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1 Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 8  1 16 16 
                2 Department of Interior (DOI)  17 45 29 

3 Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 46 48 3 
4 Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) 49 50 2 
5 National Wildlife Federation (NWF) 51 72 22 

 6 Minnesota House of Representative, Ken Eken  73 74 2 
7 Minnesota Department of Health  75 78 4 
8 Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MNPCA) 79 79 1 
9 Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MNDNR) 80 107 28 

10 North Dakota Department of Health  108 110 3 
11 North Dakota State Water Commission (NDSWC) 111 113 3 
12 North Dakota Game and Fish Department (NDGFD) 114 115 2 
13 North Dakota Department of Transportation (NDDOT) 116 116 1 
14 State Historical Society of North Dakota  117 117 1 
15 Norman County, Minnesota 118 120 3 
16 Norman County Soil & Water Conservation District (NCSWCD) 121 121 1 
17 Norman County West School District (NCWSD) 122 123 2 
18 Pembina County, North Dakota 124 126 3 
19 Polk County, Minnesota 127 127 1 
20 Traill County, North Dakota 128 130 3 
21 City of Fargo, North Dakota and City of Moorhead, Minnesota  131 133 3 
22 City of Ada, Minnesota 134 134 1 
23 City of Drayton, North Dakota 135 135 1 
24 City of East Grand Forks, North Dakota 136 139 4 
25 City of Grand Forks, North Dakota 140 140 1 
26 City of Halstad, Minnesota 141 143 3 
27 City of Harwood, North Dakota 144 144 1 
28 City of Hendrum, Minnesota 145 184 40 
29 City of Hillsboro, North Dakota 185 185 1 
30 City of Horace, North Dakota  186 187 2 
31 Moorhead Public Service (MPS) 188 190 3 
32 City of Pembina, North Dakota 191 192 2 
33 City of Perley, Minnesota 193 195 3 
34 Lee Township, Minnesota 196 197 2 
35 Mary Township, Minnesota 198 200 3 
36 Warren Township, North Dakota 201 201 1 
37 Cass County Joint Water Resource District  202 211 10 
38 Red River Basin Commission  212 213 2 
39 Red River Watershed Management Board  214 215 2 
40 Rush River Water Resource District (RRWRD) 216 222 7 
41 Two Rivers Watershed District (TRWD) 223 224 2 
42 Wild Rice Watershed District (WRWD) 225 226 2 
43 American Rivers  227 229 2 
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44 Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy (MCEA) 230 235 6 
45 Georgetown/Perley Farmers Elevator  236 236 1 
46 East Lake Shady Ridge Estates  237 237 1 
47 East Lake Shady Ridge Form Letters  238 262 25 
48 Guttormson, Terry 263 267 5 
49 Ista, Diane 268 268 1 
50 Johnson-Mark, Sandy  269 269 1 
51 Nester, Tami Richard 270 270 1 
52 Richards, Charles  271 272 2 
53 Richards, Elizabeth  273 275 3 
54 Richards, Sharla  276 278 3 
55 Rust, Dean A. 279 279 1 
56 National Wildlife Federation (NWF) Form Letters  280 502 223 
57 Breitag, Day 503 503 1 
58 Carnes, Steve & Lynn 504 504 1 
59 Crocker, Kyle R.   505 505 1 
60 Dvorsky, Sandy 506 506 1 
61 Fortney, Diane  507 507 1 
62 Gleason, Florence  508 508 1 
63 Harvey, Barbara   509 509 1 
64 Knoll, Lucy 510 510 1 
65 Livesay, Corinne 511 511 1 
66 Peck, Linda 512 512 1 
67 Schaffhauser, LaNelle 513 513 1 
68 Smith, Roslyn Abramovitch  514 514 1 
69 Thomas, Patricia 515 515 1 
70 Vinson, Dolores  516 516 1 
71 Walters, Laurie  517 517 1 
72 Concerned Citizens of the Wild Rice Watershed District (CCWRWD) 518 520 3 
73 Willow Creek Homeowners Association (WCHA) 521 522 2 
74 Brodshaug, Mark 523 523 1 
75 Carolyn C 524 524 1 
76 Erickstad, Karen 525 526 2 
77 Guttormson, Terry 527 528 2 
78 Ista, Diane 529 529 1 
79 Jacobson, James H.  530 531 2 
80 Koenig, La Verne 532 535 4 
81 Libbrecht, Glen 536 537 2 
82 Lee, Wayne 538 538 1 
83 Renfrew, Craig 539 540 2 
84 Rutten, John W. 541 541 1 
85 Scholl, Harley 542 542 1 
86 Sillers, Margaret and Douglas H.  543 547 5 
87 Strand Farms – Strand, Thomas and Christine 548 548 1 
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88 Wolfer, Raymond 549 557 9 
89 Online Comments 558 584 27 
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
Denver Federal Center, Building 67, Room 118 

Post Office Box 25007 (D-108) 
Denver, Colorado 80225-0007 

July 26, 2010 
 
9043.1 
ER 10/512 
 
 
 
Colonel Michael J. Price 
District Engineer  
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
St. Paul District 
180 Fifth Street East, Suite 700 
St. Paul, Minnesota  55101-1678 
Attention: Aaron M. Snyder 
 
Dear Colonel Price: 
 
The Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed Feasibility Report and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk 
Management, Cass County, North Dakota and Clay County, Minnesota, and offers the 
following comments: 
 
GENERAL COMMENTS 
 
The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is authorized under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.) to provide recommendations to the Corps of Engineers 
on federally-funded water development projects.  Based on information available at this time and 
the Impact Analysis outlined in its Draft Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act Report (May 2010), 
the USFWS recommends that, should the Corps of Engineers and the Local Project Sponsors 
proceed with the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Flood Risk Reduction Project, the Minnesota 
35,000 (MN 35K) Diversion Channel Alternative be the selected Alternative.   
 
Adverse ecological impacts will occur with either of the Diversion Channel Alternatives.  For the 
following reason, however, the MN 35K Alternative would result in less severe ecological 
impacts than the North Dakota 35,000 (ND 35K) Diversion Channel Alternative: 
 

1. The ND 35K Alternative is anticipated to adversely impact approximately 88 more acres 
of wetland than the MN 35K Alternative; 

2. The ND 35K Alternative, as proposed, would result in 29 more acres of adverse impacts 
to aquatic habitat than the MN 35K Alternative; 
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Colonel Michael J. Price 
 
 

2

3. The ND 35K Alternative would adversely impact 5 rivers in addition to the main stem of 
the Red River; 

4. Apart from the work that would occur within the Red River and the adjacent riparian 
habitat, the land uses that would be primarily affected by the MN 35K Alternative have 
limited wildlife habitat value.     

 
For a complete list of fish and wildlife recommendations, please refer to the USFWS Draft Fish 
and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) Report (Attachment 2) within the US Army Corps of 
Engineers Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement, Fargo – Moorhead 
Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management. 
 
SPECIFIC COMMENTS - Chapter 4.0 Affected Environments 
 
Pg. 127: The document contains several statements that reference USGS 2009b; however, the 
list of citations does not include the reference.  We suggest the Final EIS list of citations include 
the USGS 2009b reference.  
 
Pg. 128 & 129: The document contains several statements that reference USGS 2009a; however, 
the list of citations does not include the reference.  We suggest the Final EIS list of citations 
include the USGS 2009a reference.   
 
Pg. 127: The document states that “In the 1940s, there were an estimated 21 whooping cranes 
left in the world."  We suggest the Final EIS include a reference for the statement.  
 
Pg. 127: The document states that "There are an estimated 7,000 to 9,000 wolves in Alaska and 
more than 3,500 in the lower 48 states.  The main threats to the survival of the gray wolf were 
mainly due to the hunting and trapping of the wolf because it was thought of as a nuisance, and 
habitat loss due to human encroachment into wolf territories."  We suggest the Final EIS include 
a reference for the statement.  
 
We appreciate the opportunity to review the document and provide comments.  If you have 
questions concerning USFWS’s comments, please contact Tony Sullins, Field Supervisor of the 
Twin Cities Ecological Services Field Office, at phone 612-725-3548 extension 2201.  If you 
have any questions concerning the U.S. Geological Survey comments, please contact Gary 
LeCain, USGS Coordinator for Environmental Document Reviews, at (303) 236-5050 (x229) or 
at gdlecain@usgs.gov 
 
 Sincerely, 
 

  
 Robert F. Stewart 
 Regional Environmental Officer 
 
Attachment – Draft FWCA Report 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The Red River of the North and its associated watershed has experienced several large-
scale flood events in the past decade.  Significant financial damage resulting from these 
events has led to several coordinated local, state, and federal agency attempts to address 
flood-related impacts within the Red River Basin.  In September 2008, officials from the 
City of Fargo, North Dakota and City of Moorhead, Minnesota along with the U.S Army 
Corps of Engineers (Corps) entered into a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement.  The Corps 
then issued a Notice of Intent to complete an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in 
the May 5, 2009 Federal Register.  Accordingly, the Fargo – Moorhead Metropolitan 
Area Flood Risk Management Feasibility Study focused on alternatives that would alter 
flood levels and/or protect the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead against elevated flood levels 
from the Red River. 
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is authorized under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.) to provide reports on federally funded water 
development projects.  The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) states that fish 
and wildlife resources shall receive equal consideration with other project purposes in 
federal water resource development program activities. In accordance with the October 
2009, Scope of Work (SOW) for this project, the Service agreed to provide continuous 
review of project details and documents and a FCWA report based on coordination 
efforts and final alternative designs provided by the Corps.  The Service’s February 1, 
2010, project review and comment letter was provided to the Corps, which provides a 
review of fish and wildlife resources within the proposed project area, and potential 
environmental and ecological impacts associated the proposed project activities.  The 
Service’s February 1, 2010 letter satisfies the requirements of the Planning Aid Letter 
(PAL) per the FWCA.  This report constitutes the report of the Secretary of the Interior as 
required by Section 2(b) of the FWCA and, when finalized, will fulfill the Service’s 
commitment as outlined in the SOW.   
 
The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MNDNR) provided valuable 
information regarding resources in the Red River and the Red River Valley and the 
project area for incorporation into this report.  The MNDNR and the North Dakota Game 
and Fish Department participated in several joint agency discussions on project 
alternatives. 
 

STUDY AREA 
 
The rich soils and extremely flat terrain of ancient glacial Lake Agassiz located in and 
around Fargo and Moorhead supports a largely rural and agricultural community with the 
majority of development occurring in the metropolitan area.  Human activities have 
induced significant environmental changes within the watershed, engineered by 
numerous drainage ditches, stream channelization, and subsurface tile drainage.  The 
average annual precipitation for Fargo, North Dakota is 21.29 inches. 
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The proposed project could influence the following major watersheds in North Dakota: 
western Wild Rice River, Lower Sheyenne River, and the Maple River.  The Marsh River 
and Red River major watersheds are in North Dakota and Minnesota, and could be 
influenced by the proposed project.  The Buffalo River major watershed in Minnesota 
could also be influenced by the proposed project. 
 
Large wetland complexes are rare within the proposed project area, and the affected 
portions of the surrounding watersheds.  Smaller wetlands are scattered throughout the 
interior of the watershed and have been heavily impacted by human activities.   
 
The main collection point for surface runoff and drainage in the project area is the Red 
River, which is also influenced by the in-flows of the Wild Rice (ND), Sheyenne (ND), 
Maple (ND), Lower Rush (ND), Rush (ND), and the Buffalo (MN) Rivers (Figure 1).  
The Red River originates at Lake Traverse to the south, and flows north where it enters 
Lake Winnipeg.  The Red River and the associated Valley are generally flat with a south 
to north, channel gradient slope that averages a one-half foot fall per mile.   
 
Stream flow measurements taken at a USGS gauge station in the Red River at Fargo, 
North Dakota show mean monthly flows in winter months (2009-2010) of 1,000 cubic 
feet per second (cfs).  However, stream flow data collected in mid March of 2010 showed 
flows exceeding 20,000 cfs in the Fargo, ND area.  Portions of the Red River and its 
tributaries, affected by this project, have been channelized or impacted by flood reduction 
and drainage improvement projects in the past which include bank armoring, floodplain 
levees, ditching, and tiling.   
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Figure 1.  Rivers in close proximity to or within the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area. 
 
 

FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES 
 
This section describes existing conditions for fish, wildlife, and habitat resources within 
the project area that may be either directly or indirectly impacted by the alternatives 
considered.  This area includes the various diversion channel alternatives around 
Fargo/Moorhead (Figure 2) as well as the riparian corridors along the Red, Wild Rice 
(North Dakota), Sheyenne, Maple, Lower Rush, and the Rush River.   
 
Riparian vegetation along the Red River and tributaries is heavily influenced by the 
extensive amount of agriculture in the area and the frequent flood events.  Tree canopy 
and understory species typical of disturbed habitats are the primary dominates in the 
vegetated riparian zone.  The riparian corridor provided by the Red River is the most 
protected method of travel for wildlife species in the project area.  Wildlife capable of 
adapting to a variety of changing habitats, such as raccoon, skunk, and deer, are common 
closer to the metropolitan area.  A list of wildlife species found through the project site is 
in Appendix 1. 
 
The landscape surrounding Fargo/Moorhead, outside the Red River riparian zone, 
provides only small pockets wildlife habitat in the form of woods, wetlands, and 
grasslands.  There are many agricultural fields that harbor important short-term open 
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water habitat for migratory birds in the spring.  Although the extent of these ephemeral, 
open water areas has not been mapped, aerial photography suggests they are prevalent 
throughout the area.  These areas provide critical feeding and resting areas for migratory 
birds, especially if precipitation or snowmelt has inundated other shallow water habitats 
in their migratory path. 
 
The Red, Wild Rice (North Dakota), Sheyenne, Maple, Lower Rush, and Rush Rivers, 
support both game and non-game fish (Appendix 1).  Diversity, abundance, and 
distribution are largely dependent upon existing barriers, water quality issues and 
winterkill due to low flow events.  The Fargo/Moorhead area is known for its sport 
fishing opportunities, including channel catfish, walleyes, and northern pike.  The sport 
fishery has benefited greatly from MNDNR efforts in removal of low head dams and 
stocking efforts.    
 
Several mussel species have also been documented within the Red River and tributaries.  
Some survey work was completed in 2008, in the Fargo/Moorhead area, by the MNDNR, 
but minimal data currently exists for mussels species present within the Red, Wild Rice 
(ND), Sheyenne, Maple, Lower Rush, and Rush Rivers.    
 
Biotic surveys within the Red, Wild Rice (ND), Sheyenne, Maple, Lower Rush, and Rush 
Rivers are currently underway or scheduled to occur in the Spring/Summer of 2010.  
Results of these surveys, as provided to the Service, will be incorporated into the Final 
FWCA Report for the Fargo/Moorhead Project. 
 
Wetlands 
 
The majority of the wetlands within the proposed project area are palustrine emergent, 
palustrine forested, and riverine wetlands.  The majority of the wetlands within the 
project area are located along the river corridors.  Many of the small isolated wetlands 
outside the riparian zone are influenced by agriculture activities (drainage, tillage, 
grazing, etc.).  Temporarily flooded basins, including actively farmed basins, have the 
potential to provide excellent “stop-over” habitat for spring migrating birds.    
 
Federal Candidate, Threatened, and Endangered Species 
 
Four listed or candidate species under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA), as 
amended, occur within Clay County, Minnesota and Cass County, North Dakota.  The 
Dakota skipper (Candidate) and western prairie fringed orchid (threatened) occur in Clay 
County, Minnesota, and the whooping crane (Endangered) and the gray wolf 
(Endangered) occur in Cass County, North Dakota.   
 
Our current records do not indicate the presence of any individuals of the federally listed 
species within the proposed project area.  If at any point during project planning, 
construction, or operation should additional information on listed species become 
available, or should a new species be listed, the Corps will reinitiate consultation with the 
Twin Cities Field Office of the USFWS. 
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Bald Eagle Nests  
 
Bald eagles and their nests are protected from take and disturbance, respectively, per the 
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.  The Service verified the location of two bald 
eagle nests within the proposed project area.  One nest is located on the northwest edge of 
the City of Fargo along the Sheyenne River in close proximity to a housing development.  
It was also verified with local private residents in the area that the nest was active and 
successful in 2009.  The other nest is located north of the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead, 
close to the confluence of the Sheyenne River and the Red River.  Verification of the 
second nest’s 2009 activity was not possible at the time of the field visit.  The Service 
will attempt to verify 2010 activity of both these nests, and include nest activity 
information in the Final FWCA Report. 
 
During the planning and construction phases of the Fargo-Moorhead project the Service’s 
National Bald Eagle Management Guidelines (May 2007) should be utilized to reduce 
impacts to any and all bald eagles nesting within the proposed project area.  Because of 
the long timeline associated with this project (eight plus years) the Service recommends 
that raptor nest surveys be completed in all wooded areas potentially affected by this 
project.  The raptor nest surveys should be completed at a minimum in the spring of the 
year proceeding construction within or near any affected wooded areas.  
 
Migratory Bids 
 
Due to the varied habitat and cover types throughout the project site, in both Minnesota 
and North Dakota, there is the potential to impact wetlands, grasslands, and woodlands 
during the construction or excavation phases necessary to complete this type of project.  
The aforementioned habitat types can provide preferred nesting habitat for a variety of 
migratory bird species.  Upon final selection of a path for the diversion channel and levee 
alignments, mapping of significant migratory bird nesting areas should be coordinated 
with the Service.  
 
Development of a construction timeline to minimize impacts to these areas during prime 
nesting times should be considered.  The Service recommends that proposed construction 
and excavation within potential bird nesting habitat be completed outside of the primary 
nesting period (April 1st to August 31st) when possible and feasible. Attempts to minimize 
impacts to potential migratory bird nesting habitats should be made at all times during 
construction and excavation.   
 
 

ALTERNATIVES 
 
During the original screening process of the proposed project, 11 alternatives were 
evaluated to determine which would be most the implementable, and which alternatives 
would move forward for further analysis.  The Corps Alternative Screening Document, 
December 2009, provides explanation of the screening process, and provided the 
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recommendation that the No Action and Diversion Channel alternatives should be carried 
forward for further evaluation as stand-alone alternatives. 
 
No Action 
 
This alternative represents future conditions without the project.  Major flood events, 
such as 100-year events and higher, would continue to occur on a periodic basis.  Land 
use in and surrounding the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead would remain the same.  The 
alternative also anticipated that both Cities would continue to expand as population 
growth and economy allowed.  The Cities would continue to rely on emergency flood 
protection measures; existing levee protection, temporary levees and floodwalls, and sand 
bagging activities that are completed as needed in response to flooding.    
 
Flood Barriers 
 
This alternative includes the use of permanent flood barrier measures such as levees, 
floodwalls, invisible floodwalls, gate closures, and pump stations.  For analysis purposes 
the flood barriers alternative would have resulted in levees on both the Fargo and 
Moorhead sides of the Red River.  Two levee top profiles were considered by the Corps, 
which could reliably contain the 2% chance and the 1% chance of flooding.  This 
alternative was not pursued further as a stand-alone alternative by the Corps for the 
purposes of this project. 
 
Diversion Channel 
 
A diversion channel would direct flood waters from the Red River into a constructed 
channel around the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead, and eventually the diverted waters 
would enter back into the Red River downstream of Fargo/Moorhead. During early 
planning stages of the project the Corps developed multiple diversion channel alignments 
on both the Minnesota and North Dakota side of the Red River.  Originally the Corps 
staff determined that the Minnesota 20,000 cubic feet per second (cfs) (MN 20K 
Alternative) was the National Economic Development (NED) plan, which had the best 
benefit: cost ratio.  Hydraulics modeling was then updated and calibrated to the 2009 
event, hydrology data was updated to include 2009, and the Expert Opinion Elicitation 
(EOE) Panel identified a distinct “wet” period of record.  This combination of items led 
to an increase in anticipated annual damages, which in turn led to greater benefits 
resulting from a larger plan.  At this point it was then determined that the 35,000 cfs (MN 
35K Alternative) is the appropriate NED plan.  The Corps recommended the Minnesota 
35,000 cfs (MN 35K Alternative) to the local sponsor as the Preferred Alternative.  The 
local sponsors of the Fargo/Moorhead project requested that the Corps move forward 
with the North Dakota 35,000 cfs (ND 35K Alternative).  Both the MN 35K Alternative 
and the ND 35K Alternative would provide diversion of flood waters, around the 
metropolitan area, starting at a 5 year storm event.  The local sponsors felt that the ND 
35K Alternative provided more local flood reduction benefits then the MN 35K 
Alternative. 
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Under the MN 35K Alternative, the majority of the impacted lands along a diversion 
channel alignment in Minnesota would consist of agricultural lands.  The ND 35K 
Diversion Channel Alternative will impact five tributaries to the Red River; the Wild 
Rice River (North Dakota), Sheyenne River, Maple River, Lower Rush River, and the 
Rush River.  Common resource concerns between the Minnesota and North Dakota 
Alternatives include the Red River channel impacts, construction of a control structure 
within the Red River, loss of fish passage within the main stem of the Red River, 
sedimentation issues in the Red River, loss of riparian habitat, wetland impacts, and the 
fate of fish entering the diversion channel during flood events.  
 
  

 
Figure 2.  Proposed ND 35K Diversion Channel Alternative  

 
ND 35K Diversion Channel (Locally Selected Alternative) 
 
This alternative is located west of the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead, with an inlet 
planned to be constructed south of the Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area on the Red 
River approximately 4 miles south of the confluence of the Red River and the Wild Rice 
River (North Dakota), see Figure 2.  The outlet of the diversion channel into the Red 
River is planned to be constructed north of the Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area on the 
Red River approximately 3.5 miles north of the confluence of the Red River and the 
Sheyenne River.     
 
The diversion channel will have an average bottom width of 360 feet, and internal 
1(vertical):7(horizontal) side slopes.  The internal side slopes will be increased to 1:5 at 
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highway and railroad intersections.  The peak of the spoil piles adjacent to the diversion 
channel will not exceed 15 feet above existing grade, and external side slopes of the 
diversion channel will range from 1:7 to 1:10.  Total width of the diversion channel 
construction including; bottom width, internal slopes, and external side slopes will be 
approximately 2,150 feet.  With a total length of approximately 36 miles, the total 
affected footprint of the diversion channel is approximately 9,382 acres.  
 
The inlet of the diversion channel on the west bank of the Red River will consist of a 
metal sheet pile and rock weir structure.  The inlet of the weir structure is set one foot 
above the 5 year storm event.  A second weir structure will be constructed within the 
diversion channel on the east bank of the Wild Rice River (ND).  This second weir 
structure will be over topped by diverted flows from the Red River once a 5 year storm 
event flow is exceeded.    A gated control structure will be constructed in the Wild Rice 
River (ND), with two tainter gates (30 feet wide and 20 feet high).  The gates will 
generally be fully open, but during large flow events the gates will be lowered to restrict 
the flow into the Fargo-Moorhead Metro to the 5 year storm event flows.  Flows above 
the 5 year event would overtop a third weir, on the west bank of the Wild Rice River 
(ND) into the diversion channel.  Diverted flood waters will flow west and north around 
the Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area.  The diversion channel will affect four additional 
tributaries rivers; the Sheyenne River, the Maple River, the Lower Rush River, and the 
Rush River.  The diversion channel will outlet into the Red River over a weir and rip rap 
structure. 
 
Concrete bypass structures will be built to convey waters within the diversion channel 
under the Sheyenne and Maple Rivers.  The structures will allow the Sheyenne and 
Maple Rivers to flow through under normal conditions.  However, flows exceeding the 2 
year storm event within the Sheyenne and Maple will overtop small weir structures and 
flow through constructed channels into the main diversion channel.  The Lower Rush and 
Rush Rivers will be routed, via drop structures, directly into the diversion channel.  The 
channels of the Lower Rush and Rush Rivers between the diversion channel and 
downstream to their confluences with the Sheyenne River will be abandoned, and 
allowed to function as temporary flooded open ditches and as wetland habitat during the 
drier periods of the growing season.  
 
A large control structure is proposed to be placed in the Red River channel, 
approximately 1,600 feet downstream of the diversion channel inlet.  The concrete 
structure will have three gates, each 40 feet wide by 40 feet tall.  During normal flows the 
control structure would be completely open, and during flow events exceeding the 5 year 
storm event the gates would close and the structure would act as a barrier that would back 
water into the diversion channel.  A concrete fish ramp is proposed for construction to 
allow fish passage from during flows between the 5 year storm event and the 50 year 
storm event. 
 
A three mile tie back levee will need to be constructed to connect the Red River control 
structure to high ground.  The levee will prevent flood waters from flowing over land to 
north and east into the Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area. 
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Figure 3.  Proposed MN 35K Diversion Channel Alternative  

 
MN 35K Diversion Channel (Corps Recommended Alternative) 
 
This alternative is located east of the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead, with an inlet planned 
to be constructed south of the Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area on the Red River north 
of the confluence of the Red River and the Wild Rice River (North Dakota), see Figure 3.  
The outlet of the diversion channel into the Red River is planned to be constructed north 
of the Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area on the Red River, north of the confluence of the 
Red River and the Sheyenne River.     
 
The diversion channel will have an average bottom width of 360 feet, and internal 
1(vertical):7(horizontal) side slopes.  The internal side slopes will be increased to 1:5 at 
highway and railroad intersections.  The peak of the spoil piles adjacent to the diversion 
channel will not exceed 15 feet above existing grade, and external side slopes of the 
diversion channel will range from 1:7 to 1:10.  Total width of the diversion channel 
construction including; bottom width, internal slopes, and external side slopes will be 
approximately 2,150 feet.  With a total length of approximately 25 miles, the total 
affected footprint of the diversion channel is approximately 6,415 acres.  
 
The inlet of the diversion channel on the east bank of the Red River will consist of a 
metal sheet pile and rock weir structure.  Water from the Red River will begin to flow 
over the weir structure after a 5 year storm event flow is exceeded.  Once the water has 
overtopped the weir structure the diversion channel will go east and north around the 
Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area.  The diversion channel will primarily bisect land 
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currently used for agricultural production.  The diversion channel will outlet into the Red 
River over a rip rap structure. 
 
The diversion channel will function as a temporary flooded open ditch during the 
conveyance of flood waters, and as mix of channel habitat and wetland habitat during low 
flow periods.  
 
A large control structure is proposed to be placed in the Red River channel, 
approximately 1,600 feet downstream of the diversion channel inlet.  The concrete 
structure will have three gates, each 40 feet wide by 40 feet tall.  During normal flows the 
control structure would be completely open, and during flow events exceeding the 5 year 
storm event the gates would close and the structure would act as a barrier that would back 
water into the diversion channel.  A concrete fish ramp is proposed for construction to 
allow fish passage during flows between the 5 year storm event and the 50 year storm 
event. 
 
A 9.9 mile tie back levee will need to be constructed to connect the Red River control 
structure to high ground.  The levee will prevent flood waters from flowing over land to 
the north and west into the Fargo/Moorhead metropolitan area. 
 
In addition to the main diversion channel this alternative would include two smaller 
channels upstream of the Red River structure.  A three mile long supplementary channel 
will run south parallel to the Red River to allow for additional capacity, see Figure 3.  
This channel will have a bottom width of 50 feet.  A second supplementary channel, less 
then one mile long, is located near the intersection of I-29 and Cass County Highway 16, 
not shown in any Figures.  This second supplementary channel also has a bottom width of 
50 feet. 
 
 ND 35K Diversion MN 35K Diversion 
Length of Channel 36 miles 25 miles 
Total Width of Channel 2,150 feet 2,150 feet 
Impact of Primary 
Diversion Channel 

9,382 acres 6,515 acres 

Secondary Diversion 
Channels 

0 2 

Length of Tie Back Levee 3.3 miles 9.9 miles 
Table 1. Comparison of ND 35K and MN 35K Alternative specifics. 
 
Non-structural Measures 
 
This alternative encompasses various flood-proofing measures such as the relocation of 
businesses and residential structures to an area outside the floodplain, elevation of 
structures, land acquisition and buyouts, basement removals, dry and wet flood proofing, 
and additional flood preparedness plans and warnings.  Due to highly negative social 
impacts and the extremely high costs associated with this alternative, non-structural 
measures were not further considered as a stand-alone alternative by the Corps for the 
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purposes of this project. The Corps did make the recommendation that the non-structural 
alternative should be considered for possible inclusion as a feature of the overall plan 
where it could be incrementally justified. 
 
Flood Storage 
 
The storage alternative would have involved preservation of natural floodplain, 
restoration of wetlands, and the construction of dams and other water retention facilities 
throughout the watershed.  Utilization of agricultural fields for flood water retention 
would need to be a major component of this alternative.  Through modeling the Corps 
determined that the storage alternative would have low effectiveness in larger flood 
events, but may be helpful in small flood events.  Due to the low level of effectiveness 
during large flood events and the high costs associated with this alternative, flood storage 
was not further considered as a stand-alone alternative by the Corps for the purposes of 
this project.  The Corps did make the recommendation that the flood storage alternative 
should be considered for possible inclusion as a feature of the overall plan where it could 
be incrementally justified, and it should be considered by the local communities within 
the basin. 
 
Tunneling 
 
This alternative would entail the construction of a series of tunnels under the Cities of 
Fargo and Moorhead to convey floodwaters, and reduce the water levels in the Red River.  
This alternative would provide similar benefits to the diversion channel alternatives, but 
with a much greater cost.  There would also be significant negative impacts to aquatic 
habitats and fish passage associated with the tunneling alternative.  Due to the high costs 
and uncertainties of long term maintenance associated with this alternative, tunneling was 
not further considered as a stand-alone alternative by the Corps for the purposes of this 
project. 
 
Bridge Replacement or Modification 
 
Bridge replacement or modification was considered because in some cases this can 
increase water conveyance and reduce flood stages within the river.  However, in the case 
of Fargo/Moorhead and the Red River, the Corps determined that complete removal of 
the bridges had only a minor affect on flood levels.  Due to the low level of effectiveness 
and the high costs associated with this alternative, bridge replacement or modification 
was not further considered as a stand-alone alternative by the Corps for the purposes of 
this project.  The Corps did make the recommendation that the bridge replacement or 
modification alternative should be considered for possible inclusion as a feature of the 
overall plan where it could be incrementally justified. 
 
Interstate 29 Viaduct 
 
This alternative would involve reconstruction of the existing Interstate 29 corridor to 
function as an open viaduct during flood events.  During non-flood times the corridor 
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would then function as an interstate highway.  This alternative would have significant 
negative impacts for fish passage and sedimentation, and there would be minimal 
environmental benefit as the interstate corridor would function as a highway during non-
flood periods.  Due to the low level of cost effectiveness and unacceptable transportation 
impacts associated with this alternative, the Interstate 29 viaduct was not further 
considered as a stand-alone alternative by the Corps for the purposes of this project.   
 
Dredging and Widening the River 
 
An alternative to deepen and widen the Red River to accommodate great flow 
conveyance through the Fargo/Moorhead area was considered.  This alternative would 
result in substantial environmental impacts including; increased sedimentation, loss of 
suitable fish and mussel habitats, riparian habitat loss, wildlife mortality during 
excavation activities, and a high likelihood of riverbank instability issues.  There would 
also be social impacts as homes and property would need to be acquired to insure the Red 
River could be widened to accommodate the new river depths.  This alternative would 
also violate a number of local and national policies.  Due to associated policy violations 
and the high costs associated with long term maintenance of this alternative, dredging and 
widening of the Red River was not further considered as a stand-alone alternative by the 
Corps for the purposes of this project.   
 
Wetland and Grassland Restoration 
 
Wetland and grassland restoration areas could be established to provide flood storage and 
also reduce peak runoff.  Costs of this alternative were anticipated to be high due to large 
land acquisition needs to implement restoration activities.  The Corps staff determined 
that the benefits of wetland restoration would be localized, and the flood storage needs of 
the Fargo/Moorhead area would not be met.  Due to the low level of effectiveness to 
offset flood damages, high costs, and the large land acquisitions associated with this 
alternative, wetland and grassland restoration was not further considered as a stand-alone 
alternative by the Corps for the purposes of this project.  The Corps did make the 
recommendation that the wetland and grassland restoration alternative should be 
considered for possible inclusion as a feature of the overall plan where it could be 
incrementally justified. 
  
Throughout the project and comment process the Service has recommended that the 
Corps consider the utilization of wetland restoration within the watershed of the project 
to increase flood water storage and attenuation.   
 
Cut-off Channels 
 
Cut-off channels would be excavated across meanders within the Red River channel in 
the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead.  Straightening the channel would allow greater 
conveyance of water through the Cities, and potentially reduce peak flood stages.  This 
alternative would impact riparian habitat, wetlands, and potentially fisheries resources 
that are adjacent to or utilize these meanders.  According to Corps staff this alternative 
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would not provide substantial flood risk reduction.   There would also be the potential for 
this alternative to violate state and federal policies.  Due to the low reduction of flood risk 
and the environmental impacts associated with this alternative, cut-off channels was not 
further considered as a stand-alone alternative by the Corps for the purposes of this 
project.  The Corps recommended that the cut-off channels alternative be considered for 
possible inclusion as a feature of the overall plan where it could be incrementally 
justified. 
  

IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
This Report focuses on potential impacts that would result from the activities involved 
with the construction, excavation, and operation of the Locally Selected Alternative.  
Environmental impacts from the ND 35K Diversion Channel Alternative (the Locally 
Selected Alternative) and the MN 35K Diversion Channel Alternative, may be separated 
into two categories: direct impacts (those caused by project construction), and indirect 
impacts (those associated with project operation).  Several resource concerns were 
detailed in the Service’s February 1, 2010 letter.   
 
Direct Impacts of the ND 35K Diversion Channel Alternative 
 
Habitat Loss 
 
Construction and excavation associated with the proposed project will result in the 
removal or degradation of riparian forests, wetlands (various types), grasslands, and 
riverine aquatic habitat.  The current plan for structure placement and diversion channel 
route will result in the following impacts; 137 acres of forested habitat, 33 acres (direct) 
and 157 acres (indirect) of wetlands, and 39 acres of riverine aquatic habitat.  Activities 
resulting in direct impacts include; diversion channel excavation, Red River control 
structure construction, weir construction, levee constructions, tributary crossing 
construction, and tributary flow diversion and abandonment (Lower Rush and Rush 
Rivers).  
 
The exact acreage of the various habitats impacted by the project should be calculated 
once the extent and location of the alternatives are determined.   
 
Fisheries  
 
Construction and excavation within the riverine aquatic habitats could kill adult or 
juvenile fish.  Sediment discharges caused by the aforementioned work could result in 
adult and juvenile individuals being killed if their gills become filled with sediment, 
spawn bed abandonment by adult fish, and also the covering of spawning beds with silts 
and fines resulting in the loss of eggs within the bed.  Large sediment loads could also 
lead to disruptions in foraging success for fish directly downstream of excavation and 
construction areas within the rivers or areas of bank construction or excavation.  
Disruption of foraging success could result in the death of juvenile individuals, or 
prohibit adult fish from spawning due to malnutrition. 
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Wildlife 
 
Excavation and construction within forested areas, wetlands, and grasslands may be 
expected to potentially kill or displace nesting adult birds if construction activities occur 
during the primary nest seasoning (April 1st – August 31st).  Abandonment of nests and 
crushing of eggs within construction and excavation areas is also considered a direct 
wildlife impact. 
 
Mammal species within the excavation and construction areas will be displaced or killed 
during project activities.  The majority of adult individuals should be mobile enough to 
move out of the construction/excavation areas prior to being injured or killed by 
equipment.  The exception may be borrowing species that may be injured or killed during 
excavation activities.  Juvenile individuals may not be able to avoid construction and 
excavation activities resulting in injury or death of certain individuals. 
 
Mussel species within the riverine aquatic habitats may be killed by direct construction or 
excavation activities within mussel beds.  Feeding activities and gill function may be 
interrupted by large sediment loads during construction and excavation activities.  This 
could result in the death of individuals, or a reduction in or lack of reproduction by adult 
individuals.   
 
Indirect Impacts of the ND 35K Diversion Channel Alternative 
 
Habitat Loss and Conversation 
 
With additional sediment load and deposition occurring the Red, Wild Rice (ND), 
Sheyenne, and Maple Rivers will experience some alteration of their bed composition.  
Also, because of structure placement and reductions in the current regular flood flows 
through these Rivers, sediments could accumulate and alter the aquatic habitat.  This 
could also result in the need for regular mechanical clean out, which would disturb 
riparian habitat, aquatic habitat, and fish and wildlife species in the area of the clean out. 
 
Wetlands within the floodplains of the Red, Wild Rice (ND), Sheyenne, and Maple 
Rivers, and downstream of the proposed structures and diversion channel, may be 
converted to non-wetland or a drier hydrologic regime if they are heavily influenced 
hydrologically by regular flood events that currently occur.  Wetlands found at the 
confluences of the Lower Rush and Rush Rivers with the Sheyenne River would likely be 
converted to non-wetland or a drier hydrologic regime once the Lower Rush and Rush 
River channels are abandoned. 
 
Fisheries 
 
Movement of fish species within the Red, Sheyenne, and Maple Rivers will be impeded 
by structures constructed within the river channels as part of this project.  These fish 
passage impacts will be noticeable during larger flood flow events when the gates on the 
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Red River control structure are closed, and when flow velocities through the structures on 
the Sheyenne and Maple Rivers become high enough to impede fish passage, primarily 
for smaller species. 
 
Aquatic organisms displaced by flood events would also be affected by operation of a 
diversion channel.  Fish carried into the diversion may be vulnerable to stranding during 
lower but more frequent flood events (e.g. 5 or 10 year event) if 1) they are unable to find 
their way back to the river as water levels recede or 2) the flow dissipates before 
reconnecting to the Red River.  Flood-formed scour pools may provide refugia for these 
fish but they would not survive the winter in such habitat.  During planning it has been 
mentioned that a base flow will be maintained throughout the entire diversion channel.  A 
base flow would be beneficial, but larger species may not be able to effectively move 
even with a base flow channel.   
 
Given the scenario above, it appears that a certain degree of fish mortality is unavoidable.  
The level of mortality is dependant upon the number of fish entering the diversion 
channel, abundance of water in the channel, and the life stage (juvenile or adult) of the 
affected individuals.     
 
Wildlife 
 
Once the project is in the operational phase mussels could be affected by additional direct 
impacts of operation.  In large flood flows the gates on the Red River control structure 
will close, resulting in deposition of sediment on the upstream side of the structure.  A 
large sediment load could bury and kill individuals.  Sediment deposition will also occur 
on the Wild Rice River (ND) at the point of confluence with the proposed diversion 
channel and down stream of this point.  The structures on the Sheyenne and Maple Rivers 
will restrict flows during flood events, and a portion of the water will be directed into the 
diversion channel.  Water that remains within the river channels will continue to carry the 
bulk of the sediment load, however the quantity and flow of water will be diminished.  
This will result in additional sediment deposition downstream of the proposed structures.  
These areas of additional sediment deposition could bury and kill mussels if significant 
mussel beds are present. 
 
Mussel species dispersal may be restricted during the operational phases of this project.  
Mussels infest host fish with glochidia, larval stage of mussel, which results in the host 
fish potentially transporting the glochidia to new suitable aquatic habitat.  If fish passage 
is restricted during large flood events potentially infested fish will not be able to disperse 
the glochidia.  Infested fish may also move up the diversion channel and become 
stranded, or the glochidia could drop off in the diversion channel in unsuitable permanent 
habitat.  Infested fish moving in the diversion channel could result in the loss of larval 
stage mussels, and reduce the reproductive success and dispersion of various mussel 
species.  
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Direct Impacts of the MN 35K Diversion Channel Alternative 
 
Habitat Loss 
 
Construction and excavation associated with the proposed project will result in the 
removal or degradation of riparian forests, wetlands (various types), grasslands, and 
riverine aquatic habitat.  The current plan for structure placement and diversion channel 
route will result in the following impacts; 75 acres of forested habitat, 17 acres (direct) 
and 85 acres (indirect) of wetlands, and 10 acres of riverine aquatic habitat.  Activities 
resulting in direct impacts include; diversion channel excavation, Red River control 
structure construction, weir construction, and levee constructions.  
 
The exact acreage of the various habitats impacted by the project should be calculated 
once the extent and location of the alternatives are determined.   
 
Fisheries  
 
Construction and excavation within the Red River could kill adult or juvenile fish.  
Sediment discharges caused by the aforementioned work could result in adult and 
juvenile individuals being killed if their gills become filled with sediment, spawn bed 
abandonment by adult fish, and also the covering of spawning beds with silts and fines 
resulting in the loss of eggs within the bed.  Large sediment loads could also lead to 
disruptions in foraging success for fish directly downstream of excavation and 
construction areas within the rivers or areas of bank construction or excavation.  
Disruption of foraging success could result in the death of juvenile individuals, or 
prohibit adult fish from spawning due to malnutrition. 
 
Wildlife 
 
Excavation and construction within forested areas, wetlands, and grasslands may be 
expected to potentially kill or displace nesting adult birds if construction activities occur 
during the primary nest seasoning (April 1st – August 31st).  Abandonment of nests and 
crushing of eggs within construction and excavation areas is also considered a direct 
wildlife impact. 
 
