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UPPER M SSI SSI PPl RIVER - | LLINO S WATERWAY SYSTEM
NAVI GATI ON STUDY PUBLI C WORKSHOPS
LA CROSSE, W SCONSI N

AUGUST 4, 1999

Public hearing held at the University of
W sconsin-La Crosse, Main Hall, 1725 State Street,
La Crosse, Wsconsin, on the 4th day of August,
1999, commencing at 8:30 o'clock p.m, before Nancy
J. Johnson, a Registered Professional Reporter and
Notary Public in and for the State of Wsconsin.
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3
BILL WEDMAN: Those of you that are
gat hered near the door, if you will cone in

and sit down.

DAVE: Thanks, Bill. Appreciate
it. What we're going to do is we'll take
guestions, like Bill said, fromthe different

wor k groups, address those questions that are
nost appropriate for themto answer. [|'m
going to go through a few of themright now.

One is what nethodology or criteria
were used to assess potential benefits, and
what we utilized for the Corp Water Resources
Study is principal guidelines that were put
t oget her during the Reagan adm ni stration
during 1983, but had previous history wth
that. And as part of that, we assess water
use source needs, four criteria. One is the
nati onal econom c devel opnent criteria that
you heard us tal k about during the
presentation, environnmental quality criteria,
regi onal devel opnment criteria, as well as
ot her social effects, so that's the overal
criteria that we take a | ook at.

And sinilar is the question, what

are the two or three main factors that wll
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4
determ ne what, if any, alternatives will be
chosen. Again we're going to | ook at those
criteria or account categories through our
WAt er Resources Pl an

What happens to all of these
conments that we receive during these public
wor kshops right now for the question and
answer period, as well as later on during the
formal conments? We have a stenographer
putting that documentation together. W have
the informati on and these questions and the
teamw Il go through all these papers and
what the stenographer is taking down and wade
through that to glean all the information we
can, as we go through the final fornulation
process and considerations to devel op the
recomended plan, so it is inportant
i nformati on.

BILL WEDVMAN: Let ne add sonet hing
to that. The independent contractors go
through all the information. W do a content
anal ysis and we do the best job we can of
sayi ng, here's what, here's what we see are
the major issues, concerns, and stuff that

were raised during the nmeeting. W turn that
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over to the Corp, so we'll take all this
infornation we're capturing at the end of
each of the neetings as we go, so we have a
deadline to turn all that in.

DAVE: Thanks, Bill. Denny, would
you like to address the engi neering
guesti on?

CORPS MEMBER:  Yeah, one question
here, how nuch study and thought has been put
behi nd i nprovi ng the operational efficiency
of the systemrather than extending the
| ocks?

And we actually did quite a bit in
this area, nore than has ever been done in
any navigation study. W started this effort
by getting together a diverse group of
i ndustry representatives, Coast Guard, Fish &
Widlife, a lot of the resource agencies,
and, of course, the Corps, and we
brai nstormed, how can we nmake this system
nore efficient, not only fromthe structura
side, but the nonstructural side; not only
fromthe Corps facility, but from what
i ndustry does right now W went through and

identified about 92 neasures and went through
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a very extensive screening process that

| ooked at both qualitative and quantitative
processes to screen those down, which are the
results you saw here today. |If anybody is
interested, | have a report with ne that goes
through in a lot of detail what each of those
nmeasures are, and, like | say, there is 92,
and that report is available. |If you want to
conme up after the neeting | can talk to you a
little nore about it and give you infornation
on how to get it.

Thank you, Denny.

Ken, you ready to tal k about sone
envi ronnent al questions?

CORPS MEMBER: | have six cards
here, | guess, predom nantly dealing with
environnental issues. The first question is,
bank erosion is a big problemfor the nmethods
of mai ntai ning bank and i sl ands.

VWhat | can tell you about bank
erosion, for this study we took a multi,
sorry, we took a nultidisciplinary team of
hydr ol ogi sts and geonor phol ogi sts and put
themin the river up in the Twin Cties and

they went down the entire river, all the way
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7
to the confluence of the Ohio and then they

al so went down the entire Illinois River and
what they did as they went along, is they
mapped the condition of the bank line for

t hat whol e systemand we turned that now into
a series of maps and G S products.

In addition to that, they stopped at
71 sites and | ooked in detail to say is w nd
wave causing nost erosion here, is it
over bank fl oodi ng and pi ping that's causi ng
nost erosion, or are conmercial navigation
craft causing erosion, perhaps recreation
craft, so using that information we went back
and | ooked at the entire system again and we
have a series of atlases. | have one of them
here. And anyone interested certainly can
stop after the neeting. A series of atlases
that identify where we think increased
navi gation traffic will contribute to bank
er osi on.

The follow on question is, well, so
what? A free flowing natural river erodes
and deposits, erodes and deposits, so what we
did is we overlaid these bank erosion spots

with informati on we had on what types of
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resources were there? 1s it a hardwood
forest? Is it acity park? Is it sonebody's
| evee? 1Is it sonmebody's backyard? So we've
been able to quantify the nature and ki nd of
resources there.

Anot her issue in terms of bank
erosion are archaeol ogical sites. Are the
areas that are likely to see additiona
erosion, do they contain significant
archaeol ogi cal sites, and we have all of that
that we can present to the EI S and suggest
ways then to protect those areas in the
future.

The second question is, why didn't
the Corps O Engi neers conpare environnental
i npact of barge traffic relative to rail and
truck?

I know we didn't present everything
that we had here today in those five or six
environnental slides, but one of the ongoing
studies is for each one of these alternatives
A through F that Dave has shown to you, were
basically | ooking at -- he showed you how
much additional water transportation traffic

we think we'll have. W're also trying to
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tease out of that data, if we don't do
anyt hi ng, how nuch additional train traffic
will we have? And three areas of particular
concern are fuel use emi ssions and accidents
and hazardous spills, so once we have an idea
of how nuch additional train traffic would
occur if we didn't make these inprovenents,
we woul d conpare the fuel use and emni ssions
of that with the fuel use and emi ssions from
the barges. W would also | ook at areas
where EPA is already suggesting we may be at
or near sonme air quality standard limts and
| ook and see if we actually have enough

addi tional particulates to exceed sonme of
those limts, so it is a conponent of our

st udy.

The next question has to do with
what we've cone to term cunul ative inpacts.
It says, why don't environnental studies
assess the long-termenvironnental inpact of
t he operation and mai nt enance of the
navi gati on system | ocks and danms, the nine
foot channel project.

Certainly in our first round of

nmeetings in 1994, that was the question that
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10
we heard the npst and many, many, nany
times. |In consideration of that, Colone
Cox, then Col onel Cox basically |ooked at the
study as we had it designed and nmade a
determ nation that we certainly had
underesti mated how rmuch effort should be put
into the cunul ative inpact conponent, so
around March of 1995, | think it was, we
reprogramed about a mllion and a half
dollars, nostly fromthe engineers, to try to
get a handl e on what happened when we took a
free flowing river 60 years ago and put in a
series of 30 locks and turned it into a
series of lakes and rivers, |akes and rivers,
| akes and rivers. W used aerial photography
fromthe 1940s, the 1970s, and around 1989,
and basically had a team of experts. W
hi red geonor phol ogi sts fromthe University of
W sconsin in Madison. W had seven transport
experts that we hired fromout in Col orado,
out west, consultants, private consultants,
and we had a Dr. Nacato fromthe Institute of
Hydraul i c Research was an expert
hydr ol ogi st.

They worked in conjunction with a
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11
coupl e ecol ogi sts, Chuck Thighland fromthe
EMIC and Dr. Steve Hartel from Oak Ri dge
Tennessee, and basically went through a one
and a half, two year process, and said, for
each of these pools, this is areas where
we' ve seen | oss of back waters. This is
areas that we've seen |oss of islands. They
tried to consider, froma geonorphic
per spective, why that was happeni ng and then
after they quantified it for the past 50
years they tried to project forward for the
next 50 years.

This report has just now gone out
two weeks ago to the resource agencies, the
DNR, the EPA, Fish & Wldlife for their
conment. Probably in about three nonths it
woul d be released to the public, but it's a
real inmportant backdrop and the issues for us
really is we're tal ki ng about goi ng ei ght
boats a day, perhaps 12 boats a day in poo
13.

An i nportant context is perhaps so
many bluegill would be killed with those
addi ti onal four boats a day, but what's going

to happen to the bluegill fromthese ot her
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factors? Are we gaining or |osing bluegil
habi tat el sewhere than Pool 1372

So that's an inportant backdrop for
any decision that we nmake in terns of the
i mprovenent and allowi ng for the increased
traffic.

The third question, to what extent
was the US Fish & Wldlife Service consulted
regardi ng the environnmental aspects of the
navi gation study, i.e., EMP nonitoring
progr anf

Actually the Fish & Wldlife
Servi ce, now the USGS has been involved in
various aspects of this study. The question
here has to do with the Environnental
Managenent Technical Center and the USGS Fish
Research Center that's right here in
La Crosse. Very early on we realized that
there had been at that tinme five to six years
of nmonitoring data already collected and that
there was an EMI program of |ong-term
noni toring that was going to continue, even
beyond the end of this navigation study, so
we sat down with scientists fromthe EMIC and

| ooked at the types of data they were

NANCY J OHNSON
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coll ecting and how that could be of use for
us, and they also were |ooking at the types
of data we were going to collect under the
navi gati on study, so we had that initial
up-front coordination to nmake sure there was
no overl ap.

O her ways that the EMIC has been
involved is we've used their scientists to do
sone of the fish sanpling, sone of the plant
wor k that has gone on, that Tip wll
basi cally show you in some of his slides, so
we used them basically as expert contractors.

Anot her conponent in the Fish &
Wldlife Service is the conpliance arm and
the Rock Island Field office of the US Fish &
Wlidlife office has responsibilities for
endanger ed species and the coordi nation act
report concerning environmental resources and
t hey' ve been a very inportant nenber of what
we call the Navigation Environnental
Coordinating Conmittee. W' ve net 26 times
now and there's representatives fromthe five
state DNRs as well as EPA, Fish & Wldlife
Service. So that's a big role the Fish &

Wldlife Service has played.
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Here's the toughest question,
probably. At what point do we say enough is
enough? That the river has been fully
expl oi ted and can bear no nore?

Certainly NEPA, | think, was put in
place to try to help federal agencies in the
public to nake those decisions, so the tools
that you' ve seen today and the considerations
that we're naking, we're trying to get a
sense, if we nmake no additional inprovenents
to this navigation system what's that going
to nean, what's the river going to look Iike
in 50 years? |f we do nake these
i mprovenents, what does that nean to the
econony in the Mdwest, what does that nean
to the future of the river? And it's this,
basically this process through all the public
i nteraction, and the NEPA review process and
then, finally, Congress's choice, if we try
to lay this information on the table, so that
t hose types of decisions can be nade.

Wiy has the process been designed
such that the environnental studies are not
conpl ete?

It certainly wasn't our intent to

NANCY J OHNSON
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have t he studies not conplete at this phase
in the game. A certain amunt of this is
kind of a feedback approach. Basically for
our inpacts of navigation traffic, the
econoni sts have to settle on the val ues that
will feed into their nodels and then run
their nodels before we have sone sense of how
traffic m ght change on the system and al
our direct effects and environnental nodels
then take that traffic and basically run it
through and try to determ ne what kind of
impact is this going to be on larva, fish, on
pl ant beds, muscle beds, on bank erosion, and
so on and so forth, so often while you're
finding environnental kind of |agging behind
in the end, you do have to have sone feedback
fromthe engi neering and the econom sts
before we can conplete our job. But | wll
tell you right fromday one of the study,
environnent al aspect of the study has been
able to get the nost resources, that flune,
the 1 to 25 scale flune that you saw there,
we started building that on about the third
day of this feasibility study, so it

certainly was not by design that we tried to
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not have this information avail able, and
think we're sharing with you tonight our
current status and nmore information will be
com ng out in the next few nonths.

That's all of the questions | have.
Thank you.

DAVE: Thanks, Ken. | would Iike
Ri ch Manguno to cone up and address econom ¢
guesti ons.

CORPS MEMBER: | have a coupl e of
guestions here that go together, and,
interestingly, these are questions that we've
been getting pretty nuch every night in our
series of workshops. The question is, what
is the cost benefit of the no action
alternative, including maintaining the
exi sting systen? And a simlar question is
why didn't the Corps put a cost on the no
action alternative, for instance, |ost
benefits for grain farnmers due to high
costs.

