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Governor 0lson reconvened thewith a quorum present, and requested Seèrãiãrv rã¡,v
meeting at l1:00 a.m.
to present the agenda.

I.JATER PERMIT HEARING -
CONDITIONAL I.IATER PERMIT
APPLICATION FOR SOUTHiI|EST
PIPELINE PRO.IECT
(ShlC bJater Permit No. 36gg)

MINUTES

North Dakota State lJater Conmission
Bismarck, North Dakota

May 3, l9g4

Conunission held a meeting on May 3,
Bismarck, North Dakota. ' Gover-nor-C
meeting .to order at 9:00 ô.ff., but d
recessed unti ì 'l I : 00 a. m.

MIMBERS PRESENT:

North Dakota

MEMBERS ABSENT:
ffiFTonõFffini.ssioner, Department of Agriculture, Bi smarckGgrvin Jacobson, Member irom' Alexander
Alvin Kramer, Member from Minot
Guy Larson, Member from Bismarck

OTHERS PRESENT:

-

5raEe water Conmission Staff Members
Approx'imately 30 persons interested in agenda items

The attendance register is on file in the State ater Cormission offices(filed with officíal copy of minri"ri.

The meeting ¡vas recorded to assist in compilation of the minutes.

A-public hearing lras held on an aD-
pl ication fi led-by the State tdatår
Commission for a-water permit for
the Southwest pipeline pi^oject re-
questing to appropriate a total of
ì 7,.l00.0 acre-feet of water
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annuaì]y (13,047.0 acre-feet for municipal use and 4,053.0 acre-feet forrural domestic use) from Lake Sakakawäa.. Tle puuiiõ-ñãa.iñg- 
"u, taperecorded and a verbatim transcript prepared. A cbpy of the trãnsðript hãsbeen filed with the water perm.it'apþliðation. ,

The minutes of
1984 meeting yrere
following motion:

It was moved by Cormissioner Hutton, seconded
by Commissioner Vculek, and unanimously carried,
that the minutes of February Zl, ì9g4 

-Oe 
approváa

as presented.

REP0RT 0N PROGRESS 0F Robert Dorothy, project Manager for
souTHl.JEST PIPELTNE PR0JECT rhe Sourh|,est Étpeiinã prðjeõt, ei_(sl,lc Project No. ì736) plaineà lte prãðeaure'rrË¿ in the

acquisition ryork and stated that G
Bismarck had been selected. He alsoas a part-time consultant in the lan
'i ndi cated that porti ons of the wa

onmenced on 18 facility sites for the
conpìetion of_the final engineering

rms will be solicited to obtain the
ormented that a lot of interest has
ughout the United States.

Mr. Dorothy indicated that work hascontinued -on project financing plans with Bond Coúnsel, Bond Úñãerwrttersand the financial advisors.- He stated that the'Bond Còuñsel andUnderwriters have deve'lopgd three documents: t) plan of iinãncã;- ãi a"ãiiof bond resoìution¡..and 3) operatìng agreement,'which wiìt bé'negotiated
between the State tlater Comñrission-anã the Státe Industriaì Connission.Bond Counsel is preparing a test case which will be preientãã to the
Supreme Court in early June-to test the constitutionalttv'oi-[¡e--financin!
package developed by the bond underwriters.

Bruce l4cCollom reported that workhas commenced on the finaì design of the project on the water treatmentpìant, the intake structure, tñe pipelinä, -and the sìte iáyout-for thestorage tanks and reservoirs. Thê use of asbestos cenent pipe for theproject was discussed, and Mr. McCoìlom indicated that thii ñãterial has
been úsed successfully for_many years but is beðoming ðãniróveriiãì to t¡.point that the Environmental Prótêct'ion fgencJ has reðenily propãse¿ a banon continuing manufacturing the materiaJ-becäuse of the t¡äaittr'etfects ofgxposure to the asbestos pipe during manufacturing. He stated that thefinal .design 'is proceeding'nôw under-the assumptioñ that asbesios cement
Pipe is an_acceptable matèrial unless otherwisä advisea uy tñã--ðõnmissionto use an alternate maternial.

