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This appendix describes agency, tribal, and public outreach and involvement that has occurred
since the start of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process in 2016.

1.0 Scoping

Reclamation and the Corps have undertaken the preparation of an EIS under the requirements of
NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.; 43 CFR 1500-1508; 43 CFR 46). The implementation regulations
of NEPA and the lead agencies require a formal scoping process when initiating an EIS process.
The lead agencies use scoping to involve other federal agencies, state, local and tribal
governments, stakeholders, and the public in a) providing input on the purpose and need for the
project, b) identifying issues of concern, and c) providing input on the range of alternatives to be
analyzed in the EIS.

Reclamation and the Corps have undertaken a robust outreach effort as part of scoping to engage
the public in the EIS process. The outreach efforts consisted of several parts. A federal Notice of
Intent and Scoping Notice was published in the Federal Register on January 4, 2016. The Notice
of Intent discussed the project’s purpose, project location, regulatory background, and
environmental process to date, and provides information on the scoping comment period and
public meeting.

A postcard announcing the scoping process and scoping meeting was mailed to the entire
stakeholder list. The Corps issued a press release on January 7, 2016 and distributed it to local
and regional media. The news release was also posted on the Corps and Reclamation websites.
Reclamation and the Corps held a public scoping meeting and invited agencies, tribes, non-
governmental organizations, and the public to participate in an open exchange of information and
to provide comments on the proposed scope of the EIS.

A project website, established by Reclamation, was updated to include the Notice of Intent, the
Press Release, the posters used at the scoping meeting, the handout on alternatives, a NEPA
handout, and a public comment form. The website is found at:
http://www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone/.

Reclamation and the Corps held a public scoping meeting and invited agencies, tribes, non-
governmental organizations, and the public to participate in an open exchange of information and
to provide comments on the proposed scope of the EIS. The public scoping meeting was held in
Glendive, Montana on January 21, 2016 at the Dawson County High School Auditorium to
provide information to the public as to the alternatives being considered and issues to be
addressed in the EIS and to answer questions. The meeting ran from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. and was
attended by 65 people plus representatives of the two lead agencies and the consultant team.
Scoping poster boards were prepared and used at the scoping meeting to provide information on
the project’s purpose, alternatives under consideration, and the NEPA process. Handouts
discussing the process and alternatives were handed out at the scoping meeting.

As part of the scoping process, the public was given the opportunity to provide written comments
during the scoping period (January 4 through February 18, 2016) to identify issues and effects
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that should be addressed in the EIS, as well as reasonable alternatives to improve fish passage at
the Intake Diversion Dam.

A total of 89 individuals 14 agencies/organizations, and six elected officials submitted scoping
comments on the project. Public scoping is not intended to serve as a voting process; rather it is
a means to involve the public in identifying issues, data, or substantive comments that should be
considered in the NEPA process. An issue or comment that may have been raised in one
comment letter is given the same consideration as an issue that may have been raised by several
commenters.

The agencies and organizations that submitted comments were:
United States Environmental Protection Agency

Izaak Walton League of America

Upper Basin Pallid Sturgeon Workgroup

American Fisheries Society, Montana Chapter

Our Montana, Inc.

Defenders of Wildlife & National Resources Defense Council
Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project (by WWC Engineering)
Sidney Water Users Irrigation District

North Dakota State University, Williston Research Extension Center
Montana Trout Unlimited

American Rivers

Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project District 1

Missouri River Grassroots Network — Sierra Club

Elected officials submitting comments were:

e Steve Daines, U.S. Senator, Montana
Jon Tester, U.S. Senator, Montana
Shane Gorder, Richland County Commissioner
Loren Young, Richland County Commissioner
Duane Mitchell, Richland County Commissioner
Scott Buxbaum, Yellowstone Township Supervisor

Comments were sorted by category as shown in Table 1-1. Comments on alternatives, whether
supporting a given alternative, objecting to a given alternative, or offering a new alternative,
were the most common, accounting for over half of the total comments. Comments voicing
concern about the pallid sturgeon and other threatened or endangered species were next,
followed immediately by comments voicing economic concerns, centering on the need to
continue providing irrigation for the area’s farmers and ranchers. The project’s Scoping
Summary Report provides additional information on the scoping process and includes a copy of
all scoping comments.
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Table 1-1 Scoping Comments by Category

Category Number of Comments Category Number of Comments
Alternatives 130 Mitigation 11
Aquatic Communities 5 Project Cost 12
Climate 2 Project Process 16
Cumulative Effects 2 Purpose and Need 7
Economics 38 Recreation 4
Energy 3 Transportation 1
Threatened and -

Endangered Species 4l Utilities 2
General 6 Visual Resources 2
Geomorphology 8 Water Quality 7
Hazardous Materials 1 Water Rights 11
Lands and Vegetation 2 Wildlife 8

Several commenters proposed alternatives that would include removal of the existing weir. One
such alternative consists of 10 components: 1) water conservation check structures; 2) water
conservation flow measuring devices; 3) convert laterals from ditches to pipes; 4) convert fields
from flood irrigation to sprinklers; 5) line open canals; 6) control overchecking; 7) water
pumping from a source other than the Yellowstone River; 8) pumping stations along the river; 9)
use of existing headworks; and 10) renewable energy resources.

A similar alternative was also proposed allowing for removal of the existing weir. This would
include 1) using gravity flow into the existing headworks when river flow allows; 2) using
pumps, either in the river or in the alluvium, during period of low flows; 3) reducing diversion
volumes by investing in conservation measures in the canal, at turnouts, and in laterals (lining,
piping, possibly sprinkler conversion, improving headgate efficiency, etc.); 4) employing
groundwater pumps in appropriate locations within the irrigation project area, as a backup as
necessary; 5) providing power for pumps using a wind generator, or, if feasible, low-head hydro
in the Main Canals; and 6) if power cannot be produced on site, establish a trust fund dedicated
to purchasing power, and possibly fund operation and maintenance for the pump system.

Other commenters urged consideration of the removal of the existing weir, though with less
detail.

Three other alternatives were proposed. The first suggested installing a bypass channel just south
of the existing weir that would be approximately 100 feet wide, about 2,000 feet long and with
various flow restrictions for sturgeon rest areas as natural flows. The commenter stated that the
elevation change in a 2,000-foot run is not any more than some riffles in the Yellowstone River
where the sturgeon are able to pass.

The second suggested alternative is to have the MFWP relocate all the sturgeon that they catch
below the weir to above the weir each year during their annual survey and undertake a ten-year
study to see if the numbers increase or decrease. In the commenter’s opinion, if the number of
caught sturgeon increases it would mean the sturgeon are spawning and coming downstream. If
the number of caught sturgeon decreases, it would mean the sturgeon are going upstream and
staying there.
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A third suggestion is to move the point of diversion for the canal upstream far enough to allow
diversions of water into the canal without a weir. The water delivery canal with inlet and outlet
gates, constructed parallel to the BNSF railroad, could provide flood control to the 100-year level
for the railroad and the screen structures. The removal of the Intake Diversion Dam would then
provide a natural river for fish migration. The rocks removed from the weir could be used as
stream bank protection for the new canal.

Following the public release of the Draft EIS, it was realized that 12 comment letters submitted
during the scoping period were not forwarded to the interdisciplinary team responsible for analysis in
the Draft EIS. The majority of substantive comments (i.e., suggested alternatives, studies, and data)
in the 12 comment letters were also identified in other comment letters and are already addressed in
the Draft EIS. However, the comments did include additional variations on alternatives not
previously considered. This addendum provides the evaluation of substantive comments not
considered or analyzed in the Draft EIS and was posted to the project website
(http://www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone/E1S/addendum_eis.pdf).

One commenter suggested that a short weir could prolong the ability to divert irrigation water
through the current headworks, thereby reducing pumping demands while still allowing fish passage.

One commenter proposed that retractable or inflatable gates should be re-evaluated as a means to
keep the river open most of the year. The author stated that there are many designs of gated weirs
that may work at Intake.

One commenter recommended that under the Crow Tribe Water Rights Settlement Act of 2010 there
are 50,000 acre-feet of water in Bighorn Reservoir available for purchase. The recommendation was
to enter into a water service contract with the Crow Tribe and release that water over 2-3 weeks
during the peak of the Yellowstone hydrograph to support pallid sturgeon passage at Intake
Diversion Dam via the existing side channel.

A commenter suggested that dam removal and pumping alternatives considered during scoping do
not include reference to what the commenter considers the best practicable technology. It was
recommended that hydraulic ram pumps requiring low hydraulic head pressure, no electrical supply,
and minimal maintenance should be considered as an alternative pump technology.

A meeting with interested agencies was held on the same day as the scoping meeting (January
21, 2016) at the Dawson County Chamber of Commerce and Agriculture in Glendive. Interested
agencies were given the opportunity to provide written comments during the scoping period to
identify issues and effects that should be addressed in the EIS, as well as reasonable alternatives
to improve fish passage at the Intake Diversion Dam. Formal scoping comments were received
from the following agencies:

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
e Lower Yellowstone Project Board of Control
e Sidney Water Users Irrigation District.

The agency meeting in January was attended by representatives from the Corps, Reclamation,
Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks, and the LYP Board of Control.
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2.0 Tribal Involvement

The relationship between the federal government and tribes is defined in the U.S. Constitution.
Article 1, Section 8 gives Congress the authority to regulate “commerce with foreign nations,
and among the several states, and with the Indian tribes.” Until 1871, this relationship with
individual tribes was enumerated through treaties, from which the concept of the “trust
relationship” originated. According to the Supreme Court decision in Cherokee Nation v.
Georgia (1831), Indian tribes are considered to constitute “domestic, dependent nations” whose
“relationship to the United States resembles that of a ward to his guardian.” This decision
established the doctrine of federal trusteeship — the trust relationship — in Indian affairs.

All federal agencies, including Reclamation and the Corps, have a government-to-government
relationship with tribes. Federally recognized tribes are to be respected as sovereign governments
and federal agencies have a trust responsibility to respect this sovereignty by protecting and
maintaining rights reserved by or granted to tribes or individual Indians by treaties, federal court
decisions, statutes, and executive orders. The sovereignty of tribes and this trust relationship
have been affirmed through treaties, court decisions, legislation, regulations, and policies. The
result is that federal agencies are to assess the impacts of their activities on Indian Trust Assets
(ITA), to protect and conserve ITAs to the extent possible. The ITAs are discussed in Chapter 3
and 4 of this EIS.

In furtherance of the government to government relationship, the Corps and Reclamation reached
out to each tribe along the Lower Yellowstone and Missouri Rivers, seeking their input on
concerns “that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the project.” Specifically,
information on ITAs, Traditional Cultural Properties, and other resources of tribal concern was
requested. Attachment 1 includes the correspondence distributed, and Attachment 2 the one
response letter. The tribes that were contacted are:

Apsaalooke (Crow) Nation

Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of Fort Peck
Blackfeet Tribe

Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe

Chippewa Cree Tribe of Rocky Boy’s
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe

Eastern Shoshone Tribe

Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe

Gros Ventre and Assiniboine Tribes of Fort Belknap
lowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska
Kickapoo Tribe in Kansas

Lower Brule Sioux Tribe

Northern Arapaho Tribe

Northern Cheyenne Tribe

Oglala Sioux Tribe

Omaha Tribe of Nebraska

Ponca Tribe of Nebraska
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Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation

Rosebud Sioux Tribe

Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska
Santee Sioux Tribe of Nebraska
Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate

Spirit Lake Sioux Tribe

Standing Rock Sioux Tribe

Three Affiliated Tribes

Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska

Yankton Sioux Tribe
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3.0 Cooperating Agencies

As part of an earlier environmental review process, which resulted in the issuance of an EA in
2010, Reclamation and the Corps established a Cooperating Agency Team to facilitate
communication among state and federal agencies. The team met and exchanged information
throughout the NEPA process. Cooperating agencies provided information based upon their
special expertise or jurisdiction related to the Intake Project, assisted with analyses, and reviewed
draft documents and analyses.

With the decision to prepare an EIS, the lead agencies again sent out requests to appropriate
agencies to participate in the NEPA process as a cooperating agency. The following agencies
have agreed to participate in the EIS effort as cooperating agencies:
e Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation
Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Western Area Power Administration

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, while declining to be a cooperating agency,
expressed a desire to remain involved where possible.

Scoping
A meeting with interested agencies was held on the same day as the scoping meeting
(January 21, 2016) at the Dawson County Chamber of Commerce and Agriculture in Glendive.
Interested agencies were given the opportunity to provide written comments during the scoping
period to identify issues and effects that should be addressed in the EIS, as well as reasonable
alternatives to improve fish passage at the Intake Diversion Dam. Formal scoping comments
were received from the following agencies:

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

e Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project Board of Control

e Sidney Water Users Irrigation District

The agency meeting in January was attended by representatives from the Corps, Reclamation,
Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks, and the LYP Board of Control.

DEIS

A meeting with interested agencies was held in Glendive, MT on June 29, 2016. The meeting
included an overview of the presentation that was given at each of the 3 public meetings.
Agencies participating in that meeting included representatives from the Corps, Reclamation,
Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation,
WAPA, and the LYP Board of Control.
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4.0 DEIS Review Period

The Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIS was published in the Federal Register on
June 3, 2016. A Notice of Additional Public Meeting was issued in the Federal Register of June
14, 2016, adding the Billings public meeting. The 45-day public review and comment period on
the EIS ran from June 3, 2016 to July 18, 2016, and was later extended to July 28, 2016. Three
public meetings were held at which time verbal comments were accepted. The first was held at
the Richland County Fair Event Center, Sidney, MT, on Tuesday, June 28. The second was held
the following evening, June 29, at the Dawson County High School Auditorium, 900 N. Merrill
Avenue, Glendive, MT. The third meeting was held on June 30 at the Lincoln Center, 415 N.
30th Street in Billings, MT. Written comments were accepted at all three meetings.

In addition, written comments were submitted at the meetings or via e-mail, sent to cenwo-
planning@usace.army.mil, or via regular mail sent to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Omaha
District, ATTN: CENWO-PM, AA, 1616 Capitol Avenue, Omaha, NE 68102.

The public meetings included sign-in tables, display boards staffed by Corps and Reclamation
staff, a thirty-minute presentation by Corps and Reclamation staff, and then a period for public
testimony. A court reporter was present at all three meetings to record public comments. The
Sidney, MT public meeting on June 28 was attended by 484 persons (462 signed-in and 22 did
not). Thirteen persons testified at this meeting. At the Glendive, MT meeting on June 29, 194
persons attended (189 signed-in; 5 did not). Thirteen persons testified at that meeting. Finally, in
Billings on June 30, 426 persons attended (420 signed-in; 6 did not), with 61 persons testifying.
Attendees included elected officials, local agency staff, representatives of non-profit
organizations, local businesses, and private citizens.

A total of 13,258 elected officials, agency staff, business representatives, organization
representatives, and individuals provided comments during the DEIS comment period. The
Distribution List is included as Attachment 5 to this appendix.

Elected officials submitting comments were:

e Shane Gorder, Richland County Commissioner
Duane Mitchell, Richland County Commissioner
R. Cayko, McKenzie County Commissioner
Taylor Brown, Montana State Senator
Brad Tschida, Montana State Representative
S. Staffanson, Montana State Representative
M. Rosendale, Montana State Senator

The agencies and organizations that submitted comments were:
United States Environmental Protection Agency

Upper Basin Pallid Sturgeon Workgroup

American Fisheries Society, Montana Chapter

Our Montana, Inc.

Defenders of Wildlife & National Resources Defense Council
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e Montana River Action

e Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project (by WWC Engineering)
e Montana Trout Unlimited

e American Rivers

Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project
Montana Water Resources Association
Buffalo Rapids Irrigation District #2
Walleyes Unlimited of Montana

Dawson County Economic Development
Richland County Economic Development
Richland County Conservation District
Richland County Public Works

Ocean Defenders Alliance

Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation
Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks
Lower Yellowstone Rural Electric Cooperative
Montana Stockgrowers Association

City of Sidney Utilities

Yellowstone Valley Audubon Society
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

As can be seen in Table 4-1, comments on the DEIS covered a wide variety of topics. Most
comments did not ask specific question but rather stated a preference and provided a general
statement. Not surprisingly, the greatest number of specific comments dealt with the pallid
sturgeon and other threatened or listed species. Other frequent comments addressed costs (both
capital and operations and maintenance) and funding, questions on the project description, and
the overall environmental and permitting process. It should be noted that all comments were

reviewed by the Corps and Reclamation.

and responses to those comments Attachment 4.
Table 4-1 DEIS Comments by Category

Comments received are included in Attachment 3,

Species

Category Number of Comments | Category Number of Comments
Preference for Bypass Channel 243 Geomorphology/ 19
Alternative Hydrology
Preference for Dam Removal Mitigation/Adaptive

] 117* 43
Alternatives Management
Preference for Other 9 Project Cost and 65
Alternatives Funding
Project _Description, 82 Project Process, NEPA, 65
Corrections, etc. Purpose & Need
Climate 9 Recreation 5
Economics/Social 43 Transportation 2
Energy 9 Visual Resources 2
General 197 Water Quality 6
Land & Vegetation 9 Water Rights 6
Noise/Air 6 Wildlife 15
Threatened and Endangered 162 *In addition, 12,144 form letters were received in

support of Dam Removal Alternatives




Lower Yellowstone Intake Diversion Dam Fish Project
Final Appendix F - Public Participation, Comments & Responses October 2016

5.0 Final EIS Review Period

The public, including elected officials, agencies, and other interested parties, were notified of the
availability of the Final EIS. There is a 30-day public review period following release of the
Final EIS and before the Record of Decision is signed and published. The ROD would be issued
no earlier than thirty days after the start of the 30-day review period. Notices of availability for
the Final EIS and the ROD will be sent to all agencies, tribes, and individuals who submitted

comments on the Draft EIS.

The public involvement process for this EIS has been completed in accordance with regulations
implementing NEPA. Agencies and the public were notified of the scoping process, the
availability of the DEIS and FEIS and invited to public meetings on the DEIS. The public was
given opportunity to comment during the 45 day scoping period and the 55 day DEIS comment
period through various means (public meeting, email, and postal mail).
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Attachment 1
Correspondence Distributed






DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Lester Randall, Chairman
Kickapoo Tribe in Kansas
PO Box 271

1107 Goldfinch Road
Horton, Kansas 66439

Dear Chairman Randall:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary ofthe Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide adependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal forirrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence ofthe Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and atternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. In response to
itigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.

Printedon Recycled Paper
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations in the river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Muttiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
htto://www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected; additionally,
we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in communications with
the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study progresses toward actions
and alternatives.


http://www/

_3_

If you have comments, any questions, or would lke to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Natve American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinejwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilties and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consuttation at any time during this process. I your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army .mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Liana Onnen, Chairman
Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation
16281 Q Road

Mayetta, Kansas 66509

Dear Chairman Onnen:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone lIrrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibilty, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.

Printed on Recycled Paper
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving palld sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from muliple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for palld sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Divers ion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected; additionally,
we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in communications with
the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study progresses toward actions
and alternatives.



-3-

ff you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine j.warren@usace .army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.oames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. Darrin Old Coyote, Chairman, Crow Tribal Council
Apsaalooke (Crow) Nation

P.O. Box 159

Bacheeitche Avenue

Crow Agency, Montana 59022

Dear Chairman Old Coyote:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 inorder to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibilty, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and insupport of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
itigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis ofthe Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EISwill include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www.usbr.gov/gpimtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .
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Ifyou have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinej.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilties and willwork to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army .mil.

Sincerely,

/i

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. George Reed, Cultural Resource Director
Apsaalooke (Crow) Nation

P.O.Box 159

Crow Agency, Montana 59022

Mr. Emerson Bull Chief, THPO
Apsaalooke (Crow) Nation
P.O. Box 159

Crow Agency, Montana 59022
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Wirs> April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Harry Barnes, Chairman, Blackfeet Tribal Business Council
Blackfeet Tribe

P.O. Box 850

Blackfeet Tribe Agency Square

Browning, Montana 59417

Dear Chairman Barnes:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
itigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations ofthe pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this aternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for palld sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.
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ff you have comments, any questions, or would lke to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinej warren@usace.army mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email atjoel.oames@usace army.mil.

Sincerely,

/i

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Ms. Gayle Skunkcap Jr., Director, Fish & Wildlife Department
Blackfeet Tribe

P.O. Box 850

101 Popimi Street

Browning, Montana 59417

Mr. John Murray, Planning Department, THPO
Blackfeet Tribe

Box 850

620 All Chief Road

Browning, Montana 59417



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Ken St. Marks, Acting Chairman, Chippewa Cree Business Committee
Chippewa Cree Tribe of Rocky Boy's

PO. Box 544

31 Agency Square

Box Elder, Montana 59521

Dear Chairman St. Marks:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimze potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Tradtional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. Inresponse to
ltigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detaled analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.

Printed on Recycled Paper



The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multtiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocty, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Trbe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .
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If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinej.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army .mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Curtis Monteau, Director of Natural Resources
Chippewa Cree Tribe of Rocky Boy's

RR 1, Box 542

Box Elder, Montana 59521

Mr. Alvin Windy Boy, Sr., THPO
Chippewa Cree Tribe of Rocky Boy's
P.O. Box 230

Box Elder, Montana 59521



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGNEERS, OMAHA DISTRCT
16 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. Darwin St. Clair, Jr., Chairman, Shoshone Business Council
Eastern Shoshone Tribe

P.O.Box 538

15 N. Fork Rd

Fort Washakie, Wyoming 82514

Dear Chairman St. Clair, Jr.:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) onthe Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized bythe Secretary ofthe Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide adependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank ofthe Yellowstone River. Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal forirrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam islocated approximately 70 miles upstream ofthe confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.

Printed on Recycled Paper



The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage whie continuing aviable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow spli at the irrigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures : Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http :/www.usbr.gov/gpmtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .
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If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany .k vanosdall@usace .army.mil or Cathi Warren , Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine.jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilties and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Baptiste Weed, Fish & Wildlife, Natural Resources, Joint Tribal Water Engineer
Eastern Shoshone Tribe

PO Box 217

Fort Washakie, Wyoming 82514

Mr. Wilfred Ferris, THPO
Eastern Shoshone Tribe

PO Box 538

Fort Washakie, Wyoming 82514
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DEPARTMENTOF THEARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. Timothy Rhodd, Chairman

lowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska
3345 8Thrasher Rd.

White Cloud, Kansas 66094

Dear Chairman Rhodd:

The US. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalzed at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

= Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diersion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks .

= Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

= Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

= High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for palld sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

= Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http .//www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunty to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www.usbr.gov/gpl

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at402-995-2684 or email at catherinej.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Lance Foster, THPO

lowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska
3345 Thrasher Road

White Cloud, Kansas 66094

Mr. Alan Kelley, Vice Chairman
lowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska
3345 B Thrasher Road

White Cloud, Kansas 66094
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Llevando Fisher, President, Tribal Council
Northern Cheyenne Tribe

P.O. Box 128

600 S. Cheyenne Ave.

Lame Deer, Montana 59043

Dear President Fisher:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone lIrrigation
Project was authorized bythe Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 inorder to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank ofthe Yellowstone River. Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal forirrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence ofthe Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalzed at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when itcannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .



If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Natve American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine j.warren@usace.army mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Allen Clubfoot, Director, Natural Resources Department
Northern Cheyenne Tribe

PO. Box 128

104 Little Coyote Drive

Lame Deer, Montana 59043

Ms. Teanna Limpy, THPO
Northern Cheyenne Tribe
P.O.Box 128

Lame Deer, Montana 59043



DEPARTMENT OF THEARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Edmore Green, Chairman

Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska
305 N. Main Street

Reserve, Kansas 66434

Dear Chairman Green:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation ofthe EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations in the river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http 7/www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

Ifyou have comments, any questions, orwould like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or emai at
tiffany .k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995:-2684 or email at catherine j.warren@usace.army .mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. I your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Ms. Sandra Massey, Historic Preservation Officer

Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska
305 N. Main Street

Reserve, Kansas 66434

Ms. Lisa Montgomery, Director, Environmental Department
Sac and Fox Nation in Kansas and Missouri

305 N. Main Street

Reserve, Kansas 66434



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGNEERS, OMAHA DSTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Dave Archambault, Il, Chairman, Tribal Council
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box D

Block 1 North Standing Rock Ave.