The cost benefit, if you will, of
the no action alternative, really should be
viewed in this way. W identified sone

benefits, some transportation efficiencies

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

17
that coul d be gai ned by pursuing the various
nmeasures that were described earlier tonight,
so the cost of the no action alternative
really is those benefits, those
transportation efficiencies that wouldn't be
realized if those neasures were not
i mpl enent ed.

And sort of a side question here
about the benefit cost of nmintaining the
exi sting system W spend approxinmately 150
mllion dollars a year nmaintaining the I ocks
and danms on the upper Mssissippi in the
[1linois waterway. W' re estimating that the
savi ngs, transportation savings only,
produced by that system exceed 650 mllion
dollars a year, so that's about five and a
half to six BCratio on nmintaining the
exi sting system and, as | said, that
i ncludes only the transportation efficiency
part of the equation

It doesn't include benefits that
woul d accrue fromrecreation use or from
wat er supply considerations for sone | oca
comunities.

Next question | have here is how

NANCY J OHNSON
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cl ose to maxi mum capacity is the current
systemat its nost restricted point?

If you think about capacity in terns
of how nany | ockage cycles are physically
possi ble to conplete in a given period of
time, that's the notion of capacity. Then
sonmewhere around 80 plus percent is, is the
maxi mum How is the question phrased here?
How cl ose to the nmaxi num capacity is the
current system so sonething in excess of 80
percent on the |lower part of the system The
| ocks, in the range of sites 20 through 25
are approximately at 80 percent, slightly
greater.

How i s the Corps going to include
i nternational conpetitiveness into the
recomended pl an? Another question that has
conme up in a nunber of these sessions.

Specifically and inplicitly
i nternational conpetition is not built into
the nodeling efforts or into the traffic
proj ections that we have. However, when it
cones time to decide on the recomended pl an
the effects of international conpetition as

they woul d bear on the US standing as a
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| eader in grain exporting, as well as any
bal ance of paynent considerations, would be a
couple of factors that would be qualitatively
assessed in deciding the recormended pl an

Anot her question is, is the Corps
going to reevaluate the elasticity of demand
on the Illinois R ver?

Uhm | think what this question is
about pertains to the way that we've defined
or attenpted to define the shapes of our
demand, our demand for world transportation

W' ve used data that we've had or
were able to obtain fromlowa to help us in
defini ng what the shapes of these curves
are. And we've used that |owa data and
applied to it to a broader geographic region
than just | owa.

And the question has cone up, how
appropriate is using that lowa data for other
| ocations? Specifically in the state of
I[Ilinois as it applies to traffic on the
IIlinois waterway. W're in the process now
of using different values to come up with
alternative specifications, alternative

shades of these demands curves, and we're
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doi ng those eval uations right now, so | guess
the answer to the question is, yes, we are
specifically | ooking at that issue.

Question is, why no projects above
Lock 147

The nmeasures or the alternatives
that were presented earlier tonight were put
toget her specifically with the notion of
trying to find those groups of individua
nmeasures that performthe best with respect
to benefits and cost. As we went through the
very | arge number of possible conbinations
that are out there, because we're |ooking at
potentially 38 different |ock and damsites
and a nunber of different types of
i mprovenents that would be possible at all of
these sites, the conbinations get quite
large. So what we have tried to do then is
to conmbine these things in a way that, that
performthe best froma transportation
ef ficiency perspective, and when we've gone
through this exercise, the inprovenents that
have been di scussed here toni ght above Lock
14 didn't produce transportation efficiencies

that were at |least equal to the cost of
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i mpl enenting those nmeasures, so that's the
reason why you saw no neasures above Lock
14.

Wth the exception, | should say, of
nooring cells, |I believe, at site 12. Those
did show benefits that were greater than the
cost of inplenenting those particular nooring
cells at that site.

Question is, where are the studies
on alternative transportati on nodes? Ah,
those are in progress. W're doing work
right nowto, to look at a couple of
di fferent things.

One is the relative effects of
transporting conmodities over different
nodes, water versus rail, specifically, and
hi ghway. We're | ooking at those things with
respect, specifically to fuel consunption and
em ssi ons and accidents and spills. As |
said, that work is in progress, and will be
conpleted within the next couple of nonths.

The | ast question | have here is,
how wi Il product move if project is not
built? WII entire transportation system be

self-limting? What is the cost to
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producti on systemif other nodes are used?

I f neasures to expand the capacity
of the waterway system are not pursued, there
still will be some increase in traffic on the
wat erway. The question earlier dealt with
t he existing capacity and where current
bottons are with respect to that. W' re not
at 100 percent of the capacity of the system
so we will see sonme increase in traffic on
the waterway if no neasures are pursued.

If no neasures are pursued, however,
there will be sone conmponent of the projected
vol une that we anticipate that obviously
can't nmove on the waterway and we'll have to
do sonething el se. Now, that sonething else
may involve transportation by another node,
perhaps rail, to the New Ol eans area for
export. Some might go to the Pacific
northwest by rail for export through the
river systemthere, and sone of the vol une
wi || perhaps go into uses other than to
export grain, to processing, food processing,
to ethanol production. Those sorts of
t hi ngs.

And there were a couple questions in
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here still, | guess. Wat is the cost to the
production systemif other nodes are used?

The production system here | guess
is referring to, to grain production,
think. The question is not specific on that
poi nt .

If that's the intent here, the
i npact woul d be that sone transportation node
with a higher cost would be used to nove that
volume of commodity. The econonic anal ysis
is based on the premise that production will
be the same with or without the inproved
grai n production.

Where and how that production is
noved and in what proportions, essentially,
is the consequence of how nuch, if any, of
t hese neasures are actually inpl enmented.

BILL WEDMAN: Do you have a couple
nore or would you like to open it up to the
floor?

CORPS MEMBER: No, those are the
guestions from each team

BILL WEDMAN: Okay, | would like to
open this up now again for the question and

answer, but requesting either clarification

NANCY J OHNSON
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or some technical information from our
expertise that's here.

W have two microphones avail abl e.
W' re using those because we want to nake
sure the reporter gets the data.

VO CE: (Good evening. M question
goes to Ken, the environmental speciali st
here. That |ast question that you heard was
when will we know the river has had enough
And | didn't hear you answer that question
You mi ght want to rephrase it and maybe you
woul d answer it nore clearer for everybody?

Uhm a lot of people are here
because they' ve seen what the Corps has
al ready done to the river. They've seen the
river ecosystemgo on a very downward slide
over the years that they've been on the
river, and you answered that NEPA, which, for
everyone here, stands for Nationa
Envi ronmental Policy Act, which basically
requi res federal agencies to do Environnental
| npact Statenents to evaluate their effects
on the environnment. You, Ken, stated that
NEPA covers that, so we're |ooking at that.

Ken knows that the last tine that the Corps

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

25
did an Environnental |npact Statenent on the
operation and mai ntenance of the river, which
was in the early 70s, and that concluded that
t he navi gation system was good for the river
and good for the river's ecosystem and.
BILL WEDMAN:  Your question is?
VO CE: M question is, Ken, when
will we exanmine that? You knowthat a 1.5
mllion dollar study doesn't nearly even
scratch the surface of that issue. Wen wll
the Corps really | ook at what existing system
is doing that, because that's the concern of
peopl e here, is that we need to | ook at what,
how we' re destroying the river now before we
make t he probl em worse
CORPS MEMBER: Basically, as you
all know, because you attended previous
neetings, this study is specifically focused
at increases to reduce delays at the |ocks
and dans, so we have been very narrowy
focused on what the alternatives to reduce
that delay would go do to the environnent.
W have an increase in traffic, what mght it
do to fish, plants, nussels, and so on and so

forth.
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Again, as | said in that previous
qguestion, it's an inmportant backdrop to
really try to understand, are we near sone
ecol ogi cal threshold of collapse, and the
Cumul ative I npact Study, | think, gives us a
good backdrop to try and nake a deci sion
bet ween, | think what we saw in today's
slide, 6 boats a day in Pool 8 or 9 boats a
day in Pool 8.

Sal's question is, yeah, but what
about all those other things that the Corps
i s doing or perhaps other people are doing on
the river? Wen are we going to address
those? There are certainly a nunber of other
ongoing initiatives that at least | think go
to some great hope. In the environnental
managenent program ri ght now, funds have been
reprogranmed to do a habitat needs
assessnent.

| think that, both from an
ecol ogi cal perspective and a societal
perspective, will help give us an
under st andi ng of what we may want the river
to look like in 50 years.

There are other prograns going on.
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Certainly the St. Paul District, Rock Island
District, St. Louis District have very
ext ensi ve channel mai ntenance pl anni ng
prograns. We're |ooking at the channe
mai nt enance needs over the next 40 years and
environnental |y acceptable and responsi bl e
ways to handl e channel mai ntenance
activities.

Agai n, other agencies, federal and
state agencies, have simlar prograns, so is
there this one big initiative right now
that's | ooking at all the needs and all the
uses of the Mssissippi River? No, it's not
there, but |I think partly as a result of this
system study getting going and all the energy
that came out of that, we do have a | ot of
good parallel efforts that are addressing
some of those issues.

BI LL WEDWMAN: Thanks.

VO CE: Kind of a follow up to that,
recreational use creates a pressure on the
systemtoo and have we evaluated at what tine
the overuse for recreational activities
creates a breakdown and a problem

econom cally, logistically on the entire
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syst enf?

CORPS MEMBER: Specifically the
consi derati on of | ockages to acconmpdate rec
vessels is incorporated into the econonic
analysis. Gven the way rec | ockages occur
right now, we'll have several boats in the
chanmber per cycle. There is still the
ability, however, to put nore or put
additional vessels into the chanber for a
given cycle, so, given what we anticipate the
possi ble increase in rec traffic to be over
time, we don't think that additional | ockages
woul d be required to actually acconmpdate
that traffic.

VO CE: How about the conflicts in
t he mai n channel ?

CORPS MEMBER: Anot her proponent of
the study, we actually went out and we tried
to map out for the entire system where
different classes of watercraft transport
nove, like the great big yachts in the main
channel , bass boats into the backwater, and
so on and so forth. W did a tour, basically
a lot of resource boats on the river, and we

mapped out all those areas, and then in
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addition to that, we tried to | ook at some of
t he popul ation dynamics and tried to project,
basi cal l y, how nany, how nuch recreation
traffic will there be on the system 10 years
fromnow, 20 years from now, 50 years from
now, so that's all rolled in then to part of
our environmental study where we're concerned
wi th sedi ment resuspension as well as the
effects on plants fromrecreation craft and
especi ally where you have out by the main
channel s those effects, we're |ooking at what
ki nd of conpounding effect there will be both
in recreation and the navigation traffic, so
it is a conponent of our study. It's not
quite conplete yet.

The Corps recreation traffic
forecasts are conplete and published on our
web site as well as the navigated areas, but
we're just now trying to finish up the
physi cal effects and environnental effects of
this recreation traffic.

BILL WEDVAN:. Thanks. Next.

VOCE | live over in Shore Acres,
and there's a turn bridge for the railroad.

It was supposed to be, under the Truman Hobbs
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Act to be replaced. Now the barges cone
down, and it takes themjust as long to go
t hrough that bridge as they go through the
|l ock and dam Is this bridge another
structure along the river that's going to be
repl aced so that the barges can go snoothly
down the river? And, also, in the future, if
you | engt hen these dans, |ocks and danms, are
the barge lines going to go to 18 and 21
bar ges?

BILL WEDMAN: So you have two
guesti ons.

VO CE:  Yes.

BI LL W EDVAN. Ckay.

CORPS MEMBER: W tal ked about the
smal | scal e nmeasures, and in the presentation
we talked it was a hundred neasures that we
had, and as part of that brainstorning
session that we had back in 1994, early on in
t he study, inprovenent neasures away fromthe
| ock sites were discussed, as well as
recogni zing that there are other restrictions
on the system But as we are |ooking at the
overal |l systenic assessnent and what's best

to nove the traffic, what inprovenent
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neasures are best to nove the traffic through
the system the chief bottlenecks on the
system on the existing | ocks, and we put
theminto focus, but we recogni ze that
there's other items out there.

VO CE If you have a power failure,
if you had a power failure on that bridge, or
al ong here -- last year we had a storm The
power went out. The barge sat in front of ny
house and idled for three hours and it takes
the barges at least a half hour to go through
that bridge. And that's -- are you going to
repl ace the bridge or not? That's ny
guesti on? Yes or no?

