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MII{UTES

North Dakota State l{ater Cormission
Bismarck, North Dakota

June 6, 1985

The North Dakota State !{ater
meeting on June 6, 1985, at the Old State Office
North Dakota. Governor-Chainrnn, George A. Sinner,

to order at 9:15 a.m. and requested Secretary, Vernon
agenda.

Florenz Bjornson, l,len¡ber from l{est Fargo
Alvin Kramer, Me¡nber from Minot
Guy Larson, Member from Bismarck
Ray Hutton, Member from Oslo, Minnesota
Henry Schank, Member from Dickinson
Vernon Fahy, State Engineer and Secretary, North Dakota

State l¡later Conmission, Bismarck

MEMBERS ABSENT:
fn't,J-onãF$p'artment of Agricu lture, B ismarck
Bernard Vculek, Member from Crete

OTHERS PRESENT:
Sãfe1-aTEFffini ss Íon Staff Members
Approximately 25 persons in attendance interested in agenda items

The attendance register is on file in the State(filed with official copy of minutes).

Commission held a
Building, Bismarck,
called the meeting
Fahy, to present the

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
0F M4RCH 15, 1985 MEETING -
APPRqVED -

MEMBERS PRESENT:
George A . )ìnner, Governor-Chairman

llater Comission offices

The meeting was recorded to assíst in compilation of the minutes.

The minutes of l4arch 15, 1985 were
approved by the following motion:

It was moved by Comissioner Schank, seconded by
Comissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried,
that the minutes of the March 15, 1985 meeting
be approved as circulated.
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CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
0F l.lARCH 25, 1985 TELEPHONE
CONFERENCE CALL I.IEETING .
APPROVED

UPDATE ON SOUTHUEST
PIPELINE PROJECT
(S['JC Project No. .l736)

The minutes of the March 25, l9g5
telephone. .conference call meeting
were^considered, and approved by
the following motion: -'

It was moved by Conmissioner
Cormissioner Schank, and unan
the minutes of March 25, lggs
ci rcul ated.

(ramer, seconded
imously carried,
be approved as

by
that

Robert Dorothy, Project Manager for
the Southwest Pi line Project t ln-Pe

hedicated that t fi nal design on

June 30, 1985, but there will be some
the project wi I I be comp'leted by

completed in the next biennium. The
carryover work that wi I I need to be

fi nal design specifications for some el
:arryover work consists of: ì) the
ments of the project that wj t I notbe bu ilt for some years becau se of the pqy-as-you -go plan of financing; 2ldesi

corrosion from the soil;
gn of the cathodic protecti ve

and 3) de
sy
si gn of an operati on and ma enance

stem wh ich protect s the pi pes
int

from

bui I di ng to be located ìn Dickinson.

right-of-way acquisition, Mr. Doroth
percent compìete. Sixteen of the
agguired and work has begun on the re
there will be so¡ne carryover work t
next biennium in this areâ also.

pasr vear we have been invorved rn curtuli; ,Tli3j!t"r;fl'ffilïÍti:l:tli tl;
North Dakota Archeologicar Department and it hãs recenily compreted areconnaissance slgdy on the entire pipeline. The Depáiinreit ii"'äurrenttywgfking on a detaìled study involvtn! ttre first +o-miiãi õi-tñ"'iro¡ect ro"rwhich contracts will be let for this-year

contracr ror rhe raw water reservoi" .l"f;:t;l3"lti:.:ffi:ltto.':lÍ,,,Îì., tf:
let in September,1985.

June 6, 1985
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::ylh.::l-tiL:line projecr wirr be 
"9.,0;ff;"3iiË, :inË,nin:i3 'lllå' .,ll!Lake sakakawea where the intake struðturð witi be uuílt.- -It will tãnecessary to cross a short segment of corps land with the p.ipeìinã.

:H.TII f1U said he has received infornal'word wittin-*re-fãst'räw ¿ivi
ll3!^ th! Corps of.Engineers is proposing to charge the Srale of HoritrDal(ota for water taken from the reservoir, whicñ is known as a vraterstorage charge.- *glgtarv.fahy.indrcared that in ilre-piopôlar,- tñ. ö;;p;
wgul$. actually be charging-the state of North Dakota foi" the naúuraì flowsof. the stream, which-ouñ Constitution says betòng to-thã peöpið'of NorthDakota.

service, or srorase charse on domestr.til;Tîg nultfl.n iålÍ.."å .¡n*"lf;!
past, and other states such as Sout
Corps's attempts. Because this is a

said that a precedent such as this
use of water throughout the future of

Governor sinner thar rhe Srate r,rater rlilÍl:ifi'åil¿"rttnä'i.li3nËiliÍ.:lto write a letter to the Corps of Engineers on behalf of tñã--õormissionexpressing objection to their proposãt for water storage àñuréàr. Theconmission also requested that ðopies of the letter -ue -iãnt- to theCormission members.

It was noved by Conmissi.oner Bjornson, seconded by
Cormissioner Kramer, and unanimously óarried, thai
the state I'later conmission direct t'he state Éngineerto write a letter to the corps of Engineers on'behalfof the 9oqnission expressing'objectiõn to their
proposaì for water storage charges.

DISCUSSION 0F PROCEDURE FOR Secretary Fahy indicated that the
SELECTION 0F ENGINEERING FIRM tast seisiòn- ot -tñã--legislature
FOR CONSTRUCTION pHAsE 0F passed a uiil 

".qrirlng-ã'speciitðs0urHl,lEsr PIPELINE pROJEcr þrocedure to be dtiliiéa-in setec-
(SUJC Project No. t736) liñe ðõniurtin!- ãñginãã..'ror pro-

procedure required the head or un unrn.Jï:'.olfî1. :"3:i:.r131'033-tll::
to. process and evaluate interested cõnsuitants,' assign uuirãi, unã conductinterviews. In the fi.nal 

_ 
analysis, the Seleótion Cõrmittee w¡l - presentfor the agency's consideration ttrreé firms ranked in order oi ieiection.

Relative to the construction phasefor the Southwest Pipeline Project, Secretary Èafw indicated the selectionprocedure has been completed añd requested Mr-. nnäy uori, -ðr'ãï"rãn 
of theselection conmittee, tô present its'report and recoirmendaiions to ihe state

I?::" conmission for itb consideratioi¡ in the sãiàc{iôñ-õr-äñ 
-ã.õïñ.ã;i;e

1ìrm.

