
The Red River Valley                            
Water Supply Project



Proposed Action

• The Bureau of Reclamation and the State of North 
Dakota propose to construct the Red River Valley 
Water Supply Project, a bulk water supply, to meet 
the long-term water needs of the people and 
industries in the Red River Valley in North Dakota 
and Minnesota.  

• The Red River Valley Water Supply Project would 
construct pipelines, a treatment plant, and other 
facilities to develop and deliver sufficient water to 
existing distribution systems to supply water users  
in the service area.



Need for the Project

• Most of the people living in the Red 
River Valley rely on the drought-prone 
Red River and its tributaries as their 
primary or sole source of water.  During 
1934 there were nearly 5 consecutive 



Section 8
Dakota Water 
Resources Act

Three Reports Required:
• Report on Red River Valley Water Needs and Options -

Reclamation

• Environmental Impact Statement for the Red River Va lley Water 
Supply Project  
Reclamation and North Dakota (Garrison Diversion 
Conservancy District)

• Comprehensive Report to Congress, if the Secretary selects a 
Missouri River import alternative 
Reclamation



• Technical Team reviewed 
plans of study and draft 
needs assessments

• Reclamation completed a 
draft report in April 2004 
and distributed it for a 120-
day public review

• Reclamation completed a 
final report in November
2005

Needs and Options Report
DWRA Section 8(b)(2)



Draft Environmental Impact Statement
DWRA Section 8(c)(2)

• Reclamation and Garrison 
Diversion Conservancy 
District prepared a draft 
environmental impact 
statement

• The DEIS was distributed 
for public review in 
December 2005

• 187 comment documents 
were received



Supplemental Draft                     
Environmental Impact Statement
DWRA Section 8(c)(2)

• Supplemental Draft EIS 
distributed January 2007

• Alternatives revised and 
two eliminated from 
consideration

• A federally-preferred 
alternative identified

• Additional analyses

• 80 comment documents 
received 



• Final environmental 
impact statement 
responded to all 
substantive comments

• Distributed in December 
2007

• Mandatory 30 day 
waiting period after the 
release of the final EIS

Final Environmental Impact Statement
DWRA Section 8(c)(3)



Superimposed Supply vs. Demand
• (1) today’s water demands and 
• (2) estimated 2050 water demands on 1930s drought 

river gage data (river flow)

Findings:
• Present water supplies would be inadequate during a  

severe drought.  It would take 1,200 truckloads of 
water per day to supply Fargo’s current basic indoo r 
household water needs. 

• In 2050 the water shortage in the Red River Valley 
could be as high as 55,000 ac-ft per year during a 
1930s-type drought event. 

Final EIS
General Methodology and Findings



Alternatives

• No Action 
Alternative – the 
future without the 
project

• In-Basin – two 
alternatives would 
use in-basin water 
supplies



Alternatives

Out-of Basin -
three would 
import 
treated 
Missouri 
River water 
to 
supplement 
in-basin 
sources



Preferred Alternative

GDU Import 
to 
Sheyenne 
River –
would 
import 
treated 
Missouri 
River water 
to the 
Sheyenne 
River to 
meet  
shortages 
(preferred 
alternative)

Cost: $660 million



Biota Water Treatment Plant

• In-filter DAF (dissolved air flotation) with ultrav iolet 
disinfection was recommended by the Province of 
Manitoba for biota treatment.

• This method, or a comparable cost effective 
treatment, that meets Manitoba’s treatment goals 
would be used for this alternative.



What Comes Next and When?
• Record of Decision - after a 30 day waiting period, 

which ends on January 27, 2008.

• Determination by the Secretary of the Interior in 
consultation with EPA that adequate treatment can 
be provided to meet the requirements of the 
Boundary Waters Treaty. 

• Comprehensive Report to Congress, if a Missouri 
River import alternative is selected – 90 days after  
the final EIS is published.

• Authorization of the project by Congress, if a 
Missouri River import alternative is selected.



Current Information – www.rrvwsp.com