BILL WEDMAN: The second question

CORPS MEMBER: | was going to |et
Terry fromthe operations.

CORPS MEMBER: As far as that
railroad bridge, | have no idea whether they
are planning on doi ng any upgrades to that,
you know. They, | haven't talked to the
railroad in that regard at all. | knowit's
a problem that they have a heck of a tine
maki ng that bridge down there, but, you know,

I would have to check with the railroad as
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far as what their plans are for that in the
future. | have no idea on that.

CORPS MEMBER: | believe the second
part of the question was in regards to
i ncreasi ng the number of barges that they are
nmovi ng up the systemin the future. The
river up at this end of the system due to
the specific constraints, that would limt
above a 15 barge tow certainly down through
the river and bel ow 27. There are barge
configurations that are |onger.

VO CE: Hi, can you hear ne?

BI LL WEDMVAN: Yes.

VOCE: Two things. W live on the
river at Pool 7 in Dresbach, and we have two
i ssues. Qur mmin concern is the bank
erosion, and not only the barges. W've said
it has to do with the current and the buoys
that are very close to our shoreline where
t he barges can cone up very close, plus |arge
boats with big waves that are just taking the
banks away al so. So those, that's one
conponent .

And, nunber two, besides the bank

erosi on, nunber two, is the islands.
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Dresbach |sland, we've been trying to restore
it and to maintain it as nuch as we can. And
we - -

BILL WEDMAN: And your question?

VO CE: M question is we want
sand. We would love to see them have the
sand put back on the island, and right now I
woul d I'i ke to know why the Corps is taking
the sand right, right in Pool 7, right by the
| ock and dam and hauling it all the way up,
not only to the Dakota island now, not just
stockpiling it up there on that huge
stockpil e they have there, now they are
taking it all the way up to Trenpeal eau, but
we're begging for it. Begging for it on our
shorelines and Dresbach island, but we cannot
get it because then the Corps says the DNR
W have to go through the DNR. But |'mreal
tired of this. And this is a study from
1987, Recreation Beach Maintenance Pl an.
1987. And we still don't have any i sl ands.
Qur islands are disappearing, and | don't
know who is doing boating, but there are no
i slands left.

BILL WEDVAN: Okay, | would like to
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have t he operations peopl e answer your
guestion and then you can, in the statenent
time you can also el aborate nore on the
concern you have.

CORPS MEMBER: As far as the sands,
there is a section in Fountain City that
takes care of all the dredging on the river
I"mnot part of that. |'mnore operations of
the | ocks thenselves, but.

VO CE: But who does answer that?
This is the sane thing | get every single
time. | don't handle this, he does. It goes
around and around and we cannot get anything
done.

CORPS MEMBER: There's certain --

VO CE: Between the Corps and the
DNR, not hi ng.

CORPS MEMBER:  There's certain
di sposal areas that we have to abide by, as
far as where we can di spose of this sand and
we just can't dispose of it anywhere we want
any nore.

VO CE: Wy not?

CORPS MEMBER: The approved di sposa

areas are the areas at Dakota and Trenpeal eau
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and that's where the sand in Pool 7 goes, to
one of those two sites.

VO CE: Wiy not back to the island
where it cane fron? Practicality. Wy can't
it go back?

BILL WEDVAN: It sounds |ike we've
got your question recorded and I woul d nake
sure that the Corps responds to that. |
under stand they have sone constraints where
they can take care of that, but specifically,
woul d you make sure that you identified
your sel f.

VOCE |'ve got a barge in nmy front
yard, sir.

BILL WEDVMAN:  Sir, you had a
guesti on back there?

VO CE: Little bit of a question,
little bit of a statenent.

BILL WEDVAN: Let's stick to the
guestion part of it and then we'll get to the
st at enent .

VO CE: Soneone questioned that
you're going to design this river systemfor
the next 50 years, and have you consi dered

that the environnent changes every five?
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Have you consi dered that agriculture changes
every three? Have you considered that the
public use changes in less than ten? These
are the inpacts that you need to change the
way you work with it. | want you to | ook at
t hat one.

BILL WEDMAN: So your question is
are they considering those changeabl e issues
in their forecasting and sone of the benefits
and costs?

VO CE: Yes, sir.

BILL WEDVAN:  And if the rest is a
statement, again, | would like to keep this
part for question and answers, then we'll
nove to statenents.

VO CE: One of the other questions
that | have is, is that the Corps O
Engi neers, in it's infinite wi sdomof trying
to go through this relentl ess process that
barges are not as efficient because of the
way they separate theminto | ocks and dans,
you'll check that in places in Europe that
they are using electricity in various
voltages to do the tightening of things or

hydraulics. Did you have any success with
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the industry in | ooking at sone of the
advanced technol ogi es that could be utilized
to save them sone of the tines and provide
for the safety in that type of operation

BI LL W EDVAN. Ckay.

CORPS MEMBER: Ckay, | guess the
first part of your question was tal ki ng about
pl anning to the next 50 years and that's a
I ong planning stretch certainly. Certainly
it's, you have to, to make projections off
that far, and what we envision com ng out of
this study is, is we have done our analysis
over a 50 year period, but we'll be I ooking
at a short term over the next 15 or so years
as well as, as an environnental approach
Certainly over tine we will revisit that and
make sure that the needs continue to be net
and we need to do anything else on the
system not only in regards to navigation
but al so continui ng maki ng deci sions for the
environnent in regards to the | everage.

CORPS MEMBER: Coupl e coments.
When we first got into this study, we met
with industry to try to find out what they

had been doing in terns of efficiency,

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

38
because, and, in fact, they have done quite a
bit over the years. Specifically there is a
ot of time taken up in the remake of the
barges and there's several devises out there
that industry has used and is inplenenting.
One is called power ratchet that takes a | ot
less tine to couple the barges together, so
they are, they are inplenenting those right
now, and we've included those in with our
st udy.

BILL WEDMAN: Okay, again, let ne
just reiterate. The point of the question
and answer is to get either technical answers
or sone clarification for you. |If there
aren't continued questions, then we'll nove
into a statenent period, because | want to
make sure we cover the ground here. | think
you' re next.

VO CE: (Okay, | spoke with the
econom st a little while ago, and, |I'msorry,
| don't renmenber his name, but | thought his
answer to my question at that time was very
interesting, and I would like if | could ask
it again for himto say it in public. Wat I

asked himwas a little bit related to the
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| ast question of when you're making
projections of 50 years, there's a | ot of
vari abl es that enter in.

Wth integrity as an econom st, how
can you stand behind a single nunber as an
output? There are ranges. There are
vari ables. There are pluses and m nuses that
have to go into anything that comes near a 50
year forecast. There's nothing in any Corps
publication, that 1've seen, that gives
anyt hi ng besides a single nunber. There are
no, well, it could be down this low or it
could be up this high, and this is the
aver age.

BILL WEDMAN: So your question
boil s down to?

VO CE: M question boils down to
and relates to his answer. As a decision
maker, could you put any credibility into the
nunbers that have been presented to us
t oday?

CORPS MEMBER: The question was
posed earlier and I'll try to see if | can,
as carefully as possible, repeat the answer.

Projecting over a 50 year period is

NANCY J OHNSON
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a very difficult, if not inpossible, thing to
do. But that's the environnment that we find
ourselves in. W're evaluating a |ong period
of time, so we're forced to do our best in
estimati ng what will happen over that tine
peri od. Now, because of the need to | ook out
so far, there are certainly uncertainties
surroundi ng any of the estinates that we
make. The information that you saw presented
earlier tonight essentially represents a
point estinmate. There are no uncertainties
described in the specific values that were
used for various inputs or the consequences
of changing the val ues of those particular
i nputs. W are | ooking specifically at that
i ssue of uncertainty and the inplications of
that uncertainty regarding the fornulation
process. The laying out of the alternatives
and the description of the benefits and costs
that go along with those alternatives.

Unfortunately we're not finished
with that part of the analysis yet. W're
doing it now There is a lot of lead tine,
logistically, in setting up the neetings that

we' re going through now, these workshops.
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And we had a decision to nmake internally.
When we knew we woul dn't have all the
i nformati on that we had hoped to have in tine
for these sessions, whether or not to del ay
t hese sessions, conplete as nuch of the work
as we could, and then have a nore conplete
description of the alternatives, along with
the variability that mght go along with
those, or to proceed with these workshops and
share with you the information that we have
as of now. And obviously the decision that
we nade was to proceed with these workshops
and to share with everybody the work that
we' ve conpl eted to date.

The | ast part of this, | guess, is
as a decision nmaker, what sort of position do
you find yourself in when it ultimtely cones
time to say, you know, | support this or |
support sonmet hing el se when all we have is
the infornmation that you' ve seen tonight.

And nmy response earlier was that, as a

deci si on naker, | would absolutely want to
have the benefit of all of this information.
I want to know what the uncertainties are. |

want to know what the consequences of those
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uncertainties are in order to make an
i nformed choi ce

Bl LL WEDNMAN: Okay, thanks.

VO CE: In an answer to a previous
qguestion, it was pretty nuch alluded to that
the Corps and the, working in concert and
cooperation with some of the other agencies
that are responsi ble for managi ng the
M ssissippi as a resource. Uhm in the US
Fish & Wldlife Service statenent regarding
the Arny Corps OF Engi neers, Upper
M ssissippi and Illinois System Navi gation
Study from August of 1999, there's a few
comments that | need to pull out of it in
order for me to ask ny question

| quote, The service has been
strongly critical of the Corps' environnental
study design for the navigation study. The
current approaches taken by the Corps to
address these concerns are not satisfactory
to the service.

Wthout a commtnent to respond to
the Service's concerns about O%M and tow
traffic effects, we will continue to reject

the findings of the Corps' navigation inpact
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anal ysi s.

Now, is the Corps working in
cooperation and concert with the US Fish &
Wldlife Service to develop these studies or
are you not?

Bl LL WEDNMAN: Okay, thanks.

CORPS MEMBER: The basic design for
the inmpact studies that we've shown today
actual ly evolved out of what was called a
pl an of study for the second | ock and | ock
and dam 26, and at that tine the St. Louis
District actually had the lead on pulling
together nultiple agencies fromthe five
states. They worked hard for two years, cane
up with sone pretty good, 15, basically,
conceptual designs targeted at how can we
study fish inpact? How can we study pl ant
i npact? How can we study nuscle inpact and
so on and so forth.

Wel |, what we did in the navigation
study then in 1992 is we took the POS and we
extracted fromthose what we felt at the tinme
were the nost critical studies to nmake a
reasonabl e choi ce between alternatives on

this study and we reconvened a group of EPA,
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Fish & Wldlife service, and DNR bi ol ogi sts
appointed by their states into the Navigation
Envi ronment al And Coordi nati ng Committee.
They began to neet in Decenber of 1992.

Again, we net 26 tines since. The ngjor
concerns that | have heard fromthe neck

and, again, these are not, these are not

i ghtwei ght neetings. These have been nmjor
investments of tinme fromthe state, the Fish
and WIldlife Service and EPA of attendees
that participate in these neetings.

The gist of it is the nethodol ogies,
a lot of themare innovative, new
t echnol ogi es, never been tried before, and
we' ve worked with themin the scoping
process. W feel that the message, and
think they would say that the nethods we
devel oped are appropriate nmethods to get at
the direct effects of navigation traffic.

The maj or shortconing that we hear
fromthe Fish And Wldlife Service and the
state agencies, and sone of themare here
tonight, and they'll correct nme if |I'm wong,
I"mcertain, is that they would definitely

desire nore baseline data gathering.
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In that letter, | think at one point
it says, an additional three to five years
for the data would be appropriate to assi st
in making this public interest decision.
kay, so they are totally opposed to the
nmet hodol ogy i s an overstatenment and perhaps
that letter didn't nean that and |'m not
certain.

VO CE: The letter is the official
statenent fromthe US Fish And Wlidlife
Service, and | don't think they would say
sonet hing that they don't nean.

CORPS MEMBER: Again, | can only
tell you the results and feedback fromthe
nmeetings. W' ve been at the neetings and at
the table. The need for additional field
data gathering is sonething that we think we
can handl e and adapt with mitigation
approach. W also think that we are close to
havi ng enough infornmation to nmake a reasoned
choi ce between alternatives. Wat's going to
happen i f we have ei ght boats a day versus
what's going to happen if we're going to have
twel ve boats a day? | think if you put in

pl ace good, avoid, minimze mtigation
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nmeasures, offset any negative inpacts that
are being anticipated, that we can nove
forward with the reasoned choi ces and
ultimately Congress will make that decision

BILL WEDVMAN. Ckay, gentleman over
here.