Fort Yates, North Dakota 58538

Dear Chairman Archambault, 11:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) onthe Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construct ion of the Lower Yellowstone lIrrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Tradtional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and insupport of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. In response to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations ofthe pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring ofthe Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Irtake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http://www. usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine.j.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Kelly Morgan, Tribal Archeologist
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box D

Fort Yates, North Dakota 58538

Mr. Jon Eagle, THPO

Standing Rock Sioux Tribe

PO Box D

Fort Yates, North Dakota 58538



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Ms. Darla Lapointe, Chairperson
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
P.O. Box 687

100 Bluff Street

Winnebago, Nebraska 68071

Dear Chairperson Lapointe:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) onthe Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Trbe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage whie continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existng dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from mutiiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habiat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http :/www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would liketo schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tifany k.vanosdall@usace.army .mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine.jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. [fyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

/i

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Henry Payer, THPO Office
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
PO Box 687

Winnebago, Nebraska 68071

Mr. Vince Bass, Vice Chairman
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
PO Box 687

Winnebago, Nebraska 68071



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
16 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

Apri 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. AT Rusty Stafne, Chairman
Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of Fort Peck
P.O.Box 1027

501 Medicine Bear

Road Poplar, Montana

59255

Dear Chairman Stafne:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 mies upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Mortana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered palld sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. Inresponse to
ltigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. In general, alternatives currently being discussed include:

= Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

= Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

= Mutiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations ofthe pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

= High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

= Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http //www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

Ifyou have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.armymil or Cathi Warren , Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinej.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilties and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Arnold (Arnie) Big Horn, Administrator, Water Resource Department
Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of Fort Peck

P.O. Box 1027

5353 BIA Route 14

Poplar, Montana 59255

Ms. Deb Madison, Environmental Program Manager, Office of Environmental Protection
Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of Fort Peck

603 Court Avenue

Box 1027

Poplar, Montana 59255

Mr. Darrell Youppe, THPO

Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of Fort Peck
P.O. Box 1027

501 Medicine Bear Road

Poplar, Montana 59255
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
16 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. Mark Azure, President, Fort Belknap Community Council
Gros Ventre and Assinboine Tribes of Fort Belknap

656 Agency Main Street

Harlem, Montana 59526

Dear President Azure:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment onthe proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project orundertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irngation
Project was authorized by the Secretary ofthe Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide adependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal forirrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam islocated approximately 70 miles upstream ofthe confluence ofthe Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
ltigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. In general, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Muttiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Irtake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, mplement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http /iwww. usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.



If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine j.warren@usace.army .mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email atjoel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. John Allen, Council Member

Gros Ventre and Assiniboine Tribes of Fort Belknap
656 Agency Main Street

Harlem, Montana 59526

Mr. Dennis LongKnife, Environmental Compliance Officer, Environmental Dept.
Gros Ventre and Assiniboine Tribes of Fort Beknap

656 Agency Main Street
P.O. Box 983

Harlem, Montana 59526

Mr. Morris Belgard, THPO

Gros Ventre and Assiniboine Tribes of Fort Belknap
656 Agency Main Street

Harlem, Montana 59526



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Mark Fox, Chairman

Three Affiliated Tribes

404 Frontage Rd

New Town, North Dakota 58763

Dear Chairman Fox:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets ([TAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
ltigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http://www . usbr.gov/gp/mtao/lowerye/lowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinejwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. I your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Carson Hood, Director, Natural Resources
Three Affiliated Tribes

404 Frontage Rd

New Town, North Dakota 58763

Mr. Antoine Fettig-Smith, Director, Fish and Wildlife Division
Three Affiliated Tribes

404 Frontage Road

P.O.Box 1818

New Town, North Dakota 58763

Mr. Elgin Crow's Breast, THPO
Three Affiliated Tribes

404 Frontage Rd

New Town, North Dakota 58763


mailto:tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. John Yellow Bird Steele, President, Tribal Council
Oglala Sioux Tribe

P.0. Box 2070

Hwy 8 Main Street

Pine Ridge, South Dakota 57770

Dear President Yellow Bird Steele:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment onthe proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project orundertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone lIrrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal forirrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam islocated approximately 70 miles upstream ofthe confluence ofthe Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibilty, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Muttiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing. 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
htto://www.usbr.gov/igp/mtao/oweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren,Native American Consutation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine jwarren@usace.army .mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilties and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Ms. Trina Lone Hill, THPO Office
Oglala Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 419

Red Cloud Building, Main Street
Pine Ridge, South Dakota 57770



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DSTRICT
616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Clifford Wolfe, Chairman, Tribal Council
Omaha Tribe of Nebraska

P.O. Box 368

100 Main Street

Macy, Nebraska 68039

Dear Chairman Wolfe:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibilty, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Tradttional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. In response to
ltigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance actvities during preparation of the EIS.

Printed on Recycled Paper



The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations in the river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel & located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http:.//www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

Ifyou have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany .k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine.jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.0o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Thomas Parker, THPO
Omaha Tribe of Nebraska
P.O. Box 368

Macy, Nebraska 68039
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. Larry Wright, Chairman
Ponca Tribe of Nebraska
252-1 Spruce

PO Box 288

Niobrara, Nebraska 68760

Dear Chairman Wright:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
ltigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.

Printedon Recycled Paper



The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. In general, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate awater supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http://www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Trbe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.



ff you have comments, any questions, orwould like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine .j.warren@usace.army mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibiities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. I your Trbe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Shannon Wright, Director of Cultural Affairs
Ponca Tribe of Nebraska

P.O. Box 288

2548 Park Ave.

Niobrara, Nebraska 68760



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. William Kindle, President, Tribal Council
Rosebud Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 430

11 Legand Ave.

Rosebud, South Dakota 57570

Dear President Kindle:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) onthe Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Inake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. In response to
itigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. In general, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Muttiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations onthe Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when t cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
htto 7/www. usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace .army .mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine .j.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Russell Eagle Bear, THPO
Rosebud Sioux Tribe

PO Box 809

Rosebud, South Dakota 57570
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DEPARTMENTOF THEARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
%16 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. Roger Trudell, Chairman
Santee Sioux Tribe of Nebraska
108 Spirit Lake Ave. West
Niobrara, Nebraska 68760

Dear Chairman Trudell:

The US. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 mies upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action isto improve passage forendangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in2010
incompliance with NEPA and asupplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalzed at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. In general, alternatives currently being discussed include:

= Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

= Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

= Mutiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from muttiple points along the canal.

- High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

= Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http://www .usbr.gov/gp/mtaoloweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and altternatives .


http://www/

ff you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k vanosdall@usace .army.mil or Cathi Warren, Natve American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine j.warren@usace.army .mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Rick Thomas, THPO
Santee Sioux Tribe of Nebraska
52948 Highway 12

Niobrara, Nebraska 68760



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DSTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. David Flute, Chairman
Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate

P.O. Box 509

100 Veterns Memorial Drive
Agency Village, South Dakota 57262

Dear Chairman Flute:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project orundertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized bythe Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal forirrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence ofthe Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. In response to
itigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of arange of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. In general, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations in the river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when itcannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

ff you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany k vanosdall@usace .army.mil or Cathi Warren, Natve American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine.jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilties and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at 402) 995-2909 or emal at joel.oames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Ms. Dianne Desrosiers, THPO
Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate

PO Box 907

205 Oak St. E. Ste 121
Sisseton, South Dakota 57262
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Ms. Myra Pearson, Chairwoman, Tribal Council
Spirit Lake Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 359

816 3rd Avenue North, Tribal Adm Blgd.

Fort Totten, North Dakota 58335

Dear Chairperson Pearson:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricuttural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. In response to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryel/owstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www/

Ifyou have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace .army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

/i

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Darrell Smith, THPO

Spirit Lake Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 359

Fort Totten, North Dakota 58335
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Richard McCloud, Chairman, Turtle Mountain Band
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians

PO. Box 900

4180 Hwy 281

Belcourt, North Dakota 58316

Dear Chairman McCloud:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identfy ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
tigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EISwill include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

= Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

= Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

= Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations ofthe pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

= High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

= Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam
and operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http://www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany .k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine.j.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Bruce Nedeau, Director, Natural Resources, THPO
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians

P.O. Box 900

Belcourt, North Dakota 58316



DEPARTMENTOF THEARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA D ISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Mr. Robert Flying Hawk, Chairman
Yankton Sioux Tribe

PO. Box 1153

800 Main Avenue SW

Wagner, South Dakota 57380

Dear Chairman Flying Hawk:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary ofthe Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide adependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank ofthe Yellowstone River . Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal forirrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. Inresponse to
itigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving palld sturgeon
passage while continuing aviable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations in the river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate awater supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures : Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
htto://www.usbr.gov/gp/mtaoloweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www/

ff you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

/i

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Perry Little, THPO
Yankton Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 1153

800 Main Avenue SW
Wagner, South Dakota 57380
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Harold Frazier, Chairman
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 590

2001 Main Street

Eagle Butte, South Dakota 57625

Dear Chairman Frazier:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) onthe Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction ofthe Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibilty, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. Inresponse to
itigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks .

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations in the river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when t cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
addtionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany k.vanosdall@usace .army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine.j.warren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilties and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Steve Vance, THPO
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
P.O. Box 590

Eagle Butte, South Dakota 57625



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRCT
616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5,2016

District Commander

Ms. Roxanne Sazue, Chairperson
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe

PO. Box 50

100 Drifting Goose Street

Fort Thompson, South Dakota 57339

Dear Chairperson Sazue:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs}, Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in2015. Inresponse to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additonal, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http:.//www.usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www.usbr.gov/gpl

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at

tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government -to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Darrell Zephier, THPO
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe
P.O. Box 50

Fort Thompson, South Dakota 57339



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGNEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Anthony Reider, President, Executive Committee
Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 283

603 West Broad Avenue

Flandreau, South Dakota 57028

Dear President Reider:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank of the Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identfy ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. In response to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that wil provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations inthe river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for palld sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives .


http://www/

If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherine jwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. If your Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Tribal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.oames@usace.army mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Ms. Elizabeth Wakeman, Tribal Response Program Coordinator/Brownsfield Program
Director

Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe

219 Owancaya Duta Drive

Flandreau, South Dakota 57028
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
16 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Kevin Wright, Chairman, Tribal Council
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 187

187 Oyate Circle

Lower Brule, South Dakota 57548

Dear Chairman Wright:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank ofthe Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA published in 2015. In response to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lkead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed in the EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river atthe upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow inthe river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http.//www .usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.


http://www/

ff you have comments, any questions, or would lke to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany .k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinejwarren@usace.army.mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to-Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Trbal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.oames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Scott Jones, Cultural Resource Director
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe

P.O. Box 187

Lower Brule, South Dakota 57548
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE
OMAHA NE 68102-4901

April 5, 2016

District Commander

Mr. Dean Goggles, Chairman, Arapaho Business Committee
Northern Arapaho Tribe

P.O. Box 396

533 Ethete, Ethete, Wyoming 82520

Fort Washakie, Wyoming 82514

Dear Chairman Goggles:

The US. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) invite your Tribe to comment on the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Project (Project or undertaking) on the Lower Yellowstone River at Intake in
Dawson County, Montana (see enclosed location map). The Project has been
proposed to improve pallid sturgeon passage while continuing viable and effective
operation of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation Project. The Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project was authorized by the Secretary of the Interior on May 10, 1904 in order to
provide a dependable water supply sufficient to irrigate dry agricultural lands on the
west bank ofthe Yellowstone River. Construction of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project began in 1905 and included Intake Diversion Dam (also known as Yellowstone
River Diversion Dam)-a 12-foot high wood and stone diversion dam that spans the
Yellowstone River and diverts water into the Main Canal for irrigation. Intake Diversion
Dam is located approximately 70 miles upstream of the confluence of the Yellowstone
and Missouri rivers near Glendive, Montana.

As part of our Federal Tribal Trust responsibility, the Corps and Reclamation are
seeking input on concerns that uniquely or significantly affect your Tribe, related to the
project. Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the agencies and tribes to
cooperatively identify ways to avoid and minimize potential adverse impacts to Indian
Trust Assets (ITAs), Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs), and other resources of
tribal concern as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.

The proposed Federal action is to improve passage for endangered pallid sturgeon
and other native fish at Intake Diversion Dam. Reclamation previously consulted with
your Tribe in 2008 regarding the proposed Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project
and in support of preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) published in 2010
in compliance with NEPA and a supplemental EA publshed in 2015. In response to
litigation, the Corps and Reclamation are now jointly preparing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that will provide more detailed analysis of the Proposed Action
and additional, newly proposed alternatives. The Corps will serve as administrative
lead for NEPA-compliance activities during preparation of the EIS.
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The design of the Proposed Action being addressed inthe EIS is not finalized at this
time. The EIS will include consideration of a range of reasonable alternatives to the
proposed Federal action that meet the purpose and need of improving pallid sturgeon
passage while continuing a viable and effective operation of the Lower Yellowstone
Project. Ingeneral, alternatives currently being discussed include:

Bypass Channel: Originally proposed inthe 2015 Supplemental EA. Construct a
bypass channel from the inlet of the existing high flow chute to just downstream
of the existing dam and rubble field. Replace Intake Diversion Dam with a
concrete weir to ensure adequate surface elevations in the river at the upstream
bypass channel entrance as well as to ensure desired flow split at the irrigation
headworks.

Rock Ramp: Originally proposed in the 2015 Supplemental EA. Replace Intake
Diversion Dam with a concrete weir and boulder and cobble rock ramp to ensure
adequate surface elevations inthe river upstream of the weir at the headworks
for diversion into the main canal.

Multiple Pumping Stations: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and construct
seven pumping stations on the Yellowstone River to deliver water to the Lower
Yellowstone Project. Locations of the pumping stations are conceptual at this
time. Since the Lower Yellowstone Project was designed for gravity flow of
water primarily from a single water source at Intake, this alternative would
require some restructuring of the Lower Yellowstone Project canal system to
accommodate a water supply from multiple points along the canal.

High Flow Channel: Excavate the existing 4-mile-long high flow channel to
provide appropriate habitat conditions for pallid sturgeon passage. Parameters
related to depth, velocity, and timing need to be considered. The high flow
channel is located on the right descending bank.

Pumping with Conservation Measures: Remove the Intake Diversion Dam and
operate the headworks when there is sufficient flow in the river to do so.
Implement conservation measures to reduce water demand, implement pumping
to provide water source when it cannot be obtained via the headworks, and
power this alternative with wind power.

Both current and past project information and analyses can be accessed online at
http://www. usbr.gov/gp/mtao/loweryellowstone.

The Corps and Reclamation understand the unique relationship your Tribe has to the
Yellowstone River and we want to ensure that this relationship is respected;
additionally, we want to ensure that your Tribe has an opportunity to engage in
communications with the Corps and Reclamation and provide inputs as this study
progresses toward actions and alternatives.
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If you have comments, any questions, or would like to schedule a meeting, please
contact Tiffany Vanosdall, Project Manager, at 402-995-2695 or email at
tiffany.k.vanosdall@usace.army.mil or Cathi Warren, Native American Consultation
Specialist, at 402-995-2684 or email at catherinejwarren@usace.army .mil.

We recognize our Government-to-Government responsibilities and will work to meet
with you and your staff for consultation at any time during this process. Ifyour Tribe is
interested in Government-to -Government consultation, please contact Mr. Joel Ames,
Trbal Liaison, at (402) 995-2909 or email at joel.o.ames@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

L]

ohn W. Henderson, P.E.
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Commander

Copy Furnished:

Ms. Yufna SoliderWolf, Director THPO
Northern Arapaho Tribe

P.O. Box 67

Fort Washakie, Wyoming 82514
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Department Of The Army April 19, 2016

CROW TRIBAL CULTURAL DEPARTMENT

CORPS OF ENGINEERS OHAHADISTRICT
1816 Capital Avenue

Omaha, NE 68102

To Whom It May Concern:

| received correspondence from the chairman's office on April 12, 2016, concerning the Proposed
Intake Diversion Dam Fish Passage Project. Although the Bureau of Reclamation has contacted us in
2008, there was really no information shared. |, director of the culture department and chairman of
the Preservation Board/Culture Committee, am only one person who doesn't even have avote but |
will present the correspondence to the board for their consideration and comments.

The Apsaalooke Nation does have an unique relationship with the EIk River, the confluence of the Elk
River isa boundary of the territorial homeland of the Apsaalooke. At dawn of September 29, 1851,
our great kader and statesman, Blackfoot, revealed hissacred bundle, a swan, he painted the bill
blue and placed it facing the risingsun. He offered his pipe in prayer, he was asking for guidance for
what he was to undertake later that day. Inhis prayer he designated the homeland of the
Apsaalooke, "where my four base tepee poles set on the ground is mine, as bng as there is even just
one Apsaalooke Eft, Iwant that one Apsaalooke to have a place to come home to. Whoever
interferes with what | have done, | want something to happen to them and ifthey are persistent |
want them to be gone. This isan unwritten code of the Apsaa boke that can never be changed.

The confluence of the EIk River, although ithas meandered since that time, the highest peak inthe
Big Saddle inthe Black Hills, Sinks Canyon inthe Wind Hills, along the ridge, Continental Divide, to
the headwaters of the Big River, Three Forks. These four geographical landmarks are all abstract,
they can never be changed or altered and there are no other places inthe world like these four
geographical sites. Farther Desmet, a Catholic priest who did not speak the

Apsaalooke language nor did he know the topography of the land interpreted Blackfoot's prayer at
the treaty conference at Horse Creek. That misinterpretation designated the 38.5 million acre
territorial homeland of the Apsaalooke.

This is just a synopsis of why we are concerned about our territorial home land, within this vast area we
are concerned about our historical and sacred sites which have been disturbed, destroyed and
desecrated by other Indigenous Nations, who know nothing about these sites, the irony of the matter
isthat the United States government allows them.

Very respectfully submitted,

George F?e?jj’r Chalrman /

Preservation Board/Culture Committee
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THURSDAY, JUNE 30, 2016

M5. ECKERT- UPTMORE: (Good evening. W're
ready to start and for people to find their seats.
W'll give it a few seconds. l'mgetting a
gesture fromthe back that you cannot hear ne.
Can | see a thunbs up. Super. Al right.

Good evening and wel cone. M nane is
Kayl a Eckert-Uptnore and |I'mthe Chief of G vil
Wrks for the U S. Arny Corps of Engi neers, QOmaha
D strict. If you are wondering why the U. S. Arny
Cor ps of Engi neers has sent a team of fol ks all
the way from Onmaha, Nebraska to Montana to hol d
this neeting, there is a reasonable answer. The
Corps of Cvil Wrks program boundari es are based
on wat ersheds, and its mlitary program boundari es
are based on state boundari es.

As you well know, the Yell owstone Ri ver
Is a tributary to the Mssouri River. So as the
M ssouri R ver and its tributaries flow from
Montana to the confluence with the M ssi ssi ppi
R ver, Omha District is responsible fromthe
headwat ers of Montana to just around Burwell,
Nebraska. That's an eight state region. The
| ar gest geographi cal footprint of any Corps

district in the nation.
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The Corps staff here today are fromthe

Omaha District. doser to honme for many of you,

t hough, who live in Montana is the Bureau of

Recl amati on represented by staff fromthe Mntana
area office here in Billings.

Toget her we have nade avail abl e, for
public review and conment, the Lower Yell owstone
I nt ake Di versi on Dam Fi sh Passage Draft
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent, or the Draft EIS,
as you'll hear a lot of folks call it.

This is the third of the three public
meetings. W held one on June 28th in Sidney,
Mont ana; June 29th in d endi ve, Montana; and today
Is our |ast during the public conment peri od.

The purpose of this neeting is to hear
fromyou. W have two highly qualified project
managers from bot h agenci es here today who have
been neeting with nultiple technical teans to
conplete this Draft EIS. They wll provide a
brief overview of the work that's been done to
date. We will then offer a public coment period
for you to share your perspectives and your
opinions. W wll not be answeri ng questions
directly during the comment session, but we wll

be here after the conmment period throughout the
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front corridor there to answer directly any
questions you may have. Qur intent is to ensure
that there's anple opportunity for all
per spectives to be heard. W w |l be here as |ong
as it takes this evening to acconplish that.

But before we begin, | would like to
I ntroduce the staff that we have here. Fromthe
Corps of Engineers in the front we have Eric Laux,
the Omaha D strict Chief of Environnmental
Resources. W have Curtis MIller, the Omha
District, Chief of the Hydraulic Engi neering
Section. W have Sage Joyce fromthe Omaha

D strict, but she's here | ocal at the Mntana

regul atory office here in Billings. Tiffany
Vanosdal | , the Yell owstone | ntake EI S project
manager .

From t he Bureau of Recl amati on, we have
St eve Davies, the Montana area office manager.
Jerry Benock, the Montana area office manager of
pl anni ng. And David Trinpe, the Montana area
of fice, Yellowstone Intake EIS project nanager.

Bet ween all of these foll ow ngs,
hopefully we have the right personnel into here to
be able to answer questions that you m ght have.

Again, we are here this evening as |long as you

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
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need us to ensure that your questions are
answer ed.

Now, for the formal public session, I
would like to review the neeting guidelines.
First, | ask that we offer all speakers courtesy
and respect. As highlighted in your handout, the
meeting guidelines -- hopefully everyone was abl e
to grab a neeting guidelines formwhen they cane
in -- in review, we encourage everyone to sign up
at the front table, regardless if you want to
speak or not, so we have a proper accounting of
at t endance.

If you do want to speak, there was al so
an opportunity to sign in on the sheet there, but
you're not limted to speaking, you're still able
to speak if you haven't signed in at this point.
You will be invited to speak in the order of the
sign-in sheet.

When you cone to the mc, please state
your nane clearly and who you represent. And so
that we can afford an opportunity for everyone to
speak, we ask that you limt your comments to
t hree m nut es.

Once everyone who signed up to speak has

spoken, the mc will remain avail able for those of

6
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you who want to speak but hadn't signed up. Al
wll be held to the three-minute rule. | wll
hold up a pink card with a No. 1. So if you

ki ndly keep an eye on ne over at the table over
here. That wll signify that you have one m nute
remai ni ng. If you do not finish your renmarks in
three m nutes, you're welcone to take place in the
line again. Wen at the mc, just introduce

your sel f agai n, please.

The neeting and the public conmments w ||
be recorded by our certified court reporter for
the official neeting docunents. In all the
meetings to date, the majority of the speakers
have easily finished in three m nutes or | ess.

Agai n, we ask that you be respectful to
all speakers. That you refrain fromprofanity and
you be courteous to the audi ence and ot her
speakers by holding to the stop bell. Alittle
bit different than those of you who have been at
t he past neetings, tonight we'll still do the pink
card, but we have a bell that will cone over the
m crophone to tell you that your full three
m nutes i s up.

Again, we wll have plenty of conments

again. Please place yourself in |line again when

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
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you hear the bell.

So with that, | ask you to please turn
your attention to the project managers. David
wll be starting for the revi ew And, again, |
just can't enphasi ze enough to offer all speakers
courtesy and respect this evening. Thank you for
bei ng here. W |look forward to heari ng your
comment s.

MR TRIMPE: So just a little history
about the Lower Yell owstone Project. It was
aut hori zed under the Reclamation Act of 1902 as a
singl e purpose irrigation project. That neans all
costs are incurred by the individual water users.
Construction occurred from 1905 to 1908 by
Recl amation. The first water delivered to the
mai n canal was approxi mately 1909.