Mammal species within the excavation and construction areas will be displaced or killed 
during project activities.  The majority of adult individuals should be mobile enough to 
move out of the construction/excavation areas prior to being injured or killed by 
equipment.  The exception may be borrowing species that may be injured or killed during 
excavation activities.  Juvenile individuals may not be able to avoid construction and 
excavation activities resulting in injury or death of certain individuals. 
 
Mussel species within the Red River may be killed by direct construction or excavation 
activities within mussel beds.  Feeding activities and gill function may be interrupted by 
large sediment loads during construction and excavation activities.  This could result in 
the death of individuals, or a reduction in or lack of reproduction by adult individuals.   
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Indirect Impacts of the MN 35K Diversion Channel Alternative 
 
Habitat Loss and Conversation 
 
With additional sediment load and deposition occurring, the Red River will experience 
some alteration of bed composition.  Also, because of structure placement and reductions 
in the current regular flood flows through the Red River, sediments could accumulate and 
alter the aquatic habitat.  This could also result in the need for regular mechanical clean 
out, which would disturb riparian habitat, aquatic habitat, and fish and wildlife species in 
the area of the clean out. 
 
Wetlands within the floodplain of the Red River, and downstream of the proposed 
structures and diversion channel, may be converted to non-wetland or a drier hydrologic 
regime if they are heavily influenced hydrologically by regular flood events that currently 
occur.   
 
Fisheries 
 
Movement of fish species within the Red River will be impeded by the construction of 
the control structure within the river channel as part of this project. Fish passage impacts 
will be noticeable during larger flood flow events when the gates on the Red River 
control structure are closed. 
 
Aquatic organisms displaced by flood events would also be affected by operation of a 
diversion channel.  Fish carried into the diversion may be vulnerable to stranding during 
lower but more frequent flood events (e.g. 5 or 10 year event) if 1) they are unable to find 
their way back to the river as water levels recede or 2) the flow dissipates before 
reconnecting to the Red River.  Flood-formed scour pools may provide refugia for these 
fish but they would not survive the winter in such habitat.  During planning it has been 
mentioned that a base flow will be maintained throughout the entire diversion channel.  A 
base flow would be beneficial, but larger species may not be able to effectively move 
even with a base flow channel.   
 
Given the scenario above, it appears that a certain degree of fish mortality is unavoidable.  
The level of mortality is dependant upon the number of fish entering the diversion 
channel, abundance of water in the channel, and the life stage (juvenile or adult) of the 
affected individuals.     
 
Wildlife 
 
Once the project is in the operational phase mussels could be affected by additional 
impacts of operation.  In large flood flows the gates on the Red River control structure 
will close, resulting in deposition of sediment on the upstream side of the structure.  A 
large sediment load could bury and kill individuals.  Sediment deposition may also occur 
downstream of the Red River control structure.  Water that remains within the river 
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channel will continue to carry the bulk of the sediment load, however the quantity and 
flow of water will be diminished.  These areas of additional sediment deposition could 
bury and kill mussels if significant mussel beds are present. 
 
Mussel species dispersal may be restricted during the operational phases of this project.  
Mussels infest host fish with glochidia, larval stage of mussel, which results in the host 
fish potentially transporting the glochidia to new suitable aquatic habitat.  If fish passage 
is restricted during large flood events potentially infested fish will not be able to disperse 
the glochidia.  Infested fish may also move up the diversion channel and become 
stranded, or the glochidia could drop off in the diversion channel in unsuitable permanent 
habitat.  Infested fish moving in the diversion channel could result in the loss of larval 
stage mussels, and reduce the reproductive success and dispersion of various mussel 
species.  
 

PROPOSED MITIGATION ACTIVITIES 
 

1. A constructed fish ramp, 50 feet wide, is proposed to improve fish passage around 
the Red River control structure during large flow events when the gates will be 
closed. (Both Alternatives) 

2. A natural substrate will be maintained under the Red River control structure and 
the structures on the Sheyenne and Maple Rivers to allow for complex flow 
regimes, which will allow for better fish passage through the structures. (Both 
Alternatives) 

3. Maintain a base flow channel within the diversion channel to assist in minimizing 
fish stranding. (Both Alternatives) 

4. Allow the bottom of the diversion channel function as aquatic and seasonal 
wetland habitats to provide habitat to local wildlife. (Both Alternatives) 

5. The abandoned Lower Rush and Rush River channels to function as seasonal 
wetlands and aquatic habitats to benefit local wildlife species. (ND 35K 
Alternative Only) 

6. All wetland impacts will be replaced at a ratio to meet or exceed the 
Compensatory Mitigation Standards of the Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permit 
Program.  State wetland laws will also be satisfied. (Both Alternatives) 

7. Impacted forested areas will replaced at a 1:1 ratio. (Both Alternatives) 
8. Grassland habitat impacts will be offset by the reconstruction of native prairie on 

the inside slope of the diversion channel following construction. (Both 
Alternatives) 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
1. Determine wetland acreage to be impacted directly or indirectly by the proposed 

project, and assess the functions and values of individual wetlands with an 
established method of assessment, such as the Minnesota Rapid Assessment 
Method (MnRAM).   

2. Provide compensatory mitigation for all wetland impacts in accordance with the 
standards specified for a Section 404 Permit under the Clean Water Act.  A final 
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wetland mitigation plan should be coordinated with the Service and Corps 
Regulatory Project Manager.  

3. Wetlands within the currently active floodplains of the Red, Wild Rice (ND), 
Sheyenne, Lower Rush, and Rush Rivers, downstream of the proposed structures 
and the diversion channel crossings or channel abandonments should be 
monitored for a 10 year period following the beginning of project flood reduction 
operations.  This monitoring should focus on hydrologic impacts to the wetlands, 
wetland type conversions, and loss of wetlands. (ND 35K Alternative Only) 

4. Biotic surveys within the potentially affected reaches of Red, Wild Rice (ND), 
Sheyenne, Maple, Lower Rush, and Rush Rivers should be conducted to 
determine species presences and potential suitable habitat areas (i.e. mussel beds, 
spawning habitats, etc)  

5. Utilize native plant species in all aspects of mitigation, reconstruction, and 
replanting involved with the project. 

6. Avoid impacts to migratory bird nesting habitats (woodlands, grasslands, and 
wetlands) during the primary nesting season, April 1st to August 31st, to the 
greatest extent that is feasible. 

7. Provide equal mitigation (1:1) for lands currently enrolled in state or federally 
funded restoration or conservation programs that will be impacted by the 
proposed project. 

8. Raptor nest surveys should be conducted every spring to determine the presence 
of existing or new nests that may be affected by the project construction and 
excavation activities.  Surveys should be completed annually prior to “leaf out” 
until the project construction is complete.   

9. Follow the Service’s National Bald Eagle Management Guidelines to minimize 
the likely-hood that the proposed project will affected any bald eagles nesting in 
the Fargo/Moorhead Project Area. 

 
 

SUMMARY 
 

River channel morphology is largely defined by the frequency and intensity of floods.  
Flood events and the intensity of their environmental effects are naturally unpredictable.  
The ND 35K Alternative and the MN 35K Alternative involve the construction and 
operation of a control structure within the Red River.  Operation of the Red River control 
structure and the associated diversion channel would reduce the occurrence of flood 
flows, exceeding the 5 year storm event, into the Fargo – Moorhead Metro Area.  This 
reduction in flood events could affect sediment loads and deposition within the Red 
River.  The ND 35K Alternative also includes a second control structure within the Wild 
Rice (ND) River, diversion channel crossing structures on the Sheyenne and Maple 
Rivers, and the abandonment of portions of the Lower Rush and Rush Rivers.     
 
Both diversion channel alternatives will result in direct and indirect wetland impacts.  
The ND 35K Alternative could potentially impact approximately 88 more acres then the 
MN 35K Alternative.  There will be some wetland loss through direct excavation and/or 
fill of wetlands during channel, levee, and structure construction.  Riparian wetlands 
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along the river corridors are likely to incur some indirect impacts as the change in flood 
elevations may result in changes to the hydrologic inputs to some of these wetlands.  The 
exact extent of wetland impacts cannot be quantified at this time as the footprint and 
design of the project have not been finalized.  Wetland mitigation needed to address these 
issues should be carried out concurrent with project construction.  
 
Both alternatives may potentially impact fish passage, fish spawning areas, mussel beds, 
and terrestrial wildlife habitat during construction, excavation, operation, and 
maintenance of the proposed Fargo-Moorhead Flood Reduction Project.  The ND 35K 
Alternative as proposed will result in greater ecological impacts, then the MN 35K 
Alternative, see Table 2 below.  Alternative impacts are greater due to the higher number 
of rivers affected by the diversion channel and wildlife habitat disturbance.  Outside of 
work within the Red River and the adjacent riparian habitat the MN 35K Alternative 
primarily affects agricultural lands.    
 
The Service is authorized under the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.) to provide recommendations to the Corps on federally funded water development 
projects.  Therefore, based on data available at this time, and the Impact Analysis 
outlined within this report the Service recommends, should the Corps and the Local 
Project Sponsors move forward with the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Flood Risk 
Reduction Project, the MN 35K Diversion Channel Alternative should be the selected   
Alternative.  Although ecological impacts will occur with either of the Diversion Channel 
Alternatives, the MN 35K Alternative would result in less ecological impact when 
compared to the ND 35K Diversion Channel Alternative. 
 

Table 2. Impact Analysis Comparison of ND 35K and MN 35K Alternatives. 

 ND 35K Diversion MN 35K Diversion 
Direct Wetland Impacts 33 acres 17 acres 

Indirect Wetland Impacts 157 acres 85 acres 
Total Wetland Impacts 190 acres 102 acres 

Forest Impacts 137 acres 75 acres 
Aquatic Riverine Impacts 39 acres 10 acres 
Red River Fish Passage 

Impacts 
Yes Yes 

Red River Tributary Fish 
Passage Impacts 

Yes No 

# of Rivers Impacted 6 1 
Federal Threatened and 

Endangered Species 
Impacted 

No  No 

Bald Eagles Impacted No  No 
Red River Sedimentation 

Impacts 
Yes Yes 

Red River Tributary 
Sedimentation Impacts 

Yes No 
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OF THE RED RIVER 
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Table 1.  Fish species present in the Red River drainage. (Aadland et al. 2005)  
Common Name Scientific Name 
Chestnut lamprey Ichthyomyzon castaneus 
Silver lamprey Ichthyomyzon unicuspis 
White sucker Catostomus commersoni 
Silver redhorse Moxostoma anisurum 
Golden redhorse Moxostoma erythrurum 
Shorthead redhorse 
Greater redhorse 

Moxostoma macrolepidotum 
Moxostoma valenciennesi 

Spotfin shiner Cyprinella spiloptera 
Carp Cyprinus carpio 
Brassy Minnow* Hybognathus hankinsoni 
Common shiner Luxilus cornutus 
Bowfin Amia calva 
Emerald shiner Notropis atherinoides 
Bigmouth shiner Notropis dorsalis 
Blackchin shiner* Notropis heterodon 
Blacknose shiner* Notropis heterolepis 
Sand shiner Notropis stramineus 
River shiner 
Spottail shiner 
Carmine shiner* 
Northern redbelly dace* 

Notropis blennius 
Notropis hudsonius 
Notropis percobromus 
Phoxinus eos 

Fathead minnow Pimephales promelas 
Western blacknose dace* Rhinichthys obtusus 
Longnose dace Rhinichthys cataractae 
Creek chub Semotilus atromaculatus 
Black bullhead Ameiurus melas 
Yellow bullhead Ameiurus natalis 
Brown bullhead Ameiurus nebulosus 
Channel catfish Ictalurus punctatus 
Tadpole madtom Noturus gyrinus 
Central Mudminnow Umbra limi 
Northern pike Esox lucius 
Trout-perch Percopsis omiscomaycus 
Rock bass Ambloplites rupestris 
Pumpkinseed* Lepomis gibbosus 
Bluegill Lepomis macrochirus 
Largemouth bass* Micropterus salmoides 
Black crappie Pomoxis nigromaculatus 
White Crappie Pomoxis annularis 
Johnny darter Etheostoma nigrum 
Yellow perch Perca flavescens 
Blackside darter Percina maculata 
Logperch Percina caprodes 
Sauger Stizostedion canadense 
Walleye Stizostedion vitreum 
Freshwater drum Aplodinotus grunniens 
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Table 1 cont’d.  Fish species present in the Red River drainage.  (Aadland et al. 2005) 
Common Name Scientific Name 
Goldeye Hiodon alosoides 
Mooneye Hiodon tergisus 
Rainbow trout* Oncorhynchus mykiss 
Quillback Carpiodes cyprinus 
Bigmouth Buffalo Ictiobus cyprinellus 
Goldfish Carassius auratus 
Silver chub Macrhybopsis margarita 
Hornyhead chub Nocomis biguttatus 
Golden shiner Notemigonus chrysoleucas 
Bluntnose minnow Pimephales notatus 
Flathead chub Platygobio gracilis 
Stonecat Noturus flavus 
Muskellunge Esox masquinongy 
Rainbow smelt Osmerus mordax 
Banded killifish Fundulus diaphanous 
Burbot Lota lota 
White bass Morone chrysops 
Green sunfish Lepomis cyanellus 
Orangespotted sunfish Lepomis humilis 
Smallmouth bass Micropterus dolomieu 
Iowa Darter Etheostoma caeruleum 
Lake Sturgeon Acipenser fulvescens 
*Found in the tributaries to the Red River, but not in the main stem of the Red River.

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 43USACE-MVP-0000088009



Table 2.  Mammals of the Fargo-Moorhead Project Area. 
Common Name Common Name 
Grey fox Fox squirrel 
Red fox Red squirrel 
Raccoon Northern flying squirrel 
Striped skunk Beaver 
Coyote Muskrat 
Masked shrew Deer mouse 
Pygmy shrew White-footed mouse 
Short-tailed shrew Southern red-backed vole 
Star-nosed mole Meadow vole 
Little brown myotis Prairie vole 
Big brown bat Norway rat 
Red bat House mouse 
Eastern Cottontail Rabbit Meadow jumping mouse 
White-tailed jackrabbit Plains pocket mouse 
Eastern chipmunk Ermine 
Least chipmunk Long-tailed weasel 
Woodchuck Least weasel 
Thirteen-lied ground squirrel Gray wolf 
Franklin’s ground squirrel River otter 
Eastern gray squirrel Mink 
White-tailed deer Badger 
Opossum  
 
Table 3.  Amphibians and Reptiles of Clay County, Minnesota. 
Common Name (Amphibians) Common Name (Reptiles) 
Northern leopard frog Common garter snake 
Wood frog Redbelly snake 
Gray treefrog Plains hog nosed snake 
Western chorus frog Plains garter snake 
Boreal chorus frog Smooth green snake 
American toad Snapping turtle 
Canadian toad Painted turtle 
Great plains toad Prairie skink 
Tiger salamander  
 
 
Table 4.  Mussels in the Fargo-Moorhead Area. (Sietman 2008) 
Common Name  Scientific Name 
Fatmucket Lampsilis siliquoidea 
Threeridge Amblema plicata 
Giant floater Pyganodon grandis 
Black Sandshell Ligumia recta 
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Table 5.  Breeding Birds of Clay County, Minnesota.  (MN DNR) 
Common Name Common Name 
Canada goose Sedge wren 
Wood duck Eastern bluebird 
Mallard Veery 
Blue winged teal American robin 
Ring necked duck Gray catbird 
Pied billed grebe Brown thrasher 
Red necked grebe European starling 
Double crested cormorant Cedar waxwing 
Great blue heron Yellow warbler 
Northern harrier Chestnut sided warbler 
Red tailed hawk American redstart 
Killdeer Ovenbird 
Upland sandpiper Common yellowthroat 
Wilson’s snipe Scarlet tanager 
Black tern Chipping sparrow 
Rock pigeon Clay colored sparrow 
Mourning dove Field sparrow 
Great horned owl Vesper sparrow 
Chimney swift Savannah sparrow 
Ruby throated hummingbird Grasshopper sparrow 
Red bellied Woodpecker Le Conte’s sparrow 
Yellow bellied sapsucker Song sparrow 
Downy woodpecker Swamp sparrow 
Hairy woodpecker Rose breasted grosbeak 
Northern flicker Indigo bunting 
Eastern wood-pewee Bobolink 
Alder flycatcher Red winged blackbird 
Willow flycatcher Western meadowlark 
Least flycatcher Yellow headed blackbird 
Eastern phoebe Brewer’s blackbird 
Great crested flycatcher Common grackle  
Western kingbird Brown headed cowbird 
Eastern kingbird Baltimore oriole 
Yellow throated vireo American goldfinch 
Warbling vireo Baird’s sparrow 
Red eyed vireo Bald eagle 
Blue jay Burrowing owl 
American crow Chestnut collared longspur 
Horned lark Greater prairie chicken 
Tree swallow Henslow’s sparrow 
Bank swallow Loggerhead shrike 
Barn swallow Marbled godwit 
Black capped chickadee Nelson’s sharp tailed sparrow 
White breasted nuthatch Sprague’s pipit 
House wren Trumpeter swan 
Wilson’s phalarope Yellow rail 
Northern cardinal  
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National Wildlife Federation  Northern Rockies & Prairies Regional Center 

240 North Higgins, Suite 2  Missoula, MT 59802 

406-721-6705 [phone]  406-721-6714 [fax]  www.nwf.org 

 

June 7, 2010 

 

 

Terry J. Birkenstock, Chief 

Environmental and Economic Analysis 

Branch, 190 Fifth Street East 

St. Paul, MN 55101–1638 

 

 Via Fax: 651-290-5258  

 

Dear Mr. Birkenstock: 

 

On behalf of the National Wildlife Federation (NWF), I would like to make an official request 

for an extension of the 45-day comment period for the Draft Feasibility and Environmental 

Impact Statement of the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management report. 

The NWF has been intensely involved with this issue since the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

(USACE) started their scoping process and is deeply committed to ensuring a positive outcome 

for fish and wildlife species in the Red River basin.  

 

The draft feasibility/EIS report (nearly 400 pages) warrants an extension simply because of its 

sheer length and intricacy. In order to formulate meaningful and scientific comments from 

stakeholders, farmers, citizens and conservationists, an extension is a necessity. We request 90 

additional days to the comment period.  

 

For a project with a price tag of more than $1 billion, all alternatives and publics comments 

should be fully researched and exhausted before the USACE reaches a final decision. In this 

economy, haphazard spending for a diversion project is not only unwarranted, but also 

irresponsible management of resources, both economically and ecologically. 

 

Thank you for considering our request. 
 

Best regards, 

 

 

 

Tom France, Regional Executive Director  
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NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION® 

 
Northern Rockies and Prairies Regional Center  
 
240 N Higgins, #2 ���� Missoula, MT 59802 ���� Tel: 406-721-6705 ���� Fax: 406-721-6714 ���� www.nwf.org 

 
 

 
June 22, 2009 
 
 
 
Terry J. Birkenstock, Chief, 
Environmental and Economic Analysis 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, St. Paul, 
MN 55101–1638 
   Re:  Scoping Comments on Proposed Flood Risk Management  
              Project on the Red River of the North 
 

 
Dear Mr. Birkenstock: 
 
On behalf of the National Wildlife Federation, we offer these scoping comments on the 
Environmental Impact Statement being prepared by the Corps of Engineers on the Flood Risk 
Management Project on the Red River of the North.   
 
In the Notice of Intent (74 Fed. Reg. 20684, May 5, 2009), the Corps of Engineers proposed to 
evaluate measures for reducing flood risk in the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Study Area.  
Alternatives to be evaluated include, but are not limited to, levees and floodwalls, diversion 
channels, non-structural flood proofing, relocation of flood prone structures, and flood storage.   
 
In order to evaluate a full range of alternatives, we urge the COE to 1) expand the study area to 
include all upstream watershed basins and 2) evaluate wetland restoration and other non-
structural approaches as an alternative for flood control and protection.    
 
In preparing this scoping letter, we have been impressed by the amount and quality of the 
literature available that evaluates wetland restoration and other non-structural mechanisms as an 
alternative to structural approaches to flood control.  From our perspective, levee construction 
and diversions are very expensive, threaten downstream communities with additional flood 
hazard and offer no environmental benefits.  In contrast, wetland restoration can reduce flood 
peaks and shift the timing of flood events even while providing a broad array of ancillary 
benefits including cleaner water, larger fish and wildlife populations and enhanced recreational 
opportunities. We note too, that such benefits have real economic value.  
 
 In addition to much research on the positive benefits of wetland restoration, related studies have 
also demonstrated that wetland drainage in the Red River basin have significantly increased both 
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Terry J. Birkenstock 
6/25/2009 
Page 2 
 
   

 
 

 

the timing and size of Red River floods and also that wetland drainage continues to effect 
thousands of acres annually.  Wetland restoration will help offset these destructive land use 
practices that are so costly in terms of water quality, wildlife and flood costs.   
 
Because wetland restoration and better watershed management are an economical, ecological and 
sustainable method for flood control, we strongly urge for the Army Crops of Engineers to go 
beyond the “quick-fix”, expensive and finite solution of levees and diversions, and consider 
looking “upstream” to a watershed/wetland approach to managing flooding on the Red River. 
 
A.  The EIS Must Utilize a Larger Study Area and Evaluate the Impacts of Wetland 

Drainage on Flood Frequency, Flood Timing and Flood Severity. 

 
The Notice of Intent suggests that the EIS being prepared by the Corps will only evaluate flood 
impacts and alternatives measures to prevent flooding within the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan 
Area.  This limited study area will not allow the Corps to accurately evaluate the causes of 
increased flooding in the Red River Basin or the full range of alternative remedies, including 
wetland restoration and other watershed management possibilities. Ample evidence demonstrates 
that wetland drainage throughout the Red River basin has significantly contributed to increased 
flood frequencies and flood peaks.   

 
The prairie pothole wetlands of the northern Great Plains are one of the world’s great natural 
resource treasures.  Within this 300,000 square mile area, retreating glaciers left tens of 
thousands of small depressions that seasonally fill with water and provide habitat for millions of 
waterfowl, shore birds and other wildlife species.  Almost since farming began in this region in 
the mid 1800’s, wetland drainage has been employed to increase tillable acreage and to facilitate 
other agricultural activities.  The cumulative impacts of this wetland drainage have been 
staggering.  Over the last 100 years, and especially since the end of the Second World War, over 
50% of the region’s wetlands have been drained with over 90% in some watershed basins.   

 
In addition to the severe impacts to wildlife and water quality, wetland drainage has also 
impacted the timing, frequency and severity of floods throughout the region.  Wetland drains and 
channels literally crisscross the entire region and dramatically accelerate spring run-off and 
reduce upstream, upland water storage capacity.   
 
For example, much of the damage caused by the extensive flooding along the Mississippi River 
in 1993 resulted from levee failure as the river reestablished historic connections to the 
floodplain as well as the loss of upstream wetland storage and the alteration of the landscape that 
encouraged water to quickly drain into the nearest river or stream. Indeed, a recent study by The 
Wetlands Initiative noted that the wetlands lost in the upper Mississippi River had the capacity to 
retain all of the water that caused the 1993 flooding.  Thus, although elaborate storage dam and 
levee systems can "reclaim" the floodplain for agriculture and human settlement in most years, 
the increasingly frequent and inevitable large floods the Great Plains and Midwest are seeing 
impose high disaster costs to society.  
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Evidence strongly suggests that wetland drainage has significantly impacted flooding in the Red 
river basin.  In fact, the Red River basin has experience 8 of the 10 all time record flood crests in 
the past 30 years.  One study dealing with watershed contributions to the Red River was 
published 28 years ago by soil scientists at North Dakota State University.  It found an average 
60% increase in stream flow rates and concluded that: 

 
Significant increases in flow to the Maple, Wild Rice and Goose Rivers have occurred 
over the last 30 to 40 years.  Flow rates were shown to be related to climate 
(precipitation), however, there appears to be no chance in precipitation patterns to 
account for increase in flow rates.  Predicted flow rates were shown to be closely related 
to basin size due to land drainage in the Maple River and Goose River basins.   

 
Since this study was published, wetland drainage has continued throughout the Red River.   
 
Based on this information, the EIS should enlarge the study area to include all upstream river 
basins above Fargo-Moorhead.  In taking this step, the EIS will necessarily have to evaluate the 
impacts on flood crests, flood frequencies and flood severity of wetland drainage.  Through this 
evaluation, the EIS can then take the next and most critical step – evaluating the benefits of 
wetland restoration in terms of reducing these flood impacts.   
 
B.  The EIS Must Develop a Wetland Restoration Alternative 

 
Restoring upstream storage capacity must be studied as an alternative to flood mitigation for the 
Red River. Several studies have demonstrated the effectiveness and feasibility of restoring 
wetlands or using upland depressions to temporarily store water during a flood event. One such 
study concluded that, “non-structural means as temporary storage of runoff on agricultural lands 
in the upland areas of the watershed during periods when flood risks are high, may provide 
ecological benefits…at the same time diminishing the threat of downstream flooding.”1 Another 
study concluded that, “floodwater attenuation is one of the most widely recognized ecosystem 
services provided by restored wetlands…” The potential storage capacity on USDA program 
lands in the PPR alone is, conservatively, 56,513 ha-m (458,151 acre-feet) of water, if filled to 
maximum capacity.2 Additionally, restoring drained and farmed wetlands could increase the 
water retention capacity of a watershed in the PPR of Minnesota, “by up to 63%.”3 Depressional 
wetlands in the Devils Lake basin of North Dakota have the potential to store around 72% of the 
total runoff volume from a 2-year frequency runoff event and 41% of a 100-year frequency 
runoff event.4 
 

1.  The Restoration of Wetlands can significantly reduce flood frequency and 

severity while also providing vital ecosystem benefits. 
 
The benefits of wetland restoration are numerous. Wetlands provide various ecosystem services 
to farmers and communities, recreational opportunities, global warming mitigation, and most 
importantly, flood control. One study concluded that, “wetlands on [USDA] program lands [in 
the PPR] have significant potential to intercept and store precipitation that otherwise might 
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contribute to “downstream” flooding.5 Additionally, the “conversion of cultivated cropland to 
grassland cover as part of conservation programs results in a reduction in surface runoff and, 
ultimately, reduces the rate at which a basin refills and overflows.6  
 
An Army Corps study on the Charles River in Massachusetts concluded that the floodplain 
wetlands were so effective for flood control the Corps purchased the wetlands rather than drain 
them to build a levee system. Maintaining the 3,400 ha of wetlands in the Charles River basin 
rather than draining them saved Boston an additional $17 million in flood damages per year.7 
Another study looking at the relationship between upstream wetland drainage and downstream 
flooding concluded that, the increase in peak stream flow was significant for all sizes of streams 
when wetlands were removed.8 
 

Utilizing wetlands for flood protections provide a multitude of additional benefits. Increasing 
wetland habitat will provide stability to migrating and nesting bird habitats as well as numerous 
other species of wildlife. This in turn creates opportunities for hunting, fishing, bird watching, 
hiking and other types of recreation. Wetlands also serve as nature’s kidneys, filtering polluted 
water and releasing cleaner water into both nearby ground and surface waters.  This improves 
water quality.  Wetlands further serve to recharge ground and surface waters, meaning that while 
they prevent flooding in wet times, they serve to replenish and retain adequate water supplies and 
stream flow during drier times.  As climate change increases the severity and frequency of both 
floods and droughts, these functions will become crucial to maintaining healthy aquatic systems 
and to protecting communities from the impacts of climate change. Wetlands play at least two 
critical roles in mitigating the effects of climate change, “one in the management of greenhouse 
gases (especially carbon dioxide) and the other in physically buffering climate change impacts.”9 
Studies show the great potential for wetlands to act as carbon sinks to sequester carbon, thus 
mitigating the impacts of global warming.  USGS data suggests that terrestrial carbon capture 
may be greater in wetlands over smaller acreage than the potential capture on a larger area of 
cropland.10  

 
Given the multitude of benefits in addition to flood protection that wetland restoration provides, 
especially in light of the many challenges presented by climate change, it is the most effective, 
affordable, and ecologically sound solution for the Red River basin, and must be given the full 
consideration of the Army Corps of Engineers, when preparing the EIS for the proposed flood 
protection plan, found at 74 FR 20684.   

 
2.  The Prairie Pothole Region (PPR) Provides Viable Wetland Restoration 

Opportunities 
 
The prairie landscape, prior to major drainage and alteration after European settlement, was 
defined by its wetlands.11 This system of wetlands is still vitally important today, but in need of 
restoration to provide the functions it once provided.  The significance of the prairie wetland 
landscape is exemplified in the Prairie Pothole Region (PPR) of the United States and Canada. 
This area extends over 300,000 square miles from north central Iowa and western Minnesota 
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through North and South Dakota, into eastern Montana and north into Canada. The unique 
Prairie Pothole ecosystem is the result of retreating glaciers, which left the landscape dotted with 
pothole wetlands.12 Despite the harsh climate of wet/dry cycles, winter freezing and varied 
salinity, “the PPR is an extremely productive area for both agricultural products and wildlife.”13 
The PPR ecosystem is of “unparalleled importance to breeding waterfowl and many other 
species of wetland wildlife,” in addition to acting as a nutrient sink, storing runoff to reduce 
flooding, sequestering carbon and providing other “environmental and socio-economic values.”14 
The PPR hosts more than 300 species of birds which rely on this region – “177 species for 
breeding and nesting habitat and another 130 for feeding and resting during spring and fall 
migrations.”15 The PPR is a vital resting and replenishing area for migratory birds. Waterfowl 
banded in the PPR have been found in 46 other states, 10 Canadian provinces and 23 other 
countries.16 In addition to birds, muskrats, foxes, deer and a variety of other wildlife rely on the 
PPR.17  

 
Besides a rich wildlife habitat, the PPR captures precipitation and mitigates flooding. 
Historically, over “80% of the land surface drained into potholes rather than streams and rivers,” 
where the water would then evaporate or seep into the ground, recharging underground 
aquifers.18 Grasslands further reduced the runoff of water and sediment, creating a more stable 
water level and enabled the area to host a diverse community of native grasses, sedges, rushes 
and other submersed vegetation.19 Given the multitude of benefits provided by the PPR, the 
InterGovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) concluded in a special report that, “Any 
additional stress [to the PPR] would be of great concern and could be accommodated only 
through active programs to protect, enhance, and increase wetland areas in this region.”20 
  

3.  The Waffle Project, combined with Wetland Restoration is also a viable alternative. 

 
One effort currently being studied and potentially implemented in the Red River basin is called 
the Waffle Project. The Energy & Environmental Research Center (EERC) “recognized the need 
for alternative methods of flood protection to augment existing flood protection measures. This 
sentiment was mirrored by other major organizations and agencies in the Red River Basin, and it 
was determined that innovative concepts of nonstructural measures should be explored to 
augment the design capacities of structural measures planned to protect against future floods 
similar in scope to, or greater than, the 1997 flood.”21  

 
As Minnesota Public Radio reported in 2006, “the waffle plan is simple. Existing roads serve as 
levees to store water in farmers' fields. The potential for storage is amazing. One square mile 
storing water a foot deep would hold more than 200 million gallons of water.”22 Because this 
plan looks to slow the movement of water entering the system at any time, the chances of 
flooding are greatly minimized. The additional benefit of the plan would allow the retained water 
to recharge the aquifer and prevent droughts in the future. The Waffle Plan is also a more 
affordable solution to mitigating flood damage, with the pricetag to implement the Plan across 
the Red River basin “estimated at $50 million. The protective dike system in Grand Forks cost 
$397 million.”23 And, the estimated cost of levees or a diversion channel along the Red River far 
exceed Grand Forks at $625 million and $909 million, respectively.   
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In this economy, haphazard spending for a levee or diversion project is not only unwarranted, but 
also irresponsible management of resources, both economically and ecologically. And the 
extraneous building costs are not a one-time expense. Levees will require continued spending for 
maintenance and upkeep, and they are uncertain to retain flood waters in our world of extreme 
weather patterns, so greater structures may have to be built in the future, at greater costs, in order 
to seize the swelling waters of the Red River.  

 
When the Waffle Project is implemented in conjunction with continued wetland restoration, a 
successful and long-term flood protection plan results. Programs such as the Waffle Project, 
Wetland Reserve Program, and other studies and programs through Ducks Unlimited, US Fish & 
Wildlife, and numerous other agencies and organizations, provide ample data and opportunity to 
implement wetland restoration as a significant option to prevent flooding downstream.  

 
 

C.  The EIS Must Utilize a Larger Study Area and Consider Wetland Restoration 

Alternatives in Order to Comply With the National Environmental Policy Act.   

An additional requirement for the Army Corps to consider in its EIS are the simultaneous actions 
of the Fargo-Moorehead Metro Project and the Southside Flood Control Project, which calls into 
question requirements under NEPA regarding connected actions. An assessment of cumulative 
impacts is required by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations under NEPA.24 
Cumulative effects are defined as,“ the impact on the environment which results from the 
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such 
other actions .”25  

When considering whether there are cumulative effects or connected actions, an agency must 
look at the scope of the proposed project and must consider 3 types of actions: connected actions, 
cumulative actions and similar actions.26 A connected action means that there is a close 
relationship between actions which must be considered in a single EIS. Similarly, a single EIS 
must be prepared for cumulative actions, which when viewed with other actions “have 
cumulatively significant impacts and should therefore be discusses in the same impact 
statement.”27 A similar action is one, when viewed with other proposed or reasonably 
foreseeable actions have similarities that would be reasonable to analyze together in a single 
impact statement.28 In the context of the Fargo-Moorhead and Southside Projects, given their 
timing, scope, relatedness, and proximity, the projects would be considered cumulative actions, 
and are required, by NEPA, to be considered under a single EIS.29 

 
Thank you for considering the comments on the Notice of Intent.  Please feel free to contact any 
us if you would like additional information. 
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_____________________________ 
Thomas France, Regional Executive Director 
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August 9, 2010 
 
VIA U.S. MAIL AND E-MAIL (aaron.m.snyder@usace.army.mil) 
 
Mr. Aaron Snyder 
Corps of Engineers Planner and Project Manager 
180 E. Fifth Street East, Ste. 700 
St. Paul, MN 55101–1638 
 
 Re: Comments on Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement  
  on the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Project on  
  the Red River of the North 

Dear Mr. Snyder: 

On behalf of the National Wildlife Federation, we offer these comments on the Draft Feasibility 
Report and Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) on the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area 
Risk Management Flood Project on the Red River of the North.  

The National Wildlife Federation recognizes the need for additional flood control for the Fargo- 
Moorhead area. Unfortunately, we cannot support moving forward with the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers’ (“the Corps”) preferred alternative in the DEIS, a massive and expensive diversion 
channel that will cause unacceptable environmental impacts and put downstream communities 
and landscapes at additional flood risk.  

We are exceedingly disappointed that the Corps has proposed building “The Big Ditch” without 
a basin-wide analysis of how flood risk can best be managed and without more thoroughly 
considering other structural and non-structural alternatives that would not only reduce flood risk, 
but also provide additional environmental and economic benefits. From our analysis, it seems 
clear that a combination of wetland restoration and farm field storage projects could provide 
effective flood control and also provide significant benefits to fish and wildlife resources, water 
quality, and local economies.  

We understand the Corps may not have the capacity or the desire to actually move forward with 
these greener alternatives. Nonetheless, to bring forward a proposal that is so expensive that it 
may never be funded and so controversial that it may never be built, does no good service to the 
people of Fargo-Moorhead. In contrast to the divisive ditching project proposed by the Corps, 
wetland restoration and farm field water storage would be broadly supported by a diverse public 
that includes farmers, conservationists, and those concerned with economically responsible 
public works projects.  
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We urge the Corps to enlist other partners, such as the Natural Resource Conservation Service, 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and state and local agencies, and to move forward 
with a supplemental environmental impact statement that includes a basin-wide assessment and 
that evaluates a full array of water management alternatives.  

A. Introduction 

Human activities and alterations in, and around, the Red River Basin (RRB) have led to 
significant environmental changes throughout the watersheds, including the metropolitan areas 
of Fargo, North Dakota and Moorhead, Minnesota and their surrounding rural and agricultural 
communities. Fargo-Moorhead has always been threatened by flooding from the Red River of 
the North. In the last two decades, however, floods have become more frequent and more severe 
because thousands of wetlands throughout the RRB have been drained and converted into 
farmland. Prairie wetlands that once soaked up thousands of acre feet of water have been ditched 
and drained, increasing both the amount of spring melt water and the rate at which it enters the 
Red River. North Dakota and Minnesota have lost several hundred thousand acres of wetlands 
since the establishment of agricultural communities beginning in the 1800s, and North Dakota’s 
wetlands continue to be drained at a rate of 20,000 acres per year.i

 

 Climate change has also led to 
earlier and more abundant springtime runoff into the RRB and will continue to do so for the 
unforeseeable future. As both flood peaks and floods have increased, so too has the cost of 
fighting floods. The communities of Fargo and Moorhead now spend more than $195 million 
annually for flood damages.  

In response to the threat of more severe and more frequent flooding, the Corps has evaluated a 
limited number of engineering alternatives to reduce the threat of flooding in the Fargo-
Moorhead area. Based on this evaluation, the Corps now proposes to build a 36-mile-long 
diversion channel around the Fargo-Moorhead area. The Corps’ preferred diversion channel 
alternative will cover 9,382 acres, and will impact 137 acres of forest habitat, 226 acres either 
directly or indirectly of wetlands, and 39 acres of riverine aquatic habitat. The diversion channel 
will span between 100 and 300 feet in width. The projected cost of the diversion channel 
construction is $1.4 billion, although some believe this estimate understates the cost of the 
project. The Corps’ DEIS fails to factor into its cost estimations the expense of potential 
downstream mitigation that may also be needed, as well as maintenance and operation costs in 
the future.  

The National Wildlife Federation strongly opposes the Corps’ proposed diversion channel, and 
disagrees with many assessments made in the DEIS. Not only will the project be a massive 
federal and state expenditure, but also does not even guarantee to solve the RRB’s current 
catastrophic flooding problems. Furthermore, the diversion channel will offer no ecological 
benefits, and will almost certainly have large negative impacts on the region’s fish and wildlife 
and their habitats.  

B. The DEIS fails to adequately address the negative consequences of the Red River 
diversion channel options. 
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In the DEIS, the Corps has evaluated eight different diversion channel alternatives, including the 
MN20k, MN25k, MN30k, MN35k, MN40k, MN45k, ND30k, and the ND35k. The ND35k was 
chosen as the Corps’ Locally Preferred Plan (LPP), the MN40k was chosen as the National 
Economic Development plan (NED), and the MN35k was chosen as the Federally Comparable 
Plan (FCP).  

Under NEPA, it is “mandate[d] that federal agencies take a hard look at the environmental 
consequences of a major federal action before taking that action.” Mid States Coalition for 
Progress v. Surface Transp. Bd., 345 F.3d 520, 533 (8th Cir.2003). Listed below are several 
potentially damaging effects of the Corps’ LPP, which seriously call into question the 
thoroughness of the Corps’ DEIS.  

1. Most damaging and expensive plan 

The proposed LPP will result in greater ecological impacts than both the FCP and the NED.ii 
More tributaries and roughly 120 more acres of wetlands, forests, aquatic riverine, and fish 
tributaries and passages will be affected from the LPP than the FCP. The LPP will have a greater 
impact on wildlife and fisheries than the FCP and the NED. Under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is 
authorized to provide recommendations to the Corps on federally funded water development 
projects. For the reasons listed above, the USFWS has recommended the FCP alternative rather 
than the LPP.iii

The Corps selected the LPP primarily because of political considerations. The primary impetus 
for the construction of the massive diversion channel being proposed has come from the North 
Dakota congressional delegation and the City of Fargo. Because of lukewarm support for the 
project by Moorhead and other Minnesota political entities, North Dakota supporters pressured 
the Corps and the Assistant Secretary for Civil Works to accept the LPP alternative. The result is 
that the DEIS has identified a preferred alternative that is the most ecologically harmful and the 
most expensive, the 36-mile North Dakota LPP.  

 The comparable costs (in millions) of the LPP, FCP, and NED are $1,462, 
$1,236, and $1,367, respectively. (DEIS-ES-11).  

2. More flooding downstream  

The DEIS states that downstream effects of the diversion channel on social resources could be 
significant, but it fails to adequately measure these impacts. The Red River is more than 500 
miles long, with Fargo and Moorhead being located very near its point of origin at the Bois de 
Sioux River. Downstream effects of a large diversion channel could impact virtually hundreds of 
river miles. For the ND35k plan (LPP), the Corps only analyzed 43.5 river miles downstream.  

