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MINUTES

Î{orth Dakota State Water Cormission
Bismarck, North Dakota

February lg, t9g6

Cormission hetd
conference Room ofarhl.SîJ.3,i1.F3!Mtr]nlq, 

niüåå,= 

!i*:ii. :iå;Ë,^ T:l:î
eoveinõr-ðr,äí.'uñ, eãorge ¡:--i,iff¡:' :illÍJ'!;" il:iffi-t. yill llki:å;
lé!;..and 

requesi'ed sta[e Êngiñeär-så.rãIa.v, -üã.non 
Fahy, ro presenr rhe

TEMBFRS PRESENT:
uovethnor George A. Sinnero Chairman
Richfr_d Backes, Member from Glenburn
'19{1t lve¡tv.'. Member from }latford cityJacop 9yst, Member from tJest Farqo
Kay Hutton, l.lember from 0slo, I{iñnesota
Jerone loaeth, Member frorn Birrurct
Vernon F.qhy, State .Engineár-.ñä-ià...tary,State l,later Conmission, giimãrð[ North Dakota

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

MEMBERS ABSENT:
ETltìnm- ffil[Ember from Bismarck
¡{ì uìan Lardy, Member from Dickinson
Kent Jones, Cormissioner, Department of Agriculture, Bismarck

OTHERS PRESENT:
Sãt-e l.JãfeTffini ss ion St¡ ff
Approxinately 25 persons inierested in agenda items

The attendance register is on file in the state l,Jater cormission offices(filed with official copy-oi"minrie.l.

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
OF_DECEMBER J3, ì985 MEETING -
APPROVED

The minutes of
1985 meetinq were
following mõtion:

the December 13,
approved by the

Jt yas moved by Conmissioner Byerly, secondedby commissioner Backes, and uñäñimóúsiv-ãä.ri.a,that the minutes or oeéemuãr-Tã,"'igeÈ óe-ãpprðüåaas circulated.
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CONSIDERATION OF CRYSTAL
LAKE AGREEMENT INVOLVING
I,,ELLS COUNTY hIATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT, U.S. FISH AND
IdILDLIFE SERVICE, STATE
GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT,
AND STATE I'IATER CO}IMISSION
(StlC Project No. 376)

purp0se
control
l,Jatershed
order ly
l,latershed

David Sprynczynatyk stated that in
June, 1984, a Memorandum of Under-
standing tras entered int,o by the
}Jells County lrlater Resource Djs-trict and the North Dakota Game and

ln June, 1985, the l.lel ls County
!.|utg! Resourcp District, the North Dakota Garne and Fish Department, thé
North . Dakota þtate llater Cor,mission, the U.S. Fish and t{i tät ife Seivice,
and the North Dakota Chapter of the tJiìdlife Society entered into á
Memorandum of Understanding to develop a project for the Crystal Lake
Watershed which provides añ acceptable'soìütiõn to the watei "mànagement
problem ìn the Crysta'l Lake lrúatershed and at the same time provide foñ the
deveìopment. and/or protection of wetlands and witdtife habitat as part of
ll,. plgqgled project, This Agreement provided a formal arrangement'whereby
the wildlife interests, _tþ¡gugh the Nôrth Dakota Game and Fiih Oepartmentlthe U.S. Fish and }lildlife-service and the North Dakota Chaptei" of thálrlìldlife.Society' were given the opportunity to develop ideas hor vlildlife
and wildlife habitat_as part of the develoþment of thä water nanagementproject for the Crystal Lake l^latershed

inreresrs under rhe rune, ree5 Asre.lli, ;:l:'l¡':lrril, tl' ,riJJlttS;
landowners in the Crystaì Lake tdatérshed to determine if such landoúners
were willing to consider alternative solutions other than drainaqe to the
water managenent problems in the Crystal Lake l,latershed; to deteËmine what
economic incentives or other measures would be necessary to impìementalternative solutions to the water management problern in tire Crystai tate
hlatershed; to deveìop additions or modif icatioirs t,o the Crystal-Lake Hater
Management_.Project gs previously designed by the !{elli County hfater
Resource District which would incorporáte wildlife consideratións andsatiqfy wildlife objectives concerning -the project; and, to develop
modifications or additions to the Crystal Lake !,laier Managèment project
which would result in "no net loss" foi wildtife and wildlifã habitat.

