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MI NUTES

North Dakota State l,later Commission
Bismarck, North Dakota

September 8, 1987

The North Dakota State Water
cormission held a meeting on september B, 1997, at the state 0ffice
Buì ìdìng, Bismarck, North Dakota. Governor-chairman, George A. Sinner,called the meeting to order at 10:40 a.m. and requesteð State-Engineer anásecretary, vernon Fahy, to call the roll and present the agenda. 

-

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Re nt-Jo-ones-, -eõñm i s s i oner, Department of Agr i c u 1 ture, B i smarck

OTHERS PRESENT:
ST-ate Wãtffimission Staff Members
Approx'imately 20 persons interested ìn agenda items

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

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Gõt€r no-no r-Geõ r gE-A . S i n ner, C h a'i rman
Richard Backes, Member from Glenburn
Joyce Bye'rly, Member from Watford City
Jacob Gust, Member from hJest Fargo
l.lilliam Guy, Member from Bismarck
l.lilliam L,rrdy, Member from Djckinson
Daniel Narlock, Member from 0slo, MN

Jerome Spaeth, Member from Bismarck
Vernon Fahy, State Engineer and Secretary,

State hlater Conmission, Eismarck

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
OF JULY 22, 1987 MEETING -
APPROVED

UPDATE ON SOUTHh'EST
PIPELINE PROJECT
(SlrlC Project No. I736 )

North Dakota

The mjnutes of the July ZZ, l9g7
neeting were approved by the foll-
owing motion:

Daìe Frink, Manager of the South-
west Pipeline Project, commented onthe constructj on progress not.i ng
that of the two contracts awardeð

It was moved by Commissioner Guy, seconded by
Commissioner Byerly, and unanimously carried,
that the minutes of Ju'ly 22, 1987 be approved
as c'ircul ated.
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Mr. Frink stated construction oncontract 2-2c was started in May, 1987 and approximatety 9 miles of thel0-3 mjles of pipe have been laid and should be complete¿ in September.
contract 2-20, involving 6.3 miles, will be starte¿ ãrter the pipe on z-Zc
has been ,:ompleted. contract z-zE, 5.8 mi1es, is approximately bo percent
complete and is anticipated to be completed in october, 1997.

Mr. Frink srated to date $6.3 mirrion .f i:l::.rt;;rl:tl.iå'o!li"::::ti:Í
and does not antiçlpqtç receivìng add'itional funds during FY 

.1987. 0f the
$20 mi'llion l985-1987 State apprópriation for the projec[, Mr. Frink stated
$15.3 mil'lion has been received and this is approxìmätelv Sl rìliion morethan was anticipated. Approximate]l $7.7 rnjll'ion of- this money was
approved for carryover into the 1987-1989 biennium and wjl'l be usó¿ to
comp'lete the three existing contracts and part of one new contract.

Mr . Fri nk di scussed fund i ng forl9B8 and stated the North Dakota Legislature approprìated $1.96 míllion
from the Land and M'inerals Trust Fund and $680,000 from the Resources Trust
Fund to the Southwest Pipe]ìne Project for the 1987-1989 biennium. These
funds will be comb'ined with any federal funds that are received.

Mr. Fri nk stated the amount of
federal_money for l9BB js still unknown. Current 'legislation approva'l bythe U.S. House'includes $35 million wìth report 1añguage specìiying $iómìllion for the Southwest Pipe'line Project. The Senãte has yet io act onthe bi'l'1. Mr. Frink said it is anticipated that Congress úil'l pass a
continuìng resolution near the end of September and the ìanguage in the
continuÍng resolution w'ill determine when ì988 federal tunds- wlll become
avai l abì e.

Mr. Frink explained that.if the $t0mìllìon federaì money is received in 1988, the engìneering consulting firmfor the Siouthwest_Pipeline Project has recommendeð that pipeline contracts2-2F, 2-34 and 2-38 be bid this fall or winter. This wôuìd complete thepipeì'ine portion to Dickinson except for the first seven mi'les, Côntract 2-ì, pump stations, reservoirs and the water treatment plant.