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
OF FEBRUARY 2I, 1984 MEETING -
APPROVED

the February 21,
approved by the

ted by Governor 0lson,
to the next Conmiss'ion

It was
that,

sugges
pri orand agreed to by the Co¡mission members,

May 3, 1984
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meetingr. staff .Td engineering advisors review the pipe mater.ials andadvi se the Conrm'issi on of 
-consequõnces 

.

ro 
. 
rhe-resisìative mandare rhat 40 o.r.å1."3;ol[:'-::*ï':ïTå:lr.5tlåtì;:State finns, Mr. McCotlom made reference to thé North Dakota firms thathave been employed and the'ir invo'lvement in the froject. 

-¡r"-s[.teå 
that todate approximately 60 percent. of the work has beeñ done by ¡ròriñ Dakotafirms,.noting thjs . ìs highl. because of the suuConirãctË rãqui'reo forsurvey'ing and geotechn.ical work.

rrrEB project in Sourh Dakora and nored ,nl['..l:l3J::i.l'i:t]{.'H:ffi'3]:l;
on the intake structure and water.treatnent plant that the con¡miiilõn mighi
want to consider.loul!ng this projct as some of the features a.e-iinrilar-tothe Southwest Pipe'line Proieôt.- The Cormission membeis-ãiã'-"ip".r. aninterest in tourìng the WEB þroject.

RESOLUTION OF CONDOLENCE
TO FAMILY OF HOMER INGELHORN
(Resoìution No. 84-5-4]B)

si x gui del 'i nes,
consi derati on:

and recommended

It was moved by Conmissioner Schank, seconded
by Cormissioner Bjornson, and unanimously camied,that Resolution No. 84-5-418, Resolution-of
Condolence to Famiìy of Homer Engelhorn, be
approved. (SEE APPENDIX ,'Au)

CONTINUED DISCUSSION 0F Secretary Fahy stated that pursuanrcosr SHARING curDELrNEs ro rhe aétion-rakãn ãt tñã Fàurùã"v(Sblc Project No. ]753) 21, 1984 meeting ói [ñe-ôõ*ission,
an Ad Hoc Conmittee was formed tóaddress cost sharing _for private engineering consu'ltant serviðãs on water-related projects. The mi¡mbers of [he committee included conrniisioner euy

Joe Cichy, llater Resource Districts
tone, and l,later Resource Di stri cts
hael Dwyer. The purpose of the
pted by the Connission on February Zl
ementation of the new cost shaiing
consulting services. The Conmittee
84.

The Co¡nmittee adopted the following
them to the Cormi ssi on for the.ii

I ) feasi.biì'it¡r.studies, pneìiminary design, and fina1 design
would be eligibìe iteñs for cosi sharing by the state wãter
Conmission. Genera'l investigations wouTd äot be an
e1 igible item;

May 3, .|984
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2) the state I'later comnission wi'll assist the b{ater Resource
Districts'in developing selection guideìines, criterìa,
and procedures for selecting private engineers;

3 ) the State l,later conmi ssi on wi ì I devel op desi gn cri teri a
and construction guidelines for projects tha[ will
receive funding from the State l,later Conrnission;

4) the project sponsors (t¡later Resource Districts) wou'ld
be responsible for developing pubìic interestjustificatìon and feasibility for projects to be
designed by private_engineers and ior which funding
is being requested from the State lrlater Conmissionl
This would have to be done on a case-by-case basis;

5) the State l,Jater Cormission would monitor construction
of water projects funded by the Corrnission but designed
Þy private engineers. The cost for monitoring shali
be cons'idered as part of the contract costs, étigiUte
for cost shar:ing. The monitor.ing will not be coñsidered
construction 'inspection, whìch ìs the responsibility of
the project sponsor and engineer, and as such, no'liabil'ity would be incurreð on the part of the
Commission; and

6) the change in the policy would not be implemented until
Juìy.1, 1985, which is the beginning of a neh, biennium
and the start of a new budget:

The Conmission heard from membersof the Cormittee relative to the reco rnended guidelines, which resulted in
a general discussion of the matter.

