt this is a task worthy of Solomon. On the other hand,
humans have a rather poor track record when its comes to "preserving” habitat and protecting threatened and endangered specief.
Govemnment has an even poorer track record in this regard. The RDEIS appears to be a function of the govemment picking
Myinners” and "losers" in a way that is neither logical nor equitable to all parties. It takes a great deal of effort to devise a proper
environmental management strategy. However, after the sham forced on the farmers in the Klamath River Basin in Oregon in2001

I think it behooves the Corps' to more clearly define its environmental goals based on competent science rather than emotional an|
irrational arguments regarding endangered species. This can only be accomplished through a management plan that considers all|
impacts, both economic and environmental.

InManning, we continue to address the same issues as those listed above. While Manning is committed to attracting additional
business and industry, our community has also worked with the Corps' to preserve and improve habitat in the flood plain along the

Ws 4
er 1
PA 3

Othr

West Nishnabotna River, and to pursue strategies that reduce future possibilities of flood damage while enhancing the natural beauty
of Manning. Will the City of Manning be adversely affected if power generation is reduced in peak generating months? Ibelieve,
undoubtedly, that the answer is yes. Do I also believe that we can have both economic and environmental benefits by balancing both
concems regarding Missouri River flows? The answer is also yes. I implore the Corps to continue to work toward compromises that
will address the concerns of those on all sides of this issue without picking "winners" and "losers".

1d
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Comments on the Missouri River
Master Manual RDEIS

Name: Don Pfau, Chairman, Fort Peck isory Council

Address: P.O. Box 780

City, State Zip: Lewistown, MT 59457

e-mail address: dpfau@lewistown.net

Category 1 - Recreation:
Recreation is 2 much more economically important use of the river than is navigation, yet

navigation considerations have guided the Corps’ operation of the Missouri River
mainstem dams for over forty years. The new Master Manual must place more
importance on the management of the dams for recreational uses of the river system,
particularly reservoir-based recreation, and give less weight to navigation. Otherwise the
whole effort to produce a manual that reflects the contemporary economic and social
conditions of the basin would be a failure. The best way to do this is to ensure that the
new Master Manual includes additional water conservation measures that will keep more

water in the reservoirs during a drought.

ring Rise:

out of Fort Peck may help recover pallid sturgeon in the
Missouri/Y ellowstone river stretch between Fort Peck and Garrison reservoirs. However,
we still do not know the economic consequences of such a move. Clearly, there will be
lost hydropower revenues and additional erosion of lands adjacent to the river. Before
experimenting with flow adjustments from Fort Peck Dam, these impacts should be
quantified, and a contingency fund must be in place to compensate farmers for lands lost
to erosion and also 10 compensate ratepayers for any increase in electricity rates that

result from lost hydropower revenues

Category 2 -- Fort Pe
We recognize that a spring rise

some sacrifices (i.e. the Fort Peck spring rise) for the
benefit of endangered species, as long as we are not the only state to do so. The Us.
Fish and Wildlife Service has said in its Biological Opinion that the Missouri River
below Gavins Point Dam is more ciivival to the survival of the pallid sturgeon than is the
stretch of river below Fort Peck Dam Therefore the Corps should follow the science and
ignore the state of Missouri’s exaggerated claims of potential damages and conduct
experimental spring rise/low summer flow experiments out of Gavins Point Dam. This
would not only share the impacts of recovering the species throughout the basin, it would

avoid jeopardy to the species.

Also, Montana is willing to make

Category 3 -- Hydropower:

jenuepy [013U0D IS} JO}SEY JOAIY LINOSSIY

01

Rec 21,22, 24

Nav 42

HPower 19

ErSd - 22

EnSp5,17

0?']'*03*2001 WED 08:48 AM SPORTS INC FAX NO. 1 800 227 7207 P. 02

Recovering the Missouri River Basin’s threatened and endangered species and improving

the basin’s overall economic condition is going to take a lot of money. We need to fund
additional habitat restoration activities, a monitoring program, compensation for business |HP°Wer 20 |
d by flow ct T ion improvements, additional channel mai

and 2 Missouri River Recovery Committee. It is time to designate a portion of the
revenue stream from hydropower produced by Missouri River dams to the recovery of
the basin. This must be done in a manner that is rate-neutral for ratepayers. The federal
government can do this by writing off a portion of the debt owed to it for construction of
the dams. The Missouri River dams have already paid for themselves many times over
through hydropower revenues, flood control, and other benefits. Hydropower revenues
are the only logical source of revenues for such needed activities. They are revenues
produced in our basin, and at least some of them should be used in our basin to
accomplish the federally mandated task of recovering our threatened and endangered

species.