VO CE: For ne the economc
gquestions are fairly clear. Believe nme, the
trouble I had with ny checkbook, they need to
be clear and they need to be sinple. | just
want to ask if two answers are going to be in
the Corps' report. One relates to who pays
for increased navigation and the other
relates to who gains, so in terns of who
pays, to me the issue is what is the
appropriate percentage for the taxpayer to
pay and what's the appropriate percentage for
the industry to pay? And | know that there
has been a tax that's been in place for years
and | think it's around 2 percent. But is
that going to be the same percentage over the
next 50 years? And is this an adm nistration
call? And will the president or Congress
tell the Corps O Engi neers what that

percentage is going to be before the end of
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this report?

BI LL W EDVAN:. Ckay.

VOCE | would like to know that,
and also related to who gains? To ne the
guestion is how nmuch of the benefits are
going to be gained by big industry, Con-Agra
and those fol ks versus the farner who
actually goes and grows grain, and will that
answer be in the Corps' report?

BILL WEDMAN: COkay, we'll answer,
there's two parts to that.

CORPS MEMBER: Ckay, the first part
is in regards to who pays. Under the Water
Resour ces Devel opnent Act, the past Congress
has established the Waterway Trust Fund which
is afund that's fed by a fuel tax from
conmer ci al navigation and for any
i mprovenents for major rehabilitation on the
i nl and waterway system Fifty percent of
that cost is borne by the Inland Waterway
Trust Fund and the other 50 percent by
general revenues.

"Il turn it over for the second
part over to Rich

CORPS MEMBER: The second part of
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the question is who reaps the benefits of
this project? A nunber of entities really
share in the benefits -- the transportation
efficiencies that we're tal king about here.
The shi pper benefits, in part, the consuner
of the final products share, in part, and
producers, like farners, share in this to
some extent as well. Qur study has not
attenpted to answer the question as to what
those proportions are to the various groups.
As we do our analysis, it's fromvery
prescribed procedure. |It's the thing that
you' ve heard several times tonight, this NED
Nat i onal Econom c Devel opnent, perspective,
so we're neasuring these transportation
efficiencies fromthe national perspective as
they approve to the nation, so the question
as to specifically where and whi ch groups
accrue the benefits of the various
i mprovenents is again sonething that we have
not cal cul at ed.

BI LL WEDMAN: Thanks.
VOCE | just had a question with
respect to the comodities nmovenents. \Wat

were the assunptions, the basic assunptions
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with respect to the cormmodities novenents
that were nmade as far as econom c study and
were they different than the first shot at
t he econonic study?

CORPS MEMBER: There are, there is
quite a lengthy list of assunptions that go
into the traffic projections. The traffic
projections were done for us under contract.
Jack Faucett & Associ ates was the conpany
that perforned the traffic projections.

They, in turn, subcontracted with various
other experts in specific commodity fields to
do specific pieces of the analysis, so
there's a nunber of different players, al
contractors hired by the Corps to nake these
projections. Specific assunptions, as |

said, are, are quite nunerous and, and
specific to each of the comodity groups that
are included in this traffic base. Now, |
will add that those reports are avail able and
are on the web page, if you're interested in
| ooki ng at those docunents. There's a
summary report that gives you an overview for
each of the groups, as well as nore detailed

vol umes that cover each of the individua
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groups in much nore detail.

BI LL WEDVAN: Question.

VOCE Well, | just, | think it's
kind of a question, maybe a statenent too,
but one of you alluded to the fact that the
1970 or so operation and mai nt enance
Envi ronment al | nmpact Statenent concluded that
the construction of the | ocks and danms was a
positive thing for the river. And |'m not
sure that's true. | was kind of a coaut hor
of part of that EI'S and | think you nmay want
to go back and | ook at that, and, and maybe
review the, the actual inpacts. [|'mnot sure
that's a good sound basis on which to, to
per haps construct that about an expand and
exi st ence.

BILL WEDVMAN: So that's really nore
of a statement than a question.

VO CE: Cbviously.

BILL WEDMAN: You're questioning
the use of it, let's put it that way.

VA CE:  Yes.

BILL WEDVMAN: Al right.

CORPS MEMBER. |I'mtrying to

remenber in what context it was in the
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stat enent.

VO CE: Can you send me a copy of

t hat ?

CORPS MEMBER: Ckay, it was Sol's
statenent.

VOCE It's in the executive
sunmary. It says that the navigation system

is a good benefit for the river's ecosystem
And nmy point was, that is the functional EI S
that they are operating under. |If they are
only | ooking at the additional barge traffic,
they are saying, we have studied the issue of
how t he navi gati on system affects the river.
We studied that in the early 70s, but if you
| ook at those studies, they are ridicul ous.

BILL WEDMAN: Okay, thanks. We'll
open it up for one nore question and then
would like to shift into --

CORPS MEMBER: There was a second
part to the previous question that, as
finished | realized | hadn't addressed.
think it was fromthe traffic projections
that are behind the nunbers that you saw
earlier tonight, the same as -- what was

referred to as the first study of the
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original study. W've produced severa
estimates of, of benefits and costs over the
| ast six or nore nonths based on, on various
| evel s of detail of our inputs. Specifically
for the traffic projections, the stuff that
was used in the nost early version of those
prelinmnary estimates is the sane traffic,
same traffic projections that are part of the
nunbers that you've seen tonight.

BILL WEDMAN: Sir.

VOCE Virtually all the
alternative plans that you have listed in the
docunment, there seens to be an increase in
the tows per day throughout the, throughout
the river system Can you tell ne how you
you' ve addressed the increase in potenti al
for hazardous spill due to the nunber, due to
barge accidents that will be increased by the
nunber of tows being pulled through per day
and if you could also describe to ne any of
the cleanup efforts or the contai nment
efforts that nmay be advanced upon in the
future.

CORPS MEMBER: W used the Coast

Guard data on accidents and spills and we

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

53
went through, probably the Iength of their
records, and we're still working on that
issue. Primarily, it's taken a long tine
because the data that we have does not show
any correlation between traffic and spills.
Now, part of that reason is because the
nunber of spills is so snmall, but another
part of that reason is because they change
the way they collect the data over tinme, so
we're still looking at that data and that
data will be in the final report.

VO CE: (Okay, so you don't have a
definite answer for that then now?

CORPS MEMBER: The answer we have
today is we can't neasure it, and, |ike
said, we're still looking at it, trying to
pull the data out and conme up with a finite
measure.

VO CE: And you will be using that
data as far as deternining the inmpact of the
i ncreased nunbers of tows on the river then?

CORPS MEMBER: Certainly wll.

Bl LL WEDNMAN: Gentl eman behi nd you.

VO CE: The question was asked

earlier about who reaps the benefits and
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think the corollary question to that is who
pays the costs? |If they are not the sane
people, | think we've got a problem Another
thing is, you are discussing the railroad
bridge as a bottleneck. The river is also a
bottl eneck to the railroad having to open
it's gates, or, bridge, to let the barges

t hrough. Wen you tal k about inproving or
replacing the bridge, you indicate, well, go
see the railroad. They are the ones who have
to do that. |Is the barge company going to
pay for the upgrades to the river?

CORPS MEMBER: As part of paying for
the cost of the inprovenent, both new
construction as well as major rehabilitation
to the existing system there's a fuel tax
that's paid. | think it's approximtely 20
cents a gallon. And that goes into the
I nl and Waterway Trust Fund. Fifty percent of
the cost of new construction is paid from
that I nland Waterway Trust Fund that comes
fromthe taxes. And then 50 percent is paid
by the general revenues of the treasury.

BILL WEDVAN: Okay, | would like to

maybe give you -- you've been sitting quite a
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while -- a 60 second opportunity to stretch,
and then | would like to nove into the
statement period, but before you stretch, let
me ask, so | get an idea of time allocation
how many of you want to nake a statenent or
read a prepared statenent? GCet sone idea
Okay. Let's just take 60 seconds to stretch
for a mnute and then we'll get into the
statenment peri od.

(Break.)

Bl LL WEDMAN: Ckay, a quick
calculation. Each person has five m nutes.
If you have a prepared statenment or you've
prepared sone notes, please nake sure the
Corps gets that information. You can either
give it to one of the |adies that are out at
the desk or if you want to give it to Dave or
one of nenbers here, make sure we get a copy
of that information. That's inportant. So
we're using again the two mcs. And it's,
you do not have to identify yourself, but it
is hel pful for our court reporter if you do.
"Il start over here. [1'Il call one mnute
when you have used four ninutes.

JIMMLLER M nane is JimMller

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

56
and | live on Brice Prairie. W've got a
situation here, where, as | understand it,
the whol e deal with these here -- now that |
amup here | can't think of what | want to
say.

Al the lock and dam systens --
initially when they started the | ock and dam
systems, the human cry to get the noney for
this project was, we can control flooding,
and you can nove nerchandise. The big item
for the people in this country was, boy, if
you can control flooding, for God's sake,
give themthe noney, and they got millions
and millions and mllions of dollars to build
these lock and dans. All well and good.
Since the inception of the | ock and dans,
ever since they first started, they have
never ever been used for flood control. Not
once.

But the barge industry reigns
supreme. | think they own the river and they
are kind enough to let us look at it. W' ve
got a situation here, if you can |ower the
water in this city 12 inches in a 24 hour

period, there's no way that you can tell ne

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

57
that you can't use the lock and dam system
for controlling flooding. There is no two
ways about it. You nost assuredly can. Al
you got to do is take the water out before
the big water cones. But they -- this is a
lost itemfor these people. And,
consequently, the flooding costs the
taxpayers millions and mllions of dollars.
And nothing is done about it, by the very
operation that was supposed to control it in
the first place.

Now we' ve got a situation here where
this MSU, or whoever it is, that was in the
paper on the 22nd of April, proposes a 1.1
billion dollar Mssissippi plan. This is to
reactivate the M ssissippi and nake it pretty
much like it was before. As long as the
barge industry is in operation, this is a
lost item This 1.1 billion dollars is going
to be absolutely wasted because of the barge
i ndustry. And | brought this up before.

It's ny understanding that the University of
| owa made a study of the barge industry and
proved beyond a shadow of a doubt that the

barge i ndustry was absolutely and positively
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obsol ete, and has been for quite a while.
Every single thing that they haul can be
haul ed faster, cheaper, and nuch safer by
anot her means, but this doesn't seemto be
consi dered by anybody. | don't know if
anybody in here has ever been at a | oadout
for soybeans or for corn or whatever, but
they go to these | oudouts and they pick, and
they pick up a whole sem and point it right
straight up in the air and they can enpty
that thing in just a few mnutes. Period.

Now it takes themfive or six days
or nore to load a barge. Then it's another
what, five or six days to take it down to
where it belongs and | have no idea how | ong
it takes to unload, but | presune it's five
or six days. That's 15, 16, or 17 days to
handl e a | oad of mnerchandi se, when it can be
haul ed to one direction and dunped in a
matter of minutes.

| don't understand what's going on
here.

But the barge industry, as everybody
knows, has been a problem and one of the

bi ggest probl enms we' ve got on the
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M ssi ssippi, period. And anybody that knows
anyt hi ng about the Mssissippi is well aware

of this. And nobody is doing a damm thing

about it.

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, Jim

TOM HOAE: Thank you. My nane is
Tom Howe, and | live at Route 2, La Crescent,

up in the bluff that is i mediately above the
area where the tow of the barges cone out of
| ocks at the Dresbach dam First of all,
before I get into ny renarks, |I'mreni nded of
county board neetings and ot her meetings of
the like, and | really aminsulted in this
denocracy where many neetings are conducted
with Roberts Rules O Order, when the
chairman, not only at this neeting, but the
ot her neetings, where they spend all this
time with their people presenting facts,
answeri ng questions, doing statistics, and
then when it's tinme for the taxpayers, who
really have nmore of a right at this

nm crophone than the people up front, are
told, you're limted to five m nutes.

Now, how is it that you people can
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determ ne that a nan or woman coming to that
mc has only a five mnute address to make?

I do not understand that, and I wi sh to God
at these public neetings they start
respecting the people out in the audience
that would like to talk at |east one tenth of
the tine of nobst of you individuals up

there. You better take that into

consi deration in how you want to conduct your
neeti ngs.