The concept and impìementation of
the June,. l9S5.Agreement proved to be a successful'approach'to both developa project whìch-proyi9eg an acceptable solution to the water managemenl
problem in the Crystal Lake l,latershed and provide for development ãnd/orprotection of wetlands and wildlife habitat as part of ttre proposed
project.

the
wilì
Lake
the

Lake
that

Mr. Sprynczynatyk explainedof the proposed Crystal Lake I'later managerneñt Þroject whichthe flow of water from the upstream portion of the Crystal
through_a series of controì structuies and will proviáe for

removal of water from the downstream portÍon of thè crystal. The project is designed to alìeviate a fìooding próblem

February .l8, '1986



3

has existed under natural conditions for nrany years, and it is recognized
that artificial drainage in the upstream portion of the Crystal- Lake
l,latershed may have increased probìems that have existed under natural
condit ions.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated that four
of the entities which are parties to the Agreement have executed the
Agreement, and the matter is being brought before the State I'later
Commission for its consideration. If approved, the Secretary would be
authorized to enter into the Memorandum of Agreement.

Da le Henegar, Cormi ss ioner, North
Dakota Game and Fish Department, stated that each of the parties to the
Agreement had representatives on a technical team that developed the
proposed project. He presented background information, explained the
procedure that was used in developing the proposal, and reviewed the final
project that has been agreed to as set forth in the Menorandum of
Agreement. Mr. Henegar indicated he feels this project is an important
first for North Dakota for water resource management projects, and is a
step towards Federal and State cooperatÍon.

I'lichael Dvyer, speaking on behalf
of the bJells County llater Resource District, stated the District is very
supportive of this cooperative effort and feels the project wi'll be a
successful endeavor. Mr. lhlyer discussed in detail the section of the
Agreement relating to the ownership of land and the acquisition of the
easements. He said the acquisition of fee title, easeaents, waterbank and
habitat program interests under the terms of the Agreement are subject to
approvaì of the Governor. The Agreenent also specifies that fee title and
easement options acquired pursuant to this Agreement will revert to the
existing landowners if the project is not implêmented by Novenrber l, 1986.

Conmissioner Backes expressed
concern reJative to drainage aspects and the restoration of wetlands that
will be implenrented in the project, and inquired if landowners vuill be
compensated for drains that are proposed to be closed on the upper end of
the project area.

during the Ínitial meeting
personally and public meetin
proposed project and to rece
wilì be compensated.

Corrmissioner Henegar responded that
, each affected landowner was contacted
s riere heìd for the purpose of explaining the
ve public input. He said that the landowners

s
q
t

Secretary Fahy stated that a great
deaì of staff time has gone into t,his project and certainly demonstrates
progress towards cooperative Federal and State approaches in water
manage¡nent projects. He said this is an excellent pilot project and
that monitoring will provide information that can be used for future
projects.

February .l8, .1986
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It was moved by Comissioner Gust that the State
I,later Conmission authorize the Secretary to
execute the Memorandum of Agreement for- the
Crystal Lake hlater Managemeñt project. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Hutton.

In discussion of the motion,
Commissioner 

. pRaetn .expressed concern relative to the peipetuãï easements
qcguir9q for the project by the U.S. Fish and l.lildlife'Sei-vice and said hefeìt this may 'lead to futuie controversy.

Governor Sinner responded the
fgreement specifies acquisition of fee title, easenents, wateibank andhabitat prggrgry interesti are subject to the apirovai ói iñå õõùãrno.. He
.q?iq-.nesotiations have been ongóing between his oitiðe ãñã iñå-'iirr, andtlildlife Service relative to shõrtei-
arrangement on those issues. The
progress reports to the State t¡laterdrafting a policy on the above issu
agreements for this particular proje
reviewed with the Comntssion.

