
MINUTES

North Dakota State llater Conmission
Larimore, North Dakota

June 18, ¡986

The North Dakota State
Commission held a meeting on June 18, 1986, in the First Rmericãn
Larimore, - North Dakota. Governor-chairmañ, George A. Sinner,
!t': meeting to order at 9:00 â.m., and requésted Siate Enginàãr,
l.hy, to present the agenda.. _Mr. C, H. Ëkness, Grand For[s Couñty
Resource Board, welcomed the commission members to Larimore anà ì
them to participate in the dedication ceremonies of the solseng dãm.
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MEMBERS PRESENT:

@. Sinner, Chairman
.loycg Byerìy, Member from Watford City
.¡qçgÞ Gust, Member from hlest Fargo
ldilliam Guy, Hember from BismarcÈ
Ray Hutton, Member from 0slo, Minnesota
lrlilliam Lardy, MenËer fror¡ Dickinson
Jerome Spaeth, Hember fron Bisnarck
Vernon F.qhy, State Engineer and Secretary, North Dakota

State lrlater Conmission, Bismarck

MEMBERS ABSENT:
rn'FTo¡Fj-ffin i s sì oner, Department of Agr i cu I ture, B i smar ck
Richard Backes, Member from ôlenburn

OTHERS PRESENT:
Stã'te l,lãFm-rmi ss ion Staff Members
Approximately 50 persons interested in agenda items

The attendance register is on fiìe in the State tlater Co¡rmission offices(filed with official copy of minutes).

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

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
OF MAY 28, 1986 MEETING -
APPROVED

The mìnutes of the May 28,
meeting were approved by the
lowing motion:

986I
fo

It was moved by Cormissioner Byerly, seconded
by Commissioner Lardy, and unañimously carrÍed,
that the minutes of May 28, 1986 be aþproved
as circulated.
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UPDATE 0N SOUTHiIEST Secretary Fahy updated the Conmis-
PIPELINE PROJECT __- . sion meiúers- on'the staius of the(sl.lc projecr No. 't736) southwesr Èipáiiñ;- Þrð¡:àct, and

indicated that approxir¡aùely- gl?.z
million has been conmitted to the project, including the'intâkã iirúcture,for this biennium.

At the Apri I 17, 1986 Conmission
meeting,^Paula Dodds from the Office of Managemenl and Aúaget-madã a reportto the Commission nembers on the status of [he Resources irust Fund. 'The
Conmission members requested Ms; Dodds to provide the informatioñ she hàãpresented to them in writing. Ms. Dodd''s report was fornarded to the
Conmission members in June, 1996.

Governor Sinner requested the staffto review the balance sheet_prepared by Ms. Dodds and 'to provide the
Conmission members a surmary of the information.

CONSIDERATION 0F REqlElT cary Backstrand, chief, Regulatory
FR0l4 IIELLS COUNTY IdATER Seciion for thá State't{arÀñ Commt--
RESOURCE B0ARD FOR COST ssion, presented a request for the
SHARING FOR THE HEIMDAL Conmiision's considera'[iõn t¡át rrãi
DRAIN PR0JECT been received from the Ulells County(stJC Project No. 1738) t{ater Resource Board. rheir requesi

is for cost sharing for the HefmdalDrain.Project which is located northeast of Manfred, ND. Mr. Báckstrandstated thg project consists of a main channel, improvement of field and
road crossings, ang control gates. The main iurpobe of the project is to
improve agricultural drainage-in the watershed.' ihe total ãs[imãied costfor the project is $15ì,5.|0-which includes 922,000 for engineering-costs.

Mr. Backstrand indicated that the
Board had applied for a drain permit which was declared of statewl¿e signi-ficance. Approval was received from the Board and the State engineer üittrcertain conditions. The conditions stated the downstreañ natural

a flowage easement be obtained, that
ed to minimÍze impacts to adjacent
certain culverts and the operation of
ion of the blelì County l,later Resource

In 1985, a lawsuit was fi led
against_ the_l'later Resource District in an efforú to stop the project. 0nApriì ll, ì985, the North Dakota Supreme-Court ruled that the þroject could
proceed, therefore, there is no pending litigation at this tinrä.