The Red River flows northward and eventually empties into Lake Winnipeg near Manitoba, 
Canada. The river’s northward flow creates an increased possibility of ice downstream. Large 
pieces of ice in the Red River create an even greater risk of springtime flooding downstream of 
Fargo-Moorhead, making this region particularly sensitive to springtime runoff. Furthermore, the 
Fargo-Moorhead diversion channel will also increase water levels downstream because more 
natural floodplain storage will have been eliminated. In all flooding scenarios mentioned in 
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section 5.2.1.4.1 (10-percent, 2-percent, and 1-percent chance), it was determined that more 
acreage would be impacted than the amount of acreage that is currently being impacted. (DEIS-
153). In July 2010, the Corps issued a Preliminary Downstream Impact Analysis that also 
demonstrated that that both the LPP and the FCP would cause more flooding downstream. The 
DEIS needs to provide supporting information that even more homes downstream of Fargo-
Moorhead will not be lost due to the increased water levels from the diversion, and that costs of 
flood control and repairs for flood damage would not actually increase as a result of the 
diversion channel.  

3. Changes in sediment distribution 

Section 5.2.1.3 states that “the proposed diversion structures should not lead to an appreciable 
change in suspended sediment concentrations along the project area,” but the DEIS fails to give 
any concrete sedimentation data. The Corps’ diversion channel will substantially affect 
sedimentation in the Red River and other connected tributaries. Sedimentation is a major 
problem in many rivers and lakes, which can cause a reduction in storage capacity that can lead 
to flooding. A build up of sediment can also lead to many aquatic changes that could have 
negative impacts on aquatic life. As a result, fish may begin avoiding areas of heavy 
sedimentation, ultimately changing their migratory patterns, wintering grounds, nursery areas, or 
spawning habitat. Valuable fish spawning areas could be covered in silt, and the sediment 
increase could lead to adult and juvenile fish mortality if their gills become filled with 
sediment.iv Fish foraging success will decline, which could also lead to mortality, especially in 
younger fish, and adult fish could be kept from spawning due to malnutrition.v

4. Destruction of wetlands 

 Therefore, 
sedimentation impacts and sedimentation mitigation costs must be included in the final EIS. 

The diversion channel will affect more than 200 acres of wetlands. The Corps has suggested that 
any wetland taken away or adversely affected by the diversion channel will be replaced with new 
wetlands within the diversion channel in a low flow channel. The DEIS describes the low flow 
channel as “a channel that is typically in the center of a larger channel which is sized to handle 
small flows from drains, ditches or groundwater.” It will be approximately 10 feet wide and 3 
feet deep. (DEIS-166). The National Wildlife Federation challenges the feasibility of the Corps’ 
solution of simply “replacing” wetlands by simulating wetland conditions on the bottom of the 
diversion channel in a low flow channel. A strip of wetlands 10 feet wide does not provide the 
security and benefits that larger blocks of wetlands provide. The DEIS does not address how 
these wetlands will be comparable to the previously existing wetlands that were affected by the 
diversion and does not describe the diversion channel wetlands’ functions for surrounding 
wildlife. In addition, many problems can arise with a low flow channel. The channel will need 
frequent maintenance and modifications to ensure that it is effective, and it can be very easily 
damaged in severe situations such as flooding or drought. Section 5.2.1.6.3 of the DEIS states 
that “wetlands near [the Lower Rush River and the Rush River] could be impacted by not getting 
the same recharge from overland flooding that they have received in the past,” but there is 
nothing further discussing how those negative impacts will be mitigated and what mitigation 
efforts will cost. The final EIS must include projected mitigation costs for additional wetlands 
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that might be impaired such as those near the Lower Rush and Rush rivers. The Corps must also 
include in its final EIS exactly what function the low flow channel will serve and how it is 
guaranteed to adequately compensate for existing wetlands adversely affected by the diversion 
channel.  

5. Diversion will affect multiple tributaries and potentially harm their fish and wildlife 
 

The North Dakota diversion would cross five tributaries: Wild Rice River, Sheyenne River, 
Maple River, Lower Rush River, and Rush River. (DEIS-ES-15). In addition, the DEIS states 
that “[t]he channels of the Lower Rush and Rush Rivers between the diversion channel and 
downstream to their confluences with the Sheyenne River will be abandoned…” (DEIS-166). 
 
On page 15 of their Draft Feasibility Report and EIS, the USFWS states that nesting birds, 
mammals, and mussel species could be displaced or killed during the project’s construction, and 
nesting birds’ eggs could be abandoned or crushed. The USFWS states on page 14 of their Draft 
Feasibility Report and EIS that “construction and excavation within the riverine aquatic habitats 
could kill adult or juvenile fish,” and some fish mortality is unavoidable. The USFWS also states 
that the additional sediment load, deposition, and accumulation into the Red River could alter 
aquatic and riverine habitat. 

The DEIS indicates that fish could use the diversion channel, but the diversion channel will not 
contain any meaningful fisheries. The DEIS continues on to state that fish ending up in the 
diversion channel without their natural habitat will not be a significant issue during the operation 
of the diversion channel. (DEIS-ES-14). Fish caught in the diversion channel during flooding, 
however, will be forced to use concrete fish ramps for passage. It is not known at this point 
whether certain sensitive fish species, such as the Lake Sturgeon, will be successful at using 
artificial passages. The DEIS also does not address how changing the velocity of water within 
the diversion might affect certain fish species. The velocity of the water within the diversion and 
downstream of the diversion could be too strong and prevent certain species and juvenile fish 
from traveling upstream.  
 
The diversion channel will create numerous problems for multiple tributaries and wildlife and 
aquatic species. The final EIS must address the negative impacts to all tributaries and the specific 
adversities facing wildlife and aquatic life. A plan to mitigate these adversities must be identified 
and mitigation costs must be included in the final EIS. 

C. The DEIS failed to analyze flood mitigation in the entire Red River Basin. 

In a letter dated June 22, 2009 (attached), we urged the Corps to look for a flood mitigation plan 
that would alleviate flooding basin-wide rather than just the areas of Fargo and Moorhead. The 
limited study area of only Fargo-Moorhead does not allow the Corps to accurately evaluate the 
causes of increased flooding in the RRB or the full range of alternative remedies. In particular, 
the study would have needed to include the area above or upstream from Fargo-Moorhead. The 
entire Flood Risk Management study has been flawed from the beginning because the RRB was 
not analyzed in its totality.  
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According to the National Weather Service, the Red River of the North has exceeded the flood 
stage of 18 feet in 47 of the past 108 years, and every year from 1993 through 2010. (DEIS-5). 
The increased flooding over the past century has been a direct consequence of wetland loss in the 
interest of agricultural development. Studies have demonstrated that wetland drainage in the 
RRB has significantly increased both the timing and size of Red River floods and also that 
wetland drainage continues to affect thousands of acres annually. Wetland restoration throughout 
the RRB would help offset these destructive land use practices that are so costly in terms of 
water quality, wildlife and flood costs. Several studies have demonstrated the effectiveness and 
feasibility of restoring wetlands or using upland depressions to temporarily store water during a 
flood event. The restoration of wetlands can significantly reduce flood frequency and severity 
while also providing vital ecosystem benefits.  
 
A possibility for wetland restoration lies in the Prairie Pothole Region’s wetlands of the northern 
Great Plains, which span more than a 300,000-square-mile area. Almost since farming began in 
this region in the mid 1800s, wetland drainage has been employed to facilitate agricultural 
activities. According to the 1997 Minnesota Wetlands Conservation Plan, more than 95% of the 
native wetlands in the Minnesota portion of the RRB and upstream sub-basin have been lost. The 
cumulative impacts of this wetland drainage have been significant with more than 50% of the 
region’s wetlands having been drained with more than 90% in some watershed basins. Wetlands 
in the Devils Lake basin of North Dakota have the potential to store approximately 72% of the 
total runoff volume from a 2-year frequency runoff event and 41% of a 100-year frequency 
runoff event.vi Restoring drained and farmed wetlands could increase the water retention 
capacity in the Prairie Pothole Region of Minnesota “by up to 63%.”vii Furthermore, potholes are 
natural filters for nutrients such as sediments containing nitrogen and phosphorous, therefore, 
improving water quality.viii

 

 We recommended to the Corps in our June 22, 2009 letter that they 
explore and analyze this reasonable and logical alternative, however, the Corps’ DEIS failed to 
do so.  

Grasslands or grazing lands span approximately 600 million acres of the United States. 
Grasslands have proven to be a major source of watershed filtration, ground water recharge, and 
carbon sequestration. Grasslands have excellent potential to markedly improve water and air 
quality.ix

 

 Proper management of existing grasslands can enhance the land’s ability to better 
reduce erosion and flooding by slowing and more evenly distributing surface waters. Grasslands 
also help the percolation of precipitation creating recharged groundwater aquifers. Conservation 
of grasslands can occur on private and public lands, and wildlife populations thrive with the 
availability of these habitats. Through cooperative efforts with agencies such as the Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) and the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), private 
landowners can learn to maintain their property as grasslands in a manner that is most effective 
in preventing soil erosion and flooding in the Red River basin. Again, the Corps failed to explore 
this economically feasible and ecologically friendly alternative in its DEIS.  

Based on this information, the Corps should enlarge its study area to include all upstream river 
basins above Fargo-Moorhead. As a result, the Corps will necessarily have to evaluate the 
impacts of flood crests, flood frequencies and flood severity of wetland drainage. It is only then 
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that the Corps can adequately evaluate the benefits of wetland and grassland restoration in terms 
of reducing these flood impacts.  
 
D. The DEIS failed to adequately evaluate reasonable non-structural and flood storage 
alternatives.  

Without the Corps’ study of the entire RRB, it would be impossible to fully and accurately 
evaluate non-structural alternatives at scale because the study did not identify an analysis of an 
area that was properly scaled. The study only included Fargo-Moorhead, and for that area only, 
the DEIS identifies several measures retained for possible inclusion as features of the alternative 
plans. Those measures include: non-structural measures, flood storage, and wetland and 
grassland restoration. The DEIS provides an extensive analysis of a non-structural measure 
contained in Appendix P, which illustrates a very invasive and tedious process of raising and 
flood-proofing individual homes at a significant cost. However, all other measures, including 
wetland restoration, grassland restoration, and flood storage are dismissed as stand-alone plans 
with less than a page of justification in the DEIS.  

 1. The Corps must evaluate the Waffle Project. 
 
The Energy & Environmental Research Center (EERC) of the University of North Dakota began 
conducting a four-year study on flood prevention in the wake of the devastating 1997 flood in the 
RRB. The goal of the study, beginning in 2002, was to see how a process referred to as the 
Waffle Project (“the Waffle”) could mitigate the effects of mild to severe springtime flooding in 
the population center of Fargo-Moorhead, in addition to the surrounding areas of North Dakota, 
South Dakota and Minnesota. The Waffle uses micro-basins or preexisting areas, such as 
depressed agricultural lands bordered by raised roads, for short-term water storage. Agricultural 
areas make up approximately 74% of the land area in the RRB, making potentially 36,000 square 
miles of the RRB available for the Waffle Project.x The study randomly selected 3,732 sections 
of land to use in evaluating water storage potential, and multiple scenarios were used due to non-
uniformity of Waffle sizes. The sections showed that their storage volume estimate was 583,400 
acre-feet, which includes a reduction for the freeboard between the stored water surface and the 
lowest point on the surrounding roads and a reduction to account for natural water storage.xi

 

 The 
most significant impact shown in the study was a 7-foot decrease in the water level of the Red 
River in the Fargo-Moorhead area during floods. The study showed that the Waffle can 
successfully slow and significantly reduce the drainage of excess runoff before it enters water 
tributaries, most notably, the Red River of the North.  

a. Costs associated with the Waffle 
 
Costs associated with the Waffle were projected for a 50-year period. The Waffle would first 
involve finding landowners willing to enroll in the program, and then implementing the project 
by modifying existing culverts and installing new culverts and other water control mechanisms. 
There would also be costs associated with landowner payments and maintenance, and 
administrative overhead. Adjustments to cost projections were made for probability of flood 
occurrence, expected damage to residential and commercial properties and public infrastructure, 
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current economic conditions and value of real property, changes in flood protection, and future 
population changes. Waffle sizes were also divided into three categories: maximum, moderate 
and minimum, with costs projected as baseline, optimistic and pessimistic on full-scale and half-
scale hypothetical models. Below are the results of this cost analysis.  
 
Present Value of Projected Costs of the Waffle, 2006 through 2055xii

 
 

Scale & Acreage Est. Baseline Optimistic Pessimistic 
Full-Scale    

Minimum $207,931,000 $155,739,000 $287,326,000 
Moderate $362,191,000 $269,537,000 $494,872,000 
Maximum $543,040,000 $402,721,000 $738,602,000 

Half-Scale    
Minimum $107,964,000 $80,915,000 $149,494,000 
Moderate $184,797,000 $137,578,000 $252,897,000 
Maximum $275,505,000 $204,386,000 $375,132,000 
 
The cost analysis table above illustrates that a plan for significant flood reduction on a full-scale 
effort can be implemented for between $156 and $739 million during the next 50 years. This is a 
stark contrast from the Corps’ $1.4 billion diversion channel, a price tag that only includes 
construction cost, and not operations and maintenance costs. The above table and the Waffle 
study’s flood reduction results flatly contradict the Corps’ conclusion that flood storage is cost 
prohibitive and less effective than a 36-mile diversion channel. The Waffle study suggests that 
significantly less storage than that determined by the Corps is needed to achieve a substantial 
flood level reduction. The numbers that the Corps lists in Section 3.4.6.2 of the DEIS were 
derived from a very preliminary modeling effort conducted through the Fargo-Moorhead 
Upstream Feasibility Study, which did not actually look at specific storage options in each of the 
tributaries of the Red River. Instead, the Corps estimated what the tributary flow reduction would 
be based on general assumptions. There is no rational explanation supporting the Corps’ 
conclusion that doubling the storage volume from 200,000 acre-feet to 400,000 acre-feet only 
achieved another 0.2-feet stage reduction at Fargo.  
 

b. Economic benefits from the Waffle 
 
The Waffle Project studies show that net benefits of the Waffle could be significant over the next 
50 years, with benefits being positive in 106 of the 108 scenarios that were evaluated. More than 
85% of the scenarios indicated benefits in excess of $300 million, and more than half of the 
scenarios had benefits in excess of $500 million. Some scenarios showed economic benefits of 
up to $700 million.xiii

 
   

 2. The Corps must evaluate other flow reduction strategies. 
 
Similar to the EERC’s Waffle, the Red River Basin Commission (RRBC) also created a strategy 
that would decrease flood levels in the RRB. They simulated 1997 flood conditions (9.25” of 
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precipitation) and found that their storage areas could reduce flood levels in the Red River up to 
20% in some areas. They found that the most significant reduction was a 20% peak flow 
reduction and 20% volume reduction at White Rock, South Dakota. The study demonstrates that 
storage areas built in river basins are 80% effective, and if all of the tributary basins upstream of 
the Red River do their share in flood storage, effects on Red River flood reduction can be 
substantial.xiv

 
  

There was no formal cost-benefit analysis done for this study. However, preliminary estimates 
showed that upstream storage competes very favorably with the Corps’ diversion channel option 
because of the ratio based on the Fargo-Moorhead area damages alone. There would also be 
more widespread flood control benefits, in addition to a great potential for natural resource 
benefits under this program. 

 3. The Corps must evaluate an alternative that combines wetland and grassland 
 restoration and other flow reduction strategies. 

It is clear that the optimal strategy for minimizing flood risk, while also improving water quality 
and fish and wildlife habitat in the RRB, would involve a combination of wetland restoration and 
utilizing farm fields for temporary storage. The Corps, working with state fish and wildlife 
agencies and other federal agencies including the USFWS and the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, should develop an alternative or alternatives that combine these 
approaches. The National Wildlife Federation urges the Corps to formulate an alternative that 
would include 500,000 acre-feet of storage through wetland and grassland restoration and an 
additional 500,000 acre-feet of storage through temporary storage utilizing farm fields.  

In evaluating such an alternative, the Corps should consider the following costs and benefits. 

• Flood control benefits 
• Water quality benefits 
• Fishery benefits 
• Benefits to upland and migratory birds  
• Recreational benefits, including increased hunting and fishing opportunities. 

 
E. Wetland and grassland restoration, combined with flood storage, will have many 
positive impacts. 
 
A successful and long-term flood protection plan results when flood storage concepts, such as 
those developed by EERC and RRBC, are implemented in conjunction with grassland and 
wetland restoration. 
 

1. Protects more than just two cities 
 
The Corps’ diversion channel will only provide significant flood protection for two major 
metropolitan areas, Fargo and Moorhead. All other downstream cities and communities will not 
receive the benefited flood protection, and will likely see more flooding due to increased water 
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flow from the diversion channel. Should wetland and grassland restoration strategies be 
implemented along with flood-water-storage projects, not only will Fargo-Moorhead see 
decreased flooding, but downstream cities and communities will also experience flood relief. 
Flooding is also likely to be decreased upstream from Fargo and Moorhead, which only adds to 
the overall benefit of wetland and grassland restoration and flood storage efforts. Programs such 
as EERC’s Waffle Project, RRBC’s Flow Reduction Strategy, and concepts created by numerous 
other agencies and organizations, including Wetland Reserve Program and USFWS, provide 
ample data and opportunity to implement wetland and grassland restoration and flood storage as 
viable alternatives for flood prevention downstream. 

2. Creates and enhances wildlife habitat and recreation, while also mitigating affects of 
climate change 
 

Increasing wetland habitat will provide stability to migrating and nesting bird habitats, as well as 
numerous other species of wildlife. This in turn creates opportunities for hunting, fishing, bird 
watching, hiking and other recreation. Wetlands also play an important role in filtering polluted 
water and recharging the aquifer into both nearby ground and surface waters, greatly improving 
water quality. Grasslands further reduce the runoff of water and sediment, creating a more stable 
water level and providing an area to host a diverse community of native grasses, sedges, rushes 
and other submersed vegetation.xv

 
 

Wetlands play at least two critical roles in mitigating the effects of climate change, “one in the 
management of greenhouse gasses (especially carbon dioxide) and the other in physically 
buffering climate change impacts.”xvi Wetlands International, a global organization that works to 
sustain and restore wetlands, states that “inland wetlands in arid regions can play a very cost-
effective role in attenuating the impacts of extreme weather events such as the impacts of 
extremes in precipitation and increases in evaporation due to higher temperatures.”xvii

 

 Wetlands 
serve to recharge ground and surface waters, meaning that while they prevent flooding in wet 
times, they serve to replenish and retain adequate water supplies and stream flow during drier 
periods.  

The benefits of wetland and grassland restoration are numerous. Wetlands and grasslands 
provide various ecosystem services to farmers and communities, recreational opportunities, 
global warming mitigation, and most importantly, flood control. One study concluded that, 
“wetlands on [USDA] program lands [in the PPR] have significant potential to intercept and 
store precipitation that otherwise might contribute to downstream flooding.”xviii 

 

Additionally, the 
conversion of cultivated cropland to grassland cover as part of conservation programs results in a 
reduction in surface runoff and, ultimately, reduces the rate at which a basin refills and 
overflows. 

3. Economic benefit to farmers 

The preferred diversion plan (LPP) would eliminate approximately 5,400 acres of farmland from 
operation. (DEIS-ES-15). On the other hand, the Waffle or Flow Reduction Strategy would only 
“borrow” or “rent” land from willing landowners in the event of flooding. Even if the land was 
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used to store water, it would be done early enough in the spring so that the landowner would still 
be able to farm their crop in most years. Therefore, the payment from these flood storage 
programs would be a bonus above and beyond the farmer’s "normal" agricultural income. 

4. Set precedence for other green flood control solutions 

As human activity continues to escalate and their harmful affects become increasingly evident 
through climate change, environmentally friendly alternatives will only gain in popularity. The 
states of North Dakota and Minnesota have a unique opportunity to show the rest of the nation a 
more natural and cost effective method of flood control. The precedent could be set for more 
ecologically favorable flood mitigation efforts rather than more expensive, concrete and 
environmentally damaging solutions. There has already been an international trend to move 
toward nonstructural flood control methods, and it is in our nation’s best interest to closely 
follow in the same direction.  
 
F. Conclusion 
 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is planning a 36-mile-long diversion channel around Fargo 
that will cost North Dakota and the Federal government $1.4 billion to construct. The projected 
$1.4 billion cost does not even include mitigation and maintenance expenses in the years after 
construction of the diversion channel has been completed. During this country’s time of 
economic uncertainty, the Corps’ project seems not only irrational and impractical, but also 
downright irresponsible when other green options to restore wetlands and grasslands along with 
creating flood storage have proven to be just as effective and a far less expensive means of flood 
mitigation. The Corps’ colossal and esthetically displeasing diversion channel will be not only a 
massive state and federal expenditure, but also an ecological nightmare with resounding affects 
for centuries. If cities and communities within the Red River Basin do not want to face even 
bigger and more expensive problems combined with wildlife habitat destruction and decline a 
decade from now, the Corps must seriously reconsider their chosen diversion channel alternative.  
 
Much of the Red River Basin flooding has been a direct result of wetland and grassland 
elimination during the past century for the sake of agricultural development. However, even 
though agricultural land is largely to blame for the present-day flooding predicament, it can now 
be used as temporary flood storage that would prevent dangerous flood levels. Grasslands and 
wetlands not only have remarkable abilities to store excess water runoff, but they are also 
attractive and provide much needed wildlife habitat in a region of the country that continues to 
have rapid human population increases. In its DEIS, however, the Corps all but completely 
ignores these environmentally friendly alternatives. 
 
In recent case law, it is determined that “[w]hile the EIS need not be exhaustive, the existence of 
a viable but unexamined alternative renders an [EIS] inadequate.” Friends of the Boundary 
Waters Wilderness v. Dombeck, 164 F.3d 1115, 1128 (8th Cir. 1999). There is no doubt that the 
Corps’ DEIS leaves many alternatives largely unexamined. We strongly urge the Corps to fully 
address and consider the use of non-structural techniques for flood control. It is irresponsible for 
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the Corps not to consider more reasonable, but similarly effective solutions that do not have the 
long-term effects on the tributaries and streams of the Red River.  

The National Wildlife Federation sincerely thanks you for considering these comments on the 
Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement on the Fargo-Moorhead 
Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Project on the Red River of the North. Please do not 
hesitate to contact us if you have questions or would like additional information. 
 
 

 
Thomas France, Regional Executive Director 
National Wildlife Federation 
 
Chris Hesla, Executive Director 
South Dakota Wildlife Federation 
 
Gary Botzek, Executive Director 
Minnesota Conservation Federation 
 
Cc;  Senator Byron Dorgan 
 Senator Kent Conrad 
 Congressman Earl Pomeroy 
 Senator Amy Klobuchar 
 Senator Al Franken 
 Congressman Collin Peterson 
 Senator Tim Johnson 
 Senator John Thune 
 Congresswoman Stephanie Herseth Sandlin 
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Julie M. Duckstad
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jduckstad@lindquist.com
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4200 IDS Center
80 South Eighth Street

Minneapolis, MN 55402-2274
Phone: (612) 371-3211

~Rriee¡)~~1l800

August 4,2010

Mr. Aaron Snyder
USACE Project Manager
190 East 5th Street
Suite 401
St. Paul, MN 55101

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL RR & EMAIL
(Aaron.M. Snyder@usace.army.mil)

Re: Request for Time Extension on Comments - Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact
Statement - Fargo.Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Report

Dear Mr. Snyder:

We represent the City of Hendrum, Minnesota with respect to the review and comment on the Draft Feasibility
Report and Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk
Management report. The current comment period expires August 9, 2010.

On August 3, 2010, the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) made available to the public a Preliminary
Downstream Impact Analysis (PDIA), containing substantial new information on the downstream flood
impacts of the proposed project, including impacts to Hendrum.

Based on this PDIA, we hereby request an extension of the comment period for an additional fourteen (14)
days from the expiration of the current comment period, until August 23, 2010. Such an extension would be
consistent with the USACE's own NEPA regulations on time extensions for comments. 33 CFR Section
230.l9(a) provides that H( d)istrct commande:rs wil consider and act on requests for time extensions to review
and comment on an EIS based on timeliness of distribution of the document...H (italics added).

In the alternative, and in light of the statement in the last paragraph on page 2 of the PDIA that: H(t)he Corps
wil continue to analyze the impacts downstream of Thompson and wil report these findings as they become
available.. .," we would request that the comment period be extended until fourteen (14) days after the date on
which all Corps findings and analyses on downstream impacts are completed and made available to the public.

Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to hearing from you soon.

Very truly yours,

LIND?UIST & VENN rLLIf

r¡ M D LuJriirl7u:
Julie M. Duckstad

JMD/lng
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cc: Diane Ista
Curt Johansen
Howard Kenison
Thomas Pursell
Jonathan Scoll

DOCS-#3299388-v i
Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 147USACE-MVP-0000088009



Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 148USACE-MVP-0000088009



Doc# 3286634\10

COMMENTS OF

CITY OF HENDRUM, MINNESOTA

on

u.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area
Flood Risk Management

Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement
dated as of May, 2010

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 149USACE-MVP-0000088009



CONTENTS

Page

1. In GeneraL....................................................................................................................... .... 2

2. Unreasonably narow definition of Purpose and Need ofthe Proposed Action................. 2

2.1 Need for regional, basin-wide purpose and need.................................................... 3

2.2 Corps involvement in current basin-wide planning ................................................ 3

3. Failure to adequately consider upstream storage alternatives and to evaluate the

Preferred Alternative in light of existing local I regional flood management
policies ................................................................................................................................3

3.1 The Corps' preliminary screening unreasonably eliminated two forms of

upstream storage as feasible alternatives for detailed consideration in the
DEIS........................................................................................................................4

3.2 The principal study on which the DEIS bases its screening rejection of
upstream storage is as-yet incomplete. ...................................................................4

3.3 Inadequate basis to eliminate upstream retention pond storage in

Screening Document. ........... ......... ... ......... ..... ..... ............... ..... ............ ........ ..... ....... 5

3.4 Inadequate consideration in DEIS of upstream retention pond flood
storage alternative ......... ... ..... ............. ..... .......... ....... .... ..... .......... .... ........ ... ..... ... ..... 7

3.5 Failure to evaluate the Proposed Action and the Preferred Alternative in

light of existing local I regional flood management policies.. ... ... ... ..... ......... ... ...... 8

3.6 Mischaracterization of research findings on the "waffe" micro storage
alternative................................................................................................................ 9

3.7 Cost-benefit analysis ignores upstream benefits and is an improper means

of comparng the merits of upstream storage to the Preferred Alternative.... ....... 10

3.8 The DEIS should evaluate an alternative comprising a mix of distributed
storage and other flood control techniques ........ ... ...................... ..... .... ....... .......... 10

3.9 Final alternatives considered are only engineering design variations of the
same project .......................................................................................................... 11

4. Inadequate analysis of downstream impacts, including cumulative impacts ................... 11

4.1 Data and analysis on immediate downstream impacts is incomplete and

too narrow in geographic scope. ...........................................................................11

4.2 New Corps modeling data released August 3, 2010 shows substantial
downstream impacts, contrar to results anticipated in DEIS itself..................... 12

4.3 Mitigation discussion too limited in geographic and economic scope .................12

4.4 Inadequate treatment of environmental justice ..................................................... 13

Doc# 3286634\10

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 150USACE-MVP-0000088009



4.5 Incomplete analysis of cumulative impacts ..........................................................14

5. Conclusion ........................................................................................................................15

Appendix I Executive Summaries of Technical Documents

Appendix II Extract of Minutes of Red River Watershed Management Board, July 14, 2010

Appendix III Comments of Mayors of Cities of Perley and Hendrum, Minnesota

11
Doc# 3286634\10

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 151USACE-MVP-0000088009



LINDQUIST&VENNUM~ Minneapolis · Denver

Jonathan P. Scali
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Phone: (612) 371-3211
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Julie M. Duckstad
612-371-5784
jduckstad@lindquist.com
ww.lindquist.com

August 9, 2010 VIA COURIER & U.S. MAIL

Aaron M. Snyder
Project Manager
U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers, St. Paul Division
190 East 5th Street, Suite 401
St. Paul, MN 55101

Re: Comments on Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Draft
Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement - May 2010

Dear Mr. Snyder:

On behalf of the City of Hendrum, MN ("City"), Lindquist & Vennum PLLP submits the
following comments to the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Draft
Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement dated as of May, 2010 ("DEIS")
prepared by St. Paul District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ("Corps"). These comments are
fuished pursuant to the Corps' "Notice of Intent to Prepare a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for a Proposed Flood Risk Management Project on the Red River of the North in
Fargo, ND & Moorhead, MN" dated April 22, 2009, and published in the Federal Register
Volume 74, Number 85, on May 5,2009, as required by regulations ofthe President's Council
on Environmental Quality ("CEQ") at 40 CFR 1503 et seq. and Corps regulations at 33 CFR
230.19 et seq.

Since the Corps has failed to provide critical technical information in the DEIS, failed to
adequately consider a reasonable range of alternatives to, and all environmental effects of, the
Preferred Alternative described in the DEIS, among other inadequacies in the DEIS, the City
respectfully requests that the Corps prepare a Supplemental Draft EIS that addresses the issues
raised in these comments, and, once complete, provide a notice and comment period for the
Supplemental Draft EIS.

Further, the Corps made additional downstream flood stage information available to the public
on August 3, 2010, a mere six (6) days before the expiration of the DEIS comment period. This
information was provided to supplement the DEIS and to extend the downstream study area for
environmental impacts. See Section 4.2, below. Because the City, its counsel and experts have
had little or no opportnity to fully review and consider this new information, the City also
requests a 14 day extension oftime to and including either (i) August 23, 2010; or, in the
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Aaron M. Snyder
August 6, 2010
Page 2

alternative (ii) 14 days from the date the Corps provides for public review and comment on all
information which the Corps states is stil missing in the DEIS.

1. In General

These comments address the inadequacies of the DEIS under the National Environmental Policy
Act ("NEP A"), including (i) the unduly narow definition of the "purpose and need" for the
Proposed Action, (ii) the inadequate consideration of upstream flood management alternatives
and (iii) the incompleteness of data on and analysis of downstream environmental effects,
including cumulative effects.

Attached as Appendix I are executive summaries of certain study documents concerning Red
River Basin ("RR Basin") flood issues; to avoid undue paper bulk, and improve readability of
our comments, we have attached only these summaries. These studies constitute important
ilustrations ofthe broader scope of alternatives analysis that is missing from the DEIS. See
Sections 3.4 and 3.5 ofthese comments. The City requests that these studies and reports be
considered by the Corps decision-maker in their entirety, and that the full text of these studies
and reports, and any other studies, reports or documents referenced in these comments, including
their respective appendices, be included in the Corps' administrative record for the final Record
of Decision and EIS.

Attached as Appendix II is the text of an extract of the minutes of a Board of Governors meeting
ofthe Red River Water Management Board of June 10,2010, affirming its policy regarding
upstream flood water retention, as evidence of the ongoing study and implementation at the local
govemmentallevel of an alternative inadequately considered in the DEIS. See Section 3.5 of
these comments.

Attached as Appendix III are comments of the Mayors of Perley and Hendrum, Minnesota,
evidencing the concerns of these cities regarding negative economic, social and environmental
impacts to them and to their residents from construction of the Preferred Alternative. See
Section 4.5(h) of these comments.

2. Unreasonably narrow definition of Purpose and Need ofthe Proposed Action

The DEIS defines the Purpose and Need ofthe proposed action ("Proposed Action") as "to
reduce flood risk, flood damages and flood protection costs related to the flooding in the Fargo-
Moorhead Metropolitan Area." DEIS, Section 2.5. By limiting the Purpose and Need solely to
the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area ("F-M Metro"), the Corps' definition ofthe project
Purpose and Need unreasonably downplays the hydrologically interdependent nature of the RR
Basin - upstream and downstream, an interdependence that requires the NEP A analysis to be
cast in terms ofthis basin as a whole. The result is a DEIS with an unduly narrow focus through
which both final alternatives and downstream impacts are evaluated.

One result of this narrow focus is inadequate consideration by the DEIS of alternatives involving
projects, or project components, upstream of the F-M Metro. Prior studies indicate certain
upstream flood management measures may have potential to significantly reduce flood risks
across the RR Basin, including the F-M Metro. This is discussed in more detail in Section 3 of
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Aaron M. Snyder
August 6, 2010
Page 3

these comments, below. Another result is inadequate analysis of impacts to downstream
communities north of the F-M Metro. This is discussed in more detail in Section 4 ofthese
comments, below.

Even assuming that the Purpose and Need is reasonable in light ofthe proposed project, the
implementation of the Corps' Preferred Alternative, the ND 35K diversion chanel, wil result in
construction of a massive project that wil render subsequent consideration of other alternatives,
such as upstream retention, on any significant scale, largely moot. After spending over $1 bilion
on the il conceived Preferred Alternative, it is highly unlikely the Corps or the federal
govemment, would consider studies or funding for such other alternatives.

2.1 Need for regional, basin-wide purpose and need

The City believes that a more accurate statement of Purpose and Need would reference a
regionally-focused basin-wide set of projects to reduce flood damage at and downstream of the
F-M Area through flood flow reductions on both the Red River main stem and tributaries
upstream ofthe F-M Area.

The DEIS expressly acknowledges the basin-wide nature of the problem by stating that DEIS
study objectives include "(t)o develop a regional system to reduce flood risk." DEIS, Section
1.2.

2.2 Corps involvement in current basin-wide planning

A basin-wide approach would not be inconsistent with the Corps' existing policies and efforts in
the RR Basin. For example, the Corps is a signatory to a December, 1998, agreement
establishing the Red River Basin Flood Damage Reduction Working Group, a non-binding
agreement among Minnesota stakeholders in the RR Basin, whose members (the "Flood Damage
Reduction Work Group") acknowledge certain goals and principles for flood damage reduction.
Among these principles are that "(p )rojects should be consistent with comprehensive watershed
management planning," including planning across "all tributary watersheds" affected by a
project" (emphasis added). See, in this regard, the comment below regarding the inconsistency
of Preferred Alternative with local, regional, and state flood control policies, section 3.5.

Similarly, the Corps is an active paricipant in the Red River Basin Commission ("RRC"). The
RRC is an intergovemmental planing group comprised of federal, state and Canadian
provincial officials, whose approach to flood control is likewise regionally focused. Thus, the
Corps is fully aware of the need for - indeed, participates in -- a basin-wide approach to Red
River flooding and its impacts.

3. Failure to adequately consider upstream storage alternatives and to evaluate the Preferred

Alternative in light of existing local I regional flood management policies

Even assuming that the formulation of Purpose and Need in the DEIS is proper, the DEIS fails to
adequately consider a reasonable range of alternatives to the Preferred Alternative. Under NEP A
and CEQ regulations, this consideration must include (i) appropriate initial screening of such
alternatives, (ii) in-depth analysis of the environmental impacts of alternatives that survive
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screening and (iii) comparison ofthese impacts to anticipated impacts from the Preferred
Alternative. CEQ regulations also require the DEIS to reconcile the Preferred Alternative with
existing local or regional flood management policies, as required by NEP A, CEQ regulations
thereunder, and Corps NEPA regulations, including the Corps' own regulations, Regulation ER
1105-2-100.

3.1 The Corps' preliminary screening unreasonably eliminated two forms of upstream

storage as feasible alternatives for detailed consideration in the DEIS.

The Corps' Alternatives Screening Document, December, 2009, prepared as a foundation for its
NEP A analysis ("Screening Document"), considered and then eliminated five alternatives as
separate ("stand-alone") plans, i.e. plans that would be completely effective by themselves.
Among these stand-alone alternatives were two forms of upstream flood storage: distributed
storage in flood retention ponds and the "waffle," the use ofthe existing road network with
additional water control structures. Both were eliminated because the Corps believed they would
be less physically effective and less cost-effective than the varous diversion channel plans, and
thus did not meet the purpose and need ofthe study. Screening Document, Section 2.5.

The Screening Document consideration ofthese alternatives was inadequate, in light of the
substantial evidence, some of which is referred to in Section 3.3 ofthese comments, below, of
their potential feasibility, so that the DEIS, in turn, failed to properly evaluate them, not only as
stand-alone alternatives but also, potentially, as components of, or in tandem with, other
downstream measures. For this reason, the City believes the Corps' elimination of these
alternatives was unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious and violates NEP A and CEQ
requirements.

3.2 The principal study on which the DEIS bases its screening rejection of upstream
storage is as-yet incomplete.

The Corps relies heavily for its elimination of upstream storage alternatives on the
"Fargo Moorhead and Upstream Study," a study being jointly carred out by the Corps and by
the Cities of Fargo and Moorhead. This study is as yet incomplete, and, according to a Corps
web page, wil not be completed until December, 2010. See
htt://ww.mvp.usace.army.mil/fl damage reduc/default.asp?pageid=1455.

Phase I ofthis study, completed in June 2005, showed that "distributed flood storage could
provide signficant economic benefits, but that additional study of environmental benefits (would
be) needed to justify a Federal project." DEIS, Section 1.5.2.1. Despite the incomplete status of
this study, the Screening Document uses it to screen the upstream storage alternative, as
discussed in more detail in Section 3.3 of these comments, below. Screening Document, Section
2.5.7.

To the extent the Corps' analysis rests on partial or incomplete study data, its alternatives
analysis must be considered correspondingly incomplete, and as such, inadequate under NEPA.
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3.3 Inadequate basis to eliminate upstream retention pond storage in Screening
Document

The Screening Document, Section 2.5, makes a series of assertions reach its decision to eliminate
upstream storage alternatives in the "final round" alternatives analysis in the DEIS itself. These
include the following:

. Retention pond flood storage, on a standalone basis, "would provide (only) a

moderate level of risk reduction," Screening Document, Section 2.5.8.

Comment: State, regional and local agencies with flood control responsibility in
the RR Basin have determined, on the basis of both technical study and
experience with existing facilities in the RR Basin, that upstream flood retention
storage may be an effective means of flood flow reduction. See the discussion of
studies and reports in Section 3.4 of these comments, below. The assertions in the
Screening Document are unsupported by study data or rigorous analysis.

. There is "insufficient national economic interest to support Federal involvement"

in flood storage, Screening Document, Section 2.5.2.

Comment: The absence of a "national economic interest" does not, by itself,
justify eliminating an alternative which would resolve the RR Basin flood impacts
on a regional basis. Indeed, the national economic interest would seem to require
that the Corps consider basin-wide and regional alternatives. Further, NEP A
requires consideration of all viable alternatives to the Proposed Action, regardless
oflocal, regional or national interest, implementing agency or funding source.

. Studies show that retention pond storage alone cannot provide an acceptable level

of flood protection to the F-M Metro. The Screening Document notes that a
recent Fargo-Moorhead and Upstream Study estimates that a system providing
200,000 to 400,000 acre feet of upstream storage would cost between $160
milion and $400 milion. Stage reductions at Fargo-Moorhead for a hundred-

year flood (1 % chance) would range from less than 1.6 feet to 4.4 feet. Screening
Document, Section 2.5.2.

Comment: That retention pond storage by itself does not furnish a total solution
likewise does not justify its elimination from further detailed study as an effective
alternative. Consistent with a basin-wide approach, the Corps' DEIS should have
analyzed such storage in conjunction with other measures, as a viable alternative
that would meet its Purpose and Need.

. "Large amounts of land" would be needed, and "most of that land would need to

be taken out of agrcultural production, potentially impacting rural communities.
Transportation impacts could result because roads may need to be relocated. * *
*". Screening Document, Section 2.5.4.
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Comment: No assumed upstream project scale is provided as a benchmark for
such assertions; nor is any study or other documentation provided to support
them. Potential rural "transportation impacts" are not compared to the massive
urban transportation and infrastructure impacts detailed for the Preferred
Alternative in the DEIS (See Appendix L, Cost, Project Cost Summary Sheet -
ND 35K, p.2, "Relocations").

. A large-scale retention pond project (whose parameters are not defined in the

Screening Document) would be "difficult to implement in a reasonable amount of
time, less than 10 years." Screening Document, Section 2.5.6.

Comment: The DEIS provides no foundation for the statement that an adequately-
scaled distributed flood retention program could not feasibly be constructed in a
decade. The Preferred Alternative is estimated to take 8.5 years to complete. A
difference of 1.5 years on a project of this scale is not material and does not
justify eliminating a thoroughly-researched, technically credible alternative at the
screening stage of the EIS process. See DEIS, Section 3.5.4.2.

. Site acquisition would have "legal issues," (the nature of which are unspecified in
the Screening Document). Screening Document, Section 2.5.6.

Comment: The Screening Document and the DEIS fail to identify the legal issues
that would provide a reasonable basis, or any basis, for removing retention pond
storage from the alternatives to be considered in the DEIS.

. "Appropriate and economical" retention pond sites are scarce in the watershed
upstream of Fargo-Moorhead. Screening Document Section 2.5.6.

Comment: Neither the Screening Document nor the DEIS provides any factual or
technical basis for the assertion that there is a "scarcity" of sites for upstream
retention. Information in Technical Paper 11 suggests the very opposite. Twenty
six (26) sites are identified in it as viable for retention in the Bois de Sioux
watershed, one of which has already been constructed and others are currently
under development as does the recently completed study "Application of the Flow
Reduction Strategy in the Bois de Sioux Watershed." These twenty-six sites
would, cumulatively, provide about half ofthe upstream storage required to
reduce flows by 20% on the Red River at the F-M Metro. Planning is underway
to identify sites in the Wild Rice (North Dakota) watershed, which is the other
major contributor to flood flows on the Red River at the F-M Metro.