Now, | mentioned that | |ive above
the dam For years | have | ooked down at the
area where the push machine is behind the
barges and coming out of the locks. And I'lI
tell you people, | w sh everybody here and
everybody that is interested in the river and
its environnent would take a | ook at what
happens to the waters froma bl uff above that
area. |It's horrendous.

And you tal k about your nock-up
nodel s in a science |ab and that, and you
tal k about projections, but I can, | can sit
inm living room and | can tell if the
diesel units in that tow are pushing harder

by the groan of the engines coming up to ny
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hone, and, 1'Il tell you, nobody mentions
about these barges going into a head wi nd.
Nobody mentions in your group of people when
there's a cross wind, how that tow has to
strai ghten those di esel engines, and what |'m
getting at is, | hear people out in the
hal | way sayi ng, oh, they only drive within
the no wake law on that. No, not according
to what | hear fromny honme. And | hear, |
hear those engi nes groani ng and grunting, and
I know when | hear that what's happening to
the shoreline and what's happening to the
aquatic life.

This wonman that spoke earlier has
tried for years to keep her property |ine out
anot her 20, 30 feet where it was supposed to
be. You can't, you can't get to anybody.

You ask sonebody that's connected with this
departnment, you got to talk to so and so.
You read in the paper, you see on TV here in
La Crosse that you people are going to
furnish rock to take care of this current
washing it away. Try it sonmetine. Try to
get ahold of that rock. 1It's nothing but

rhetoric.
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BILL WEDVAN. One minute.

VO CE: Thanks a lot. You're very
generous. | would like to have you guys
parade ten conmmercial fishernen across that
stage with their hip boots on and have them
tell you that there's very little inpact on
what's been going on in the river in the |ast
60 years. You wouldn't want to hear what
they say. | worked with about four of them
in the brewery for 30 years. And I'lIl tell
you, it was nothing like what |'ve heard up
here tonight.

And I'Il sumit up with one nore
statenent.

I"mnot just saying this nyself. It
cones fromwhat many peopl e have said, out of
the fish Iab, out of the DNR, when they are
wi th people on the side and they don't have
worry about their job, their statenent is the
US Arny of Corps OF Engineers operating the
barges and the danms are totally out of their
el ement .

BILL WEDMAN: Ckay, thank you,

Tom Ma'am

BARBARA FRANK: |'m Barbara Frank.

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

63
I"'ma longtinme Sierra C ub activist working
on the M ssissippi River issues, anpbng
others, and I'mfrom La Crosse.

The upper M ssissippi River is a
tremendous natural resource. It's a fabulous
fishery and wildlife habitat. |It's used by
hunters, fishernen, boaters, sw nmers, bird
wat chers, and by countl ess people drawn to
it's natural beauty who appreciate the great
sceni c beauty as they hike, bike, boat, and
drive along its shores and vall eys.

These environnmental assets bring in
1.1 billion dollars in annual revenues to the
region. And they generate 12 mllion
visitors. In addition, 26 mllion people get
their drinking water fromthe M ssissipp
River. The upper river is still relatively
natural, though it's show ng significant
signs, rather, of being conprom sed and
degraded. Backwaters are filling in with
sedimentation. There's loss of river plants
and ot her habitat resources, invasive
species, water quality, to name sonme of
t hose.

But the river is also a navigation
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system W accept that. W recognize that
as one of its mssions. But we're very
concerned that that be bal anced equally with
environnental considerations. Biologists
tell us that the river is still stabilizing
fromconstruction of the first |ocks and
dans. We don't want the present tenuous
bal ance to be disturbed. There are
inevitable conflicts that we need to address
and ones we already should have | ooked at
before we add nmore to them

Longer barges and bi gger | ocks and
danms certainly will create nore problens in
addition to nore traffic. W urge you to
defer the decision to expand navigation in
t he upper M ssissippi River. The EWMP and
wat er | evel manipul ation studies can all give
us, can give us all managenent know how whi ch
will better enable us to deal with navigation
and envi ronnental resource conflicts.

The Corps O Engi neers |ast year
stated that this project was not econonmically
feasible. W need tine to better evaluate
your new econonic rationales. That's a

further reason for del ay.
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Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, Barbara
Sir.

GARY JOACHUM |I'm Gary Joachum from
Clarenont, M nnesota, board nenber of the
M nnesot a Soybean G owers Associ ation and
al so the American Soybean Association. This
here, 1999, about three nmillion dollars worth
of soybeans, that is at the farmlevel, wll
be exported through the port of New Ol eans.
Most of those are grown north of the GChio
River. And in the 1930s, when the current
system was designed, that total was exactly
zero. About 20 years ago, the South
Anericans started to invest big time in their
infrastructure and they've spent hundreds of
mllions of dollars on their shipping, and
port, and port facilities. One of the nmjor
advant ages that the United States producer
has been our infrastructure, our railroads
and hi ghways, especially the M ssissipp
River. Because of this, and to maintain the
US producers ability to conpete on the
wor |l dwi de scale we think it's vitally

i mportant to inprove the river and to
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Theref ore we support the

anong these scenari os that you

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN. Thank you, Gary.
Sir.

FRED FUNK:  Fred Funk, Onal aska,
Wsconsin. |'ve been active in river affairs

for close to 30, 40 years, and |'ve been a

great believer, quite frankly, in

mai nt ai ni ng, and many of you have heard ne

say that | consider this a multipurpose

resource, and

| believe that this resource is

really big enough and diverse enough to fil

t he needs of commercial navigation

recreation, as well as wildlife, within

limts, if it

s managed right. And

enphasize, within lints.

My personal opinion is that the

addi ti on or recommendati on of 1,200 foot

locks is not within limts. And | say this

for this reason. M biggest concern with the

1,200 foot locks is the result that barges

are going to be |lengthened. W have now

t hr ee abreast,

five deep. They cannot
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navi gate this upper Mssissippi River with
that length of barge. Now, | heard one of
the gentlenmen earlier say that they won't use
the | arger barges up here, but | can say this

-- that if the navigational industry is
power ful enough to spend these billions of
dollars for 1,200 foot |ocks, |I believe they
are powerful enough to straighten our upper
M ssissippi River and if this river is
strai ghtened to acconmodat e | onger barges,
then we have | ost everything that we've
wor ked for for the last 40 years in the way
of protecting our environnent and mai ntaining
this diverse environment here in the upper
M ssi ssi ppi R ver

| amfully in accord with nore
efficient nmeans for handling conmerci al
navi gati on and keepi ng abreast of the
econoni ¢ devel opnent of M dwest. However, |
feel there are other alternates and they were
briefly discussed in the plans, and | am
going to wite for them as far as
efficiency. |If you ook at the current
operation of the |ock and dam system up here

and conpare the nodern industry, it is
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archaic. |It's absolutely archaic the way
they slowy pull barges through those I ocks
and | feel that there are many, many ot her
ways to efficiently increase navigation by
i ncreasing the speed in which we can | ock our
barges through. And therefore | strongly
oppose the electing of any locks to 1,200
feet either on the lower river or on the
M ssi ssi ppi R ver

Thank you.

BILL WEDNMAN: Thank you. Yes, sir.

BOB KRUEGER: |'m Bob Krueger, Dodge
County, Mnnesota, farner that's got two sons
at honme to carry on ny operation. | traveled
a hundred mles to be here tonight. | want
to conmplinent the Army Corps of Engineers for
realizing the need to update the | ocks and
danms on the upper M ssissippi and the
Illinois River. This upper M ssissippi and
Illinois R ver system needs to be nodernized
so business and agriculture producers can
conpete in the world nmarket for the next 50
years. | believe the recreation needs the
river to be updated also. W farnmers realize

that there's going to be tines for repairs,
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just as now two | ocks are being repaired.
This causes delays in getting our products to
our custoners and tine is noney. Any del ays
goi ng through the | ocks or waiting to go
t hrough the | ocks are paid by the producers
by getting less for our grain. Today the
basi s for handling charges on grain
transportation are simlar to harvest tine.

An exanple, | go to Wnona with ny
sem , and many of the corn basis is 15 and a
hal f cents per bushel. Today the basis is 50
cents per bushel. That's |ess noney for
farnmers to circulate in the |oca
comunities. The dollar turns over six or
seven tinmes when a farner gets the noney.
Since time began, change has taken pl ace.
Most of us don't |ike change, but it happens
anyway.

I"'min my 50th year of farm ng.
This rented farm has used i nproved practices
as they becane available -- tile drainage,
i mproved crop varieties, better control of
weeds, and the crop system as well as better
utilization of fertilizer systemand better

systens of machinery.
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In 1950 ny yields were 12 bushel on
soybeans, |ast year | raised 50 bushel per
acre. Corn yields have changed from 60
bushel to over 170 bushel in those 50 years.
This increase in yields will continue. Any
i mprovenents to our river transportation
systemwi ||l take tinme, 10 or 12 years to go
through the entire system W need to get
started now.

Wth good weather, good yields, 4.6
percent of people in the world live here. W
can't use all of what we produce here. There
are people that need our food and our
products. W nust have a transportation
systemthat can nove our products to get
t hem

BILL WEDVAN. One minute.

BOB KRUEGER: Rail lines are getting
fewer and farther apart. People are also
tools to the inprovenment of rail traffic.

The DM & E Railroad is a exanple. The only
other alternative left is truck, and our

hi ghways are crowded now. Do you know t hat
15 barge tow hauls grain from 870 semi

trucks. If they were bunper to bunper, they
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woul d be eleven and a half nmiles long. How
woul d you like to get in that |ine when you
go home from work?

We nust inprove our |ocks to cause
| ess del ays. Seventy-five percent of our

soybean exports | eave by the M ssissippi

Ri ver.

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you. He was
wai ting over here, then I'll cone back over.

JIM HENSEN: My nanme is Ji m Hensen.
I"'mwith the Fish And Wl dlife Service here
in La Crosse and | work on the upper
M ssi ssippi River, national wildlife, and
what | would like to do is read the Service's
statement regarding the Arnmy Corps of
Engi neers Upper M ssissippi and Illinois
System Navi gation Study. M. Hidel referred
to it during the question and answer period.
| thought | would read the whole thing for
fol ks here.

The condition of fish and wildlife
resources on the Upper M ssissippi River
System are inextricably linked to the

operation and nmai ntenance of the US Arny
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Cor ps of Engineers UVRS Nine-foot Navigation
Channel Project. Mich of the debate between
navi gati on proponents and opponents,
concerning the Corps of Engineers recently
rel eased navi gation i nprovenents

alternatives, has been framed in an "all or
not hi ng" perspective; either you are for
navi gati on i mprovenents or agai nst them
Navi gati on proponents have been criticized as
being insensitive to the environnent and
navi gati on opponents have been accused of
being naive with respect to the Mdwest's
econom ¢ needs. This is unfair to al
concerned, no matter how they view the
river.

Just as the navigation project needs
i mprovenents to keep it functional and
effective for navigation traffic, so does the
ecosystem need i nmprovenents to keep it
functioning and effective for fish and
wildlife. Wile the Corps of Engineers has
nmade a case that the waterborne
transportation systemis in decline, there is
al so anpl e evidence that the UVR ecosystemis

in decline. The question is really howto
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bal ance the needed i nprovenents, to keep the
navi gati on system functional and effective,
with the need for inprovenments to keep the
ecosystem functional and effective. The
Servi ce believes we can have both, but not
wi t hout a Corps conmmitnent to address and
rectify operation and mai nt enance inpacts, as
wel | as increased traffic inpacts.

The Service has been strongly
critical of the Corps' environnental study
design for the navigation study. Based on
the results of studies thus far, we do not
believe there is sufficient information to
determ ne the significance of increased
navi gation traffic upon UVMR fish and wildlife
resources. The results of such attenpts are
reflected in the indeternminate results of the
recent draft report on main channel fish
i mpacts. Since study initiation, the Service
and the five UMR state natural resource
agenci es have argued that the cumul ative
ef fects of the existing navigation project's
operation and mai ntenance activities nmust be
qguantified and conpensated. The Corps has

repeat edly been advi sed that additional tine
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was needed to collect the vital field data to
run navi gation inpact nodels.

The current approaches taken by the
Corps to address these concerns are not
satisfactory to the Service. Oher UWR
organi zati ons and groups have simlar
concerns. Concern over this issue wll
likely increase in coning nonths and possibly
| ead to delays in study approval. Such
delays will not be well received by the
navi gation industry. Al of this sounds like
a prescription for an econom ¢ and ecol ogi ca
train weck.