Cormissioner Spaeth offered an amendment to the
motion that the Governor report to the State
l,later Conmission on the easement status prior
to signing_any easement agreements for thisproject. The amendment réceived a second from
CommÍssioner Byerly. The question was called
by the Chairman on the ameridment to the motion.All members voted aye; the amendment to the motion
was declared passed.

The motion, as amended, states:

It was moved by Conmissioner Gust and seconded by
comrissioner Hutton that the state Ì,rater commission
authorize the secretary to execute the Memorandumof Agreement for the crystal Lake water Manaqement
Project, subject to the condition that the Góvernor
report to the State ülater Cor,rnission on easement
status prior to signing any easement for this
project.

Conmissioners Byerly, Gust, Hutton, Spaeth, and
Governor Sinner voted aye; Comrissìoi¡er Báckes
voted nay. The chairman decrared the motion passed.

sTATus REPORT 0N sOuTHtJEsr Dale Frink, project Manager for thePIPELINE PR0JECT ,,â2' southwest Éipetiñã-prõjeËi, provta_
(SIJC Project No. 1736) e¿-ã prõject update tð ilrå conmis-

sion members. He said since thelast.meeting,. two contracts for segnlents of ihã-pipetine-naã-uãeñ bid andawarded, and reviewed the bid tãbulations. Ml..' Frink àiiãùJse¿ theproposed financing for the project. He noted most of the funds for

February .l8, '1986
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financing th is
however, because
anticipated.

project wi I ì come fron the Hater . Resources Trust Funof the decrinins oir piicäi-ã' sr¡ôrtiãli-ãr'räiånu. d,
is

äåï:..0i:î,.îlo. ror rhe sroundbreak ins II;.'il1i5 Jt'ffÍ,T"1ålt'îrutt'îi

CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF
NEGOTIATIONS CONCERNING
LocATIoN oF THE sournlÈsr
PIPELINE PROJECT
INTAKE STRUCTURE
(StlC Project No. 1736)

gnd cost estimates for joint us
December Cormission meeting-r.rã Uu198.2, the Stare hlarer Cöñrïirion
and, therefore, further rirïiãi'on

contracrs sisned by rhe ciries in reg3 nliiJååJ.lli,3i!5.:,;Hr;[:Í ;iJ:.

:?iI!î.'ï,!;ffiI.. -odv i sorv comni *ee n.3'iff 
tl:{p9531Ër 

r ì [Í 
t:lï:JH 

l[:
ciries for renesoii.iïål ;; 33;[fl.:i;. àio Iñ.;;-ñ;uà b¿¿;-i'-;.iö!rs-fro,¡

February 18, t996



6It was moved by Co¡rmi
by Comnissionei Gust

not accepted, the Sta
to rebìd the independe

Cormissioners Backes,-QVerly, Gust, Hutton,Spaeth, and Governor-sJiñer"üo[ãã'.v.. TheChairman dectared ttre môtiàn'õiiie¿.

GARRISON DIVERSION
PROJECT STATUS REPORT
(SIJC Project t{0. 231)

It 1as moved by Governor Sinner and seconded
þJ commissionei Hutton that iñe it.t. hratercornnission reconfirm Resorutiôn ñõ.'e4-v-4rg

its December 5, l9g4
eeting, supportina the
September,' 1994,'as the

i:tr.t Norrh Dakora in

Cormissioners Backes,-lyerly, Gust, Hutton,Spaeth, and Governor-Siiner"üotãã-åv". TheChairman declared the motion pãsJeãl

February .l8, 
t9B6
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STATUS REPORT 0N SOURIS Governor sinner provided a status
RIVER FL00D CONTR0L PROJECr report on the Souris River Flood
(Sl,lC Project No. 1408) Coi¡trot project and said that

agreements have been reached to
build the.Rafferty.Dam and Alameda Dan. -The 

Federal Government has agreedto cost share in the projects, and a Technical staff will be named to*work
out the details of the agreement.