The City believes that the Corps' elimination of upstream flood storage alternatives in the
Screening Document was arbitrary and capricious, as was the consequent failure of the Corps to
consider any of these alternatives among the range oftrue alternatives selected for detailed
environmental analysis in the DEIS itself.
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3.4 Inadequate consideration in DEIS of upstream retention pond flood storage
alternative

With the foundation for elimination ofthis alternative thus laid in the Screening Document, the
DEIS itself, Section 2.3.4, unreasonably dispatches upstream storage pond retention stating (i)
the inability to assume such facilities wil be built on a scale sufficient to significantly reduce
flood risk; (ii) that USACE (and other) studies as indicating stage reductions at the F-M Metro
of only up to 1.6 feet in a 100-year (1 % chance) event, and (iii) that "the economic benefits
would likely not support federal paricipation."

As to (i), NEPA does not require statistical certainty for an alternative to be studied in an EIS,
rather only that it be a reasonable alternative in light ofthe Project Purpose and Need. Under
NEP A, as an otherwise implementable alternative with potentially lower downstream
environmental effects, upstream retention qualifies as such an alternative, not to be discarded on
the basis of benefit I cost comparsons alone. As to (ii), the Corps' position is belied by a
considerable body of study data to the contrary, some of which is described below and none of
which the DEIS cites or discusses. As for reason (iii), the degree of economic benefits, as
measured using federal or Corps methodology (e.g., measurement under National Economic
Development (NED) criteria using the 1983 principles established by the Water Resources
Council methodology, see DEIS, Section 3.7.2.1), while furnishing a basis for selection among
federally implementable alternatives themselves, is not a NEP A criterion for comparson of
federal and otherwise feasible non-federal alternatives.

Significantly, none of the reasons cited in the DEIS for elimination of upstream storage include
adverse or beneficial environmental effects. The DEIS contains no discussion ofthe
environmental effects ofthese alternatives, either singly or in comparison to the Preferred
Alternative. NEP A requires that each reasonable alternative be "rigorously" explored and its
environmental effects identified and evaluated. CEQ Regulations, 40 CFR Sections 1502.14(a).
The environmental effects of the respective alternatives must then be compared, as between the
particular alternatives. 40 CFR Section 1502.16.

Several recent studies and reports show that upstream retention and basin wide strategies would
be equally effective as the Preferred Alternative, and would have positive environmental effects.
The Corps ignored these studies, both in its overall alternatives screening process and in the
DEIS discussion of alternatives, DEIS Section 3, including its comparison of alternatives, DEIS
Section 3.7.

Among these studies is Technical Paper No. 11, dated May, 2004, by the Technical and
Scientific Advisory Committee ofthe Flood Damage Reduction Work Group ("Technical Paper
11 ") online at http://ww.rrmb.org/files/FDRW/TPll.pdf, an executive summar of which is
included in Appendix I hereto. Technical Paper 11 evaluates and recommends an aray of
alternatives, including upstream impoundments along with downstream urban measures, such as
removal of channel and floodway obstructions, each contrbuting to flood prevention in its own
way, in tandem with others. This paper ranks the Corps' diversion channel Preferred Alternative
as medium to low in appropriateness for implementation in F-M Metro portion of the RR Basin.

(Table 1, p. 36).
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Similarly, the RRBC , a basin-wide planing organization in which the Corps paricipates,
published in January 15, 2010 a "Progress Report to the Minnesota Legislature," executive
summar included in Appendix 1 hereto, also available at
http://www.redriverbasincommission.org/Long Term Flood Solutionsl2-3-
2010 MN Leg Rpt.pdf ("RRBC Progress Report"). The RRC Progress Report sets out a
detailed flood damage reduction I project identification strategy callng for reduction in Red
River and tributary flood flows by a target percentage (currently set at 20 percent), through a mix
of RR Basin-wide approaches, including retention dams, wetland creation! restoration,
impoundment, etc.

Among the findings in the Progress Report is an estimate that a milion acre-feet of storage
would be sufficient to provide basin-wide protection from a flood similar to that of 1997. Using
current costs of $1000 per acre-foot, a basin-length project would cost in the range of$1 bilion.
RR Basin Progress Report, Appendix 4.

The Corps Planning Guidance Notebook ER 1105-2-100, contains, in Appendix H, a "Project
Study Issue Checklist" ("Corps Issue Checklist") that includes the following planing checklist
item (No. 26): "Was the planning effort conducted in a systems/watershed context and was this
reflected in the presentation ofthe without-project conditions, problem and opportnity
statements, and the plan formulation, evaluation and selection?" (Italics added.)

Failure of the DEIS to consider - or even mention - Technical Paper 11, the RR Basin Progress
Report, or the substantial technical literature of which these important studies are a par,
evidences the Corps' intent to arbitrarily limit consideration of alternatives, to an extent that not
only renders the DEIS seriously inadequate under NEP A but also patently nonconforming with
the Corps' own regulations and guidance.

3.5 Failure to evaluate the Proposed Action and the Preferred Alternative in light of

existing local/regional flood management policies

CEQ Regulations require that an EIS "discuss any inconsistency of a proposed action with any
approved State or local plan and laws (whether or not federally sanctioned). Where an
inconsistency exists, the statement should describe the extent to which the agency would
reconcile its proposed action with the plan or law." 40 CFR Section 1506.2.

The DEIS wholly fails to address local plans and policies, including the regional flood reduction
policy ofthe Red River Watershed Management Board (RRWMB), a joint-powers agency
comprised of Minnesota watershed districts within the RR Basin. This policy, called the "20%
Reduction Policy," developed for the entire RR Basin by the RRC, centers on the concept of
flood flow reduction on the Red River main stem and its tributaries by altering the hydrology of
the contrbuting watersheds on a basin-wide effort. It is described in detail in Appendix 4 to the
RRC Progress Report.

On June 14,2010, the Board of Managers ofthe RRWMB formally adopted the 20% Reduction
Policy. A copy of the minutes ofthis Board of Managers meeting is attached as Appendix II
hereto. These minutes note, in their words, the Corps' "disagreement" on the benefits of such
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policy. That the Corps might disagree with a local policy is not a sufficient reason to ignore the
policy in the DEIS or to fail to study the alternatives on which the policy is based.

In this case, the 20% Reduction Policy has been developed by the RRBC and adopted by the
RRWMB as a policy direction for itself and its constituent watershed districts. As noted
throughout these comments, the Corps' planing approach to flood protection in the F-M Metro,
as set forth in the DEIS, materially conflicts with the 20% Reduction Policy. The DEIS fails to
squarely address and analyze the conflict ofthis policy with both the Proposed Action as well as
with the Preferred Alternative itself. See also 40 CFR 1502.6(c) (need to discuss possible
conflcts between the Preferred Alternative and objectives of Federal, regional, State and local
land use plans, policies and controls).

Funding for development of the 20% Reduction Strategy has included $1 milion in funding from
the North Dakota and Minnesota legislatues ($500,000 from each); to the extent both states have
encouraged, and funded this policy development and are receiving progress reports on it,
including the RRBC Progress Report, the work ofthe RRC and the 20 % Reduction Policy may
also be considered policies of the States of Minnesota and North Dakota. Moreover, the State of
Minnesota, through its Flood Damage Reduction program administered by the Department of
Natural Resources, has invested heavily in storage projects in the Red River Basin. These
projects are consistent with the 20% Reduction Strategy.

The Corps Issue Checklist requires response to the following checklist item (No. 28): "Did the
planing effort collaborate with other Federal, state, Tribal, and local entities to develop
solutions that integrate expertise, policies, programs, and projects across public entities?"
(Italics added.) Failure of 

the DEIS to consider, and either integrate or explicitly justify non-
integration of the 20% Reduction Policy, or similar state or regional watershed policies, with the
Proposed Action and the with the Preferred Alternative not only contravenes NEP A, as discussed
above, but the Corps' own guidance as welL.

3.6 Mischaracterization of research findings on the "wajje" micro storage alternative

The Screening Document also considers and summarily rejects the "waffle" storage alternative,
Section 2.5.2. The Screening Document cites a December, 2007 paper by the Energy and
Environmental Research Center (EERC) at the University of North Dakota, for the proposition
that "flood stages in Fargo-Moorhead during the 1997 flood (nearly a I-percent chance flood
event) could have been reduced by 3.3 to 4.4 feet if the Waffle Project had been in place" and on
this basis states that "this alternative would have a low level of effectiveness." The "waffle"
discussion is thus screened out and never carred forward; it goes unmentioned in the DEIS itself.

Both the Screening Document and the DEIS omit mention entirely of a later EERC report, "Cost-
Benefit Analysis of the Waffle: Initial Assessment," July, 2008 ("EERC Report), available
online at http://ageconsearch.umn.edulitstrear4221612/AAE603.pdf., summarized in an EERC
newsletter included in Appendix 1. In actuality, this report, and extensive, and long-term, EERC
research overall, come to the entirely opposite conclusion.

The EERC Report estimates that had some form of "waffe" been in place upstream in 1997, it
would have reduced the crest height at Fargol Moorhead by between 3.91 feet to as much as 6.17
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feet, depending on the scale on which it were deployed. The EERC Report concludes that "(i)n
the case of Fargo/Moorhead, the anticipated crest height reductions appear to be substantiaL."
EERC Report, p. 40. Overall, the analysis concludes that "the Waffle appears to be capable of
generating around $200 milion to $600 milion in net benefits over a 50-year period." EERC
Report, p. 56.

Failure to accurately characterize and soundly analyze research studies and data on the "waffle"
renders the DEIS' lack of consideration of this alternative incomplete, misleading and in
violation ofNEP A.

3.7 Cost-benefit analysis ignores upstream benefits and is an improper means of

comparing the merits of upstream storage to the Preferred Alternative

Section 2.5.10 ofthe Screening Document states that only preliminary economic benefits of
upstream storage were assessed for the F-M Metro and that these results showed that the
"National Economic Development" benefits would equal less than one-third of the cost of an
effective upstream storage project. Similarly, Section 3.3. of DE IS Appendix C, Economics,
concludes that "there is not a practicable amount of upstream storage volume to adequately
reduce flood damage at the F-M Metro in an economically feasible manner."

The Corps' limited assessment focused only on the benefits to the F-M Metro and fails to
account for the benefits of upstream storage to persons or properties upstream of the F-M Metro.
For example, benefit computations in the DEIS include no benefits to upstream farmers from
flood water retention.

More importantly for EIS analysis, CEQ regulations, 40 CFR Section 1502.23, provide that
"( fJor purposes of complying with (NEP A) the weighing of the merits and drawbacks of various
alternatives need not be displayed in a monetary cost-benefit analysis and should not be when
there are important qualitative considerations." (emphasis added.) In the present instance,
"important qualitative considerations" include the environmentally positive or negative effects of
upstream flood retention, as to which, a purely numerical cost-benefit analysis is not, under the
regulation cited, a substitute for comparative analysis of environmental impacts themselves
underNEPA.

Stated otherwise, the environmental impacts - positive or negative -- of upstream flood retention
may add to, or possibly detract from, the greater cost of installing or operating such retention
systems. A decision-maker cannot tell, since no "weighing" ofthe relative environmental
"merits and drawbacks" of upstream storage, in relation to the Preferred Alternative, is
undertaken in the DEIS, as NEP A requires.

3.8 The DEIS should evaluate an alternative comprising a mix of distributed storage and
other flood control techniques

Alternatives incorporating upstream storage as a large - possibly even principal- component of
the Proposed Action should have been considered in the DEIS alongside the diversion channel
alternatives. To do so is required by NEP A and, as noted above, is supported by considerable
techncal opinion, some of which is cited here. Without a detailed analysis in the Feasibility
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Report and the DEIS ofthe upstream retention alternative, it is not possible to know whether, as
the City believes, upstream retention might potentially eliminate or at minimum scale back the
need for, and the size of, the Preferred Alternative and if so, what the environmental impacts,
beneficial or detrimental, of such a combination of components might be.

3.9 Final alternatives considered are only engineering design variations of the same
project

The final six alternative designs evaluated by the Corps in the DEIS are not true alternatives and
do not constitute a reasonable range of alternatives within the spirit ofNEP A. Rather, they are
design iterations of a single engineering solution. While engineering varables like anticipated
load or demand, projected capacity and ultimate location might define a normal range of design
alternatives in, e.g., an EIS for an Interstate highway project, the region-wide and historical
flooding ofthe Red River Basin demand a much broader and flexible approach to potential
solutions and alternatives. The regional nature and greater complexity ofthe causes of basin-
wide flooding iequiie, under NEP A and the Corps own regulations, a correspondingly wider-
gauge approach to alternatives analysis than that employed in the DEIS.

The Corps' failure to fully describe and seriously evaluate, as one of the DEIS alternatives,
upstream retention measures to reduce flood volume andl or beneficially alter flood timing in the
F-M Metro, and to compare the environmental merits of such measures to the Preferred
Alternative, renders the DEIS inadequate, unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious and requires
that the Corps prepare a supplemental DEIS for public notice and comment and ultimate
consideration by the Corps' decision makers.

4. Inadequate analysis of downstream impacts, including cumulative impacts

4.1 Data and analysis on immediate downstream impacts is incomplete and too narrow in

geographic scope.

The DEIS expressly admits that analysis of downstream impacts is incomplete: "(aJdditional
analysis wil be completed on the downstream impacts. * * * Updated downstream impact
information wil be fully quantifed in the final feasibilty report and environmental impact
statement." Section 3.7 and Section 5.2.1.4. (all italics in original). Downstream impacts from
the Preferred Alternative wil likely have foreseeable significant adverse effects on the
environment. This information is essential to a "reasoned choice among alternatives" and the
cost of obtaining the information are not exorbitant. Pursuant to CEQ Regulations the Corps
"shall include the information in the environmental impact statement." See Regulations, 40 CFR
Section 1502.22(b). The Corps' failure to include the downstream impact information or to
explain the basis for the incomplete information violates NEP A and renders the DEIS
inadequate.

Equally serious as these "gaps" in its DEIS impacts analysis is the Corps' limitation of the study
area downstream only as far as Halstad (approximately ten river miles downstream from the
City). DEIS, Section 5.2.1.4. The DEIS indicates that the Corps modeled flood flows only as far
upstream as Hickson, MN (river mile 485) and downstream to Halstad (river mile 375).
Appendix B, Hydraulics, Section 8.1.1. Given the incomplete nature ofthe Corps' modeling, it
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appears pointless for the City, through its engineering consultant, to attempt evaluation and
meaningful comment on, e.g. the Downstream Water Quantity comparisons, Table 32.
Therefore, the Corps should prepare a supplemental DEIS that contains all required alternatives
and studies of adverse effects.

4.2 New Corps modeling data released August 3, 2010 shows substantial downstream
impacts, contrary to results anticipated in DEIS itself

On Tuesday, August 03, 2010, the Corps released a document entitled ""Preliminary
Downstream Impact Analysis" dated as of "July 2010," ("Preliminar Downstream Analysis")
containing analysis of anticipated impacts downstream ofthe two "final" diversion alternatives
considered in the DEIS, the North Dakota 35K and the Minnesota 35K. This information is
substantial in nature, and includes, for example, specific information as to structures at risk
downstream of the project area in 10 year, 50 and 100 year flood events, as well as flood stage
information at a number of cities in this study area, from Georgetown, just downstream of the
diversion, to other cities not previously included in the modeL. In essence, the Corps has
extended its impact model further downstream from Halstad, practically to Grand Forks.

This 11 th -hour information now shows, for the fist time, that flood stages below Halstad, instead
of diminishing, remain substantial, because of the shift in timing of flood flow increases from the
F-M Metro and the diversion project. This is contrar to the expectation ofthe DEIS itselfthat
flood stages would be reduced at downstream locations, DEIS Tables 32-34, pp. 147-150.

The study does not as yet extend to Grand Forks, but the Corps notes that it "will continue to
analyze the impacts downstream of Thompson and wil report these findings as they become
available. The Corps wil also complete economic and takings analyses for the area downstream
of Halstad and eventually Thompson in the future."

This latest data further reinforces the position taken in these comments that both data on
downstream flood flows and analysis of the impacts of such increased flows are incomplete and
inadequate bases for an informed decision under NEP A and that the Corps should supplement
the DEIS and resubmit the Supplemental DEIS for public comment.

4.3 Mitigation discussion too limited in geographic and economic scope

As with downstream impacts, the DEIS consideration of downstream mitigation measures is
unduly limited in geographic and economic scope. The DEIS limits its consideration of such
measures only as far downstream as "Economic Area 2," the Sheyenne River outlet at
approximately river mile 427, DEIS, Figure 24, p. 60. No mitigation to areas below "Economic
Area 2" is discussed, except for the cursory statement, in DEIS Section 5.2.3.2.1 that "(fJor
landowners outside the project area that experience increased flood stages when compared to the
current without project condition, further analysis wil be undertaken to determine if there has
been a taking. For any properties that are deemed to have incurred a taking, compensation would
be required."

As a practical matter, "takings" claims (sometimes called "inverse condemnation" claims)
initiated by private persons - as opposed to eminent domain proceedings brought by
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govemmental units - are slow, uncertain and expensive. The promise of the DEIS of an
unspecified "analysis" of damage to downstream residents and communities rings hollow.

More broadly, however, mitigation comprises much more than payments for land deemed
"taken" for a project. As further discussed under "cumulative impacts," below, the Corps'
narow treatment of downstream economic mitigation is wholly inadequate under NEP A
standards.

4.4 Inadequate treatment of environmental justice

The DEIS considers environmental justice at Section 5.2.3.3. While it correctly notes that the
Corps, as a federal agency, must comply with Title VI ofthe Civil Rights Act, 42 U.S.C., Sec.
2000 et seq., and Executive Order (EO) 12898, February 11, 1994, "Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations," its consideration
of environmental justice ("EJ") is entirely deficient.

CEQ's guidance "Environmental Justice Guidance under the National Environmental Policy
Act," online at htt://ceq.hss.doe.gov/nepalregs/ej/justice.pdf ("CEQ NEP A Guidance") calls for
environmental justice to be addressed in the EIS scoping phase. An agency "should
preliminarly determine whether an area potentially affected by a proposed agency action may
include low-income populations, minority populations, or Indian tribes, and seek input
accordingly." When, as here, scoping is used, the agency should seek input from such
populations "as early in the process as information becomes available." CEQ NEP A Guidance,
pp. 10-11. The Scoping Document for the DEIS (September, 2009) includes no scoping of - nor
indeed any mention of - EJ.

The DEIS confines its EJ analysis to the project area itself, i.e., portions of Cass County, ND,
and Clay County, MN along the route of the Preferred Alternative. See Figures 83-86, DEIS, pp.
239-242. It evaluates previous environmental degradation as well as project-related impacts
including residential and business displacement, changes in accessibility and mobility afforded
by the project, and noise. DEIS, p. 243. It concludes that none ofthe proposed diversion
channel alignents disproportionately impact only areas with minority or low-income
populations in either State, and that "all communities in the project area are expected to
experience the beneficial impact of a reduction in future flood events * * *," DEIS Section
5.2.3.3.8.

The Corps was required to scope and include in its DEIS EJ consideration potential project
impacts to minority or low income persons and communities area-wide, including not only the F-
M Metro but downstream. EJ analysis, under NEP A, must be conducted for the entire "affected
environment." Agencies should first "identify a geographic scale for which they wil obtain
demographic information on the potential impact area," CEQ Guidance, p. 14, following which
they should analyze how environmental effects "are distributed within the affected community."
Id.

The DEIS assumes, without discussion, that the relevant geographic scale for EJ analysis is the
project area. Yet it is clear from the DEIS itselfthat the Preferred Alternative generates
significant benefits and burdens, over a wider geographic area than this Corps-defined project
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area. Low income people, e.g., senior citizens, in small communities downstream ofthe F-M
Metro may very likely be disproportionately affected by future flood effects from the Preferred
Alternative. The potential for disproportionate impact is reaL. While median household income
reported in the 2000 Census for Cass County, North Dakota and Clay County, Minnesota, cited
in the DEIS, Table 42, is $38,147 and $37,889, median household income from the same source
for Norman County, Minnesota, not mentioned in the DEIS, is only $32,535.

Since no effort has been made by the Corps to identify an appropriate geographic scale for EJ
analysis, the issue has not been addressed in the way NEP A and the EO require. The DEIS must
be supplemented to correct this deficiency.

4.5 Incomplete analysis of cumulative impacts

Cumulative impacts analysis is a central, and critical, component ofNEP A, as recognized by the
CEQ, in its guidance document "Considering Cumulative Effects" (Januar, 1997) ("CEQ CE
Guidance"), online at http://ceq.hss.doe.gov/nepalccenepalccenepa.htm. Incomplete modeling
of flood impacts downstream from the study area, for each of the final alternatives, and failure of
the DEIS to consider anything beyond possible "taking" of real property, make a meaningful
evaluation of cumulative effects on downstream communities impossible. Based on the
incomplete information in the DEIS, there is no way for the City, or any other commenter for
that matter, to evaluate the effect, over time, of an increased flood stage at or near Hendrum on,
for example:

(a) Impacts to agrcultural 
land.

(b) Damage to improvements, including residential and commercial properties.

( c) Additional economic and psychological burden to local residents from increased

flood fighting efforts.

(d) Economic damage to residents, including reduced farm or business income.

( e) Increased flood insurance expense.

(f) Increased risk to persons and property resulting from flood-delayed response by

law enforcement and other emergency responders, such as fire and ambulance.

(g) Damage to public infrastructure, such as roads, bridges, culverts, levees and
utilities, and correspondingly higher fiscal burdens to residents for maintenance,
repair or replacement of such infrastructure.

(h) Accelerated migration of rural residents, particularly younger people, to the safety
of a Fargo Moorhead metropolitan area protected from floods, an island of
privilege surrounded by smaller, unprotected communities. These communities,
left with declining and aging populations, and vulnerable to flood, as much or
more than they are today, may suffer irreversible decay. NEP A requires analysis
of this socioeconomic degeneration. CEQ CE Guidance, Appendix A, Section 11,

Doc# 3286634\10
Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 165USACE-MVP-0000088009



Aaron M. Snyder
August 6, 2010
Page 15

"Social Impact Analysis." But the DE IS is silent on it and on this basis alone is
inadequate and must be supplemented before it is presented to Corps' final
decision maker.

As ilustrations of this very real future, in plain language, see the Comments of
the Mayors of the Cities of Perley and Hendrum, MN, in Appendix III

Cumulative effects are not limited to effects over time but also includes contemporaneous effects
of other projects on the Preferred Alternative. CEQ CE Guidance, Section 2. Nowhere in its
cumulative effects analysis, DEIS, Section 5.4, does the Corps consider the cumulative effects of
the Preferred Alternative in conjunction with other recent or proposed diversion and levee
projects in the RR Basin, whether of the Corps or other units of govemment. To ilustrate:
existing flood levees in the F-M Metro have the effect of raising the stage at Hendrum by "X"
inches. The Preferred Alternative, as analyzed by the Corps, has, by itself, the effect of raising
the stage at Hendrum by "Y" inches, and this "Y" figure is presented in the DEIS. But no data is
provided for the cumulative effect of both the Preferred Alternative and the existing F-M Metro
levees on flood stage at Hendrum, which would, in reality, equal "X" plus "Y."

Downstream communities, including the City, confront the same risks, and bear the same
burdens, as are graphically (and pictorially) depicted for the F-M Metro. See Section 2.3.3 ofthe
DEIS. These downstream communities and people are owed a detailed analysis and explanation
of the impacts, including cumulative impacts listed above, under and each of the final
alternatives. Without such analysis, the DEIS is inadequate and must be supplemented.

5. Conclusion

Red River flooding has, over the years, generated a wealth of information, project ideas and
experience with fuctioning projects, including retention projects. This knowledge base is now
shaping new policies and directions, focused to an increasing degree on flood flow reduction,
through, among other solutions, varous forms of upstream retention. The body of knowledge,
critical to NEP A analysis of a project of this scale, is largely missing from the DEIS. The reader
is offered instead a compendious display of technical data which masks the evident disinterest of
the Corps in anything other than a diversion chaneL.

The absence of substantial and significant information regarding the environmental and other
impacts of the Preferred Alternative likewise renders the DEIS inadequate on its face and
requires that the Corps prepare an updated Supplemental DEIS to include all information on
which the Corps based its decision to adopt the Preferred Alternative. The Corps' failure to
include critical impact information in the DEIS violates NEP A and its own NEP A regulations, is
arbitrary and capricious as well as unreasonable.

The last-minute publication by the Corps on August 3,2010, six days before the comment
deadline, of new flood information showing significantly higher downstream flood stages than
anticipated in the DEIS itself, and unaccompanied by any updated interpretive analysis of
impacts of such higher stages, requires that a reasonable extension of time be granted for review
and comment on this supplemental information. Under the Corps NEPA regulations, 33 CFR
Section 230.19(a), the Distrct Commander wil consider and act on requests for time extensions
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based on, among other factors, the timeliness of distribution of materiaL. We would request the
extension of the comment period for 14 days from either (i) August 9, 2010; or (ii) such later
date as the Corps considers submission of all information and analysis on downstream impacts to
be complete.

The City reserves the right to provide additional comments at such time as any fuher "update"
information is provided by the Corps to the public for comment.

Respectfully Submitted

INDQUIST & VENNUM PLLP

t:
Jonathan P. Scoll

~)Æ~
Julie M. Duckstad

cc: The Hon. Curt Johannsen, Mayor, City of Hendrum, Minnesota

The Hon. Ann Manley, Mayor, City of Perley, Minnesota
Diane Ista, Manager, Wild Rice Watershed District
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APPENDIX I

EXECUTIVE SUMMARIES OF TECHNICAL DOCUMENTS

1. Sandy Van Eck, "Waffle@ Final Report Puts Benefits Near 800 Milion," University

ofN. Dakota Energy & Environmental Research Center, "Edge", Newsletter, P. 1
(Jan.-Feb. 2009)

Waffle plan economic benefits for larger communities could exceed $800 milion

The Energy & Environmental Research Center (EERC) has announced the release of the final
results and conclusions for the Waffe@ Flood Mitigation Project, a multiyear effort to evaluate
the techncal, social, and economic feasibility of a basinwide, distributed water storage strategy.
Temporarly storing springtime runoff in existing "depressions" within the basin, primarily
ditches and low-lying fields bound by roads, would create a distributed network of channels and
control strctures for the temporary storage and controlled release of the retained water to reduce

peak flood crests.

The results of the project indicate that the Waffle concept is a viable means of preventing
damage from large springtime floods.

"This approach is particularly effective as a means of intercepting, controlling, and reducing
overland runoff and, as such, offers an excellent augment to conventional flood mitigation
efforts," said Senior Research Manager Beth Kurz.

"If the Waffle concept would have been in place in 1997, this would have augmented the dikes in
place, and we would not have had a flood," said EERC Director Gerald Groenewold, who
worked diligently in 1997 to initiate the Waffle project. "There are two types of dikes: those that
have been breached and those that wil be. The only way to provide real, economically viable
security against flooding in this region is by augmenting the current dike systems."

According to the 523-page report, the estimated fl90d mitigation benefits of the Waffle approach
for large communities up and down the Red River Valley are on the order of hundreds of

milions of dollars. Some scenarios show that Waffe implementation would save more than
$800 milion in flood damage over the next 50 years (this is a net benefit, meaning the costs of
implementing the Waffle were already subtracted). The cost of flood-related damage from the
1997 flood, a modestly-sized flood compared to other historically documented floods, topped $2
bilion throughout the Red River Valley.

The economic analysis was conducted by agronomists at North Dakota State University in Fargo.
The economic evaluation included enrollment costs, landowner payments, infrastructure
modifications and installations, maintenance, and administrative overhead for landowners who
would participate in the Waffe.

Using hydrolågic and hydraulic modeling, the study also shows that, if implemented, the Waffe
would reduce peak flooding by as much as 6.2 feet along the Red River during a 1997 -type
event.

"These results are absolutely tremendous," said Groenewold. "Given the history of severe and
very frequent flooding in the region, a basinwide flood mitigation approach like this must be
implemented to provide long-term security from floods to safeguard the economic vitality of the
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region. The results show that coordinated, basinwide water management is viable and the Waffle
is an excellent example of an option available right now for implementation," he said.

The Waffe approach would also provide unquantified benefits to areas with limited or no flood
protection measures, such as agrcultural lands, farmsteads, smaller communities, and rural
infrastructure. It would also reduce soil erosion and increase soil moisture and groundwater
recharge during periods of draught.

itA key factor that makes the Waffle approach such an effective flood mitigation measure is its

ability to reduce the overall volume of floods. During field trals of the concept, because of
evaporation and infiltration into the soil, we saw an average water loss of about 38% of the total
storage volume. Rather than allowing that water to rapidly drain and overwhelm nearby streams
and rivers, we were able to slow it down and let a portion evaporate and infiltrate," Kurz said.
"To achieve all ofthe benefits the Waffe has to offer, less than 5 percent ofthe total Red River
Basin land area would have to be used for temporary water storage during the spring."

Aricle online at http://ww.undeerc.orginews/pdfsIEERCNewsletter2009J anuarF ebruar. pdf

2. E.A. DeVuyst, D.A. Bangsund, and F.L. Leistritz, "An economic analysis of the
Waffle," 64, Journal of Soil and Water Conservation, 7 (JAN/FEB 2009)

The Red River ofthe North has a long history of flooding. A host of physical characteristics and
man-made factors contribute to widespread flooding in the basin. Attempts to mitigate flood
damage in the basin have been limited to using dikes/levees and waterways/diversions. Other
flood mitigation strategies are insufficient by themselves to make meaningful reductions in flood
damages, and spring flooding continues to cause damage. Another option to mitigating flood
damages in the Red River basin is the concept of using hundreds or thousands of 'micro-basin'
storage areas, called the Waffle, comprised of roads and adjacent lands throughout the region.
This study employs net present value analysis to evaluate the economic feasibility of using the

Waffle to reduce flood damages in the basin. Net benefits are positive in 130 of the 132

scenaros evaluated. Eighty-five percent ofthe scenarios resulted in over $300 milion in net
benefits, and nearly 68% have net benefits in excess of $400 milion. The large positive net
benefits from the Waffe suggest that policy makers should compare the cost-effectiveness of
Waffe-type and structural flood protections. There are likely flood-prone areas that
nonstructural flood protection alone or in combination with structural measures wil be
economically preferred to structural measures alone.

3. Charles L. Anderson, P.E., "Application of the Flow Reduction Strategy in the Bois

de Sioux Watershed," Bois de Sioux Watershed District!ed River Basin

Commission (June 4, 2010)

The Red River basin is developing a strategy that would reduce flood damages throughout the
basin by reducing the flood volume enough to reduce peak flows along the entire length of the
River by 20%. This strategy is known as the "Flow Reduction Strategy." Flow would be
reduced primarly by storing flood water within the contrbuting watersheds. The amount of
flow reduction required was estimated by the Basin Commission using a Mike 11 hydrodynamic
model ofthe 1997 spring flood. The goal ofthe study was to identify, if possible, storage sites
within the Bois de Sioux Watershed with the cumulative capacity to provide the Bois de Sioux's
allocated portion of the required Red River flow reduction.
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Storage sites were identified and their impact to the Red River modeled. The identified storage
sites, including storage sites in South Dakota, are essentially able to meet Bois de Sioux
Watershed's allocated share ofthe RRC Flow Reduction Strategy requirements. The most
significant difference is related to White Rock Discharges. The RRC Mike 11 modeling effort
assumed a 20% peak flow reduction at White Rock and a 20% reduction in volume. The
achieved results at White Rock were a 13% reduction in peak flow and a 16% reduction in
volume. The difference in volume reduction is that a large part ofthe flow reduction, 27,622 ac
ft or approximately 30% of the storage allocated to the Traverse Basin, was in breakout flows
from the Mustinka to the Rabbit, that occur in the area along the Mustinka River where the river
comes down out of the beach ridge and enters the lake plain. Therefore, storage in the Mustinka
(Traverse) Basin reduces flows on the Rabbit River.

The hydro graphs from HMS for White Rock and the Rabbit River were used as input to the Mike
11 model, to model the affects of the Bois de Sioux Watershed's flow reduction at Breckenrdge,
Fargo, Halstad, and Grand Forks. The model was run with just the Bois de Sioux reduction and
with proposed reductions for each trbutary. Bois de Sioux Basin reductions result in 20.8% and
9.3% peak flow reduction on the Red River at Wahpeton and Fargo, respectively, in the model of
the 1997 flood. Including reductions in the Mike 11 model from the other Red River Tributares,
the peak flow reduction is 20.9% and 21.8%, respectively, which exceeds the 20% flow
reduction goal.

4. Charles L. Anderson, P.E., "Appendix 4-MIKE 11 Mainstem Model: 20 Percent

Flow Reductions" Red River Basin Commission Progress Report to the Minnesota
Legislature (January 15, 2010)

Flood damage reduction efforts have often focused on individual communities or interests and
taken the form of a protection strategy. Commonly implemented protection measures include
levees and diversion channels. While these measures are effective, can be implemented in a
relatively short time frame and provide a necessary degree of flood damage reduction protection
for urban areas and farmsteads, they do little to reduce the overall flood problem. In fact, they
simply move excess flood water from one area of the basin to another. This forces basin planers
to allocate protection on some basis of need. Determining in essence whether it is ok to protect
large communities at the expense of small communities; small communities at the expense of
farmsteads; farmsteads at the expense of farmland; and farmland at the expense of natural 

land

(or vice versa). A comprehensive approach that considers flood flow reduction as the primary
protection strategy complimented with the levees, floodway improvements, and diversions
should be the preferred strategy.

The flow reduction strategy reduces flows on the mainstem by altering the hydrology of the
contrbuting watersheds as a basin wide effort. The benefits of reduced flooding would be
distributed along the entire length of the Red River, not just to targeted communities. Equally
important, the benefits would extend far upstream into the tributary watersheds to the benefit of
agrculture, farsteads, roads & bridges & other infrastructure, water quality, flow augmentation
and the natural environment. Implementing this strategy requires allocating the necessar flow
reductions to each contributing watershed.

To assist in the flow reduction allocation process, the Red River Basin Commission developed a
Red River Mainstem modeL. The model was based on Mike 11 software developed by DHI
Water and Environment Inc, Denmark. It has been calibrated to simulate the 1997 spring flood.
Physical features of the Red River and its flood plain are represented in the model as cross-
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section data. Hydrologic inputs are the measured flows from the main tributaries and derived
flows from the ungaged tributary areas. This model can now be used to simulate the mainstem
response to reduced flows from trbutary areas.

As a preliminary exercise, the tributary flows were reduced in the model to meet a peak flow
reduction goal of20% along the entire length of the Red River Mainstem. A factor in selecting
20% reduction as an initial goal was the effect it would have had at Grand Forks in 1997. That
amount would have reduced the flood to a level that the (then existing) levees would have been
expected to withstand. A 20% peak flow reduction would also reduce 100 year flood peaks along
the mainstem to those that now correspond to about a 50 year flood. The modeled results are
shown on the attached figures. The flow reduction required from each subwatershed is ilustrated
as the difference between the existing and altered tributary hydro graphs.

Tributary reduction strategies were based on timing, by targeting waters contributing the most to
mainstem peaks. Other factors considered include tributary damage reduction and the practicality
of achieving specific flow reductions. Tributary peak flow reductions ranged from 0 to 50%.
Peak flow reductions on strategic tributaries were about 35%. The combined flow reduction on
all trbutares upstream from Emerson totaled 885,000 acre-feet, which is about 13% ofthe total
1997 flood volume at Emerson. A 35% peak flow reduction on trbutares would roughly

correspond to reducing 100 year flood flows to those currently associated with 25 year floods.

The amount of constructed storage required to achieve a 20% peak flow, reduction on the
mainstem would likely be greater than 885,000 acre-feet depending on the quality (efficiency) of
storage provided. Flow reduction can be achieved by implementing a wide variety of measures
including on-channel or off-channel impoundments; culvert sizing or waffle storage; wetland
restoration or land use change. Gate controlled flood storage impoundments are the most
efficient measure to reduce flood flows. Strategically located and precisely operated, they may
have close to 100% efficiency in meeting the flow reduction goal. That is, the amount of
constructed storage required to meet the 20% peak flow reduction goal would not be much
greater than 885,000 acre-feet. On the other hand, flood specific factors such as variability in
runoff wil likely leave some constructed storage underutilized. Other measures, such as culvert
sizing, provide only short term storage. Short term storage, in the right location, can reduce peak
flows, but in the wrong location, it can actually increase peak flows. A mix of measures may be
the best approach. The combined efficiency of the mix in meeting the tributary flood flow
reduction goal would have to be determined locally.

The modified tributary hydro graphs from the 1997 flow reduction model wil serve as a starting
point for an allocation process. The allocation goal should be to distribute to each watershed a
fair share of the responsibility to manage its flood flows and the local benefits that can be
realized by doing so. Each watershed would determine, through the use of its own models, what
would be required to modify its outflow hydro graph to approximate the flow reduction shown.
They would be encouraged to do so in ways that also meet local flood control goals, so the
resulting reduced outflow hydro graphs may vary more or less from that originally allocated and
thus result in more or less benefits on the mainstem. Some watershed areas may be unwiling or
unable to meet their allocation goal. Their share may then be reallocated to another area. The
model would be used to determine the most effective ways to reallocate tributar flow reductions
to achieve the mainstem goal.

Implementing basin wide flood flow reduction wil require significant investments over a
relatively long time frame. The cost of gate controlled flood storage has recently been about
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$1,000 per acre-foot. At that price, 1 millon acre-feet of gate controlled storage would cost
about $1 bilion. The most cost effective projects tend to get constructed first, so it is probable
that the costs oflater projects wil be higher. This, along with inflation, wil likely increase the
final cost of implementation. Flood flow reduction projects can present great opportnities for
multipurpose benefits such as water supply, water quality and other water related natural
resources. Including these benefits wil add to the overall costs. Those additional costs should not
be allocated to flood damage reduction, but they do need to be considered in estimating the total
amount of public (local, regional, state & federal) investment and benefit that may be desired.
Although the time frame for implementation is highly dependent on the availability of funding, it
is also influenced by public acceptance and resolve. Historic construction rates of about 10,000
acre-feet per year have not been paricularly difficult to maintain. At that rate it would take 100
years to constrct 1,000,000 acre-feet. Given a very high priority of support, it could possibly be
accomplished within 25 years.

Unlike localized quick fix strategies, flood flow reduction wil provide a foundation for long
term resolution of the persistent and widespread flooding problems that plague the entire Red
River Basin.

5. Charles Anderson and Al Kean, "Red River Basin Flood Damage Reduction

Framework," Technical Paper No. 11, Red River Basin Flood Damage Reduction
Work Group Technical and Scientifc Advisory Committee (May 2004)

Flooding is a major problem within much of the Red River Basin. This problem is primarily
related to geology, topography, weather, and land use. The Flood Damage Reduction Work
Group in Minnesota seeks to provide Project Teams, Watershed Districts and others with
science-based and consensus-based tools to enable more effective flood damage reduction within
the basin.

A fundamental premise of this technical paper is that flood damage reduction (FDR) along the
main stem of the Red River and the lower reaches of its major tributaries (glaciallakebed region)
is substantially dependent on the types and locations ofFDR and related measures implemented
upstream. Flooding in the glaciallakebed region ofthe basin is substantially affected by runoff
timing and volume from upstream areas. Runoff timing and volume are, in turn, substantially
affected by the topography, soils, precipitation and land use within different regions ofthe basin,
as well as by the types and locations ofFDR and natural resource enhancement (NRE) measures
that may be implemented. A basin-wide FDR framework wil better enable a coordinated
approach to integrate varous FDR and associated NRE measures that are most effective for
achieving the overall goals envisioned by the Red River Basin Mediation Agreement adopted in
December 1998.

The goal of this framework is to implement various types ofFDR measures individually, or in
concert, at locations for which they are best suited to achieve FDR benefits locally and in the
watershed, while also contributing to reduction of main stem flooding risk. This framework
includes FDR measures that are also NRE measures, and promotes multi-purpose projects.

This technical paper presents critical concepts about runoff timing and volume in relation to
flood peaks on the main stem of the Red River, and facts about variations in topography, soils,
precipitation and evaporation within the Minnesota portion of the basin, as foundations for
defining the expected peak flow reduction effects of implementing varous FDR measures within
different areas of the basin. Available geologic, topographic, meteorologic and historical flood
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data, as well as computed runoff travel times, are used to illustrate these concepts and to define
"early", "middle", and "late" runoff areas within the basin relative to the downstream limit ofthe
Red River Basin in Minnesota at the U.S.lCanada border.

A wide aray of alternative FDR measures are identified, categorized and discussed, including
pros, cons, and general recommendations for the best areas in which to implement these
measures to optimize overall FDR benefits. A summary table is presented for the identified
aray ofFDR measures with ratings of potential for peak flow reduction on the main stem when
these measures are implemented in early, middle, or late runoff areas relative to the main stem.