SHEYENNE RIVER FL00D secretary Fahy stated that at thè
CONTROL PR0JECT June 17 and 

- tg, l9g2 Cormission
(shlc Project No. 1344) meeting, the coips õi -Èngineers

presented six components that arebejng recommended for inrplementation foi the Sheyenne Rivei- rlood ControlProject. The sìx components are: I ) levees and- a flood diversion channel

Beverly Stone noted that the
proposed guidelines were presented at workshoþs held during March and thel.later Resource Distrìcts are in general agreement with- the proposal.
Concern was.expressed by the Commiision members regarding project'progress
reports, - and Mrs. Stone stated that the I'later Manãgers woi¡ìd-welcôme- the
opportunity_ t9 _make progress reports ât Commissioñ meetings. Progress
reports would help to make better projects.

It was moved by Cormissioner Hutton, seconded
by Cornissioner Schank, and unanimous'ly carried,
that the above recormended gu.idelìnes for
impìementation of the new cost shar.ing policy
regarding private engineering consu'lting
services be adopted.

May 3, 1984
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at hlest Fargo/Riverside; 2) a ftood diversion channel from Horace to West
Fargo; 3l a fìve-foot raise of Baldhill Dam; 4) controì of private levee
construction; 5) control of drainage; and 6) ftoodplain rägulation and
zoning. The Corps_indicated that of these six componehts, only the first
three. components listed would actually be constri,¡cted by the Corps and
provide funds for the project.

Secretary Fahy stated that at the
June, 1982 meeting, there was considerable discussion relative to the
components recormended for the project, cost sharing and local and federal
cooperat'ion requirements, and a rêquest that the State l,later Cormission
consider providing the overalì sponsorship of the project and consider an
innovative method of financing the project. The following motion was
adopted by the Comm'ission:

"It was moved by Comm'issioner Bjornson, seconded by Conmissioner
Hutton, and unanimously carried, that the state water commission
enter into a Letter of Intent to work with local government
entities to assure that non-federal responsibilities wilt be
assumed for the Sheyenne River Flood Control project. Among
the responsibilities will be those related to cost sharing -

which have not as yet been formulated by the Federal GoveÉnment."

Secretary Fahy indicated that the
Admin'istration and Congress stil'l have not agreed on a cost sharing policy.

0n July 7, 1982, the State Engineer
developed the following Letter of Intent, whÍch was forwarded to the-Corps
of Engineers:

"It'is the intent of the State llater Cormìssion, an agency of the
State of North Dakota, to work with local government entities to
establish agreements adequate to provide assurances to the Federal
Government that certain non-federal action wilt be taken ìn support
of the Sheyenne River Flood Control Project.

These actions will include considerations of the following:

Non-federal cost sharing in accordance w'ith congressiona'lly
approved cost sharing program.

Reguìation of floodways, levee construction and
drainage activ'ities to assure that the project is not
adversely affected.

Dissemination of informatìon supportive of sound
f 'loodpl a'in management programs.

Assumption of maintenance and operation of channel
and levee portions of project in accordance with
prescribed reguìations. This responsibility to be
assumed upon the expiratìon of the fifth year following
project completion. The UniteC States would be saved

May 3, 1984



harmless from damages arising as a result of the work
performed by non-federal interests in the continu.ing
maintenance program.

I trust that .the foregoing y!'ll be adequate for your purposes
forwarding project documents to- higher levdls for éonsidärat.¡on
approval . "

?7

ln
and

Secretary Fahy noted there have
been a nunber of.meetings and public hearings hãld, ãnd on February zg,1984' a. public hearing was held in Coopersfown to give area reside-nts añ
opportunity to appear before representatives of the Cõrps of Engineers andthe State l,later Commiss'ion to express their concerni relatíve to the
recommended component of a five-foot raise of Baldhil'l Dam, the impact it
loul9 have upon the surrounding and adjacent properties, and the i¡eed forfurther studies__of.upstream cõntributions ani rêmedies for the prob'lerns
assoc'iated wi th f I ood control .