Despite these serious concerns, the
Service believes the informati on needed to
anal yze systenic effects of traffic and O&M
can be collected without inpacting the Corps'
ti metabl e for needed inprovenments. A
significant anmount of engineering and design
wi |l be conducted in the com ng years. There
is no known reason, (other than bureaucracy)
t hat deci sions regardi ng the navigation
effects nmust be made now. Why can't the
necessary environmental information be

coll ected over the next few years while
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advanced engi neering and desi gn are being
perfornmed? Necessary mtigation would be
i mpl enent ed t hrough an adaptive approach
Mtigation would be inplenented as inpacts
are identified over tine and we | earn nore
about navigation and natural resource
interactions. W also recomend that a
system ¢ program be inplemented to avoid and
mninmze &M effects. Wthout a conmitnent
to respond to the Service's concerns about
&M and tow traffic effects we will continue
to reject the findings of the Corps'
navi gati on i npact analysis. It would also be
nonproductive for the Service to participate
in any mtigation planning activities that
require the estimation of nitigation costs
using output fromthe Corps' inmpact nodels.

In 1986, Congress decl ared the Upper
M ssi ssippi River a nationally significant
transportation systemand a nationally
significant ecosystem The Congressiona
mandat es and ni ssions of the Corps of
Engi neers and Fish Wldlife Service relative
to the Upper M ssissippi R ver are thus

inextricably linked. It is incunbent upon
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bot h agencies to denonstrate | eadership and
resol ve mutual navigation and fish and
wildlife issues. The Service is optimstic
that we may avoid a protracted agency di spute
if we begin a heart-to-heart dial ogue about
these issues now, rather than |ater

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you.

LARRY LARSON. | am Larry Larson
from Sargeant, M nnesota. Menber of a farm
fam ly, corporation with my brother, and we
have three sons, and we al so have a
conmercial feed and grain el evator at
Sargeant and crop about 1,800 acres of |and.
We rai se, we also raise hogs and turkeys.

Qur farming operation started in
1938 when ny father began farm ng and ny
brother and | started in the 60s and our sons
have cone in the last few years. W have a
m ssion in our famly to build our business
inthis climte, that we can continue to keep
it wwthin the fam |y operation, but this
nmeans that we have to make changes and
recogni ze where those changes need to cone

fromover tinme to keep operating. W have
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made a | ot of changes the last few years.
W' ve had to increase volume in our
production in order to keep the efficiencies
of production so that we can operate and that
our sons can be invol ved.

And the river system has been a
maj or part, really, of our life for quite a
few years because we've been shipping grain
down the river for quite a few years. W' ve
had a couple scares over the years when the
wat er was too high that we couldn't get the
grain over here because we couldn't ship it
or the water got too |low and that was pretty
scarry for the entire area. W work with a
lot of farners in the area in grain marketing
and ri sk managenent al so and the rail has
left us in our area. | don't see howit can
cone back because any time you try to build
sonet hing, the conmunity stops it anyway.

And, of course, | do feel that the
barge traffic is -- |I'mconcerned about the
environnent, but the barge traffic wll
certainly burn a lot less fuel that goes into
the -- the pollutants in the air, and you can

nove a lot larger volune, a lot |less effort,
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and wi thout the continued use of the
M ssi ssippi River, then we would be down to
railroad and truck and costs would go up
nore.

If we were closer to the Gulf and we
could truck it there, that would be fine, but
we' re kind of |andl ocked up here without the
M ssissippi River, and so | think it's very
important to the entire conmunity that the
system be updat ed and changed.

If you think about -- | think al so
that the projection as to what the changes
for the future are for the next 50 years are
pretty conservative. | think it's pretty
hard to see what's going to happen, but 60
years ago Robert said we produced about 60
bushel corn. | think it was probably even
| ess than that, and we didn't have any beans,
and we fed everything, and they were using
the river then. Now we produce 150 bushel of
corn and 50 to 60 bushel of soybeans, and
with the technol ogy nmoving as rapidly as it
is, | don't think we can conprehend what's
going to happen in 50 years, so | think we're

very conservative on that part, and so
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woul d be in favor of these changes.

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, Larry.

RUSSELL EI CHVAN. My nane i s Russel
Ei chman and |' mthe executive director for
t he Upper M ssissippi Waterway Associ ation
We're a trade associ ation of barge providers,
barge users, recreational nmarinas, and
private individuals.

Frei ght transportation, as you know,
is a drive demand, rmneaning that commodity
only noves when it has nore val ue el sewhere
than where it currently is. Mving of
freight traffic will increase as the
popul ation i ncreases, sinply because nore
people will need nmore of the essential goods
and services. And if freight does not nove
by barge, it will nobve by sone other nopde,
whi ch pollutes the environnent nore.

Now, the Upper M ssissippi Waterway
Associ ation supports the Corps' Alternative
listed as number H in today's handout.

Havi ng said that, we have sone
concerns about the Corps' information they

used to substantiate some of the other
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alternatives.

Nunber one, the |owa source data
used to deternine the demand for grain were
arbitrarily given val ues dependi ng on the
di stance fromthe river. The val ues assigned
on grain demand were determnmi ned without any
enpirical testing and are too conservati ve.

Nurmber two, the Corps O Engi neers
has used an, has used an expert elicitation
panel to set these paraneters. Interviews
wi th those panel nenbers reveal ed
di sagreenents over what was agreed to. In
fact, all agree that the concl usion that
shoul d have been used fromthe panel was that
nore need should be given to determ ning
elasticities. These experts should be given
additional tinme to, to clarify the reports
that were put in the issues.

Nurmber three, the lowa G ain pools
cannot be used to deterni ne denand
elasticities on the Illinois River.

Hi storically other researchers have shown
that the demand elasticities on the Illinois
have been half of that on the M ssissippi

The Corps' nopdel needs to be adjusted

NANCY J OHNSON
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accordi ngly.

Nurmber four, the maxi numw | lingness
of shippers to pay for barge freight is set
in the Corps' nodel assunption with the
restriction that rail freight rates will not
i ncrease as or with barge freight increases.
This is absurd. Interviews with barge
conpani es and shi ppers who utilize both rai
and barge challenge this assunption as being
erroneous.

Finally one of the key assunptions
that may be too conservative resol ves around
the future of grain production capabilities
with the growi ng use of production
agriculture inprovenents focussing on quality
and yields. Over the next 50 years new
technology will increase production beyond
historic levels. Key groups such as the US
Grain Council have al ready begun adjusting
their nodels to reflect this increase,
potential increased production potenti al

And nunber six, all these point, all
these points lead to the concern that the
overal |l benefits assigned to alternatives or

assigned to key alternatives with capita
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i mproves are incorrect.

And we've got several concerns
regardi ng i nproverments on the Illinois
River. | will defer ny tine to sone of the
ot her people, because | will have this
handout avail able to your people at the
desk.

But we have two further coments
concerni ng where we are and where we need to
go.

The Conmercial Navigation |Industry
will ask the Corps to consider our underlying
concerns and request an additiona
consi deration of yet unstated alternative.
This alternative provides for ten 1,200 foot
| ocks on the Upper M ssissippi. And two
1,200 foot locks on the Illinois with nmooring
buoys as appropriate. W do not yet know if
this alternative is economically justified,
but it may be if the proper assunptions are
utilized.

And finally, the Industry will
request that the Corps eval uate the concept
of new 1,200 foot |ocks versus |ock

ext ensi ons, agai nst the backdrop of 300
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mllion in current deferred nmaintenance on
the Upper M ssissippi region. W believe it
is bad policy to merely extend | ocks when we
can't even performthe necessary nai ntenance
on existing 60 to 70 year old structures.

Thank you.

BILL WEDWVMAN:. Thank you

JIM SCHROEDER My is Jim
Schroeder. If you can't understand ne, it's
probably because ny teeth are chattering from
sitting in the icebox.

| don't need the whole five mnutes,
in conparison to the gentl eman that thought
he needed t he whol e eveni ng.

| farmin Mower County. M son is
now on the farm |'mseniretired. | help
them We would like to be able to continue
farmng. | thank the Corps for doing the
study. | think they've done a conmendabl e
job. Gentlenen, in spite of getting torn
apart here tonight, | think you've done a
conmendabl e job. | think you' ve got work to
do yet and | think you adnitted that. Sone
parts aren't even finished. W just want to

be able to keep marki ng our products.
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It was alluded to that it can be
shi pped other ways. |In M nnesota, trucking
to the @ulf is not an option. Trucking in
M nnesota is only to be used to get to the
optional ways of hauling corn, and that's
either the river or the railroad. Trucks can
get you there and they are great to do it.
They are not a viable option to take us to
the distant markets. And half the corn in
M nnesota is shipped out of the state of
M nnesota. And in spite of the fact we now
have 12 operating ethanol plants in M nnesota
to try to keep the corn at honme and process
it there, that percentage is staying roughly
the sane, because we're producing nore corn
And it's still got to go somewhere where the
markets are and we are working hard in
M nnesota to provi de nmarkets there.

Smal |l town M nnesota is having a
difficult tine and will get nore difficult.

| support option H Let's keep the
river going. |'man environnentalist also.
want to keep the river usable in lots of
different ways and | just thank you for your

time. Let's get on with it.
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Bl LL WEDNMAN: Thank you, Jim

SOL SIMON:  Good evening. M nane
is Sol Simon. I'mthe director at the
M ssi ssi ppi River Environnental
Organi zation. Qur group is concerned wth
the environnental effects in preserving the
M ssi ssippi and | think everyone has heard
here tonight that the Army Corps is
destroying the Mssissippi. That's not a
controversial issue. The Corps admits it.
In their report to Congress they stated
that. And nobody here -- | haven't heard
anybody deny that fact.

It's a plain fact that the
M ssissippi is going, is becomng a very
simple -- conming froma very productive
ecosystemto a very sinple ecosystem largely
in part to the way the Arnmy Corps nanages the
navi gati on system W're not here to discuss
this. The Arnmy Corps doesn't want to do
anything about it. | think you've all heard
sone day we night | ook at that issue, we've
got sone processes, we're going to neetings.
Wel |, did you see anything cone out of this

neeting? They don't even have any studies on
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it. They are holding some neetings right now
on that issue. They don't have any plans to
deal with the issue, so the issues of the
envi ronnental issues are not controversi al
They are destroying the river. They have no
plans to stop destroying the river.

| think what is controversial is the
econom ¢ issues of this navigation
expansion. Basically the question is, do we,
does the existing system benefit us and who
does it benefit, and who pays the cost, and
woul d expandi ng the system benefit, and who
pays the cost? Well, the existing systemis

being paid for alnmost all by the taxpayer.

The, | can't renenber the man up
there in the blue suit fromthe Corps, |'m
sorry, | forgot your name. He kept saying,
wel I, the nav industry is going to pay 50

percent. No, they are only paying 5 to 2
percent of the cost of the whole cost of
running the system That's what he's not
focusing on. The taxpayers are paying the
rest of cost of the system

But let's look at just the nav

expansi on i ssue. That's what he wanted to
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focus on, just the nav expansion. Ckay, SO
the, he's claining that the navigation
industry is going to pay 50 percent. Here
you see Chris here MARC 2000. | hear him
saying they can't afford to pay 50 percent.
Maybe he's adjusted his figures. They didn't
have t he nmoney, but nmaybe they're going to
cone up with that noney.

VWhat is the benefit of expanding the
| ocks over the existing systen? The benefit
is to reduce those delays. There is del ays
at the lower locks. Now, the industry clains
that they cost between 20 and 35 million
dollars a year, those delays, so that's the
benefit that the industry, the barge industry
will gain 20 to 35 nillion, to save 20 to 35
mllion dollars. And who, and who pays the
cost? The tax payers. The tax payers are
going to pay 600 million dollars so that ADM
Cargill, Con-Agra, City Bank, Cticorp, those
are the conpani es that own al nost all the
barges, so that they will save that nobney.

Ckay, now you don't see anybody here
today -- you see sone farners that MARC 2000

has brought out and you see MARC 2000.
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You're not going to see anybody here from
Citicorp. You're not going to see anybody
here from ADM or Cargill saying, ADM and
Cargill really needs that noney, and we need
the taxpayers to hel p us, because that would
be absurd, so they're not going to do that.
They are going to get the farmers here to say
that. A lot of you are farners. How many of
you think ADM and Cargill are your
friends? You know that they're not. They
are there to use you and that's what they are
doi ng tonight.