This technical paper stresses the importance of using multiple types ofFDR measures in a
strategic manner to achieve local, watershed, and main stem flood damage reduction. It presents
a framework for creating policies and trends that wil help to achieve basin-wide FDR goals, as
well as NRE goals outlined in the Red River Basin Mediation Agreement.

This technical paper includes a multi-measure example of the Red River Basin, utilizing various
types of flood volume reduction and temporary storage measures to reduce local, watershed and
main stem flood peaks, and to provide NRE benefits. For this example, it is estimated that the
collective effects could reduce the 100-year peak flood flow at the U .S.lCanada border by
approximately 20%.

A spreadsheet method is provided to assess and document the expected peak flow reductions on
the Red River main stem at the U.S.lCanada border of flood volume reduction and temporary
storage measures implemented upstream. This method uses ratios of "implemented storage" (at
a project location) to "ideal storage" (effect on main stem peak flood volume and flow) for
different types of flood volume reduction and temporary storage measures located in early,
middle and late areas relative to the main stem. These effectiveness ratios are based on flood
routing and other experience of Technical and Scientific Advisory Committee (TSAC) members,
including TSAC Technical Paper No. 10, "Basin Strategy Hydrologic Analysis," and other
previous studies. This method could be used to track progress toward achieving long-term FDR
and NRE goals.

It is intended that this technical paper be used in conjunction with other TSAC techncal papers
and the "User's Guide to Natural Resource Efforts in the Red River Basin," published in 2001, to
give decision makers additional tools to assess and achieve basin-wide FDR and NRE goals.
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APPENDIX II

MINUTES OF RED RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT BOARD, JULY 14,2010

Project Coordinator Report

***

R. Harnack reported that he attended the Long Term Flood Solutions (LTFS) Advisory
Committee meeting ofthe RRC. Discussions occurred on the storage allocation strategy.
Concern regarding disagreement on the benefits of the proposed storage and the requirements to
achieve the 20-30% mainstem reduction was addressed. An engineering firm retained by the
RRBC has been advocating the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) perspective on storage,
and not necessarily the adopted policy of the RRC. The RR WMB representatives on various
RRBC committees agreed to monitor this issue durng the upcoming months.

Following discussion, the Board of Managers adopted a policy to support efforts to achieve a
20% flow reduction on the mainstem of the Red River ofthe North. Motion by Manager Money
to adopt the aforementioned policy to support efforts to achieve a 20% flow reduction on the
mainstem ofthe Red River of the North, Seconded by Manager Miler, Carried.
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APPENDIX III

COMMENTS OF MAYORS OF CITIES OF PERLEY AND HENDRUM, MINESOTA

, .

(.:.\ .:"

CITY OF PERLEY
PO BOX 437

PERLEY, MN 56574
PHONE 218-861-6170

July 23, 2010

Dear Concerned Citizens and Elected Offcials

At the City of Perley Council meeting on July 13, 2020 the City
fathers adopted the following Resolution to show our support
against the F-M Diversion and the terrible impact that this
proposal wil have on the citizens of Perley and all surrounding
communities. This is a small but sincere gesture that we all
feel very strongly about. My colleagues feel that this process is
futile but with the support of all of the Townships, Cities, and
County Commissions I feel someone wil have to listen to our
cries for help.

Attached you wil find á copy of our resolution and a letter of
comment to the USAcOE.

Sincerely

Ann Manley
Mayor of Perley

Ann Manley
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City of Perley
Comment for EIS

i am the Mayor of a small town downstream of the proposed FM diversion.
Perley is 23 miles north of Moorhead, located on HWY 75 and within one mile
from the Red River of the North. Our community is approximately 100 people of
which 50% of the population is retired. We have 17 children in our community.
Our sign indicates that we have 124 but we have decreased in population
steadily since 2000. Many of our residents where born here and plan to die here.
It's the young that move away. The elderly don't want a buy-out, but they are so
tired of fighting floods they can't imagine that the community of Fargo and
Moorhead would delibertly cause us more problems. Their property values are
decreasing and the chance of their children or grandchildren taking over their
homes in the event of their death is never going to happen.

This is a farming community. Our whole community owns land or farms
land in the Valley. Many work for or retired from the American Crystal Sugar Co.
What wil happen if the whole Valley becomes a greenway or if all are bought out
and forced to leave? These residents are scared to death of the future. What
will become of their church, our local businesses, schools, or their homes?

I have been the Mayor since 2004 and I have dealt with 3 major floods in
this town that FEMA was a part of. i have seen 78 year old men sandbagging
and manning pumps to protect our City. Women in their 80's cooking meals for
the National Guard. Opening their homes so the Guard could clean up.
Our major well is located west of our town and took a hit from ice. We were
without suffciant water supply for over two months. We had students from over
100 miles away come to our assistance.
Our infrastructor is in poor shape. Just recently we began construction on our
secondary lagoon. This is 1.3 milion dollar project. Our community had to take
out a loan of 366,000 for our share. This wil run over a 40 year period. What
happens if our community leaves or is bought out or worse, we just drown? Who
will pay this loan off? We are already dropping in numbers.

I don't only worry about Perley, i worry about my sister communities of
Hendrum, Georgetown, Kragnes, Halstad, Shelly, Gardner, Grandin, Argusville,
Nielsvile, Climax, Harwood, Oslo etc.

I know that I am very emotional about my community, It would be easier to
just move, but my husband and i bought here to retire and die here. We joined
the church and have our lots picked out to be buried on.

i know that we are scheduled for a Levee project. We appreciate the help
but this doesn't even take into consideration the diversion impact on our
community. We don't need more water to deal with.

I speak for my whole community when i say we are here to stay no matter
what our outcome will be. I guess we are old and stubborn.

Respectfully submitted
Ann Manley
Mayor of Perley
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City of Hendrum
A SJ'City wíß'BÚjVr~

Telephone: 218-861-6210

Fax: 218-861-6210

PO Box 100
308 Main Street East
Hendru, MN 56550-0100 e-mail: hendrum@loreteI.net

August 4, 2010

To Whom It May Concern:

The leaders of Fargo/Moorhead have asked the Any Core of Engineers to develop a
plan for flood protection to alleviate the cities Fargo/Moorhead from flooding from the
Red River. The Any Core of Engineers suggests that the best solution for flood control
for the cities of Fargo/Moorhead is to constmct a diversion chanel around the cities. The
36 mile long and Yz mile wide chanel wil redirect floodwaters, from the Red River,

around Fargo/Moorhead on the Nort Dakota side of the cities and redeposit the water
downstream from the cities of Fargo/Moorhead. The proposed channel wil car water at

a maximum of 35,000cfs. This is 6,000cfs faster then the water flowed through
Fargo/Moorhead durig the record flood of 2009, which flowed through the city at
29,000cfs. Ths increase in speed of the water will cause additional water levels
downstream from Fargo/Moorhead during a flood event; therefore, resulting in much
more severe flooding for everyone who lives downstream from the cities of
Fargo/Moorhead. As a result, throughout the following narrative, I will explain why the
constmction of the Fargo/Moorhead Diversion wil be devastating to all people
downstream from the proposed diversion, and wil destroy their way of life, communities,
and homes, as they now know them.

When the idea of a diversion was first pitched to the Fargo/Moorhead, the Any Core of
Engineers had not yet studied downstream impacts; in fact, it wasn't even brought up
until downstream people asked about it. Their first response was that they did not expect
any negative downstream impacts because when the water from the diversion enters back
into the Red River it would spread out rapidly; therefore, not resulting in any major
downstream impacts. Many downstream citizens did not believe this idea and pushed for
the downstream impacts to be studied.

Once the Core staed studying downstream impacts, they found that there would be
additional water levels downstream from the diversion. At the time, they claimed that
they only studied as far north as Halstad, MN. Their initial findings were that there would
be additional water levels, durig a flood event on the Red River, for the communities of
Georgetown, Perley, Hendmn, and Halstad. Even though the water levels vared for each
community, the first over all consensus was that there would be about 2-4 inches
additional water during a 100yr flood event for these communities to deal with.
Overtime, these reports of additional water went to 6-8 inches, 10 inches, and then 12-17
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inches of additional water that these communities would have to deal with during a
flood event. Please refer to the Environmental Impact Statement and Feasibility Study for
the FM Diversion for the exact numbers.

Afer much pressure from downstream citizens, the Ary Core of Engineers released on
August 3rd their finding for downstream communities north of Halstad. They have found
that there will be additional levels as far north as Thompson, maybe furter north as well,
but claim that they have only studied the models this far. Every community furter nort
of Halstad wil see higher water levels on the Red River during a flood event. One
example is that Climax, MN will receive an additional 25 inches during a major flood
event. Unfortunately, the final results stil have not been released which is unfair to all
people nort of Halstad who wil not have a chance to comment on the findings before
the August 9th deadline.

What do these additional water levels durig a flood event mean to the communities and
people downstream from the Fargo/Moorhead diversion? To begi with, these
communities downstream from Fargo/Moorhead have experienced the same severe,
record setting flooding that the FM Metro area has experienced since 1997 and have had
to fight just as hard to save their communities and homes as Fargo/Moorhead has had to
do. With the difference being that these small communities do not have the resources to
fight a major flood like the FM area does. Our populations are getting older and no longer
can continue to do what is necessary to fight a flood. For the people living in the small
communities downstream from Fargo/Moorhead, they don't have the choice whether or
not to volunteer on a daily basis; instead, they must fight the flood everyday or lose their
homes or maybe even their lives. People work all hours around the clock filling and
throwing sandbags in the rain, snow, and freezing temperatures. lboughout the three
week fight of the 2009 flood, as Mayor, I went many nights without receiving sleep, if I
did get some sleep, it was only for a few hour. This was true for many people. Citizens
have to take time offfrom work, which they might not get compensated for, school gets
interpted, and businesses lose thousands in dollars because they basically have to shut

down during the flood event. Not to mention the clean up aferwards. A community looks
like a war zone afer fighting a flood and takes several months to get it cleaned up. These
floods are not only very hard on people physically, but also emotionally. Many people
report suffering from depression afer a major flood event; in fact after the flood of 1997,
Hendrum lost a resident due to suicide. It gets to a point where people can't handle
anymore and move away; thus, resulting in declining populations that eventually wil
close our schools, churches, businesses, and turn our towns into ghost towns.

These same small communities also do not have the finances to fight a major flood like
the Fargo/Moorhead does. The cost of fighting a flood often surpasses or consumes much
of the yearly budget for a small town. For example, the record setting 2009 flood cost
Hendrm around $200,000 and our yearly budget is only around $330,000. Fortnately,
we were re-reimbursed from FEMA for all but a few thousand; however, if that did not
happen, it would take us years to pay this off

In addition, many small communities downstream from Fargo/Moorhead, including
farmsteads, simply do not have high enough dikes or levee systems to protect them from
these additional water levels. The record setting flood of2009 came within a few inches
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of overtopping Hendrum's ring dike as well as many area farsteads' ring dikes. Over

the last year, Hendrum has worked with the Wild Rice Watershed District to improve our
levee system. We have been approved to receive funding from the State of Minnesota,
with local contributions as well, to aid us in raising our dike to a 100yr level plus 3 feet of
freeboard. However, this increased protection will NOT be enough protection to protect
us from the increased water levels that the proposed FM Diversion wil dump on us.
Hendrum could not have afforded to raise our dike if it wasn't for the state's assistace. If
we need to raise it again wil we be able to receive assistance from the state again?
Eventually, the state of Minnesota is going to get tired of shelling out money for ring
dikes and then what will we and other small communities as well as farers do?

The additional water wil also isolate our communities. Many towns wil be cut off from
the rest of the world for long periods oftime. This means no one in and no one out. When
I refer to the City of Hendrum as a community, I not only take it to account who lives
inside the city limits but also who lives in the rural areas. The people in the rural areas
wil be cut off from emergency services. If they have a house fire or need medical
assistace, these people wil be on their own.

The severe flooding events that we have been experiencing also is very hard on the
environment and wildlife in the region, and the additional water from the diversion will
only make this much worse. Floods cause severe erosion problems in the Red River
Valley destroying what some believe to be the most productive farm ground in the world
The additional water, along with its increase speed, wil only make this much worse
destroying our farmer's way oflife. As the minerals from our soil wash downstream, they
deposit in Lake Wimipeg resulting in a huge algae problem, which is destroying the lake
and its fish. However, the Ary Core of Engineers does not take damage to far ground
into consideration when deterining negative downstream impacts. During a major
flood event; wildlife along the Red River, including 1,000 of deer, get displaced and end
up dying. Again, this will all be made much worse with the additional water levels that
the Ary Core of Engineers is proposing that we wil receive from the development of a
diversion around Fargo/Moorhead.

Residents downstream from Fargo/Moorhead are not against Fargo/Moorhead receiving
flood protection; however, we all need flood protection in the Red River Valley. We all
are tired offighting floods! Why can't we work together and find a solution that will
benefit the entire Red River Valley and not one localized area? It is not neighborly nor is
morally right to protect one area and make flooding that much worse for others. It should
not matter what your population is to determine if one receives flood protection. Leaders
in Fargo/Moorhead have said that people in small communities should be willng to be
"collateral damage" to protect the greater good. I disagree! We all have a right to live in
the Red River Valley and succeed economically. Besides that, Fargo/Moorhead cannot
survive without its neighbors. Many people who live downstream from the FM area work
in the Metro as well as do business there. The businesses in Fargo/Moorhead need us to
survive just as much as we need them.

So what is my alternative solution for flood protection for the Fargo/Moorhead area other
than building a diversion? For the same amount of money that it will cost to fund the
diversion, I believe that one can protect the entire Red River Valley, not just one
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localized area, through the constrction of a series of retention, detention, and gated
storage projects. One example of this is the Mike 11 model developed by Charlie
Anderson of JOR Engineering. It consists of building a series of dry or wet das
throughout the entire Red River Valley on the tributaes feeding into the Red River. By
holding the water at its source and releasing it though timed intervals, it is believed that
the flow on the Red River can be reduced by 20% during a flood event. It has been
suggested that if the Mike 11 model were in place during the 1997 flood, the reduced in
flow on the Red River would have kept Grand Forks from flooding.

In conclusion, if the Fargo/Moorhead diversion is built, it wil negatively change the
landscape of the Red River Valley, as we know it forever. A project, that could have such
negative effects on the Valley and the people living either upstream or downstream from
the diversion, needs to be fully studied carefully with no stone untumed. However, the
Any Core of Engineers is rushing this project with unprecedented speed; therefore, not
allowing enough time for proper modeling and for comments to be made on the results. A
rushed project is a poor product!
Flooding of the Red River negatively afects everyone in the Red River Valley in so
many ways; as a result, a solution needs to be found that will benefit everyone in the
Valley and not just for one localized are. Especially, when the solution for the one
localized area results in more severe flooding for others either upstream or downstream.
This is not morally correct nor is it neighborly!

Comments submitted by,

Cur H. Johannsen

Hendrm Mayor
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Maggied, Troy MVP

From: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 11:42 AM
To: Beauchamp, Francis  MVP; Maggied, Troy MVP
Cc: Evans, Craig O MVP; Sobiech, Jonathan J MVP
Subject: FW: Comments by US ACE as indicating potential "predetermination" of project alternative
Attachments: atta633c.jpg; atta633d.jpg

FYI ‐ See below.  
 
Aaron M. Snyder 
USACE Planner and Project Manager, PMP 
Chief, Project Management Branch (PM‐B) 
651‐290‐5489 
612‐518‐0355 (Cell) 
Aaron.M.Snyder@usace.army.mil 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Jonathan P. Scoll [mailto:jscoll@lindquist.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 09, 2010 6:02 PM 
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP 
Cc: Howard Kenison; Julie M. Duckstad; Thomas F. Pursell; Diane Ista; Curt Johannsen 
Subject: Comments by US ACE as indicating potential "predetermination" of project alternative 
 
August 9, 2010 
  
Aaron M. Snyder 
UASCE St Paul Division 
St. Paul, MN 
  
Re: Draft EIS on Fargo Moorhead Flood Control Project Supplemental Comment of City of Hendrum 
  
Dear Mr. Snyder: 
  
A broadcast story on Minnesota Public Radio today, audio available online at 
http://minnesota.publicradio.org/display/web/2010/08/06/red‐river‐diversion/ 
<http://minnesota.publicradio.org/display/web/2010/08/06/red‐river‐diversion/>  quotes a 
Corps official, Project Manager Craig Evans, as saying: 
  
that "valid concerns will be considered and included in the final project proposal. 'We feel 
like we have a pretty good plan, so I'm not expecting any drastic changes,' Evans said. 'But 
we do consider people's views, and if there are things we can improve in the project we're 
very open to doing that.' 
  
Our client, the City of Hendrum, regards this statement as proof that the Corps has already 
pre‐determined the project alternative, and that it is, and has been, unwilling to consider 
any feasibile alternatives, or their impacts, as required by NEPA. 
  
Please add this e‐mail, and the MPR news story referenced ‐‐ full text below  ‐‐ to our 
comments submitted last Friday.  
  
Sincerely 
  
Jonathan P. Scoll 
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Jonathan P. Scoll 
Lindquist & Vennum PLLP 
Suite 4200 IDS Center 
80 South 8th Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
  
612‐371‐3546 
  
  
  
  
Full Text of MPR News Story: 
  
  
 
Opposition to Red River diversion project growing 
 
 
by Dan Gunderson 
<http://minnesota.publicradio.org/about/people/mpr_people_display.php?aut_id=25> , Minnesota 
Public Radio  
 
August 9, 2010 
 
  
 
Moorhead, Minn. — A $1.4 billion Red River diversion plan to ease flooding in Fargo‐Moorhead 
is on a fast track, with a schedule that is one of the most aggressive ever undertaken by the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  
 
But there is growing opposition to the project, with critics lining up to submit comments to 
the Corps of Engineers by Monday's deadline.  
 
"For a Corps project with a $1.4 billion pricetag, it sure seems to us like it's moving 
pretty quick," said Kit Fischer, an outreach coordinator for the National Wildlife 
Federation. "A lot of us are sort of left scratching our heads, wondering 'how can this thing 
go through?'"  
 
Fischer said the project should include wetland restoration and upstream water storage to 
reduce flows on the river.  
 
The National Wildlife Federation also has concerns about how the diversion will affect 
downstream areas where flooding will worsen because of the diversion. Fischer said other than 
a 36‐mile diversion channel, the Corps of Engineers did not adequately study options.  
 
"There are solutions that will protect Fargo and Moorhead, but also protect downstream 
impacts and upstream impacts and have a positive impact on wildlife," he said.  
 
Several national and regional environmental groups also are raising questions about the 
diversion project.  
 
Larger view <http://images.publicradio.org/content/2010/07/08/20100708_river‐
diversion2_33.jpg>  
 
Map of diversion <http://images.publicradio.org/content/2010/07/08/20100708_river‐
diversion2_33.jpg>  
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Henry Van Offelen, a natural resource scientist for the Minnesota Center for Environmental 
Advocacy, said the Red River has one of the longest stretches without barriers to migrating 
fish anywhere in the country. He worries the diversion and gate structures built in the river 
will affect the movement of species like sturgeon and catfish.  
 
But Van Offelen said the greatest concern with the project is that it simply moves the 
flooding problem downstream.  
 
"We're trying to move water faster downstream to get rid of the problem," he said. "We need 
to start looking at mitigating the effects downstream, and the environmental effects also."  
 
Van Offelen said increased flows downstream will worsen erosion and damage the river channel 
and adjacent farmland.  
 
The likely downstream effects of the diversion are causing fear and anger for people living 
downstream. An analysis released just last week by the Corps of Engineers show the diversion 
will worsen flooding as far as 50 or 60 miles downstream.  
 
Larger view <http://images.publicradio.org/content/2010/07/08/20100708_river‐
diversion3_33.jpg>  
 
Flood gates in Fargo‐Moorhead 
<http://images.publicradio.org/content/2010/07/08/20100708_river‐diversion3_33.jpg>  
 
Flood levels downstream will increase by as little as a few inches to as much as two feet 
after the diversion is built.  
 
Hendrum Mayor Curt Johannsen said the late release of that downstream data gives people 
little time to prepare comments.  
 
The Corps rejected a request to extend the comment period.  
 
Johannsen said a downstream impact working group he helped create is growing every day, as 
opposition to the Fargo‐Moorhead diversion increases. The group has hired an attorney and an 
engineer.  
 
A handful of counties and cities have passed resolutions to slow the project and allow more 
time for study. Johannsen said they want the diversion project to include the cost of 
mitigating increased flooding downstream.  
 
"If mitigation isn't included with the pricetag of the project, who says we're going to get 
it?" Johannsen said. "If it's considered an add on, how many years down the road until we get 
it? The hazard mitigation needs to be included in the funding of the diversion, because I 
honestly feel if it isn't we won't see it."  
 
Johannsen said he doubts the concerns raised in public comments about the project will derail 
the diversion from its fast track.  
 
"I personally feel that if they see any comments that get in the way of building their 
diversion, they're going to throw them out. It's not fair to these people," he said. "They 
have a right to comment.  
 
"The comment period should be extended until all downstream impacts have been studied, all 
the way to Lake Winnipeg," Johannsen said.  
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The Corps of Engineers is required by law to respond to any comments received by the Monday 
deadline.  
 
Project Manager Craig Evans said valid concerns will be considered and included in the final 
project proposal.  
 
"We feel like we have a pretty good plan, so I'm not expecting any drastic changes," Evans 
said. "But we do consider people's views, and if there are things we can improve in the 
project we're very open to doing that."  
 
The project schedule calls for a final plan to be sent to Congress by the end of the year.  
 
Downstream residents say they are considering all options to slow the project, including 
legal action.  
 
  
 
  
  
 
NOTICES 
IRS Circular 230 Notice: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform 
you that, except to the extent expressly provided to the contrary, any federal tax advice 
contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended or written to be 
used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal 
Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction or 
matter addressed herein. 
 
This e‐mail message and any files transmitted with it are confidential and may be subject to 
attorney‐client privilege or work‐product protection, and should not be read or distributed 
by anyone other than an intended recipient. If you received this by mistake, please notify us 
by replying to the message, and then delete it. 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 184USACE-MVP-0000088009



Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 185USACE-MVP-0000088009



Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 186USACE-MVP-0000088009



Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 187USACE-MVP-0000088009



July 20,2OIO

Mr. Aaron Snyder
Corps of Engineers Planner and Project Manager
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
190 East Fifth Street, Suite.401
St. Paul. MN 55101-1638

RE: Minnesota Flood Diversion Impact of Buffalo Aquifer

Dear Mr. Snyder:

The draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
Fargo, N.D.-Moorhead, Mirn., Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Project was released
in early June 2010. The 45-day comment period is in effect until July 26, 2010, according to the
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers' Web site. In this letter, we are providing official comments
regarding concerns about the alignment of the Minnesota diversion option in relation to the Buffalo
Aquifer (Aquifer) located in Clay County, Minnesota.

Currently, the North Dakota 35k (ND35k) plan is the locally preferred plan (LPP), while the
Minnesota 35k (MN35k) plan is the federally comparable plan (FCP). Moorhead Public Service
(MPS) views the ND35k as a better option for ensuring that the Aquifer remains protected. The
Aquifer serves approximately 70 percent of the population in Clay County, including the city of
Moorhead and the city of Dilworth. The Aquifer is a long-term drought supply for the area and is
too valuable of a resource to risk damaeine.

The Minnesota flood diversion option lr* n.r"r,ially have an impact on static water levels in the
Aquifer. This flood diversion option runs parallel with the Aquifer for approximately ten miles.
The current proposed alignment for the diversion would be within one-half mile of the estimated
west boundary of the Aquifer. In the flood diversion option, the bottom of the diversion ditch could
be as deep as 30 feet below the existing land surface. MPS has concerns regarding the potential
impacts. At a minimum, there should be 20 feet of solid clay vertical separation between the
bottom of the diversion ditch and any sand lenses below it that may be connected to the Aquifer.
MPS would defer to local hydrogeologists as to the minimum horizontal separation that would act

as a barrier between the diversion and the sands within the Aquifer. .n
/t(AooRHEAD-
/fPUBLtc sERvtcE
| 

\/ "o6.ctt^,'ou.co 
6u^,4,

500 Center Avenue
PO. Box 779

Moorhead, MN 56561-0779

phone: 218.299.5400
fax: 218.299.5193

www.mpsutility.com
www.gomoorhead.com
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Aaron Snyder
July 20, 2010
Page 2

The areal extent and boundary of the Aquifer were studied by the U. S. Geological Survey (USGS)

during the late 1970s. MPS and other local units of govemment have used the boundaries and other

characteristics of the Aquifer established during this study to develop wellhead protection measures

to minimize the impacts of land use above the Aquifer. However, sand and silt lenses do occur

outside the boundary of the Aquifer, which were established during the USGS study. These sand

lenses may be hydraulically connected to the Aquifer. If the excavation for the diversion channel

intersects these sand lenses, there is a real chance that the sand lenses will drain water from the

Aquifer into the diversion channel. This would remove water stored in the Aquifer and lower static

water levels.

The City of Dilworth has searched for additional sources of water. They had two test wells drilled
in the southwest corner of Section 31 of Moland Township. These test wells were drilled less than

2,000 feet from the west boundary of the Aquifer. Sand was encountered at 34 feet in one of the

holes and at 45 feet in the other hole. This data indicates the potential for a sand lense that may be

connected to the Aquifer. The Moorhead wells located along Highway 10 have sand starting at

36 feet.

MPS began pumping from the Aquifer in 1948. Static water levels in the Aquifer steadily declined

in the area of the Moorhead wells. In 1960, Moorhead began using water from the Red River of
the North (Red River) as its primary water supply. The Aquifer's static levels began to recover as

the result of the reduced pumping from the Aquifer. As Moorhead grew and water demand

increased, the static levels in the Aquifer began to decline again. During the drought of 1988-1989,

Moorhead decided it must look for additional water supply because the Red River was not a
reliable supply during long-term droughts.

MPS began the design of a new water treatment plant in 1990 and made a large capital investment

to maximize the use of the Red River. The new facility was completed in early 1995. The new

water treatment plant is capable of utilizing a larger percentage of water from the Red River to
provide high-quality drinking water for our customers. Moorhead's water supply plan reserved the

Aquifer as a resource to be used in the event of contamination of the Red River and for use as

water supply during a long-term drought.

Historically, Moorhead used 40 percent of groundwater for its water supply. Since 1995,

Moorhead has reduced the percentage of its water supply to 15 percent groundwater. The new

water treatment plant's technology allowed Moorhead to reduce its dependence on groundwater by

60 percent. The static water levels in the Aquifer have risen by 15 feet since construction of the

new water treatment plant. The static levels in the Aquifer have returned to 1950s level. Since

1995, Moorhead has reduced withdrawals from the Aquifer by a total of 5 billion gallons. This is

equivalent to almost two-thirds of the water that Moorhead will need to supplement the Red River

during a 1930s{ype drought. MPS is concerned that a 3O-foot deep diversion adjacent to the

Aquifer could deplete 15 feet of water, which would be most, if not all, of the water added during

the past 16 years.
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Aaron Snyder
July 20,2010
Page 3

Moorhead has invested millions of dollars to protect and reserve the Aquifer as a long-term
drought water supply. Moorhead cannot afford to risk lowering the Aquifer and reducing the
volume of water in storage by constructing a 30-foot deep diversion in close confluence with such

an important water supply. It will take many months to study the potential impacts that a diversion
channel would have on the water levels in the Aquifer. This study should take place before a

determination is made that the Minnesota flood diversion option is the one that should be used for
flood control. Aquifer water users should not be required to risk their water supply.

In closing, it is our desire that the ND35k plan remains the LPP and is the project that is selected
for flood control in the Fargo-Moorhead area, as well as ensuring that the Buffalo Aquifer is not
damaged by the diversion channel.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact MPS' Water Division Manager Troy Hall at
2L8.299.5471 or e-mail thall@mpsutility.com. Thank you.

Kerureth J. N
Moorhead Pu Moorhead Public Service Commission

/oh'rry
Kelli Poehls, Commissioner
Moorhead Public Service Commission Moorhead Public Service Commission

tf"r-.*L
Robert Swenson. Commissioner
Moorhead Public Service Commission

F:\A A A\Troy\US Corps of Engineers Diversion Comment Letter - 7 10.doc
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American Rivers * Coalition for Alternative Wastewater Treatment 

Clean Water Network * Colorado Watershed Assembly 

Corps Reform Network * Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy 

Minnesota Ornithologists' Union * National Wildlife Federation 
 

 

August 9, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Corps of Engineers Planner and Project Manager 
180 E. Fifth Street, Ste. 700 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
  
Re:  Comments on Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement on the Fargo-
Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Project on the Red River of the North.  
These comments are in addition to comments that organizations may be sending individually. 
 
Dear Mr. Snyder: 
 
The Corps of Engineers, in its efforts to identify and implement a solution to flooding of Fargo, 
ND and Moorhead, MN, has a tremendous opportunity that could change the very direction of 
water management in the Sheyenne and Red River Valley, and potentially catapult U.S. Water 
policy out of the 19th century and into the 21st century.  By departing from the traditional 
structural approach diversion canal favored in the draft EIS, and instead fully-evaluating and 
implementing a more modern restoration solution, such as the Waffle approach developed by the 
University of North Dakota’s Energy Environmental Research Center, the Corps of Engineers 
can solve the flooding issues in these communities at a fraction of the cost, while generating 
ancillary social, economic, environmental and public health benefits.   
 
Fargo, North Dakota and Moorhead, Minnesota have always been threatened by flooding from 
the Red River of the North. In the last two decades, however, floods have become more frequent 
and more severe because of a combination of a changing climate and the drainage of thousands 
of wetlands throughout the Red River Basin. The traditional approach of mitigating this flooding 
recommended in the draft EIS would ditch and move water off the land as fast as possible, only 
to create more problems down-stream.  The DEIS recommends building a 36-mile-long, 100 – 
300 ft. wide, $1.4 billion diversion canal around Fargo/Moorhead. 
 
The undersigned organizations have serious concerns about this currently-recommended 
approach because the diversion canal will change sedimentation in the 5 rivers it would cross, 
including the North Branch, Rush, Maple, Sheyenne and Wild Rice, adversely affect fish 
spawning and impact more than 200 acres of wetlands, while only providing an inadequate 
measure of flood protection for Fargo and Moorhead.  All other downstream cities and 
communities will not receive flood protection, and will likely see more flooding due to increased 
water flow from the diversion channel.   
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Rather than mitigating flooding through the construction of yet another traditional, structural 
approach, the undersigned organizations urge the Corps to fully analyze upper basin storage 
options, like the Waffle approach.  The plan is simple – the Waffle uses micro-basins or 
preexisting areas, such as depressed agricultural lands bordered by raised roads, for short-term 
water storage.  One square mile, one foot deep, would store more than 200 million gallons of 
water. The combination of the waffle concept and wetland restoration would provide a long -
term, environmentally beneficial flood protection plan.  This watershed approach would provide 
basin-wide flood protection, produce positive environmental benefits, recharge the aquifer, 
improve water quality, and create recreation opportunities. According to EERC 
(http://www.undeerc.org/waffle/), not only would such a system reduce the flood crests by as 
much as seven feet, it would also provide sustaining economic benefits to participating 
landowners, while also improving water quality and providing fish and wildlife habitat. Wetland 
restoration will provide important habitat for migratory birds, improve water quality, and 
increase recreational opportunities.   
 
We therefore urge the Corps, in a Supplemental Draft EIS, to:  
 

• Develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water 
management strategies; 
 

• Develop an alternative that evaluates the use of wetland restoration as a primary tool for 
flood management - this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, 
including restoring 100,000 acres and 250,000 acres; 
 

• Develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention 
strategies, such as the Waffle concept and the other watershed approaches, such as the 
Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.  

 
Supplementing the DEIS with this information is also required by the National Environmental 
Policy Act, which requires the Corps to adequately evaluate reasonable alternatives, which 
include the aforementioned and other non-structural and flood storage project alternatives.  See 
42 U.S.C. § 4332(C) and (E) (federal agencies must “study, develop, and describe appropriate 
alternatives to recommended courses of action in any proposal which involves conflicts 
concerning alternative uses of available resources”). 
 
This project, if designed properly, could be the pivotal point in a transition to a real watershed 
and integrated approach to our water resources challenges.  Getting this project right can make 
the way for other enlightened solutions to the nation’s water resource challenges that meet the 
classic triple bottom line of sustainability: social, economic and environmental performance. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Shana Udvardy 
Director, Flood Management Policy 
American Rivers 
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Natalie Roy 
Executive Director 
Clean Water Network 
 
Valerie Nelson 
Director 
Coalition for Alternative Wastewater Treatment 
 
Jeff Crane 
Executive Director 
Colorado Watershed Assembly 
 
George Sorvalis 
Coordinator 
Corps Reform Network 
 
Julia Olmstead 
Policy Analyst 
Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy 
 
Tom Bell 
Minnesota Ornithologists' Union 
 
David Conrad 
Senior Water Resources Specialist 
National Wildlife Federation 
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Maggied, Troy MVP

From: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 11:13 AM
To: Maggied, Troy MVP; Beauchamp, Francis  MVP
Subject: FW: Petition for FM Hydro Diversion Study
Attachments: FM Diverson Study Petition.pdf

Probably already have this. See attached.  
 
Aaron M. Snyder 
USACE Planner and Project Manager, PMP 
Chief, Project Management Branch (PM‐B) 
651‐290‐5489 
612‐518‐0355 (Cell) 
Aaron.M.Snyder@usace.army.mil 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Bill Noyes [mailto   
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 2:20 PM 
To: Evans, Craig O MVP; Snyder, Aaron M MVP 
Subject: Petition for FM Hydro Diversion Study 
 
Mr. Evans and Mr. Snyder; 
 
  
 
I am writing and attaching a letter requesting special consideration when performing the 
Fargo‐Moorhead Hydrology Test. 
 
We live in a neighborhood along the Red River located on the outskirts of Grand Forks which 
may be affected by any diversion. 
 
This neighborhood has a long history of being impacted the Red River Floods. 
 
Consequently, we are concerned if any projects would further increase the river elevations 
north of the diversion. 
 
  
 
Thank you in advance for your assistance in these matters. 
 
  
 
Bill 
 
  
 
William Noyes, MD 
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Guy Bateman
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:05:36 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Dr. Guy Bateman
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Richard Berg
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:05:35 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Berg
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Danielle Billington
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:35:32 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Billington
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Dean Borgeson
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:35:45 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Borgeson
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Alice Bowron
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:35:39 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Bowron

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 284USACE-MVP-0000088009

mailto:NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org
mailto:lupinsgalore@gmail.com
mailto:Aaron.M.Snyder@usace.army.mil


From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Leslie Brown
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:05:38 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslie Brown
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Kathleen Burek
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:35:36 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Burek
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Robyn Carmichael
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 4:35:25 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robyn Carmichael
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Melissa Cathcart
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:06:05 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Cathcart
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Cher Johnson
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:05:36 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cher Johnson
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Pamela Clinton
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06:22 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Clinton
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Richard Cunningham
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36:02 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Cunningham
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Susan Dzieweczynski
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:35:45 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Dzieweczynski
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Sue Eastling
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:05:41 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sue Eastling
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Erica Johnson
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:05:35 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erica Johnson
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of BRANDON Evans
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:35:42 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mr. BRANDON Evans
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of dwight fellman
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:05:38 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mr. dwight fellman
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Richard Fish 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Richard Fish 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Michael 
Gilgosch 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Michael Gilgosch 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Vincent 
Gormley 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Vincent Gormley 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ron Haglind 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Ron Haglind 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Nancy Hale 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Nancy Hale 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Nancy Hart 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Nancy Hart 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Cathleen 
Hauenstein 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Cathleen Hauenstein 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jon Hayenga 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Jon Hayenga 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of K Helms 
]

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. K Helms 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Fran Hormel 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Fran Hormel 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of serena howe 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss serena howe 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Rose Hughes 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:35 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Rose Hughes 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Caitilin F. 
Kane Caitilin F. Kane 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Caitilin F. Kane Caitilin F. Kane 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Dorothy 
Karlsen 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Dorothy Karlsen 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Lubes 
Khazanovich 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Lubes Khazanovich 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Margaret 
Klette 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Margaret Klette 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Karl Knutsen 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Karl Knutsen 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Randall 
Kroening 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Randall Kroening 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Laura 
Kroeten-Bue 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Laura Kroeten-Bue 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Lewis 
Kuhlman 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Lewis Kuhlman 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Brian Kummer 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Brian Kummer 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Louann 
Lanning 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Louann Lanning 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Elaine Leach 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Elaine Leach 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Janice Leafer 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Janice Leafer 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kathy Lee 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Kathy Lee 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Joan Leonard 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Joan Leonard 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jan LeVesque 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Jan LeVesque 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Crys Lundberg 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Crys Lundberg 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Hermine 
Lustig 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:35 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Hermine Lustig 

 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 325USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Lori Manning 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Lori Manning 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Elaine 
Matthew 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Elaine Matthew 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Noelle 
McCleaf 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss Noelle McCleaf 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Carol Mellom 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Carol Mellom 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Bill Merrill 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Bill Merrill 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Carol Mitchell 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Carol Mitchell 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Raechel 
Murphy 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Raechel Murphy 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 1:37 PM
To: Maggied, Troy MVP; Beauchamp, Francis  MVP
Subject: FW: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

FYI - See below.  
 