A draft construction schedule forthe Southwest P'ipeline Project was discussed, and Mr. Frink stated the
schedule is based on receiving $.l0-$ll milljon of federal Garrison MR&I
money for the next seven to eight ye rs, and that it will be necessary toadjust this schedule each year based on the actua'l amount of fúndsreceived. Mr. Frink said it is necessary to have such a schedule to ensureefficienc¡' during construction and to al Iow adequate time for the
construction of each of the facilit'ies. The draft construction schedule is
attached hereto as APPENDIX rrArr.

Mr. Frink stated construction onthe water treatment plant is schedu'led to begin'in 1990 and compìeted in1993, but indicated a change in the treatmeñt plant location woill¿ affect
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this schedule. The decision on the treatment plant location must be n¡ade
before the last few miles of pìpe are laid to Dickinson and, therefore, Mr.
Frink sai,l the State blater Commission should make its decis'ion on the water
treatment plant location in .l988.

Comm'issioner Lardy
importance of keep'ing the pubì ic informed and receivin
relative to the water treatment pìant prior to the Commiss
decision on the locatÍon of the p1ant.

expressed the
thei r ì nput

on making jts
I
i

Mr. Frink stated studies to resolve
archeological concerns of the project are continuing, and rnade reference to
the possibility of landowner condemnation.

The Commi ssion members requested
staff to prepare a map showing the locations of the contracts and to
provìde them with the information prepared by Bartlett and West Engineers
show'ing the detailed cost breakdown for the Southwest Pipeline Project.

CONTINUED DISCUSSION ON

SHEYENNE RIVER FLOOD

CONTROL PROJECT
(SWC Project No. 1344)

Governor Si nner i ntroduced Fred
Selberg, Chairman of the Southeast
Cass l.later Resource Board; Di ck
Twi chel I , Attorney; Jeff Vol k ,
Moore Engi neeri ng; and Barbara
Py'le, ci ti zen .

financing of the project. Approximately 40 percent
5 rni I 'l i on, w'i ì I be a non-federa'l cost. Mr. Twi chel I
as a l0:l benefit to cost ratio and construction is
989.

0n September 4, '1987, Governor
Sinner and members of the State !'later Commission staff met with
approximately 100 representatives of various Southeast Cass County 'lega1

subdiv'is'ions to discuss a review of the three-phased proposed Sheyenne
R'iver Flood Contro'l project development schedule, the probable local
expend'iture schedule, and the pub'lic involvement program.

Di ck Twi chel I , Attorney, expì ai ned
each phase of the project. The first phase, known as the West Fargo to
Riverside Diversjon, wi'll bypass floodwaters around the west side of West
Far
pub

g

1

o at an estimated total cost of $21.4 mil'lion. This phase has had
ic hearjngs on t

of the total cost,
ìndicated the projec
scheduled to begin i

The second phase of the project,
referred to as the Horace to lrlest Fargo D'iversion, is not ready for public
hearings. Mr. Twichell jndicated this phase wi'11 ioin into the first phase
but will d'ivert only a part of the f'loodwaters from the river channel. It
is estimated to cost $7.1 milìion of which 35 percent, or $2.5 million, is
the non-f edera'l cost.

The third phase of the project
the construction of a dam on the Mapìe R'iver northeast of Enderlìn,
The structure will protect about 700 families and is scheduled
construction in the early to mìd-1990's. Mr. Twichell stated the ben
to cost ratios have not been determined on this part of the project.

he
$8.
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n'l
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Governor Sinner commented that the
most remarkable aspect of this meeting was the total commitment of the
various groups to the ultimate completjon of the entire three-phased
project. He noted there appeared to be a general acceptance of the need
and wi I I i ngness to meet the obf i gati ons ìmposed by the ner¡, cost share
requ'irements of the Corps of Eng'ineers including the five percent cash
payment. Governor Sinner indicated he intends to do whatever he can to
provide the funds expected from the State level for this project.