Now, if you |l ook at the issue of
barge versus rail, a lot of farners here,
I've heard a lot of farmers say, trains won't
haul our grain, you know, so we need the
barges to haul our grain out. Well, and
there's rail car shortages. Well, if you
think about it, why are there rail car
shortages? Because the trains -- |'ve heard
the vice-president for Burlington Northern
talk about this issue. They nmake the | east
amount of return on, on grain cars, because
they are only used for a one way and they

have a very subsidized system The train is
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paying all the cost of their systemand the
barges are paying 2 to 5 percent of their
system so the trains have a subsidized
conpetitor, so they are not going to -- they
are going to put a very margi nal anount of
nmoney into nmoving their grain, so the
farners, so the farners are saying, you know,
the trains won't help us. O course the
trains aren't going to help. The tax payers
are naking ADM and Cargill rich by noving
their grain, you know, for them It's
absurd.

And | think the, you know, the
farners have a hard time. You know,
basically they get paid very little for the
amount they do. | realize that. But the
barges are not going to help them

Thanks.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, Sol

JOHN STEELE: Yes, |'mJohn Steele
from Sargeant, Mnnesota. |I'ma fanily
farnmer, raise corn and soybeans. | view ny
bi ggest challenge in the future is conpeting
with South America, and | feel that | need a

really good river systemto be conpetitive
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So | want whatever has to be done to make
that as good a system as what they are
buil ding in South America.

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, John

JEFF ROBERG Thank you. M nane is
Jeff Roberg. |1'mthe president of M nnesota
Trout Association and a |icensed professiona
geol ogi st. Om an environnental consulting
firm

| want to make three points. And
the first is | want to applaud the Corps O
Engi neers and all you guys that have been
working on this, and in ny professiona
experience and in this neeting tonight it
gives me a great deal of confidence in the
prof essional |evel of valuation that you guys
have put together. In alnost every aspect of
nmy busi ness as an environmental consultant
dealing with private natural resource
managi ng, we can rely on the expertise of the
Corps O Engineers for things like river
restoration, best nmanagenment practices for
all types of things, and |I'mcontinually

i npressed at the |evel of planning that goes
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into the systens that you nmanage and have
control over. It should give the public a
great deal of confidence in studies |ike
t hi s.

| also want to say how di sappoi nted
I amof you at the US Fish & Wldlife
Service. It's no surprise to ne that the
environnent al study drags on perpetually.
This is what we've cone to expect fromthe
environnental managers in this agency. They
won't neet a deadline, they won't ever stop
aski ng questions, and they won't do the
practical planning that's necessary to nake
our systens work. It's a rea
di sappoi nt ment .

The last item| would Iike to nake
is | think that the biggest threat we have on
the river systemis recreational overuse.
This is the thing on the horizon that
threatens to shut down the inportant
navi gati on system threatens to overl oad our
fish and wildlife resources and we're paying
little attention to the environnental inpacts
that recreationalists are causing, and in ny

role in the Trout Association, we see
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pressures that nay be irreversible with
recreational overuse, and we're struggling
with trying to manage that, and we're not
getting the answers fromthe resource
agenci es that we think we deserve.

Thank you.
BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, Jeff.

CHRIS BRESCIA: M nane is Chris

Brescia. |'mwth MARC 2000, and despite
what Sol says about nme, | really ama nice
guy. |, however, disagree with him | don't

bel i eve that the Corps is destroying the
river. | believe that what the Corps is
doing is what Congress told it to do, and
what Congress told themto do is pay
assi stance and allow the M dwest to grow and
to do it in a responsible way, and every year
that the system has been in place, Congress
| ooks at this, DNR agencies look at it, and
try to add their contributions to how the
system ought to be nanaged and it changes
over tinme, and | think that's a reality.

| would also Iike the record to show
that we agree with sonme of the points that

the Sierra Club made. This nmay cone as a
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shock to sone people, but the statenent |
t hought that was articul ated had sonme good
points to it. It is a nultiple use river.
We agree with that. Qur organization, which
is made up of agricultural interests,
i ndustrial interests, devel opnent interests,
| abor unions, all believe that it's a
nmultiple use river, known to be managed |ike
t hat .

The reason that we do have people
coming to visit to this area is that they
have good jobs, they have the incone to
recreate, they have the incone for tourism
That comes from sonewhere. |t cones fromthe
job creation that is often stinmulated by the
river system and ot her neans of production.

There are a coupl e of questions that
were rai sed. W pays and who gai ns? Well
there's a real good reason why the waterway
systemis managed by the federal governnment
and the operation is paid by the federa
gover nment, because the beneficiaries are
all, everyone who is in this room Everyone
benefits fromthe river system There are

wi despread benefits and Congress at one tine
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in the history thought, let's try to
conpartnental i ze the benefits and get every
user to pay, but they found that the benefits
were so diverse that that didn't nmake
econonmi c sense to try to do that.

In our own analysis we asked an
i ndependent accounting firmto comi ssion, we
found that over 61 percent of the benefits
are for people in everyday wal ks of |ife who
have absolutely nothing to do with the river
system with the production, or with the
noverments of products. That's why it's a
systemthat serves everyone. It's a federa
investment and it's an investnment that
returns to the people.

In terms of -- | would like to make
a conment about the gentlenman who was
concerned about waiting a half hour for a
barge to go through a bridge. W very nuch
would like to be able to transit locks in a
hal f hour. That's what this is all about.
If you have a 1,200 foot |ock, and an 1,100
foot tow, you can transit in 40 m nutes as
opposed to a hour and a half or two hours.

That's what this is all about.
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You' ve got to go to the Coast Guard
t hough because they have responsibility for
sone areas, and | would like to address that
i ssue.

Spills. Spills are a threat. And
spills are a threat that are taken
seriously. And the reason that you can't
find a lot of data on spill inpact is because
there are so few spills, it's unbelievable.
Ckay, we would like to keep it that way,
because we don't want the quality of the
wat er ruined and every barge conpany has a
response plan if there is a spill, and it
takes responsibility for that. Now that's
under OPA 90 and that, that wll continue.

The barge industry is the one
t hrough which the taxes are collected to pay
for half the cost of construction. [It's not
the barge industry that's paying. It's not
the barge industry that's getting the
benefits. It's the producers, the shippers,
the consuner. kay, that cost is reflected
in the price of the product. It's just
passed on. | think Russ Ei chman described it

as the barge industry being stuck between the
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producer and the consunmer. The barge
industry is placed at a mininum at a
mnimm in terns of profitability. That's
how it succeeds and that will continue to
happen even as costs decline.

Uhm the reason why it takes |onger
to load a barge than it does to enpty a truck
is that it takes 59 trucks to fill a barge.
So consider that when you're | ooking at a
term nal and what's going on at a term na
and it takes 879 trucks of grain to fill a
tow, a 15 barge tow. That's why it takes
long to do that, but those are the
efficiencies that you gain when it noves down
the river system

An issue of drawdown was brought
up. Very inportant concept that we worked
with the environnental comunity in
addr essi ng through the Upper M ssi ssippi
Summit. It was through the judicious
attention that the biologists were able to
proceed in this fashion and do those types of
responsi ble activities on the river to
address the environnental needs of the river

and we will continue to participate in those
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activities. Fifteen barge tows maxi num t hat
will nove on the Upper Mssissippi. W're
not in the business of straightening the
river. That's a 1960s, 1970s axi omthat you
ought to put out of your Ilexicon right now.
It's just a no-good.

BILL WEDVAN. One minute.

CHRI'S BRESCIA: |'Il take as rnuch
time as Sol took. The archaic system this
is an archaic system |It's an old system
but you know what? It's a systemthat
works. And we've | ooked at the ma bl ood
trains, which was suggested by the Isaac
Wal ton League ten years ago. It's not -- the
technology is not there yet, but this is a
systemthat still produces results and that's
why we're | ooking for the federal government
to make an additional investnent.

In terms of the fish and wildlife
service, | would have really hoped that the
Fish & Wlidlife Service would have put
sonmeone's nanme at the bottom of that letter
I think it's inmportant for a federal agency
to take responsibility and for the author to

take responsibility, but |I'm presum ng that
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since they are a responsi ble agency that they
wor k that through the entire system and
that's the type of response that they chose
to nake at this tine.

And.
BILL WEDMAN: | would ask you to

wrap it up.

CHRI' S BRESCI A:  |'m al nost done,
Bill.

BI LL WEDMAN:  You have 30 seconds

CHRI S BRESCIA: Finally, | think
it's, | found this public neeting to be very

hel pful, very instructive, and |I'm hopi ng
that those who canme to participate, first of
all, ought to be appl auded, because we do
live in a participatory denocracy, and if you
don't participate, you don't nmake your voice
heard, and then | think it's a shane on you
and you shouldn't, you should just, you know,
not conpl ai n about what we have. But the
peopl e here who cane this evening are
exceptional on both sides, and | think that's
acredit to all of us and | think it
denonstrates that we're very serious about

this resource and we want to nake sure that
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the future is well taken care of.

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, Chris.
Yes, sir.

PAUL BURTELS: M nane is Paul
Burtels. [|I'ma representing the Nationa
Corn Growers Association here this evening.

We are an associ ati on 31, 000 nenbers

t hroughout the US. | amalso a part-tine
farmer in southern Illinois and et ne start
with that.

Several gentlenen this evening

tal ked about their famly farm operation
I'"ve recently returned to ny famly farm |
have four snall sons and | would like to see
a farmthat's been in ny famly for over 130
years continue with nmy children and their
children. In the area where | live we are
conpletely reliant upon the export narket.
That's what keeps us going. But we can't do
it ourselves. Fromny area, we haul grain to
the open river, but | know that we need the
corn produced in M nnesota and | owa and

W sconsin, those volunes are what keep ny

prices up. That's what keep nme profitable
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and that what will bring ny sons into
farm ng.

Now, Sol, | appreciate your
heartfelt, you know, | appreciate that for
the farnmers, but let ne tell you, | think
you're --

SCL:

PAUL BURTELS: -- good, | don't think
you're representing your best interest, quite
frankly. The export market is beneficial to
farmers. This year we have record high
processi ng, we have record high feed | evel s,
but grain prices are Iow, and the reason why
i s because this year exports are down,
margi nally, less than 5 percent they are
down. That's why grain prices are |ow right
now. Exports are inportant to farners. |
will say that for the third time. Exports

are inportant to farners.

Now, | hear a | ot about
corporations, corporate welfare. Well, let
me see. As | recall, one of the |argest

grain exporting companies is Harvest States.
Let's see, that's a co-op owned by farners,

so their profits get returned to farnmers in
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the form of dividends.

Now you say railroads, okay, well,
let's see, we're helping Gticorp, we're
hel ping Cargill, those are corporations.

Last time | checked, ah, Burlington Northern
Santa Fe and the Union Pacific, Southern
Pacific were corporations.

SOL: They pay their rate.

BILL WEDVAN. We'll not get into a
di al ogue here.

SOL: He's asking ne.

PAUL BURTELS: |'mnot here to
belittle the railroads, but let's be
realistic. | just sat down and | ooked at
this. In the tinme period that this study was
going on in the west, west of the
M ssi ssippi, they went from seven rail roads
to three railroads.

Now, comon econoni c thought will
tell you as soneone is faced with |ess
conpetition, their costs go up. The rates
they charge go up. Now, if you get rid of
the river, what makes you think that the
railroads will not raise their rates? It's

not because they are bad people, it's because
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they are businessnmen. They charge what the
market will bear. | think I'Il just go ahead
and stop with that, but | want to say that
all 31,000 nmenbers of the National Corn
Growers Association support Alternative H

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN. Thank you, Paul

TONY BI NSFELD: Good eveni ng, ny
nane is Tony Binsfeld. | live here in
La Crosse. M family has been living on the
river since 1919.

One of the questions earlier tonight
is, what's inportant to you. To me it's very
i mportant that we continue to maintain our
econony in the Mdwest. | think the greatest
thing we can do for our children is to pass
on a strong econony and a strong
infrastructure that maintains that econony.
Like it or not, Mdwestern econony has been
built, founded on agriculture, for
generations. And | think it's going to
continue to be that way.