Aaron M. Snyder 
USACE Planner and Project Manager, PMP 
Chief, Project Management Branch (PM-B) 
651-290-5489 
612-518-0355 (Cell) 
Aaron.M.Snyder@usace.army.mil 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: National Wildlife Federation [mailto:NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] On Behalf Of Roger 
Nelson 
Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:36 PM 
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP 
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin 
 
 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
Let me say that I endorse the boiler plate message that follows.  I also have some personal observations. 
It appears that the Corps has had a poor reputation for decades in many circles...in that they are 
engineers and  ex army that do the bidding of politicians to expediently solve relatively, narrow, short-
term problems while failing to look at the big picture...thus not solving, or creating even greater, long 
term problems.  It's like, "We don't care.  The environment is not our problem"  Is there any hope?  We 
need a more comprehensive mandate for the Corps:  Restore wetlands and natural flood plains on the 
Mississippi/Missouri...not just keep building dikes higher.  Phase out channel and lock and dam 
maintenance that acommodates barge traffic so that we can get back the quite, deep and clear 
backwater areas we had prior to the 1950's...when everything was silted in by the sloshing caused by 
the "draw" of barge screws.  Its not a road, a sluice, or a storm drain...it's a river system, dammit!  
Divert flood water as you must, but while you're at it, why not also provide wildlife habitat, bring back 
some natural beauty, create green recreational opportunities, and help replenish aquifers. 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
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- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Roger Nelson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jan Olsen 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Jan Olsen 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Alan Pachter 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Alan Pachter 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Meghan Porter 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Meghan Porter 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jennifer 
Prettyman-Hall 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Jennifer Prettyman-Hall 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Karen Raccio 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Karen Raccio 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 339USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Marcia Reiter 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Marcia Reiter 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Margaret 
richardson 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Margaret richardson 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 341USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Juleen 
Schaefer 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Juleen Schaefer 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jennifer 
Schally 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Jennifer Schally 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of bradley 
schmidt 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. bradley schmidt 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of nan stevenson 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. nan stevenson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Edward 
Stewart 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Edward Stewart 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Theresa 
Terhark 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Theresa Terhark 

 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 347USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Melissa 
Thomason 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Melissa Thomason 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Cheryl Tregillis 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 8:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Cheryl Tregillis 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Martha Vest 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Martha Vest 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of John Viacrucis 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. John Viacrucis 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Judith 
Webster 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Judith Webster 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kay Westby 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Kay Westby 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of gina wiese 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 9:06 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. gina wiese 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Terry J. 
Williams 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:36 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Terry J. Williams 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Charles Wirth 

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:35 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Charles Wirth 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ann Galbraith 
Miller 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Ann Galbraith Miller 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Marisol Arita 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Marisol Arita 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Anthony 
Stanton 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:50 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Anthony Stanton 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Roger Aus 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Roger Aus 

 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 360USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Wanda 
Ballentine 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Wanda Ballentine 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Christine 
Barnes 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Christine Barnes 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jerry Bloomer 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Jerry Bloomer 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Elaine Born 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:26 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss Elaine Born 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ann K Brady 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Ann K Brady 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Craig Brown 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Craig Brown 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of George 
Burtness 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 6:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. George Burtness 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of scott cady 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. scott cady 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Bruce D 
Chambers 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop a natural alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Bruce D Chambers 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of gene 
christenson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. gene christenson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Joel 
Clasemann 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Joel Clasemann 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Carrie Nelson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:56 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Carrie Nelson 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ginamarie 
Colorio 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Ginamarie Colorio 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Pat Combs 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Pat Combs 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Beth Cook 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Beth Cook 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kathy Curtiss 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Kathy Curtiss 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Peggy 
Detmers 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Peggy Detmers 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Bob Douglas 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:50 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Bob Douglas 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kay Drache 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 12:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Kay Drache 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kari Dyrdahl 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Kari Dyrdahl 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 380USACE-MVP-0000088009



1
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Elisabeth 
Johnson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Elisabeth Johnson 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 381USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Eileen Levin 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 2:55 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Eileen Levin 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Shirley 
Espeland 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:26 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Shirley Espeland 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Shay Forstrom 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 1:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Shay Forstrom 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Sharon 
Fortunak 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Sharon Fortunak 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Mari Freeman 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 10:56 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Mari Freeman 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Cathy 
Gagliardi 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Cathy Gagliardi 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Michelle 
Gobely 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 10:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Michelle Gobely 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Cheryl Hagen 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Cheryl Hagen 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Cassandra 
Hager 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 12:55 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Cassandra Hager 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Mary Jo 
Hamann 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:50 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Mary Jo Hamann 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of David 
Hamburger 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 1:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. David Hamburger 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Lynn 
Hargreaves 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Lynn Hargreaves 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of DOUGLAS 
Harkins 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. DOUGLAS Harkins 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Janice Hayne 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Janice Hayne 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Brian 
Hemmelman 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Brian Hemmelman 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Warren High 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:56 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Warren High 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Richard Hjort 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 5:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Richard Hjort 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kristy Hovde 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Kristy Hovde 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Sherina Hume 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:56 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Sherina Hume 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Rollo Hysom 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Rollo Hysom 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Karen Ihli 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Karen Ihli 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jean Johnson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:50 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Jean Johnson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of SANDY 
KELLER 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. SANDY KELLER 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ann Kinney 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 2:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Ann Kinney 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Pamela Kjono 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Pamela Kjono 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Benjamin 
Krohling 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Benjamin Krohling 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kim Stanton 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Kim Stanton 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jennifer Lang 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Jennifer Lang 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Scott Mace 
[ssmace@earthlink.net]

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 2:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Scott Mace 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Dawn Mantei 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Dawn Mantei 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Harriet 
McCleary 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Harriet McCleary 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of MARY E 
MCGILLIGAN 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:26 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. MARY E MCGILLIGAN 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Cheryl 
McKiernan

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Cheryl McKiernan 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of tina miranda 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 3:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss tina miranda 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of shari 
mleczewski 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. shari mleczewski 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Martha Miller 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Martha Miller 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Sue Morem 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 2:55 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Sue Morem 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Karl Mueller 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 12:55 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Karl Mueller 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Adnan 
Mustafa 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 12:55 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Adnan Mustafa 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of David Nickel 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. David Nickel 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of carolyn 
novotnyreich 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. carolyn novotnyreich 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of William 
Nusbaum 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. William Nusbaum 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Chris Parker 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 10:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Chris Parker 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Susanna 
Patterson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Susanna Patterson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Melodie 
Paulsen 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Melodie Paulsen 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Betsy Perkins 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:26 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Betsy Perkins 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 427USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jeanne Piehl 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Jeanne Piehl 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Robin Poppe 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Robin Poppe 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Betsey Porter 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 10:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss Betsey Porter 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Barb and Phil 
Powell 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Barb and Phil Powell 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Linda Ritter 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Linda Ritter 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Roberta 
Nelson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:55 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Roberta Nelson 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 433USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Shawn Roed 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Shawn Roed 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Earl 
Rosenwinkel 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 1:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Earl Rosenwinkel 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of susan rowe 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 6:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. susan rowe 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Mike Sackman 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Mike Sackman 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ed Salter 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Ed Salter 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Jamie Scheffel 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Jamie Scheffel 
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From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of jim scheidt 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. jim scheidt 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Mollie 
Schierman 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Mollie Schierman 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Sarah 
Sederstrom 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 2:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Sarah Sederstrom 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Corinne Segal 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Corinne Segal 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of George 
Shanks 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. George Shanks 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Shaun Marie 
Levin 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Shaun Marie Levin 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Mary Smith 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 12:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Mary Smith 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of George 
Sorvalis 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 8:49 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. George Sorvalis 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Doug 
Stepanek 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Doug Stepanek 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Denise 
Sterling 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 6:25 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Denise Sterling 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Wayne E. 
Stiefvater 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Wayne E. Stiefvater 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Michael Tezla 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Michael Tezla 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Terry Johnson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:25 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Terry Johnson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Steven 
Usdansky 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Steven Usdansky 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Michele 
Vaillancourt 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 10:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Michele Vaillancourt 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Dawnielle 
Voegele 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss Dawnielle Voegele 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Sidney 
Wechsler 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:50 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Sidney Wechsler 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kimerly Wilcox 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 10:25 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin-wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Kimerly Wilcox 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Art Wilkinson 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Art Wilkinson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of pauline wolf 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 1:55 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. pauline wolf 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ellen Woodruff 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Ellen Woodruff 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ran Zirasri 

Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 11:55 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 4, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss Ran Zirasri 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of heidi lynn 
ahlstrand 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 10:57 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. heidi lynn ahlstrand 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Mary Ann 
Dailey 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 2:50 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Mary Ann Dailey 

 

 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 463USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Deb Ellis 
]

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 3:50 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Deb Ellis 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Robert 
Fitzgerald 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 9:20 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Robert Fitzgerald 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Gretchen 
Goodman 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 12:26 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin-wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Gretchen Goodman 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Rebecca Hall 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 1:57 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Rebecca Hall 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kirk Johnson 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 11:20 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Kirk Johnson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of clayton 
knoshaug 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 7:26 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. clayton knoshaug 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ed Kouba 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 10:20 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Ed Kouba 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Justin Maddox 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 1:27 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Justin Maddox 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of karen merrill 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 3:49 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. karen merrill 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Craig Olawsky 
]

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 2:49 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Craig Olawsky 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Rose Palm 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 1:27 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Rose Palm 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Judi Poulson 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 5:56 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Judi Poulson 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of carol schaaf 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 9:57 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. carol schaaf 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Debra Schmid 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 12:27 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Debra Schmid 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of maggie 
shermock 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 8:50 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. maggie shermock 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Kristi Tillery 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 8:26 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Kristi Tillery 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Josey Warren 

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 11:27 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Josey Warren 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Lynne Banta 

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 2:21 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 6, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Lynne Banta 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Deanna 
Jessup 

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 7:51 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 6, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Deanna Jessup 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Michael 
Merenda 

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 10:22 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 6, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Michael Merenda 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Gary 
Rehmann 

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 11:52 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 6, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Gary Rehmann 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Barbara 
Stamp 

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 2:51 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 6, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Barbara Stamp 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Janette 
Yaeger 

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2010 7:52 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 6, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Janette Yaeger 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Andrew Cook 

Sent: Saturday, August 07, 2010 1:54 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 7, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Andrew Cook 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Peter Glick 

Sent: Saturday, August 07, 2010 2:24 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 7, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Peter Glick 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Julie Nevill 

Sent: Saturday, August 07, 2010 12:22 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 7, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Julie Nevill 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Mitchel 
Pilipovic 

Sent: Saturday, August 07, 2010 4:54 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 7, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Mitchel Pilipovic 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of James Rickard 

Sent: Saturday, August 07, 2010 5:53 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 7, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. James Rickard 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Gerry Winter 

Sent: Saturday, August 07, 2010 12:52 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 7, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Gerry Winter 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Shary Bozied 

Sent: Sunday, August 08, 2010 2:26 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 8, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Shary Bozied 

 
 
 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 493USACE-MVP-0000088009



1

Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Heidi Conrad 

Sent: Sunday, August 08, 2010 7:26 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 8, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss Heidi Conrad 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Joline Gitis 

Sent: Monday, August 09, 2010 11:26 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 9, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Joline Gitis 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Stephanie Lof 

Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 5:58 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 10, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Miss Stephanie Lof 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Ingrid Roed 

Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 4:27 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 10, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Ingrid Roed 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Juliann Rule 

Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 11:57 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 10, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Juliann Rule 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of jeff stromgren 

Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 10:57 AM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 10, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. jeff stromgren 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of dave 
councilman 

Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2010 10:30 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 11, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. dave councilman 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Karin Cudd 
[

Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2010 7:30 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 11, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Karin Cudd 
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Diaz, Jessie  C MVP

From: National Wildlife Federation [NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] on behalf of Brenda Nelson 

Sent: Friday, August 13, 2010 1:28 PM
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin

 
Aug 13, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows 
around Fargo and Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge you 
to: 
 
- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage reduction and better water management 
strategies before committing more than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big Ditch"; 
 
- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood management 
- this evaluation should consider various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000 acres 
and 250,000 acres; and 
 
- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other water retention strategies, 
including the "Waffle"® proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy. 
 
Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive project, I urge you to fully 
address the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland 
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Brenda Nelson 
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Day Breitag
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 9:19:50 AM

Aug 4, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

Haven't we learned yet that channelizing and diversion is not always
the answer to flooding, and is more expensive in the long run?  Please
promote alternatives that utilize the natural flood-control values of
wetlands.  Specifically, I urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Day Breitag
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Steve & Lynn Carnes
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 7:19:46 AM

Aug 4, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

The best possible solution will be one that reestablishes the natural
ecosystem that was in place before we unbalanced it.  I truly
appreciate the need to abate the flooding, but I urge you to think
creatively to find ways to restore the balance to the benefit of all
the creatures that call this area home.

Thank you for caring.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve & Lynn Carnes
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Kyle R. Crocker
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 10:54:59 AM

Aug 4, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

Industrial agriculture in the upper midwest has already taken an
enormous toll on migratory birds.

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kyle  R. Crocker
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Sandy Dvorsky
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: NEEDED: an less destructive alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:35:41 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

The proposed $1.4 billion diversion channel to divert Red River flows
around Fargo and Moorhead would be terribly destructive to the
environment.  Please reconsider this proposal and evaluate less
expensive, longer-term solutions.

Please take the following actions:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally destructive
project would be a terrible mistake.  The potential for flood damage
reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems is high...and
deserves your full focus and priority.  Thank-you.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandy Dvorsky
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Diane Fortney
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19:29 AM

Aug 4, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

We know from experience that messing with mother nature by ditch
diversions has NOT worked.  Don't do it again!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Fortney
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Florence Gleason
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 3:57:57 PM

Aug 4, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

I know that the Corp has great expertise in digging ditches and
building dams.  I am sure you can also develop the expertise needed to
find better solutions to environmental problems.
The people of Minnesota would appreciate it.

Sincerely,

Ms. Florence Gleason
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Barbara Harvey
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:05:41 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Historically, past
risks of flooding were much lower than they are now until developers
and others, including the Army Corps of Engineers, began draining and
modifying this once-rich, wildlife-supporting area, eliminating much of
the wildlife habitat areas as well as increasing flooding risks due to
their destruction of the natural environment which once served to
protect the surrounding lands from floods. Your proposed "Big
Ditch" will only increase and exacerbate the problem even further,
by destroying even more wildlife support and naturally-occurring
grasslands and wetlands.

Specifically, I urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Harvey
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Lucy Knoll
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:19:53 AM

Aug 4, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

You to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion
channel to divert the Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead, by
evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge
you to:

1.  develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

-2. develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as
a primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

3. develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in this environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lucy Knoll
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Corinne Livesay
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:20:14 AM

Aug 4, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.  WE
MUST CONSIDER WILDLIFE AS IMPORTANT AS OURSELVES.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Corinne Livesay
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Linda Peck
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Saturday, August 07, 2010 1:24:37 PM

Aug 7, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

Now is the time to find alternatives to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel which will divert Red River flows around Fargo and
Moorhead, by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions.
Specifically, I urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Peck
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of LaNelle Schaffhauser
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Thursday, August 05, 2010 7:26:34 AM

Aug 5, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

Growing up in WestFargo, ND I have experienced flooding first hand and
understand the complications of finding a solution but building a
channel is one that has to many negative effects for everyone.

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Mrs. LaNelle Schaffhauser
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Roslyn Abramovitch Smith
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Thursday, August 05, 2010 10:26:58 AM

Aug 5, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

NOTE: I live in this area of concern and hope a positive solution can
be determined for both humans and all migratory birds!!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Roslyn Abramovitch Smith
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of patricia thomas
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Friday, August 06, 2010 10:51:39 AM

Aug 6, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, PLEASE fully address the potential for flood
damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of wetland
restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

You are in a position of power to affect good change. We can no longer
abuse our land and water. Please, please act in the right way. Thank
you for reading this and following your heart.

Sincerely,

Dr. patricia thomas
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Dolores Vinson
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Wednesday, August 11, 2010 3:59:41 PM

Aug 11, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

We have done this before remember and it caused terrible consequences I
urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion diversion
channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead, by
evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I urge
you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dolores Vinson
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From: National Wildlife Federation on behalf of Laurie Walters
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Subject: Please develop an alternative for flood control in the Red River basin
Date: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 6:05:37 PM

Aug 3, 2010

Aaron Snyder
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401
St. Paul, MN 551011638

Dear Snyder,

Please consider alternatives presented by the NWF.  The environment is
being destroyed in so many areas by accidents and events that are out
of our control.  In this case, it is possible to choose an
environmentally responsible option.

I urge you to find an alternative to the proposed $1.4 billion
diversion channel to divert Red River flows around Fargo and Moorhead,
by evaluating less expensive, longer-term solutions. Specifically, I
urge you to:

- develop an integrated, basin wide evaluation of flood damage
reduction and better water management strategies before committing more
than one billion dollars to the construction of "The Big
Ditch";

- develop an alternative that evaluates using wetland restoration as a
primary tool for flood management - this evaluation should consider
various levels of wetland restoration, including restoring 100,000
acres and 250,000 acres; and

- develop an alternative that combines wetland restoration with other
water retention strategies, including the "Waffle"®
proposal and the Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy.

Before investing huge amounts of money in an environmentally
destructive project, I urge you to fully address the potential for
flood damage reduction through strategic water storage in the form of
wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention systems.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Walters
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Maggied, Troy MVP

From: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 1:40 PM
To: Beauchamp, Francis  MVP; Maggied, Troy MVP
Subject: FW: The BIG DITCH is a bad idea for so many reasons

FYI ‐ See below.  
 
Aaron M. Snyder 
USACE Planner and Project Manager, PMP 
Chief, Project Management Branch (PM‐B) 
651‐290‐5489 
612‐518‐0355 (Cell) 
Aaron.M.Snyder@usace.army.mil 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: National Wildlife Federation [mailto:NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] On Behalf Of 
Carolyn C 
Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 5:36 PM 
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP 
Subject: The BIG DITCH is a bad idea for so many reasons 
 
 
Aug 3, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
Really? Have we learned nothing from the many environmental disasters of late, like KATRINA 
for example, on how important it is to preserve wetlands? 
 
Do we have to wreck the environment more for another stupid quick fix? 
 
Honestly, you need to come up with something better than this big ditch! 
 
Wetlands are a great tool for flood management. And what about the "Waffle" proposal?  The 
Red River Basin Commission Flow Reduction Strategy? 
 
The big ditch is such a poorly thought out solution. You can do better!!! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Carolyn C 
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Maggied, Troy MVP

From: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 1:25 PM
To: Beauchamp, Francis  MVP; Maggied, Troy MVP
Subject: FW: Flood control in the Red River basin

FYI ‐ See below.  
 
Aaron M. Snyder 
USACE Planner and Project Manager, PMP 
Chief, Project Management Branch (PM‐B) 
651‐290‐5489 
612‐518‐0355 (Cell) 
Aaron.M.Snyder@usace.army.mil 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: National Wildlife Federation [mailto:NationalWildlifeFederation@nwf.org] On Behalf Of 
Karen Erickstad 
Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 1:56 AM 
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP 
Subject: Flood control in the Red River basin 
 
 
Aug 5, 2010 
 
Aaron Snyder 
Branch, 190 Fifth Street East, Ste. 401 
St. Paul, MN 551011638 
 
Dear Snyder, 
 
As a North Dakota native, current Moorhead resident, and advocate of the environment and its 
wildlife I strongly urge you to find an alternative to the channel proposed for diverting the 
Red River around Fargo‐Moorhead. Please consider less expensive, longer‐term solutions that 
are less harmful to the natural landscape. Instead of spending more than one billion dollars 
to construct what is simple a gigantic ditch, I urge you to: 
 
‐ develop an integrated, basin‐wide evaluation of flood damage reduction 
 
‐ design better water management strategies 
 
‐ develop an alternative plan that utilizes wetland restoration as a primary tool for flood 
management **This would be a "win‐win" 
solution it would control flooding and restore precious wetlands that have been lost due to 
development along the Red River** 
 
Rather than investing vast sums of money in an environmentally destructive project that will 
destroy the natural landscape and thereby the natural habitats of a variety of plant and 
animal species, please evaluate the potential for flood damage reduction through strategic 
water storage in the form of wetland restoration, waffling, and other water retention 
systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Miss Karen Erickstad 
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Maggied, Troy MVP

From: Snyder, Aaron M MVP
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 1:22 PM
To: Maggied, Troy MVP; Beauchamp, Francis  MVP
Subject: FW: North Dakota Diversion Project

FYI ‐ See below.  
 
Aaron M. Snyder 
USACE Planner and Project Manager, PMP 
Chief, Project Management Branch (PM‐B) 
651‐290‐5489 
612‐518‐0355 (Cell) 
Aaron.M.Snyder@usace.army.mil 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Glen Libbrecht    
Sent: Thursday, August 05, 2010 12:00 PM 
To: Snyder, Aaron M MVP 
Subject: North Dakota Diversion Project 
 
As a landowner and farmer of rural West Fargo, I am very concerned about the proposed Red 
River diversion project.  Some of my concerns include the overall project cost and cost 
overrun, local effects in my local farm community, economic cost to local governments and 
local business due to loss of revenue, and a lack of willingness to explore other options 
fully.  First let me begin with a concern that is on everyone’s mind; the cost.   
 
  
 
It seems local city leaders want a North Dakota diversion at considerable more cost than a 
Minnesota diversion or any other alternatives.  Many of these costs are associated with 
complicated issues that are full of unknowns.  The North Dakota diversion has more rivers to 
cross and more environmental issues than a Minnesota diversion.  These environmental issues 
include fish migration and shifting soil.  If a Minnesota diversion will provide protection 
at much less cost for the community, why choose a North Dakota diversion?  Why should the 
people of Fargo and Moorhead pay more to get the same level of protection?  The larger 
proposed Minnesota diversion that the US Army Corps of Engineers favors is cheaper and will 
provide a better cost/benefit ratio for Fargo/Moorhead.  Having attended several meetings, I 
have seen the budget numbers changed to favor a North Dakota diversion.  Is the US Army Corps 
trying to please local officials who want a North Dakota diversion?  I know Minnesota 
landowners and rural residents don’t want this project on their side either.  However, 
Minnesota residents are not already burdened by a different diversion project. 
 
  
 
I have had experience with a diversion project since the early 1990’s.  I am still seeing the 
affects it has on my land more than a decade later.  The Sheyenne diversion, when full, has 
caused water to pond in the spring on land I farm, delaying planting and drowning crops 
during high rainfall events in the summer.  In addition to delayed planting, water standing 
on fields takes a toll on nutrients such as nitrogen, causing loss in fertility.  These 
fields have to be replenished with fertilizer to bring them back to previous levels.  Last 
year several of my neighbors were not able to get a crop planted in multiple wet fields due 
to water standing on land because it was unable to drain into the Sheyenne diversion.  His 
land never flooded prior to the Sheyenne diversion project.  There are no guarantees that the 
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proposed diversion project will mitigate any of these problems or not make any of them worse. 
It is easy to say that the water levels outside the diversion won’t get any higher, and then 
amend that statement down the road.  This diversion project will adversely affect more than 
just me or my neighbors.  The negative effects of a North Dakota diversion will extend beyond 
my local farming community to the local city and government communities as well.   
 
  
 
I am concerned that the US Army Corps of Engineers has not taken into consideration all of 
the negative economic factors and has focused too much energy on trying to come up with 
economic benefits.  Depreciation of land values outside any diversion project is a concern 
for landowners.  It should also be a concern for local governments.  Area townships and 
county revenues will be reduced significantly due to the loss of thousands of taxable acres.  
Local communities will also lose business revenue due to the loss of farm income on those 
thousands of acres.  This affects banks, retailers, seed companies, car and equipment 
dealerships and many others local businesses.  This effect will be a permanent loss year 
after year, as compared to the few days every few years that businesses have to close their 
doors due to flood concerns.  There are other alternatives possible that should be explored 
to help mitigate these negative consequences.  
 
  
 
Local leaders should spend more time looking at other options for the FM area’s flood 
protection.  Instead of taking more than 5,000 acres of irreplaceable farmland for a 
diversion, Fargo can continue to build flood walls and/or levees through town as they are 
doing now.  Relocating residents and businesses that have built too close to the river is 
wiser than taking our valuable farmland, which cannot be picked up and moved elsewhere.  
Grand Forks’ model is a successful solution at a fraction of the cost.  Also, retention of 
water upstream of Fargo has been talked about as was dry dams on the Red River tributaries.  
Why have local officials deemed these unacceptable?  It seems to me like the local city 
leaders have rushed to set in stone that a diversion is their only option with total 
disregard for anyone else’s property or livelihoods.  Some members of the local commissions 
don’t like the idea of flood walls or levees through Fargo because their backyard views of 
the river would be spoiled.  Do you think we want to look at a mound of dirt either?  There 
are other options out there that could help everyone and should include more than just 
Fargo/Moorhead.  
 
  
 
After voicing my concerns about the proposed North Dakota diversion, I hope you can see my 
point of view and take time to truly consider some of the concerns I have.  There are other 
better options for the FM area’s flood protection.  A North Dakota diversion of the Red River 
is not the right choice. 
  
‐‐ 
Glen Libbrecht 
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100601_Kathy Sullivan – While a permanent solution is the best option its important to inform the 
public of the many products on the market that can help them now. We have sold our WIPP Flood 
Barriers (www.wippsystem.com) to some residents already and have a GSA contract in place as well 
 
100603_Michelle McGowan – Dear Mr. Snyder, I am writing in hopes that you will have some time to 
meet with me. I am a Fargo resident and a college graduate that has survived through many 
overwhelming water situations in this area. I have created a power point presentation as well have done 
extension research on the possibilities of the water solution. Please feel free to email me or call me at 
your earliest convenience, I am the Secretary/Treasurer of my district and am also very concerned about 
the issue. Thank you for your time; as I look forward to hearing from you Sincerely, Michelle M  
 
100610_Matt Chambers – It is distracting that most of the maps are at slightly different scales and 
positions. Maps are useful for making side-by-side comparisons (or back and forth in a PDF). Similar 
maps could have easily been aligned and scaled appropriately to make study and analysis of the PDF 
easier. 
 
100611_Scott Beaton – Why do you now list wildlife habitat, and wetlands development as one of the 
goals of the diversion project, along with recreation and repairing the riparian habitat along different 
rivers? This has nothing to do with flood control and looks like a way to buff up your plan to help make 
your case better for congress. 
 
100706_Tom and Rachelle Schmitz - We are looking into possibly buying a property in Christine, ND. 
The address is 17035 58th St SE. We want to know if any new diverson plans will affect that area as far 
as flooding, dike structures, etc. 
 
100707_Jeffrey R. Davis (BIA) – I have no comments to add to the Draft Feasibility Report and 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Flood Risk Management 
project. 
 
100709_James Jacobson – Question- Do the 10yr, 50yr and 100yr flood areas as delineated on Figs 37, 
39 and 41 include a similar yr type flood event also occurring at the same time on the MN Wild Rice, 
Buffalo and other tributaries of the Red River? I would like a copy of this subject feasibility study for the 
Fargo/Moorhead Diversion. Thank you. 
 
100723_Ron Gotteberg – As a resident of Halstad, MN I would like to express my concerns of what 
effects the currently planned Fargo/Moorhead Red River Diversion will have on our communities. 
Additional protection and in writing agreements have to be in place with the downstream communities 
prior to any approval of a diversion. ? I could give us up to seventeen (17) inches of additional water 
during peak flooding events. ? It will increasing the flow of the Red River during what would have been 
moderate flooding and will now causes major flooding problems. ? Highway 75 will be closed sooner and 
possibly longer with increased levels of water causing more damage to the roadway. When Highway 75 
is closed, transportation of goods and services is impaired, school need to be closed, fire and medical 
services are limited. ? County and township roads will flood more often, causing increased damages with 
increased costs to repair. Rural roadways that have never flooded before will now become impassable 
during events. ? The current levy system in Halstad will need additional improvements. We would be 
looking at increasing the height of highway 75 at the north and south entrances of town. We would 
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need additional pumping on our north levy. We would need to look at increasing the height of the levy 
and placing a hard surface on the top for safety. ? The rural areas would lose population with buyouts 
and with the frustration of fighting water year after year. This has a rippling effect to all business and 
residents of Halstad and Halstad Township. ? Property values will decrease. We are already noticing 
home sales are difficult with just the planning stage of the diversion receiving so much press. Property 
taxes will more than likely be increased to offset additional costs of flood protection. ? Talk of a 
greenway in the valley will decrease the tax base of the area. ? Retention projects that have been talked 
about will be very difficult to complete with having property owners unwilling to hold additional water, 
with all the rules and regulations necessary for such projects, and with wildlife organizations fighting 
such projects. As planned these projects will be a 50/50 cost share which means we spend more local 
dollars with no gain in reducing current levels, just money spent to offset increased levels of the 
diversion project 
 
100723_Terry Guttormson – A rushed project will yield a poor product. I agree; Fargo needs flood 
protection. But so does the downstream communities. There are downstream areas that are being 
studied today, that most likely will not have an impact statement to even review before the deadline for 
open comment closes August 9, 2010. Retention, detention, gated storage, timed releases to lower peak 
flows, flow reduction models that are now available, flood walls and levies were not given anywhere 
near the same attention the big flush diversion has been given.  
This diversion project is wrong for all the right reasons. When the diversion is built and in operation, 
water will hit the downstream schools, towns, townships, farms, farmsteads, farmers, and business at a 
time when they are already fighting high water. It will come earlier and stay longer, contrary to the 
modeling, which in this case does not transfer from the lab to the field. Citizens in the downstream area 
in their rural homes as well as entire towns will be cut off of emergency egress and emergency vehicles 
such as fire and ambulance travel will be impossible lending to high risk of human life.   

There are alternatives to the diversion.  None have been studied to the extent the diversion has been 
studied. If the same amount of money was spent on basin wide retention, the entire basin could benefit, 
including Fargo. Unlike the narrow scope of flood fighting remedy the Fargo diversion offers, a basin 
wide retention solution could be taxed on millions of acres and thousand more homes. There is a 20% 
main stem flow reduction study which in this case means 20% flow reduction on the Red River. To get to 
that level of reduction, the tributaries have to average approximately 35% flow reduction which not only 
Fargo Moorhead huge benefits, but also all the towns up and down the river from the Fargo Moorhead 
are, including the cities of Grand Forks, ND and East Grand Forks, MN. The author of the above 
mentioned flow reduction study stated that the 20% flow reduction could be pushed to as much as 30% 
t0 50%. Those benefits to the entire basin would be huge. Not just Fargo, but the entire basin would 
benefit.  

Also, Fargo has in the works, plans to get water from out west, piped in from as far as the Missouri River 
for water needs for future growth. Why not set up a two part plan. Retain the water, not get rid of it 
forever with a multibillion dollar diversion. Then recharge aquifers with the retained water. Also, isn’t 
there room for power generation from these dams that would be needed for retention? Shouldn't we 
explore all the above options, take our time to build a multi faceted plan to save our entire basin, save 
water for future growth, and possible generate some green power as well as spend less federal dollars? 
A rushed project will yield a poor product. Hendrum, MN 
 
100723_Ron Gotteberg –Below is a resolution passed by the Halstad City Council. CITY OF HALSTAD 
RESOLUTION NO.07-19-2009 WHEREAS, The United States Army Corps of Engineers, (USACE) has 
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proposed constructing flood water diversion channels around the cities of Fargo, North Dakota and 
Moorhead Minnesota. WHEREAS, The proposed diversion channel re-deposits the floodwater back into 
the Red River in northern Clay County of Minnesota or Northern Cass County of North Dakota. 
WHEREAS, The City of Halstad is situated directly north and downstream from the point at which the 
proposed diversion channels reenter the Red River. WHEREAS, The proposed flood diversion channels 
will change the flow regime of the Red River during flood events and is estimated to cause an adverse 
impact of as much as seventeen inches of additional crest elevation to the City of Halstad. WHEREAS, 
Increased flood crest of the magnitude envisioned by the USACE will adversely impact, roads, bridges, 
utilities, farms, personal property, commerce and public safety to those downstream of the proposed 
diversion. WHEREAS, A change in flow regime that results in adverse impacts to the residents of the City 
of Halstad and others situated downstream from the proposed diversion projects is not acceptable. 
NOW THEREFORE, The Halstad City Council Members do hereby go on record of opposing the 
Fargo/Moorhead diversion project as it is now proposed.   
 
100724_Paul Baukol – I am against the Fargo Moorhead Diversion Plan. I live in Hendrum, MN and this 
diversion will have a substantial negative impact on me, my town and all of the other affected 
communities downstream of the diversion. The plan has no requirement to mitigate increased crests 
downstream. The only remaining work or efforts defined in the plan for downstream areas is that more 
will be done to "Quantify downstream impacts.”  The study of downstream impacts is also incomplete at 
this stage. Downstream effects have only been projected to Halstad, MN. The reason for this is that the 
study has been hastily performed with new data. My concerns regarding current projected increases are 
that they are incomplete and quite possibly wrong due to the fact that this project has been pushed 
through to its current stage on incomplete analysis that has not had proper time for review. In my view, 
this is an incomplete plan that is being pushed forward without full consideration of how it will affect 
other communities, families and businesses. Flood protection for Fargo Moorhead should not come at 
the expense of downstream communities. At its best the Fargo Moorhead Diversion will be a hardship 
that downstream communities will have to bear, at its worst it will be the end of those communities. 

 
100726_Troy Hall – I have a letter in electronic PDF form signed by my utility commission. Since this site 
does not appear to allow upload of electronic files, I will email it directly to Mr. Aaron Snyder. Our 
comments are regarding the potential impacts of a Minnesota diversion option on the Buffalo Aquifer in 
Clay County. 
 
100726_Ollen Church – I am Superintendent of the Norman County West Schools. Our school district 
has students that live south of Georgetown all the way north to Neilsville. The flooding issue gets to be 
an annual event for our school district. The Moorhead/Fargo Diversion, the way it is currently proposed, 
will only get the water to us quicker. With the water from the Wild Rice and the Marsh Rivers joining the 
water from the Red, we are going to end up being the retention area that is so badly needed. You add 
the fact that with the increased water we will get, more of our roads will be under water, and make our 
job of getting our kids to school, that much more difficult. We are not opposed to the Moorhead/Fargo 
Diversion, as long as some type of retention is in place. 
 
100728_Bob Pickle – I attended our recent Halstad Township Board meeting (Norman County) where a 
resolution was voted opposing the diversion as it is now planned. I support that resolution. Plans should 
be laid before the diversion goes forward to ensure that water levels are not increased downstream.  I 
am interested in knowing whether potential water from the flooding at Devils Lake has been taken into 
account at all in the plans for a diversion around Fargo, or whether only more typical sources of water in 
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the Red River have been taken into account. The main body of the Draft Feasibility Report and 
Environmental Impact Statement makes no mention of water from Devils Lake. 
 
100728_Wayne M. Hoglund – All the talk of the proposed Fargo Diversion ditch is very upsetting to me 
and my family. If this Fargo Diversion gets built I will have to give up part of two quarters of land that 
has been in the family for a long time. I do not feel it is right to have to sell it by the acre to make the 
land inside of the diversion saleable by the square foot. The Fargo Diversion will also take about 300 
acres of land that I rent. My income from that land totally disappears forever. My day to day operations 
are going to also be negatively affected. Moving large farm machinery around this big ditch and having 
to cross long bridges to get where my cut up fields are located, will be costly and dangerous. I am told 
that drainage on the west side will not be negatively affected. This is the same thing people on the west 
side of the Sheyenne Diversion were told, yet after 17 years they still are having big problems. The 
downstream effects of the Fargo Diversion also are concerning me. If the people of Fargo were told that 
they could have up to two more feet of water coming at them without any solid plans to deal with the 
extra water, how anxious would Fargo be to go along with that project? I believe that is just plain 
morally wrong! It is my hope that people that have been supporting this Fargo Diversion would slow 
down and look at the negative effects and find solutions before we spend almost one and a half billion 
dollars on this project. It is my view that water retention, along with dikes and levees similar to the 
Grand Forks flood project, would be much less expensive and affect less people, except maybe people 
that made the poor decision to build in flood prone areas. Sincerely, Wayne M. Hoglund Landowner 
 
100803_Tom Linnertz – Fargo, as any other community, must be responsible for the results of its 
actions. The plans being proposed indicate they will cause what I perceive as severe consequences for 
people and communities downstream. It is only reasonable and ethical to expect that as a part of this 
action Fargo will be held responsible monetarily for flood protection of those who will be harmed by the 
actions of Fargo and the Corps. A real and legal means to do this must be a part of this plan. It must be 
action not promises. Personally I will benefit from the ND diversion, I am in favor of the same; but [I'm 
not in favor] if proper just & fair compensation and protection for those outside the diversion is not a 
REAL part of the plan. Passing the problem to those downstream is not a solution. 
 
100804_Anonymous – As a farmer that farms land just west of the proposed diversion as well as 
farming five quarters of land where the diversion will dump its water near Georgetown, I will be affected 
in many ways. The proposed route indicates it will incorporate into the design, legal drain 13. I complete 
oppose the taking of a drain that benefits a large agricultural watershed. Drain 31 has been in place for 
over 100 year that was paid for by tax assessments from farmers and landowners. To blatantly take the 
drain and use it for other purposes other than the initial intended purpose causes much uncertainty of 
water dynamics. No study of the entire watershed affects of using drain 13 has been presented to the 
public. Access will be diminished greatly by the building of the proposed Fargo Diversion. Bridges will be 
long and very difficult to transport our agricultural equipment across without the inevitable traffic jam 
half way across. We will lose a lot of rural access by dead end road and our rural township, already 
poorly maintained by few taxpayer dollars, will lose more tax base. Rural businesses in and around the 
path of the diversion, will lose access during the building of it and certainly suffer economic impact. We 
constantly see this with road construction projects. Agricultural land that will have the diversion water 
dumped on it will take longer to drain in any event that allows water to flow thru the proposed 
diversion. This land will flood. The area where the diversion will dump already has many legal drains that 
run through it and terminate at the Red River. In farming lost planting time causes yield losses. Flooding 
events occurring after planting cause crops to die. Farmers use crop insurance to ease their risk with 
regard to natural events, but in this case, if farm land that is repeatedly flooded and loss claims made 
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over several years, it is entirely possible that Federal Crop Insurance may deem the land uninsurable and 
not allow the farmer to purchase crop insurance. Should this happen, the value of the land will diminish 
even more. Federal Crop loss claims do occur frequently there now. In this scenario it is as possible to 
have the land uninsurable to happen as a 500 year flood. Downstream communities will be affected 
greatly. A newly released report (August 3) indicates it. Now the public comment period should be 
extended even longer due to the impact much further downstream. The proposed Fargo Diversion is a 
big mistake. 
 
100804_Kevin Reitmeier – I own and live on a small farmstead along the red river just a few miles north 
of the climax area. My property ends in the red river on the west side and is separated from the highway 
on the east by a small creek that is also a shortcut for the Red River during higher water levels. During 
the past few years the flooding has been a serious concern, in the flood of 2009 my wife and I even 
sandbagged to ensure the safety of our home. I feel lucky to say that the river crested a few feet away 
from our sandbag dike. I must state that I am very much in favor of the FM area having a flood 
protection system, but I am very concerned with the well-being of my own home and fear that the 
implementation of certain proposed plans may change my home from a relatively flood safe category to 
a most likely in danger of flooding category. I wonder if this does become the case will there be a 
process in place for homeowners in my situation to have flood protection made for them as well? My 
fear is that people in my situation will be forgotten when calculating the expenses of this diversion 
project. 
 
100805_Anonymous – The public comment period should be extended until the full impact statements 
are released. 
 