As you can see on the left, the project
does enconpass four irrigation districts: I nt ake,
Savage, Lower Yellowstone | and Il. O her
facilities include the Intake diversion dam the
headwor ks and fish streans, 72-mle-long nmain
canal, 225 nmiles of laterals, three punping
stations, and it enconpasses about 58, 000 acres.

Operation is perforned by the Lower

Yel | owstone Irrigation Project Board of Control,

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
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and the diversion rate is approximately 1374 cfs,
which is also the full water right.

So the pallid sturgeon, which is also the
reason why we are here, was |listed by the Fish
& Wldlife Service in 1990. It is considered
endangered throughout this entire range and it is
native to both Yell owstone and M ssouri Rivers.

Sone prinmary threats to the pallid
sturgeon include construction of dams, bank
stabilization, entrainnent, di sease and predation,
as well as commercial fishing.

So currently the pallid sturgeon can be
found nostly downstream of | ntake Di versi on Dam
down to the headwaters of Lake Sakakawea.

Hi storically, it was found up above Cartersville,
as well as in the Tongue and Powder Ri vers.

So if we provide a fish passage at I ntake
D version Dam it would open up approxi mately 165
mles of spawning, rearing, and drifting habitat.
The next |ikely inpedinent would be Cartersville
Dam which is approximately river mle 237.

So shortly after the pallid sturgeon was
listed in 1990, Reclamati on decided to | ook at the
effects of the Lower Yell owstone Project on the

speci es. Based on best avail abl e science, there

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
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iIs very limted passage past the diversion dam
and there was entrainnent into the nain canal
prior to the new headwor ks and streans.

2005 was a big mlestone for the project.
That' s when Recl amation, Arny Corps of Engi neers,
Mont ana Fish, WIldlife and Parks, the Nature
Conservancy, as well as the Service did a val ue
pl anni ng study that | ooked at 110 alternatives to
provi de passage and entrai nnent protection of the
pr oj ect .

In 2007 under the Water Resources and
Devel opnent Act, the Corps received authorization
to design, construct, and inplenment a project at
I nt ake.

So we have been through a couple
envi ronnental anal yses. So briefly, the first one
In 2010 was the first environnmental assessnent.
The agencies identified the rock ranp and the
screened headworks as the preferred alternative.

In 2012 that new screened headwor ks was
put into operation. And then in 2015, the
agenci es rel eased the suppl enental environnental
assessnent that identified the bypass channel as a
preferred alternative.

Today, here and now in 2016, we are

10
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undert aki ng an environnmental inpact statenent. So
the Notice of Availability was published in the
Federal Regi ster on June 3rd. That was the
official start of the comment period. Shortly
after the release of the Draft EI'S, the agencies
publ i shed an addendum addr essi ng four new
alternatives that were not addressed in the Draft
El S. Because of that addendum the public conment
peri od has been extended to July 28th. The Draft
El S does anal yze six alternatives, one of them
bei ng the no acti on.

So the purpose and need of the project,
whi ch has not changed, is to inprove passage for
pallid sturgeon, as well as native speci es,
conti nue the viable and effective operation of the
Lower Yell owstone Project, as well as contri bute
to ecosystemrestoration.

Prior to the release of the Draft EI'S, we
did go through a public scoping period. That
occurred from January 4th to February 18th. W
did hold one public scoping neeting January 21st
in Aendive. On the right is just a rough
breakdown of the comments that the agencies
recei ved during scoping. The majority of them

centered around alternatives, econom cs, and
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t hr eat ened endangered speci es.

We al so received several alternatives as
part of scoping. Just a couple of them were dam
renoval wi th punping, inplenentation of wi nd power
or conservation neasures, and just physically
rel ocating pallid sturgeon upstream of the dam

So the alternatives that we're going to
tal k about tonight, as well, they are in the Draft
ElIS, is the no action, the rock ranmp, and the
bypass channel, the nodified side channel, and
then our two punping options, the multiple punp
stations, as well as multiple punps with
conservati on neasures.

So the no action, which is also
consi dered the baseline, which you neasure
benefits and i npacts from would be the continued
operation of maintenance of the project as
currently occurs. This does include the annual
pl acenment of rock on the diversion dam And
because no fish passage would be provided at the
site, Reclanation or the Corps would |likely be
required to consult with the Fish & Wldlife
Servi ce.

There is no constructi on cost associ at ed

with this alternati ve. Annual O&M woul d be around12
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2.6 mllion dollars and then a per acre cost would
be $46.53. So the annual O&M as well as the cost
per acre would be the cost to the water users.

I want to caution that these nunbers are
just estinmates. This would be not be your exact
assessnent. This is just for planning purposes
only.

So the rock ranmp, which was al so anal yzed
in 2010 and 2015, does include a new concrete weir
approximately 40 feet upstream of the existing
dam It does include a 1500 foot shal |l owed- sl oped
boul der and cobble walk ranmp. This alternative
does allow the District to divert their full water
right down to 3,000 cfs fromthe Yell owstone
River. The rock ranp does cut off the boat ranp
that currently exists at the fishing access site.
So that would |ikely have to be noved downstream
of the new rock ranp.

Construction is estimted at
approximately 90.4 mllion dollars. Annual &M is
about 2.8. And then a cost per acre of $50, which
is approximately 7.5 percent greater than the no
action alternative.

So the bypass channel, which is also the

agencies' preferred alternative, includes an

13
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11, 150 foot bypass channel. The entrance would
cone in just downstream of the existing dam and
rubble field, and it does include the construction
of a new concrete weir that does allow for the
di version of the full water right down to 3, 000
cfs fromthe Yell owstone River.

All the fill that is excavated fromthe
bypass channel woul d be placed in the existing
si de channel that does help stabilize that
upstream entrance area. Construction is estinated
at approximately 57 mllion dollars. Annual O&M
of 2.8, and a cost per acre of $49.27, or
approximately 5.9 percent increase fromno action.

So these are the alternatives that we

have previously anal yzed. So we do have three new

alternatives that we are fully analyzing this
tine. So wwth that, I'll turn it over to Tiffany.

MS. VANOCSDALL: So we | ooked at several,
or a few new alternatives in this EIS in response
to comments that we had gotten during scoping,
comments that we had gotten based on the
finalization of the 2015 EA

One of those alternatives is the nodified
side channel. W developed this alternative in

response to the fact that there had been a few
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pallids that used the existing side channel that's
out there right now W would excavate that
channel in order to allow that channel to fl ow
nore frequently, as frequently as we designed the
bypass channel to fl ow

The reason that we did that is it would
nmeet the criteria that we were given by the
bi ol ogi cal review teamin what pallids need in
order to pass. So we woul d excavate that existing
channel to neet that criteria.

Anot her thing that we heard is there were
people that didn't want to replace the existing
weir. So this alternative utilizes the existing
weir that's out there. It would require continued
rocki ng of that structure for |ong-term O&M

There woul d be a bridge across the side
channel in order to access the existing weir so
that the rock coul d be pl aced. It's approxi mately
four and a half mles |long and the entrance of it
for the fish is pretty far downstream fromthe
exi sting weir.

One of the features of this that makes it
nmore difficult for the pallid is generally in fish
passage you want your outlet to be as close to the

obstruction as possible, so that when they're
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Charles Fisher Court Reporting
442 East Mendenhall, Bozeman MT 59715, (406) 587-9016




© o0 ~N o o b~ w N P

[ = S S N
w N B O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Public Hearing

stream ng upstream they cone to the obstruction

and your passage is right there. So that is the

downfall of this alternative. However, it does
utilize an existing route that pallids have used.
Construction is a little over 54 mllion.

Annual O&Mis about 2.9 mllion, which is, per
acre, about a $51.19. |In general, that's a 10
percent increase for the water user fromthe no
acti on.

The nmultiple punp stations was an
alternative that was | ooked at as an alternative
t hat renpbves the existing weir. In response to
sone comments that we had heard that we needed to
| ook at an alternative that does not include a
weir. So this alternative would renove the
exi sting diversion dam It would construct five
punpi ng stations along the Yell owstone with four
punps at each station, which that would be a total
of 20 punps. And those punps would deliver the
full capacity of 1374 cfs.

It would require an upgrade of the
exi sting power system The punps would require
nore power than the power systemthat's out there
can handl e, so it does involve an upgrade of those

syst ens.
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There woul d be construction of fish
screens. So the punps would be | ocated off the
channel, there would be a canal to those punps.
Wthin that canal would be a fish screen so that
the fish aren't entrained in those punps.

You could use the existing headworks for
gravity diversion about 17 percent of the tine the
main river i s above 30,000 cfs. The rest of the
time we woul d have to use the punping. The reason
that we included the gravity diversions is during
those tines, you could reduce the O&M by not
runni ng t he punps.

It would include the relocation of the
I ntake fishing access site, because the very first
punp would need to be |ocated at that site.

Construction of this alternative is about
132 mllion dollars. Annual O&Mis a little over
5 mllion dollars. And the annual O&M per acre is
alittle over $88. So that's an increase for the
wat er user of about 19 percent in O&M

This is just a schematic of the punp
stations. And | know you can't see them but it
does i nclude how the canal to the punp stations
were and what the fish screens and site canal

would look like. This is in the EISif people are
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I nt er est ed.

So a | ot of people have asked, | don't
necessarily understand what these punps woul d | ook
like. | know there's punps out there right now.

I want to make a conparison to what is existing.
A lot of people are famliar with the Savage
punpi ng plant. That punping plant punps about 60
cfs or 388 mllion gallons per day. The

Yel | owst one requirenent is 888 mllion gallon per
day. So the Savage punping plant can produce
about 4 percent of that requirenent.

So it would require about 20 stations of
this size to deliver the full water right.
Keeping in m nd that the Savage punping plant is
not screened, so in actuality, you would actually
probably have to have those punps a little bit
bi gger.

The other alternative that includes the
existing weir is multiple punps wth conservati on
measur es. It includes renoving the |Intake dam
It al so includes delivering about half of the
existing water right of 608 cfs and naking up the
di fference with conservati on neasures, both on
farmand in the existing canal.

Delivery of the water woul d occur with
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Ranney Wells. There would be construction of
seven punp sites with six Ranney Wl |s at each
site. It would al so include upgradi ng of the

exi sting power system W | ooked at buying into
or constructing w nd power, because we had heard
that there were people that wanted us to | ook into
alternative energy sources. So we did wi nd power
as the source of power for this alternative. You
could do gravity diversion with a conbi nati on of
punpi ng about 60 percent of the tine to help
reduce the O&M and t he punping cost. About 40
percent of tine you could only do punping.

Thi s includes inplenentation of water
conservation neasures, which I'lIl talk a little
bit on the next slide, and it would require
redesign of the main canal. The existing canal is
designed to run up to 1374 cfs. To only run 608
cfs, there would have to be sone redesign of that
canal .

This alternative would al so incl ude
rel ocati on of the Intake fishing access, because,
again, the Ranney Wlls would be -- the first set
of punps woul d need to occur at that site.

Construction of this alternative is

approximately 478 mllion dollars. Annual O&M
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woul d be about 4.4 mllion dollars, for a per acre
cost of alittle over $77. And that's about a 66
percent increase in O&M for the water user

So sone of the conservati on neasures that
wer e proposed that could potentially be
i mpl enmented both on farns and within the canal
itself include check structures, flow neasuring
devi ces, converting sone of the laterals to pipe,
using sprinklers, lining the main canal and sone
of the remaining laterals, controlling
over checki ng, and groundwat er punpi ng.

I do want to note that we | ooked at
whet her the 608 cfs, even with conservation
nmeasures, would be able to deliver the water
needed for the punps that are out there and we
determ ned that it would not.

This is sinply a schenmatic of what a
Ranney Well | ooks like and that, too, is in the
Draft EIS, if someone wants to look at it. And
basically it's a |lateral pipe that pulls in water
fromthe alluvium or Kkind of the groundwater of
the river, and utilizes that source of water
instead of the river surface water.

So | went over the cost estimates

i ndi vidually, but here it's on -- it's in
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conpari son to each other side by side. And when
we're | ooking at cost estimates, we | ook at

several factors other than just construction

costs.

So for each alternatives you | ook at what
It costs to construct it. You |look at how long it
takes to construct it. Because if an alternative

takes a really long tine to construct for an
ecosystem project, then you're del aying receiVving
your benefits for that |Iong as well.

W | ook at the cost of design. W add
that in. Construction managenent. And generally,
the nore conplicated the project, which is
generally a higher cost project, the higher your
constructi on managenent estimate is, so we
generally just take a percentage of construction
cost.

We | ooked at -- we added real estate.
The rock ranmp and the bypass channel are all on
federal |and, so there's no real estate
requi renents. The nodified side channel, the
mul ti pl e punps, and the punps with conservation
measures all would require acquisition of sone
private | and.

So that gives you what we call a total
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first cost. Then we | ook at the annual G&M  And
what we do is we take the construction costs and
we analyze it over a 50-year period. The reason
that we do that is to nmake sure that each
alternative is kind of an apples to apples
conpari son. Because you want to know if an
alternative has an extrenely high construction
cost but very |l ow O&M cost, you want to nake sure
that you're factoring that in and conparing it
ri ght against a project that has maybe a very | ow
construction cost and has a really high O&M cost.
So that you're getting a good feel and conpari ng
it wwth what the true costs are in an alternative.

So like | said, we take those costs and
we analyze it over 50 years. And then what the
Corps is required to do is called a cost effective
I ncrenental cost analysis. Wen we invest in
projects, generally you have to show that the
benefits of a project outweigh the costs.

For ecosystens, there isn't really a
nonetary value that's assigned to an ecosystem
So what we do is we | ook at how many habitat you
can get or how nany habitat benefits you can get
froman alternative and at what cost. And then

you conpare those agai nst each other and you | ook
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for alternatives that give you the nost habitat
for a lower cost. So you conpare all the

al ternati ves agai nst each other and you ki nd of
rule out those alternatives that give you | ess

benefit for nore cost.

In going through that analysis -- and I'm
not going to get into detail. | f anybody wants to
talk to ne afterwards, |'m happy to explain it.

But t hrough that process, you get to the bypass
channel and the nultiple punping station as both
cost effective alternatives.

At that point we |look at what it takes to
get the benefits that you're getting. The bypass
channel gives you al nost 70 percent of your
benefits at a | ower cost. That additional 30
percent of benefits that the multiple punps give
you is at a nmuch higher cost. So you can get your
benefits fromthe bypass channel at about $727 per
unit of habitat. To get the additional benefit in
the nmultiple punping, it costs you an additi onal
$1, 400 per habitat unit. And so that's the
information that the decision-naker uses in order
to determ ne which alternatives are nost cost
effective.

So this is a sunmary of the inpacts from
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the EIS. |1'mnot going to go into any detail,
they are in the EIS, if you want to talk to us
about a specific resource that interests you we
haven't tal ked about what the inpacts are.

In sunmary, we | ooked at surface water,
hydr ol ogy hydraulics, groundwater hydrol ogy,
geonor phol ogy, aquatic comunity, federally listed
speci es and state |listed species of concern, | ands
and vegetation, recreation, noise, social and
econoni c conditions and historic properti es.

And we determ ned that none of the
alternatives have significant negative inpacts to
t he environnent or any of those resources. Many
of them have beneficial inpacts.

So the Corps of Engi neers and the Bureau
of Reclamation in coordination with the Fish &
Wldlife Service have determ ned that the bypass
channel is the preferred alternative. The reason
for that is the three agencies are confident that
it does neet the physical and bi ol ogi cal
requi renents in order for the passage to neet our
Endanger ed Speci es Act needs.

It is a cost effective nmeans of providing
a fish passage. It's expected to have the | owest

annual OM And it would not result in
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significant | ong-term adverse environnent al
I mpact s.

So that gets us to where what your ro
is in this, and that's how to comment. Toni gh
you can either give spoken or witten conmrent.
There are comment cards. You can hand those t
at any point. You can also sign up to speak.
will go through all those nanes. I f you didn
sign up, you can still get up and speak. You
mail us coments, and the address is up there.
It's also out in the hall. You won't get a
response to those mailed-in comments. W won'
say, Hey, we got those, but you can send those
certified mail if you want. You can e-mail us

You wll get a response to that that says, Hey

| e

t

O us
We
t

can

t

got your conmment and | forwarded it to the project

manager .

The due date for all comments is they
must be postnmarked, if they're by mail, by Jul
28t h. They nust be received, if they're e-ma
by July 28th. And then for any additional

informati on on the analysis we did, the

alternati ves we | ooked at, or anything else, b
David and ny contact information is up here.
so this presentation will be posted to Montana

Yy
| ed,

ot h
And
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area office's Wb site. So you can access it

there, or you can get our information out of here.

The project Wb site can be accessed, and that's
up here as well. It's also out in the hall.
So we're ready to nove into the spoken

comment period. Kayla kind of went over the

ground rules for that. Al of the conments w |l
be recorded by the court reporter. I wll cal
people up in groups of four, generally. It wll

be great if you can conme up to the mc in the
group that you're called in. You can sit down in
the chairs while you're waiting for others to
speak. You'll be called in the order that you
signed in.

W will be available follow ng the
meeting for any questions. If there are any of
you that don't want to speak to the | arger group,
feel free to cone out and talk to us later. You
can have the court reporter get your comments not
in front of the group, but just nore private if
you |like. W're not going to respond to oral
comments fromup here. And all of the comrents
t hat you give us tonight through the conmment
period will be used in order to finalize the EIS.

So I'"'mgoing to go ahead and grab the
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commenters. And again, you'll have three m nutes

to speak. Kayla wll |et you know when you have a
mnute left. W ask you to pl ease be respectful

of everyone el se that needs to speak. W wll |et
you finish, but we would like to | et everyone

t hrough, and then you can cone up and add the rest
of your comments.

Ckay. To start out, we have Duane
Mtchell, Taylor Brown and Scott Staffanson.

MR MTCHELL: M nane is Duane Mtchell.
I'"'ma R chland County Conmi ssioner, and | would
li ke to thank everybody for com ng, even those
t hat just cane across town or across the state.

Cenesi s 1:28, God bl essed them and God
said unto them Be fruitful and multiply and
repl eni sh the earth, and subdue it; and have
dom ni on over the fish of the sea, over the fow
of the air, and over every living thing that
novet h upon the earth.

I just have a coupl e questions and then a
coupl e of comments. This past Sunday after church
ny wife was asked by a young girl, a coll ege
freshman, If the Intake D version Dam has been in
operation for over a hundred years, why isn't the

pallid sturgeon extinct? They nust have --
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(Wher eupon, M. Mtchell was asked to
speak up.)

MR, M TCHELL: |Is that better? This
young | ady asked ny wife, If the Intake D version
Dam has been working for a hundred years, why are
the pallid sturgeon not extinct? They nust be
doi ng sonet hing correct to have been able to live
this | ong.

Wth this perceived threat of climte
change, gl obal warm ng, and carbon print, how much
of a carbon print has the Lower Yell owstone
Irrigation Project created over the |ast 107 years
it has been providing water to the valley?

Today Si dney Sugars enploys 130 full-tine
enpl oyees. During the canpai gn, they have over
300 enpl oyees wth an annual payroll of about 10
mllion dollars. According to the Chanber of
Commer ce, each paycheck that is earned in the
comunity turns six to seven tines in that
communi ty.

Now, add the 70 mllion dollars of
operati ng expense that Sidney Sugars pays into our
econony annually, and you are now tal ki ng about a
serious inpact to our city, county, and state.

This will not affect only Sidney, but the other
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cities and counti es around Sidney.

I called the Montana Departnment of
Revenue to see how nuch this could affect the tax
base for Ri chland County. The appraisal val ue of
one acre of irrigated ground in R chland County is
$664. 62; one acre of wild hay land is $175.98; one
acre of grazing land is $39. 30.

The taxabl e val ue on one acre of
irrigated land is $14.34; one acre of wld hay
land is $3.80; one acre of grazing land is 84
cents.

Many years ago Congressman Pat WI I i ans,
our Representative to Washington, DC, said, |If you
want to find the source of the problem followthe
noney.

I have been follow ng the noney that is
bei ng i nvested by the governnent through the
Cor ps, Lower Yell owstone, the nany busi nesses in
Sidney that are continually fighting this, and all
we're trying to do is preserve our econony and the
future of our valley and for the our future
generations. However, |ast night Steve and Matt
both said that they were seeking a win/win
situation --

(End of tinme signal ringing.)
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MR M TCHELL: Am | done? Ckay.

MR. BROAN:. Good evening. M/ nane is
Taylor Brown. |I'mcurrently serving as a State
Senator in Senate D strict 28, which is | ocated
here in Yell owstone County. And | want to thank
you for comng to Montana this evening to hear our
comments. 1'll try to keep ny remarks brief so
that those who have traveled for hundreds of mles
can al so speak, |like the one that's going to
follow ne cane an awfully | ong way.

As a Montana State Senator in a District
to inprove a portion of the Yell owstone Ri ver
Vall ey, | stand today in strong support of the
envi ronnent al i npact study that shows the bypass
channel to be the best alternative for both
agriculture and for aquatic species.

At the outset of ny remarks, however, |
would like to register ny objection to the
| ocati on and the scheduling of this particul ar
meeting in Billings, Montana, on the eveni ng of
June 30th. | think we all know why this neeting

was schedul ed toni ght.

(Appl ause.)
MR. BROAN: | think we know why this
meeti ng was schedul ed toni ght. | don't want to
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question your authority to do so. I only would
like to register ny conplaint that, first, if you
had schedul ed such an i nportant neeting over 200
mles away fromthe | ocation in question; and
second, that you schedule it at one of the very

worst times of the year for irrigators to try to

att end.

(Appl ause.)

MR. BROAN: Please don't count this in ny
three m nutes, but | would suggest that you hold

your appl ause, because |'ve done a lot of this
ki nd of testinobny nyself and appl ause just sl ows
t he eveni ng down. Thank you for your appl ause,
but I think we should all refrain from appl ause
tonight if we can.

To continue, | think the nature of this
| ocation is precisely why you're going to hear
toni ght a bunch of different kind of testinony
t han you' ve heard the past two nights from peopl e
who actually live and work in the affected area.

The sacrifices that were nade by many in
this crowd to travel to be here toni ght were
i nmense. Pl ease give significant weight to their
comments. Because | fear that there are many here

toni ght that couldn't even point to the I ntake
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weir on a map a week ago.

My coorment is this: That the proposed
El S had used real science and sound reasoning to
arrive at the right solution. Qur State's two
bi ggest industries, agriculture and travel/tourism
desperately needs you to get this decision right.
| believe you have done that with this proposed
alternative through the bypass channel. Pl ease do
the right thing and trust the process in which we
have all spent, or many of us, have spent so nany
nmont hs. Qur state's econony cannot afford
conti nued uncertainty about this critical issue.
Thank you for your tine this year and | woul d have
awitten comment that | would |ike to submt, if
I may.

MR. STAFFANSON: My nane is Scott
St af f anson. I amthe Representative from House
District 35, which enconpasses nobost of the | and
that is irrigated by this project. I amin ful
support of this bypass channel option to keep our
irrigation project viable. | ama farner and
rancher. | irrigate in the heart of this project.
The canal runs through our place, and I am an
environnentalist. | have spent ny |ife naking

decisions that, No. 1, provide for the viability
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of the farmthat | have been entrusted with. To
do that, you nust nake sure that you're | ooking
out for the long-termviability of that operation.
Irrigation is a very inportant part of this
operation. R ght now ny daughter, Jessie, is at
hone and she's taking care of the water so | can
be here.

I guess | think there are many positive
environnental inpacts that are provided by this
irrigation project. And | think to change it to
add the punps definitely will be a negative to the
envi ronnent al i npact. | think the way the project
is it needs sone inprovenents with the new
I nproved weir. The main reason that needs to be
changed i s because of the addition of the fish
screens that were put in that -- this is the
second phase of that and | think it needs to be
there to keep the project viable. And the bypass
channel is a very good way to allow the pallid
sturgeon to get up the channel, as far as | can
see.

| also have a letter froma constituent
that I wll read |later on, but | encourage the
Corps to go forward with this. W have del ayed it

enough. W have studied it enough and it needs to
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happen. Thank you.
M5. VANOSDALL: Jereny Mrgret and Ron

Et zel .