The State ülater Cormission staffhas reviewed the plans.and as a result of that review, the State Engineerhas determined conditions to the drain permit which ñave been incîuded.0f the total cost, $139,910 are eiigible costs with 40 percent
being $55,964.

It was the reconmendation of the
State Engineer that 40 percent of the eligible costs for Heimdal Orain, nói

June 18, ì986
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to exceed $55,964
upon the availabi
Board.

be
ity o

t
I

granted by the Co¡mission. This woulf funds and that the pernrit condition
db
sb

e contingent
e met by the

Mr. Norman Rudel, Chairman of the
t'lel ls. County l'later Resource Board, provided further intórmaiion -relative
to the -project and.requested the ðonmission to act favorãUiv on theirrequest for cost sharing._ .Mr. .Rudel stated that if tnè prðjeËt proceedsthe- Burlington Northerñ Raiìroad and the Wells County t{atär ñeiourbe Boardwill cost share .in.surveying and engineering to upäatà ãn¿ 

-imõ.gu. 
therailroad trackbed if it becómeõ necessary

It was moved by Conrnissioner Spaeth and
seconded by Connissioner Byerìy that the
State Water Conmission cost sháre in 40
percent of the eligible costs for the
Heimdal Drain project in lJells County,
not to exceed $55,964. This motion itrall
be contingent upon the availabitity of
funds and that the drain permit coñdÍtions
be met by the Board.

Conmissioners Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy, Spaeth and Governor Sinñer voted aye.
The Chairman declared the motion passed. -

CONSIDERATION 0F REQUEST cary Backstrand indicated a re-
FR0¡4 TRAILL cOuNTY l.tATER que3t had been receivãã-from the
RESOURCE B0ARD FOR COST Traill County lrlater Resoùrce Board
SHARING FOR RED Ol,tL for the conmission,s cõñõi¿eration
CRITICAL AREA TREAT}4ENT to cost strãre on a-cõmöiète¿-prõ-PROJECr ject known as the nea oút critìcat
( slrlc Pro ject No. 13 I t ) Ãrea Treatment. ilrã 

-pró¡ect 
i s anoutlet drop structure consistingof- a rock riprap-and. grassed waterway and is localed approximatèti 
-iivË

miles west of Blanchãrd, ND, The-construction costs" incurred -bv 
thãDistrict total led $9,703.55.

ion staff has reviewed the
satisfactory. 0f the tota
40 percent being $3,88.l.42.

Traill County I'later
Conmission members
sharing request.

Mr. Backstrand stated the Cormiss-
plans and the costs incurred and has found themI cost of $9,703.55, all costs are eìigibte with

state.Ensineer ror the conmission ro .ooljr""ul":ltrff:?rutiÍ'l¿'l..3l..tli
the.eligible costs, not to exceed $g,8bi.42, subject to tñe availã¡irity õr
funds.

Mr. David Holter, Chairman of the
Resource Board, discussed the project with theand reguested favorable consideratiön õf their cost

June 18, ì986



It was moved by Connissioner Gust and seconded
by Commissioner Guy that the State l,Jater Cormissíon
approve cost sharing for the Red Owl Critical
Area Treatment Project in Trailì County up to

Conmissioners Byerly
Spaeth and Govêrnor
Chairman declared th
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ble costs, not to exceed
;he availability of funds.

iust, Guy, Hutton, Lardy,
rner voted aye. The
ption passed.

Cary Backstrand presented a request
for the Comission's consideration
received from the Traill County
Water Resource Board for cost sha-
ring in the construction of a new
outìet structure at the outìet end
of the Kelso Floodway. The Kelso

ver, is located approxÍmately seven
lsboro, ND. Mr. Backstrand stated
by the Soil Conservation Servjce as

rject, under Public Law 566. The
', has never been able to handìe the
rd. The SoÍl Conservation Service has

ly co
s ign

40 percent of the eligi
$3,88.l.42, subject to t

,G
Sir
en

C0NSTDERATI0N 0F REqUEST

FROI'I TRAILL COUNTY WATER

RESOURCE BOARD FOR COST
SHARING IN KELSO FLO0DI'JAY
PROJECT
(Sl,lC Project No. 839)