100805_Glen Libbrecht – As a landowner and farmer of rural West Fargo, I am very concerned about 
the proposed Red River diversion project. Some of my concerns include the overall project cost and cost 
overrun, local effects in my local farm community, economic cost to local governments and local 
business due to loss of revenue, and a lack of willingness to explore other options fully. First let me 
begin with a concern that is on everyone’s mind; the cost. It seems local city leaders want a North 
Dakota diversion at considerable more cost than a Minnesota diversion or any other alternatives. Many 
of these costs are associated with complicated issues that are full of unknowns. The North Dakota 
diversion has more rivers to cross and more environmental issues than a Minnesota diversion. These 
environmental issues include fish migration and shifting soil. If a Minnesota diversion will provide 
protection at much less cost for the community, why choose a North Dakota diversion? Why should the 
people of Fargo and Moorhead pay more to get the same level of protection? The larger proposed 
Minnesota diversion that the US Army Corps of Engineers favors is cheaper and will provide a better 
cost/benefit ratio for Fargo/Moorhead. Having attended several meetings, I have seen the budget 
numbers changed to favor a North Dakota diversion. Is the US Army Corps trying to please local officials 
who want a North Dakota diversion? I know Minnesota landowners and rural residents don’t want this 
project on their side either. However, Minnesota residents are not already burdened by a different 
diversion project. I have had experience with a diversion project since the early 1990’s. I am still seeing 
the affects it has on my land more than a decade later. The Sheyenne diversion, when full, has caused 
water to pond in the spring on land I farm, delaying planting and drowning crops during high rainfall 
events in the summer. In addition to delayed planting, water standing on fields takes a toll on nutrients 
such as nitrogen, causing loss in fertility. These fields have to be replenished with fertilizer to bring them 
back to previous levels. Last year several of my neighbors were not able to get a crop planted in multiple 
wet fields due to water standing on land because it was unable to drain into the Sheyenne diversion. His 
land never flooded prior to the Sheyenne diversion project. There are no guarantees that the proposed 
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diversion project will mitigate any of these problems or not make any of them worse. It is easy to say 
that the water levels outside the diversion won’t get any higher, and then amend that statement down 
the road. This diversion project will adversely affect more than just me or my neighbors. The negative 
effects of a North Dakota diversion will extend beyond my local farming community to the local city and 
government communities as well. I am concerned that the US Army Corps of Engineers has not taken 
into consideration all of the negative economic factors and has focused too much energy on trying to 
come up with economic benefits. Depreciation of land values outside any diversion project is a concern 
for landowners. It should also be a concern for local governments. Area townships and county revenues 
will be reduced significantly due to the loss of thousands of taxable acres. Local communities will also 
lose business revenue due to the loss of farm income on those thousands of acres. This affects banks, 
retailers, seed companies, car and equipment dealerships and many others local businesses. This effect 
will be a permanent loss year after year, as compared to the few days every few years that businesses 
have to close their doors due to flood concerns. There are other alternatives possible that should be 
explored to help mitigate these negative consequences. Local leaders should spend more time looking 
at other options for the FM area’s flood protection. Instead of taking more than 5,000 acres of 
irreplaceable farmland for a diversion, Fargo can continue to build flood walls and/or levees through 
town as they are doing now. Relocating residents and businesses that have built too close to the river is 
wiser than taking our valuable farmland, which cannot be picked up and moved elsewhere. Grand Forks’ 
model is a successful solution at a fraction of the cost. Also, retention of water upstream of Fargo has 
been talked about as was dry dams on the Red River tributaries. Why have local officials deemed these 
unacceptable? It seems to me like the local city leaders have rushed to set in stone that a diversion is 
their only option with total disregard for anyone else’s property or livelihoods. Some members of the 
local commissions don’t like the idea of flood walls or levees through Fargo because their backyard 
views of the river would be spoiled. Do you think we want to look at a mound of dirt either? There are 
other options out there that could help everyone and should include more than just Fargo/Moorhead. 
After voicing my concerns about the proposed North Dakota diversion, I hope you can see my point of 
view and take time to truly consider some of the concerns I have. There are other better options for the 
FM area’s flood protection. A North Dakota diversion of the Red River is not the right choice 
   
100806_Kelli Poehls, PA Coordinator for COC Fargo-Moorhead – Please accept the following comment 
from the Chamber of Commerce of Fargo Moorhead, in support of the flood control project currently 
under review. The Chamber of Commerce of Fargo Moorhead supports building a 35K CFS diversion 
project that maximizes state and federal funding. The Chamber supports including mitigations of 
downstream impact, where an how cost-effective and feasible. The Chamber of Commerce of Fargo 
Moorhead is a bi-state, regional federation of nearly 1,900 private, public and non-profit sectors. Our 
mission is unifying and advancing business and community interests in our region. Kelli Poehls Public 
Affairs Coordinator Fargo Moorhead Chamber of Commerce 218.359.0511 (p) | 218.233.1200 (f)   
 
100806_Grand Forks County Commission – Diane Knauf, Commission Chair 151 S. 4th St. P.O. Box 5294 
Grand Forks, ND 58206 Phone Number: (701) 787-5671 Fax:(701) 780-8212 E-mail: 
dknauf@gra.midco.net To Whom It May Concern: This letter is written to you on behalf of the Grand 
Forks County Commission. On August 6, 2010 a motion was passed requesting the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers (USACE) to consider the following comments on the Fargo-Moorhead Flood Diversion 
proposal. The County Commission acknowledges and supports the need for the Fargo-Moorhead 
metropolitan area to protect itself from Red River flooding events. However, the comment timeline is 
preventing us from receiving all of the information necessary to form a position on mitigation for 
downstream impacts. Grand Forks County is requesting spatial GIS data showing the impacts of the 
increased crest predictions for the 100 year flood event in Grand Forks County. Specifically, a product 
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we could compare to FEMA’s digital Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). This would enable us to analyze 
potential impacts in more detail rather than only having information at gauging station locations. We 
would also like you to comment on how the increased crest numbers would affect the newly adopted 
FIRM map. Without this information we are unable to comment on mitigation for downstream impacts 
and are unable to inform the citizens of Grand Forks County how the proposed diversion would affect 
rural residences, agricultural property, and County infrastructure. Flood protection is critical for the 
entire Red River Valley. In turn, one project should not have disproportional negative impacts on others 
downstream. Significant private and public funding has been spent in Grand Forks County for flood 
protection. We only wish to protect our past investment and maintain our current level of protection. 
The Grand Forks County Commission is respectfully requesting the above information to analyze the real 
downstream impacts of a diversion, inform the residents of our County, and then provide our final input 
to the USACE. Thank you for your time and consideration. Sincerely, Diane Knauf Grand Forks County 
Commission Chair   
 
100806_Lane Magnuson - Grand Forks County County Commision Diane Knauf, Commission Chair 151 S. 
4th St. P.O. Box 5294 Grand Forks, ND 58206 Phone Number: (701) 787-5671 Fax:(701) 780-8212 E-mail: 
dknauf@gra.midco.net To Whom It May Concern: This letter is written to you on behalf of the Grand 
Forks County Commission. On August 6, 2010 a motion was passed requesting the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers (USACE) to consider the following comments on the Fargo-Moorhead Flood Diversion 
proposal. The County Commission acknowledges and supports the need for the Fargo-Moorhead 
metropolitan area to protect itself from Red River flooding events. However, the comment timeline is 
preventing us from receiving all of the information necessary to form a position on mitigation for 
downstream impacts. Grand Forks County is requesting spatial GIS data showing the impacts of the 
increased crest predictions for the 100 year flood event in Grand Forks County. Specifically, a product 
we could compare to FEMA?s digital Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). This would enable us to analyze 
potential impacts in more detail rather than only having information at gauging station locations. We 
would also like you to comment on how the increased crest numbers would affect the newly adopted 
FIRM map. Without this information we are unable to comment on mitigation for downstream impacts 
and are unable to inform the citizens of Grand Forks County how the proposed diversion would affect 
rural residences, agricultural property, and County infrastructure. Flood protection is critical for the 
entire Red River Valley. In turn, one project should not have disproportional negative impacts on others 
downstream. Significant private and public funding has been spent in Grand Forks County for flood 
protection. We only wish to protect our past investment and maintain our current level of protection. 
The Grand Forks County Commission is respectfully requesting the above information to analyze the real 
downstream impacts of a diversion, inform the resident?s of our County, and then provide our final 
input to the USACE. Thank you for your time and consideration. Sincerely, Diane Knauf Grand Forks 
County Commission Chair   
 
100807_Nancy Yon – To whom it may concern, I understand that comments need to be given to the 
Army Corps by Monday August 6, 2010. With the little information that has been provided thus far with 
respect to what impact the diversion will have, it is hard to know how to respond. What I do know is 
that my home is located ? of a mile North of the Thompson bridge, right on the red river, in Grand Forks 
County. My husband and I live there with our three young boys, ages 7, 6, and 3. We love our home and 
have enjoyed raising our children in the Thompson community. When I hear that the diversion could 
increase water levels by 20 inches, it is hard not to be fearful of what would happen to our home. I 
object to the diversion without being provided further information and I object to the very short period 
of time we have been given to respond with comments. We should be able to provide an educated 
opinion, based on all information. It makes me wonder: why the rush? Please contact me if you have any 
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questions about my comments above. My number at work is 780-8281. Yours sincerely, Nancy Yon 
Grand Forks County Assistant State’s Attorney Grand Forks County resident   
 
100806_Richard Betting – NEPA Review From what I have read recently about downstream impacts 
from the Red River Diversion project around Fargo/Moorhead individuals and cities will have to deal 
with from seven inches to more than a foot and a half of water more than they would have before the 
diversion project. My question is has the Corps taken into consideration the water that will be added by 
what is being added to the Sheyenne River from Devils Lake? Right now the Devils Lake outlet is 
pumping at 250 cfs and plans to for up to seven months per year, April to November. Some have 
suggested operating the outlet year around. In addition to the current outlet, the North Dakota 
congressional delegation is planning to add more water to the Sheyenne from Devils Lake, either 
through the East End Outlet or more from the West End Outlet. Some have suggested as much as 1000 
cfs from the West. Another question concerns water quality, of course. The water in Devils Lake will 
degrade the Sheyenne River and water from Stump Lake will be even worse. How will water of that 
quality affect downstream residents, owners and users? If the Devils Lake water were not enough, has 
the Corps taken into consideration the addition of water through the Sheyenne bringing water from the 
Missouri to supply the Red River Valley Water Supply Project? Of course, that should only run when 
there is a drought, but what if the Red River Valley is dry and Devils Lake is still wet? Then what? How 
can such a project be considered without taking into consideration these possible additions?  
 
100807_William & Mary Lisburg – The proposed route of the diversion will directly and adversely 
impact our farming operation and home. Two thirds of the land that we farm under the proposed route 
will be taken. Since the land the diversion is projected to go through is rented, we would not receive any 
compensation for this loss. It would put us out of business. The remaining land will be on the wrong side 
of the diversion. The result will be a loss in value of the property. It is possible we might not even be 
able to sell it if need be. Not only will it affect our present way of life but also our retirement years. It 
would destroy our township roads and bridges so our access route to town would be difficult and 
lengthy. It would be a hardship especially in the case of fire or other emergency. We just put in a ring 
dike around our farm home because of flooding brought on by the West Fargo diversion. We are 
concerned that our ring dike will not be adequate because of the proposed Fargo diversion. When the 
West Fargo diversion went in they said there would not be any over flow, but there have been times it 
has. We were never compensated for our loss of crops, i.e. income. We can’t get any answers on how 
high the water will be on the west side of the proposed diversion so we are very concerned with the 
over flow impact. This diversion is being rushed through. The total impact is not known and has caused 
us emotional distress and anxiety before it has even begun. 
 
100807_Anonymous – I am opposed to the diversion route to the west Side of West Fargo. The West 
Fargo Diversion has been a absolute success, I have the Sheyenne River in my backyard. 1. I am 
concerned about the impact on the WF diversion and the levels of the Sheyenne River such a diversion 
intercepting would have. 2. Increasing the flow will undoubtedly impact our neighbors to the north. 
Solutions: 1. Control the release of water into the Wild Rice and Red River by means of gates in their 
tributaries which collect the runoff. 2. Possibly look at diverting the Wild Rice into the Sheyenne 
downstream (west of I29). Restrict the flow into the Red River. 
 
100807_Warren Strandell – This project is being pushed way too fast... and too hard. Downstream from 
Fargo-Moorhead shouldn't become the NEXT big flood problem. A question: Why is the Fargo-
Moorhead project being designed for a 500-year flood when the Grand Forks-East Grand Forks flood 
protection system was designed for a 300-year flood? As a Polk County Commissioner I know that you 
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don't put a 48-inch culvert in the upper reaches of a ditch and a 30-inch culvert downstream. This 
rationale makes no sense to me. 
 
100807_Paul. F. Biggs – I'm a 73 year old long time resident (35yrs.) residing at 6850 Woodcrest Rd. 
Grand Forks. My home stayed completely dry in the flood of 97. I had approximately 6 inches of water 
to go before filling the lower level. According to what's forecast for a future level at Thompson my home 
would have been filled to the upper floors joists. I find that's unconscionable on the part of the Core of 
Engineers or the city of Fargo to pass that water volume downstream in order to save their own butts 
and or property. It should be held where it falls and released in a controlled manner as far a possible. 
Dikes and controlled release yes. Diversion No!   
 
100807_Karl Langseth – The proposed Fargo diversion project is, by the Army Corps Of Engineers St. 
Paul office statement, the biggest project that office has ever attempted. I would venture to guess that 
it is also the least planned, least studied, and most quickly pushed through project in the entire ACOE 
history. DOWNSTREAM IMPACTS; Downstream impacts have, at public meetings, been said to be 
negligible. I cannot see where, by the Corps numbers, a 24.7" rise in water depth during a 10 year flood 
event is a negligible issue downstream from the diversion. The lives, livelihoods, and property values of 
numerous towns and farmers and their farmsteads is put at substantial risk with that kind of increase. I 
have seen nothing of the study that the Corps said was to be done on what additional depths would 
constitute a taking. Has that been done? The original impact study stopped at Halstad, MN. On Aug. 4, 
2010 the new study about impacts further north was released. During a 50 year event a 29.4" rise in 
Climax, MN; 20.9" rise in Thompson, ND; as of yet unknown effects to Grand Forks, ND. How much rise 
in depth does it take for the Corps to say that this project is causing harm? Is the Corps willing to 
potentially put one of their $400 million projects just completed within Grand Forks and East Grand 
Forks for flood protection, in jeopardy to get this project pushed through? RURAL INFRASTRUCTURE; 
Nowhere in the feasibility study do I see rural infrastructure concerns addressed. Adding frequency and 
depth of water to the rural road system downstream and west could be catastrophic. In the cover letter 
to the feasibility study it is mentioned that in 2009 there were over 1000 damage sites to township 
roads in Cass County. I would agree with that. The township in which I reside had 36 of them. Not 1 of 
these sites would have been inside of and protected by this project. I fear that we would have had a 
greater number of sites in my township if this had been in place. Does the infrastructure outside of 
Fargo count for nothing and not deserve a study to determine affects upon it? Emergency travel within 
all affected townships whether be it from roads dead ending at the diversion, or roads flooded because 
of additional water being pushed on them will be adversely affected. PRESERVATION OF LAND AND 
HERITAGE FARMS; Property forcibly taken to construct this project will destroy farms and farm sites that 
have taken generations to build. The project will take over 6500 acres. People forced to sell will be paid 
basically the price established between a willing buyer and willing seller. The problem is most of these 
people will not be willing sellers and will have to buy land back to replace what was taken. Farm land is 
not like a house, there are always local houses for sale. In my search of the 3 largest local land brokering 
companies, the local newspapers, and the internet, as of 7-28-10 I can find under 1500 acres for sale in 
all of Cass County. This project will have the affect of artificially raising the value of any future sales 
substantially. That is a simple supply- demand equation. I would dare say it will be impossible for these 
people to make themselves whole again. There is no way for someone who loses a farm site that has 
been in the family for over 100 years to ever make themselves whole. ANNUAL NEGATIVE ECONOMIC 
IMPACTS; Negative economic impacts will occur from this project every year whether it ever sees a drop 
of protective water or not. Taking 6500 acres which will not need seed, fertilizer, chemical or machines 
to work upon them combined with the potential yearly profit upon those acres it is very easy to come up 
with a $20 million negative impact every year. Add that to a possible $5million negative for affected 
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downstream acres that suffer loss due to late planting or not planting because of additional waters 
being forced upon them. It becomes very easily foreseen a $25 million negative yearly impact. This will 
be borne basically by small rural towns and businesses. ADDITIONAL CONCERNS; West side drainage into 
the diversion has not been studied since the soils were found to be unstable and the depth of the 
project was altered to be 3 - 5 feet shallower than originally planned. The area cannot afford to have this 
project negatively affect West side drainage into it or take over legal established drains (Drain 13) that 
have been built and maintained by assessments on farmland to control drainage in defined watershed 
areas. It is unacceptable to have this drain taken over and potentially become non functional for its 
original purpose. West side drainage into the channel needs to be assured. With the soils in the area, if 
you dig a hole in this country it fills with water. A study of what impact a 30' deep, 36 mile long hole dug 
into the ground will have on the subsoil moisture and potential aquifer depletions is needed. 
 
100808_Del Schnabel – Given the same drop in elevation, one would think the deeper the water, the 
faster the flow. The faster the flow, the more erosion to roads, fields, dikes, etc. Simply expressing 
downstream impact in how many additional inches of water is not telling the whole story. You may build 
a protective dike high enough, but can it withstand the additional pressure and erosion? Downstream 
impact should also report the additional potential of ice damage due to the crest coming higher and 
sooner than it would be without the diversion. It is logical to assume the sooner you get the crest, the 
more ice will be present and consequently the more ice damage will occur. Due to the above, it is logical 
to assume that damage to infrastructure - roads, power lines, phone and data cables, bridges, etc. - 
would be far more extensive than the expression of additional inches is telling us. The ever-changing 
downstream impact reports of the Fargo diversion are woefully inadequate and misleading. Are these 
assumptions correct? Please provide us with information pertaining to the above downstream impact 
concerns. 
 
100808_Harold Brattland – The EIS may seem complete for the area of the diversion, however the 
effects of the project are to be literally projected to the remainder of the Red River channel,and the 
farms, the townships, the counties, the cities, and the economies of those areas including real estate tax 
bases. In effect, this EIS is ignoring the value and impacts to the region along the Red River north of the 
diversion construction. I grew up on the Red River between Perley and Hendrum, MN, and still am part 
owner of lands that was settled by my Great Grandfather. They endured the 1897 flood directly, but 
with changes to drainage in the basin over the last thirty years all three farmsteads along the river have 
been abandoned. The future holds little possibility of being able to once again placing a resident 
household on our land. Further, it would be foolish trying to have animals using grazing land next to the 
river that sustained my ancestors enterprise. And now we are told that the diversion will make floods 
worse by another foot or two feet!! Items of concern: 1- The design criterion for an engineering project 
of this scope must include a do-no-further-harm policy. I am also an old engineer that can-not 
understand engineers designing a flood project that MAKES FLOODS WORSE FOR EVERYONE 
DOWNSTREAM EXCEPT A FEW IN THE FARGO-MOORHEAD FLOOD PLAIN! THE DESIGN MUST BE 
CHANGED SO THAT DOWN STREAM EFFECTS ARE NEUTRAL TO DOWNSTREAM AREAS. 2- The inclusion 
of downstream effects in the design is needed to obtain the accurate total cost of this endeavor. A 
systems approach to the whole Red River Basin is needed otherwise one project will be followed by a 
series of additional projects to correct damage county by county, city by city, township by township, 
farmstead by farmstead, to the Canada border. 3- The total economic damage done by increased 
flooding is not included in the EIS. It seems that the idea is that it is only farm land and what could 
possibly hurt to have little water for a few days. In reality, there is considerable damage because it is 
sometimes weeks instead of days where the region is held hostage, roads are closed, working people 
are prevented from working, time-sensitive work can not be done, land is damaged with debris in 
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addition to erosion of vital rich topsoil which is a cost rarely included in the impact statement. In 
conclusion, there is much that is good and factual included in the EIS, however, without an accounting of 
the real impacts to the downstream effects on land and infrastructure, it must be rejected and sent back 
for expansion and rework. 
 
100808_Anonymous – If my neighbor and I were both fighting a tremendous flood, and I alleviate some 
of my problems by digging a ditch from my property to his making his situation worse, two things will 
happen. First the sheriff will come to see me and then he would probably sue me for additional 
damages. It is not legal and not morally right to harm some people to help others. A diversion does not 
solve a flooding problem, it just moves it. The recent downstream impact numbers that were released 
proves severe damages and additional hardship for all of who liove north of Fargo-Moorhead. Will the 
impact eventually prove to threaten what Grand Forks / EGF has accomplished to lessen their flooding 
problems? Nothing should move forward until the impact all the way to Winnipeg is done and concrete 
plans are in place to totally mitigate any and all downstream impacts. Fargo-Moorhead is important to 
this region and needs long term flood protection. But my home and family are as equally important in 
my eyes. 
 
100808_Russel & Marilyn Nelson – The diversion will harm our property. We live 2 1/2 miles south of 
the Thompson Bridge. In the 1997 flood we had water 8 feet deep in our barn. In 2009 the water was 4 
feet deep in the barn. In 2010 the water came within an inch of covering the floor. We are VERY 
concerned about the impact of the Fargo/Moorhead diversion. 
 
100808_Keith Monson – To Whom it may concern, My name is Keith Monson. My wife Jann and I live 
three quarters of a mile west of Harwood, ND along the Sheyenne river on Cass County 17. WE LIVE 
INSIDE THE PROPOSED NEW DIVERSION and we are against this diversion project. The reason we are 
against it is because of the many unanswered questions. 1. How can you possibly mitigate the amount of 
water that the new Corp numbers say will be put on the downstream residents all the way to Grand 
Forks, and maybe beyond, who knows? 2. How can 6500 hundred acres of farm land be replaced to the 
farmers and at what cost and where will this land be found. 3. How can you justify taking 6500 hundred 
acres out of the tax base. 4. Who is and at what cost is going to maintain the project forever including 
the 800-1000 foot bridges (only on county roads). In our opinion this entire project is being rammed 
thru at a much too fast pace mainly for political reasons. We do not feel that this area can ever be flood 
proof. Face it, we live in the bottom of a big lake. We think that protecting the city to a safe level can be 
done with a retaining structures and much less expensive retention projects. I don’t think the people of 
Fargo understand the horrible scar that this project will put on the landscape forever. 
 
100808_Kevin Heidn – I hope this not too late, I am also sending to international water institute. Why I 
am opposed to the proposed Fargo Diversion. It will take away the place where my son learned how to 
hunt. He shot his first deer there, I was so proud. This is special place to wildlife deer, fox, coyotes, 
pheasants and all sorts of small animals a special place. The Native Americans must have thought this 
was a special place for all the artifacts we have found over the years until we realized we should just 
leave them were they were left. We've kept the fact of all the artifacts secret because we didn't want 
people out there looking around, but now we can't anymore. If this project goes through my son will 
never have the opportunity to show his children this special place. How can you put a value on this, how 
can you replace this? When you farm you learn to love and respect the land. All land has unique 
features; these things can never be replaced. The loose of land will greatly affect our farming operation; 
this will take away approximately 25 % of the land Our Family owns. How would you feel if someone 
would take away 25 % of you and your families earning potential for generations? Our operation will be 
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changed forever. Fargo has flooded for years and the city has never been lost. They put up dikes and 
keep the city safe and then take the dikes down. Why not leave the dikes up? Where is the common 
sense in that? Where are the numbers from your study showing dikes won't work? Or don't you want 
them to work? You talk about green space along the proposed channel. Why not keep the green space 
along the river where it belongs? You know that a river is the lowest part of a drainage system, there 
shouldn't be houses there. Where are your numbers showing the loss of income to all the farmers along 
the proposed path, forever? The loss to the seed dealer, the elevator, the machinery dealer, the 
furniture store, the car dealer, etc. when farmers have a good year, everybody has a good year. Do your 
numbers show the loss of tens of millions of dollars every year! We have a moral objection to taking 
one’s own problem and passing it on to someone else. Example the Sheyenne Diversion! The poor 
people living on the north end (downstream) will suffer as a result of this. If this project has so much 
merit why not add downstream flood mitigation to it? Is funding going to be there to finish the project 
or will it be another Garrison Diversion? I believe a basin wide solution is needed and should be 
considered before a 36 mile long scare on the face of the earth is constructed . Kevin Heiden, a general 
partner Heiden Family LLLP 2809 Sheyenne St West Fargo ND 58078   
 
100809_David Gust – I am deeply concerned about the proposed Fargo Diversion. There seems to be a 
rush forward without thorough review. Comment period is being cut off August 9th and the design is not 
final, the route is not final, and all of the effects downstream have not been calculated. There seems to 
be political pressure to get this project funded before Senator Byron Dorgan leaves office. This is not 
going through the Corp of Engineer's normal procedures. The result is a lack of concrete information 
about all aspects of the diversion. The Corp claims 195 million in yearly benefits yet I can't find where 
Fargo has spent 195 million total to fight floods. The Corp claims 13.8 million in yearly recreation benefit 
yet it doesn't calculate economic loss of taking 6500 acres of prime Red River Valley farmland out of 
production. The Metro Flood Study Work Group claims they are "concerned" about downstream 
impacts. They claim 50 million dollars will mitigate all impacts. Representative Colin Peterson of 
Minnesota says it will take 500 million to a billion dollars to counter the impacts of the Fargo diversion. 
None of these proposed solutions have even started the study phase. There is no funding in place and 
no guarantee projects could be completed before the diversion goes into operation. Impacts of up to 
two feet should be considered a "taking". Yet this term seems to be subjective and the USACE seems to 
be interpreting data to benefit the project. This project is moving forward at a break neck speed simply 
for political expediency. This does not properly serve our region or our country. Therefore I respectfully 
submit my opposition to the Fargo Diversion project. David Gust 3724 26th St NW 
 
100809_Anonymous – More impact studies need to be done to determine the TOTAL downstream 
impact from the F-M Diversion. Downstream impacts need to be mitigated befor proceeding with the 
project. Climax residents were told, in April and May, that the impact of the diversion would be in the 
areas of 3", but recent news releases put that number at almost 2.5 feet. Are the recent projections 
correct? The Sand Hill River in Climax is also impacted by a large ditch that brings water in from the east, 
and backwater from the Red River, compounding our flooding. This project needs to SLOW down and 
the timeline for public comment advertised better and extended. 
 
100809_Steve Jacobson – July 27,2010 US Army Corps of Engineers Headquarters St. Paul District 190 
Fifth Street East St. Paul, MN 55101-1638 Subject: Farmland erosion issues as related to flooding of the 
Red River of the North. Sheet erosion of agricultural land has become a common occurrence in the Red 
River basin as a result of flooding. Sheet erosion removes the top several inches of top soil and 
redeposits it downstream This has resulted in adverse impacts of reduced crop production capacity, lost 
revenue to landowners and growers, and thereby reducing the economic vitality of communities. The 
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proposed Fargo Moorhead diversion is estimated to cause as much as seventeen inches of additional 
flood crest elevations in areas downstream of the proposed diversion. I assume this additional crest 
elevation, due to the Fargo-Moorhead diversion, will exacerbate the sheet erosion problem and it's 
associated costs. I ask that the USACE determine and quantify the costs of increased flood crest 
elevations due to the proposed FM diversion, in regard to farmland sheet erosion. This should be done 
at various crest elevations, before and after the proposed diversion, at locations downstream of the 
proposed diversion. Farmland sheet erosion, as a consequence of flooding, has been overlooked by 
many. This issue may be the the largest, in terms of cost to communities and our environment, impact 
of the proposed FM diversion. I look forward to your reply. Steve Jacobson 1437 Co Hwy. 4 Mendrum, 
Mn 56550 CC: MN State and Federal elected officials MN DNR MN Pollution Control MN Center for 
Environmental Advocacy Red River Basin Commission Red River Watershed Management Dist. 
 
100809_Nicholas Snavely – Due to the recent findings of additional downstream impacts caused by the 
proposed ditch diversion around the Fargo-Moorhead area, it is imperative that the money that was 
proposed to be used for a ditch diversion around these towns instead be used to restore drained 
wetlands in neighboring ditched and drained tiled farm fields within the Red River watershed, as well as 
utilizing managed drainage systems in existing tile lines during the peak flooding season. This would 
provide the additional benefit of much needed wildlife habitat in the area and a true solution to the 
problem of excess water flow from upland areas surrounding the area that once had a much greater 
water storage capacity before ditching and tile lines were installed in agricultural fields, thus preventing 
the flash flooding we currently see today. Ditch diversions should be eliminated as valid alternatives, as 
they will likely result in pushing flooding and negative economic impacts downstream. The Wetland 
Restoration Alternative within the Red River watershed would have the least ecological impacts when 
compared to the MN 35K or ND 35K Diversion Channel Alternatives. This EIS should consider the 
Wetland Restoration Alternative as a valid alternative and reject diversion ditching as valid alternatives. 
Work towards restoring the over 95 percent of lost wetlands in the area should be a main alternative to 
installing a diversion ditch around these towns. This would meet the purpose and need of reducing flood 
risk, flood damages and flood protection costs related to the flooding in the Fargo-Moorhead 
Metropolitan Area. As stated in the EIS, ?The Red River basin lies within the Prairie Pothole Region, 
which has been dramatically affected by drainage and tillage predominantly related to this region’s 
urban development and agriculture-based economy. According to the 1997 Minnesota Wetlands 
Conservation Plan, over 95 percent of the native wetlands in the Minnesota portion of the Fargo-
Moorhead and upstream sub-basin have been lost. The North Dakota portion of the study area has also 
experienced a similar amount of lost wetlands. The resulting habitat loss has caused a dramatic decline 
in wetland-dependent wildlife populations. Because the Red River basin lies within a major waterfowl 
and shorebird migration route, the loss of permanent and seasonal wetlands has had a measurable 
adverse impact on migratory success.? ?Wetland restoration provides flood storage, improves water 
quality, and increases wildlife and recreation opportunities.? Wetland impacts in the EIS should be 
based on all wetlands that historically existed in the area, not on just those existing today. As previous 
ditch diversions and river dredging projects done by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in the past have 
shown us, it is in our best economic and environmental interest to restore wetlands that once existed in 
a watershed to deal with long term flooding issues, not installing ditch diversions. 
 
100809_Two Rivers Watershed District - August 5, 2010 Aaron Snyder U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Project Manager 180 East 5th Street, Suite 700 St. Paul, MN 55101 Dear Sir: The Two Rivers Watershed 
District is a local unit of government authorized under Minnesota Statute 103D, with jurisdiction in 
Kittson, Roseau, and Marshall Counties in northwestern Minnesota. Powers of watershed districts under 
this statute include projects involving flood control, water quality, and water quantity. The Two Rivers 
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Watershed District was established in 1958 and to date has constructed several flood control projects. 
As an agency involved with flood control and potentially affected by the proposed Fargo Moorhead 
diversion, we appreciate the opportunity to provide comment on the Draft Feasibility Report and 
Environmental Impact Statement. We respectfully offer the following comments: 1. Significant stage 
increases at several downstream locations as far north as Halstad have been identified. However, 
numerous locations further downstream to the north of Halstad most certainly will also be impacted. 
The extent of downstream impacts needs to be quantified all the way to the location on the river where 
there will be no impacts or where impacts will be negligible. Only when this is done can there be a 
quantification of the cost versus benefits of the plan. 2. Because downstream areas will have higher 
stages after the project is constructed, we believe that water retention areas need to be constructed as 
a part of the project in order to mitigate the increased stages downstream. In other words, it is not 
acceptable to simply transfer the water that is now stored in the Fargo Moorhead floodplain to areas 
downstream, thereby increasing the flooding that occurs in downstream areas. The project that is 
constructed should have no significant impact to downstream or upstream areas. This is a basic water 
management guideline. The impacts of the project must be mitigated. 3. Project alternatives should be 
addressed. These can include projects such as impoundments, wetland restorations, or other upstream 
storage projects. Other types of project alternatives to consider could involve flood barriers alone or in 
combination with the diversion. Upstream storage options not only will help prevent flooding in the 
Fargo Moorhead area, it will reduce the size and cost of the proposed diversion, and could possibly 
provide other opportunities such as water supply in times of drought. 4. Impacts to public infrastructure 
such as roads and bridges needs to be quantified. In addition, impacts to agricultural and private lands 
also should be quantified. 5. The deadline to provide comments as we understand it is August 9, 2010. 
We do not feel that this is enough time for all agencies and members of the public to review the 280 
page document and its appendices, digest the information contained within it, and provide well 
educated comments. We respectfully request that the time line to provide comments be extended. In 
summary, the Two Rivers Watershed District supports a diversion project only if the project includes 
mitigation for the negative impacts it surely will impose on others. This mitigation should include flood 
storage and impoundment options, or some combination of structural measures that collectively 
mitigate the transfer of flood damages to others. Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment. 
Sincerely, Dan Money District Administrator   
 
100809_Anonymous – The proposed Fargo Diversion will remove many acres of fertile Red River Valley 
farm land. The intended path of this proposed diversion needs to be studied more as farmers are always 
uncovering Native American artifacts. This area of land was considered important to native people for 
hundreds of years. Thousands of acres of historical land containing information of past cultures will be 
lost for the proposed diversion. 
 
100809_Tom Beaton – We are affected by your proposed diversion by loosing our farmstead It consists 
of our house, a heated shop, 2 large storage buildings, 2 grain bins, and another smaller storage shed. 
We also have a 7 row shelter belt, plus an additional 2 rows of Colorado spruce and Norway pines as a 
secondary tree planting. How do we or you plan to put a market value on the place that we do all of our 
farming operation out of? I'm 61 yrs. old and don't want to start a new building site to keep our 
operation going. There are no other farmsteads to buy in our area. How far do we plan to have to move? 
We will also loose the township road to the east to a main paved road. NOW WE ARE 5 MINUTES FROM 
A FIRE STATION, AFTER THAT IT WOULD BE 20 MINUTES. We would affected greatly. We would also 
loose 450 acres of rented farmland to the diversion. That would mean about a 20% lose of our income. 
That would be a significent amount to loose each year to pay our bills. Why can't Fargo put up flood 
walls like the city of Grand Forks did? They have about 10-15 feet more water going through their city 
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than Fargo does and have no problem with them Fargo is spending $24 million this year for projects that 
protect them to 44 ft. why spend $1.4 billion for a diversion that takes about 7000 acres of farmland 
from us farmers. That equeates to millions of lost income to area farmers. Alot of that money is spent in 
Fargo for our neccesities. To sum this upWE DO NOT WANT THE FARGO DIVERSION TO COME OUT TO 
THE RURAL AREA. iT IS NOT OUR PROBLEM OUT HERE. kEEP IT IN FARGO!!!!!!!!! 
 
100809_Dale Rust – Flood control is what it is called but the Fargo diversion does not solve anything. It 
makes it worse. Fargo has the problem and to solve it they want to push it somewhere else and make it 
a bigger problem. First of all the project is way to big. The nation, Minnesota, North Dakota and the 
people in Cass county can not affort a project this size. This will be a unknown expense for eternity. 
Projects this size normally takes years to plan but this one for some reason has to to be done before we 
even know what it will cost. 1.5 billion is a number were are told. I would like to see a itemized list of 
where this number came from. Who is going to pay for all the roads that will be washed out. Who is 
going to pay me for my economic engine that will be affected? Who is going to pay for my lost crops? 
They also want to tie into Drain 13. We have been paying for this drain for years and now Fargo is just 
going to take it. Who is going to pay for all the bridges when they need to be replaced. I would guess this 
would be the landowners. This project is way to big. It benefits the people who knew when they built 
their homes that they were in flood plane. "Love your neighbors as you love yourself," Do unto others as 
you would like them to do to you". I am having a hard time living by this fundamental law of the Bible 
when my neighbor doesn't care about me. 
 
100809_Allen Grasser-Grand Forks City Engineer – The City of Grand Forks offers the following 
comments for the EIS: ?? Grand Forks supports flood protection as a vital part of community life in the 
Red River Valley, including the timely completion of a project that helps to provide necessary security 
for the residents of the Fargo-Moorhead area. ?? The latest analysis of the F-M Area Flood Protection 
Project by the Corps of Engineers indicates downstream impacts to the limits of the study area that is 
the Thompson Station. ?? Although not defined at this time, it is likely that stage increases will occur at 
the Grand Forks Station. ?? The local, state and federal governments have over 400 million dollars 
invested in the Grand Forks/East Grand Forks flood project that needs to be protected and maintained. 
Currently the City of Grand Forks has a flood protection system that provides flood protection to 
approximately a 210-year frequency event. The City desires to maintain this 210-year frequency level of 
protection. ?? Identified downstream impacts need to be clarified and the appropriate mitigation be 
INCLUDED as part of the project and project development. ?? Downstream studies in the Grand Forks 
area should discuss the impacts of changes in the timing of the crest on the Red River. It should identify 
how those may relate to the Red Lake River crest and identify if there are increased risks for concurrent 
crests. Analysis should also be made regarding expected ice conditions and impacts with an accelerated 
crest. ?? A specific study needs to be initiated for the Grand Forks/East Grand Forks flood protection 
system to identify how best to maintain or increase the current level of protection. The study should 
include basin-wide storage, levee raises, and diversion alternatives. 
 
100809_John Schmalenberg – We believe that Moorhead and Fargo need flood protection. The City of 
East Grand Forks and Grand Forks have just completed their Corp projects resulting from the 
devastation that occurred in 1997, so we are not insensitive to the community needs. However, we 
were always told, that any stage increase on the 100 year flood greater than six inches needed to be 
mitigated. There has been, as far as I know, no mitigation plans initiated for any of the downstream 
cities and the downstream stage increases have not all been modeled. I believe that the comment 
period should at least be left open until additional downstream modeling has been completed. 
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100809_Dennis J. Novacek – I am writing in opposition of the proposed Red River diversion project. I 
manage an agricultural based Cooperative with locactions in Harwood, west Fargo and Kindred North 
Daktoa. Over the last ten years our Cooprative has invested more than 16 million dollars in brick and 
mortar assets to gear up our faclities to handle grains, fertilizer, seed and herbicides in an efficient 
manor that puts this cooperative in a position to pay the best price possiable for producers grain 
production and offer the most competitive price on crop inputs. These investments were made, and our 
business model is structured, based on the number of acres farmed within our trade territory. The 
proposed diversion is slated to reduce the amount of agricultural land available for production, in the 
heart of our trade territiory, by some 6,500 acres. This reduction of critical acres would be very 
devastating to our Coopetatives ability to continue to offer competitive prices on grain production and 
Ag supplies. The proposed diversion would also split areas of land, resulting in addtitional expeses to 
traveltime and man hours for our spreaders and sprayers to get from one side of the diversion to the 
other. Based off 6,500 acres being taken out of production, I can project that our annual sales of farm 
inputs would be reduced by more than a million dollars. Our bushel handle of grain would drop by over 
600,000 bushels per year. If you take into consideration the amount of land that would be covered with 
water for an extended time frame on the unprotected side of the diversion, one could estimate the 
amount of land taken out of production for any given year to be three to four times the 6,500 acres 
consumed by the channel itself. It is rather easy to calculate the negative economic devastation that the 
proposed diversion would have on our Coopertive and the investments made to provide a competitive 
market for grain production and sales of goods and services to our producers. But there are many other 
businesses that would be also negatively affected by these productive acres being taken out of 
production as well. There have been millions of dollars spent and more allocated to be spent on 
property buy outs along the Red River. I would think the responsible thing to do would be to follow 
through with those dollars invested in flood control and control the water at the river with flood walls as 
have been erected in Grand Forks. Respectfully; Dennis J Novacek General Manager Dakota Ag 
Cooperative 
 
100809_Stuart Johnson – I am writing to you in regards to the Fargo Diversion which will have a 
devastating impact to me and my family members. I have not had one good night sleep since learning of 
this plan which means my family hasn't either. We learned it will sacrifice almost everything that our 
family and four generations have worked for. Two farms completely gone and another under water and 
80% of the land totally changed, millions of adult trees uprooted, wetlands carefully preserved over four 
generations will be wiped out, mature habitat for hundreds of different wildlife species completely 
removed, Indian relic searching ground never to be explored again and needless to say some of the best 
farmland in the world never to produce for the hungry again. With the world growing at an estimated 85 
million mouths to feed every year we should be studying ways to utilize this water to increase food 
production instead of flooding our neighbors on the wrong side of the diversion taking even more land 
out of production. We have never farmed land more than two miles away in our lives - can you 
guarantee this to continue? Hundreds of extra hours per year spent on roads around the diversion 
costing tens of thousands of dollars in productivity and machinery costs per year - who pays for this? I 
have a relationship with this land that cannot be duplicated anywhere else with any amount of time or 
money spent. Our livelihood will be completely turned upside down as well as our piece of mind. One of 
my biggest concerns is what will happen to the aquifers. Clean drinking water is the most priceless asset 
we have. With my water table so close to ground level we could pollute our ground waters forever. Who 
would start a project of this magnitude without a long-term study on the effects of clean water which 
will have more of an effect on the population growth than a diversion with so many hidden costs. The 
rule of unintended consequences will forever change this area of the country. No young farm family will 
ever be able to compete and start their dream of land ownership, the great American dream I might 
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add, because a handful of landowners inside the diversion will trade for all the land up and down the 
valley for generations to come. This cannot be allowed to happen. 
 