June 6, ì985
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I'lr. Andy Mork, Chai rman of the
Selection Cormittee, introduced the other members of the Cormittee andpresented its report and recormendations, âs detailed in APpENDIX ,'A,',
attached hereto. Mr. Mork ind'icated that follow'ing the interviews, tháindividual committee member's ratings were tabu!ated and the final iating
scores were determined for each firm. The final rating of the three firmõis as follows:

I ) Bartlett-l{est/Boyle Eng
21. Houston Engineering-Vei
3) Interstate Engineering

It was noved by. Cornnissioner Kramer, seconded by
Co¡nnissioner Schank, and unaninousìy carrìed, that
the State l{ater Conmission concur wìth ttre Sélection
Cormittee's report and recomnendations and authorize
the. State Engineer to proceed to negoilate and execute
on behalf of the State Ù,later Commisiion a contract with
qn e¡gineering firn for the construction phase of the
Southwest Pipeline Project. Contract negotiations sha'lì
be initìated in the order of final rating scores for the
following three firns:

I ) Bartlett-trlest/Boyle Engineering Corp.
2l-. Houston Engineering-Velgel Engineering3) Interstate-Engineeñing -

sulvIMARY 0F cONTRAcr FUND Dave sprynczynatyk indicated at the
EXPENDITURES IN PREVIOUS
BI ENN I UMS

throughout the State. tle presented
basis and project basis from July, 19

A request from the Morton County
llater Resource District h,as presen-
ted for the Cormission's considera-
tion requesting cost participation
in a flood control project for the
City of St. Anthony.

projecr which incrudes a series orD'l1u.l3ifff:t":T[.r'-31åt'i8rrlli
structures in order to reduce flooding within the city. He noted thatpermits for the diversions, ôs well ás the dikes, hãve been approved by
the State Engineer.

The total cost of the proJect i s
estìmated to be $'10,176.- Fìfty percent of the etigible costs foi^ tñe flood
control project totals 95,088.

June 6, l9B5

ineering Corp.
gel Engineering

CoNSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST FRoM
MORTON COUNTY UATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST SHARING IN FLOOD
CONTROL PROJECT FOR CITY OF
ST. ANTHONY
(SlrJC Project No. 1292')
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Andy
County l{ater Resource Board, and Dick Moum,
expìained the project and requested
consideration.

Ensrneer thar rhe Srare r{arer cormirrrontlpolå;" :::lT;3liÍnoir lfto.::ål;of the^eligible costs for the st. Anthony'flood control prõ¡ect, not to
exceed $5,088, contingent upon the availaUitity of funds.

It was moved by Conmissioner Larson, seconded by
Cormissioner Kramer, and unanimously carried, that
the State llater Conrmission approve èost sharing for
the St. fltlrply fìood controi.project of 50 peicent
of the eligible costs not_to elceé¿ $S,0gg, äontingent
upon the availability of funds

Mork, Chairman of the Morton
Englneer for the Board, furtherthe Cormi ssion's favorable

CoNSIDERATT0N 0F REQUEST FRoM
CAVALIER COUNTY I.IATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST SHARING IN EASBY
TOI.'NSHIP DRATN NO. 2
(SI.JC Pnoject No. 1793)

ofi

A request from the Cavalier County
l,later Resource Board for cost shar-
ing in the Easby Township Drain No.2 was presented for consideration
by the Cormission.

projecr indicarins .it is rocared sourh 3i';.jt":ffitili:ii"r'ffi1;iifl*:i;
3.5 miles of channels and drains 3.7 square mìlËs. An appttcaiiãn-to drainwas subrnitted to the l,later Conurission office and apprôved by the State
Engineer.on May 29, 1984. Mr. sprynczynatyk stateä'tne project has been
comp'leted since the granting of thä þermit a-nd the Board wäs ádvise¿ that
when. mgney became availabîe the i"equest wouìd be presented- to theCor¡nission. The total cost of the project is $39,190 wiitr etigible costsbeing $15'900. Forty percent of the'eligible iùeni wou'ld ue $o]soo.

cavarier. counry r,rarer Resource Board, 
tftr.Hllt:iËtTîIÍå'.i:'lii3!.lt 

:l:
requested favorable consideration by the Cor¡mission.

The Corrnission members entered into

of gates, and
a discussion r ng the

ssibiìi
9en
ty

eral drainage policy, operation and controlegardi
the po mposing a penalty for improper

of control gates.

It hras recormended by the ateEngìneer that the State l{ater Conmission e the Easby Townshi p nNo. ? project request of 40 percen
ilabil

tof
approv
the el ìgÍble items not to

$6,360, cont ingent upon the ava ity of funds, and upon compliance iththe condit'i ons set forth in the drainage permìt.

It was moved by Conmissioner Schank, seconded by
99-issioner Bjornson, and unanimously camied,-
that the State l{ater Cormissìon approve cost

June 6, 1985



sharing in the easþV Tgwnsh]p Drain No. 2 project
i! lQ_p..cent of the eligiblä irems, not tô eiceed
$6,360, contingent upon the availaUi'tity of funds,
and upon compliance w.ith the conditions set forthin the drainage permiit.

A request was received from the
Cavaì ier County l{ater Resource
Board for cost part.icipation inthe Manilla Township Dräin No. Z
and presented for the Cormission's
cons'iderati on.

the project is rocared sourheast or rane?ålt.r:oill:ii::ti5r:äll;1ffî, 'r3miles of channels and drains 2.3 square-niles. An appiicá[ioñ'-iö-ãrain wassubmitted to the l'later Corunìssion dfrice and approveb'oy irre-ltãie-Èngineer
on February 28, 1984.

the project has been completed sì
Board was advìsed that wheir money b
presented to the Cormission. The
forty percent of the eìigibìe items

cavarier. counry. uarer Resource Board, 
ni;"rH:lt:litlî;:l'rf;:';il3å.it 

:l:requested favorable consideration by tñe conmission'fór tt'ii p.õ¡eät.

CoNSTDERATIoN 0F REqUEST FRotl
CAVALIER COUNTY I.IATER RESOURCE ;

DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATION
IN THE MANILLA TOI,INSHIP DRAIN NO. 2
(SlrlC Project No. 17871

State Eng
the eìigi
of funds
permi t.

25

that
the

be
and

ineer that rhe conrnissi.on-appdl. iñìrt[r[::3Hlo;3t;:".:Í, tf;
ble items not to e1g9ed. $z,4zs, contingerit upon the uiáliãuiliivand compliance wirh the condirions se[ fortir jn rñe- ¿;ãì;åõË

It was moved by Conmìssioner Bjornson, seconded by
Connissioner Kramer, and unanimousìy ãarried, thai
the state blater conrnission approve cost particioation
in the Manilla Township Draià'no. 2 projäct tn hO
percent of the eligible items not to'exèeed g?,425.
This motion is contingent upon the availaUility of
funds, and compliance-with the conditions set iorthin the drainage permit.

coNsrDERATroN 0F REqUEST FRoM
CAVALIER COUNTY IdATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATION
IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF PHASE III
OF MULBERRY CREEK DRAIN
(Sl.lC Project No. l43B)

A request was presented for the
Conmission's consideration from the
Cavalier County Water Resource Bo-
ard for cost participation in the
construction of Phase III of the
Mulberry Creek Drain.