MR, MORCRET: "' mJdereny Morgret. I
represent Stockman Bank. |'mhere in support of
t he bypass channel as well. It's a solution that

nmeets all of the needs of the environnent and the
fish, but it also still retains the econonic
viability of the region. So therefore, | ask you
to please nove forward with it in support of it.
Thank you.

MR ETZEL: M/ nane is Ron Etzel. I|I'ma
current operator for the Lower Yell owstone
Irrigation Project. I grew up off the project on
a dryland farm the sane farm ny grandfather and
grandnot her raised 12 kids. And ny parents raised
five kids. And | had to go to work for the
irrigation project because | couldn't support ny
two kids on an incone of that. And the sane thing
i's happening to the irrigating farners, and
putting punps in would put an undue burden. And,
| don't know, if they keep squeezing the farner
out, what are we going to eat? Thank you.

MS. VANOSDALL: Sean and Melissa

Appel berg, Sanree Reynol ds, Deni se Lang and Butch
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Br at sky.

MR, APPELBERG  Sean Appel berg. This is
ny wife, Melissa Appel berg. W've been living in
the Sidney area for the | ast seven years.

(Wher eupon, M. Appel berg was asked to
speak up.)

MR, APPELBERG We've been living in the
Si dney area for the | ast seven years. I work for
t he South 40 Restaurant. Lola and Arnold Hansen
has the restaurant and a farm and they're one of
the | arger enployers, and this bypass project
needs to go through. The other alternatives |I've
seen just are entirely too expensive. These
ranchers and farners depend on the irrigation and
t he punpi ng process just isn't going to work, so
pl ease go forward with this bypass project.

M5. REYNOLDS: H, |I'm Sanree Reynol ds
and I work at Sidney Sugars. Thank you, again,
for this opportunity to be heard. At the first
meeting | spoke about not saving one species from
becom ng extinct at the cost of another, nore
i nportant, species.

Last night | spoke about the del ays of
endangering the pallid sturgeon even further.

Both tinmes | voiced ny support of the bypass

35

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
442 East Mendenhall, Bozeman MT 59715, (406) 587-9016



starshea.harris
Text Box
TB-6


starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
1


starshea.harris
Text Box
TB-7



TB-8

© o0 ~N o o b~ w N P

[ = S S N
w N B O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Public Hearing

channel as the nost viable, cost effective,
environnentally safe alternative.

At these two neetings everyone who had
cone up to speak all had been born and rai sed
here, grew up here, with lots of history and
famly here. I|'"'mnot fromaround here. |I'ma
city girl. 1 was not born and raised here, so |
knew not hi ng about farmlife and irrigation. But
si nce having worked at the Sidney sugar factory
for going on 19 years now, | do know t he concept
of how t he punps are supposed to work. | know it
takes a lot of tinme and noney to nmaintain them
When you conpare the cost of the bypass channel at
57 mllion to the nmultiple punps at 478 mllion,
it is a no-brainer which one is the best sol ution.
If a sinple city girl like me can see that, | pray
t hat powers that be who nake the decision on this
can see it, too.

So | believe that supporting the bypass
channel, along with keeping the division dam or
under wat er speed bunmp as Janes Brower calls it,
will be awn/wn for all of us, fish and humans
ali ke. Thank you so much.

M5. LANG Hi, ny nane is Deni se Lang.

I'"'malso with Sidney Sugars. | want to thank you
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all for sharing all of the information on this
project and allow ng us, the conmmunity, to voice
our concerns and opi ni ons.

Through a friend of mne during a
conversation we had the other day wth her and her
support, | have the courage to speak up and |
encourage others to do the sane.

Gowing up in Sidney | didn't know nuch
about the canal, except that the fish, the
farners, and the entire community were supported
by it. The job | have at Sidney Sugars is due to
the farners' ability to grow sugar beets and has
gi ven nme and many ot hers stabl e enpl oynent.

Wthout the water, farners will no | onger
be able to grow the beets, workers will | ose their
jobs, and the factory and busi nesses will cl ose.
People will be forced to relocate. And as a
result, will have to sell their honmes possibly,
forecl ose on their |l oans and start from scratch.
You get the trickle-down effect.

Peopl e chose to live here for a reason.
The canal, to survive, the water will need to
change what once was the Lone Tree Creek to plush
foliage and inmprove the wildlife habitat

i rmensel y.
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If the water goes, so wll the human life
and t he abundant wldlife future for which the
I ntake Di version was built. A hundred plus years
this gravity system has worked. | just don't
think it takes a rocket scientist to figure out
t hat the bypass channel is the best option and I
support it a hundred percent. | think I speak for
the majority in saying, W don't want no sti nking
punps. Thank you.

MR. BRATSKY: Good evening. Butch
Bratsky is ny nanme, and | ama Billings native
here currently working at Stocknan Bank. First of
all, I would Iike to thank you for giving us this
opportunity to voice our opinions on what has
taken place. And | would like to thank all of the
fol ks that did show up here.

You know, farm ng and the agriculture in
general is a high-end cost input event, and we
really can't afford a | ot nore expenses. And
therefore, we feel and urge you to go with your
preferred nethod, which is the bypass channel.

You know, at our bank we currently have
750 to 800 mllion dollars in ag | oans, and we're
proud to say we finance agriculture. And when

they hurt out in the country, everyone hurts. It
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rolls down to the city. So we hope that you are
very diligent in making the decision that truly
does make the nost sense, and | urge you to follow
the preferred bypass channel option. Thank you.

MS. VANCSDALL: Wayne Denowh, Garth

Kal |l evig, Barry Rakes, Steve Pest -- Post -- Pust.

MR. DENOWH: That would be Pust. [I'm
Wayne Denowh. I'ma retired busi nessman from
Mles Cty. | was in the irrigation supply

busi ness. One of the things that I did and hel ped
wWith my custoners was irrigation water rights.
And you got a big problem noving a water right
downstream The water right is designed
site-specific, neaning, you ain't going to nove
it.

So when you nobve those punps in
downstream you go to the back of the line for
your water. Unl ess t he governnent can do what the

comon, ordinary nan can't do, that's a no-brainer

to ne.

One of the things | did was | got on the
Internet and | thought, Well, | better Google this
thing and find sonmet hing out. | see in the

Bi smarck Tri bune in 2009 an article that says that

there is less than 200 pallid sturgeon left. And
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in sone of the informati on here, the current
nunbers, they're saying about 125. So we're
|l osing nine to ten -- about nine or ten a year.
So if this thing goes into court, we got a couple
of years and we're going to | ose 20, and then ten
every year since. |It's not a good idea.

Al so, one of the things that's in the
Mles Cty area was the T&Y put in a fish bypass.
And if you do a little bit of Googling, you can
find the articles. It's a project Montana Fi sh,
Wldlife & Parks project, also. And it's a
roari ng success.

So you have sonething that is proven

|l ocally by the | ocal people that's doing it and

it's successful. And now your preferred option is

basically what they have already proven that it's
goi ng to worKk.

I woul d suggest that you get -- one of
the things that ny custoners, in the little
mai ling, they said, Do it now. So that's what |
say, Do it now. Thank you.

MR. KALLEVIG M nane is Garth Kall evig.
I"'mfromSidney. |[|'ve lived in the area for 63
years and wor ked there. I|"'mcurrently a banker at

St ocknan Bank for the | ast 35 years.
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First of all, as a banker, | would Iike

to say is | get to see bal ance sheets and

proj ections for these ag busi nesses in the vall ey.

| get to see themfirsthand. And there just is
not roomon their bal ance sheets for additional
debt for additional punp costs.

Sonet hing that's going to be an added
cost to their production is going to nake it just
t ough. They' ve got enough difficulties out there
now maki ng a profit. So added cost is just going
to nake it tougher. So as a banker for the ag
custoners and soneone el se nenti oned the
trickl e-down effect on our |ocal econony, | don't
t hi nk anybody woul d be untouched if we add
expenses and j eopardi ze our ag valley farners who
irrigate in this district.

And then speaking a little different
curve here. You know, as a father, as a parent,
|"ve done that for 39 years and a grandparent for
19 years, we all try our best raising our kids to

teach themright and wong. And sonetines, you

know, it's black and white and it actually worked.

And other tines, it was gray areas and naybe it
wor ked, maybe it didn't work. There is several

times when it absolutely, right and wong, just
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ki nd of went out the window, and it isn't fair and
your child would say, CGee, this isn't fair, Dad.
And you would conme back in and say, Wll, life
isn't fair.

And in this instance | think we have an
opportunity to hit the fair button. Fair to the
fish and the other species that would benefit from
this EIS study that this fish bypass that the
Corps has cone up with and the Bureau has
endorsed. W have a chance to hit the fair button
for the ag busi nesses, for the commnities, for
everybody. And so how often do you get that
opportunity to hit the fair button? Let's hit the
fair button and let's get it done. Thank you.

MR RAKES: Hell o, ny nanme is Barry
Rakes. I'"'mfrom Fall on, Montana, and |I'mthe
president of Buffalo Rapids Irrigation D strict
No. 2 in Terry. And | live at Fall on.

W have punps. Punps are expensive to
mai ntain. Qur average yearly punp fee for our
little district, which is 11,531 acres, runs
$74,000 a year just for punp nmaintenance. And
that's not the | abor cost of taking the punps in
and out.

This fish bypass nakes conmpbn sense. And
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I'"mafraid our world has | ost commbn sense. I
cone in support of Sidney because it affects ne,
t oo. | raise sugar beets and | raise nalt barl ey,
and it's trucked to Sidney, Montana. And it cones
down to that, it's going to affect the whole
Yel | owst one Ri ver Vall ey.

Punps is not an alternative. It takes --
you get a power glitch, your punps go off.
There's a ditch across the river, it takes two
days to get the water back to the other end.
That' s what happens.

| ve asked the guys here from Si dney, |
said, What's it take to get fromyour ditch back
to the other end? He said, Three days. Ckay.
You get storns nultiple nights, and you can
literally start the punps, they kick off again.
How | ong is the power out? It's -- there's three
days of irrigating. And you can lose a crop in
our area in the tine.

So | drove up here today just to support

these guys. It's good for the fish, as well, and
| think the fish will learn howto go to the
bypass.

There's a deer under pass between M es

City and Terry. And they said, How are the deer
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going to get to the other side? WlIlIl, they found
out. They went to the underpass and the deer are
getting back and forth to the other side. So the
fish will find its way around the bypass, too.
And that's ny comments. Thank you very nuch.

MR. PUST: It is Pust. | represent the
Savage Irrigation --

(Wher eupon, the reporter asked M. Pust
to speak up.)

MR, PUST: |'m Steve Pust. |'m chairnan
of the Savage Irrigation. | have been down there
for 15-plus years and working in that corridor for
25-pl us years.

I do commend the Corps and the Bureau for
the neetings that | was involved wth. In the
scopi ng phase and in the devel opnent of sone of
t hese alternatives and goi ng t hrough what seened
| i ke hundreds of other alternatives. | found the
processes to be fair in the sense that we have
| ots of expert opinions fromfish biologists to
ot her experts, as well as the environnentalists
have input. And |I figured that was a tine when |
had to bite ny tongue and hold ny tenper. But it
i s understandable that all the opinions were

important. And | think what we have seen here is
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maybe not a total neeting of the mnds that is
happeni ng for everybody, but that we have found
sonet hi ng that shoul d work.

What |' m concerned about, also, is the
funding for this in the end. And as part of ny
comments, | wanted to point out that in 1953 the
Garrison D version canme full blown. Wat the
bi ol ogi sts say are that our fish are approxi mately
that old. W wouldn't consider kicking Garrison
Dam out to get the fish their passage agai n. It
is not economically or financially feasible. But
t he people of the United States have deci ded what
is inmportant. | believe that that should al so be
time for that.

In closing I would say this, | believe
this is a good project because it costs the
taxpayers the mnimum The cost to us as
| andowners in the project is also where it needs
to be.

And then the other reason is | believe
No. 36, the fenuml e sturgeon, knew what she was
doi ng, and the bypass channel is the preferred
alternative. Thank you.

M5. VANOSDALL: Ti m Kof f key, Ral eigh G
Geck, M ke Murphy, and Kat hl een Wal ter.
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MR. KOFFKEY: M nane is Tim Koffkey and
I'"'mthe ditch rider for the Lower Yell owstone
Irrigation Project, District 1. |'malso known as
the preacher of the project; irrigation project,
that is.

For the past 22 and a half years, 1've
been a pastor. Sonetines pastors are known as
shepherds. And we envision Hhmas a shepherd with
a staff, but we forget about the fact that the
shepherd al so carries a rod, which is used to
protect and to defend. So |I'm here as a shepherd
with his rod here to protect and defend the
community that | serve.

| speak in support of the fish bypass
channel. But before | speak to ny support for
that, | would |like to address sone concerns | have
for this process and the agenda of the
environnentalists. As was stated earlier, | would
like to state ny objection to the fact that we are
here in Billings on this day and this tinme. To
accommodate the environnentalists, | would
chal | enge you that perhaps you should have nade a
trip out two days earlier and got yourselves into
Si dney. The fact that you would not travel to

Sidney is an act of cowardness. That's j ust
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beyond ne. Look into the eyes, see the conmunity
whi ch you seek to destroy, because that is what

w Il happen. But | suppose that it is easier to
not cone face-to-face with that reality.

Secondl y, you environnentalists state
that the pallid sturgeon has been around for
mllions of years, which leads ne to think that
you believe in Darwin's hypot hesis of evol ution.

If that is the case, then according to Darwin's
system natural selection is the |law of the | and
and only the strong will survive. If the pallid
sturgeon has not managed to evolve to adapt to the
changes, perhaps it is not neant to |live according
to the natural selection process. That is not ny
theory. That's a Charles Darwn Q. | was going
propose that we consider to exert our superior
strength over the sturgeon and have a gi ant
community fish fry.

Thirdly, it has been stated that the fish
do not like and will not use the nman- nade bypass
to get upstream | would recommend that each of
you to take a trip to Ballard, Washington to the
H ram M Chittenden Locks | ocated there and to see
t he man- made sal non fish | adder. | have been

there, | grew up in that area. And you see the

47

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
442 East Mendenhall, Bozeman MT 59715, (406) 587-9016



starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
3


starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
4



cont'd

TB-15

© o0 ~N o o b~ w N P

[ = S S N
w N B O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Public Hearing

sal mon junp fromone |evel of the | adder to the
next. A nan-nade process, and yet sonehow t hese
salnon figured it out. You know why they figured
it out? Because the fish, as God created them
are actually very intelligent and able to adapt.
"Il be back again.

MR GECK: My nane is Ral ei gh Geck. I''m
a busi nessman from Si dney, Mont ana. | run a smal
el ectronics store. Mst people have covered a | ot
of stuff | was going to cover. | just got to say,
again, and I find it very interesting how we had
the neetings farther and farther from ground zero.
We get now closer to a bigger airport where these
environnentalists can fly in easier and get out.
W had the neetings in the sumertine when it's
harder for the farners to get to because they are
farmng, irrigating. Not |i ke these |i beral
professors fromout East that want to cone here
and tell us how to run our lives. You know they
have all sunmer to do this stuff.

But you could tell that I'mnot a
pr of essi onal speaker, so sone of ny thoughts m ght
be very random | heard fromthe gentl eman | ast
ni ght, the gentleman fromthe Defenders of

Wldlife, sonme of the things he said. They could
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not find a biologist in Montana that woul d say the
fish would find this weir -- or the fish passage.
You proved two years ago that it's the best

option. Again, you have proved it this tinme that
it is the best option.

I am here now representing the
responsi bl e taxpayer: The cost involved for the
ot her options are absolutely ridiculous. You want
to doubl e these guys' costs? That doesn't nwake
any sense. All these guys that showed up here,
they take care of their | and every day.

The environnentalists, these other guys,
got nothing. Don't allow the radical extrem sts
del aying all this stuff. And as M. Denowh said
earlier, If you delay, the fish are dying. But I
know ot her people that fish this river. They
catch these fish. And it seens |like recently the
fish they're catching, they're not very big when
they catch them so they seemto be reproducing.

You have docunented proof. Fish have
gone over the diversion. It is not a dam It is
a diversion. You also have docunented proof these
fi sh have gone around it through the slough. You
have docunented that. They do that every year.

So what they are saying is not true.
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The gentl eman fromthe Defenders of
Wldlife also said they won't find it, they won't
find that bypass channel. | believe they will.
Your docunent is about that thick from what |
hear. You used biologists to cone up with it.
They say that this is the best option. It's
conmon sense.

To conme up with these punps isn't. The
gentl eman from Buffal o Rapi ds, he said you don't

want punps. They have them you know. Ckay.

They break down and fill with junk. The cost
involves a half a billion dollars of taxpayer
noney? Let's be responsible. If you can do this
for mllion dollars -- thank you.

MR. MJRPHY: Good eveni ng and t hank you
for the opportunity to be here. ' m M ke Murphy,
Executive Director for the Mntana Water Resource
Association. |I'malso a rancher fromthe Wl f
Creek, Montana area and an irrigator out in the
Lower Vall ey.

These comments are provided on behal f of
t he Montana WAt er Resources Associ ation, the

menber irrigation districts, the irrigation

associ ations, and private ditch conpani es, and the

respecti ve several thousand farm and ranch
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famlies fromthroughout Mntana, including those
| ocated on the Lower Yell owstone Irrigation
Project. In providing these comments, MARA st ands
in strong support of the Lower Yell owstone
irrigators and the century old I ntake D version,
paranount to the economc viability of the
agricultural community, property val ues,

busi nesses and the rural cities and towns in

East ern Mont ana.

MARA stands in strong support of the 100
per cent desi gn-conpl ete, shovel -ready and
twi ce-deterni ned preferred alternative concrete
weir and fish friendly bypass. The preferred
alternative is scientifically determned to be the
best environnental and economc alternative to
provi de a bal anced win/win result.

The i nproved concrete weir and fish
bypass provide for a continued viabl e and cost
effective water delivery systemfor the irrigation
community and provides the endangered pallid
sturgeon with the best opportunity for survival
whil e benefitting all Lower Yell owstone fisheries.

QG her alternatives, such as renoving the
exi sting damand forcing the irrigators to punp

their water fromthe river and assune an extremaly!:_)l
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expensive and far |less reliable power-dependent
punpi ng process would also result in adverse
envi ronnent al i npacts.

The proposed preferred alternative,
concrete weir and fish bypass, is based upon an
extensi ve and thorough scientific eval uati on of
i npacts that culmnate with an opportunity to
enhance the long-termviability and stability of
the farm and ranch community,
agri cul ture-dependent busi nesses, and rural
communities whil e addressi ng the needs of the
pallid sturgeon and other fisheries and wildlife
in the Lower Yell owstone.

Legal nmaneuvering to oppose the
economcally viable and environnentally friendly
preferred alternative | eaves the fate of the
pallid sturgeon in jeopardy and is clearly a
costly effort by sone environnental groups to push
a much broader and di sturbi ng agenda supporti ng
renmoval /el i m nati on of dans or diversions from our
rivers. The agenda pronoted irrespective of the
cost or inpact to agriculture, |ocal comunities,
or even fish and wildlife dependent sportsnmen and
wonen, and i gnores other adverse environnental

I npact s.
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Finally, we extend our appreciation to
the Arny Corps of Engi neers and Bureau of
Recl amation for all of their hard work and
diligent assessnent of the possible alternatives
and a win-wn situation. Again, thank you. 1'I]
provide these witten conments.

M5. WALTER  Hello, ny nanme is Kathl een
VWalter and this is Sean Christensen. |I'mfrom
Medi ci ne Lake, Montana. | no longer live in
Sidney. But | grew up there and ny dad wor ked at
Si dney Sugars for 25 years. Rai sed si x children
on his salary from Si dney Sugars, and we've al
beconme productive, tax-paying nenbers in the
United States, several of us in Mntana.

This is Sean Christensen. H s dad now
wor ks for Sidney Sugars. And if you want a face
to put on the inpact, this young man's face is
here for you. Sean's three brothers, his nother,
and his dad depend on Sidney Sugars for their
l'i vel i hood.

We are obviously for the bypass. And for
t hat reason and for many ot her reasons. One of
t he ot her reasons, you being from Omha, Nebraska
know all about the Ogallala Aquifer. You know

about the fact that i n Kansas, Nebraska, Gkl ahomm,
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where they're punmpi ng water out of the ground, it
goes away. It's no longer there and they're
having a heck of a tine irrigating there. W need
that irrigation to support the econony in Sidney,
Si dney Sugars especially, and this young nman's
famly. Thank you.

M5. VANOSDALL: Bl aine A, Gfford, David

Garl and, Pat Roberts and Jack Jennaway.

MR d FFORD: | brought ny own stopwatch.
My nane is Blaine G fford. |''ma nore commonly
known as Chip. |'mone of the owners of Johnson

Har dware, which is 101 years old in Sidney, and ny
wife is third generation.

Last night | couldn't put ny head around
what the Defenders of WIldlife were tal ki ng about,
why they wanted to punp. The punps are -- you
have to use fossil fuels; you have to use power,
which is usually provided by sone sort of fossil
fuels or wwndmlls, which woul d damage t he
endanger ed speci es, which we do have whoopi ng
cranes and we do have bal d eagl es. | couldn't
really figure out why they don't |like us. So |
t hought I can go ook on their Wb site. And I'm
t hi nking, well, they do |like the sturgeon, but I

wasn't sure.
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But then when | thought about it, what I
realized is they aren't afraid this won't work,
they're afraid it will. Because they have the
scientists, they know that this has a very high
per cent age of working, and they are trying to
elimnate this structure out of the river. They
are trying to have a free-flowng river. And
they're going to be attacking this and all the
other inputs and simlar structures fromBillings
down to Intake. So everyone in Eastern Montana
needs to keep an eye on this.

Just for your information, $350, 000, 000
is their budget, Defenders of Wldlife. As of a
few years ago, they have people that make $300, 000
based out of WAshi ngton. These people sit back in
their posh houses and expect us to try to scrape
out lIife when they take our water away. And they
have hi gh-dollar | awers. W're the Davi ds.
They're the Goliaths. They're the big
cor porati ons.

It's probably |l ess than 5 percent of
hi storical habitat of how the sturgeons will be
saved, but we're all for it. But we're all for
the bypass and we're for this programthat is the

best that has cone.
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Al the alternatives wll cost noney or
wll be environnentally unfriendly. So therefore,
we're supporting the bypass channel. The

preferred reason, they're snmart scientists, snmart
peopl e, engi neers, that have put this together.
This is the nost viable solution and it's a
wor ki ng sol ution. Thank you.

MR. GARLAND: My nane is David Garl and.
I*'mthe proud nmanager of Sidney Sugars. Since the
1830's, there's been 181 sugar beet factories that
have been constructed in the United States and
operated. Billings' Wstern Sugar factory was
built, I believe, in 1906. And Sidney Sugars
began hauling sugar to Billings in 1925.

Today only 12 sugar beet factories are
operating in the United States. So it nakes ne
wonder, why does ny factory continue to operate?
Is it built stronger, better than any other
factory? No. W are just |like any other factory.
Do we operate efficiently? Do we have the secrets
t hat make us profitable and keeps us open? No.

So what is the reason that it keeps operating?
And it cones down to reliable water.

The construction of the factory was built

as a result of the irrigation canal. And with the5
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wooden structure, we have had reliable water since
Its construction.

The concrete weir wll do the sane. |It's
one of the only guarantees. Experts have tal ked
about the unreliableness of the punps. W know
the concrete weir wll work.

Last night the only argunent | heard from

the environnentalists was that they weren't sure

if the process or if the bypass woul d work. It's
goi ng to be w de enough. It's going to be deep
enough. It's part of the river. It wll work.

When the river changes courses over tine,
the fish seemto find their way up anyway. And
it'"s ny feeling that the fish will use that
bypass.

