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HINUTES

North Dakota State l,{ater Comission
Bismarck, North Dakota

September 5, 1985

The North Dakota State l,later
Conmission held a meeting on September 5, 1985, at the Old State Office
Building, Bismarck, North Dakota. Governor-Chairman, George A. Sinner,
called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. Foìlowing opening remarks and the
administration of the Oath of Office by Governor Sinner, the new Cormission
members were introduced.

MEMBERS PRESENT:
fo'FgElA .-15ì¡-ñF, Gover nor - C h a i rma n
Richard Backes, Member from Glenburn
Joyce Byerly, Menùer fro¡n lJatford City
Jacob Gust, Member from l{est Fargo
tli'lliam Guy, Member from Bismarck
Ray Hutton, Hember from 0slo, l'linnesota
l,lilliam Lardy, Member from Dickinson
Jerome Spaeth, Member from Bismarck
Vernon Fahy, State Engineer and Secretary, North Dakota

State hlater Conrnission, Bismarck

I4EMBER ABSENT:
fn'FïoñdfFormi ss ioner, Department of Agr icu lture' B ismarck

OTHERS PRESENT:
ssion Staff Members

imately 25 persons in attendance interested in agenda items

The
(ri

attendance register is on file in the State !{ater Comission offices
ed with official copy of minutes).

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

c
OF

I
UNE , 1985 MEETING .

ION OF MINUTES

It was moved by Cormissioner Spaeth, seconded by
Cormissioner Gust, and unanimously carried, that
the minutes of the June 6, 1985 meeting be approved
as circulated.

Secretary Fahy sunmarized the min-
utes of June 6, 1985. The minutes
¡{ere approved by the fol lowing
mot ion:
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qBlEllNc SESSI0N FOR Secretary Fahy introduced sraff andcouurssroN MEMBERS By ár¿ìd;à; 'rõïidïü-;hilh 
ih. stut.STATE ENGINEER AND engineãi'and the Division DirectorsStlC DI'VISION DIRECT0RS ¡riefeã ttre new Commission members

.. concerning agency policies and
the State lrlater Conmiision - State

with lrlater Resource Districts and
with the North Dakota Water Users,

encies3 and an explanation of thé

DISCUSSION CONCERNING
STAIE l.lATER C$,ü.IISSI0N
CONTRACT FUND EXPENDITURES

Secretary Fahy indicated that oriorto July ì; l9g5, the servicäs ofprivate consulting engineers to'!gçal units of -goverñment for'ible item of participation þV thewater-related projects were not an elig
State I'later Conmission.

Cormi ss ion
an item eli
items woul
des ign.

State Eng
next meet
serv i ces .

REPORT ON SOUTHI.'EST
PIPELINE PROJECT
(Sl'tC Project No. 1736)

I
d

ineer and staff to prepare aing outìining ideäs for a

The Conmission members directed the
_paper for discussfon purposes at thelimitation on fees for' consultant

aurhorized rhe incrusion or Slrriiüii .,I3?Í¿.rTffi ::lll..!'ï:ib!:-fgl-.0:!-qlfl!çipation effecrive ¿uiJ i,- iôõs. ¡ilõiuìãlnclude feasibility studies, prelimináry-design and iinal

deviarion from ptjgf poricies has. ro o:ïii;ih :ål{rJilÍontniroPrior to.July ì, tggs,' there had been oniy ône-äam aèsigñãã ãäo 6utanyone other than a state or federal agencyl

major
jects.
Ir by

A Dam Design handbook has been
9 use to provide uniformity in the
ission will be placing engineers at

basis to become famiTiar withat State l,later Comrission personnel
e should any maintenance 

'problems

Secretary Fahy briefed the Conmiss-
ion members on the Southwest pioe-
line Project. Dale Frink, projäct
l4anager for the project, discuõsed
the project features.