Floodway, a tributary of the
miles east and nine miles south
the Kelso Floodway was built
part of the Elm River llaters

a pipe an
s out onto

Elm Ri
of Hil
in ì959
hed Prf
d risei
crop I ar
nd det€

original structure,
flows and water back
conducted a timing analysis a rrmined that the ak flow from the
Keìso Floodway and the Elm River rougf

nal de

incide.
pe

Thi s apparently was an
unknown factor during the ori gi

de
of the Kelso F'loodway structure.

The Service has, therefore, signed a new structure which consists of a
concrete weir and chute. Engineering estimates of the construction costs
are $91,.l55.50.

Mr. Backstrand indicated the State
Water Cormission had shared in a cìeanout of a portion of the Kelso
Floodway Channeì at a cost of $7,066, and the State l,later Conmission has
also contributed $13,700 for its share of the Elm River study in 1982.

The project is located within the
Lake Agassiz RC&D, which usually cost shares in these types of projects.
At the present time Federal funds are not avaiìab'le. The District is of
the opinion that there is a great need for the project and that it must be
bui lt even if Federal funds are not avai lable. The District has,
therefore, advertised and opened bids but the low bid came in just under
$.l00,000, or approximately $8,000 over the engineer's estimate. Also,
since the Kelso Floodway tras originally constructed as part of the Federal
project, an assessment district was not set up. The l{ater Resource Board
has met with the local landowners and they, the local landowners, have
agreed to the formation of an assessment district to provide funds for the
continued maintenance of the Kelso Floodway. The dÍstrict plans to provide
the Jocal share of the construction costs for the new outlet structure from
their general funds.

Secretary Fahy indicated staff has
the plans and found them to be satisfactory. Under present cost

June 18, 1986
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sharing guidelines, all items are.eligible-for 40 pç¡cgnt cost sharing.Forty percent of the low bid would be a[proximately 5+0,õöõ.

s!.!g Ensineer that the srare hrarer q,FI'iSliiltu.th;u;:;:ffi'Í;'i3'' ;:r.:l;of.the_eligible costs, nor ro exceed $40,000, iõr the ðónätrüciìon of theKelso Fìoodway outlet, structure.

Trairì .counry r,rarer Resource Board, rulfr,.rol:JÍ"i:Jtï[¿ ,ii3]iitl',l[ tl:Conmission, and requested the Com¡irission's support ror thåii-ðõst strarintrequest.

It was moved by Comissioner Guy and seconded
by Commissioner Hutton that the-State blater
Cor1jssion approve cost sharing up to 40 percent
of the eligible costs, not to éxcäe¿ g4O,ö00,
for the construction of the Kelso Floodwáy
outlet structure in Traiil County.

cormissioner Lardv expressed concern 
tl.t.Íì;:"iJonrn!t 

ooincreasing the downstreàm flooding problems as a reiult ôi tñi
Cormissioners^Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton, Spaeth
and Governor Sinner voted aye.- 

-Comissionär

Lardy voted nay. The Chairman declared the
motion passed.
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the motion,
ssibility of
s project.

CONSIDERATION 0F REQUEST FROf',t
DIYIDE COUNTY WATER RESOURCE
BOARD FOR COST SHARING ON THE
BAUKOL.NOONAN DAM PROJECT
(Sù'JC Project No. 1696)

David Sprynczynatyk presented a
nequest f or the Comi ss ion , s con-
sideration from the Divide County
Water Resource Board for cost sha-ring on the Baukol-Noonan Dam ìo-
cated approximately three mi les
east of the city of Noonan, ND.

