
the Water Resources Council was authori zed by law. The \X1ater Resources 
Council is made up of all the principal water develop ment gro ups and was 
cons idered a substitute for a U.S. Department of N atural Resources. The frank 
objective was to coordinate future developm ent planning ( the year 2020 was 
chosen as a target date ), set forth and analyze all of the water -related pr ob­
lems in each ma jor river basin and , based upon proj ections of econom ic and 
population growth, to schedule the projects needed to meet pro jected goals. 

But something went awry from the orig inal concepts very early in th e 
Council's life. Instead of ob jectivel y ana lyzing the conservation and environ­
mental pro blems of each basin and setting forth programs for clean ing up 
pollution, stabi lizing eroding watershed s and lakeshores, and rehabil itating 
the depleted fishery resour ces to restore the quality of a river basin 's environ­
ment , the opposite took place. Your own Sour is-Red -Rainy R iver Basin 
Commission is a case in po int. 

Projecting into 2020 , the target planning year of the \X1ater Resources 
Council, req uires mak ing assump tions of populati on growth and economic 
development to feed and house the popu lation, locate new industry, provide 
electric energy , create recreation facilities , etc. The assumpt ions used by the 
Water Resources Council are based upon a nearly doubled population, a risin g 
stand ard of living and leisure in nearly exponent ial proportions. To give you 
one example , electr ic po wer consump tion is planned to rise to 10-15 t imes 
the present level! In view of the impending shortages of gas, petroleum and 
coal, this can only be supplied by atom ic energy with all its attendant radio­
active wastes , ther mal water pollution , and environment al and accident al 
potent ial dangers. 

This sort of exerc ise in self-fulf illing pr ophesies is, of course , meat and 
potatoes to ambitious bure aucracies . Each of them find s in them a p iece of 
the action-an ever expanding justif ication for overweaning bureaucrat ic 
zeal. To make sure the ph ophesies will come true , the Sour is-Red-Rainy River 
Basin Commission, like all of the Basin Commissions, is not examinin g the 
carrying capacity of the Red River environment for all of this development; 
it is simpl y giving each participat ing agency "open season" to crowd in all 
the irrigation, electric power p lants, flood control dams, water level control 
structu res, and wetla nd drai nage pro jects that can possibly be fitted in the 
basin , to pr ovide for the proj ected demands. The original idea of examinin g 
the Basin's problems, its environmental carrying capacity and relatin g these 
to practical needs has been jettisoned in favor of infin ite developm ent . N o 
one asks the que stion "W hat, after the year 2020?" 

Let us take inventory of what new environmental surprises are slated by 
our water resource planners for eastern N orth Dakota by the publ ic agency 
promoters and th eir po litical allies : 

Pembilier Da m on the Pem bina River- U S. Army Corps of Engineers 
South Branch of the Park River Dam- U S. Army Corps of Engineers 
K indred Dam on the Sheyenne Ri ver-U.S. A rmy Corps of Engineers 
James R iver Barge Canal-U S. Army Corps of Engi neers 
Garrison D iversion Reclamation Projecr-s-Bureau of Reclamation 
Starkweather W atershed Proj ect-Soil Conservati on Service 
Turtle R iver W ater shed Pro ject-Soil Conservation Service 

Th ese water development agencies and projects are all justified on a 
monetary return basis-a bene fit-cost ratio which shows nothing of the 
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environm ental losses. All are planned on a project-by-project, case-by-case 
basis without reference to the total environm ental impact. The Environ mental 
Impact Statements required under the National Environmental Quality Act 
wh ich I have seen on these pr ojects tend to be exercises in self -justification, 
not hard ecological imp act analyses. 

I will conclude this statement with one admonition to you : wi thout a 
drastic change in method, river basin water resources planning is a threat, 
not a solution, unless it is changed 180 0 in direction . It is ano ther of our 
national priorities which must undergo an agonizing-reappraisal. By insisting 
that the ob jectives of water resources plann ing be chan ged to clean ing up 
and pres erving the Red River Basin environment, by going to meetings and 
challe ngi ng the assumptions of economic and population growth of River 
Basin Commissions, and by forcing the Water Resources Council to control 
burea ucratic exp ansion of every new project they would fit into an already 
critical basin , citizen pressure could change these priorities. To be most effec ­
tive , you must put toge ther your several very effe ctive cit izen and environ­
mental groups into an action coalition, well armed no t only with facts and 
data but policy know-how to pierce into the decision-mak ing centers. Now 
these water development projects are being planned for you without your 
inf luence . They are bein g planned to control the flood damages and watet 
shortages wrought by shortsighted up land dr ain age when restoration of drained 
wetlands, some natural gra sslands , and genuine soil conservation measures are 
needed on the upland watersheds. Drastic reform is essent ial in these pro­
grams, which are doing, and can do, so much more damage to t he environment 

The N ort hern Environmental Council, wh ich includes among irs thirty­
eight affilia ted organiz ations your own North Dakota Natural Science Society, 
is work ing hard as a regio n-wide team. One of the Council's objectives is to 
reform the water resource planning agenci es thr ough establishment of a 
U.S. D epart ment of Natural Resources. W e welcome your support, and in 
turn pledge our own efforts to some badly needed environmental victories . 