:1._!lgjl.el:-p.ptglll t9 charse ro,_rtolå:ï:l:lr.t'nil.ol:Îä'ff: tl;r88:iì
tnorcates that beforg the Corps of Engineers will provide an easeinent tobuild the intake structure ior thã Souiñwãsl Éipeline-ÈrðJeci--õn- coriiland, the State must agree to pay ror iñè siõrage'costs of the water. He
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noted that the 0ffice of Management and Budget 0ffice in I'lashington, D. C.
has proclaimed that federal agencies shall recover all of the costs of
federal faci'lities that have been built S0, therefore, the Corps of

directed to inítiate a water storage charge for water from
Reservoir. He said the State disagrees entirely with that

d that if the State could afford the tine and money to
gation the State couìd probabìy get this proposal overturned
1944 Flood Control Act does not have that as a purpose.
Corps is retroactively interpreting an Act passed in 1958 to
projects.

Engineers tras
the Garrison
phi losoþhy an
initiate I iti
because the
However, the
apply to these

DISCUSSION RELATIVE TO
SOUTH DAKOTA'S INITIATION
OF LAI.ISUIT TO DETERMINE
OI.INERSHIP OF THE }'ATERS
OF MISSOURI RIVER CONTAINED
I.IITHIN THAT STATEIS BOUNDARIES
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Governor Sinner indicated that the
Governor of South Dakota has ini-
tiated a lawsuit to determine the
ownership of the waters of the l'1is-
souri River contained within that
state's boundaries.

Secretary Fahy indicated that he
has signed and forwarded to the Corps of Engineers the agreement deìeting
the language relative to the water storage charge. He urged the Corps of
Engineers to forward this agreement to the I'lashington office requesting
them to take in¡nediate action in order that construction can begin this
fall on the intake structure.

Secretary Fahy indicated that an
amendment has been attached to the Water Resources Developnent Act of 1985
which would exempt the states from the storage charge under certain
conditions. He noted the amendment is not satisfactory and that a revision
has been proposed by the Congressional Delegation of North and South Dakota
to restrict the Corps of Engineers actions on Missouri River reservoir
storage.

Dale Frink discussed the project
features stating that the entire project is essentially designed and ready
to bid. The last session of the Legislature appropriated $20 miìlion for
construction purposes. The intake structure and the first 40 miles of the
pipeline wil'l be buiìt during thÍs biennium with these funds. Eighty-four
percent of the easements have been acquired for the pipeline and 15 of the
18 sites have been purchased.

Secretary Fahy briefed the
Conmission members on project financing and said that a bonding process is
also being considered.

After considerable discussion,
Governor Sinner recormended that, it would be in the best interests of the
State of North Dakota to join with South Dakota in this effort, although no
costs for the lawsuit have been established at this tire.

It was moved by Commissioner Guy and seconded by
Co¡missioner Byerly that the State [,{ater ComnissÍon
support the intervention in the lawsuit on the side
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UPDATE 0N sOuRIS RIVER secretary Fahy briefed the cormis-
FL00D CONTR()L PR0JECT sion members on the Souris River
(SlilC Project No. 1408) Flood Control Project. A compro-

mise nas developed between project
opponents and. proponents which specified dropping Burlington Dam in fávorof raising Lake Darling approximately four feet ãnd impróving the channeì
gapacity through Minot and Velva and several other areas within the valley.
The contracts have been let for the Velva work and construction has begun.

The compronise also called for an
examination of the possibilitieS of United States participation in two
storage projects in Saskatchewan, known as the Rafferty and Alameda Damprojects.. The _Rafferty Dam would be used by the Provinôe for hydropower
purposes but could provide flood control benefits to North Dakota.

Governor Sinner and Conmissioner
Backes briefed the State b'later Comission on the joint efforts of the two
entities and the corps of Engineers in completing a study of the
feasibility of this proposal. - Aìameda Dam would bé a flooá storage
structure on Moose Mountain Creek, a tributary to the Mouse River.
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of South Dakota in the manner selected by the
Governor and the Attorney General.

In discussion of the motion,
Cormissìoner Lardy expressed concern that no specific costs for the lawsuit
have been established and said he does not feel comfortabte supporting
North Dakota's intervention in the lawsuit unti I these costb aré
determi ned.

At the call of the guestion, six Cormission members
voted aye; Conmissioner Lardy voted nay. The Chairman
declared the motion passed.

REPORT 0N RUSH LAKE Secretary Fahy briefed the comris-
ENGINEERING sruDY sion on the background of the Rush
(SIJC Project No. 463) Lake project añ¿ said one of the

proposals that has developed is
that Rush Lake should be acquired as a part of the mitigation progràrn for
the Garrison Diversion Project. The l{ater Resource Oiõtrict as ùell as
many of the landowners in the area favored the idea. It was decided to
proceed with the development of a plan that would set Rush Lake aside for
mitigation purposes.