June 6, 1985
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proiect_ which is rocared sourheast of LÏ|;donT;å"íli:iT5. ':Bll¡liÍ":i;8.6 miles of channel improvement. 0n Noiember 19, iõaó,- tñã'ðormission
approved 

^$q0?500 for phase I of the project, anã'on 
-itãi iö, -rgeg, 

iCapproved $20,000 for phase II of the pl^ojéct. A permit roi ttrã'projecú wasapproved.on July 10,_.l980. The projebt ñas essenlialìy ueen ðoñplãtea and
î tilll_inspection will be made thii surmer. rne [otár ãõãI iõ.'prrasè fiiis $55,984, and 40 percent of the elìgible itens wouid-be-ili,|i'g.

cavarier.counry r,rater Resource Board, .tÏ[;"Ill]t;T"iñ:Ít;.tlñ:"fllJ::[ :lårequested favorable cons.ideration by the Cormission.

stare_. Ensineer rhar the srate hrater. crJlr.iåi !ffi*:'H:loïIil,.?l..Tlifor Phase III of,tlg-tlgll"rry Creek Drain in 40'percent of the efigiuieitems not to exceed $11,779, óonrìlgenr upon the ãvaiiãUiiitv-ôi funds andcompliance with the conditions set fõrth lh tne drainagà perrit.
It was moved by Commissioner Kramer, seconded by
Conmissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried, t-hat
the State tfater con¡nission approve ãost partícipàiionfor Phase III of the Muìberry'creek Draiir in cavaliei
County in_4O_percg¡t of the éligible jtems not to
exceed ï17,779. This motion strãll be contingent uponthe avaitabil'!ty_of funds and in compliance iittr ihe
conditions stinflated on the drainagä permit.

CONSIDERATION 0F REQUEST FR0M A , request from the Ramsey county
|U:Fy^9qUNTY-!{ATER RESOURCE lrlater 'Resource goaiJ 'wàs jresentea
DISTRICT jFOR COST PARTICIPATIOT'¡ for the Cormission's còñsi¿eraiióñIN cONsrCUcTION 0F A coÑinor-- to cost share in the constructìon
STRUCTURE AND OUTLET FOR of a control structure and ouilet
M0RRISON LAKE t,.-ì for Morrison Lake. The project(swc Project No. 174G) which is tocatãà southeãst of hJeb-ster involves approximateìy 6.9miles of channeì ìmprovement. The watershed ãt the cbhtrot itructuretotals. apqroximately .50 sguare miles and all of the runoif irom thewatershed flows through l,lorrison/Sweetwater Lake.

l4r. Sprynczynatyk indicated that
reconmended a control structure on

rolled releases. In lgg?, the State
ry engineering report for the Ramsey
a project that would implement the

plans and cost esrimate has been proviil¿ ,itfi:'äll:Y! :i¿Ír:::. 
ttiñ:

project u'ill be completed in three þhases: Þhase I involves -a--ãiversion
and road relocation in the area where hlebster cõuiee eñiÄri orv rare andreconstruction of the existìng channel in Section 32 and 33, foúnsntp tSO,Range 84; Phase II is cleañout of the channel in Sectioné gl,.'é an¿ 4;and Phase III involves construction of an outlet weir on Morrióon Lake and

June 6, t9g5



outlet channel to State Highway 20. The cost estimate for all three phases
i: S¡19'283; however, only-Phaies I and II will-be done in ir¡e ñäar future.The cost estimare for pháses I and.I!-is Siqz,oóò. 

-- 
Èo.Iv-pãräãñt or rheeligible cost items for phases I'and it i.-i7ã,aõò.

County Water Resource Board indjcated

l:ggqfgins probrems rhar are beinn "n.ll;..r.ã"flf,!, :lB::ilio r,:f,":;ll'Jildlife owned land and in cleaning-out strearni on"i.ä .ñä'ããräñ.nt tands.

Harer Resource Board, ar so ""p".rr.dMi;..!llltlil.f iÍT;t Îil.l¡il.3;"1{having with the Fish and tJirdrife'service in crôsring-tñãi.'iãn¿.-'

Mr. Vic Hall, Fish and t{itdlifeService in Bismarck, responded to th
Mr. Hardy by stating he i's not famili
areas described. He said, generalll
would take a considerable amoùnt of ti
He said the Fish and Wildlife Serviceout with the county people. Mr.
Servìce will facilitate' flood cont ol without augmenting drainage, ifpossible, although, they do have a mandate to protect weilands.

Governor Sinner cormented that thestate is in the proce:l ol. negotiating an ag"ãerãnt with irrã Sãi"ãta"v ofthe Interior to provide the itgtrt of-emineñt ãorain for tne 5tãtã on allfuture fee acquisitions and jn ail future ânj 
"ãi"oactive easements.

It was the reconmendatìon of the
rmission approve cost participation
n of a control structurè and ôuttet
glgegl $72,800, contingent upon theith the conditions of t¡e aþproved

It was moved by Conmissioner Hutton, seconded by
Conmissioner Bjornson, and unanimouðly carrìed,-
that the State l,later Commissìon appro-ve cost-participation in_40 percent of thä'eligible items
not to exceed $72,900 for phases I and-Il in the
construction of a control structure and ouiletfor Morrison Lake in Ramsey County. This motionshall be .contingent upon t-he avaiiabitity of
funds and compliance with the conditions to the
approved drainage permit.

27

June 6, 1985



z8

C0NSTDERATI0N 0F REQUEST FRoM i

RICHLAND CoUNTY WATER RESoURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATION
IN LATERAL NO. I TO RICHLAND I

COUNTY DRAIN NO. 12
(SlrlC Pro ject No. I I BZ )

A request was presented to the
Commission members for their con-
sideration fron the Richland County
Water Resource Board for cost oart-icipation in Lateral No. I to h.ich-
land County Drain No. lZ.

Forty percent of the elìgible items

lrarer Resource B9ard, eraborared. ". lft iil3å:.ttifl:"rl;:lt'i:r:::ili¡consideration by the Cormìssion members. ' ---'

Richland County'
Duane Breitling,
regulation and

Mr.
s policy for

r,rarer Resource Board, srared rhar ir n.3t;::]il. utlïlfi'or.,lünl$to*':;illå
County .thq! -any time there is new construction, reconstruction or acleanout, field ìnrer curverts with gatã; ã;à-i;;täil.¿.

co¡mented on
drai nage.

CoNSIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST FROM
RICHLAND COUNTY I,JATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATION
IN PHASE III OF RICHLAND COUNTY
DRAIN NO. 72
(SblC Project No. tS45)

A request ¡{as presented to the Com-
mission menbers for their consider-ation from the Richland County
blater Resource Board for cost oart-
icipation in Phase III of Richland
County Drain No. 72.