RED RIVER DIKING Dave Sprynczynaty4< stated that at
STATUS REPORT the last- Státe Hater conmission
(SllC Project No. 1638)

resoìution of the dike issue.
arbitration panel has been select
Minnesota dikes along a 40-mile stret

and rhe Norrh Dakora members or the \.|;ii¿li 'tilrlili.¿'. siål:,,::'k:detailed explanatÍon of the history and problems in North Dakota relative
to the dike issue and where the matter is'today. It was recommended that
the 43,000 cubic feet, per second water surface-profile be the level for the
Minnesota dikes. . Mjnnesotô, -on the gther haird, is asking for up to twofeet of freeboard above the 43,000 cubic foot elevation on-the t4innesotaside. That would cause substantial damage on the North Dakota side.

arb i trat i
resolve t

panel will be meeting in
issue soon.

Mr
St

Sprynczynatyk
Paul and their

indicated the
intent is toon

his

Cormissioner Hutton indicated he
attended the hearing in Grand Forks and expressed concern that a third
Plrt,y .in the arbitration paneì is going to be making the final decision on
the height of the Minnesota dikes. - He-stated it wai not the intent of the
State l¡later Conmission.when it agreed t,o enter into the Agreement that the
dikes could be higher than the 43;000 cfs level. He is coñcerned the State
has no further input in the matter. He stated he feìt there was confusion
in interpretation of the language in the Agreement

Rosellen Sand discussed the
ramifications of the Agreement and the position of the state
Conmission when it entered into this Agreement.

lega I
Hater

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated the other
ìssue addressed t!¡ough arbitration relates tô án implementation schedulefor bringing the dikes into compìiance. Allen Fisk,' Bismarck, has been
selected þy_ tne Federal District Court to be the arbitrator. A hearingwill be held the week of February 24, t986 at which time technicai
cormittee members will make detailed presentations. A decision on the
implementation schedule wilì be made by'March 20, 1986.

February 18, 1986
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CONSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST Dave Sprynczynatyk presented a re-
BY hlELLs c0uNTY I'IATER quest roi ttré córmission,s consid-
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR c0sr dration from the Hells County
SHARING IN CONSTRUCTION 0F l,later Resource District for cosi
OAK CREEK WATERSHED sharing for the construction of
IIIINAGEMENT PROJECT the Oak Creek l,latershed Management
(st{c Project No. 1775!. project. The project is soulh¡vestof New Rockford and consists of
approximately 19.7 miles of channel improvement by flattening the slopesand repositioning of several culverts ànd a 4.2 mile diversÏon channä1.
The total estimated cost is $529,000.

Mr. Norman Rudel, Chairman of the
[r{ells County llater Resource Board, co¡mented on the projåct and requested
favorable consideration for cost sharing.

Secretary Fahy indicated that
$993'158,of project costs are eligibìe for tlatei Cormiision participatiôn.It t{as the recormendation of thè State Engineer that the' State' l,tater
Cormission_approve.40 percent of the elÍgiblé costs for cost sharing not to
exceed $157,263 which would be subject tõ t¡e availability of funds.

It was moved by Conmissioner Backes and
seconded by Conmissioner Hutton that the
State lrlater Cormission grant 40 percent
of the eìigible-costs for cost sharing,
not to exceed $157,263, for the constiuction
of the Oak Creek bJatershed Management project.
This motion shall be subject to-the availãbilÍty
of funds.

Commissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Hutton,
Spaeth, and Governor Sinner voted aye. The
Chairman declared the motion passed.

CONSIDERATION 0F REQUEST Dave sprynczynatyk presented a re-
FR0ll RICHLAND cOuNTY WATER quest from- rhe 

'Richland 
county

RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST üiater Resource District for cosi
SHARING FOR RICHLAND COUNTY sharing for the partially conplet-
DRAIN N0.48 ed RichlanA Couirty Drain ¡lo. +e.
(sldc Project No. 1809) The drain is locatéd northwest of

Abercrombie, ND. The project con-
sists of installing a {"gp st,ructure, replacing culverts and coirstiucting a
drain through a natural low area which runs eaét of the I'lild Ríce River ãnd
enters into the Red River with an estimated cost of $115,649.