Association for the preservarion of ü,l"in"Jåiiå Hi]* i:ii:;:"tll;..:::
before the Conmission members expressing coácern on whether ói nbt the
Corps 9f Engineers should have the authórity to raise the flood pool of
Lake Ashtabula five feet. He said the Corps has prenised this compbnent oftl. plan as their idea to control the secônd peak which has causeh all ofthe probleqs of flooding in the hlest Fargo/Rivärside/Horace area. He saidthat it is h'is feeling that until jus[ recentty the residents of yest
Fargo/Riverside were faÍrly weìì convinced that the five-foot raise of theflood poo] 'level. was necessary to soìve the problems, and that it was
necessary to buy this component of the total plân in order to get the restof the components

economics of rhe Bardhirr Dam .orpon.ntf" ,.rl?13 rffil"ïiS ::dåi:rit .:l;
contributes 3å percent of the totai net flood coñtrol benefits bt ttre totaiproject, but costs between 26 and 50 percent of the totaì costs of theproject, and questìoned whether this ìs ieally cost effect.ive.

l?g4, -a .meerins vras heìd wirh membe* li'.n!'ll'ltåliÍti^3:#irl?i;l ll¿C:!v. Engineers of Fargo and hlest Fargo and the Chanber 
-of 

Conmerce, at
which time representatives of the Assóciation for the Preservation of the
Sfeyen4e River Valley presented what they feel is a viable alternative to
the Baldhill Dam component. The Association feels that the cause should be
treated rather than the symptoms of the second peak problems, i.e. control
drainage, build dry dams and inprove the managernent ôr tne aám.

sheyenne roinr hrarer Board has been rol;åd i3l3t:11ü':;o.l!"lrllit.3oïi
Ne]son, Griggs, Steele and Barnes. He said the Board-is hopeful that bids

May 3, 1984
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In.conclusion, Mr. l{old presented
ll. following requests for the conmission's consideration: ì) to support
!h...UPP9r Sheyenne River Joint Board's actjvities which woulã includefunding for surveys and appropriations by the next Legisìáiiuä-Seision forthe construction-of dry dams ôn tributaries and large-coulees; ãi tnat tt'eState l,later Cormigs!o! urge the Corps
management of Baldhill Dam; 3) tha
Corps of Engineers to establish a res
a decision be made by the State Water
p'lan of the .lo'int Boârd. If the alt
reguested that the Baldhill Dam compo

!ru lhe Lake Ashraby!a Landowners and ü!;.!'ff!".Hli:l?"TÎl;.lÎ![.'iil:;this Association and its' Board has been used ai-a vehicÍe to ãisseminateinformation to locaì citizenry relative to the siatus of tñe-p"ojeàtt, andhave on nunerous.occasions lone on. record_in opposltion to õne-ãipect ofthg proigç!.lfl! lt.t been prõposed by the Corps'änd thar is the i.ive-footralse o1 Baldhill Dam. He said the Association has felt that the estimatedcost factors involved have not been justified for the beneftts ihàt woutdbe derìved to the peopìe downstream.

He said that Vaììey City has been
sonewhat uncertain.as to its position to the_project and såid if¡à citv iicurrently involved in a re-evaiuation of the fiooãway and iiooapiãin wittrinthe cìty.

Baìdhiil Dam is raised rìve reer, .oorll;r"l:ì;'i!ä"3ilo.itit3Ír.ll'ïìlsuffer, inc'luding farmsteads, gjUle'banps, eic-. He said that most of thepeople. in the Griggs, Barnes and Steele-ôoúnty areas are Uaii.uiiv opposedto such a raise. They have had to sacrifice þroperty at the timjtträ' daml{as built and have serious questions regarding'some of the managementaspects of the dam itself.