Attorney,
control of

the
ti on
upon

Ira!9 Ensineer rhar rhe srare warer comålssïåi lliröi!'S:lo';::l.¡.iL
ll 40 pgfcgnt of the-elisible ftems nor ro exceed'izá,éoái-".0ñ[iiå.ntthe avaitabi'tity of rundõ and upon-a iinãl i-,ì.pãðtiõñ'ui-ir,i;ï#iË..

It was moved by. Conmissi.oner Hgtton, seconded by
Conmissioner Schank, and unanimously carried, i-hatthe state r'later cormission qpprove ôost particifáiion
1l +9 percent of the eligiblä'itens not io exceed
$22,902 in Lateral No. l-to RichtanA Cóunty Drain
No. 12. This motion shall be contingeni uþon theavailability of funds, and upon a fiñar inipectión
by this office.

stated that
consists ofII and III

phase rrr is arso known as Larerar c Jtl;. ,:iltff:ilttlloapproximately 5.2 miles of channel. rñe präJåät, ptrase-i,

June 6, 1985



involves a drainage of approximately 35 square miles from an area nearcolfax. A drain permit for the project was issued on June 29, l9gl.

Aususr 12, re8r, the conmission s".ntll'sit6i3sõtlåHlrl'1Él:3:'o,tllt.f,!plgiggt. 0n February ?1, .l984,- the cormission approved an additional
$36,370 for Phase_I. 0n l4ay 3, t994, the comrisiion granted $o¡,0+o
towards Phase II. Thus far, the conmission has grante¿ a tõtal gf gz0o:010
towards thg plgiect. The total cost of the pñoject is estinated to be
approximately $t million. 0f the phase III èosts, gtz5,3o7 have been
determined to be e]i9ib!q_fgt cost participation. Forty percent of theeligible costs would be 950,123.

29

Jordan Haugen and Beverly Stone,
County I'later Resource Eoard members, colrmented furthef on thé

and requested favorable consideration of their cost participation
Ri chl and
project
request.

Stare _Etgìneer . rhar rhe stare warer ,lfrtÏSì.ln:J::iÏ:lÍå"3il..i1
Phase III of Richland County Drain No. lZ, contingehl upon the availab
of funds, and compliance wìth the drainage permitl

It was moved by Conrnissioner Bjornson, seconded by
Cormissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried, that the
State !,later Conmission approve cost participation in
Phase III of Richland County Drain No. 72 ih 40 percent
of eligible costs, not to exceed $50,123. This inotion
shall be contingpnt upon the availability of funds, and
compliance with the drainage permit

the
in

lity
g
I

C0NSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST FR01',!
MAPLE RIVER I,JATER RESOURCE DISTRICT
FOR ADDITIONAL COST PARTICIPATION
IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE MAPLE
RIVER DA}I #T.I8O
(SbJC Project No. 1785)

A request was presented to the Com-
mission members for their consider-
ation for additional cost sharing
from the I'laple River hlater Resource
Board in the constructìon of the
Maple River Dam #T-180.

!r,ç. project which is rocated norrhearttli r;å:iii;in'Tf*u lltt'åffid oln'l
tributary_to the I'laple River. The.drainage area at the dam i-s 36.7 squaremiles. The storage in the reservoir is 2,900 acre-feet for flood condrol.0n February 21, 1984, the Conrnission approved 50 percent funding for thedam. At that time, the estimate for the pro¡ect' yúas $475,00õ, which
resuìted in the State contributing $237,500 tô the project.

have now been opened and rhe Board,, .nnïlå.rtfli{':ÍTi;:i:o'tñlio.l!".f1Íi
ggst of the project for cost sharing wõuld be $5g7,000. F.ifty percent ofthe ne¡v cost estimate wouìd be gzÕ3,s00, which 

-is 
$56,000- inore thanpreviously approved by the Com¡ission.

June 6, .l985
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I.pJp River brater Resource Board *ru."rT"årot3!iT uiîllïrål: Êffi.ii::lili:further discussed the proJect.

stare .Ensineer rhar rhe srare llarer rålrti3ïrln:J::il*:Íållilr.itparticipat'ion in the construction of the Maple niver oam *r-lgo inpercent .of the additional eligible items in ihe cost estimate, notexceed $56,000, contingen! ,pÞn llrç avqilability of funds, ànã-uponmonitorìng of the construction'by this office.

It ¡vas moved by Cornmissioner Bjornson, seconded by
Commissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried,
that the State Water Corm.ission appiove addiúionat
cost partiçiplliol in the construòtion of the l,taple
River Dam #T-180 in 50 percent of the additional'
eligib'le items in the côst estimate, not to exceed
$56,000. This mot.ion shaìì be contingent upon theavailabjlity of funds, and upon the moñitoriirg of' the construction by this office.

the
cost

50
to

the

C0NSIDERATToN 0F REQUEST FRoM
SOUTHEAST CASS WATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATION
IN THE IMPROVEMENT OF PORTION
0F L0IIER TtJo MILES 0F CASS
COUNTY DRAIN NO. IO
(St.tC Project No. 1067)

A request was presented for the
Cor¡nission' s consideration, neceìv-
ed from the Southeast Cáss Uater
Resource Board for cost participa-
!]on in . the improvement of a pòr-
tion of the lower two miles of ôass
County DraÍn No. 10.

projecr was firsr constructed in t8e8 unl";r ìBIåi:fliltl:.rìH:'fr:nî5 :l:
J1:_ T:ll¡lrtp laO North,--Range ap.ùte¡! near Fargo. rr invot"es á"uinã!ãfrom rural areas as well as within the City of- Fargo. The improvemeñt
proposa'l consists of deepening and realignin! ttre exiiting channei'as wellas- general. deferred maintenance. The ñemaining portioñ of the lower twomiles wi'll be completed at a later date.

rury 12, re83, rhe Srate r,rarer cormllio.tËHffi:l'iåülooåt'ffi.:l3t t;:reconstruction and.realignment of Cass County õrain No. i0 ouilet ctrãnneì,ìnstallation of a drop^structure, and praceinnt of rock ripiãp. The totaicost of this phase is 9197,802.

In reviewing the project, Mr.Sprynczynatyk noted that only a portion of the chãnnel coñsùËùãtion .is
considered maintenance. Thus, nbt all of the construction costs areconsidered-.el'igible for cost sharing. It was deternined that :$iiz,ieo
would be elìgible for cost sharing.

thar it has been derermined rhat a portill'.rtlil'!Íiii:i: .lli".¡::t;ÎiliÍthe city limits of..Fargo. The baìänce, lies outside thõ city ano-ìncludesthe drainage from Nortñ Dakota State Uñiversìty. The work irrài is ueiñõ
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the rura'l areas of the watershed and
and correcting eros.ion problems that
Other work is being done within the

ich includes work within the city
$8 million.

It has been determined between thecity. and_the Southeast Cass hlater Resource District that the agriculturalportion of the project would involve improvements to the lower túo miles of
built storage into its share of the
the lower two ni les. Thus, that

d for cost sharing can be considered
nea and not directly benefitting thes, the improvements wilì handlè the
ural drainage.