100809_Phil Gerla – Downstream effects of the diversion plan are critical and involve hundreds of 
homes and other structures, along with thousands of acres of farmland. The EIS was submitted 
incomplete because some of these most important data were not available until the end of July. I, and 
no one else, have had sufficient time to review and check the work before the end of the comment 
period. The comment period, therefore needs to be reopened and extended. 2. The EIS does not 
address problems with the current local, state, and federal regulations related to land drainage in the 
Red River basin. To keep up with our current wet cycle and to mitigate local flooding, ditches continue 
to be cleaned and improved at a rapid pace. Small culverts are being replaced by large culverts, 
regardless of downstream consequences. New ditches above Fargo continue to be proposed and 
installed. For example, a nine-mile drainage ditch through the Sheyenne sand hills is proposed as a way 
to mitigate a high water table in McLeod, North Dakota (population 28). Excavation on this ditch has 
begun. How will this, along with literally tens of thousands of other cleanouts, field scrapes, and other 
new ditches affect the model results and performance of the diversion? More importantly, how will 
downstream locations be influenced by continued expansion of drainage in the mid- to upper parts of 
the watershed, when combined with the diversion? 3. Recently, the conveyance of water from the 
Devils Lake basin was increased five-fold to 250 cfs. This is a small amount, but has the prediction of an 
increasingly elevated Devils Lake been included in the model and assessment? This possible continued 
rise in lake level will effectively decrease the storage in Ashtabula Reservoir, thereby increasing the 
height of the downstream flood peak. What happens downstream if Devils Lake continues to rise as it 
has for the last 15 years and the natural outlet is re-established? 4. Even a simple task such as carefully 
sizing culverts throughout the Red River basin above Fargo could help meter water and control the 
downstream flood peak. Has this been explored and investigated? Have the culverts even been 
mapped? Future conditions that consider drainage regulation and climate variability MUST be included 
in the model assumptions and results. Obviously, we cannot see into the future, but the uncertainty of 
the diversion performance and downstream effects must be reported before a risk assessment can be 
completed. In conclusion, the EIS as it stands is not acceptable. It was hastily written and incomplete 
when submitted for public comment. Phil Gerla, PhD Associate Professor of Geology and Geological 
Engineering University of North Dakota Grand Forks 
 
100809_Ericka Schmidt on behalf of Henry VanOffelen and Minnesota Center for Environmental 
Advocacy (MCEA) -  August 9, 2010 Terry Birkenstock USACE Project Manager 190 East 5th Street St. 
Paul, MN 55101 Dear Mr. Birkenstock: The following are comments from the Minnesota Center for 
Environmental Advocacy (MCEA) on the Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
for the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management study (DEIS). MCEA has been 
actively engaged in flood damage reduction and natural resource enhancement projects in the Red River 
basin for more than 12 years. We were a signatory on the Red River Mediation Agreement, we have 
been a continuous member of the Flood Damage Reduction Work Force and its Technical and Scientific 
Advisory Committee, and we have participated in numerous watershed-based project work teams and 
comprehensive planning processes. As outlined in the comments below, we do not believe the draft 
report is adequate under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and we have numerous concerns 
with the Fargo-Moorhead project (?project?). Planning Objectives: Four planning objectives were 
identified in the study. ? Reduce flood risk and flood damages in the Fargo-Moorhead metropolitan 
area. ? Restore or improve degraded riverine and riparian habitat in and along the Red River of the 
North, Wild Rice River (North Dakota), Sheyenne River (North Dakota), and Buffalo River (Minnesota) in 
conjunction with other flood risk management features. ? Provide additional wetland habitat in 
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conjunction with other flood risk management features, and ? Provide recreational opportunities in 
conjunction with other flood risk management features. The evaluation of alternatives in the DEIS 
focused only on the first objective listed. The alternatives selected do not measurably achieve any of the 
other objectives. Planning Constraints Similar to the planning objectives, the following two planning 
constraints were disregarded in this DEIS. ? Avoid increasing peak Red River flood stages, either 
upstream or downstream ? Minimize loss of floodplain in accordance with Executive Order 11988, 
Floodplain management Related Current Studies: The DEIS lists the Fargo-Moorhead and Upstream 
Feasibility Study as a current study; this study?s limited scope did not, however, evaluate flood water 
storage opportunities in the basin such as those on-channel and off-channel flood water detention 
projects being planned and constructed in Minnesota. These ?North Ottawa? type of projects have the 
potential to store significant quantities of flood water upstream of Fargo-Moorhead and can be planned 
and designed to also provide considerable natural resource benefits. Public Concerns: The public is 
clearly concerned about the downstream impacts of any proposed project. Addressing these concerns 
and providing assurances that all downstream impacts will be avoided or mitigated should be included 
as part of any proposed project alternative. There has not been sufficient time to evaluate the new 
information USACE provided and we therefore renew our request for an extension of time to comment. 
Hydrology: The DEIS does not explain why this study breaks from traditional flood frequency analysis 
and uses a ?wet? period of record based analysis. It is our understanding that this wet period approach 
was not used in previous studies of the region such as the Fargo-Moorhead and Upstream Feasibility 
study. Its use now clearly makes the benefit cost ratios higher and its use may set a precedent for 
evaluation of future projects. The use of the ?wet period? and its potential future application 
throughout the basin needs further discussion and justification in the report. While the evidence 
suggests that all flooding events and major flood events in particular are occurring on a more frequent 
basis (Figure 7) there is no assessment or analysis presented to describe the root cause or causes of this 
clear trend. While precipitation patterns since 1990 have contributed to this trend in flood frequency, 
other factors such as land use and drainage patterns are also likely to have played a role and are also 
likely to continue to play a role in modifying the hydrology of the basin. The study assesses the effects of 
the diversion if climatic conditions stay the same (i.e. ?what if it stays wet?) but makes no predictions 
about the effectiveness of the diversion if future drainage and land use changes continue, e.g. if 
subsurface tile is installed on 20, 40, or 60% of the landscape in the next 20 years. The long list of prior 
reports and existing projects makes it clear that the Corps of Engineers has invested a significant amount 
of public resources into flood damage reduction in the Red River Basin, yet significant flood damage still 
occurs. The preferred alternative in this study proposes another $1.4 billion expenditure but there is no 
discussion of the effects that future land use changes or additional drainage may have on the 
effectiveness of any proposed alternative. For example, a recent study conducted by the University of 
Minnesota suggests that tile drainage in the basin could increase water yield by 20% in April and May. 
This type of information must be considered in this study and avoiding, minimizing, and/or mitigating 
the results should be included in the evaluation of alternatives. The proposed alternatives in this study 
will result in significant downstream stage increases, but there is no mitigation proposed in the DEIS. For 
more than a hundred years, the primary approach to flood damage reduction in the Red River basin has 
been to increase conveyance and, in effect, move the problem downstream. The results of modeling of 
the various diversion alternatives in the DEIS make this fact clear. Increased conveyance around Fargo-
Moorhead, and especially, the loss of floodplain storage in the North Dakota options, moves the 
problem downstream. It is unfortunate that mitigation for these effects is not seriously considered in 
the DEIS. This simply perpetuates the errors of the past and is not reasonable given our understanding 
of the impacts of the proposed project. The Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) guidance titled 
?NEPA?s Forty Most Asked Questions? states that: ?All relevant, reasonable, mitigation measures that 
could improve the project are to be identified, even if they are outside the jurisdiction of the lead 
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agency or the cooperating agencies. Sections 1502.16(h), 1505(c). This will serve to [46FR 18032] alert 
agencies or officials who can implement these extra measures, and will encourage them to do so.? 
Alternatives Again, more consideration needs to be given to upstream storage options. These options 
would better meet the stated objectives than the current preferred alternative. At a minimum, 
significant upstream storage similar in nature and scope to the storage that Charlie Anderson has found 
in the Bois de Sioux watershed to meet a 20% peak flow reduction on the mainstem of the Red River 
needs to be presented and evaluated in the DEIS. The DEIS should then apply this approach to all 
tributary watersheds upstream of Fargo-Moorhead. Environmental Effects The proposed alternatives 
are all likely to have significant effects on the geomorphology and sediment dynamics of the Red River. 
The DEIS needs to more completely assess the effects that this diversion will have on geomorphology 
and sediment dynamics. Experiences with diversions within the basin (e.g. Cheyenne diversion) make it 
clear that large changes in sediment dynamics are likely to occur. The proposed alternatives will have 
direct wetland impacts and merely stating that ?either alternative would include appropriate measures 
to minimize or mitigate potential losses to wetland areas? does not meet NEPA?s adequacy standard. 
Kicking the can down the road is not sufficient. The DEIS needs to tell us now what will be done to 
minimize or more specifically to mitigate wetland losses. The proposed alternatives will have direct 
impacts on fish passage and connectivity of the Red River and its tributaries. The DEIS does not 
adequately assess these issues. Further work is needed to describe the effectiveness of proposed fish 
passage mitigation measures and a more complete picture of what species are going to be affected and 
when critical passage issues are likely to occur. Minnesota, North Dakota, and local communities have 
invested a substantial amount of resources into modifying and removing fish passage barriers on the 
Red River and its tributaries to improve the function of the aquatic system. A new structure on the Red 
that acts as an effective fish barrier is a significant step backwards that must be avoided. Impassable 
structures on the tributaries also will result in lost functions for the aquatic system. The stream habitat 
losses evident in the proposed alternatives will have to be mitigated. Similar to wetland impacts, the 
DEIS needs to tell us now what will be done to minimize or more specifically to mitigate stream habitat 
losses. The locally preferred alternative (ND 35K) appears to have the most potential for significant 
environmental effects. If selected, this plans will limit fish passage and connectivity, have direct wetland 
and riverine habitat effects, and will increase stage far downstream. Thank you for the opportunity to 
submit these comments. We look forward to further review and comment in this process. Please feel 
free to contact me if you have any questions. Sincerely, Henry VanOffelen Natural Resource Scientist 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 50785 Bucks Mill Rd. Detroit Lakes, MN 56501 (218) 849-
5270 hvanoffelen@mncenter.org 
 
100809_Ron Bergan – 8-9-10 I have spent a lot of time studying the diversion starting with the 2009 
flood. I went along with the engineers on the bus trip to Winnipeg, attended most of the meetings and 
talked to many local officials, engineers, and planners who are knowledgeable about and or working on 
flood protection. Some of the earlier information that was generated can be seen on 
FMfloodcontrol.com. The diversion on the ND side is the correct answer to FM flood problems but here 
are some improvements that should be made to the proposed diversion: ? Move the inlet south of 
Oxbow. Calculations show that if head is increased by four feet (four miles to the south) the bottom 
width of the channel can be reduced by 12?. A line drawn from this point to the point of crossing the 
Sheyenne shows the length of the diversion to be approximately the same. This could be a $50 million 
reduction, not an increase in cost. This may protect more total dollars of property values than the 
current downstream concerns. Not flooding Oxbow would also make it easier to allow backup onto farm 
land instead of sending the water faster through the diversion and flooding the downstream areas. ? 
Reduce the size of the diversion at the outlet from the approximately 50,000 cfs to 35,000 cfs and also 
reduce the size along the route as appropriate. A 15,000 cfs reduction at the peak flow of the diversion 
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could reduce and possibly eliminate the downstream concerns and would allow for a significant cost 
reduction. ? Improve farm drainage around the diversion by putting teeth (many openings) in the 
outside spoil bank like Winnipeg did when they improved and expanded their diversion. This allows the 
water to easily flow into the diversion providing farm drainage in flood years up to maybe the 100 year 
level and for 100 plus year events more backup onto farm land than the current design. This area would 
be flooded in most floods anyway. A large drainage ditch (which the diversion is) will move any water 
from the west side and the Red River out real fast until the Red River and the outlet are at the same 
level. The farmers? belief that the current design will hold water in many areas and take many days to 
drain their land is correct I believe. In a large rain event their crop may be killed by only a couple days of 
standing water which could easily be drained if the diversion allowed easy flow into it through the 
outside bank. ? Incorporate the optimized route that Moore Engineering uses for their NW mini 
diversion which reduced the length by approximately 2 ? miles (study paid for by Fargo this year). This 
also removed one bridge and could reduce the cost by $50 mm. It would use a little less land and may 
reduce the downstream effects slightly. This mini diversion was to have been included with a MN 
diversion to benefit the NW (Harwood) area. ? Incorporate the Winnipeg construction methods: Include 
winter dirt moving as they did in Winnipeg and Wahpeton ? substantial cost reduction and it shortens 
the time to complete the project. Do not save the black dirt. Seed directly on top of clay and spoil banks. 
Use mix of grasses for a hay crop and cover. Rent the land for haying and have the farmer maintain it ? 
lower cost to seed and maintain. There is no need to compact the spoil pile. The downstream people 
should be like FM and Winnipeg and be concerned about the possibility of ten feet above the largest 
flood we have ever seen - 40? to 50?, the approximate 700 year flood level. In Canada most of the cities 
and farms from the border to Winnipeg are protected by a ring dike. I believe the Corps reported at the 
first meeting on methods they studied for FM flood protection that water retention would not work. I 
believe in very large floods (over 100 year level) that retention does not work and may increase the peak 
flow. It does work for smaller floods. Ron Bergan 311 - 11th Ave S. Fargo, ND 58103 ronb@facnd.com 
 
100809_Anonymous – The proposed Fargo Diversion path in its big wide sweeping design clearly will be 
challenged by the North Dakota Eminete Domain laws. 32-15-01 item 4 of the Law states 
"Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a public use or a public purpose does not include public 
benefits of economic development, including an increase in tax base, tax revenues, employment, or 
general economic health." The City of Fargo has seen that the design be pushed west to allow future 
growth. The current design path would clearly allow future growth....the “including an increase in tax 
base...." 
 
100809_Thomas France -  August 9, 2010 VIA U.S. MAIL AND E-MAIL (aaron.m.snyder@usace.army.mil) 
Mr. Aaron Snyder Corps of Engineers Planner and Project Manager 180 E. Fifth Street East, Ste. 700 St. 
Paul, MN 55101?1638 Re: Comments on Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
on the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area Flood Risk Management Project on the Red River of the 
North Dear Mr. Snyder: On behalf of the National Wildlife Federation, we offer these comments on the 
Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) on the Fargo-Moorhead 
Metropolitan Area Risk Management Flood Project on the Red River of the North. The National Wildlife 
Federation recognizes the need for additional flood control for the Fargo- Moorhead area. 
Unfortunately, we cannot support moving forward with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers? (?the Corps?) 
preferred alternative in the DEIS, a massive and expensive diversion channel that will cause 
unacceptable environmental impacts and put downstream communities and landscapes at additional 
flood risk. We are exceedingly disappointed that the Corps has proposed building ?The Big Ditch? 
without a basin-wide analysis of how flood risk can best be managed and without more thoroughly 
considering other structural and non-structural alternatives that would not only reduce flood risk, but 
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also provide additional environmental and economic benefits. From our analysis, it seems clear that a 
combination of wetland restoration and farm field storage projects could provide effective flood control 
and also provide significant benefits to fish and wildlife resources, water quality, and local economies. 
We understand the Corps may not have the capacity or the desire to actually move forward with these 
greener alternatives. Nonetheless, to bring forward a proposal that is so expensive that it may never be 
funded and so controversial that it may never be built, does no good service to the people of Fargo-
Moorhead. In contrast to the divisive ditching project proposed by the Corps, wetland restoration and 
farm field water storage would be broadly supported by a diverse public that includes farmers, 
conservationists, and those concerned with economically responsible public works projects. We urge the 
Corps to enlist other partners, such as the Natural Resource Conservation Service, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS), and state and local agencies, and to move forward with a supplemental 
environmental impact statement that includes a basin-wide assessment and that evaluates a full array of 
water management alternatives. A. Introduction Human activities and alterations in, and around, the 
Red River Basin (RRB) have led to significant environmental changes throughout the watersheds, 
including the metropolitan areas of Fargo, North Dakota and Moorhead, Minnesota and their 
surrounding rural and agricultural communities. Fargo-Moorhead has always been threatened by 
flooding from the Red River of the North. In the last two decades, however, floods have become more 
frequent and more severe because thousands of wetlands throughout the RRB have been drained and 
converted into farmland. Prairie wetlands that once soaked up thousands of acre feet of water have 
been ditched and drained, increasing both the amount of spring melt water and the rate at which it 
enters the Red River. North Dakota and Minnesota have lost several hundred thousand acres of 
wetlands since the establishment of agricultural communities beginning in the 1800s, and North 
Dakota?s wetlands continue to be drained at a rate of 20,000 acres per year. Climate change has also led 
to earlier and more abundant springtime runoff into the RRB and will continue to do so for the 
unforeseeable future. As both flood peaks and floods have increased, so too has the cost of fighting 
floods. The communities of Fargo and Moorhead now spend more than $195 million annually for flood 
damages. In response to the threat of more severe and more frequent flooding, the Corps has evaluated 
a limited number of engineering alternatives to reduce the threat of flooding in the Fargo-Moorhead 
area. Based on this evaluation, the Corps now proposes to build a 36-mile-long diversion channel around 
the Fargo-Moorhead area. The Corps? preferred diversion channel alternative will cover 9,382 acres, 
and will impact 137 acres of forest habitat, 226 acres either directly or indirectly of wetlands, and 39 
acres of riverine aquatic habitat. The diversion channel will span between 100 and 300 feet in width. The 
projected cost of the diversion channel construction is $1.4 billion, although some believe this estimate 
understates the cost of the project. The Corps? DEIS fails to factor into its cost estimations the expense 
of potential downstream mitigation that may also be needed, as well as maintenance and operation 
costs in the future. The National Wildlife Federation strongly opposes the Corps? proposed diversion 
channel, and disagrees with many assessments made in the DEIS. Not only will the project be a massive 
federal and state expenditure, but also does not even guarantee to solve the RRB?s current catastrophic 
flooding problems. Furthermore, the diversion channel will offer no ecological benefits, and will almost 
certainly have large negative impacts on the region?s fish and wildlife and their habitats. B. The DEIS 
fails to adequately address the negative consequences of the Red River diversion channel options. In the 
DEIS, the Corps has evaluated eight different diversion channel alternatives, including the MN20k, 
MN25k, MN30k, MN35k, MN40k, MN45k, ND30k, and the ND35k. The ND35k was chosen as the Corps? 
Locally Preferred Plan (LPP), the MN40k was chosen as the National Economic Development plan (NED), 
and the MN35k was chosen as the Federally Comparable Plan (FCP). Under NEPA, it is ?mandate[d] that 
federal agencies take a hard look at the environmental consequences of a major federal action before 
taking that action.? Mid States Coalition for Progress v. Surface Transp. Bd., 345 F.3d 520, 533 (8th 
Cir.2003). Listed below are several potentially damaging effects of the Corps? LPP, which seriously call 
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into question the thoroughness of the Corps? DEIS. 1. Most damaging and expensive plan The proposed 
LPP will result in greater ecological impacts than both the FCP and the NED. More tributaries and 
roughly 120 more acres of wetlands, forests, aquatic riverine, and fish tributaries and passages will be 
affected from the LPP than the FCP. The LPP will have a greater impact on wildlife and fisheries than the 
FCP and the NED. Under the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) is authorized to provide recommendations to the Corps on federally funded 
water development projects. For the reasons listed above, the USFWS has recommended the FCP 
alternative rather than the LPP. The comparable costs (in millions) of the LPP, FCP, and NED are $1,462, 
$1,236, and $1,367, respectively. (DEIS-ES-11). The Corps selected the LPP primarily because of political 
considerations. The primary impetus for the construction of the massive diversion channel being 
proposed has come from the North Dakota congressional delegation and the City of Fargo. Because of 
lukewarm support for the project by Moorhead and other Minnesota political entities, North Dakota 
supporters pressured the Corps and the Assistant Secretary for Civil Works to accept the LPP alternative. 
The result is that the DEIS has identified a preferred alternative that is the most ecologically harmful and 
the most expensive, the 36-mile North Dakota LPP. 2. More flooding downstream The DEIS states that 
downstream effects of the diversion channel on social resources could be significant, but it fails to 
adequately measure these impacts. The Red River is more than 500 miles long, with Fargo and 
Moorhead being located very near its point of origin at the Bois de Sioux River. Downstream effects of a 
large diversion channel could impact virtually hundreds of river miles. For the ND35k plan (LPP), the 
Corps only analyzed 43.5 river miles downstream. The Red River flows northward and eventually 
empties into Lake Winnipeg near Manitoba, Canada. The river?s northward flow creates an increased 
possibility of ice downstream. Large pieces of ice in the Red River create an even greater risk of 
springtime flooding downstream of Fargo-Moorhead, making this region particularly sensitive to 
springtime runoff. Furthermore, the Fargo-Moorhead diversion channel will also increase water levels 
downstream because more natural floodplain storage will have been eliminated. In all flooding scenarios 
mentioned in section 5.2.1.4.1 (10-percent, 2-percent, and 1-percent chance), it was determined that 
more acreage would be impacted than the amount of acreage that is currently being impacted. (DEIS-
153). In July 2010, the Corps issued a Preliminary Downstream Impact Analysis that also demonstrated 
that that both the LPP and the FCP would cause more flooding downstream. The DEIS needs to provide 
supporting information that even more homes downstream of Fargo-Moorhead will not be lost due to 
the increased water levels from the diversion, and that costs of flood control and repairs for flood 
damage would not actually increase as a result of the diversion channel. 3. Changes in sediment 
distribution Section 5.2.1.3 states that ?the proposed diversion structures should not lead to an 
appreciable change in suspended sediment concentrations along the project area,? but the DEIS fails to 
give any concrete sedimentation data. The Corps? diversion channel will substantially affect 
sedimentation in the Red River and other connected tributaries. Sedimentation is a major problem in 
many rivers and lakes, which can cause a reduction in storage capacity that can lead to flooding. A build 
up of sediment can also lead to many aquatic changes that could have negative impacts on aquatic life. 
As a result, fish may begin avoiding areas of heavy sedimentation, ultimately changing their migratory 
patterns, wintering grounds, nursery areas, or spawning habitat. Valuable fish spawning areas could be 
covered in silt, and the sediment increase could lead to adult and juvenile fish mortality if their gills 
become filled with sediment. Fish foraging success will decline, which could also lead to mortality, 
especially in younger fish, and adult fish could be kept from spawning due to malnutrition. Therefore, 
sedimentation impacts and sedimentation mitigation costs must be included in the final EIS. 4. 
Destruction of wetlands The diversion channel will affect more than 200 acres of wetlands. The Corps 
has suggested that any wetland taken away or adversely affected by the diversion channel will be 
replaced with new wetlands within the diversion channel in a low flow channel. The DEIS describes the 
low flow channel as ?a channel that is typically in the center of a larger channel which is sized to handle 
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small flows from drains, ditches or groundwater.? It will be approximately 10 feet wide and 3 feet deep. 
(DEIS-166). The National Wildlife Federation challenges the feasibility of the Corps? solution of simply 
?replacing? wetlands by simulating wetland conditions on the bottom of the diversion channel in a low 
flow channel. A strip of wetlands 10 feet wide does not provide the security and benefits that larger 
blocks of wetlands provide. The DEIS does not address how these wetlands will be comparable to the 
previously existing wetlands that were affected by the diversion and does not describe the diversion 
channel wetlands? functions for surrounding wildlife. In addition, many problems can arise with a low 
flow channel. The channel will need frequent maintenance and modifications to ensure that it is 
effective, and it can be very easily damaged in severe situations such as flooding or drought. Section 
5.2.1.6.3 of the DEIS states that ?wetlands near [the Lower Rush River and the Rush River] could be 
impacted by not getting the same recharge from overland flooding that they have received in the past,? 
but there is nothing further discussing how those negative impacts will be mitigated and what mitigation 
efforts will cost. The final EIS must include projected mitigation costs for additional wetlands that might 
be impaired such as those near the Lower Rush and Rush rivers. The Corps must also include in its final 
EIS exactly what function the low flow channel will serve and how it is guaranteed to adequately 
compensate for existing wetlands adversely affected by the diversion channel. 5. Diversion will affect 
multiple tributaries and potentially harm their fish and wildlife The North Dakota diversion would cross 
five tributaries: Wild Rice River, Sheyenne River, Maple River, Lower Rush River, and Rush River. (DEIS-
ES-15). In addition, the DEIS states that ?[t]he channels of the Lower Rush and Rush Rivers between the 
diversion channel and downstream to their confluences with the Sheyenne River will be abandoned?? 
(DEIS-166). On page 15 of their Draft Feasibility Report and EIS, the USFWS states that nesting birds, 
mammals, and mussel species could be displaced or killed during the project?s construction, and nesting 
birds? eggs could be abandoned or crushed. The USFWS states on page 14 of their Draft Feasibility 
Report and EIS that ?construction and excavation within the riverine aquatic habitats could kill adult or 
juvenile fish,? and some fish mortality is unavoidable. The USFWS also states that the additional 
sediment load, deposition, and accumulation into the Red River could alter aquatic and riverine habitat. 
The DEIS indicates that fish could use the diversion channel, but the diversion channel will not contain 
any meaningful fisheries. The DEIS continues on to state that fish ending up in the diversion channel 
without their natural habitat will not be a significant issue during the operation of the diversion channel. 
(DEIS-ES-14). Fish caught in the diversion channel during flooding, however, will be forced to use 
concrete fish ramps for passage. It is not known at this point whether certain sensitive fish species, such 
as the Lake Sturgeon, will be successful at using artificial passages. The DEIS also does not address how 
changing the velocity of water within the diversion might affect certain fish species. The velocity of the 
water within the diversion and downstream of the diversion could be too strong and prevent certain 
species and juvenile fish from traveling upstream. The diversion channel will create numerous problems 
for multiple tributaries and wildlife and aquatic species. The final EIS must address the negative impacts 
to all tributaries and the specific adversities facing wildlife and aquatic life. A plan to mitigate these 
adversities must be identified and mitigation costs must be included in the final EIS. C. The DEIS failed to 
analyze flood mitigation in the entire Red River Basin. In a letter dated June 22, 2009 (attached), we 
urged the Corps to look for a flood mitigation plan that would alleviate flooding basin-wide rather than 
just the areas of Fargo and Moorhead. The limited study area of only Fargo-Moorhead does not allow 
the Corps to accurately evaluate the causes of increased flooding in the RRB or the full range of 
alternative remedies. In particular, the study would have needed to include the area above or upstream 
from Fargo-Moorhead. The entire Flood Risk Management study has been flawed from the beginning 
because the RRB was not analyzed in its totality. According to the National Weather Service, the Red 
River of the North has exceeded the flood stage of 18 feet in 47 of the past 108 years, and every year 
from 1993 through 2010. (DEIS-5). The increased flooding over the past century has been a direct 
consequence of wetland loss in the interest of agricultural development. Studies have demonstrated 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 580USACE-MVP-0000088009



that wetland drainage in the RRB has significantly increased both the timing and size of Red River floods 
and also that wetland drainage continues to affect thousands of acres annually. Wetland restoration 
throughout the RRB would help offset these destructive land use practices that are so costly in terms of 
water quality, wildlife and flood costs. Several studies have demonstrated the effectiveness and 
feasibility of restoring wetlands or using upland depressions to temporarily store water during a flood 
event. The restoration of wetlands can significantly reduce flood frequency and severity while also 
providing vital ecosystem benefits. A possibility for wetland restoration lies in the Prairie Pothole 
Region?s wetlands of the northern Great Plains, which span more than a 300,000-square-mile area. 
Almost since farming began in this region in the mid 1800s, wetland drainage has been employed to 
facilitate agricultural activities. According to the 1997 Minnesota Wetlands Conservation Plan, more 
than 95% of the native wetlands in the Minnesota portion of the RRB and upstream sub-basin have been 
lost. The cumulative impacts of this wetland drainage have been significant with more than 50% of the 
region?s wetlands having been drained with more than 90% in some watershed basins. Wetlands in the 
Devils Lake basin of North Dakota have the potential to store approximately 72% of the total runoff 
volume from a 2-year frequency runoff event and 41% of a 100-year frequency runoff event. Restoring 
drained and farmed wetlands could increase the water retention capacity in the Prairie Pothole Region 
of Minnesota ?by up to 63%.? Furthermore, potholes are natural filters for nutrients such as sediments 
containing nitrogen and phosphorous, therefore, improving water quality. We recommended to the 
Corps in our June 22, 2009 letter that they explore and analyze this reasonable and logical alternative, 
however, the Corps? DEIS failed to do so. Grasslands or grazing lands span approximately 600 million 
acres of the United States. Grasslands have proven to be a major source of watershed filtration, ground 
water recharge, and carbon sequestration. Grasslands have excellent potential to markedly improve 
water and air quality. Proper management of existing grasslands can enhance the land?s ability to better 
reduce erosion and flooding by slowing and more evenly distributing surface waters. Grasslands also 
help the percolation of precipitation creating recharged groundwater aquifers. Conservation of 
grasslands can occur on private and public lands, and wildlife populations thrive with the availability of 
these habitats. Through cooperative efforts with agencies such as the Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) and the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), private landowners can learn to maintain 
their property as grasslands in a manner that is most effective in preventing soil erosion and flooding in 
the Red River basin. Again, the Corps failed to explore this economically feasible and ecologically friendly 
alternative in its DEIS. Based on this information, the Corps should enlarge its study area to include all 
upstream river basins above Fargo-Moorhead. As a result, the Corps will necessarily have to evaluate 
the impacts of flood crests, flood frequencies and flood severity of wetland drainage. It is only then that 
the Corps can adequately evaluate the benefits of wetland and grassland restoration in terms of 
reducing these flood impacts. D. The DEIS failed to adequately evaluate reasonable non-structural and 
flood storage alternatives. Without the Corps? study of the entire RRB, it would be impossible to fully 
and accurately evaluate non-structural alternatives at scale because the study did not identify an 
analysis of an area that was properly scaled. The study only included Fargo-Moorhead, and for that area 
only, the DEIS identifies several measures retained for possible inclusion as features of the alternative 
plans. Those measures include: non-structural measures, flood storage, and wetland and grassland 
restoration. The DEIS provides an extensive analysis of a non-structural measure contained in Appendix 
P, which illustrates a very invasive and tedious process of raising and flood-proofing individual homes at 
a significant cost. However, all other measures, including wetland restoration, grassland restoration, and 
flood storage are dismissed as stand-alone plans with less than a page of justification in the DEIS. 1. The 
Corps must evaluate the Waffle Project. The Energy & Environmental Research Center (EERC) of the 
University of North Dakota began conducting a four-year study on flood prevention in the wake of the 
devastating 1997 flood in the RRB. The goal of the study, beginning in 2002, was to see how a process 
referred to as the Waffle Project (?the Waffle?) could mitigate the effects of mild to severe springtime 
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flooding in the population center of Fargo-Moorhead, in addition to the surrounding areas of North 
Dakota, South Dakota and Minnesota. The Waffle uses micro-basins or preexisting areas, such as 
depressed agricultural lands bordered by raised roads, for short-term water storage. Agricultural areas 
make up approximately 74% of the land area in the RRB, making potentially 36,000 square miles of the 
RRB available for the Waffle Project. The study randomly selected 3,732 sections of land to use in 
evaluating water storage potential, and multiple scenarios were used due to non-uniformity of Waffle 
sizes. The sections showed that their storage volume estimate was 583,400 acre-feet, which includes a 
reduction for the freeboard between the stored water surface and the lowest point on the surrounding 
roads and a reduction to account for natural water storage. The most significant impact shown in the 
study was a 7-foot decrease in the water level of the Red River in the Fargo-Moorhead area during 
floods. The study showed that the Waffle can successfully slow and significantly reduce the drainage of 
excess runoff before it enters water tributaries, most notably, the Red River of the North. a. Costs 
associated with the Waffle Costs associated with the Waffle were projected for a 50-year period. The 
Waffle would first involve finding landowners willing to enroll in the program, and then implementing 
the project by modifying existing culverts and installing new culverts and other water control 
mechanisms. There would also be costs associated with landowner payments and maintenance, and 
administrative overhead. Adjustments to cost projections were made for probability of flood 
occurrence, expected damage to residential and commercial properties and public infrastructure, 
current economic conditions and value of real property, changes in flood protection, and future 
population changes. Waffle sizes were also divided into three categories: maximum, moderate and 
minimum, with costs projected as baseline, optimistic and pessimistic on full-scale and half-scale 
hypothetical models. Below are the results of this cost analysis. Present Value of Projected Costs of the 
Waffle, 2006 through 2055 Scale & Acreage Est. Baseline Optimistic Pessimistic Full-Scale Minimum 
$207,931,000 $155,739,000 $287,326,000 Moderate $362,191,000 $269,537,000 $494,872,000 
Maximum $543,040,000 $402,721,000 $738,602,000 Half-Scale Minimum $107,964,000 $80,915,000 
$149,494,000 Moderate $184,797,000 $137,578,000 $252,897,000 Maximum $275,505,000 
$204,386,000 $375,132,000 The cost analysis table above illustrates that a plan for significant flood 
reduction on a full-scale effort can be implemented for between $156 and $739 million during the next 
50 years. This is a stark contrast from the Corps? $1.4 billion diversion channel, a price tag that only 
includes construction cost, and not operations and maintenance costs. The above table and the Waffle 
study?s flood reduction results flatly contradict the Corps? conclusion that flood storage is cost 
prohibitive and less effective than a 36-mile diversion channel. The Waffle study suggests that 
significantly less storage than that determined by the Corps is needed to achieve a substantial flood 
level reduction. The numbers that the Corps lists in Section 3.4.6.2 of the DEIS were derived from a very 
preliminary modeling effort conducted through the Fargo-Moorhead Upstream Feasibility Study, which 
did not actually look at specific storage options in each of the tributaries of the Red River. Instead, the 
Corps estimated what the tributary flow reduction would be based on general assumptions. There is no 
rational explanation supporting the Corps? conclusion that doubling the storage volume from 200,000 
acre-feet to 400,000 acre-feet only achieved another 0.2-feet stage reduction at Fargo. b. Economic 
benefits from the Waffle The Waffle Project studies show that net benefits of the Waffle could be 
significant over the next 50 years, with benefits being positive in 106 of the 108 scenarios that were 
evaluated. More than 85% of the scenarios indicated benefits in excess of $300 million, and more than 
half of the scenarios had benefits in excess of $500 million. Some scenarios showed economic benefits 
of up to $700 million. 2. The Corps must evaluate other flow reduction strategies. Similar to the EERC?s 
Waffle, the Red River Basin Commission (RRBC) also created a strategy that would decrease flood levels 
in the RRB. They simulated 1997 flood conditions (9.25? of precipitation) and found that their storage 
areas could reduce flood levels in the Red River up to 20% in some areas. They found that the most 
significant reduction was a 20% peak flow reduction and 20% volume reduction at White Rock, South 
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Dakota. The study demonstrates that storage areas built in river basins are 80% effective, and if all of 
the tributary basins upstream of the Red River do their share in flood storage, effects on Red River flood 
reduction can be substantial. There was no formal cost-benefit analysis done for this study. However, 
preliminary estimates showed that upstream storage competes very favorably with the Corps? diversion 
channel option because of the ratio based on the Fargo-Moorhead area damages alone. There would 
also be more widespread flood control benefits, in addition to a great potential for natural resource 
benefits under this program. 3. The Corps must evaluate an alternative that combines wetland and 
grassland restoration and other flow reduction strategies. It is clear that the optimal strategy for 
minimizing flood risk, while also improving water quality and fish and wildlife habitat in the RRB, would 
involve a combination of wetland restoration and utilizing farm fields for temporary storage. The Corps, 
working with state fish and wildlife agencies and other federal agencies including the USFWS and the 
Natural Resources Conservation Service, should develop an alternative or alternatives that combine 
these approaches. The National Wildlife Federation urges the Corps to formulate an alternative that 
would include 500,000 acre-feet of storage through wetland and grassland restoration and an additional 
500,000 acre-feet of storage through temporary storage utilizing farm fields. In evaluating such an 
alternative, the Corps should consider the following costs and benefits. ? Flood control benefits ? Water 
quality benefits ? Fishery benefits ? Benefits to upland and migratory birds ? Recreational benefits, 
including increased hunting and fishing opportunities. E. Wetland and grassland restoration, combined 
with flood storage, will have many positive impacts. A successful and long-term flood protection plan 
results when flood storage concepts, such as those developed by EERC and RRBC, are implemented in 
conjunction with grassland and wetland restoration. 1. Protects more than just two cities The Corps? 
diversion channel will only provide significant flood protection for two major metropolitan areas, Fargo 
and Moorhead. All other downstream cities and communities will not receive the benefited flood 
protection, and will likely see more flooding due to increased water flow from the diversion channel. 
Should wetland and grassland restoration strategies be implemented along with flood-water-storage 
projects, not only will Fargo-Moorhead see decreased flooding, but downstream cities and communities 
will also experience flood relief. Flooding is also likely to be decreased upstream from Fargo and 
Moorhead, which only adds to the overall benefit of wetland and grassland restoration and flood 
storage efforts. Programs such as EERC?s Waffle Project, RRBC?s Flow Reduction Strategy, and concepts 
created by numerous other agencies and organizations, including Wetland Reserve Program and USFWS, 
provide ample data and opportunity to implement wetland and grassland restoration and flood storage 
as viable alternatives for flood prevention downstream. 2. Creates and enhances wildlife habitat and 
recreation, while also mitigating affects of climate change Increasing wetland habitat will provide 
stability to migrating and nesting bird habitats, as well as numerous other species of wildlife. This in turn 
creates opportunities for hunting, fishing, bird watching, hiking and other recreation. Wetlands also play 
an important role in filtering polluted water and recharging the aquifer into both nearby ground and 
surface waters, greatly improving water quality. Grasslands further reduce the runoff of water and 
sediment, creating a more stable water level and providing an area to host a diverse community of 
native grasses, sedges, rushes and other submersed vegetation. Wetlands play at least two critical roles 
in mitigating the effects of climate change, ?one in the management of greenhouse gasses (especially 
carbon dioxide) and the other in physically buffering climate change impacts.? Wetlands International, a 
global organization that works to sustain and restore wetlands, states that ?inland wetlands in arid 
regions can play a very cost-effective role in attenuating the impacts of extreme weather events such as 
the impacts of extremes in precipitation and increases in evaporation due to higher temperatures.? 
Wetlands serve to recharge ground and surface waters, meaning that while they prevent flooding in wet 
times, they serve to replenish and retain adequate water supplies and stream flow during drier periods. 
The benefits of wetland and grassland restoration are numerous. Wetlands and grasslands provide 
various ecosystem services to farmers and communities, recreational opportunities, global warming 
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mitigation, and most importantly, flood control. One study concluded that, ?wetlands on [USDA] 
program lands [in the PPR] have significant potential to intercept and store precipitation that otherwise 
might contribute to downstream flooding.? Additionally, the conversion of cultivated cropland to 
grassland cover as part of conservation programs results in a reduction in surface runoff and, ultimately, 
reduces the rate at which a basin refills and overflows. 3. Economic benefit to farmers The preferred 
diversion plan (LPP) would eliminate approximately 5,400 acres of farmland from operation. (DEIS-ES-
15). On the other hand, the Waffle or Flow Reduction Strategy would only ?borrow? or ?rent? land from 
willing landowners in the event of flooding. Even if the land was used to store water, it would be done 
early enough in the spring so that the landowner would still be able to farm their crop in most years. 
Therefore, the payment from these flood storage programs would be a bonus above and beyond the 
farmer?s "normal" agricultural income. 4. Set precedence for other green flood control solutions As 
human activity continues to escalate and their harmful affects become increasingly evident through 
climate change, environmentally friendly alternatives will only gain in popularity. The states of North 
Dakota and Minnesota have a unique opportunity to show the rest of the nation a more natural and cost 
effective method of flood control. The precedent could be set for more ecologically favorable flood 
mitigation efforts rather than more expensive, concrete and environmentally damaging solutions. There 
has already been an international trend to move toward nonstructural flood control methods, and it is in 
our nation?s best interest to closely follow in the same direction. F. Conclusion The U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers is planning a 36-mile-long diversion channel around Fargo that will cost North Dakota and the 
Federal government $1.4 billion to construct. The projected $1.4 billion cost does not even include 
mitigation and maintenance expenses in the years after construction of the diversion channel has been 
completed. During this country?s time of economic uncertainty, the Corps? project seems not only 
irrational and impractical, but also downright irresponsible when other green options to restore 
wetlands and grasslands along with creating flood storage have proven to be just as effective and a far 
less expensive means of flood mitigation. The Corps? colossal and esthetically displeasing diversion 
channel will be not only a massive state and federal expenditure, but also an ecological nightmare with 
resounding affects for centuries. If cities and communities within the Red River Basin do not want to 
face even bigger and more expensive problems combined with wildlife habitat destruction and decline a 
decade from now, the Corps must seriously reconsider their chosen diversion channel alternative. Much 
of the Red River Basin flooding has been a direct result of wetland and grassland elimination during the 
past century for the sake of agricultural development. However, even though agricultural land is largely 
to blame for the present-day flooding predicament, it can now be used as temporary flood storage that 
would prevent dangerous flood levels. Grasslands and wetlands not only have remarkable abilities to 
store excess water runoff, but they are also attractive and provide much needed wildlife habitat in a 
region of the country that continues to have rapid human population increases. In its DEIS, however, the 
Corps all but completely ignores these environmentally friendly alternatives. In recent case law, it is 
determined that ?[w]hile the EIS need not be exhaustive, the existence of a viable but unexamined 
alternative renders an [EIS] inadequate.? Friends of the Boundary Waters Wilderness v. Dombeck, 164 
F.3d 1115, 1128 (8th Cir. 1999). There is no doubt that the Corps? DEIS leaves many alternatives largely 
unexamined. We strongly urge the Corps to fully address and consider the use of non-structural 
techniques for flood control. It is irresponsible for the Corps not to consider more reasonable, but 
similarly effective solutions that do not have the long-term effects on the tributaries and streams of the 
Red River. The National Wildlife Federation sincerely thanks you for considering these comments on the 
Draft Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement on the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan 
Area Flood Risk Management Project on the Red River of the North. Please do not hesitate to contact us 
if you have questions or would like additional information. Thomas France, Regional Executive Director 
National Wildlife Federation Chris Hesla, Executive Director South Dakota Wildlife Federation Cc; 
Senator Byron Dorgan Senator Kent Conrad Congressman Earl Pomeroy Senator Amy Klobuchar Senator 

Final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Feasibility 
July 2011

 
                                                                                                                                                               DEIS Public and Private Comments Received

R - 584USACE-MVP-0000088009



Al Franken Congressman Collin Peterson Senator Tim Johnson Senator John Thune Congresswoman 
Stephanie Herseth Sandlin   
 
100809_Anonymous – It is interesting that the Corps did not calculate the stage increase to Grand 
Forks. While the City is protected as are some other communities upstream (and downstream), the 
stage increase will decrease the freeboard. The cost to restore/ mitigate this damage of 1- 1 1/2 feet 
would be substantial ($10's M.). I will be paying my last flood assessment shortly and do not expect my 
investment to be damaged by the F-M project. While I fully support the project, it must be built without 
damae to others. Reading the Sunday Herald, the paper quoted Mike Lesher, a COE hydraulic engineer, 
as stating the GF/EGF project design increased the river stage 1.6" immediately downstream from Grand 
Forks. This is a stage-design that would be reasonable. It is interesting that one hears about the "waffle 
plan". What would happen if the State decided to restrict the flows in legal drains entering the Red and 
secondary streams till a period after the crest had passed. 
 
100809_Les Staples – Far too many questions remain for this diversion project to be advanced. The 
economic and cultural impacts of taking ten sections of Cass County farmland out of production have 
barely been addressed. The proposed compensation to landowners has never been clearly stated. 
Downstream residents have been given a bagful of promises, but no real plan as to mitigation of the 
sizable impact this diversion would have. The Draft Feasibility Report seems short on facts, long on 
conjecture. $195 million estimated annual flood cost for the metro area? Fargo and Moorhead haven't 
spent half that much combined in the past 14 years that includes the 1997, 2009, and 2010 flood events. 
These figures coming from a proposed project that six months ago couldn't generate a 1.0 benefit/cost 
ratio? This project should be put on a much slower track. 
 
100819_Julie Letourneau – I am extremely upset with the recent set-back regarding a possible delay 
regarding the Fargo-Moorhead diversion feasibility study due to public comments received. I have lived 
in the community my entire life and can not believe that a long-term solution has taken this long to 
possibly happen. Due to the extreme increase of flooding in the area it is unfair for outlying towns and 
farmers to reject and condemn a project that is so very needed to protect the cities and livelihood of the 
Fargo-Moorhead area. We may have a wet cycle to deal with however we also have to acknowledge the 
drainage of farmer's fields and natural wetlands as a primary contributor to the spring water problems 
we are faced with. This field drainage system has drastically increased over the years as a common 
practice and in turn has increased the spring flooding issues as well. I also feel that the Lake Traverse 
outlet and the Breckenridge flood control project only contributes to the problem. The City of Grand 
Forks received their floodwall project with no objections from other cities, it is unfortunate they had to 
receive the severe damage and loss in order to solve their issues. I also believe the Grand Forks project 
impacts our increase in water being held back and staying in the Fargo-Moorhead area for a longer 
amount of time. My family suffered and survived the 2009 Record Flood. We lost our home and 
experienced a very difficult past 2 years to recover, relocate and move on with our lives. Unless 
someone actually experiences the impact flooding has on so many individuals lives, work, 
school,transporation issues they can not fully understand how extrememly important a long-term 
solution must be completed for the increased flooding we are forced to deal with.   
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