tsls, Harris M. Baukor srarred the saukli:rl8i illÍJ':ffir:l3t Ji
Noonan in Divide county. Ar that t!*, level óiáiñtñõ-ihe minedareas were not requirennnts of the law. Mini ons seiãed in thalate .1950's, leaving several deep cuts siJeà f ovei¡ürãen spõiimaterial. Narrow, d9.p ponds wère created w cuts fillea withwater, most likeìy from a combination of gro iniiltration anJsurface water runoff. In_1983, the North õakota Game and Fish óepartmentwas deeded l'380 acres of this abandoned nine lanJ iõr-uie .i' ã-iril¿liie
management area. Several of the ponds were stocked with fiih and most
:g:Eq ,to support. f ish life quite'weil. Three of theià põn¿s- are ofparttcular interest as they are in the path of an intermittent surfacerunoff stream. The stream Ís a tributai^y to the blest Branch of Shortcreek. The state l,Jater conmission. comptetéd a slu¿v-iñ npi.ii-är I¡ir-vãu.that determined that a dam on this tribi¡tary, which would lonneãt ihe threeponds, is a feasible and desirable project.-

June 18, 1986
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proposed srrucrure consisrs or a z3-roll'ntnio!illlÍiliålfr,rÏilotåt'åÍ-rl3i
lopr The principal spillway will consist of a S-foot Cl.lP riser with a 4-
199t _CMP barrel, 213 feet in ìength.
100 feet wide. The proposed structu
approximateìy l0 feet, increasing t
430 to 650 acre-feet. The surface arto 32 acres. Project cost,s includ
contingencies have been estimated at
a water use permit have been appìied for.

are elisibre under present srare r,rarerï:ffiT3!i.:'!ltå:i;;::'iolttrr'oìlå
percent cost sharing from the_Contract Fund, which wóuld amount to g37,500.
The.present funding plqn caììs for an addiúional 33 l/3 percent from- the
North Dakota Game and Fish Department with the remaining balance funded by
the local sponsor.

State Ensineer rhar rhe conrnission s.untlår ii; o:ll.ffi':fiil:':;:l r3l ti:construction of the Baukol-Noonañ Dam, not to exceed $37,S00, and
contingent upon the avaiìability of funds.

Divide counry rrrarer Resource Board, i.#iå".::T:¡r!:]Î|iit9!3tiiåil Siril:
County.- _He further discussed the project and requested the Cormissionls
approval for their cost sharing requèst.

Secretary Fahy
was done in the Velva area that ìs asimi lar project

operation.

CoNSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST
FRO¡,I BURLEiEH COUITV WATER
RESOURCE gdNNO FOR COST
SHARING IN REPAIR OF BANK
STABIL IZATION STRUCTURE
ALONG THE MISSOURI RIVER
(SlrlC Project No. 576-l-P)
(Sl,lC Reso'lution No. 86-6-425)

David Sprynczynat¡À presented a
request for the Cormission,s con-
sideration from the Burleigh Co-
unty l,later Resource District for
gost sharing in the repair of a
bank stabilization structure along
the Missouri River. The structure
which was built by the Corps of
Engineers in 1974, suffered exten-

comnented that a
highly successful

Commissioners Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
lgrdyr Spaeth and Governor Sinner voted aye.
The Chairman declared the mot'ion passed. -

June ì8, .1986
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:iï-d.I1g:r.jl 1982 and further darnages ,this-pasr winrer. rn 1982, highflows were the reason for the damage and in t986 ice action was the'cáuiefor additional damage.

orisinar srrucrure. prorecred a deveropeoMlrea ;i:llt.yllll#-i:ilÏornT:;
contains several. homes now being endàngered by river erosion. It-is thelandowners and homeowners tn [his arõa that-have petitioned the tfater
Resource District for this project, and the District'in turn-has-àsked theconnission to cost share and tõ próvide technical assistanðe. 

- - '

ro rhe consrrucrion of _any bank srabiriy:ii.:ïiffiÍii:Í[ fäolîJlioiÍ'il:1970's, the state was forðed to sign a ]9cal sponiõritrif-aiiðemeni ror tneprojects with the cgrp! of Engineerõ. ThÌs agi.eement säi¿-ttrál-C¡e Statewould provide the lands, eaõements and rightõ-or-wàv ãñ¿-wõüiã ãssume ttreres li future and ma- - the pr Attha ere hund res be ãiiy,-à tatehad ho to sign ment i otect t centlan nc several ave be nvince s ofEng a Federal t that e resp forope a ntenance ructur e rivei hingmor a nce syst Garri ake Oah thõCor E s ald vernme d that tateass e ion for ion an and th hadno r ibi I ity. time, s aware herecou on le costs d with but t hadno choice but to sign the agreement under duress in ordÀr to get theprojects.