Mr. Fred Selberg, Chairman of the
Southeast Cass l,later Resource Board, cormented briefly õñ ttre project, anc
urged favorable considerat'ion of their request for cosi sharingl

It was the recormendation of theState Engineer that the State l,later Cornrission approve cost sharjng ìn thã
improvenent to cass county Drain No. r0 in the'ämount of 40 peiðent ofeìigibìe_ construction costs not to exceed g45,ltz, contingãnt'-upon theavailabiìity of funds.

It was moved by Connissioner Larson, seconded by
Cormissioner Bjornson, and unanimously carried,'
that the State Water Conrmission approve costpqrlicipation in the improve nt òf a portion
of the lower two miles of Cass County brain No.l0 ìn the amount of 40 percent of elìqible
construction.costs, not to exceed $45;1.l2, contingent
upon the availability of funds. The lnotion shall-aìso
be contingent upon the fact that other State-owned
properties shall not be assessed for cost sharing.

INVITATION FOR. NEXT STATE
I.IATER COÞfiISSION MEETING
TO BE HELD IN FARGO

thei r
regul ar

C0NSIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST FRoM
CITY OF ARGUSVILLE FOR COST
PARTICIPATTON IN FLOOD CONTROL
PROJECT
(Sl,lC Project No. 1806)

Mr. Robert Thompson, Chairman of
the Red River Joint llater Resources
Board, extended an invitation to
the Conmission members to hotd

3l

1985 in conjunction with anext meeting in Fargo on July l0 and I'1,ly scheduled tour of the areã.

invirarion, Governor sinner thank.o r,lrfoìl;Hl3J ?ll"[tltiliì;lli.it :l:
indicated it will be taken under advisement.

A requeÈt was
mission for
cost sharing
project being
Army Corps of

presented to the Com-its consideration inin a flood controì
developed by the U.S.
Engi neers.
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rhe projecr deveroped in ranuary, lgsg li'fnloHffií3F'Ëlri;!:l:atiirrïl::
approximatetv t0,000 feer of diké'which wóutd-cõmpiãtãiv-;ü;ñ;ã thä' 

-¿i¡i
1nd. provìde .?pploximately^_lQQlyllr protection.' The total cost of theproject is estimated to.be-$t,063;000,' of whiðtr-approximatðiv-ilõo,ooo isconsidered to be non-federal costi asátgnea to-tnð'êitv. 

'----r v'-y

rhe corps or Ensineers has assisned. u.nlfitrsliïfil:..'lil|,.ïäåtil'î$rotnÍ]
!l: ^llti,. il llgyjlilõ.lllã-irðiecuon. nt ir¡ät rine,' urã- cTty spenr$84'000 in buirding. a temporaiy revy and ir r:s aË i;t;;t oi-t¡ã'ðb"p, toìncorporate the woñk done'by tire cilv ìnto iis iärmanent project. Thus,the totat non-rederar cosis, .incrúdin9 grè- ñ;ra- ilãviãuii!--åone, is9re0,000, and fifty percenr oi erieiuie ítã;;, ;õi inõrù¿inõ-"Ígr,i-or-way,
would be $45,000.

the cìty
favorabl e
fundi ng.

Mr. Ralphof Argusvilìe, further discussed the
considêration by the Conmission of

Bol deman,
prclject

the ;ci ty' s

representi ng
and requested

request for

llrt. Ensineer llrat rhe srare l,rarer qnlT!rrii'.oll3r:q::f!f::ì;i ;1. lR:cl?v.of Argusvitle flood control-project in irre-ãñàunt oi-so-p".óäñt ot tlr.elig'ible items, not to exceed $+b,ooó, .ontinj"ñt'rpon the avaitabitity offunds.

It was moved by Commissìoner Bjornson, seconded bv
Cormissioner Hutton, and unaniñousty óarriãä,-tnãithe State Hater Commission approve cost participation
f9r^!!. City. of-Argusvit te fiôod conrrol'pro¡ãó[--
rn the anount of.S0-percent of the eligibie items,
not_to .exceed 94s,000, contingent upon-the avãiiãúilitvof funds.

C0NSTDERATT0N 0F REQUEST FRoM
TRAILL COUNTY I,'ATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATION
IN REPAIR OF DROP STRUCTURE ON
MILLER DRAIN NO. 29
(SllC Project No. tZ46)

A request received from the Traill
County l,later Resource Board for
cost.particìpation in the repair of
the drop structure on Millei" Drain
No. 29 was presented for the Com-
mi ssion' s consideration.

request noting that the structure w
I'latershed project in 1960. The meta

Mr. John Knecht, Consultant for
elaborated on the project,

the
and

Traill County Uater Resource Board,
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requested favorable consideration by the cormission of theircost sharing. request for

(Sl,lC Project No. l23g)

Kramer, seconded by
nimously carried, tirat

il8J ;.':;"1 îi:1"¡lål ;"'
he amount of 40 percent

notion :hlll !9 9ontj1setr,i:ioril3';îlîi.lfiïr,of funds and upon a fiñal inipäciïãnl'-"

A. request has been received from
lhe Trai I I County hlater Resouràe
Board for the Conmission's consià-
e¡ation of additional funds in Tra_ill County Drain No. 19.

requesr and indicared rhe project consir?3'3, :ïiïäl.:l* "låïl.iÍ.lrllïwith a combinarion drop slruãture-üiv;ñ ãr¿'ãõii.o*imatery 2400 feer ofchannel realionment nôar [ñÀ-si"ucture. - 
rnã-ñroiect is located nearMayville-porilãnd.

d $r4,0zo-t.¡ .fi.'lili:îi.Îíå, lltf;.'.,n;..3::t:st estimate has been revised ãnd a¿¿iiìõnai iuñãiThe torar consrruction cost is d¡iráa;à to- ¡ãent of the.erigibìe iten¡s ror -coit-'öã.iì.iparion
clug!ns- rhe þrevious rgl{ing--ãpp"ãuäã' u!--iñäfuil 40 perceñt, an addiriorãt iãã,õàõ-wour¿ benecessary.

Traiu, counry rrrarer Resource Board, ..#å;.jån3r*l;:nl;r3:!|r:lår:"ff:rl!:favorable consideration by ilre óonmiaJi;n-¡o; their reguesr for costshari ng.

srare--Ensineer lhar rhe Srare r,rarer å:*i3:.i.1'.a;ff:H.':lrt:loîl.i"lli4?4,060 for rraill county oratñ-¡lo.-iô, öîiüåñt upbir ure aviiliotrtty orfunds, and a final inspeËtion

It was moved by Comnissioner Schank, seconded bycormi ssioner. Bjornson, an¿ unãñilôüirv-ãàrried,that the State lrlater óormrsston approve an

June 6, l9g5
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CoNSIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST FRoM
RANSoM CoUNTY IIATER RESoURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATiON
IN A CRITICAL AREA TREATMENT
(Sl,lC Project No. 12991

additional $24,060 for cost participation in Traiil
County Drain No. .19, contingänt upoir the avaitaUitityof funds and a final inspection.