The State l{ater Comni ss ion
developed the plan in conjunction with the other interests in the area. The
plan was presented to the locaì hlater Resource Board and involved citizens
and there uras concern relative to the elevation that was reco¡rmended forthe lake in order for it to have the vaìues that were necessary to qualify
for mitigation and to provide flood control for the area.

September 5, 1985



The locals want an elevation lower
than the elevation developed by the State l,later Co¡mission in its plan. At
q. meeting the locals decided not to go along with the mitigation plan.
That action was taken by the l,later Resource Board and since that time the
Bureau of Reclamation has withdrawn its offer to purchase the land. To
date, the local water Resource Board has not rnade à counter proposal.

Joe Cichy briefed the Conmission
members on a conplaint recently filed by the Crockett family against the
Cavalier County Water Resource Board and the State I'later Cornisõion. The
case involves the Crockett family alleging that the State l,later Conmission
is required to implement the Rush Lake-próject, or in the alternative, that
the State l,later Comission is liable for tñe damages caused to them by the
upstream drainage. The damages, as alleged by the Crocketts, amounts to
$l '576'000. Mr. Cichy indicated that the-State I'later Co¡rmission has untiì
September ì6 to respond to the complaint.

C0NTINUED DISCUSSION At the June 6, 1985 State ltater
RELATM T0 DEVELOPMENT Comrission meeting, Governor Sìnner
0F POLICY 0N CONTROL requested that the State Engineer
0F DRAINAGE and staff develop a wrÍtten ÉolÍcy
(SWC Project No. 1053) to provide a fueans of reqùiring

local water resource districts tó
enforce_drainage regulations. The policy was to Ínclude a provision wherebya local water resource district would jeopardize eligibility to receivé
financial assistance or cost sharing from the State l,láter Conrnission if it
did not adequately enforce the state-drainage laws in its jurisdiction.

Secretary Fahy distributed a draftlisting several proposals to the Governor's request for the Commission's
review and consideration at a future meeting.
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t the
[,later

s they
duties

staff is proceeding in the prepar
Resource Districts to more clearl
must go through to comply with the
and the State's perogatives in vari

Secretary Fahy stated tha
at on of a manual for use by the

iculate and outline the step

STATUS REPORT ON

GARRISON DIVERSION
PROJECT
(SIJC Project No. 237)

Report is the major problem and
Audubon Society in attempting
inclusion in authorizing ìegislati

ì regarding their powers and

ri

Governor Sinner sunmarized the
background of the Garrison DÍver-
sion Project negotiatiqns. He
stated that interpretati{n of the
Garrison . Dlversion Unìt Ccj¡mission

drainage proposals.

at,ions are continuing with the
ch agreement upon language for

v

to
0n.
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C0NSIDERATION 0F REquEsT FRort A request for-cost participation
RUSH RIVER I.JATER RESOURCE $ras presented for the Comrission,sDISTRICT FOR c0sT PARTICIPATION consiterãùioñ-frõm 

-[ñe--äïsn 
RiverIN CASS C0UNTY DRAIN N0. 30 Water Resource District for the(S}JC Project No. l0g2) reconstruction õr-- iãis county

Drain No. 30. The Co¡rmÍssion relceived a subseouent.request for the conit.rôtiön-or an extension to CassCounty Drain No.' 30 in-Àuõust,-iggS.

proJecr indicarins rhar rhe drain-was r?ll; .:ilüiÎÍillåt|[ ,Íi;'iål'o,rT8lIt is located soutñeast of.Argusville and õutiãil-intô-çrã'sñãvËniã River.Records show that the conmissìon cost paitiðipãiã¿ in wori ãäñä-ïn-lg+o an¿1958.