Mr. tleisenburger suggested that thegive serious consideration to thã- Baldhi'll Oam
lan before it contìnue its intent to support this

State l,later Cormi ssi on
component
aspect.

of the Corps' p

Mr. Keith Monson, Griggs Countyl,later Resource Board, discussed the organiiation oi iñä' uppòñ"-sr,ãvenñäJoint Board and indicated that the Boardõ wtÍl ue aãatint uãliculìv -wiirr
tltg Sheyenne River from Nelson County on down. He also-discusiã¿ severalother projects involving dams that thé .lo'int Board is interesùed-iñ.

Dìstrict Corps
throughout the

Mr. l,li I I i am Spychal'la, St. paul
responded to guestions and concerns expressedof Engineers,

di scussi on.

The Co¡mi ssi on members heard
corments from a number.of peopJe who expressed their concerni iñ óppositionto the component of raising Baldhitì Dain.

May 3, 1984
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Governor 0lson concluded thediscussion by remarki.ng_on his impression of the amount of work that hasbeen done to provide-for alternätives to thã- probtems. 
'ie'- 

said theConmission has heard conments which indicate ã strong opposltion to the
and noted that reiereirce has been made

could be separated from the total
ission has agreed to facilitate the, the Governor reco¡nmended that the
ves in greater detaiì.

STATUS REPORT REGARDING At the Cormission's February 21,PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND tg8a meeiing,-ùtã Siate-úater Com-FINANCING PROJECTS IN
NORTH DAKOTA
(Sl,lC Project No. t7O5)

to -procure federal funding and tecprojects in the State of Nor[h Dakota
computation of the cost-benefjt, rati
ìimitation for Soil Conservation Servt9 local governments; and 3) consi
flood control measures.

members have mer with var.ious rederar a;ff:i:3i.r:llT.ïB'[ff0,n:ll:."åÍÍas a result of these meetings-and iniestigatiòns, a letter has beenforwarded to the congressioñaì_deìegátión -inåi..úin! 
tñã--cormission,ssupport of the recormendations. To da[e, no reiponse has been received.

STATUS REPORT OF AGENCY
CONTRACT FUND
(SldC Project No. ì)

s lhe spring runoff of 1995, hetely $300,000 renain in the Con[ract
bl ems. If the Comi ssion approves
re them at this meeting, the bälance
tely $323,000.

c0NSTDERATIoN 0F REQUEST
FROM RICHLAND COUNTY I.'ATER
RESOURCE BOARD FOR ADDITIONAL
COST SHARING FOR PHASE I OF
RICHLAND COUNTY DRAIN NO. 72
(Sl{C Project No. I S4S )

A request received from the Rich-
ìand County hlater Resource Boardfor additional cost participation
in Phase I of Richland'County'Drain
No. 72 tvas presented to the Commis-
sion for consideration.

in Aususr, regr, the conmission voted 3å':rr;ï1ffiäi;:{5 .i;"ltilffiÍ"lnå}

May 3, .1984
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!1" projecr was considered in regr, *'l'r.13:'fftiiåtll.:::l':rån::it';;
the.project has been reduced considérably.---iñe-iotar ãraîñã!.-â"." of theproject is 57 square miles and includes ig milði òr channel

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated that in
ses of $70,643 for inlet culverts and
ding the cost for inlet culverts and

ranting towards the project.

represented the Richl and
project in further detail.

Duane Brejiling and Beverly Stone
County hlater Resource Board-and discusied ihe

It was the recormendation of theslgtg, -Engineer thar rhe conmjssion-considei-ãpfròvai-oï ¡ô-Ë;änt or rheeligible items, no! to exceed $63,640 towards lñe pro¡ect, contingent uponthe. avai]Pilltv of funds. It wás also [tÀ-"ããõ*endation of the stareEngineer that in view of the ìimìted funds ávaiiãóre from ùtre-coniiact Fundat this time that the inlet culverts an¿ thã utilttv -rðlõðaiions 
beconsidered not eligible for cost sharing.