A request was presented for the
Con¡nission's consideration for costparticipation in a critical area
treatniènt project for Ransom Coun-ty. The request was received fromthe Ransom County l,later Resource
Board.

project to rhe conmission nembers notin!"Ii" ;iliïÍ'lålTI 03"':;ffi1r.ilåas an Rc & D-project by the Soil Conservãtion 5erúice. r¡e-purpõle of theproject would be to correct critical erosion areas at four si[ei -a¿jacéni
to county roads located near Lisbon and drain into the Sñãyeñnã-ñiu"r. Thetotal cost for the. project is $31,734, of which the säil -côniervation
Service will contribute gtB,2g4 of the-project costs, leavin!-"ir,e non-federal balance ut $13,450. Forty percent oi ttre non-iederal cõsts wilt be
$5, 3Bo.

gggjìli9lçl:, spoke on beharr or il,"M["o¡"liul.n!ttl!;u.r[:ä'oi.r:::[ll
consideration by the Cormission for cost bhaiing.

It was the reconmendation of the
o¡nmi_ssion approve cost partici pation
for Ransom County ln an amount òf 40
to exceed $5,380, contingent upon the
inspection of the project.

Bjornson, seconded by

rhe Srare r,rater conmi ssion i.[¡i3i:tf.ii'iliÍ;.Tlåli."for a critìcar area treatmenl'_proJect in'Ransom'couñtyin the amount gl 19 percent of'the non-federar cosit,'
not to exceed_$sr9B0. This motion shall be contingent
upon the availability of funds, and upon a fjnal
inspection of the project

CONSIDERATION 0F REQUEST FROM The Cormission members considered
GRAND F0RKS COUNTY }JATER RESOURCE a request from the Crãnã Èõrts Cou-
DISTRICT FOR COST PARTICIPATION nty 'l,later Resource Bòard-tor costIN THE CONSTRUCT¡0N 0F RC & D palticipation in the 

-ðoñstruction
FL00D CoNTR0L PRoJECT 0N ôr tne hc a o flood coniioi project
DRAIN N0. 4 on Drain No., 4.
(St,lC Project No. lt07)

rhe project is rocared approximar.,, .1ll: ,ìil{'l:ãilñtii ¿l:;:'¡:lr.tll:consists of construction ôi a controiled structure ãñã aisoãiãIð¿'-;ñn;äi
_T9"!. The project is being undertaken as a 

"esult of serious erosion thatls occurrlng. Mr. Sprynczynatyk said the dr.ain was first estab'lished in
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'1905. In 1946 the drain was reconstructed and the State l{ater Commission
ission granted another $2,530 for thee. ln 1977, the Con¡nission granted
ructure and lateral extension for thect proposed is $220,900, with $50,600ost participation. Forty percent of

County l,later
requested the
partì ci pati on.

Resource Board,
Cormi ssion to

Mr. C . t{. Ekness, Grandbriefly conmented on the projectact favorabìy on their reguest ior

Forks
and

cost

State
in the
County
costs,

It was the reconmendation of theEngineer that the State llater Cormission approvã-iost particioatiôn
construction of the RC & D flood control'þroject for 'crãnã 'Ëõñ,

Drain No. 4 in the amount of 40 percent br -eligible -nõn:re¿ã.äl
not to exceed $20,240, contingent uþon the availaUitity oi-fr;ã;:'-

It was moved by. Conmissioner Hutton, seconded by
Cormissioner Schank, and unanjmously carried,' that
the State h{ater Corrnission approve äost participation
ìn the construction of the Rö'& D flood åontrõì'project for Grand Forks County Drain No. 4 in the
amount of 40.pçlçe!! of eligible non-federat costs,
not to exceed 920,240. Thiõ motion shall be
contingent upon the availability of funds.

CONSIDERATIOry OF REQUEST FROM
NORTH DAKOTA ISTATE HEALTH
DEPARTMENT FqR COST PARTICIPATION
IN THE IMPRoVEMENT 0F ttATER
QUALITY 0F Btrc CoULEE DAit
(Sl,lC Project lNo. l4]g)

The Conmisslon rpmbers considered a
request received from the North
Dakota State Health Departnent forcost partic'ipation .in the improVe-
ment of the water quality ôf tne
8ig Coulee Dan.

the State lJater Cormission is curren

I

Departnent has re-quested the State Water Comnission to administer thecontract for this addit.ional work.
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C0NSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST FROM
CITY OF EDGELEY FOR COST
PARTICIPATION IN A FLOODPLAIN
MANAGEMENT STUDY
(StllC Project No. l75l )

will be done
project is $16,

Srare Ensineer that rhe stare rrrarer c"r,,Tl=,ii'.tï33.[:'iisi3:!å'1.3Í .l:;portion previous'ly assigned to engineerìng.costs iõi itre-il.lppirö projectfor. Big Coulee. Darn, and that the-State Wãter-Cormission use its ContractFund to undertake the stripping project.

It was moved by Comnissioner Kramer, seconded by
Commissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried,
that the State Water Cormìssion graát approval to
expend $3,918.S0 through its Conlract fi¡i¡¿ for astripping project for Big couree Dam 'in Towner county.

A request was received from the
City of Edgeìey for cost particioa-
tìon in a floodpìain ñranagemänt
study and was presented to thé Com-
mission members for their consider-
ation.

by rhe soì r conservarion 3ålirlËiffiiil:t{i.iÏ'l33rtn;r'*if,:
000, w'ith the non-federal cost being $3,20ó.-

stare llsineer rhat the srare l,rarer r.#T.riå; Jl¡J:::ffi'o;:;.li.il.ril;
19. a rloodpìain management_study for the ãriv ãF'Eãóãlãv-ir [ñe-äount or40 percent of the non-federal cosis, not to exðeed $i;ãBõ; 

'äoñiini.nr 
uponthe avai I abi'l i ty of funds.

It was moved by Corrnissioner Kramer, seconded by
Cormiss'ioner Schank, and unanìmously carried, t-hatthe state Hater con¡nission rpprovê óost partictpaiionfor a fìoodplain management iludy for thä Citv õi -

Edgeìey in the amount-of 40 percént of the no-n-federar
costs, not to exceed gl,Zg0.' This motion shall be
contingent upon the avaiìability of funds.