Rush River blater Resource Board,
requested favorable consideration fór
on the extension project, the Board hpermitting construction is anticipated

State Engineer that the state lrlater co 
It lÚas the recomendation of the

of the Rush River l,tater Resource Boar

It was moved þJ Conmissioner Hutton, seconded by
cor¡nissioner-Gust, and unanimousry éarried, thai the
State l,later cormissÍon contribute'40 perceñt towards
the reconstruction phase of the cass bounty orain Nó.
99_plgject involving channel improvement, ñot to eiceedgÌ9,004; and, to coñtribute 40 þercãñ[ [ówards the
extension phase of the Cass Couirty Drain No. 30project, not to exceed $9,400, foÉ a total for the
phases of g2t,_404. This irotìón shail be coniintäñt
upon the availability of funds, and the Rush Riüer
lrlater Resource Board providing-f inal excávation for
rev iew.

Septerùer 5, lg85
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DISCUSSI0N 0F S0UTHERN MCLEAN Secretary Fahy provided information
AND IIESTERN SHERIDAN C0UNTIES on the Southern McLean and Western
IIATER SUPPLY Ì-'R0JECT Sheridan Counties l,Jater Supply Pro-
(SlrlC Project No. 17821 ject. In December, 1984, a study

was completed addressing several
alternatives for delivery of water into this area. The study was partially
funded by the State l,later Comission. A request has been received for cost
participation for a preliminary design study including engineering, legal
fees, and administrative costs at an estimate cost of $110,000. State
l/ater Comission pol icy now provides for cost sharing for engineering
services, and because of the new law which requires a specific selection
procedure for engineers, it may be necessary for the State l{ater Cormission
to be directïy involved in the selection process.

Secretary Fahy indicated that if a
decision is made to proceed with this project, the project sponsor is
likely to request funding from the State through the Resources Trust Fund.
He said that during the 1985 Legislative Session, the Resources Trust Fund
was changed to include project financing for all types of projects, and to
include specific application procedures for project consideration.

Secretary Fahy indicated that a
meeting will be held this fall with representatives of the project sponsor
to discuss the procedures to be fol lowed for this project. A
recommendation will be presented for the Conmission's consideration
following this meeting.

DISCUSSI0N 0F BEAVER A request was presented for the Co-
CREEK FL00D CONTR0L nmission's consideration from the
DAl4 IN STEELE COUNTY Steele County þlater Resource Dis-
(Sl,lC Project No. 1808) trict to cost share in the proposed

Beaver Creek Dam. Dave Sprynczy-
naty& indicated this is a proposed dry dam to store floodwaters generated
from a 116 square mile watershed on Beaver Creek, a tributary to the Goose
River. The dam would be approximately 70 feet high and would store
approximately 41200 acre-feet of water at the elevation of a concrete chute
sp i I lway.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk said the project
is estimated to cost $ì,125,000. The benefits fron the project appear to
be primarily in the area directly downstream from the dam on Beaver Creek,
and the State l,later Cbr¡nission staff is in the process of trying to
determine the extent of t,hese benefits. Benefits further downstream on the
Goose River and on the Red River are very difficult to determine since they
are minimal. There are no significant benefits in the urban areas.
Overaì1, benefits will likely not exceed costs.

funding
project
el igible

that
The
for

other

for this project is ex
sponsor has requested
items in a manner

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated
pected to cone from several entities.
funding from the State I'later Cormission
similar to the way it has funded

SepterÈer 5, 1985
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the
not'to
not

floodwater retention structures in the Red River Uatershed. Since
preliminary desÍ9n and feasibility analysis for the proJect were
received until August 26, 1985, ample time has not been allowed
adequateìy evaluate the project. The permit for the construction has
been applied for.

Steele County I'later Resource Bo
requested favorable consideratio

I'lr. ,leff Volk, Consulting Engineerfor Moore Engineering Ín l{est Fargo, discussed in detail the- prõposed
proiect. He said there have been other sites investigated for this project
but this particular site appears to be the most feaõibìe. The piopèrty
owners are likewise agreeable to the proJect. Mr. Volk made referenôe tóthe State lJater Plan and noted that repeatedly within the Plan the
intention is drawn to flooding and states there is a need for certain
f lood control structures. He-.believes that the State ù'later Plan contains
the concerns of the pgople in the area who have experienced the flooding
and the State hlater Plan is a broad overview of everyones' opinion of what
needs to be done.

Mr. Bennett Rindy, Ch¡irman of the
spoke in support of this project and

cost sharing.
ard,
nof

Mr. Gilman Strand, Traill County
t{ater Resource Board, in icated this proposed project has met with approval
by the landowners. He noted that Steele, Traill and Grand Forks Còi¡ntieswill all benefit from the project. The Red River Joint Board has expressed
their support for the project and urged favorable action.