It was moved_by Conmissioner Bjornson,
seconded by Conmissioner Vcutek, and
unanimous'ly carried, that the Súate hlater
Commission approve additional cost sharingof 40 percent, not to exceed $63,640 for -phase I of Richland County Drain'No. 7?.
The motion shall be conti-nqent uoon theavaiìability of funds

May 3, 1984



A request received from the Maple
River l,later Resource Board to cost
parti ci pate i n the l,laì burg Townshi p
Criticaì Area Treatment Project was
presented to the Cormission for
consi derati on.

project which incrudes rhe deveropment 3;';-.t:Hliãi"::il.ri'!lill'o.t:l;
township roads in the vicinity of Chaffee, North Dakota. Erosion sites iñthe ditches have developed over a period of time from natural runoff and
!h. rap'id runoff_in 1979 aggravated the problem. The erosion is causing
damage. to agricultural land and is producing sediment which is impactin!
the.water quality wìthin the Mapte River and-Red Rìver. Mr. Sprynciynaty[
said the objective of the project is to repair the eroded sites'an¿ cóntról
erosion by shap'ing, seeding and installing pipe control structures. The
total cost of the projegt.ls,estimated to be 936,094. The cost of eligibìe
items 'is $34,.l.l4. The Soi'l Conservation Service is providing approximãtety
75 percent of the total cost for the project.

Mr. Duane Breitl'ing represented the
MapIe River l,later Resource Board and further explained the-project which is
anticipated to be compìeted this surmer.

srare Ensineer rhar the conmission .onr,å1. Tffi""Tl;n"::3ffi1Íil:Îl.ifr"tî;
ì0 percent of the e]igible items, not to exceeif $3,4l.l, contingent'upon the
availability of funds.

It was moved by Corrnissioner Hutton, seconded
by Commissioner Schank, ând unanimously carritd,
hat the State Water Commission approve cost

participation in l0 percent of eligible items,
not to exceed $3,4.l.|, for the l,lalburg Township
ritjca'l Area Treatment Project. This motion

shall be contingent upon the avaiìability of funds.

C0NSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST

FROI4 I4APLE RIVTR I.JATER
RESOURCE BOARD FOR COST
SHARING FoR }IALBURG ToI,TNSHIP
CRITICAL AREA TREATMENT PROJECT
(St^lC Pro ject No. I 790 )

coNsIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST
FROM STEELE COUNTY I.IATER
RESOURCE BOARD FOR COST
SHARING FOR STEELE COUNTY
DRAIN NO. 9
(SlilC Project No. '1783)

3l

A request received from the Steeìe
County Water Resource Board for
cost participation in the construc-
tion of Steele County Dra'in No. 9
hras presented for the Cormi ssi on's
consi derati on.

atyk stated that to
e in the assessment
ing a decision on the

May 3, 1984

rhe projecr, which .is located n"uroulTn.|:i:'"fiãil1;tt5.llil:"ïÍr.Tl:l
gpproximately 7.6 m'iles of drain and the project w'ill drain approximately
12.1 square miles. An application to drain ¡'ras subnritted to'-the l,latei
Cormission offìce in 1983 and after hearings and project review, a perm'it
was issued on March 29, t984.

dare rhe projecr has not been voted ol"o, :f,:ïïiiarea. The reason for this is that the Board is await



cost participation before they presented it for a vote.of the project is $175,000 and the eligible items for
total $98,800.

Mr. Jeff Volk, Moore Engineerìng,
noted that the city 9f finley is indirectly involved in the pró5ect but
they are assisting with the plann'ing and implementation, and do'suþport the
project.

It was the recormendation of the
S!ltç. _Engineer that the Conmission consider approv'ing 40 percent of the
eìigibìe items, not to exceed $39,520, towards this pioject. If funds are
lpproved for the project it shall be contingent upon the availabiìity of
funds and a positive vote of the people within the'assessment area. Ii ttre
proJect is not approved by the people within the assessment area, then the
funding for the project should be withdrawn.