Agriculture is based on
transportation, especially when you're as far

fromthe market as we are. There's a | ot of
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countries out there right now that are trying
to duplicate our transportation system and
with some success, in Argentina. | feel that
we should continue to invest in our
transportation system but we're going to be
rel egated to a second tier supplier of grain
to the world markets. And when we, when that
happens to us, our economny is going to
deteriorate. W will not have the luxury to
support good governnent, and to support
funding fromenvironmental issues. W won't
have the luxury of being able to debate and
study issues out 50 years. We'll be |ooking
at probl ens next week, next nonth, next
year.

Good econony supports good
government and a good environnent, and
believe that the transportation systemin the
M dwest is vital for us to, to continue in
thi s node.

Accordingly, | support expansion of
the |l ocks, and | guess if you would sumit up
in the words of our beloved president, it's
t he econony, stupid.

BILL WEDMAN. Thank you, Tony.
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DAN LARSON: |'m Dan Larson. |I'm
the executive director of River Resource
Al liance. W're an organization representing
a broad cross section of agriculture,
transportation, commerce, and public interest
in Mnnesota, Wsconsin, and the Dakotas. W
support a multinodal transportation system
that provides shippers with the nost viable
shi ppi ng options. W also support a
managenent plan for the river that includes
managing it, the river system for the
benefits, for its nultiple benefits of ngjor
navi gati on and recreation

I want to make a couple of points
tonight now, and I'll be fairly brief, but
it's inmportant to note that M nnesota,
Wsconsin and the Dakotas are the furthest
growi ng regions fromthe Gulf ports on the
Upper M ssissippi River System and, as such
it can be argued that this systemis npst
i mportant to these northern states, because
we are an agriculture, are and continue to be
an agricul tural - based econony.

Overall the system provides

t housands of jobs, pronbtes the safest, nopst
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efficient and environnmentally sound node of
transporting bulk conmpdities to sea ports
and al so helps to preserve a way of life. To
reach -- in this region, the systemis vita
to providing or preserving that way of life.

The results of not nodernizing the
system woul d be disastrous. |In making the
decision not to inprove the system we wll
voluntarily turn over our |eadership
positions in the world grain markets to our
conpetitors. We will voluntarily turn over
our nmarket positions to our conpetitors.

That will be a decision that we nake and that
we'll be able to either keep the markets or
give them away by the decisions that we make
here with this group and in other foruns.

In addition, we'll shift capacity
fromwaterways to roads and rail. And
create, and thereby create significant
addi ti onal fuel use, air emnissions, crossing
acci dents, and road congestion.

The systemwas built to allow
| andl ocked farmers in upper Mdwest states to
conpete in world markets. Qur strong econony

and generations of success are testaments to
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the success of that system W need to
support our farmers, by providing themwth
nore tools, not |ess.

We shoul d i npl ement Alternative H

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, Dan

DAVI D ANSBURY: Good evening. M
nane is David Ansbury. |'mthe nmanager of
Agri Business Analysis for CF Industries,
which is a large regional fertilizer co-op
producer. We distribute about one and a hal f
billion dollars worth of fertilizer each
year. The entire fertilizer industry uses
the river systemin the US to ship about 11
to 12 mllion tons of fertilizer a year
Eight to nine mllion tons of that cones up
usual ly fromthe Louisiana region and the
barge systemis extrenely inportant to us in
t hat respect.

The way that a cooperative works,
and nost of you may know, of course, is that
even though we are a large, typically
profitable entity, that noney that we make we
do not keep. W send it back to our
menbers. W have approximately 1.2 mllion

farmers who buy some of our fertilizer each

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

107
year. \When we make a profit, our profit gets
sent back to them so it goes back to the
peopl e that are actually using our service,
so, as an entity, as far as Sol was tal king
about, we don't get rich ourselves. W're
owned by the farmer producers.

Just to summari ze here though,
there's a lot of good things that have been
said already. | would like to say that as an
i ndustry we would |ike to support Option Hto
provide 1,200 foot capacity at locks 20 to 25
and extend the guidewalls to 1,200 feet at
| ocks 14 through 18.

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you, David

MARK BURKRUM |'m Mark Burkrum
I'"'mthe regional representative for the
Sierra Club, Mdwest Region, and representing
its half mllion menbers across the country.
| also work with the M ssissippi River Basin
Al liance which is conmposed of 130 different
organi zations that range from M nnesota to
New Ol eans. Qur organi zational menbers are
involved in a variety of issues ranging from

human health issues within the inner city to
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i ssues that we're discussing here tonight.
That seems to be a little bit unrelated to
that, but they are related, as has been
poi nted out.

' manused by how i ndustry
representatives try to out environnental the
Sierra Club, because that's pretty hard to
do, and |'ve -- our organization has often
been accused of being on the fringe of the
environnental novenent, but in actuality
we're | eaders in understandi ng energy
efficiencies, human health issues, and water
quality, and | think that with this issue
that we're trying to deal with here, all of
those are involved and all need to be on the
table, and that's one of the problens we have
with the Corps OF Engineers' study is that
it'strying tolimt itself to deal with just
the very small portion of what our problens
are in nanaging the river. W need to have
on the table the cumul ative effects that have
been caused by 60 years of managi ng and
changi ng the natural processes of the river.

We have great concerns over how the

M dwest survives. Qur nenbers live in the
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M dwest. They live -- they're farners.
They're city folks. They're business
people. So we have to take those things into
consi deration, but | think that since we have
not taken the natural resources into
consideration in the last 60 years of
managi ng the M ssissippi River fromthe Gulf
to the headwaters, that this is the proper
tinme, the proper place for us to have all the
those cards on the table. Industry needs to
have all those cards on the table as well

We've tried to discuss with them
some noderni zations. W want to nodernize
t he physical structures that we have on the
river. Well, the industry, the barge
i ndustry needs to nodernize some of its
facilities and be willing to nodernize its
operations.

We cannot get the industry to
di scuss scheduling. W need to | ook at
novi ng some product down the river when there
is no novenent. There is nany tinmes when we
have | ocks that aren't being utilized fully.
That's sone of the things that need to be put

on the table.
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Maybe we need to be | ooking at
di fferent ways of storing our grain. Maybe
not as nuch of it stored on the farm and nove
it nore towards areas close to the export
market, so when those owners cone in from
foreign countries, ConAgra and Citicorp, and
t hose others can nove the product quickly,
but those things aren't on the table.
I ndustry refuses to discuss those things.
They want the taxpayer to cover that kind of
cost and we think these need to be on the
tabl e.

Just to sumup, the Sierra Cub and
t he other environnmental groups, including the
| saac Walton League and the National Wldlife
Federation and others are not taking a
position we are going to shut down this river
systemto comrercial operation. | think al
t he menbers recognize it's an inportant
commercial entity and it needs to remain so.
But how we nmanage it for that use and try to
rectify sone of the damages that have been
done over the years, damages that down mny way
down in Illinois include 13 mllion tons of

silt entering the Lower Illinois River System
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choking off the life forces in the river, and
destroying its capability to function, for
other than just running a boat down the
river, those things need to be on the table
and industry sonetinmes doesn't want to
di scuss that.

W need, we nmay need to be | ooking
at some section of the river where we're
tal king about trying to increase capacity,
even to cut down traffic at certain tines of
the year, but industry and the Corps don't
want to discuss that. W think those things
need to be table and we need to manage this
river in a bal anced nmanner.

We are only spending about 16 to 20
mllion dollars a year in either studying or
doi ng sone kind of rectification for the
envi ronnent al damage that's been done and yet
the taxpayer is spending 130 million to
manage the river systemon the Upper M ss and
the Illinois River for industry use, so we're
not at bal ance yet, and that's what the
debate is going to be about.

Thank you.

Bl LL WEDVMAN: Thank you. Mark
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MARK SCHULTZ: |'m Mark Schul tz.
I'"msecretary of the La Crosse County
Conservation Alliance, and this is, the
Alliance is the forumfor discussion of
natural resources issues. In La Crosse
County there's 27 menber organizations, about
6, 000 nmenbers. And our biggest concern is
this is a public resource that's being
utilized and we don't see public support for
any alternative here, unless there's
consensus of the resource managenent agencies
that are responsible for the river. That
i ncludes the Corps, the Fish & Wldlife
Service, the states, and the users.

And one aspect that hasn't been
represented here tonight that's an inportant
part of, at |east La Crosse County's econony,
i s those businesses that are based on the
natural resources that are out there on the
river. Wiether it's the guy fixing sone
motors for the comercial fisherman, or bait
shops, or whatever, but | did a survey back
in the early '80s and there's a significant

-- thousands of jobs in La Crosse County

that are dependent on that water base out
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there and that water base needs to be high
quality for that to be inportant.

And so | would hope that that
econom ¢ aspect of the navigation and the
environnent is taken into consideration when
we ook at that, and |I really haven't seen
any part of that study that takes that into
consideration so far. Maybe | missed it.
There's a lot to the study, but -- and
think that the potential for these kinds of
busi nesses in the niddle Mssissippi River is
there, assuming we do the right things with
managenent and fl oodpl ain, so that potenti al
for econonic devel opnent down there exists,
provi ded that the fl oodplain area is managed
adequately. So that's all I've got.

Thank you.

BILL WEDMAN: Thank you.

MARY ANN HADLICK: My nane is Mary
Ann Hadlick from Logi cal Consultants here in
La Crosse, Wsconsin. |'ve been quite
actively involved in studying fresh water
nmuscl es on the M ssissippi River for the past
30 years, 22 of the years which have been as

a business. | guess | have a nunber of
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comments that | would |ike to nake.

That, first of all, | was wondering
how t he Corps managed to get, and | didn't
really hear it explained, suddenly get a
positive cost benefit ratio for this
particul ar, various aspects of this project
t hat have been suggested. And | guess
woul d have liked to have seen that explai ned
alittle bit better.

CGenerally | concur with the Fish &
WIldlife and UVRCC statenments on this
matter. |'ve seen a lot of changes in the
river over the past 30 years. For instance,
in 1996 | spent ten weeks on the M ssissipp
River working. 1In 1997 | spent 13 weeks on
the river working from Cottage G ove,

M nnesota to Fort Madison, lowa, and | can
assure you that |'ve seen the good, the bad,
and the ugly over all these years.

For instance, right now they are
tal ki ng about drawi ng down Pool 8, to sort of
mtigate for sone of the problens that we
have there. And over the years | have asked
about the water |evels and everybody al ways

deni es that they were being kept el evated,
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but finally in the Pool 8 EIS, it cones out
and shows that there were three different
wat er | evel managenent regi nmes that have
occurred over the years. So, in other words,
the Corps O Engineers is really responsible
for alot of this erosion and the |oss of
i sl ands that has gone on over the past few
years.

In general, | realize conmerci al
navi gation isn't going to go away. | have
friends that are farmers too. The one farner
mentioned that his exports were down, and
guess nobody ever explai ned why they were
down, and if they are down, if that's going
to continue, then are the Corps' projections
actually correct and honest?

Thank you.

BILL WEDNMAN: Thank you, Mary Ann.
Well, I would say we've run out of steam
ri ght now

| appreciate all the information
that we've received and encourage you one
nore tine, for those of you who have not
t aken advantage of the opportunity to commrent

or to work in the small groups, to pl ease
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turn in those sheets. There's an opportunity
to put comments down or questions that you
may have. The Corps reps are still here and
will be here for a while longer. 1"l
officially close the neeting, but if you want
to take advantage of their expertise and get
sone nore questions, please do.

Thank you for participating al
evening. | appreciate it.

(Meeting adjourned at 10:56 p.m)
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STATE OF W SCONSI N )
) Ss

COUNTY OF LA CROSSE)

I, Nancy J. Johnson, a Notary Public duly
conmi ssioned and qualified in and for the State of
W sconsin do hereby certify that there cane before
me on the 4th day of August, 1999, conmmencing at
8:30 o'clock P.M, the above-nentioned matter; that
the transcript is true and conplete, to the best of
nmy ability, of the testinony given by witnesses.

| further certify that | amneither attorney
or counsel for, nor related to or enployed by any of
the parties to the action in which this neeting is
taken, and further that | amnot a relative or
enpl oyee of any attorney or counsel enployed by the
parties hereto or financially interested in the
action.

IN WTNESS WHEREOF | have hereunto set ny
hand and affixed my notarial seal this 19th day of
August, 1999.

REG STERED PROFESSI ONAL REPORTER
NANCY JOHNSON
P.O. Box 21

La Crosse, Wsconsin, 54602-0021

MY COWM SSI ON EXPI RES
Decenber 16, 2001

NANCY J OHNSON
(608) 784-9386



