GOVERNOR OF MISSOURI

JEFFERSON CITY
JEREMIAH WAJAY NIXON P.0.Box 720

GOVERNOR G5102 (573) 751-0222

October 20, 2009

The Honorable Ken Salazar
Secretary of the Interior
1849 C Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20240

Dear Secretary|Salazar:

I strongly urge you to reject your Bureau of Reclamations’ Missouri River out-of-basin
transfer alternative in favor of the Red River Valley in-basin alternative. The decision on this
project is now in your hands and [ want to encourage you to choose the option with lower costs,
fewer environmental impacts and lower environmental risk than the Missouri River alternative.
The Bureau of [Reclamation (Reclamation) has proposed to spend over $660 million to provide
water supply tg the eastern part of North Dakota and three cities in Minnesota. The alternative
Reclamation has selected would not only set a dangerous precedent for inter-basin water
transfers but wpuld violate the letter and intent of the National Environmental Policy Act.

Statement, Reglamation admits that a lower cost option exists with fewer impacts to the
environment. However, Reclamation failed to recommend the Red River Valley in-basin
alternative for implementation as suggested by its own analysis. I will present just a few reasons
why you should reject the inter-basin transfer alternative in favor of the Red River Valley
Alternative.
|

Needs - The demands for water in the EIS were greatly inflated by Reclamation because
of improper population studies and the assumption of economic growth matching Salt Lake City
in the years leading to the Olympic Games. Even so, the Red River Valley alternative is
sufficient to m| et these overstated needs and will certainly meet the actual needs of those in the
area. i

Cost — The Missouri River alternative is over $200 million more expensive than the Red
River Valley alternative with a higher percentage of the costs borne by the federal government
rather than local water users. Because the Red River Valley alternative could be built in phases
as needed, it can result in even greater savings if, as expected, the water supply demands are
lower than projected in the EIS. Over 90% of the costs of the Missouri River alternative are
incurred very garly in the process, before most of the anticipated benefit would be realized. This
places more of|the costs on taxpayers across the country rather than those using the water.
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Thank T'ou for your time and attention to this most pressing matter.

Sincere

Jeremiah
Governor