It was moved by Conmissioner Vculek, seconded
by Comrnissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried,
that the State l,later Cormission approve cost
partic'ipation in 40 percent of the elig.ible items,
not to exceed 939,520, for the construõtion of
the Steele County Drain No. 9. This motion
shall be contingent upon the availability of
funds, and a positive vote of the people within
the assessment area,

32

The estimated cost
cost participation

STATUS REPORT 0N INTERIM Michael Dwyer reported on the leg-
COMMITTEE'S l.lATER PROJECT i sl ati ve efforts. that are ongoi ñg
FINANCING sruDY with respect to water deveroþmen[

in North Dakota. At the Commiss-
ion ' l. . February 21 , 'l 984 meeti ng, the recormendati ons of the Advì sory
Conmittee were presented. Mr. Dwyer referred to s'imi lar reco¡mendationi
that have been adopted by the North Dakota l,later Users Association, not'ingthe priority recormendat'ions as: I ) an effort to increase the ailocatioñof the oìl extraction tax that goes to water development from ìO to 15
percent; and 2) an effort to inðrease the State tlatär Cornmission Contract
Fund allocation.

STATE WATER COÌ'IMISSION
LEGAL DIRECTORS' REPORT

Joe Cichy and Rosellen Sand briefed
the Cormi ssi on members of ongo'ing
lega1 activities and court cãses.

UPDATE 0F b¡EsT RIVER Secretary Fahy stated that the l,lest
DIVERSI0N sruDY River ¿ôint - Board hetd a meeting(sllc Project No. .1543) 

and adopted updating the West Riveñ
Diversion Study as their firstpriority after the Southwest Pipeìine project is assured.

May 3, ì984
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CONSIDERATION OF AGENCY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

fi scal position, the
Legi sl ature.

Matt Emerson briefly discussed the
agency's financlal statement indi-
cating that in terms of the current

is within the limitations imposed by the

Secretary Fahy stated that the Ran-
som County l,later Resource Board has
invited the Cor¡mission to schedule
a ¡neeting in conjunction with their
dedi cati on ceremoni es thi s fa] I .

Dave Sprynczynatyk briefed the Com-
mission on a seepage problem that
has occurred on the Channel rrArr

project below the control struc-
ture.

a9ency

ESTABLISHMENT 0F REGI0NAL At the conrmissionrs February 2.l,
OFFICE IN RtD RIVER VALLEY 1984 meeting, the state Engineer
(Stlc Project No. 1705) u,as authoriied to request frõm the

Emergency Coflnission a transfer of
$84,500 from the Contract Fund to the salariês and operating expense
budgets_ to. establish and-cost participate in the funding' of a- Regionaloffice in the Red River Valley for the balance of the'lg8l-.l985 biennium.

Gjesrvans, who wiil starr rhe Resionar 3Îli.:0fl'3:tiå:l[.å''ll'Í:ïor:liÍi

STATUS REPORT ON

EEAD COLT CREEK DAM
(StlC Project No. l67l )

STATUS REPORT ON

CHANNEL "A'' PROJECT
(Sl,lC Project No. 842)

CONSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST Cormissioner Bjornson stated at the
FR0M MAPLE RIVER }IATER February 21, l9g4 meetìng, approvaì
REs0uRct BOARD FOR u,as granted to colt sñare" in 50
ADDITIoNAI cosr SHARING IN perceñt of etigible construction
FL00D CONTROL DAM items, not to eiceed 9237,000, for(stlc Pro,jiect No. 12711 the ðonsrruction ot å rtóod water

retention structure to be located
on- a tributarry.to.the Mapìe River. She noted that thã requesù 

-ãla 
make

reference that the.private.engineering consultant fees be cdnsidered a partof cost participation if the Cormission approved a neu, cost shartng poiicy
regarding private engineering consultant Services that wou'ld atlõw' such
services to be a part of cost sharing. At this meeting, an Ad Hoc
Cormittee vJas formed to address.cost sharing for priva[é engineering
consu'ltant services on water-related projects.

