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f e ’I'hat ‘we are §o- severely affected byfﬂooding -i8

aces.many challenges during their analysis of the

Red River corridor, and the people of ‘Fargo-Moor- -

head should welcome the innovation and freedom

,of their approaches to community planning

mostly a consequence of our failure to develop a

regional zoning. plan restricting residential and oth-
—er-construction in’ flood-prone -areas. With-five-of
‘the '13 great, historic floods of the Red River having
occurred only within the past 20 years, the étatisti-

evelopment plan should therefore recognize—-::e»*

isting dam. as has been proposed for that at:Mainj

] r infilling or restriqtion of existing ba-

)e minimized and be utilized only té protect
sidential and commercial structures. All riverside
_parklands should remain undiked and. totally '
 floodable. c, .

 Avenue, increase fiood levels and flood: susceptibii-'
ity in south Fargo? Here, I would like to see RUDAT
adopt-a philogophy of - «“What can.the communities
" do to minimize or even reduce existing flood levels
~ with the region, while making the corridor

‘more\

_As'part of the development of any longterm plan

- recognize. the éxtremely poor geologic con-

ditions’ of ‘which Fargo and Moorhead are built:

conditions that are tied both to weak, plastic soils

that underlie the region and tothe susceptibility of .

the corridor itself to regular ﬂooding No easy engl-

‘neering remedies exist for either of thesé condi- .

tions. A final development plan should thereforeg,'
" waters. within the: corridor have been either.filled

address ways in which the impact of thege condi - :
or encroached upon by’ development and diking.

‘tions can be minimized while, at that .same time, -

making the corridor an asset for both cities.

As a geologist and a resident of a neighborhood :
adjacent to the “corridor,” I would ask RUDAT to .

der the following points:

cal validity of the present limits of the “10(}year =

for the Red River corridor, the RUDAT tedm needs “"'“flood” must be questiondd.

Regardless, the time has come to- limit new con-

“struction within the présently designated “100-year
“flood” to non-residential structures specifically de-
"signed:to be floodable. No special flood protection,

including" diking, should be afforded ‘such new

structures. .

e Many of .the natural pooling areas for flood -
least expensive and most esthetic approach to re-
tarding’ ex{sting bank destabilization. One should,
“ h ver, seriously ‘question the impact of each

(existing . or proposed) on upstream flood pool : Tl
(Schwert is associate professor of geolomr at

o North Dakota State University, Fargo.)

Such development artificially exacerbates an al-

" ready sévere flood problem. With flood waters con-
stricted by dikes ‘and with natural pool areas re-
~_moved, upatream flood levels are increased e

ven™the poor s

anent structures 4in areas of potential instability.

but recreational development. — -
The construction of fow-level dams may be the

For

on“engineeriﬁg“iamrs or our
region, bank. ‘slippage along the river is an inevit-
‘able process and one that has regrettably ‘been
‘accelerated by the ‘construction of heavy, per-

—attractive?”’

r example; will raising the elevation of an exa

Finally, “the’ severity and pervasivenessfo these

poor geologic conditions inhibits development of
‘the Red River corridor to any extent that ap-

proaches that ofy let’s say, the model at San Anto-

_Areas susceptible to failure are ‘easily mappable, - nio, Texas. Our civic leaders may have to face the

t'and such mapping shotild lead to a zoning away of fact that the only ‘practicable option for corridor'

- parklands and natural woodlands. i Sl

* But, then again, cannot the expansion and more-
innovative utilization of corridor parklands be con-

"-sidered assefs in which both communities can taltet

pride?




