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AGENCY / STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION OVERVIEW 
Provided in this appendix is a summary of the consultation process that was 
conducted with various public and private entities including: 

• Resource agencies 

• Environmental groups 

• Utilities 

• Schools 

• Shipping / freight companies 

• Economic development groups 

• Native American Tribes 

Responses received from environmental resource agencies are also included in the 
appendix. 
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2.0 Environmental Impact Assessment 

The essence of this task is to equip the Grand Forks – East Grand Forks Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) and future jurisdictional agencies with the necessary roadmap to 
successfully avoid the environmental hang-ups that often plague high visibility projects.  This 
feasibility study focused on the known environmental features that may impact the design 
decisions or could possibly require significant mitigation.  The key to this study was employing a 
strategy to manage the known features such that all agencies with jurisdiction are identified early 
and their comments considered as soon as possible.   
 

2.1 AGENCY COORDINATION 

HDR prepared letters requesting information on behalf of the MPO in determining the feasibility 
of constructing a new bridge over the Red River in the Grand Forks – East Grand Forks area.  
The requested information was specific to identifying sensitive natural resources and potential 
environmental issues that may be associated with a bridge project in this area.  These agencies 
included: 

� Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
� Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR) 
� US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) – Minnesota Threatened and Endangered 

Species Program 
� US Army Corps of Engineers (COE) 
� North Dakota Parks and Recreation 
� North Dakota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
� US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) – North Dakota Threatened and Endangered 

Species Program 
 

2.1.1 SHPO 

The Minnesota SHPO did not respond.  The North Dakota SHPO indicated that two manuscripts, 
three sites and one lead site are on file for the project area.  None of the cultural resources have 
been evaluated for eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places.  The site locations 
were plotted and all appear to be south of the preliminary alignments.  
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2.1.2 Mn/DNR 

The Minnesota DNR indicated that three are no known occurrences of rare species or natural 
communities within the area search.  They did, however, have a generic concern relative to new 
bridge construction and the potential impact on mussel resources.  This stretch of the Red River 
has not been surveyed for mussels so it is not clear if a potential impact exists.  Therefore, the 
DNR requested an on-site assessment of the mussel resources at the expense of the proponent, 
prior to construction. 
 

2.1.3 ND Parks & Recreation 

The North Dakota Parks & Recreation is responsible for recreation and biological resources.  
They indicated that the project would not affect recreational resources they manage and they do 
not have any information concerning biological resources that may be affected.  They did request 
that any impacted areas be revegetated with species native to the project area. 
 

2.1.4 USFWS 

The Minnesota office of the USFWS did not respond but a response was provided by the North 
Dakota office.  The USFWS commented concerning vegetation along the Red River, fish in the 
Red River, threatened and endangered species and wetland resources.  The USFWS noted 
wetland resources in the project area.  The wetland areas were plotted on a map and all appear to 
be north of the proposed project alignments.  The USFWS also noted that the Red River is a 
popular sport fishery consisting of walleye, northern pike, sauger, and channel catfish.  The 
USFWS requested that the project avoid construction in the channel during April 15 to June 1 to 
avoid disturbances during the spawning season.  This is a common concern for bridge 
construction and a detailed plan to minimize erosion and sedimentation would be necessary to 
address agency concerns relative to fish species and what construction activities would need to 
be limited during the spawning season. 
 
The USFWS also noted that the riparian woodlands associated with the Red River are an 
important habitat.  The project will, similar to wetlands, need to avoid, minimize and mitigate 
impacts to any riparian woodlands.  The USFWS requests to be involved in any mitigation plans 
and notes that the mitigation fee averages $40,000 per acre.  The USFWS, consistent with the 
Parks and Recreation, requested that all disturbed non-forested upland areas be reseeded with 
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native grass mixtures.  Finally, the 
USFWS provided a list of 
threatened and endangered species 
documented in Grand Forks 
County but concluded that they are 
note aware of any species in the 
project area.  A survey for bald 
eagle nests during the 
environmental review process 
would be warranted to confirm this 
response. 
 

Figure 2-1 
Riparian Woods West of the Red River  

2.1.5 US Army Corps of Engineers and Coast Guard 

The Minnesota office of the COE did not respond but a response was provided by the North 
Dakota office.  The COE indicated that the Red River is a navigable waterway and water of the 
United States and therefore subject to COE and US Coast Guard jurisdiction.  Approvals would 
be required from both agencies concerning approach and pier fill and construction activities.  It 
does not appear that there is any regular commercial river traffic and so the Coast Guard would 
not likely dictate any minimum clearances beyond those found with existing bridge structures. 
 

2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPRESENTATION WITH THE PUBLIC 

Staff responsible for consideration of Impact Assessment issues participated in two public 
meetings.  The first public meeting was used to communicate the purpose and need for the 
project, potential impacts that may be of concern for the public and most importantly identify 
any unaddressed concerns of the public.   The first meeting was held in an open house format 
which allowed the Impact Assessment staff to interact freely with the public and explain issues 
typically associated with a bridge crossing.  From the first meeting it did not appear that any new 
issues were raised by the public concerning potential environmental impacts outside of those 
already identified by the Impact Assessment staff. 
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Figure 18
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