CoNSIDERATI0N 0F RESOLUTIoN Secretary. Fahy presented a draftT0 PROCURE FEDERAL FUNDING resolutiön foi 'the conrnission,s
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF SITE A.I70
MAIN STEM FLOOD CONTROL DRY DAM
(StlC Project No. 1344)
(StlC Resolution No. 85-6-423)

tìon of the Site A-170 Main Stem Floo

[åx8i¡., ']3. tHåo;:30î: *R3 îig8";39not receive specific flood protectio
Flood Control Project

wirh rhe peopr. t;ïffit'll"u,tull"urllotiilåÍ.*'lå3foìlowing a meeting
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written language into the appropriations bilt which includes a reference tothis specific dam. 
r

It was moved by Conm'issioner Bjornson, seconded b-y
Cormissioner Hutton, and unanimously carried, thai
the State I'later Commission adopt Resolution ño.
85-6-423, Expressing Support and Requesting the
Congressional Delegatioir to take alï Necesiary
S!ep: to Procure Federal Funding for the Conslruction
of the Sjte A-170 Main Stem floõd Control Dry Dam
Located on the Maple River. (SEE APPENDIX u-8,,)

UPDATE 0N RED RIVER DIKINì Roseìlen sand, Assistant Attorney
(S}JC Project No. 1638) General for thá state wàter conmis-

sion, updated the Co¡nnission mem-bers on the Red River diking problems. Stre iaiO at ilre Cormission,s
fleuest a public meeting yqs held_for the people in the area to expresstheir concerns. After-this meeting, the'entities proceeded to sign' [ñã
agreement, and the Technicaì conmittée members were aþpointed.

l?gl:. .rh: parries ro rhe rawsuir iå¿ ;îlÍ li:t'3i:Í.'n1: ""1å1,.3iDistrict court for a status conference to explain to- him what hadtranspired, !q explain the agreement, and to exþtain what we exfect the
agreement will result in. 0n May 10, lggs, t¡e Judge appiõveo the
settlement that was reached. There wili be anóther statui conhärence whenthe Technical Committee has completed its work which is anticipaied thisfall.

Srare warer conrnission on rhe rechnicartililiff:ål"ll;..äåï;:'3:iflr.l::
has .begun its work and has held tw¡ meetings. He lñeñ--eiflainea thefunctions and responsibilities of the Comnittõe.

Ms. Sand stated there have been
several. .diplomatic notes between Carada and the United States concerning
ltt diking on the Red River. The'last note'is from the Unité¿ Statei
Embassy to the Canadian Embassyr in which they exp'lain the dike agreementand the fact that we have reaôhed an out-of-cóurt'settlenrent. fhe notesalso stated that the.peopte in North Dakota and Minnesota are wilfint iõtalk with Canadian offiôiais.

CONTINUED DIScussI0N 0N Governor. Sinner and cormissioner
GARRISON DIVERSION PROJECT Kramer connented on current negot-(St'lc Project No. 237) iations with the ñaiionãi' nu¿ü¡on

asreenenr ypon lansuase_ror incrusion trtlilillizi;l r:;ïi3tllfl. t8.r::Î:l
S'inner said that while no agreement has yet beeñ rõached tre remainedoptimistic that satisfactory lãnguage would-eventually be develòpea.
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CONSIDERATION OF AGENCY
FINANCIAL STATEMINT

Matt Emerson, Assistant Secretaryfor the State t{ater Conni ssi on,
presented the agency,s financia'l
report to the Conrnissioners.

DISCUSSION RELATIVE T0 Discussion pursued relatjve to the
DRAINAGE POLICY ,^,., possibre tñpoiiiion'-ói-'å penaitv(Sl.lC Project No. t0s3) ôn llater Räsourcà oiitrtðts found

ies which have been esrabrished ana aooptlo f;1il.'¡3ll:t;1.31'31ñ1,331åi:
d be determined with staff review and

of prohibited funding. Governor
sus of the Conmission members, that
to develop a draft proposal of the

nsi derati on.

because of
Commì ssi on
appl i cati ons
peak flow
impacts.

main srream ftooditre rhat Î:t';:ï""i;¿"il ;ñ:n"¡ffl., 
tlñ:

should consider devetoping a policy that-woutd ràtuire-ã.åinãöãt9 !" accompanied by práns for wáter release reitricttons ãiperiods, ôs well as water storage areas to reduce downstream

ye direcrins our efforrs toward rh,.ï;:itilil [å:L::'oiilf:'T!3:. i:frequently raised on drainage complaints] wtrere Ürãre-is ir¡é-poisiuirttvof a simultaneous occurrence-we have, ìn most instances, ¡ãeñ ðuããèssful ingetting. a_ control installed. Hó said in sorp cases it wou'ld beimpractical, and in many cases impossible to frouide tota'l retãntìon for atime certain.

roo, reers 
'{e 

are headed in the risht ,Î3$lì:;"ffi[ .[:::'îrtlÍffiîli'r,lfi:or concrete at.the present tìme. - He indicated he would be agrÈeable todeveloping a policy ai suggested by the eoveinór.

It was suggested by GovernorSinner, and concurfeq !o b.y lhe Cornission members, [ñat the siäte Enginàerand staff be directed to diaft a generaì arainale-ioiïãv ãl-aiããuise¿.

CRYSTAL LAKE
DRArN No- 6 :ffi"å:ilb:ll';lt':ffÍ,.1!".1:rl;;(shlc Project No. 1806) ùnããrway "tth tñe rroriñ oãtotu eu*
ota r,rarer users Associarion, rhe stare ilf.lt;l#i33ilii"¿n:nfi.Iiltf.?åi;
Chapter -of l'lildlife Society, and the lrlells couniy ÙJatei Resource Districtto deveìop a water-managemênt plan to satisry àrainàéã-prô¡iãri--ln welìsCounty- A technìcal cormittee has been appoi-nte¿ to ðevälop i¡e pian whichis..anticipated !q p. compìeted by septeirber t5, t9é4. 

-'sðcie[àry 
Fahyindicated he would keep the Cormiisioir menbers iñtormãã-or tË p;;g.ess ofthis project.
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Secretary Fahy briefed the Cormis-
sion members relative to problems
occurring ln the Fox Island area
due to the Corps of Engineers pro-
posal to acquire more land to re-
duce or eliminate flooding.

Secretary Fahy read a resolution
adopted by_ the_Bismarck/Mandan Missouri River lmproväment Association attheir May !0, 1985 neeting requestinç the State Witer Co¡rmission to obtain
9?t. developed by . thg 99.pr of Engineers relative to fìooding on the
Missouri River south of Bismarck and the proposals to reduce or -eliminate
said flood'ing; .and, that the State Uatei Côrmission make an independent
evaìuatìon of the data with emphasis on the downstream effeäts of
controìì.ing releases at Garrison Dàm; and, that representatives of theState l'later Cormission meet with the Associatioh and discuss their
fi ndi ngs.