Conclusion:
1f the Corps wants to select the alternative that is the absolute worst for the ecc

and environmental conditions of the Missouri River Basin, it should stick with the current
water control plan. However, the Corps should pick an alternative that provides Other - 61
additional water conservation, and support for basin’s threatened and end d species.

The alternatives proposed by the Missouri River Basin Association and the Corps’

Northwestern Division in 1999 and 2000 respectively, came close to this. [ think the

Corps should use these alternatives as a base but modify them in two ways: 1) add

additional water conservation in droughts, and 2) experiment with a spring rise and low

summer flows out of Gavins Point Dam.

S“ G ¢/ 9

Fo ﬂT’?ec_‘K A dulvsoﬂg Guoweyl

@t 3, 2o |
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Sioux: City

February 26, 2002

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Northwest Division

Attention: Missouri River Master Manual RDEIS
12565 West Center Road

Omaha, NE 68144-3869

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The City of Sioux City requests that this letter and the corresponding attachments be entered
into the official record on “The Final Biological Opinion, Draft Implementation Plan For The Mis-
souri River”. The City opposes any change in the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Missouri River
Master Manual as it exists on January 1, 2001, that will adversely affect our community.

Transmitted here within is a technical document reflecting the City of Sioux City's serious con-
cerns over water quality, recreation, tourism, and its impact on our economy through proposed
changes of the current operating plan. Also included are reports presented by the Siouxland
Chamber of Commerce Technical Committee, the Missouri River Keepers Group, and the legis-
lative positions of both the State of South Dakota and lowa.

We as a City Council have unanimously passed a resolution requesting the Corps to function
under its current operating guidelines and make no changes to river operation. We hope you
take the time to review the documentation that we have gathered and concur with our opinion
that the Missouri River as currently operated by the Master Operating Plan functions well for all
parties involved.

Thank you for your assistance. Please do not hesitate to contact City Manager Paul Eckert or
myself at 712-279-6102 for additional information.

Sincerely,

h Bt

Craig S. Berenstein
Mayor

Office of the City Council
405 Gth St.

PO. Box 447

Sioux City, 1A 51102

r

r
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C1TY OF S10UX CITY

Response to the Corps of Engineers

Missouri River Proposed Changes

CI1TY OF S10UX CITY

Mayor Craig Berenstein
Mayor Pro-tem Marty Dougherty
Council Member Tony Drake
Council Member Karen Forneris
Council Member Dave Ferris
City Manager Paul Eckert

Phone: 712-279-6102
Fax: 712-279-6105
Email: pauleckert@sioux-city.org

The City of Sioux City opposes any change in the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers Missouri River Master Manual that will adversely affect our
economy, navigation season, flood control efforts, water quality,
agricultural industry, recreational interests, and electrical generating
capacity. The following report provides information on how the
proposed plan will adversely affect Sioux City and our Siouxiand

community.

Sioux City

1

S3ISNOJSIY ANV SINIWIWOY ‘@ XIANIddY



00z yoiep

|e207 -/ uopoes ‘zyed 9J)¢-2d

SI34 ajepdn pue mairay

jenuepy [013U0D IS} JO}SEY JOAIY LINOSSIY

—

Executive Summary page 3

Water Quality page 4
Economic Impact page 9

Tourism and Recreation page 11

Appendices
Appendix | - City of Sioux City's Resolution

Appendix Il - lowa Senate File Bill #2052

Appendix Il - South Dakota House Concurrent Reso-
lution #10

Appendix IV - Siouxland Chamber of Commerce Tech-
nical Committee Paper

Appendix V - Missouri River Keeper's Position Paper
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The City of Sioux City has been greatly dependent on the Missouri River since our inception. In
August of 1804, Lewis and Clark, on their famous expediti<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>