Wth that, I want to conti nue bei ng an
operating factory. W need the water. The fish
need t he bypass channel. It's tinme to put the
shovel s to the ground and get it done.

M5. ROBERTS: My nane is Pat Roberts and
ny husband and I own Mon-Kota Fertilizers &
Irrigation, irrigation being our main source of
incone. Wthout the water, we have no i ncone.

After the Sidney neeting, one of our

custoners cane to ne and said, Wthout water,
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you' re done. Yes, we are done. And by being
"done," that nmeans there are five famlies going
to lose their total inconme. Three of those happen
to be in their 20's and they can surely go on and
find sonething nore to do. Four of our enpl oyees
are nearing retirenent. W're too old to start
over. We don't have -- if we can't sell our

busi ness to get npbney to retire, we're done.

W' re totally done. There's nothing we can do to
keep goi ng.

As Dave said earlier about the nunber of
enpl oyees at Sidney Sugars, | know many of those
young nen personally. They're young nen, buying
hones, raising famlies. W need themin our
community. W need nore people to stay there, to
make it hone. I think what the environnentalists
sonetinmes forget is where does your product at the
grocery store cone fron? W have to grow the
commodities to nake the products that you buy.
Years and years ago one of ny sons said to ne on
our way back hone after having visited his
grandparents on a farm Mm does G andma's
grocery store not have eggs? | had to have a
little discussion of where eggs cone from and why

we had to go to the grocery store to buy our eggs
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and Grandma didn't. So ny store survived the
irrigation solely fromthe bypass alternative.
Thank you.

MR. JENNAVAY: M nane is Jack Jennaway.
I|'"'m here representing ny famly's ranch, and I'ma
student up on the road at Rocky Mountain Coll ege.
I would just |like to speak nore generally tonight.
Wth our growi ng popul ati on and the fact that
nat ural resources, such as |and and water, are not
going to increase anyti ne soon, we need to be
smart about the way we use our resources. And
with irrigation, with regard to water needs to be
the first priority. Not just because of all of
the people in here that depend on it, but because
of the inpact that it has on our | ocal econony.

The ability for these farners and
ranchers to operate in this area has a w der
I npact on other industries, such as retail and
banki ng and finance. Candidly, |I'ma 20-year-old
col |l ege student and I'm not an econom st and | can
figure that out. But we al so should not abandon
our environnental interest, as well. O course,
we shoul d be good stewards of the rivers and the
fish. And in the current environnent, where

people tend to be so divided and we tend to
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| ook -- when we're | ooking for answers, we are
often willing to substitute hurting our opponent
for hel ping ourselves. Any wn/wnis a good
thing and that's exactly what this bypass channel
I S. It's a wn/wn. So, obviously, we should do
it.

When t he gentl eman here said that he was
a farmer and an environnentali st and he's for the
bypass channel, | listen to that.

And just as another remark, since | have
alittle bit of tine left, it seens as though,
based on the testi nony we've heard so far, we have
reached a consensus, the bypass channel is the
clear path forward and I amin strong favor of us
nmoving forward with this project. Thank you.

MS. VANOSDALL: Next up is Tom Erski ne,
Tam Christenen, Bruce Farling and Scott Bosse.

MR, ERSKI NE: My nane i s Tom Erski ne.
I"'mwith Interstate Engineering in Billings and
Sidney. I'malso aretired ag | oan officer. I
did that for 35 years. And |I'm a taxpayer. I
live in Billings. 1 like to eat. And I'malso a
sport sman.

| feel both of the alternatives are out.

I don't know how on the one side of the nobuth we
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can tal k about energy conservation, and then on
the other side of our nmobuth say we want to put a

bunch of punps in the river that we don't even

have the power to take care of. So I don't think
they can be considered. | believe the preferred
alternative, the bypass channel, is the best

alternative, not only for farm ng, but for the
communities, for the people and jobs, and for the

pal lid sturgeon. Thank you.

M5. CHRI STENSEN:. Good eveni ng. ' m Tam
Christenen. |'m a business owner in Sidney,
Montana. | own the Case | H deal ership there. Qur

fam |y has been in Sidney for about 29 years.
And |I'm going to change ny speech a

little bit fromlast night. You know, | think

back, and our irrigation project has been there

for a hundred years and there haven't been any

Issues with it. The diversion damis reliable.
It doesn't create any pollution. It's
environnentally friendly. It's been brought to ny

attention that there are nore pallid sturgeon in
the M ssouri River and there's a bigger problem
there than there is on the Yell owstone River, so
I"'mnot quite sure why we're conti nuing to have

thi s di scussion. W need to nove forward with
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this weir and bypass, just as the before when the
Bureau had decided it over two years ago.

We di d sonme checking today and we found
it interesting the Defenders of WIldlife people
spoke | ast ni ght about how they're in favor of the
punps. And yet, they went out on record in 2015
agai nst the wind energy turbines for killing
eagl es per their spring magazi ne in 2014.

The punps woul d cause pollution in our
area in the air, as well as noise pollution. They
woul d disturb the fish by putting netal into the
wat er and creating noise and vibration. And the
overall econony of Sidney would be gone if we
don't have irrigation. It would affect the whole
t own.

I also represent the city council and our
wat er supply needs irrigation to put water in our
wel | s. It would be cost prohibitive if irrigation
Is gone and we have to add nore wells to supply
the City of Sidney with water.

The irrigated crops in Sidney also go to
feedl ots. They go out to the dryl and. It would
be cost prohibitive for the nonirrigated farnmers
to as well.

And with that, I'll do the sane thing I
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did |l ast night although we're going to do it a
little different. |1 would |like everybody in the
audi ence who is in favor of this bypass to pl ease
stand up, and | would like this on record.

(The nmajority of the audi ence stands up.)

MS. CHRI STENSEN: And now | would |ike
the people who aren't for it to stand up.

(A few people in the audi ence stand up.)

MS. CHRI STENSEN: And for the record, |
feel that the najority of the people in this room
are for this bypass and we need to go forward with
it.

MR. FARLI NG Good evening. |'m Bruce
Farl i ng. " mthe executive director of Mntana
Trout Unlimted and | really appreciate the
opportunity to speak tonight. I wll be
subm tting sone detail ed comments, but tonight I
just want to hit a few general points. | really
want to nmake it clear to the agenci es and everyone
in the audi ence here, there's no one in ny
organi zation, there's no one | know of in the
conservation comunity that 1've tal ked to, and
ot hers, who wants to put irrigators out of
busi ness, who wants to stop irrigating on the

Lower Yell owstone, or who wants to put Sidney
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Sugars out of business. That is not anybody's
goal .

| represent 4200 Montanans. W have
menbers in every single county, except one. |
can't renenber which one it is. | think it's
Roosevelt. | drove 350 mles to be here, and I
did not get on a jet plane. I"mvery famliar
wi th | ntake. |*ve worked with agriculture and
I*ve worked identifying zones of agreenent to
bring in with irrigators all over Wstern Mntana,
and also up in the Legi slature on policy.

My friend, Mke Miurphy, fromthe Water
Resources Association can attest to that. Sort of
putting himon the spot, but | think Mke would
actual ly back that up.

So a few things, and maybe | coul d sort
of respond to Senator Brown's comments about why
in Billings and a few ot her people. Wy in
Billings? |It's because the Yell owstone R ver is a
nati onal treasure. People love it all over the
country. 1It's beloved in Montana and it's bel oved
by ny nenbers.

We're in business with that and we're
| ooki ng at the business of that, and ny nmenbers

say, There needs to be sone advocates for fish
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here, too, and advocates that are sensitive to
agricul ture.

The ot her reason is, basically, that we
are |l ooking to find an agreenent where we can
| eave the irrigators whole and al so gi ve these
fish the highest probability of success, which I
t hi nk everybody in this roomagrees wth. The

problemis -- | guess it's the problem 1|I'ma

scientist with fisheries and hydrol ogy background.

I work with fisheries and biologists all over the
state. There's a strong consensus anong the

bi ol ogists in this state that the bypass
alternative does not give the fish the highest
opportunity for the success. And so that's why
we' ve asked that you take a stronger | ook,

shar pened pencil, elaborate a little bit nore,
study nore alternatives, nore options, they're
going to get thrown around, to make sure we're
confortable with the decision we nmake here is the
absol ute correct decision for the people on the
Lower Yell owstone, for the people who | ove the
fish, and the people who | ove the river, and for
pallid sturgeon. Thanks for the opportunity to
conmment .

MR. BOSSE: Good evening. M nane is
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Scott Bosse. |I'mthe Northern Rockies D rector
for Anerican Rivers. W're a national river
conservation group with a Northern Rockies office
based i n Bozenman.

I would |ike to echo one thing that
M. Farling just said. | appreciate the fact that
the Corps and Bureau agreed to host this public
meeting in Billings.

The Yell owstone is ny hone river and I
spend tine on it al nobst every week during the
snowfree nonths. 1It's also Montana's river.
Billings is the m dway point of the Yell owstone
River, and | think it's inportant to give
Mont anans from across the state an opportunity to
comment on this issue.

Before | get into the comments on our
preferred alternative, | want to shed a little
i ght on ny background. I|'ma fishery biologist,
a former fishing guide, and in ny younger days, |
made ny |iving working as a commerci al fishernan

in Alaska. The famly for whom | fished for four

years lost their way of life due to the Exxon
Val dez oil spill when | was there, so | understand
what it's like to make your living off of the | and

and then have it all taken away. W at Anerican
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R vers understand how i nportant it is not just to
take care of the fish, but also to take care of

t he people who make their living fromfarm ng

al ong the Lower Yell owstone River.

When we viewed this draft environnental
I npact statenent, we asked oursel ves a coupl e of
questions in trying to determ ne which alternative
made the nost sense to us.

The first question was what is going to
work for the fish, because that's the primary
pur pose of this project. If it doesn't work for
the fish, it doesn't work. And we're not just
tal ki ng about pallid sturgeon. There are 52 fish
species in the Lower Yell owstone R ver; 32 of them
are native. There's seven fish species of speci al
concern. So this isn't just about restoring the
pallid sturgeon.

Al'low ne to explain how we determ ned
that this project probably won't work for fish.
W' ve reviewed the scientific literature, | ooked
for exanples of simlar projects across the
country, and found that there's never been a fish
passage facility built that's been shown to pass
pallid sturgeon, or shovel nose sturgeon, which is

a close relative to the pallid.
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A |l ot of people here tonight tal ked about
t he Tongue Ri ver Bypass, which is a fantastic
project. But the truth is it's never passed
pallid sturgeon. |It's been successful at
provi di ng passage for |ots of other species of
fish, but not for pallid sturgeon, and that's the
focal species we're trying to help get past the
I nt ake Di versi on Dam

The ot her question we asked ourselves is
whi ch alternative can succeed in passing fish
whil e al so keeping farners in the Lower
Yel | owst one Project whole. Qur organi zati on has
been i nvol ved i n approxi mately 200 dam pr oj ect
I ssues across the country over the past 20 years.
If you want to | ook at a successful project after
which this one can be nodel ed, you can | ook at the
renoval of the Savage Rapi ds Dam on t he Rogue
River in Oegon. |It's a very simlar case to what
we face at |Intake Diversion Dam It invol ved
federally listed fish species, and the Bureau of
Recl amati on was i nvol ved in renoving the dam and
replacing its function with a punp system Thus
far, it seenms to have worked well for fish and
farners. So | think there's some good nodel s out

t here.
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There's one final issue | would like to
address, and that is the vulnerability of the
proposed bypass canal to extrene fl oods and ice
jam events on the Lower Yell owstone R ver, both of
whi ch are very common. Flows on the Lower
Yel | owst one Ri ver can reach 70,000 cfs, sonetines
even 100, 000 cfs. Wen that happens, we have
genui ne concerns about the structural integrity of
the bypass. Riprap and | evees al ong the
Yel |l owstone River fail all the tinme and need to be
repai red on a regul ar basi s. If the bypass canal
fails in a major flood or ice jamevent, pallid
sturgeon will have no effective neans of getting
above | ntake Di version Dam

In closing, Arerican Rivers supports an
open river alternative that involves renoving
I ntake Di version Dam and replacing its function
wth a punp system and the absol ute worst thing
we can do is throw 57 mllion dollars at a
solution that won't work for fish or farmers and
could, in fact, make the situation worse than it
i s today.

M5. VANOSDALL: Ckay. Next up is Walt
McNutt, Dave Kel sey, Steve Forrest, and Ri chard
Cayko.
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MR. MCNUTT: For the record ny nane is
Walt McNutt. | am part owner of Tri County
| mpl enment in Sidney and | spent 16 years of ny
life in the State Legislature. Wile there, |
wor ked for the eagle, water issues, and natural
resource i ssues and had a great deal of
interaction with nmany environnmentalists and with
peopl e who depend on agriculture and econonmi cs in
this state to survive.

One thing that | have cone to reali ze,
and we heard last night, if |I may nmake a coment
about, one of the gentlenmen said that we want a
win/win., Wll, there's no wwn/win. Their win/wn
Is the only way this is going to work is taking
out that ag. You just heard it fromthe previous
speaker. That's the only viable way they're going
to accept anything you propose. And | got to tell
you, these people are not stupid and they are well
funded and it isn't from Mont ana.

Now, |I've finally gotten to a point that
I'"'mtired of people comng into our state and
telling us what to do for us when we are the best
stewards of this land. W are the best stewards
of the cropland involved in this project. And we

have studi ed and studi ed about the bypass and the
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weir that the Corps of Engi neers and the Bureau of
Recl amation and the U S. Fish & Wldlife says w |
wor K.

Wy do we constantly have to say we want
to protect the farnmer, but these pallid sturgeon
is the nost inportant thing here. I don't agree
with that. Human |life and culture and econony is
what's going to pay for what's done to try to
preserve these sturgeon. And if you think these

peopl e are going to change their m nd, don't you

believe it, because they're not. And when this is

all done, and | assune this has to go back to the
Judge, and they're going to be in there just |iKke
the two that filed suit, tooth and nail fighting
every step of the way. They are not goi ng away.
If they're so commtted to the viability
of farmers, why don't they put their efforts in a
fundrai si ng canpaign to establish a trust fund to
pay for the O&M for the duration of the project.
You're not going to see themdo that. Thank you.
MR. KELSEY: H . M nane is Dave Kel sey.
I farm and ranch out at Molt just northwest of
town here. And | also operate a small irrigated
operation south of Bridger that's fed froma

di versi on dam of f of d ar ks For k.
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I guess | am sonewhat happy that the
media is here in support our neighbors to the
east .

And |I'm a nenber of the Billings Chanber
Commttee and a Director of Yell owstone Vall ey
El ectric Cooperative. W know the inportance of
agriculture. Agriculture is the No. 1 industry in
this state. And we should not take a second seat
to anybody with regard to that.

Qur operation at Bridger, wthout the
di version damand the irrigation project that it
supplies, would be pretty nuch over. So it is
critical that we support this bypass channel
effort.

And | guess the thing that bothers ne
about this whol e deal, these fol ks are not happy,
t hese environnmental fol ks are not happy neeting a
happy nmedium They want to nove fromthat bypass
channel and that diversion damin d endive on up
the Yell owstone and take everything out along the
way .

This is nonsense, folks. This is total
nonsense. W cannot allow this. W have a high
per cent age of our nmenbership in Yell owstone Vall ey

El ectric and the fol ks around Billings and all
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and down the Yell owstone that are dependent on
these rivers for survival. If you went down there
and you didn't have these rivers along the way,
there woul d not be these communities. These
communi ti es devel op because that river was there,
and the irrigation project that it provided. W
cannot forget that.

And I'1l tell you another thing. W've
got to start outweighing these folks. They're
driving our energy through the roof and they're
trying to take control of our waters. It's just
time. Enough i s enough.

MR FORREST: Steve Forrest, Defenders of

Wildlife. | want to thank you again for comng to
Mont ana. I val ue the know edge of the fol ks that
did drive hundreds of mles to get here. I think

that's an incredible effort.

It's not a wwn/wn situation if one side
doesn't wn. And the problemwe have with the
preferred alternative is that we don't think it's
going to work. It's not going to provi de passage
for sturgeon. Your own EIS naekes it pretty clear,
it acknow edges that the open river alternative is
going to give the sturgeon the best chance

possi ble. That is the best science we have on
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this issue. All the rest of it is guesswork for

putting down a 60 mllion dollar bet on an unknown
chance. W could put down a hundred mllion
dol l ar bet on a sure thing. | don't bet,

necessarily, all the tinme, but that seens |ike
better odds to ne that's worth the extra
I nvest nent .

And as | said last night, ny organi zation
and the other organi zati ons who are here tonight
are willing to |l ook for that npbney el sewhere to
make up that difference. Let's do this right the
first tine.

And just one other thing, given all this
uncertainty around the bypass configuration,
whet her the sturgeon are going to find it and use
it, whether they will use it in nunbers; and if
they do use it, are the nunbers sufficient to
accommodat e their rather unusual spawni ng regine.
Al that renains to be seen. And we' ve got a
great deal of uncertainty. | think that behooves
the Corps to be held accountable until passage is
achieved. The Bureau is going to stay. They're
stuck. And the irrigators are stuck, if this
doesn't work. But | would like to see the Corps,

who's getting off on a pretty good deal on this
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river to stay involved until, in fact, we have
shown that sturgeon are noving up river in
sufficient nunbers to spawn, so that's ny

| ast point and I think we're going to push that
pretty hard, is that we would like to see you guys
hang in there until at |least the project is

conpl eted. Thank you.

MR. CAYKO  Good evening. M nane is
Ri chard Cayko. 1'mthe Chairman of the Board of
Control of the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project. And |I'm al so the Chairnman of MKenzie
County Conmm ssioners in North Dakota. And | bring
t hat up because part of this project is in North
Dakota, also. So there's two states involved here
and two sets of districts.

As el ected officials, we have a
responsibility, and |I've been on these boards for
many years, to do the best with the tax doll ars
that we are charged wth. If you wanted to spend
a half a billion dollars putting sonme punps in
this river systemthat aren't going to work, that
aint going to fly. W can take the noney -- and
57 million is a lot of noney -- to do what we're
going to do, but at least it's going to work. And

the reason it's going to work is because it's the

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
442 East Mendenhall, Bozeman MT 59715, (406) 587-9016



starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
cont'd


starshea.harris
Text Box
TB-29


starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
1



© o0 ~N o o b~ w N P

[ = S S N
w N B O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Public Hearing

nost environnental |y and econom cal way to go.

If you think back, | grew up right on
that river right where the pallid sturgeon and the
shovel nose sturgeon are. The damwas built and in
operation for over a hundred years, right? Wen
we were growi ng up, our irrigation ditches were
full of shovel nose and pallid sturgeon. The
question is: How did they get in there if they
didn't get above the dan? | nean they had to get
across there sonehow.

The dam or the weir that we call it, and
James has called it a speed bunp, when we get the
new weir in here, concrete weir strong enough to
survive the ice flows, we won't have to -- picture
the low water and all those rocks sticking up, we
won't have to worry about that because they won't
have the rock. There'll be a level -- there'll be
an elevation to get the water right and the
irrigation that holds constantly water in it.

The bypass channel will take 15 percent
of the Yell owstone R ver down, 30,000 cfs, take 15
percent, you got about 4500 cfs goi ng through that
channel. If themfish can't swi mthrough there, I
don't know where they're going to go because the

canal is only 1574 cfs, and 4500 is about three
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and a half tinmes bigger. And that's |arge and
that will be enough. Thank you.

MS. VANOSDALL: Next up is Becky Reidl e,
Shel by Reidl e and Justin Kucer a.

SHELBY & BECKY REI DLE: Hel | o. My nane
Is Shel by Reidle. And ny nane is Becky Reidl e.
And we signed up individually but we have a
cooperative statenment that we would |like to give
tinme for six mnutes.

I am proudly both a farmer's daughter and
a farnmer's wife. M famly, I'"'ma nomof six, is
in the third generation of farners in the Lower
Yel | owstone Valley. And ny husband's famly, he's
in the fourth generation to farmand live in the
Lower Yell owstone Vall ey.

We are in favor of the bypass tonight.
Thi s option has been studi ed repeatedly three
tines in 15 years, and it is the preferred option
of the U S. Arny Corps of Engineers, the
Departnent of Interior, and the Fish & WIldlife.
Furthernore, the results of earlier Corps studies
have now been verified by an i ndependent
contractor.

W feel that the opposition is using a

doubl e standard claimng that the bypass channel
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option requires even nore study when they're
proposi ng for renoving the weir altogether has
only been studied for six nonths.

By creating the bypass, not only wll the
pallid sturgeon have an easier journey north, so
w Il nmany other aquatic species. |If the
opposition is truly concerned wth the
envi ronnent, they would not support renoval of the
weir in favor of installing nunmerous punping
stati ons. Installing punp sites across the river
woul d require dredging, both initially and for
routi ne mai nt enance.

In addition, the electrical
i nfrastructure needed to operate these many punps
woul d be continually detrinental to wldlife,

I ncl udi ng, but not |inbed to, whoopi nhg cranes and
| ong-eared bats, which are al so endangered
species. The necessary power |ines would
interfere with the whooping crane flight patterns
and the noise pollution created by the punps woul d
di srupt the bats' sonar.

For these reasons, we support the bypass
channel and believe it is tine to nove ahead with
it. It is the best choice for the wildlife,

agriculture and overall quality of life in the
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Lower Yel |l owstone Vall ey.

I do have one question to | eave with the
menbers of the obstructionists, opposition, Dd
you eat today? Wether you are vegan, vegetari an
or carnivore like nme, if you drink soy mlk or
dairy it doesn't matter, a farnmer put that on your
table, a farner feeds you three tines a day. On
behal f of the farnmers here and across the country,
you're welconme. W don't need your gratitude but

we deserve your consideration and your respect.

MR, KUCERA: Hi. " m Justin Kucera. [|I'm
a fourth generati on Mont anan. | appreciate
farners and ranchers. Irrigation is No. 1.

Recreation is No. 2. Both very inportant to the
econony and well -being in Montana. And | guess
I"mhere in defense of recreation and things that
are w |l d.

| support the purpose of this pallid
sturgeon passage, but we need to keep the farners
farm ng. There's no doubt about that.

I don't understand why we have to put the
bypass channel into an exi sting side channel, it
al ready works for pallid sturgeon. | don't
under stand why we can't nove the water

entrance/fish exit of the preferred alternative 79
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downstream and | eave the existing side channel to
function as a wld connection. It's nore than
fish or farmers when you're from here and you | ove
that river and you want to see it cone out of its
banks and be wild sonetines. | just feel that I
can't support a bypass channel that destroys a
nati onal treasure, which is the freedom of the
Yel | owst one Ri ver. It just makes no sense to ne.

I think there are other alternatives. I
haven't seen any EIS. | asked for it a few nonths

ago and it never showed up at ny door.

I get nervous. | don't really do this
ever.

The Yell owstone River is where | |ive.
It's where | raise ny children. | drink fromit,
and | just spent a week on it. | love it. The

Lower Yell owstone Valley, the irrigator, the
agriculture, that neans we've got the cropl ands,
we' ve got the river between, the riparian areas,
the flora, the fauna and it's amazi ng. It's the
greatest place in the world and | just don't think
this alternative is the best one for here in

Mont ana, or the pallid sturgeon or the farner or
for recreation.

I'"mshocked that it's at 2.9 mllion
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dollars for O&M | can't imagine the rock in that
di version -- | could be wong, but |I can't inmagine
that takes 2.9 mllion dollars.

We should | ook at other alteratives
I ncl udi ng of f-stream storage, such as that at
Nel son and Deadman's Basin reservoirs. Look at
wat er re-use and water conservation. Take |ess
wat er out of the river, catch and store the
nutrient-1loaded return flows fromthe irrigated
fields.

| don't know, |I'mjust one guy, but
there's got to be other alternatives that don't
plug the one way the pallids get up and down the
river and don't destroy one of the last wld
rivers we have. Thank you.