Resource Board, indicared he wished to gl'ån I:l.i:tltfföll':xrlJliiri'tf;:
other l,later Resource Boards and their oþinions relatÍve to this.þrojec[.

Co¡missioner Hutton expressed his
support for t,he project.

It was the reconmendaùion of the
State Engineer that because there had not been adequate time to evaluate
the- proposal and because the permit for the construction has not been
applied for, that the Conmission defer action on the request until its next
meet i ng.

It was moved by Cormissioner Guy, seconded by
Cormissioner Backes, and unanimously carried, that
the State Water Co¡mission acknowledge receipt of
the request from the Steele County l,later Resource
District for cost sharing in the proposed Beaver
Creek Dam and that action on the cost sharing request
be deferred until a later meeting.

September.S, 1985
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coNsrDERATroN 0F REQUEST
FROI'I MCHENRY COUNTY I,IATER

RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST
SHARING IN EATON FLOOD
IRRIGATION PROJECT
(Sl'lC Project No. 227)

A request rtas presented to the Com-
mission members for their consider-
ation from the McHenry County I'later
Resource Board for cost sharing in
repair of the Eaton Flood lrriga-
tion Project.

over rhe pasr year rhe dikes and dam ,n.t'i,.*!l;ïãtËllfl rilÍl'iliir.liål
Project have been severely danraged. Flows this spring and sustained-flows
through .the surmer have caused-considerable erosiòn rèndering much of the
project inoperabìe. The estimate of repair is approximately-930,000. Mr.
Sprynczynatye __ indicated that the Eaton Flood Irrigatiòn Project is
qpproximately 50 yearg old and involves 30 to 35 farmers-and providés waterfor approximately 101000 acres. The assessment district is sti I I
futþctioning and assessments are made to the landowners each year for
malntenance. The problem that the assessment district is faced with now isnot considered nornal maintenance and is actually a major failure of the
P! Qiect. Because_of problems experienced this spiing, -only 

60 percent ofthe area tras able_to be irrigated. It is ântiõipated- that weather
perrnitting, work wilt be completõd this fall.

It was the recomendation of the
ôte Engineer that the Comnission consider this project in the same manner
, g!þer agricuìtural projects and provide cost sharing of 40 percent of
igible costs not to exceed $12,000.

It was moved by Cormissioner Lardy, seconded by
Cornissioner Gust, and unanimously carried, that
the State l,later Conmission approve cost participatÍon
in the Eaton Flood Irrigation Project in 40 peròent
of the eligible items, not to exceed $12,000. This
motion shall be contingent upon the availability of
funds, and an investigation of the area by State l{ater
Cornission staff to determine the damages and to
determine the best rcthod of repair.

st
as
e'l

c0t[s
CIIY
sHaR
(st¡lc

IDERATION OF REQUEST FOR
OF SOUTH HEART FOR COST

ING FOR FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT
Project No. 1307)

Dave Sprynczyratyk discussed a re-
quest that has been received from
the City of South Heart for cost
sharing in a flood control project
for that city.

, ¡ng *iT[' rh:p[üii'tiî:fl,.liÍ:'3li$,.lnll
deyelop a pìan. The proposed project is to divert the water away from thecity into_the Heart River. It is anticipated that weather permitting, the
wotl'k will be completed this fall. The approximate cost of'the projéct is
$ t 5, ooo.

Secretary Fahy stated this project
does meet the State l{ater Comnission criteria fôr cost partÍcipatioir, -but
at this time the specìfic costs are not known. It was the reðormenúationof the State Engineer that in order to allow this project to proceed this
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fall and since the project does meet the Comission's criteria forsharing, the State ú¡atér cormiiston upp.oùã äò]i participation Íneligible items

er Lardy, seconded by
nimously carried, thát
approve cost particioation

the City of South Heait
is motion shal'l be contingent
unds.