DISCUSSION RTLATIVE TO
FOX ISLAND PROBLEMS IN
BURLEIGH COUNTY
(StlC Project No. 1652)

has
them.

been meetins wirh rhe Associarion j:';iiiT.llllrå'l;":::1.::l! 'lîff

come before the Cormission -
There being no further business to

It was moved by Cormissioner Schank, seconded by
Comnissioner Kramer, and unanimous'ly carried, that
the meeting adjourn at l:40 p.m.

nner
Governor-Chai rman

ATTEST:

State Engineer and Secretary

June 6, 1985
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APPENDIX "A"

NORTH DAKOTA STATE I.IATER COMI4ISSTON

OFFICE MEMO

MEMO TO:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

DATE:

Chairman Mork called the Engineering Seìection Cormittee to order at
10:00 a.m., June 5, lg8s. Aì I corm.ittee n¡embers h,ere present, as fol lows:

Andrew C. Mork
Henry Schank
Charles Murma
Charles Rydel I
Dave Sprynczynatyk
Robert Dorothy

Fi le No. 1736 ., .a--
Robert Dorothy, Secretary '\tv
Southwest Pipeì ine Enginäeríng Selection CormitteeKeporr on Interviews with/and Ranklng of Engineering Firmsbv the southwest piper ine' Enginãôriné SerõðÍ.iär-bórmittee
June 5, 1985

chairman' Ptorton county l,rater Resource Dístrict;
.Çoryissioner, State t{aler Corrnisiron;
U.S. Soil Conservation Service;
State Health Departrent;
State Water Corrn'¡ssion; and
State l.later Commi ss ion.

The committee discussed the format for the interviews and deveìoped

a'list of questions which would be asked of each firm. conrnittee members

were to be allowed to ask additionaì questjons if they wished. The questions
to be asked of each firm were as follows:

1. How does the firm view liabi'fìty for the project if selected?
2. If we select_your firm would it be acceptable for the firm toaccept liabÍìity for the desig! of the þroject; if ¡o whai wouldyou have to do to assurn that-liabitlivi '

3" l'lhat do you feel is the limit of professional I iabil ity insurancecoverage necessary for the construction engineering of-thâ project?
4' What experience does the firm have in construction managementon a project designed by others?

s' f:ir':l: ii|?]! H'lf.'3;.:-ffi1 to utirize on the iob and how

6. How much of the work would be subcontracted?

7 - t'Jhat do you expect to be the rpst chailenging aspect of thejob and how do you anticipare nreering tñãã cr¡aiiãñõãl- -'-



8. Do you see any contractual or engineering problems due to the
extended construction schedule añd how dõ you expect to handle
those problems?

9. Anticipating_that construction may last 10 or 12 years and there
could be a biennium or rpre without funding, how ióulã ii affectyour firmb operating and how would you plañ-for it?

10. What would you expect in turnover in erployees during that tireperiod?

11. What would be.your recorrnendations f¿r a nnthod of corpensationfor your services?

Each firm h,as al'lowed 30 minutes for its presentation followed by a

Z0-minute question period by the committee.

The interview schedule and the persons who made the firm presentations

Bartlett-tlest/Boyle Engineering Corp.

Dave Hardan
Bruce McCol lom

1:30 P.M. Houston Eng'ineering, Inc./ve'iger Engineering

George Houston
Henry Trangsrud
Marvin Kadrmas
Gene Jackson

2:30 P.M. Interstate Engineering, fnc.

Kenneth Loveland
Ross Milne
Randy Pope

The rating system for the interviews u,as exacily the sarB as h,as

used to select the three firms to be interviewed. Followîng each interview,
each committee member rated the firm on a scale of I to 10 for each of
the seven rating criterion mandated by senate Bill No. 2442. The rating
for each criterion was then muìtiplied by the Average tnportance Value

for that criterion to arrfve at a criterion score. The scores for each

criterion were then totaled to arrive at a total score for each firm.

are as follows:

11:00 A.M.

\,
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Following the interviews, the individual conrnÌttee rBmber's ratings

were tabulated and the ffnal rating scores determined for each firm. The

final rating of the three firms Ís as folJows:

1. Bartlett-West/Boy'le Engineering Corp.

2. Houston Engineering-Veigeì Engineering

3. Interstate Engineering

A copy of the final tally sheet is attached as part of this report.

RED: mb
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TALLY SHEET FOR SELECTION OF ENGINEERING FIRI{
SOUTHI.IEST P IPELI NE PROJECT

strc PRoJECT N0. 1736
RATTNGS 8A5ED 0N INTERVtEITS, JUNE 5, lg85

hr¡ll¡ngness to meet time
and budget requirements3

Ab¡ I ¡ty of Professional
Personnel2

l. Past Performance

CRITERlA

Recent and current work
for the agency7

Reìated experience on
s imi lar projects6

Recent, current, and projected
workloads of the p"rron?,?I.

5

4. Location

TOTAL SCORE

10

t5

18. 5

l5

AVERAGE

IMPORTA]¡CE

VALUE

7

23

11.5

r00

57

56

53

RAT I NG

57

58

53

50

1036

795

SCORE

B-l.l/BEC

609.5

500

855

5528.5

399

1334

55

54

49

50

RAT I NG

49

46

53

750

SCORE

HOUSTOI{ E
VE I GEL

1058

550

810

906. 5

50?7

343

52

38

45

RAT I NG

33

37

609. 5 43

44

494.5

440

780

703

675

SCORE

I NTERSTATE

ENGINEFRING INT

4174.5

231

851

(
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APPENDIX ''B''

RESOLUTION NO. 85.6.423

Resolution of Support and Request for Federal Funding
for the Construction of Site A-]70 Main Stem Flood

Control Dry Dam on the Maple River

WHEREAS, there have been numerous serious floods aìong the Maple River
and the lower Sheyenne River; and

I{HEREAS, the I'laple River lrlater Resource District of Cass County has
made an extensive study of methods to reduce the flooding along the Maple
River and the lower Sheyenne Rìver; and

bIHEREAS, the Maple River trJater Resource District has determined the
nost effective and viable solution to the flooding is the construction of
the Site A-ì70 Main Stem Flood Contro'l Dry Dam; anã

IIHEREAS, the estimated cost of the construction of the Site A-'|70 Main
stem Flood controì Dry Dam is Ten Mil'lion Do'ltars ($t0,000,000); and

hIHEREAS, state and 'local politicaì entitìes are unable to fund the
construction of such an extensìve project.

NOUI, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the North Dakota State I'later
cormission meeting this 6th day of June, 1985 in Bismarck, North þakota,
that they are fully supportive of the construction of the Site A-170 Main
Stem Flood Control Dry Dam; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Senator Mark Andrews, Senator Quentin
Burdick and Congressman Byron Dorgan are strongly encouraged to take all
necessary steps to procure federal funding for the construction of the Site
A-170 Main Stem Fìood Control Dry Dam so that construction of the project
can corÍmence as soon as possible so as to reduce future flood damage.

FOR THE NORTH DAKOTA STATE I,,ATER COMMISSI

Governor-Chai rman

SEAL

ATTEST:

State Engineer Secretary