Drain No. 48 was parriaily comprere¿ iÏrir,etB:Ti'ãÍ'i¡ü! .;l';iål:0..:ni:
f inish it in the spring of 1986. The State I'later Con¡nission' staff has
revietled the plans and finds them satisfactory and a drain application has
received the appropriate approval.

Mr
Resource Board,

Jordan Haugen, Chairman of the
elaborated on the project and

February 18, .l986

Richland County hlater
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State En
of the R

subject t

requested favorable con ideratÍon from the llater Conmission relative to
their request for cost sharing.

Ensineerins, exptained rhat rhis is a T[;r .rllïi"lr.tJi]'nl;o,nl8"tf,!
project is both an erosion project as well as a drainage project.

I
I

It was the reconmendation of the
ineer that 40 percent of the eìigible costs for the construction
chland County Drain No. 48 be approved, not to exceed 936,Z00,
the availabiìity of funds.

It was moved by Conmissioner Hutton and
seconded by Cormissioner Spaeth that the
State Water Corrnission approve 40 percent
of the eligible costs for the construction
of the Richland County Drain No. 48, not to
exceed $36,700. This motion is contingent
upon the availability of funds.

Comissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Hutton,
Spaeth, and Governor Sinner voted aye. The
Chairman declared the motion passed.

o

CONSIDERATION 0F REQUEST A reguest vras presented to the
FR0ftl CITY 0F GRAND FORKS State ltater Cormfssion from the
FOR cOsT SHARING IN city of Grand Forks for the corm-
REPLACEMENT 0F RIVERSIDE ission's consideration in cost
PARK DAM participation for replacement of
(Sl'lC Project No. 520) the city,s water supþly aam. The

present dam, knou¡n as the River-
side Park Dam, was constructed in 1925. During the mid-1970rs, the city
began to investigat,e the potential for replacernent of the dam because oi
its age and because of high maintenance costs.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated in April,
1984' the State Water Conrnission completed an investigation of a
replacement dam, and reported to the city that a neu, dam inmediately
downstream of the existing dam would cost approximately $1.8 mi'llion. That
estimate has been revised since that time, and the approximate estimate for
the dam now is $2 mÍllion.

l-lr. Spryrczynatyk stated the
request from the city indicates it would like to enter into a new cost
participation agreement for the design and construction of a new dam.
Their long-range capital improvement plan includes construction in 1987.
Severa! years ago the State l,later CommÌssion recormended the city beg'in to
plan for replacement and to set aside money to offset local coits.- The
city has essentially been doing that.

Secretary Fahy stated under current
cost sharing guidelines the State l{ater Comnission would provide up to 50
percent of the total cost of a water supply dam such as this. since one
million dolìars from the Commission's Contract Fund would e'limìnate

February 
.l8, '1986
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of the
Resources

consideration of . man¡ other projects, it was the recormendationstate _Ensineer. this ¡rojecr be ðonsiáered iòi itiñ¿ìñõ-ilü-rË-"
Trust Fund in the next budget submittal of the cormission. 

- -. -

attempt to follow the reasonable sch
9!-ty, it would be necessary to b
{!loyi4g .for the surveying soils assfinal design, plans and- spõcification
could take place in ttre sûmner of l9g
construction in late sunmer to take a

Secrerarv.Fahy said ir wilt be necessaryti, ::Í":rrå: .n!|:Jt..':j|r":3[t[fl¿soils studies and hydraulic studies. it has beÀñ estinaté¿ i¡ãi itoõ,òöõwould be necessary ior these items, plui iñ:nõuiä iinaî-ããiiin-tetween no.,and the end of the biennium. it was the recónmendation öi -i¡e 
StateEngineer that the State I'later Conmission enter-iito a contract with thecitv of Grand Forks for rhe first pfqsg to iñctude rhe riñai--aesign ã;ãnecessary studies. The contract wou'ld-be for g100,000 with the-¡iti bei;gresponsib'le for 50 percent of the total. 0f itrii, S¡ô,0ôo-lñouia be setaside from the contract Fund for the necessary ltùúieð.-'-iñe-'uãian.e of

$70,000 woutd come from rhe general opêiãiiõ;;: --'

I'lr. Frank Orthmeyer, City Engineerand Director of Public l,lorks, discussed the projeCt.