In the 1970,s shortly after one ofthe projects in 0liver County had bee
occurred. At that time the State wa
0ì iver County trfater Resource District
Sundown Acres, known as the Sguare B
in need of repair. The Corps iontinu
to heìp the State. Mr. Sþrynczynat
from the local landowners it-would sthe State to share in the cost of
District and the landowners.

dirricurr ro determine exacily whar rhe I[;rt3[I;ã'l3l*r'*31ïÍ ;:,t'ri;:åthe river bottom seems to chañge almost daiìy. The bàst eiiimãtã-is thatthe. .cost for-repair of the stiucture would Ée approximãieii Sls,õoo which
cou td possibty 

¡es.to19 the project. to its.origìiral design, aithough itwouìd probably be better to'maÈe changes Ín tñe aesigñ-tã Ëetler piotectthe area in view of the current river aïignment.

srare, Ens.ineer rhar rhe srare r,rarer co-llrill'ollit[3'3ffi1Í::ì'lr.?lr.ll!to the l,Jater Resource Board as requested in the form or an- eñiìnããrïñtinvestigation. The first phase would consider rèstoradión oi't¡ã"itructure
l9 1.1:^i!:.gllginal.design and the second phase would inctuoã ãevàlõpmentor a preìiminary engineerÍng report addressing further bank stabilizäiion

June 
.l8, 

19g6
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in the area to g¡even! future erosion. It b,as also reco¡mended by theState . Engineer !!a! the ,l!ît.. grant-50. percent, not to exceàd SãÍ,Sõö,towards. the repair or-modificatìon of thä struciure to proviãð- ilrmediateprotection. This would be done this year and would Ue cãnlintãnt'lpon theavaiìability of funds.

Districr chairman, Arfred Thompson, 3i;l:ifl!, .f;!'lllor!å';i., :.'Îi::iperspective. He expìained that he-feìt'the Federal'Góv.rntteni 
"ur notupholding its responsibility under the pick-Sloan Àct.

ComnÍssioner Guy explained
background of the 1944 Flood contror Act, which was then-aisCusseã uy
ConmissÍon members.

the
the

It was moved by Conmissioner Guy and seconded
by Cormissioner Byerly that the-State llater
Conmission approve, under pfotest, cost sharingin an amount not to exceed'$37,500 in the repairof a bank stabjlization structure along the '

Missouri River, and to provide technÍcãl
assistance to the Burìeigh county hrater ResourceDistrict as requested in-the form of an
engineering investigation. This motion shall
be contingent upon fhe availability of funds.

Conmissioner Spaeth stated he felt
that the State should offer its assis
but, also expressed concern that a I
entities on both sides of the river e
that zoning be appìied in the future.

Alfred Thonpson indicated he agreed
and that this informatÍon shoulã be
n-Mercer (BOf,tM) Board. Mr. Thompson
er Resource Board has informed all
at _they will not participate in any
ubdivisions unlesS prior' to plannin!
ource Board has approved the project.

Board,s approvaì. this approach will receive the -BoMM

Commissioners Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy, Spaeth and Governor Sinñer voted
aye. The Chairman declared the motion passed.

Missouri River between the Garrison Dam
and Lake Oahe within the pick-Sìoan plan,

June J8, 1986



and t,hat alì obligations for bank stabilization
operation and maintenance be a part of the
Pick-Sloan Plan and that the Federal Government
qllgme the responsibilities for these obligations.
(SEE APPENDIX "Au - Resolution No. 86-6-425)

Comnissioners Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
!rydy., Spaeth and Governor Sinner voted aye.
The Chairman declared the motion passed.

It was moved by Conmissioner Spaeth and
seconded by Governor Sinner that the State
l,later Cormission request the appropriate
pìanning authorities to consÍder the
adoption of a zoning resolution that
would provide a greenbelt or setback
be required on both sides of the Missouri
River.