M5. VANOSDALL: Next up is Dal e Ranbur,
St ephani e Schl ot hauer and Janes Brower.

MR. BROANER They said | could have their
three m nutes each. "' mjust teasing. ' m
wai ting for themto cone down.

M5. VANOSDALL: Dale? And it's possible
that I'"'mruining the nanes, so if you signed up to
speak, we are at the last few that are signed up,
SO just step out. | have Dal e Ranbur, Stephanie

Schl ot hauer and Janes.
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MS. SCHLOTHAUER: Good evening. M/ nane
Is Stephani e Schl othauer and I"'mmarried to a
farmer and this is ny famly. Al here. They're
all wearing yellow shirts. W are a big, big
famly.

First of all, let nme say that I am one of
the many that is so inpressed with the engi neering
skills of the people who designed the origina
gravity flow canal and | ateral system of the
Yel | owstone Irrigation District over one hundred
years ago. They built this canal systemand it
has wor ked successfully and dependably to support
food and feed and business for thousands of hunan
bei ngs and for wildlife. And | believe we can
support the bypass project, because it is the one
that i s nost acceptabl e.

The point that | would |like to make is a
scientific one. And that is, that there has been
DNA testing, and | quote, "to determ ne the rates
of hybridi zati on between pallid and shovel nose
sturgeon, and based on the genetic markers
assessed, the DNA narkers for the pallid sturgeon
were genetically indistinguishable fromthe nore
common shovel nose sturgeon. Their ability to

hybri di ze, and thus evol ve cones about when the
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shovel nose fertilizes the eggs of the pallid
sturgeon. Because of this ability of two species
to hybridize, sone biol ogi sts have expressed
concern that it is a violation of the Endangered
Speci es Act to protect one species that may not be
genetically isolated fromanother."™ | think that
Is a very inportant fact to bring out. So it

al nost substantiates the fact that the pallid
sturgeon is evolving and it is being hel ped to
evolve. So thank you, and thank you, all ny
famly. 1'mso glad that we're all here to show
you what a big famly we are.

MR. BRONER: |s Dal e Ranmbur here? Does
he want to speak? Ckay. Hopefully he conmes in by
the time |I' m done. "Il try and take up sone
extra tinme for you. Al right.

Hi . I want to thank everybody that took
the tine to travel so far to get here so that your
comments could be heard and things could be
wei ghed and we coul d see how we can wor k toget her
to find the best solution for the fish while
keeping the reliability that the irrigation
proj ect has had for 107 years.

I want to reiterate that the bypass

channel has been studi ed several tines since 2005
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and that renoval of the dam has been studied for,

| assune, six nonths. That, in itself, raises the
argunent that our friends who |ove the fish have
made that there is no certainty in 15 years of
study or not enough certainty of 15 years of study
on the bypass. And | disagree with that. It's
been studied for 15 years. In fact, | have seen
several news articles that tal ked about how nany
tens of mllions of dollars have been spent
studying the pallid sturgeon.

And | want to reiterate that the
contractor who bid the job to build the bypass
channel and construct the concrete weir with its
notch that wll pass water over the top of it 170
years instead of the stacked rock we have now,
which wll ruin fish passage, but the contractor
bidit for 28 mllion dollars to do the
construction of the bypass channel, not the 57
mllion you' re hearing from people who have only
been i nvolved for |ess than a year.

First concern | have, you renobve the dam
and you are going to dry up several legitimte
wat er ri ght hol di ng punp stati ons above the dam
because you will |ower the water |evel of the

river seven feet. By |lowering the water |evel of
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the river seven feet, you will dry up two existing
side channel s that have been there over a hundred
years and supports a |lot of aquatic wildlife. So
renoving the damis not a hundred percent win/w n
for every fish or every side channel in the

Yel | owst one Ri ver, because there was a scientific
paper finished by MsSU tal ki ng about the inportance
of the side channels and how there's a very
limted nunber of side channels in the Yell owstone
River. And they're inportant because they support
a broad variety of fish in the side channels and
out of the side channels and they give the snall
fish soneplace to live and hide fromtheir

pr edat or s.

So renoving the dam has a | ot of
uni nt ended consequences, i ncluding the
installation of punps, which create a | ot of noise
and vibration and will be placed all al ong about a
t housand feet of the Yell owstone R ver where sone
of the prinme habitat, thousands of acres, has been
generated in 107 years of flood irrigation that
support the northern | ong-eared bat and the
whoopi ng crane. You really need to nake a
deci si on soon enough to say --

M5. ECKERT-UPTMORE: W will bring you
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1 back up as soon as we get through the list. Thank
2 you.

3 MS. VANCSDALL: So that's the |ist of

4| everyone that had signed up. W invite anyone

5| that didn't sign up to cone forward and nmake a

6 statenent. If you did sign up and didn't finish,
7] we invite you to finish your statenent. We will

8 still hold you to the three mnutes. This tine we
9 ask that you state your nane and who you represent
10 and nake sure you do that clearly for the court

11 reporter.

12 MR. LINDE: Hello. 1'm Dave --

13 (Wher eupon, the court reporter asked the

14| commenter to speak up.)
TB-34 15 MR LI NDE: I wasn't going to say
16 anyt hi ng, but this guy over here was proud of
17 cl osing or taking out 200 dams. I woul d be
"l 18| ashaned to say that. This is the taking down of

19 Anerica, alittle bit at a tine. Do t he bypass.

20 Do the right thing.

TB-35 21 MR SCHM ERER: |'m Lee Roy Schmi erer,
22 along with ny brother and ny wife and his w fe,
23 Dennis and Karen, and ny wife, Charity. W're

24| second generation farners in the Savage area. W

25 are now four generations of us living in that area g
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t here now.

I wll say that we are very proud to be
environnentalists. W're not just nere farners,
we're caretakers of the land and the river. GCod
has entrusted me with that, and | take it
seriously.

We are not wannabes |i ke sone people are
here. They have not hi ng i nvest ed. It wll cost
t hem not hi ng when it's done, but yet they're here
with their opinions.

W' re happy hunters and fishernmen. W
| ove the and, we love the river, we |ove the
wildlife. Just as dad did, it's really just who
we are, what | want, and what | have been
privileged to have and want to hand down to ny
children and ny grandchildren. And therefore, |
support the fish bypass because it's best for the
river, the land, the wildlife, and the peopl e that
are vested in it and carefully care for it.

| want to say to our opponents, you do
have a privilege here to cone and speak, but you
don't have a right.

M5. PETERSON: Lynne Pet er son. I am
Superi nt endent of Savage Schools, and | would |ike

to thank all the people here for passing the mil|l
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| evies for the public education. You are | ooking
at the people who pass mll levies to get us new
school s and they deserve a round of appl ause.

And | represent Savage, Montana and ny
dad is a sugar beet farnmer. Wat | would like is
450 mllion dollars to support nmy 126 students.

W need to put that into education, so we can have
better stewards of the | and, so we can have peopl e
who cone from our area, who know the area, invest
init, and return to nake it a better pl ace.

I think we're focusing on a really snal
pi ece of the puzzle. W have bigger environnmental
chal |l enges com ng at us. W need to be prepared.

And | understand how you want to save the
pallid sturgeon. And | say to those
environnmentalists what we are told in education
when we're faced with a cost that we don't know
how to cover. Hold a bake sale. Don't put it on

the farners.

MR. M TCHELL: Duane Mtchell. | wasn't
aware that | could speak for three m nutes at one
time. 1I'mgoing to finish what | was starting to

speak about.
Congressnan Pat WIlliams said, Just

follow the noney. Just a little bit ago, you
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know, | -- last night we heard about this win/wn
situation that we're looking for. And | prayed to
God and | asked God to give ne sonme wi sdom and
tell me how you can do -- take the diversion dam
out and replace it wth sone punps and that's
going to be good for the farner.

But then a little bit ago Steve said he
woul d rather bet a hundred mllion dollars to
renove the damto save the fish and basically you
farners are going to be on your own. And | think
that's going about, follow the noney. But | would
like it to be known that the County Conm ssioners
in R chland County, all of them all support the
bypass channel. Thank you.

MR, WYRWAS: My nanme i s Danny Wrwas,

WY-R WA-S. H , thank you for your
consideration. Your decision isn't easy as you
wei gh nature versus man. I n my opinion, Mntana
Is the nost beautiful state in the freest country
in the world. W are just over 1,000,000 people.
Based on popul ation, Montana is a snmall city.
However, we are the fourth |l argest | and nass state
with an i nmensely diverse | andscape. Residents
across this state are famly and friends. My

br ot her, by anot her nother, Shane Gorder, who was
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born and raised in Sidney, asked ne to share a few
wor ds.

| understand that saving the pallid
sturgeon is vital. | aman avid fisher, hunter
and outdoorsman, with an understandi ng of
ecosystens and nature. Conservation is how |l am
able to fill ny freezer and eat. | al so
understand that ny famly and friends' |ives nay
be i npacted by an i nmpul sive deci sion.

Sal nron on either coast of this great
country have been decinated in years past by a
variety of factors; one being dans. In the
Pacific Northwest their reclamtion efforts are
actually paying off. Yes, dans were a big factor
in the decline of sal non; and, yes, the renoval of
many dans, especially along the Col unbi a have
hel ped boost their nunbers, but those dans were
tur bi ne power generating danms, which killed the
fingerings by the thousands. This dam does not
have the destructive nature as those ones. This
is a 100 percent natural irrigation system

Upon | ooking at the conbined efforts of
t hose i nvol ved to save the sal non, both gover nnent
and non-governnent, it has been w dely docunent ed

that | adders or weirs have played a huge role in 90
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t he success of the salnon. The Pacific Northwest
and all the ecosystens that were affected conti nue
to show promnm se as sal non popul ati ons are novi ng
up and to the right. Those involved are seeing
that it is both conplicated and quite sinple. The
sinplicity cane when they created a passage for
the salnon. This project also has a passage
system i n pl ace.

The conpl exity cane because as societies
try to solve problens, they create bigger and
wor se problens. An exanple fromthe sal non: Over
fishing is also a culprit, so farned fi shing
started to becone an option. Sadly, as
researchers studied their effects, they found that
feeding farned fish wld sardi nes, nackerel, and
herring actually conpeted with and caused wld
fish to starve. Also, it was found that it was
taki ng si x pounds of fish to get one pound of
flesh. CQur efforts to help actually hurt.

Montana is hone to nore Superfund Sites
than any other state in the country, as we have
al |l owed big conpanies to cone exploit our |ands
then |l eave us with a ness. W are | and and
resources. W know that they are not expendabl e.

Fi sh & Gane have docunented sturgeon
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above the dam W have a proven | adder system
that can be installed. W have a zero em ssion,
zero mai ntenance irrigation systemin pl ace.

So | have to ask: Wiy would we create
waste by putting in a fuel-eating punp systemt hat
could cause problens that could resenbl e those of
the Gty of Laurel when flows are | ess then
normal ? Way woul d we put ourselves at risk of a
di saster that could happen to the Yell owstone
Ri ver |ike that which happened as one of our
refineries had a pipe | eak thousands of gall ons of
fuel into the river? Wy would we create expense
when we Mont anans are known for bei ng
conservative? Look into the audience, these are
primarily farners from d endive to Fairview. They
are innovators and creators. I n ny opinion, they
could build the bypass better and at half the cost
of the governnent. That statenent isn't neant to
be di srespectful. These peopl e know t hat
preservi ng wat erways, gane, fish and |l and directly
dictate their lives. They know how to rub two
sugar beets together and make a doll ar.

My brother from anot her nother, Kevin
Mur phy, who lives in Colstrip, may be out of a job

in the near future as the EPA restricts CO2 out put
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1 by coal -fired power, yet the solution here is to
2 put in a CO2-creating punp. This doesn't nake
3 sense, just |like New Ol eans doesn't nmake sense,
4| yet we taxpayers pay to keep that town above
5| water, even though it was built on the coast 20
6| feet below sea level. Wiy are we creating a
7 pr obl em where there is no probl enf
8 One last thing. As you weigh this,
9 pl ease renpbve bias, the inability to see the other
10 person's point of view and rel ease wi sdom
11 MS. ECKERT-UPTMORE: That's tine. You're
12| wel cone to cone back.
TB-39 13 MR. PASCHKE: M nane is Ted Paschke.
14| That's P-A-S-CH K-E. I did not know about this
15 until two nights ago. | have lived in five

16 countries, traveled to 13, and | have had two

17 I nternational marri ages. |"ve seen a few things.
18 When | was call ed about this two nights
19 ago, | was angry imedi ately. And then | was

20 saddened. And I'mstill angry. And | have not

21| figured out why we are here tonight. | have

22 l'i stened.

23 First of all, this young nman right in the

1| 24 back briefly said, If you want to save the fish,

25 one of the options is transplant them seed them 93
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above the Intake facility. That's been done all
over the United States with success. Wiy not do
that? |If you really want to save the fish, that
will do it.

The other thing is ny first marri age,
W fe deceased, was thrilled when she saw t he
sal non run in Washington state. Fish can do it.
Sal non j unp.

But | want to talk to the people from

d endi ve, Fairview, Sidney, Mntana. You know,

you hol d your anecdot es. | grew up in the Lower
Yel | owst one Val l ey, beautiful life. But these
people, and | believe, they don't care. | don't

know how you're going to fight them but they're
not going to go away.

It's not geol ogy. It's a world view
And their viewis not inportant. W have the
W n/wi n solution here. | knew nothing until two

days ago. And when you hold up the one, shout at

me so | hear you. | don't know what we're here
for. You have governnent studies that say this
will work. Wat are we here for? Do it.

And if you don't want to do it,
transplant all the fish upstream Wiy are we

here? And this is the danger, friends, part of
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t hese people that are going to destroy you won't
care. They will destroy the country. They don't
care. Personal vested interest. They are not
going away. So | just say, Shane on you. Shane
on you. Cease and desi st the destruction.

MR. STEI NBElI SSER: My nane is Jim
St ei nbeisser, S-T-E-1-NB-E-1-S S E-R

First of all, |I would like to thank the
Bureau for all the work they have done to prepare
for this. | do stand in support of the bypass
channel. | think it's by far the npbst viable
option. There's been a ot of points said to
tonight, and I don't want to repeat all those.
But, one, | would suspect that a sustainability
anal ysi s was done conparing the fish bypass
channel, or alternative, to one of the punping
pl ants. The punping plant would no way even
conpare, so its sustainability needs to be a part
of this and shoul d be consi dered.

Just a one other thing I would like to
mention. The other day | had a French
phot ogr apher follow ne around for a day. For
t hose of you who m ght be wondering why woul d a
phot ogr apher foll ow ne around. I was wonderi ng

that, too. But anyway, | told himthat | had a
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meeting in Sidney that night and it was about the
pallid sturgeon and what we were going to do about
the sturgeon's viability and tal k about the fish
bypass. And he | ooked at ne kind of silly and he
said, Well, in France, we have themall over the
pl ace. Fish bypasses, they work excellent. | f
the pallid sturgeon has been around for 70-plus
mllion years, | think it's going to figure out
the fish bypass. Thank you.

MR. REKDAL: Hi, ny nane is Seth Rekdal,
R-E-K-D-A-L, and this is Dalton Lenburg,
L-E-MB-UR-G W are representing the FFA. So
we're representing FFA, nore specifically the
Shepherd FFA.

I was never raised around agricul ture. I
was basically a city kid growng up. And in
seventh grade, | joined the FFA organi zati on,
whi ch stands for Future Farners of Anerica. I
joined the FFA and | didn't know nuch about
agriculture or about the agricultural industry.
And | began in ny seventh grade year and through
nmy senior year, so six total years in the
organi zation. | have learned quite a bit about
the industry and agriculture, as well.

I"'mknow it is on the decline,
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agriculture, as with every industry in the nation
in the world. And | can renenber like in ny 8th
grade history class our teacher told us that to
build a civilization, you're building a comunity,
the first thing you need is people and the second
thing you need is agriculture. So a decision |like
this should be based on sonething |ike
agriculture, sonething that's the basis of the
community and the peopl e.

MR. LEMBURG Again, |'m Dalton Lenburg.
I"'mwi th the Shepherd FFA. One thing that I
personally have learned in ny few years in the
FFA, | don't know if all of you nmay know this, but
| ess than 2 percent, 2 percent of the whole
United States population, the freest country in
the world are directly involved in production of
agriculture. And first off, I would like all of
you to give yourself a hand, applause, for being a
part of that.

Secondly, it gives ne a bad feeling in ny
st omach when sonebody, a part of the 98 percent,
cones after the less than 2 that put food three
times a day on the table and still can create a
surplus for the freest country in the world.

Now, what | would also like to say is

97

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
442 East Mendenhall, Bozeman MT 59715, (406) 587-9016



starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
1


starshea.harris
Text Box
cont'd


starshea.harris
Text Box
TB-42


starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
1



cont'd

TB-43

© o0 ~N o o b~ w N P

[ = S S N
w N B O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Public Hearing

that | believe in the future of agriculture. You
are agriculture. | believe in your future. And
bel i eve that you should stand by and keep doi ng
what you're doi ng, Sidney, and your surrounding
area. You're doing a heck of a job.

M5. STAFFANSON: So many hard acts to
follow M nane is Gail Staffanson,
ST-A-F-F-A-NS-ON And I"'mjust here to read a
letter fromR ta Steinbeisser,
ST-E-I-N-B-E-1-S S E-R

To whom it may concern: | amwiting in
support of the bypass channel for the Intake dam
to help out not only the pallid sturgeon, but
every other aquatic species in the river. The
bypass channel is the best chance to help the
endangered species while still keeping the
irrigation project, Sidney Sugars, and agriculture
and the research stations viable.

As a wfe and nother of farners |iving
and working in R chland County, | amfrustrated
that the viable solution is not being utilized.
We continue to waste noney in the court, when a
solution to the probl em has been identifi ed. It
benefits the pallid sturgeon, it sustains the

| ocal econony of the Mon-Dak Region with the
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installation of a bypass channel .

To ny understanding there's now a
recommendation to install punps. This appears to
be cost prohibitive froman econom c standpoi nt,
as well as disruptive to the environnent. The
punp solution runs the risk of disrupting other
wldlife, possibly creating a Sidney water
problem and affecting the livelihood of the
peopl e living and working in Mon-Dak Regi on.

If you are not concerned about the 58, 000
acres of irrigated farmng |land, | urge you to
t hi nk about all the businesses in our conmunity
that rely on agriculture to sustain the econony
t hrough the oil boons and busts. Agriculture has
thrived for nore than a hundred years thanks to
the i nnovative irrigation project that was built
wth the | and and environnent in mnd.

| feel the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Proj ect has done their due diligence to find a
solution that is mndful of fish habitat.

Now | encourage you to do the sane and
consi der the economc welfare of agriculture in
t he Mon-Dak Region, as well as the anple water
supply for residents living in this area. Best

regards, Rita Steinbeisser. Thanks.
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| support the bypass.

MR. BRONER My nane is Janes Brower. I
spoke earlier and didn't say ny nane. That's
B-R OWE-R

First of all, thank you to those that
have traveled all these mles to get here. | want
to go back to what | was trying to say about the
punp solution, no matter how you power it. | have
been in design irrigation and working with
irrigation systens in three different states, on
three different major rivers, national treasures.
And it's funny, the cycle that we go through.
They want to renove dans. And | believe the

peopl e who take pride in renoving dans are afraid

t hat the bypass channel will work, because if the
bypass channel works, it wll solve problens

w t hout renoving dans all over the country. It
wll benefit the fish all over the country w thout

havi ng to make a choi ce between people or the
fish. | know these people here don't want to hurt
the farns, but they don't have experience on the
farns with punps. They don't realize that with
punps you have to rebuild themevery three to five
years for hundreds of thousands of dollars. Wth

the notors, you have to rebuild them every seven 100
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to ten years worth nore than the punps, hundreds
of thousands of dollars. So if these people don't
| i ke the preferred alternative that's been

anal yzed three tinmes and they don't want that paid
for, these people thensel ves need to personally
pay for the O&M cost that would ot herw se be

hoi sted upon the local farnmers, which is a 2
percent mnority. And | believe in the

United States it's against the law to pick on a
mnority. Let's not nake the Anerican farner the
next |isted endangered species that you need to

pr ot ect .

Let's not delay any | onger the
construction of a viable solution that will help
all fishin the river. And if it doesn't help
them the Corps and the Bureau, and the federal
governnent and the project are legally obligated
to create a fish passage, so fish passage
solutions will continue to be inplenmented until it
wor ks. But after 15 years of study, we are
confident the fish passage will work. But if you
want the dam renoved, pay the O&M costs yourself.
QG herw se, you don't really care. Thank you.

M5. SEDER: M/ nane Pat Seder. | am here

as a tax-paying constructi on worker who supports 101
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ag in our Yellowstone County and in our state.

I am cane here tonight to kind of figure
out what was going on, and | appreciate all the
fol ks that canme from Sidney. And | want to say
I'"'mglad they' re having a neeting here tonight
because it gives ne an opportunity to speak in
their support. Also, | want to support nyself
here. | live in Huntl ey. | have a snall
irrigated place and | have a | ot of nei ghbors who
have irrigated places. And I'mafraid that if you
gi ve these folks an inch, they' re going to think
it over, and they're going to start, |ike they
can, and they're going to nove all the way
upstream every chance they get. And | think
that -- | don't know, the direction of our country
Is scary to ne already and it's kind of gone
viral, and | think at sone point we need to shut
down sone of these people and bring sone conmmpbn
sense back into the way you make deci si ons.

And on a side note, |'ve been an
el ectrician. |*ve been an electrician for 35
years, and there's sone ot her issues involving
not ors and punps and water. They have al ready

proven that water and badly powered equi pnent in

boats kill people in the water. Wat do you thinkl02
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Is going to happen if there's faults and | eakage?
There's nore than a sturgeon that's going to get
killed. The electrical current is a very

dangerous thing to be nessing around with in

water. | think that's a very poor alternative.
So aside fromthat, | just want to say |
support the bypass. | think it's a viable

alternative for everybody and I think that the
commobn sense needs to conme back into our country.
And | al so want to commend t hese kids
from Shepherd. 1've been working in the real
world and | think our ag community brings out the
best in our young people, and with the work ethic
t hat our country needs desperately. And these
ki ds cone out here and were very vocal and very
responsi bl e about the way that they presented
t hensel ves and we need nore of these kids. And
t hank you, farners, for producing them They are
our future and they are the best of all of us.
MR. BROCKS: M nane is David Brooks.
I"'mwith the Montana Trout Unlimted. And | just
wanted to clarify that 1'"malso from Montana, |
drove here. | didn't fly here tonight. [|'m not
uni versity professor. And | don't have sone --

and you can talk to ny boss about this -- what a

a
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environnental i st is supposed to have, but
seriously, | appreciate everybody com ng toni ght
and offering comment. And |, of course, care
about the pallid sturgeon and want to see the fish
passage work and these fish be recovered here.

And so, yes, it scares ne that there's a huge ri sk
that the bypass channel will not work and that's
even stated in the EIS that there's zero exanpl es
of bypass channels working on this plan. So that
scares ne.

But the thing that scares ne equally is
the cost here. 57 mllion dollars is a |ot of
nmoney. Yeah, the EIS states that after one year
of inplenentation of any of these alternatives,
the Corps of Engineers wll be gone and the Bureau
of Reclamation, that's not bringing any noney to
the table for this project, wll likely not have
noney to support an alternative or inprovenents
and wll scrap the whol e thing.

If we take a mi nute and consi der that
this alternative, the bypass channel, m ght not
wor k, who is going to be on the hook if it
doesn't. It's likely to be us as taxpayers, the
State of Montana, and possibly the irrigation

district for recovering these pallid sturgeon.
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And so, yes, the noney issue is inportant. W
need to ook really hard at spending 57 mllion
dollars in a solution that can be bust and we w ||
not have any agencies around to help find Plan B
when we're back to the drawi ng board to consi der
one of these other options.

Meanwhil e, | have read the entire EIS.