It was moved by Cormissioner Gust and seconded
by Commissioner Backes that the State lJater

,000, including 930,000
for the first phase of
of Grand Forks,s water

nown as Riverside Park
e availability of .funds;
the new water supply dam

orks be submitted to the
through the Resources

b ienn i um.

Commissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Hutton,
Spaeth, and Governor Siñner-voted áye. Thá
Chairnan declared the motion passedl

C0NSIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST
FROÍ{ BARNES COUNTY I.IATER
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST
PARTICIPATION IN SNAGGING
AND CLEARING A PORTION OF
SHEYENNE RIVER IN BARNES
COUNTY
(SllC Project No. 18l6)

A request 'from
llater Resource

the Barnes County
District for costpfrticipation in the snagging and

clearing of a portion of [ñe Sney-
enne River in Barnes County wãspresented for the Conmission's
cons iderat ion.

re8r, the srare warer comnission or.ou.3åuå ;ruii;ii:l;tdill:l,rJ"jËffi¿evaluating the areas to be snaggeà ai.r¿ creàrãu-in ordei a;" p;;v¿;t f ìood

February ì8, 1986



damages. In the
were prioritized.

report those areas determined to be the most

t¡

important

il rhe ran or reg5 ro proceed 
1¡ltlr, thgTli*53lj: 

*.ii'i:i.3i:1.#: 
#.tf;:fir;t prioriry areas aesisñã[ãJ Lv tn. coil,iïiiõ,aurile Ürã wiitår or rgsslTöõõ:' conrrary ro .Í;i.:t'il3;'lnå'3rilî3!llflstaff' the Board decided to-áilg*-q contråctor to do the work on a force-account basis, up ro . rhe $ts,9[9--ii;ii-;i tðwed by taw. The trtarercormission had recôrmended in öep[ember t¡è-eðárã'proceed with competitivebidding for the project

i:iiïii:3, t'$:!îii.ãå :..ii;. 3ñ ìJ. ioo,il;;nfi.#:'íl ïif t.'il, J:ll' ;iästate warer co¡rmissÍonís oi:Tõinär ãsliilïå ï;' rgBt and upon a costbreakdown for a simirar pro¡ect"in Nercer i"ùllr, ii-ii tËä-rt.Ëiis opinionthe Board incurred_an eipãËJã.-approximateiv-ärió percent greater than theyshould have on a competÍltve ¡ãiir. - Hã-iåiã-ãrlnough whar the Board didu'as permissable by iaw it is questionãblãìñeñ'ih. or..ul I economics forthe project are conii¿erea. 
'- r-

proceeded with rhe. rirsr priorty,r.:.i'l!liå!i iiiårtiÍt[f,å.lr¡ï. .3låIfand for this reason he felt'ttrã stãte wiier-cóñijðsion should cost share inthe project bur rhe corrnisi¡õn-rñoüi¿ ;;;-;o;í"ïriã.. in rhe projecr ro rhe
8åffi ,, siti::*åiiq^,lir qiliil, ¡ ïi:ll{ ;,,il:ã*,, ;;if i,.;i*!uli;.:;, ;i;this case that amouirt woui¿-ue"iä,zso.

srare Ensineer rhar rhe srare r,r.i:f çgrltr.!å;,3n:r:;'3ffi:oi:tllorljo 
,fi

50 percent of the differenðã-u.[rà"n Üre cãiii"iñcurrea and the state htaterCormission's l98l estirnatà.- iñ;[-s¡are-wõuiã-.röüàt ro $z,Btz. Any fururework in Barnes countv wiil be ãiigiblã i;;';r;î-ìiraring onry Íf ir-is doneon a competitive basis

the Barnes
requested
request.