C0NSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST
FRT'I FOSTER COUNTY ilRrEN
RESOURCE BOARD FOR REPAIRS
T0 l,rYARD DAtl
(SIJC Project No. 467)

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION
TO PREVIOUS STATE WATER
COI'il,IISSION MEMBERS
(S}{C Resolution No. 85-9-424)

It was moved by Commissioner B ed by
Commissioner Guy, and unanimou thai.Resolutio,tÌ-I9: gS-9_424, A Res nding
Previous l,later Co¡rnissióners o tmentt,o the State and people of Nor theState's l{ater policy, and Thei ion of
that Policy;-and, Expressing the Gratitude of the
State l,tater Conmission, and its Staff, bã approveO

sl

cost
the

Dave Sprynczynat.¡ft presented a re-quest for the CormiSsion,s consid-eration from the Foster County
Water Resource Board for cost sha_
Iing in_ repairs to bfyard Oam-inFoster County. The ápproximate
çogt estimate of the ièpairs is
$63 , ooo.

Lardy, seconded by
ously carried, thãt the

ve cost participation
e reconstruction of
This motion shall belity of funds.

Septenber 5, l9B5
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and foruarded to each of the previous Co¡mission
members. (SEE APPENDIX ,¡¡,r¡ '

YELLO}'STONE RIYER BASIN
BANK STABILIZATION EROSION
PROBLEH (CHENEY CREEK)
(Sl,lC Project No. lS07:t )

party for these damages and for provi

Byerly, seconded by
ously carried, that-the

the State Engineer
s of Engineerõ requesting
ry repafrs inmediately; -
eers to examine their

prevenr rhe-recurrence of ,¡e olfil.fil'.li,oll'ol3r,o.a schedure for undertaking the' neðeiJår!"conrective
work.

UPDATE ON RED RIVER
DIKING PROBLEMS
(SlrlC Project No. 163g)

It was moved by Comrissioner Gu.Y¡ s€condêd by
Cormi ss ioner Spaeth, and unani mous Iv ied,that the neeting adjourn at 2:45 p.

n

ATTEST:

State Engl neer and Secretary

Governor-Chai

September 5, l9g5
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APPENDIX "A"

Resolution No. 85-9-424

A Resolution commending previous water commissioners ontheir commitment to the state and people of North oakota andthe staters ¡rater policy, and their implementation of thatpolicy; and expressin{ the gratitude oi the state water
Commission, and itrs ltaff.

I

WHEREAS, water and water related issues are the most
importanÈ issues presently facing the people of North
Dakota; and

WHEREAS, a comprehensive water resources policy isessential to coherently address the many water íssuesraised; and

l{HEREÀs, the continual evolution of society and govern-
ment required continual adaptations in the staÈeìs !Íatãr
Resource Policy; and

I{HEREAS, the 198r-1985 state t{ater commissíon members,j.ncruding Governor and chairman, Arren r. olson, and members,
Florenz Bjornson, Alvin Kramer, Ray Hutton, Garvin Jacobson,
Guy Larson, Henry Schank, Bernard Vculek, and Kent Jones,
commissioner of Àgriculture, have arr served the state and
her peopre by supporting the develo¡ment and implementatíon
of a comprehensive water resources policy for the State of
North Dakota; and

WHEREAS, the tüater Resources Policy effectuated by the
1981-85 Commission members established a firm foundation
upon which the continued evolution and development of the
\ùater resources policy can be based,-

NO!ù, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOIVED, by the North Dakota
State Ìlater Commission members, Governor George Sinner,
ChaÍrmanr Kent Jones, CommÍssioner of Agriculture, and,
members, Richard Backes, Joyce ayerly, Jacob Gust, I{íIlÍam
Guy, Ray Hutton, Vlilliam Lardy, and Jerome Spaeth¡ and the
tlorth Dakota SÈate lr¡ater Commission staff :

That thanks and appreciation are expressed to Allen I.
Olson, Florenz Bjornson, Alvin Kramer, Ray Hutton, Garvin
Jacobson, Guy Î¡arson, Henry Schank, Bernard Vculek and Kent
rfones for their work and dedicatÍon while serving on the
State l{ater Commission.



BE IT FURTHER RESOL\ZED that the Secretary and StateEngineer, forward copÍes of this resolution Èo the above-
mentioned State lfater Connission members.

FOR THE NORTH DA¡(OTA SÎATE ITÀTER COMMISSION:

orge
Governor - Chai¡rnan

SEAL

ATTEST:

non
State er and Secretary