Cormissioner Bjornson alluded to
the action taken by the conrmission at its May 3, l9g4 mðeting approving theguidelines for implementation of the new cóst sharing poi'icjr' regaËaingprivate engineering consultant services. One of the luiäelinäs waõ tha[
the change in po]icy would not be implemented unti'l JulJ l, 1995.
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Co¡rnissioner Bjornson, on behalf ofthe .MaEle. River l,laËer Resource Board, presented a teqúeii -ror 
thecormiss]on's consideration to cost share iir an additional $4s,000 for theconstru0tion of a flood water retention structure to be tócated on atributary to the l,laple River.- She expla'ined that the additional S¿S,OOOhereby .requested would be eligibìe fôr consulting engineering services

under the Cormission's new cost sharing policy. - Corñissionei Bjornsonindicated that if funds are availab'le iñ the Contract Fund at the énd ofthis biennìum, that the cormission give this request priority.
It was moved by Cornmissioner Bjornson thatif f¡¡65 are available in the Õontract Fund
at the end of the l9g3-19g5 biennium, that
the request from the Maple River lJater
Resource Board for additional cost sharing
in the amount of $45,000 for private engìñeering
consultant services be given priority. -The

. moti¿n received a second fron Comnisiioner Hutton.

In discussion of the motion,
secretary Fqtry indicated there are a number of other projects thaú
had . included private engineering consulting services in theii^ tótal costs,
which at the time the Conmission-considered-their request for coit sfrarinõ,
such services were not eligibìe for cost participatidn.

are . severar requesrs-ror projecr rundin;ï;Î:fiI""t;!T^ntHiotït"ÍoJli::
at thìs time because funds cannot be ob'llgated. He expiessed concern-thatif there are available funds in the Cõntract Fund at the end of the
biennium there have been-no guidelines established forr priority of requestsfor project funding and for ñetroactive engineering expändituräs.

Conmissioner Bjornson indicatedthat in the State I'later Comprehensive Plan'that was presãnted and accepted,thg project she is referring to on the Mapìe Rivär was a reconmendedpriority project, and stateð this Plan shbuld be used as a vehicle for
estab'lishing such priorìty of projects.

prio.iry projecrs reconnended in the t.1l]'[13:,^ 3ffi1";:Í]Îi:'É,:l",,"llåbe an appropri.ate approach and a guideline to estabiish priorities for
excess money dispersement at the end of the biennium, and' directed theState Engineer and staff to prepare for consideration at the Conmission's
next.-rneeting an identification, review and ranking of projects that couldqualify for cost sharing ìf funds were availablã at' the end of thebiennium, based on consuìting engineering fees that were not approved when
request for funding u,as considered

wirh rhe assurance thar rhe Governor,s :iHÏìJ:"ii,.,tü3"!åÎ3,å:l::o..tlñ:next meeting of the Commission, she would withdraw her motion.
Cormissioner Hutton likewise withdrew his second.
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It was moved by Commissioner Vculek, seconded
by Cormissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried,
that the meeting adjourn at 3:45 p.m.

At ten I . urson
Governor-Chai rman

ATTEST:

n
State Engineer Secretary

May 3, 1984
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RESOLUTIOII OF CONDOLENCE
TO FAI.IILY OF HOIIER ENGELHORN

Ì{HEREAS, Homer Engelhorn served the people of l{orth

Nation with distinction as l,lanager of the Garrison Conser

until his untimely death on April.l9, .l984; 
and

ùro $^q^*
M 3b ¡-

hIHEREAS, Homer gave unstintingly of his ti¡ne and talents to promote

and develop the Garrison Diversion Project and other sound water resource

projects in th'is State; and

I{HEREAS, he has now gone to join other worthy citizens who have earned

residence in that Special Place reserved for them; and

IIHEREAS, today we pause to mourn the passing of our former colleague,

and to honor his memory.

NOl.l, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the members of the North Dakota

state I'later cormission; its chairman, Governor Al'len I. 0lson; and its
staff; on this 3rd day of May, 1984:

That they hereby express their sorrow on Homer Engelhorn's passing and

their appreciation, on behalf of the people of North Dakota, of his loya'l

and devoted serv'ice and prorrction of sound water resource projects,

including the Garrison Diversion Project, and do hereby express condolences

to his wife and fani'ly.

FOR THE NORTH DAKOTA STATE I{ATER COMMISSION:

r \, \\ t . z
Governor-Chai rman

ATTEST:

vernon Fahy
State Engineer
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