- county r,rarer R::gtf9..r.1¡li^ .1ff:;;.:'3i..1[¿ llåj[!l. JIfavorable consideration ¡y-[¡À'cormiiiiòn-tõi: tñäi. cosr sharing

l!_ll: nl"ved-by Conmissioner Byerly and
second.ed by Comnissioner Spaeth thát ttrestate hlater Conmission appi^ove $2,912 for
!þ. lf'ugging and ctearini'or ã öõrtion of
Ene 5heyenne River in Barnes Coùnty,
gp!!ingglt upon rhe avaitabitiiy.oi'runAs.
rnls motion is also contingent úpon the

;iiî'¡:':,i;{oî:'ii; ï![ :l.ll*ãj,1;til'it is done õn . .orp.[iiir; ;ä;Ë.

February lB, 19g6
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Commissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Hutton,
Spaeth, and Governor Sinner voted aye. The
Chairman declared the motion passed.

CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF

BEAVER CREEK DAM PROJECT
IN STEELE COUNTY
(Sl,lC Project No. 1808)

Dave Sprynczynatyk stated at the
December ì3, 1985 neeting, the
State lJater Commission approved 50
percent cost sharing, not to exceed
$447,500, for the Beaver Creek Dam
in Steeìe County.

Mr. Sprynczynaty& indicated that
folìowìng the December, 1985 meeting,- staft.mêt wittr ltre Steele County
I'Jater Resource Board to discuss possibilities to allow for storage of watei
on.a semi-permanent basis. The water could be reduced later in the year in
order to benefit the City of Mayville to alleviate some of its water-supply
prob I ems.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk said correspond-
ence had been received from the Steele County tlater Resource board
indicating that at its meeting it was agreed the rnain purpose of this
proposed dam is to control flooding downstream and to protect the bridges
and culverts. .They indicated in úheir letter the lanilowners are stronlly
opposed t,o giving up any more land and are in full agreement with i¡ó
present plan. A motion tras passed not to alter the design and to stay with
the dam project as planned.

Mr. Jeff Volk, Moore Engineering,
discussed the long-range planning implications for the City of Mayvilleis
water supply and said that it is well documented that Mayville needi water.
The city's water supply Ís from the Goose River and that river has its low
flow probìems. Ihe proposed dam is located approximately 30 miles north
and west of Mayville.

Mr. Volk indicated it is estÍmated
an additional $200,000 - $225,000 would be required to develop the
proposed Beaver Creek Dam project to store .11000 acre-feet of water for a
water supply for the City of I'layville. He said several sites were lookedat for flood control purposes that would be large enough to allow for
storage capacity, but were not pursued because the costs were prohibitive.

Mr. Volk stated to his knowledge
the city of Mayviìle has not been contacted to see if they would Ée
interested in the project. He said there would be additional costs if the
CjtV of Mayville wÍshed to participate in the project and guestioned if
those costs would be eligibìe for state cost sharing under' the State's
guidelines since the project would incìude both fìood control and water
supply.

Traitì and Grand Forks have asreed T['.X31*.f,]: 
.Tl'oJl' 

;::3:::t ::
designed for flood control. If the project were to be aìtered to -include
water storage, Mr. Volk felt those counties may be somewhat reluctant to
participate in the amount they have agreed to. He said it took many
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meetings and a lot of cooperation from Trailì and Grand Forks counties to
get the proposed project developed the way it is now.

Responding to Mr. Volk's concern,
the State Engineer said that 50 percent of the eligible items for water

sharing under the State's guidelines.

Conmissioner Spaeth indicated he
, the City of Mayvilìe should be
rested in a water supply project, and
er.

Beverly Stone, Richìand County
Water Resource Board and Red River Joint }Jater Resource Board, indicated
the primary priority of the Red River Joint Board is for f'lood control
purposes and stated she could not comnent at this time how this Board wou'ld
react if the project vúere expanded to include water supply. She noted the
Red River Joint Board already went beyond its criteria for funding because
there was $50,000 which wasn't comnitted and the Board felt the pioject was
far too important to let it drop.