It's long and tedious. And even | can see in this

El S that the nunbers, the financials, on many of
these alternatives are grossly inflated. Let ne
gi ve you one exanple that | think soneone here in
the crowd can probably speak to. For the open
river alternatives, one of the expenses being
charged is for a ditch rider. W have a ditch
rider. And | think he introduced hinself as

M. Koffkey. They have budgeted per year for a
ditch rider on an open river alternative half a
mllion dollars. So maybe that's every year as a
ditch rider, but I would offer that that's
probably an inflated cost, and there are nany
others like this that | see in the EIS for the
other alternatives. So | would say we need to
shar pen our pencils, we need to go back and | ook
at this with a real concern over the nobney being

spent here, and | believe us as taxpayers and the
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irrigators run a huge risk if the bypass channel
does not wor K.

MS. MESSER  Good evening. And | have
spoke in the two previous neetings on the econony
and the econom cs and how devastating the | oss of
the weir would be to our entire econony.

I have | ooked at the EIS and there is a
portion of it that tal ks about a nonitoring where
we could actually take a | ook at alternatives if
t he bypass doesn't work. For the
conservationists, the obstructionists, whatever,
if that is what your uncertainty is about, if it
isn't going to work and they're willing to help us
figure it out, why don't you bring the noney to
the table and help us really find a solution to
work together to truly care about the fish and the
lives of these people and all of the econom es
t hat support our state and our nation. And why
don't we actually get this thing started. I fully
support the bypass channel.

MR. KOFFKEY: Ti m Kof f key, K-O F-F-K-E-Y,
Lower Yell owstone Irrigation Project, proud to be
a ditch rider. | love ny job. I |l ove the
opportunity that |I have to serve the farners and

to be a part of that 2 percent that take care of
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our great nation and those around the worl d.

| have sonme issues. Sorry. Last night
they say you want to work toward a wi n/w n
possibility. Really? Wen you want the nost

expensi ve option out there? You say, Wiy waste 57

mllion dollars? | say to you, What is 57 mllion
in conparison to 132 mllion or a half billion
dol | ars?

You say, It won't work. Wiy can't you be
an optim st and say, It just mght for a fraction
of the cost. Not only that, the punping stations
are a mnimmof five, possibly seven. As stated
in the EIS, one of the things that affects the
pallid sturgeon is the bank stabilization of the
river. You wll have to stabilize five to seven
banks wherever you put these punps at because the
river doesn't know. She's beautiful and she fl ows
where she wants and she takes the | and that she
wants. So in order to protect those punping
stations, you're going to have to stabilize the
area around it, which will further chall enge the
pallid sturgeon, according to the EI S study.

What about sone other EI'S studies besides
t he environnent inpact study? Wat about the

econoni c i npact, not just for R chland County or
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Dawson County. Maybe the people that live in

Ri chl and and Dawson cone here to Yell owstone
County to do their shopping. |'ve been here
multiple tines and many tinmes | see |icense plate
nunbers with the No. 27 and 16. So we're not just
t al ki ng about the econom c inpact of R chland and
Dawson County. It's state-w de.

What about the agricultural inpact? The
solution that you suggest, these punping stations,
the farners could never afford the O&M Never.
They have said that they will go under. If we
have to go to the punping stations because they

can't afford it, third and fourth generation

farners will be gone. Thank you.
MR. STEINBEI SSER: |'m Don St ei nbei sser,
ST-E-I-NB-E-1-S S E-R I"'man irrigator in

Sidney. And | want to thank the Bureau of

Recl amation for all the work you' ve done on this.
The bypass channel is the best option and | just
want to say, as a forner Legislator, | spent 12
years in the Legislature, | dealt with Trout
Unlimted nunerous tines and they tend to be
obstructionists. And the environnental groups
here today, that's their purpose.

When President N xon signed the
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1 Endangered Species Act in 1973, he said, W're

2| going to work together to save the species. These
3 guys are not working together. They're trying but
4| they're not. And | know how t hey are because |'ve
5| dealt with themin the Legislature. They're

6| obstructionists. So | want to thank you very

7 nmuch.

TB-50 8 M5. MCFARLAND: Good evening. M nane is
9 Lisa McFarland, M CGF-A-RL-A-ND. M husband is
10 a fifth generation farner. I'ma fourth
11 generation farnmer here in Yell owstone County. And
12 I'mal so the President of Yell owstone County Farm
13 Bureau. And | just want to say that | believe the

14| people in Yell owstone County are in support of
11 15 t hese good people from Si dney and t he bypass,

16 because eventually it's going to work its way up

17 the river and affect us here. And the biggest
18 I ssue and the reason why we need you to support
19 t hese people is because a service is to all

20 Billings is being eaten up by people who want a
21 half-mllion-dollar home on a little spot.

22 Eventually, we're no |l onger going to be able to
23| farmhere. Qur famlies are going to be pushed
24| out, and we're going to have to rely on the

25 farnmers and ranchers in the small comunities. 109
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1 So | ask you to support the bypass, and |
2 2 appreciate all of ny neighbors and friends from

3| Sidney.

4 And Trout Unlimted has 4200 nenbers in

5| the state of Montana. One organization that |I'm

6| involved in, the Montana Farm Bureau Federation

7 has over 20, 000 nenbers. So that just puts in

8 per spective where the people in our state are

9 supported. Thank you.

TB-51 10 MR. ASBECK: |'m Hugo Asbeck. 1'm 79
11| years old. Nobody told nme |I had to be 16 or ol der
12| to go to wrk. | can tell you one thing, water

;| 13| flows downhill a hell of a lot better than it does
14 uphill with a punp.
15 There's been all ny friends, farners and
16 ranchers and busi ness people, there's been a | ot
17 of sweat and bl ood went into this farmng
18 operation and irrigation project, way nore than
19 any environnental i sts have ever thought of putting
20 out. Thank you.

TB-52 21 MR. BLOESSER: M nane is Trey Bl oesser.
22 "' mjust graduated from Savage and |'m going to go
23| to college in Bozenman this year and get a degree
24 in ani mal science, |ivestock production. | guess
25 I would just like to say that farners and rancherﬁlo
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are true conservationists. M cat just brought a
baby bunny yesterday and we tried nursing that
back to health. It died, but it just shows that
we truly care nore than any of those people
sitting over there.

My sister, she has five kids, and she

br ought hone four baby pheasants, and she put them

in her house when their nomdied. That stuff
happens all the tine. |"'m sure everyone in this
room has stories like that. And those
conservationi sts have no idea, they do not know
what they're tal ki ng about.

I would also like to say | am a young up
and com ng rancher and farner. Bet ween t he
gover nnment regul ati ons, climte change,
environnental i sts, and popul ation growh, it's
going to be hard to feed the world in a few years.
And by 2050, in 34 years, the world is going to
grow by 2 billion people to 9 billion. And I
guess | don't know how we'l|l feed all those
peopl e, except to not feed the environnentalists.

But in all reality, I guess we will feed
them But | know for a fact that their taking
away 58,000 acres of irrigated farm and i s not

going to help the world feed itself. Thank you.
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MR, KOFFKEY: Tim Koffkey, third verse,
sane as the first. As | said, the third
envi ronnent al i npact statenent, when you take away
the livelihood of sonebody that that's all they
have known all their lives for three or four
generations -- that's what's going to happen. And
don't sit there snmugly. Sorry.

When you have the heart and soul of an
i ndi vidual, a hunman being created in the inage of
God. Soneone who's been gi ven dom ni on over the
earth and the animals, and they are greatest
environnental i sts around. But you wll destroy
t hat person when you take away that, because that
Is what's going to happen if the environnentalists
| ook at standing up in that courtroom and decl are
a noratorium Your intent is not to save the
fish -- | said this last night -- you have an
agenda that has far greater inpacts. It begins
w th the dehumani zati on of people.

The President of PETA once said, Arat is
a pigis adog is a boy. Essentially saying,
You're all the same. Humans are not going to be
(i ndi scerni ble) exists around the earth. Once you
dehumani ze it, it becones easier to kill

Since party activists tend to go to the
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quotes, there is one that goes so far as to say
that he has nore synpathy for threatened insect
species than for children dying of hunger in
Afri ca.

David Brown, the fornmer head of the
Sierra Cub said, Wile the death of young nen in
war is unfortunate, it is no nore serious than the
t ouching of nountains in w |l derness area by
humanki nd.

I find those statenents to be revolting
and di sgusti ng and despi cable. They are i nhumane.
And that's what happens when you have an agenda
and a m nd-set that begins with, W' re nothing
special, we're no better than an ani nal .

You woul d rather destroy our conmunities
than to see us live peacefully and respectfully
taking care of the environnent that exists in
Mont ana. To you, the environnmentalists, Enough is
never enough. W give you an inch and you take a
mle. W give you a nmle and you take a thousand.

In 1980's there was a nove to plastic
bags to save a tree. Trees that were planted for
t hat sol e purpose. (lIndiscernible.) That's what
ny dad did. Save the tree. Buy plastic. So we

wer e asked paper or plastic when we went to the
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grocery stores. But no paper. Now paper -- or
the plastic, I"msorry, is ruining the
envi ronnent . Hel | o. W all knew that back in the

1980' s. The paper was a renewabl e resource, but
we gave in toit. And nowit's not good enough.

MS. TRUSHEL: Hello. M nane is Brittany
Trushel . B-RI-T-T-A-NY, T-R U S HE-L. So |I'11
start out, | represent nyself. \Wat bothers ne is
that we have scientific data that show the pallid
sturgeon do not really use the Yell owstone River.
David, in our neetings, you know this. And so
this whol e snoke and mrrors thing focusing on the
Yel | owstone R ver and trying to make these farners
that put food on our table responsible for the
dem se of a species, what remains in sone dans on
the M ssouri and M ssissippi Rvers? | nean

that's the reason the pallid sturgeon is in

danger -- or isn't extinct after the hundred years
because they don't use the river. That's why the
bi ol ogi sts don't think they'll use this passage.

Because they're not in the Yell owstone River.
They're in the Mssouri River. They're a |large
river fish.

And so all of this here and all of this

traveling here is nobot. This is all a snpoke and 114
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mrrors show trying to put sonething on a people
that are hardworking. | worked in Sidney for
years, and | worked on pallid sturgeon for years.
And it's really sad that we do not have the basic
bi ol ogy informati on to make a choice, all of us
make this choice, because that's what we're doing.
We're putting this on the backs of people, putting
this, all the nanagenment and operational costs,
when these aninmals are probably not going to use
this fish passage. And they never used it | ast
year, a high water year, they lived up in this top
where they spawned. Still not enough water

(i ndi scerni ble) and they died.

And so | would just like to say that
because there's basic science that's not here, and
| think it's really truly sad that we all
(i ndi scerni bl e) maki ng the deci sion and, that is,
sone small damis fault, where people have |ived
there for generations and farned when it's not.
It's about people, M ssissippi R ver states and
the barge traffic down there, and that we want to
hol d wat er back. So thank you.

MR, QUI NNELL: Wayne Qui nnell,

QU I-NNE-L-L. I"man electrician from Fall on,

Mont ana, and we're all gathered here today to try115
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and save an endangered species from possible
extinction. On one side of the line is the

environnentalists. They're the endangered

species, they're backing the pallid sturgeon. On
the other side of the line is us, the locals. W
al so want to save the pallid sturgeon; but,
however, we are here to save the endangered
species of the small Anerican farner. The farmer

has plenty of obstacles standing in his or her way
in this day and age. Fuel costs, | abor costs, the
war on GMO crops, |ow commpdity prices, and now
the uncertainty of the future of affordabl e,
viabl e water for irrigation.

Wthout the LYIP, many of these 350 farm
famlies wll have to sell out and nove on because
they won't be able to afford to keep the farns,
farnms that have been in their famlies for
generations. Sell the | ands that have been worked
for three, four, even five generations. G andkids
next to their grandparents. Call oused hands, sore
backs, scarred knuckles. All earned fromyears of
hard work carving out a living and all of that
heritage could be gone with the blink of an eye.

So | talked to a few of ny friends who

are farners fromlntake all the way down to 116

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
442 East Mendenhall, Bozeman MT 59715, (406) 587-9016



starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
1


starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
2


starshea.harris
Line

starshea.harris
Text Box
3



cont'd

TB-56

© o0 ~N o o b~ w N P

[ = S S N
w N B O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Public Hearing

Fai rvi ew and got sone i nput about what their
yields are on average. So this is just a little
| ook at what these 58,000 acres coul d produce for
the world. So if all 58,000 acres were planted in
wheat, that wheat coul d produce enough flour to
make 418 and a half mllion | oaves of bread.

If all of that was planted in corn, it
woul d produce enough corn to nmake 3.72 billion
corn tortill as.

If all of that |and was planted in
barl ey, you could take that barley, malt it, and
make 350 mllion gallons of beer.

If you took all this land and planted it
I n sugar beets, it could produce 350,000 tons of
sugar. That is 700 mllion pounds of sugar.

So this is just a few of the reasons why
| believe we should all support the fish bypass.
And I'll have a nore to say about the el ectrical
side inalittle bit.

MR. GRIFFIN. Good eveni ng and t hank you
for the opportunity to speak. M nane is Brad
Giffin, and I live here in Billings. I'ma
| obbyi st for the Montana Equi pnment Deal ers
Associ ati on. | represent over 50 businesses

across the state of Montana that provide farm 117
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1| equipnment services to Montana's ranchers and

2| farmers. | stand here in support of the diversion
1 3| of the channel. And | have been a | obbyist for 23

4| years up in Helena, and back and forth where the

5 political discourse becane so poi soned by

6| obstructionists. W used to |ook for

7 m ddl e-of -t he-road solutions, |like the one you

8 have before you. And | urge you to not give the

9 opponents a precedence. That's an inportant word

10| to renenber because if they get -- if they wn

11| this precedence, they'll take it up and down every
21 12 river wherever they want to go to take out dans

13 and di ver si ons. | think it's inportant that we

14 honor the 15 years of study that has gone into

15 this, and | would urge you to adopt and support

16 the m ddl e-of -t he-road sol ution that you have

17 bef ore you. Thank you very nuch.

TB-57 18 MR. PASCHKE: Ted Paschke. Mbontana woul d
19 say, Keep the power dry. I"'ma little enotional.
20| Again, | want to ask a question: Wat are we here
21| for tonight? |'m asking you. | have heard
22| tonight years of study, mllions of dollars spent
' 23 al ready on those studi es. It is time for you to
24 | act. It is time for you to do it. You need this
25 bypass channel. That is the record of nmany bodieﬁls
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1 1| that have reviewed this already. It is tine for
contd 2| you -- these people have been giving their

3 lifetime stories here. Let's forget all of the
4| stories. You have the study that defined and the
5 reconmended solution is the bypass channel. Do
6 it. Just do it.
7 And | believe | owe an apol ogy to soneone
8 in this general area. |"'m not sure who this
9 gentleman is even with. He hasn't spoken. |
10| tal ked about shane. Wll, maybe | shoul d have
11 been | ooking to the three gentl enen that spoke
12 previously. So | apol ogi ze. If you're on their
13| team then | say, Shane to you.
14 But | just reiterate that it is time for

15| you to nove. No nore neetings, no nore studi es,

16 no nore la pelea -- that's Spanish --
17 confrontation. Just do it. Ckay.
TB-58 18 MR. KOFFKEY: | promse this will be ny

19 | ast tine. Ti m Kof f key, K-O F-F-K-E-Y. This w |

20 be ny | ast statenent.

21 Peopl e traveling to San D ego visiting
22| the Swallows or to San Juan Capistrano. | want to
23 invite you all to | ook down to the WI I ow Bridge

24 (phonetic) at about 6:00 in the norning to see the

25 swal | ows under the bridge. Hundreds of swall ows 119
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that feed off what is around there. And they're
there because it is their habitat.

What about the geese and the ducks that

raise their young in the canal? Every day | drive

that canal tw ce a day, over 20 mles up and down

and | see these geese and these ducks raise their
young on the canal. That's their habitat, their
| and and we need to protect that, not only the

numerous wildlife that |Iive and thrive because of

the canal and its drainage.

Qur farmers and irrigators and enpl oyees

put in | ong hours so people can enjoy the

conveni ence of buying food in the grocery store.

They do it not for personal recognition or to make

tons of noney. They do it for the | ove of the

outdoors and the | ove of the | and, the | ove of the

animal s, the |love of the environnent. They do it

for the | ove of what they are doing for the

opportunity to serve their comunity. This is why

| support our farners, our conmmunity, our school s.

And | support the bypass channel and | support
this limted species, the hardworking farner,
bef ore they, too, beconme extinct.

So to you, environnentalists, as | said

last night and I say it again, | want to suggest

120
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that you cone up to Ri chland County, put in the
har dwor ki ng hours of the farners, walk in their
shoes. Don't just live in our area, cone work it,
cone work the fields. Conme wth the ditch rider,
do ny job. Cone hone wth nunb hands from
operating a weed-eater. Cone hone after 13, 15
hours days and go back out at 11:30 at ni ght when
t he power goes off. Do ny job, and then cone and
tell me what you want to do. Then perhaps you
woul d have a greater appreciation for what it is
that we do and what you are | ooking to destroy and
t ake away.

So to our farners and all those that
travel ed here, thank you. W |ove you. W
appreci ate your hard worKk. | have deep and
pr of ound appreciation for all the work you do.
God Dbl ess.

MR. BUXBAUM  Scott Buxbaum

B-U X-B-A-U M I"man irrigator and farner from
t he Fairview area. I I'ive on the North Dakota
side. | just have sone nunbers to show that |

wanted in the comments, that if we do the punping
situation |li ke you're proposing, these nunbers are
go up and this is going to be an additi onal

expense on ny farm | raise 550 acres of sugar
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beets on ny farm M taxes would go up by at

| east 42, 000 per year.

My loss in production, beet s

ny sugar

wll grow -- in the heat of July and August, ny

sugar beets will grow anywhere fromtwo and a half

to three ton per week. | figure two and a half

ton, and ny loss in production is $68, 000. Just

on ny farmalone it's going to cost ne $111, 000
if we do punps.
in the m ddl e of

If they have that | oss

July when the beets need that crucial water, we
will lose that production. And that will, in
turn, be a | oss of production, a | oss of incone.

And then on the other hand, you have an increase

of taxes because those punps take a | ot of O&M
It's costing nore noney for the upkeep and O&M
Thank you.

MR. DEHERRERA: My nane is Janes
DDEFHE-R R ERA

Deherr er a. At this point, |

just wanted to bring --
that said that
pallid sturgeon aren't

R ver. I f you want to,

we had one | ady toni ght

she was a scientist and that the

nati ve to the Yell owst one

go to and Googl e

Conpr ehensi ve Sturgeon Research Project.

She stated that -- again, she stated thaH_

22
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1| the pallid sturgeon aren't native to the
2 Yel | owst one Ri ver. If they weren't native to the
3| Yellowstone River, why didn't they just do a big
4 rel ease of 700, 000 eggs? This was on Monday, June
5 27t h that they rel eased 700, 000 eggs i n the Upper
6 M ssouri R ver, one and a half mles east of the
7 MIk River, which would be west of Frazer, Mbntana
8 and just a little bit southeast of Nashua,
9 Mont ana.

1 10 And so they rel eased 700, 000 baby fi sh
11| June 27th, the collaborating scientists of the
12 M ssouri River Pallid Sturgeon Drift Study
13 rel eased over 700, 000 one-day post hatch pallid
14| sturgeon to the Upper M ssouri River.
15 And | just wanted everyone to understand
16 t hat when she cone up and she said that they
17| weren't a native fish, that aren't in the
18| Yellowstone River, that that is now docunent ed,
19 their release into the Upper Mssouri River. And

2| 20 I am for the bypass channel. Thank you.

TB-61 21 MS. TRUSHEL: Brittany Trushel.

22| T-RUS-HE-L.
23 Pallid sturgeon are absolutely native to
1] 24| the Yell owstone R ver and to Montana. They are a

25 | arge river fish that is in the Mssouri River. %23
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percent of radio-tagged pallid sturgeon have noved

up the Yell owstone River. 5 percent. W are
putting all of our eggs into 5 percent.

M ssouri River, absolutely. And they're

absolutely native to Montana. And they absolutely

use the Lower Yell owstone River. In fact, one of
their spawning habitats is seven mles up the

Yel | owst one Ri ver right bel ow the Fairview Bridge.

And it's actually called Crapper's Corner, because

there used to be an old house there.

Every year these pallid sturgeon go there

and spawn, and then their eggs and | arvae go
strai ght down the |links to Sakakawea usually into
the area where they hatch their eggs and they die.

So they mght use -- the 5 percent, they
cone up and they use the Yell owstone Ri ver, but
they are large river turbid fish that reside in
the M ssouri and M chigan Rivers.

MR, QUI NNELL: Wayne Qi nnell,
QUI-NNNE-L-L. So one of the natter of the
di version dam the environnentalists' groups say
they want to work with us on, so long as it's
taken out and replaced with the electric punps.
Ch, yes, the electric punps that we are all told

will still reliably deliver the full water right.

124
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But in reality, though, there is nothing
nore reliable and econom cal than gravity. Punps
are kind of |like a new sports car full of conputer
technology. |I'msure they work great at first.
Then you have progranm ng glitches and they break
down, and it takes three engineering degrees to
find out what the problemis.

Gravity irrigation is like that old 1994
Dodge di esel pickup. It's not fancy. It doesn't
have all the bells and whistles, but when you turn
the key, it's going to fire right up and it's
going to go to work for a long, long tine. Sinple
to fix, after all, water flows downhill.

Now, back to the electric punps. The
conpany that I work for does all the naintenance
on the electrical systens for the LYIP, so | have
alittle insight on this subject. As you heard
earlier, it would take over 20 tines the punping
capacity of the punps that currently supply the
Savage Irrigation District fromthe Savage Punpi ng
St ati on.

When the punps that are at the SID
station are no little run-of-the-m |l water punps.
Each of the three electric notors puts out nore

hor sepower than the average Anerican car. The 125
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5 1| anount of power they consunme is m nd boggling.

contd 2| They operate on a 2400-volt system that's 20
3| tinmes nore power than in your hone. And when
4| things go wong, in a 2400-volt system you don't
5| just go to the electrical panel and reset the
6| tripped breaker. You can't just go to the | ocal
7| supply store and get a $26 part and fix the
8 pr obl em
9 A coupl e of years ago two fuses at SID
10 bl ew, and they had to be special ordered and built
11 at the cost of $3,000 per fuse, and it took over a
12 nmonth to get them back up and runni ng.
13 So what happens when the punps fail and
14 the farners lose their ability to irrigate their
15 | and? That was all. Thank you.
16 MR. DAVI ES: Not seei ng anybody el se
17 comng forward, nmy nane is Steve Davi es. I"mw th

18 t he Bureau of Reclanmation. W're going to be

19 cl osi ng here shortly. How about that? Ckay.

20 I'm Steve Davies with the Bureau of

21 Recl amati on. On behal f of the Bureau of

22 Recl amati on and the Corps of Engineers, | want to
23| thank everybody for show ng up tonight. A |ot of
24| you drove | ong distances. Thanks, everybody, for

25 maki ng your conmments tonight. Your conmnents, 126
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whet her verbal or witten, are critical for us to
make an i nfornmed decision. The turnout at each of
these neetings, and this is the third and fi nal
meeting that we're going to conduct publicly, has
been phenonenal. W had about 500 people show up
at Sidney. W had about 175 in G endi ve. I
haven't heard a nunber tonight, but we're probably
around 200. That's about 900 people or so. The
final nunbers for the count of this will show up
in the final EI'S about who showed up at each of

t he neeti ngs.

Thank you, David and Tiffany for making
presentations tonight. Thank you to the staff of
the Lincoln Center for making this facility
avai |l abl e for us tonight. Thank you very nuch for
our recorder. It's very critical. W took sone
ti meouts on a couple of occasions tonight,
pr obably several occasions tonight to nmake sure
that the words that everybody spoke here tonight
were accurately recorded. Thank you for our |aw
enforcenent. W had | aw enforcenent presence here
for nost of the night. | truly thank them for
showi ng up toni ght.