Comissioners Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Spaeth and Governor Sinner voted aye.
Comissioner Lardy voted nay. The
Chairman declared the motion passed.

Dave Sprynczynat¡ft dist,ributed,
and discussed, a computer printout
report listing approximately t00
projects which the l,later Resource
Districts have submitted for pos-
sible funding for the next bien-
nium. Mr. Sprynczynatyk cormented
on the status of the Contract Fund

and budget preparations within the agency for

Mr. Sprynczynatyk indicated that
three additional _project requests for application-for-funding from the
Resources Trust Fund have been received: Sheyenne River Flõod ControlProject' Maple River Project A-.l70, and the Souris River Flood ControlProject. The Cormission members heard corments from representatives of
each of the projects.

projects be placed on
continued discussion.

Governor
the agenda for the next

40

Sinner requested these
Conmi ss ion meet ing for

CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF

STATE I,IATER C()MMISSION
CONTRACT FUND¡ RESOURCES
TRUST FUND¡ AND CONSIDERATION
0F REQUESTS FoR APPLICATI0N
FOR FUNDING FROM RESOURCES
TRUST FUND

and the Resources Trust Fund,
the next biennium.

UPDATE 0N GARRISON Russell Dushinske updated the com-
DIVERSION PROJECr mission members on the Garrison
(sbJC Proiect No. 237) Diversion project. He indicated

the Conservancy District is plac-
!!g its -priority in-developing a state-wide plan for the administratioir of
the municipal, rural and induitrial progra¡n ìn North Dakota provided for by

June 
.l8, 
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the Garrison Reformulation Act. Mr. Dushinske indicated the District ispreparing legislation to update the Conservancy District laws as a resultof the changes that have been nade in the pioject, and will continue
working on the James River Study.

discussed the r,reilands Trusr rhat ,::":13:btÌl[:å' ii' i[ tË:l;i:5;
Reformulation Act. The local incorporation papers have béen fited and the
Governor will be appointing_three members to a cormittee, along with
representqtiYg! from the l,lildlife Federation Society, the Audubon Society
and t.he l.lildlife Federation Society.

BRIEFING 0N AGENCY secretary Fahy reviewed the proj-
FINANCIAL STATEMENT ects authorized and program uùagèt

expenditures reports; provided a
breakdown on the Southwest Pipeline Project appropriations; and, discussed
the agency's budget preparations.

It was moved by Conmissioner Byerly, seconded
by Cormissioner Spaeth, and unanimously carried,
that the meeting adjourn at 12:00 noon.

DEDICATION 0F SOLSENG DAl"l Following adjournment, the Co¡rmis-
sion members joined with the lo-

cals in the dedication ceremonies of Solseng Dam, and tours of Fordville,
Solseng and Larimore Dams.

Governor-Cha i rman

4ì

ATTEST:

State Engineer and Secretary

June 18, .1986
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APPENDIX ''AU

RESOLUTTON NO. 86-6-425

MISSOURI RIVER BANK STABILIZATION RESOLUTION

úJHEREAS, the Flood ControÌ Act of L944, âs amended by
legfslation sponsored by Senators OfMahoney and MillÍken,
assured aII 1O states within the Missouri River Basin, equal
benefits under a control and management program whÍch came to be
co¡nmonly known as the Pick-Sloan PIan; and

UIHEREAS, the congress has directed the United States Corps
of Engineers to build, operate, and maintain all the elements of
the Pick-S1oan PIan; and

ttfHEREAS, the PÍck-Sloan Plan provided for major flood
control benefits, recreational benefLts, power supply benefits,
and certain navigational benefits for states tyÍng below Sioux
City, Iowa, through constructlon of large reservoirs J-n states
Iying above that point; and

hIHEREAS, the Pick-Sloan reservolrs have been in place for 30
years, thus providing the downstream states all the benefits
promised Ín the Pick-Sloan PIan for the past 3O years; and

UTIIEREÀS, construction of facilities under the Pick-Sloan
Plan has, to date, resulted in more than two billion dotlars of
flood protectÍon to downstream Ínterests which continue to
accrue and has allowed them to develop the floodplaLn of the
Missouri for Índustrial, municipal, and agrÍcultural uses,' and