It was suggested, and agreed
the Commission members, that Moore Engineering and Comrission staff
with the representatÍves from the City of Mayville to determine
interest in the matter as previousìy discussed, and that the State
Cormission'be kept informed.

to by
meet

the ir
Water

CONSIDERATI0N 0F AGENCY Matt Emerson, Director of Adminis-
FINANCIAL STATEMENT tration, presented and discussed

the Projects Authorized and the
Program Budget Expenditures through the period January 31, 1986.

INVITATI0N FOR STATE Cormissioner Byerly extended an
I'IATER COMMISSION T0 invitation to the State l,later Com-
HOLD MEETING IN mission to hold a sunner meeting
bIESTERN PART 0F STATE in the western part of North Dak-

ota. She also stated she is very
favorable to holding meetings in other areas of the state.

The Conmission accepted the invita-
tion and Secretary Fahy indicated he wou'ld be working with the Governor and
Cormissioner Byerly reìative to arrangements.

It was moved by Cormissioner Hutton, seconded
bvc
that

onmi ssioner Gust, and unanimou sìy carrìed,
.m.the meeting adjourn at 2z

ATTEST: nnerrge

tL-"a;ÉL
vernon Fahy 0
State Engineer añd Secretary

Governor-Cha i rman

February 'l8, 1986
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APPENDIX "A"

RESoLUTIoN NO. 84_t 2-4tg

North ffül:'åil"r!":"8fl1'i"ij'ålå",,. o,rhe Garrtson Dfversion-piãjããE"- --

ÏdHEREAS' North Dakoca has subultÈed to the Garrison Diversion
unit comissfon e plan for the developnent of the Garrison Diversion
Unlt; and

úüI|EREAS, the North Dakota pran addresses the differenr and
discinct waÈer-related problems and opportrrnities within the separa'e
neÈer basins wichin the Garrison Diversion unit; and

üTHEREAS ' Ehe Lonetree Reservoir and a regulaÈing reseryoi.r on the
lower Janes River such as Taayer Resen¡oir are inÈegrel and unequivocalry
necessery cotrPonencs of the North DakoËa plan to prorride waÈer wiÈhin
the Garrison Diversion'unÍt for the developmenÈ of North DakoÈa,s
resources; and

. I¡¡HEREAS, in order to Preserve and pronote the quality of rife in
North Dakota, che North Dakota plan addresses the un:nicipal, irrigaËion,
and rural waÈer needs wÍthin the Garrison Diversion unit as welr as
the need for recreaÈíon developuent; and

I'¡IIEREAS ' the habltat evah¡¿tion procedure approved by the Depart-
trenE of rnterior and the state of North Dakota is'a balanced miEÍgaÈÍon
and enhancement progrem and included i.n the North DakoÈa plan.

NOI^I' THEREFORE, BE rr REsoLvED, that the North Dakora scaÈe !,IaÈer
corrnÍssion, neeÈing this 5th day of December, 19g4, does hereby support
the North Dakota plan as the only proposal for logical irylementation
of the Garrison Diversion unit that will accoredate Ehe conËeryo tary
and fuÈure waÈer needs of North Dakota; and



BE IT FURTHER RESOLI/ED, that the Bureau of Reclauation should
imediately resr,rme constructi.on on Ëhe features of the Garrison
Dtverslon Unit ln the Missouri River and Janes RÍver Basins and thac
diplonatic consultations should continue concerning the developnent

of the GarrÍson Diversion Unit feaÈr¡res fn Ëhe Devlls Lake, Souris

River, and Sheyenne/Red Rlver Basins; and

BE I1 FIIRTIIER RESOL\/ED, Èhat copfes of thls Resolutlon be fon¡arded
to Èhe nenbers of Èhe Garrl.son Diversion unit cernnriseign.

FOR TIIE NORTTI DAKOTA STAÎE Î{AÎER COMMISSION:

o11

Chai¡:uan

È ?

en

AE¡ET

\,

\,

ê&L
cu e

aco 30n

SËAL

ATTEST:
I

errlon
State Engineer- and Secretary
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