How to coment . So this doesn't end our

comment period. Maybe we could put the slide backl_27

Charles Fisher Court Reporting
442 East Mendenhall, Bozeman MT 59715, (406) 587-9016




© o0 ~N o o b~ w N P

[ = S S N
w N B O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Public Hearing

up here. So all the spoken and witten coments
tonight wll becone part of the record. There's
still opportunity to provide coments. You can
mai | comments to the U S Arny Corps of

Engi neers. The address is there. The due date
for cooments, if you're mailing these, they nust
be postmarked by July 28th. The environnent

i npact statenent, all docunents are posted on our
Wb site, our project Wb site, the Bureau of
Recl anati on, Montana area office Wb site |isted
at the bottom Don't hesitate to contact us for
any questions for this.

This presentation will be nmade avail abl e
on this Web site. I want to also say that there
are hard copies of the environnental i npact
statenents at the libraries of Sidney, d endive,
and Billings. | believe there's one copy at each
of those.

Thanks, everybody, for com ng tonight.
Great turnout. Again, we're going to be
recording -- or responding to all of these
comments. A |lot of you cane a | ong di stance
toni ght and you're probably traveling back
tonight. Please drive safely and thanks again for

com ng.

128
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I f anybody read from statenents tonight,

the reporter would appreci ate those copies. Thank

you.

(Wher eupon, the proceedi ngs duly ended at

9:08 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATE
STATE OF MONTANA )

. Ss.
County of Yell owstone )

I, Sharon L. Gaughan, RDR, CRR, CRC,
Court Reporter for the State of Montana, residing
in Billings, Montana, do hereby certify:

That | was duly authorized to and did
report the proceedings in the above-entitled
cause;

| further certify that the foregoing 128
pages of this transcript represent a true and
accurate transcription of ny stenotype notes to

the best of ny ability.

DATED this, the day of ,
2016.

/sl Sharon L. Gaughan
Sharon L. Gaughan, RDR, CRR, CRC
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KAYLA ECKERT UPTMOR: Good evening. The U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of Reclamation welcomes
everybody this evening to the public meeting. My name is Kayla
Eckert Uptmor. I am the Chief of Civil Works for the Omaha
District.

There are a number of staff that you will see
tonight. We represent the Omaha District. Our district
headquarters is the largest geographical boundary, Montana
following the Missouri River Basin down to just south of Omaha,
Nebraska. There is a number of us who traveled out today. We
appreciate seeing such is great turnout tonight. We are really
looking forward to hearing from everybody.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of
Reclamation as joint lead agencies have made available for public
review and comment the Lower Yellowstone Intake Diversion Dam Fish
Passage Draft Environmental Impact Statement, or an EIS, as many
of you have heard it called. This is the first of three public
meetings that we are holding. The second one will be June 29,
tomorrow, in Glendive; and the third will be June 30th in
Billings, Montana.

The purpose of the meeting is to hear from you.

We will not be answering the majority of the questions directly.
Our intent is to ensure that there is enough time and opportunity
for as many folks from the public to be heard as possible.

We have a transcriber who will be recording



everything this evening for the record. And we ask that you do
take time to sign in this evening if you haven't already, if you
didn't have the opportunity when you came in.

I'd like to take a quick moment, as I mentioned,
we have a few folks from Omaha District staff. It's a local state
Bureau of Reclamation office. Major Arlo Reece, the Omaha
District Deputy Commander; Tiffany Vanosdall, the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers Yellowstone Intake Project Manager; Eric Laux, the
Omaha District Chief of Environmental, way in the back in the
yellow shirt; Curtis Miller, the Omaha District Chief of
Hydraulics, for the Hydraulic Engineering Section; For the Bureau
of Reclamation, we have Steve Davies, the Montana Area Office
Manager; Gerry Benock, the Bureau of Reclamation Area Office
Manager of Planning; and David Trimpe, the Montana Area Office
Yellowstone Intake PM.

So again, we are here to hear from you tonight.
Hopefully, everybody was able to pick up this sheet on the meeting
guidelines and I just want to review that real quick. Again, if
you plan to speak tonight, at the table back here, we had sign-in.
If, as the evening progresses, we get through the folks that have
signed in, you folks that also want to stand and speak, there is
certainly going to be opportunity. We are here to listen until
the last person who wants to speak has spoken.

If you do plan to speak, we will be speaking in

the order of the sign-in sheet to start with. When you come to



the microphone, there is two microphones in the front. When you
are called up--Tiffany will be calling folks up--please state your
name clearly and who you represent or if you are just general
public so the transcriber can get that.

We are going ask that you please, in this initial
round, limit your comments to three minutes. I have a hot pink
sheet here with a number one that tells you when you are down to
one minute. If you wish to speak again, there is certainly going
to be opportunity. So the three minutes again is Jjust to go
through one round to make sure that we get everybody heard, and
then if you need additional time or have additional thoughts,
certainly there is going to be opportunity to come back up. And
again, as I mentioned, the meeting and public comments will be

recorded by our certified court reporter for the official meetings

documents.

So again, we are happy to be here. We are happy
to be here to hear your views on the project. We wvalue your
input. We value your opinion. So with that, I will turn it over

to David and Tiffany, and we will get started.

Thank you.

DAVID TRIMPE: Thank you, Kayla.

All right, so just kind of a brief history of the
Lower Yellowstone Project. It was authorized under the
Reclamation Act of 1902 as a single-purpose project. That means

that any funding that Reclamation spends on this project, the



Irrigation District water users have to reimburse. They also pay
for the 0&M.

The project was constructed from 1905 to 1908 by
Reclamation, with the first water being delivered in 1909. As you
can see on the left, the Project does have four Irrigation
Districts: Intake, Savage, Lower Yellowstone Districts 1 and 2.
Facilities include the Intake Diversion Dam, the headworks and
fish screens, the 72-mile-long Main Canal, 225 miles of laterals,
three pumping stations, and the Project does cover about 58,000
acres. Operation is controlled by the Lower Yellowstone
Irrigation Project Board of Control and diversion rate is
1,374 cfs, which is the water right.

So the pallid sturgeon, which is the reason why we
are here, was listed in 1990 by the Fish & Wildlife Service. It
is considered endangered throughout this entire range. It is,
however, native to both Yellowstone and Missouri Rivers. Primary
threats are construction of dams, bank stabilization, entrainment,
disease and predation, as well as commercial fishing.

So currently, pallid sturgeon are mostly found
below the Intake Diversion Dam down to the headwaters of Lake
Sakakawea. But historically, they were found upstream of
Cartersville and also used the Tongue and Powder Rivers. So the
reason why we are here is that we provide fish passage at Intake
Diversion Dam that would provide 165 miles of additional spawning,

rearing and drift distance. The next likely impediment could be



Cartersville at River Mile 237.

So shortly after the pallid sturgeon was listed in
the 1990s, Reclamation decided to start studying the pallid
sturgeon and identifying any effects that the Lower Yellowstone
Project may have on the pallid sturgeon. Best available science
says that there is limited passage past the dam, mostly through
the existing side channel around Joe's Island. And we did have
entrainment into the main canals, especially when they were
stocking them upstream.

2005 was a big milestone for the Project. We did
a big Value Planning Study where 110 alternatives were identified
for fish passage and screening. In 2007, the Water Resource &
Development Act authorized the Corps of Engineers to assist
Reclamation with construction and implementation of the Project at
Intake Diversion Dam.

So we have been through several environmental
assessments. The first one was back in 2010, where the Corps and
Reclamation identified the Rock Ramp as well as the Screened
Headworks as a preferred alternative. 1In 2012, the new headworks
and screen insertion was completed. In 2015, the Supplemental
Environmental Assessment was released identifying the Bypass
Channel as the new preferred alternative.

And then in 2016, we are currently undertaking
this Environmental Impact Statement. So the Draft EIS was

announced in the June 3rd publication of the Notice of



Availability. Shortly after the Draft EIS hit the street,
Reclamation and the Corps released an Addendum discussing and
disclosing four alternatives that were not discussed in that
initial Draft EIS. Because of that Addendum, the public comment
period has been extended to July 28th. The Draft EIS does look at
six alternatives, one of them being No Action.

So the purpose and need of this Project is to
improve passage for pallid sturgeon and other native species, as
well as continue the viable and effective operation of the Lower
Yellowstone Project, as well as contributing to ecosystem
restoration. Prior to the Draft EIS, we did go through a public
scoping period, which occurred from January 4th through
February 18th. We did hold one scoping meeting in Glendive on the
21st.

There on the right, you will see a summary of the
comments that the agency had received. Most of them were
considering alternatives to threatened endangered species as well
as economics. Also during scoping, we had several alternatives
that were proposed. Just a couple of them were Dam Removal with
Pumping Implementation of Wind Power, a Trust Fund, a Low-head
Hydro Project and Physically Relocating the Pallid Sturgeon
Upstream of the Dam without providing a passage avenue.

So the alternatives that we are going to talk
about tonight that are also in the Draft EIS include the No

Action, the Rock Ramp, the Bypass Channel, the Modified Side



Channel, the Multiple Pump Stations and Multiple Pumps Stations
with Conservation Measures.

So the No Action, which is also considered the
baseline which you measure benefits and impacts of the action
alternatives to would include the continued operation and
maintenance of the districts as currently occurs. This does
include the annual placement of rocks on the dam to check water.
And because no passage would be provided at the Project,
Reclamation and the Corps would likely have to consult with the
Fish & Wildlife Service.

Annual O&Ms for No Action is about $2.6 million
and the per acre cost is $46.53. This is higher than current
assessments because this does account for rehab of the rocking
structure, as well as the monitoring requirements out of an
endangered species consultation.

So the Rock Ramp, just like was analyzed in the
2010 and 2015 EAs, does have a new concrete weir just upstream of
the existing diversion dam. Many people have said that this
concrete dam would be higher, but it is actually the same
elevation as the current rock that is placed on the existing dam.
This does include the 1500-foot shallow-sloped boulder and cobble
rock ramp, and this does provide the Irrigation District with
their full water right down to flows of 3,000 cfs in the
Yellowstone River.

The Rock Ramp does cross across the boat ramp so



the boat ramp would have to be relocated downstream. Construction
is estimated at about 90.4 million, annual O&M about 2.8 and then
a per-acre cost of $50, which is approximately 7.5 percent higher
than the No Action.

The Bypass Channel, which is also the agency
preferred alternative, includes an 11,150-foot bypass channel.

The entrance would be located just downstream of the existing dam
and rubble field. This does, like the rock ramp, include the
construction of a new concrete weir that does provide for the full
water right down to 3,000 cfs.

All the material that is excavated from the bypass
channel will be placed into the existing side channel to help
stabilize the upstream entrance of the bypass channel.
Construction is estimated at $57 million, annual O&M of
2.8 million and then a cost per acre of $49.27, which is
approximately 5.9 percent.

So now we have three alternatives that were not
previously analyzed. And with that, I will turn it over to
Tiffany.

TIFFANY VANOSDALL: So as David said, there were a
few alternatives that were proposed during scoping and in some
comments that we received that were either previously analyzed and
dismissed, or had never been analyzed in documents before.

One of those is the Modified Side Channel.

Essentially what that is is the existing side channel that is out
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there would be excavated so that it would flow more frequently.

A few pallid sturgeon have been documented to pass through the
existing channel. And the purpose of this would be to excavate it
to a level that they could pass more frequently. It would not
include a new weir structure. It would include maintenance of the
existing structure that's there right now. So there would be a
bridge put in over the channel to provide for that ability to 0&M
the existing weir.

The entrance of this side channel is about a mile
and a half downstream of the existing weir. The bypass channel is
right at the weir. So if you looked at an EIS, generally fish
biologists prefer for a fish bypass to be closer to the
obstruction. So that's one downfall of this alternative; the exit
to it is quite a bit downstream. But it does take advantage of
the side channel that's already there.

Construction on this alternative is approximately
54 million, annual O&M is about 2.9 million so O&M per acre is
about $51.18 per acre, which is an increase of around 10 percent.

Another alternative that's considered in detail in
the EIS is a Multiple Pump Stations. Basically, that is removal
of the existing dam, construction of five pumping stations that
include four pumps at each station. The pumping would deliver the
full water right.

We would have to upgrade the existing power

structure in order to get enough power out there to run the pumps.
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The existing headworks that was constructed in 2012 would be used
when river flows are high enough for the gravity diversion, which
is anything pretty much over 30,000 cfs in the main river, which
is about 17 percent of the irrigation season. The rest of the
time it would be pumped through those pumps so you could save on
some O&M of pumping when it could be diverted through the existing
headworks. It would require some alterations to the intake FAS
because one of those pump sites would need to be placed at that
location.

Construction is about $132 million, annual O&M is
a little over 5 million, which is an annual 0O&M per-acre cost of a
little over $88, and that is a 90 percent increase from existing
O&M.

This chart is a schematic of how the pump stations
would work. They would actually--there would be an intake off the
river so the pumps would not be right on the river's bank. There
would be an intake canal that would lead to the structure, and
there would actually be fish screens constructed within those
canals. And then there would be a pump that would remove those
smaller fish from that canal and put them back into the river.

To give people an idea of what that pumping would
look like, a lot of people have asked us, "Well, aren't there
existing pumps and how would they compare to the pumps for other
irrigation districts?"

The Lower Yellowstone Project peak demand is about
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1,000 per unit. That, of course, is cfs, which is 888 million
gallons per day. Some of you might be familiar with the Savage
Pumping Plant. That has an intake of 60 cubic feet per second so
that's 38 million gallons per day, which is only about four
percent of what the need of the Lower Yellowstone need is. So you
would require 20 stations that are the same size as what the
Savage Pumping Plant is.

The last alternative that's considered in detail
in the EIS is Multiple Pumps with Conservation Measures. And the
idea behind that is that you could implement conservation measures
both on the irrigation canal and on the farms that would
theoretically lower the need of withdrawal. So in this case, you
would remove the Intake Diversion Dam. You would construct seven
pump sites, which would have six Ranney Wells at each site.

And a Ranney Well is basically--it's not a surface
water diversion. It's for a ground water diversion so it actually
pulls water from the alluvium of the river, which is kind of the
ground water that exists around the river. We would have to again
upgrade the existing pumping system.

We have looked at wind power to use for that
pumping, and we would potentially be able to bank the wind power
that's created when the Irrigation District didn't need power, and
it would offset some of those costs. You could gravity divert out
of the existing headworks at least part of the cfs that's required

for 60 percent of the time. Forty percent of the time, you would
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have to do pumping only.

It would require implementation of conservation
measures that would reduce the capacity of withdrawal to about
680 cfs. So you would have to do conservation measures throughout
the system that would reduce pretty much the requirement to about
half of what it is.

It would require a redesign of the Main Canal
because, as you know, the canal right now transports 1,374. It
would have to be redesigned to transfer about half of that through
it. And it would also require relocation of the intake FAS
because one of the Ranney Well sites would need to be located at
that spot.

Construction of that alternative is about
$477 million. Annual O&M is about 4.4 million per acre. That's
about $77, which is an increase of about 66 percent over your
existing condition.

So some of the conservation measures that were
proposed in scoping to go along with this alternative, including
additional check structures in the Main Canal, flow measuring
devices installed at the canals, convert some of the laterals to
pipe, installing center pivot sprinklers, lining the Main Canal
and the laterals, control over checking, which is an operational
change for the water levels, and then ground water pumping and
installing some ground water pumps.

If you read the analysis in the EIS, you will
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notice that there is a lot of analysis that goes into whether it's
even feasible to reduce it this amount and still deliver the
amount of water that the Irrigation District needs. And the
conclusion is you can't bring it that low and still deliver that
water that is needed throughout those acres. But it is analyzed
in detail in the documents.

And this is just a schematic of a Ranney Well. It
shows how it has a screened lateral pipe in the ground water that
pulls water into the pumping station.

So this is an overall comparison of cost estimates
between the alternatives. The first line is construction costs.
The second line is the duration of construction. One of the
things you have to consider is how long an alternative takes to
construct if you are looking for benefits for pallid sturgeon
passage. If an alternative takes a long time, such as the
Multiple Pumping with Conservation Measures, which takes 90
months, you are actually going quite a while before you are
getting benefits for that alternative.

So we do look at how long it takes a construction
alternative when we are considering implementation. There is cost
of design that's associated with each alternative. And generally,
the more expensive the alternative, the more expensive the design
costs. The same with construction management; a more expensive,
more complicated alternative has a higher construction management

cost.
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There are real estate costs associated with the
Modified Side Channel, the Multiple Pump and the Multiple Pump
with Conservation Measures. The Rock Ramp and the Bypass Channel
are both constructed on existing federal land. The others would
require some acquisition of private property in order to construct
them.

So that gets us to what we call the total first
costs, and that adds up all of those costs together and has a
total cost that we consider when we are trying to decide on an
alternative to implement. Then we look at annual O,M&R, and that
is listed across the bottom and I talked about those before.

And then we take all of those and we actually
annualize the costs over 50 years. So we try and make it a fair
comparison so 1f something is extremely expensive to construct but
then has a really low 0O&M, it can compete against something that
has low construction costs but an extremely high 0O&M. We want to
make sure you are taking all that into consideration.

And so when you are trying to make a decision on
ecosystem restoration, essentially when the government constructs
a project, we try and look at cost/benefit ratios. Are the
benefits that you are getting out of a project worth the cost that
it is going to take to build the project?

When you are doing ecosystem restoration, it's
hard to assign a monetary value to what the ecosystem is worth.

And so what the Corps of Engineers does and what we are required



16

in our analysis is called cost effectiveness. And essentially
what that does--and I am not going to get into the details of
it--is if somebody is actually really interested in how this
process works, you can catch me after the meeting, and I will walk
you through every step of it. But I have a feeling it would
completely bore everyone in here.

But essentially what you do is you look at each
alternative and you say does this alternative provide more benefit
for less cost than the other alternatives? And it's kind of a
rating system. And after you do that, you say yes, it's cost-
effective if it has a higher benefit for a lower cost than other
alternatives.

So from that analysis, you show the No Action is
always cost effective. The Modified Side Channel shows up as cost
effective because the net benefits are higher than the Rock Ramp,
which is the next one below it, at a lower cost. And the Bypass
Channel is cost effective, and the Multiple Pumps are cost
effective because the Multiple Pumps, based on the modeling, has a
higher benefit than the Bypass Channel, even though the cost is
quite a bit more, it shows up as being cost effective because it
has a higher benefit.

Then you do what we call income-out cost analysis.
And that basically says for each habitat unit that these
alternatives deliver, what am I paying for each one of those

habitat units? And then the two that we analyze, the Bypass
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Channel and the Multiple Pump Stations, the Bypass Channel gets
you about 70 percent of your benefits at a price of $727 per
habitat unit. To get the additional benefits that you get from a
pumping station, you pay an additional almost $1,400 per habit
unit. And the decision that you have to make is are the
additional habitat units worth that additional cost? And so
that's the process that goes into the decision-making of what
alternatives are cost-effective and what you are going to select.

So a summary of the impacts that are in the EIS, I
am not going to go through each one of these, but basically it's
just a comparison of the major resources: hydrology and hydraulic,
ground water hydrology, geomorphology, communities, listed
species, lands and vegetation, recreation, noise, socioeconomics
and historic properties. And each of the alternatives is compared
against the baseline to show what the major impacts are going to
be, and all of that is within the EIS.

In several instances, the impacts are beneficial.
In most, they are fairly minor. Some things like historic
properties, all of the alternatives have major impacts because the
irrigation, the features out there are all historic property. So
there is some impact of historic property no matter what
alternative you implement. So all of this is in the EIS, and we
can talk about any of the specifics if people want later.

So the preferred alternative of the Corps of

Engineers and Bureau of Reclamation as identified in the Draft EIS



18

is the Bypass Channel. The reasoning for that is the Bypass
Channel, in coordination with the Fish & Wildlife Service, meets
the needs of the pallid sturgeon and is expected to pass enough
pallid sturgeon in order to meet our biological requirements. It
is a cost-effective means of providing that fish passage and
meeting those biological requirements. It's expected to have the
lowest O&M for the Irrigation District, and it does not result in
any significant long-term environmental impact.

So that brings us to what you guys are here for,
and that's how you can comment on the EIS. Tonight we will take
any spoken or written comments. Your spoken comments will be
recorded. Your written comments you can either hand to one of us
or you can send them in later. You can also send them by mail.
You will not get a response that says, "Hey, we got your comments
by mail," but you can send it certified if you like. You can also
e-mail the e-mail address up there. If you e-mail it, you will
get a nice little e-mail back from Jennifer Salak saying, "Hey, we
got your comments. It's been forwarded on to the PM."

The due dates, all comments must be postmarked or
received by July 28th in order to be considered in the Final EIS.
And then if you need any additional information on anything, if
you have any questions about the EIS or the process or whatever,
you can actually contact either David or myself. Our contact
information is up there. Just give us a call and we will talk

about any of your concerns.
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And then that also gives the Project website. It
is Bureau of Reclamation. If you Google Intake Fish Passage, it
would probably come up as well.

So we are going to move into the spoken comment
portion of this meeting. Again, if you haven't signed up to
speak, I would encourage you to go sign up. We are going to call
out all of those names first. I am going to call out four names
at a time, and we would ask you to just come up to the
microphones, and when those four get done speaking, I will have
four more come up.

Kayla will hold up that little pink sheet when you
have a minute left. The only reason we do that is we want to make
sure-—-there is a huge number of people here. We want to make sure
everybody has an opportunity to at least get up to the microphone.
Once we get through everyone, if you don't feel like you have had
enough time to say everything you needed to say, you are welcome
to come back up and make more comments.

We will be available following the meeting in the
back if you want to talk to one of us, if you just have a question
that you want answered on the spot. We are not going to answer
any questions in this larger venue right now, but we are more than
willing to talk at the back of the room. And all comments that
you give will be part of the Final EIS so they will be published
with the EIS itself.

All right. So we are going to start off with the



TS-01

20

elected officials and first off: Duane Mitchell, Richard Cayko,
and that's it for elected officials. If anyone else is an elected
official and they want to speak right now, this would be the time
to step up to a microphone.

DUANE MITCHELL: I would like to thank everybody
for coming tonight. And you know it's written in the Bible in the
Book of Genesis, Chapter 1:28, "God blessed them and God said unto
them be fruitful and multiply, replenish the earth and subdue it
and have dominion over fish of the sea and over the fowl of the
air and over every living thing that moveth upon the earth.”

Last Sunday, a young lady asked my wife in church,
"How is it that this dam has been operating for 107 years and the
pallid sturgeon aren't extinct yet? They must have figured out
some way to get around this diversion dam."

The other question I have is everybody is
concerned about global warming and the carbon print. My question
is how much carbon print has this dam created in the last 107
years of operation? And then as a county commissioner, I made
some calls the other day. And there is 130 employees that work at
Sidney Sugar that produce about $4 million in wages in this
community. And according to the Chamber of Commerce, them wages
are spent six times in the community so that's a $24 million hit
just from the factory.

And then as a commissioner, I am really worried

about the tax base so I called Helena, Montana Department of
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Revenue. And one irrigated ground appraised value is $664.62.

A wild hay acre is $175.98, and a grazing acre is $39.30. So when
we go to start figuring out our tax values, that irrigated
property is worth $14.34, the hay ground is worth $3.80, and the
grazing land is worth 84 cents.

If you do anything to that dam, you are going to
kill this county. There is 55, 58,000 acres, and that tax base
would disappear. And we know what happens when taxes go down. So
please think about that.

Thank you.

(Applause.)

TIFFANY VANOSDALL: And I didn't say it earlier
but I want to remind you to say your name and if you are
representing anybody.

RICHARD CAYKO: My name is Rich Cayko. And
that's spelled C-A-Y-K-0; it's not P-S-Y-C-H-O.

(Laughter.)

I represent the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation
Project as the Chairman of the District 2, which is the North
Dakota side and also as the Chairman of the Board of Control. I
also am a Cou