I{HEREAS, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has
stabílized and continues to maintain the entire channel of the
Missouri River from Sioux City, Iowa, to St. Louis, Missouri,
spending mj-lllons of federal dollars; and

UIHEREAS, to provide for the construction of the Pick-Sloan
PIan, the State of North Dakota tras sacrificed over 550,O0O
acres of land Íncluding several cit5.es and many establlshed
farmsi and

IùHEREAS, few, if any, of the commitments made to North
Dakota in return for its sacrifices under the Pick-Sloan PIan
have been fulfilled despite great efforts by North Dakotars
Congressional Delegation, Legislative Assemblies, Governors, and
other state offJ-cJ.als, and despfte continufng strong support by
the citÍzens of the state; and

$trHEREAS, almost two-thÍrds of the 2.25 million megawatt
hours of cheap hydroelectric po$rer generated by Garrison Dam in
North Dakota buLlt by the Pick-Sloan Plan is utllized in states
outside of North Dakota; and



I{HEREAS, the seventy mlle reach
Garrison Darn to Lake Oahe serves as
conveyance system to facllitate the
Garrison Reservolr to Lake Oahe for
the system,' and

of the Mlssouri River from
the outlet works and.
transfer of water fråm the
the ¡nuItl-purpose users of

ÏùHEREAS, the lands adjacent to the Missouri River betweenthe Garrl-son Dam and the oahe Reservolr have been and witl
continue to be serlousry eroded and permanentty tost by theIocal Landowners and State of North Dakota becãuse of ieservoir
management which rereases highry fructuating amounts of crearwater capabte of erodíng and transporting rárge amounts of soir;
and

IüHEREAS, soil eroded from the banks of the Missouri River Ísbefng deposi.ted as a derta Ln the headwaters of the oahe
Reservoir thereby causing the water table to rise in adjacentrand, and l-s increasing the frequency and severity of ióe jam
hazards and has, according to recent corps of Engineersl
pronouncements, endangered 6,o00 acres of rand cóntaining 45
homes and valuable farmland; and

ú'¡HEREAS, the united states Army corps of Engineers havestated in their FrNAL REpoRT To coñcREsS, dated December t9gt,
concernÍng Missouri River stream bank erosÍon that ',Bank erosionin this reach resurts in a permanent net ross of high valteylands. This process, unress harted, would eventually transformthe present river into a wide area of sand bars and õhannels,occuping an increasing proportion of the valrey wldth betweenthe btuffs; "

NO$T, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE NORTH DÀKOTA STÀTE
IITATER coMMrssroN at fts meeting on thls lgth day of June, 19g6,in Larímore, North Dakota, that ft requests the unfted Statescongress to place the seventy mÍre reach of the Missouri River
between the Garrison Dam and f,ake Oahe wlthLn the authorlzationfor the Pick-Sloan pran and that art obtÍgations for theprotectj.on of lands now endangered arong the uissouri River inNorth Dakota be a part of plck-stoan prán, ancl that the Feclerat
Government assume the responsibilitÍes for these obrigatíons;
and

BE rr FURTHUR RESOLVED, that the congress of the unLtedstates authorize and provÍde funds to the corps of Engfneers fora program for the comptetion of protection of affecteá lands
along the Missouri River, and for the maintenance of thelnstalLed protective works; and

BE rr FURTHER REsoLvED, that funding for thÍs project sharlnot be a normal federar water proJect approprlatJ.oñ, but insteadsharr be charged to the malntenance budget ór tne pick-Sloan
Plan; and
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BE IT IIURTHER RESOLVED, that the Secretary of State fùater
Comml.ssion forward copies of this resolution to Senator Burdick,
Senator Andrews, and Congressman Dorgan so that they may seek
Iegislation to correct thÍs on-goÍng problen.

FOR THE NORTH DAKOTA STATE !ÙÀTER COMMISSION:

ã
A. r

Chairman

SEAL

ATTEST:

L^xL
Vernon Eat:y /l
State Enginéêr and Secretary