Commi ssioner Narlock expressed
concern relative to the poss'ible downstream impacts that couìd occur as a
result of the diversion phases of the project.

Fred Sel berg, Chairman of
Southeast Cass Water Resource Board, expressed his appreciation to
Governor and the State l.later Commission for its cooperat'ion and stated
was al so '/ery p ì eased w'ith the I ocal cooperati on .

CONTINUED DISCUSSION ON Governor Sinner expressed his con-

the
the

he

DEVILS LAKE OUTLET PROJECT cern relat
(ShlC Project No. 1712) pìexity of

tion, which
him during a recent meeting 'in Devils Lake. He s

ive
th
he

aid

to the extreme com-
e Devi I s Lake s'itua-

said was obvious to
that because of the

ìmportance of Devils Lake to the State of North Dakota he has decided to
form a committee, chaired by Cormìssjoner Richard Backes. The purpose of
the commìttee ìs to evaluate the situation and determine the best course of
action. The Governor indicated thìs course of action should provide for
flood control and have the least impact on the resources of the area and
the State. This effort is important not on'ly to the people of the Devils
Lake area but also to everyone in the State.

Governor Si nnelindi cated the
princìpal thrust of the current Corps of Eng'ineers study for Devils Lake ìs
directed toward flood damage reduction for wh'ich several alternatives are
beìng cons'idered. The final plan selection will be made by state and locaì
entities who will be gu'ided more by water qual'ity consideration than by any
other s'in,3ìe factor. Devils Lake can continue to rise causing mÍllions of
dollars of damage to the area. Devils Lake provides the greatest natural
lake fishery in the State and also prov'ides other recreational and hunting
opportun'itìes.

Commi ssioner Backes reported the
Conmittee held jts organizational meeting on September 3, 1987. At thÍs
meeting bhe Corps of Eng'ineers presented its alternatives and recomnended
plan for the Devils Lake Outlet Project, and the Committee dìscussed
suggestìons and plans from its members. Commissioner Backes ind'icated it
i s the i ntent of the Comm'ittee to present i ts reconmended p'l an to the
Governor no later than January, l9BB.

Conmi ssi oner Narl ock stated he
attended the meeting in Devils Lake and concurs that Dev'ils Lake needs an
out'let. He said alì partìes concerned must work together to find the most
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feasible soìution to these probìems. He expressed his concern
assurances the people ljvjng downstream have that they will not
by this project.
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NORTH DAKOTA RIVERS STUDY - In June, 1987. the North Dakota
NORTH DAKJTA PARKS AND RECREATION Parks and Recreation Department,

with the cooperation of the Nat-
ional Parks Service and other state and federal agencies, comp'leted a draftreport that stud'ied 25 rivers ìn North Dakota to assess their natural,cu'ltural and recreational values and to learn how North Dakota residentéfelt about their rivers.

Doug Eiken, Director of the North
Dakota Parks and Recreation Department, indicated the primary reason thìs
study was undertaken is the North Dakota Parks Serv'ice ìs obììgated underthe Federal Land and l,later Conservation Fund Program to coorãinate stateplanning for recreational and natural area uies. As a result of
djscussions with peopìe from around the State, a real concern and interestin North Dakota rivers and the potential of the rjvers h,as expressed.
Therefore, it becane apparent of the need to compì'le existing information
relating to the recreatìonal, natural, cultural and economic-values of therivers. Mr. Eiken explained the study process and 'indicated that becausethe val.res which rivers possess cross many discipìines and agencyauthorities it was necessary to involve many agencìes in the process.
Simiìar studies have been conducted in other statés and Mr. Eiken said the
format of North Dakota's study is similar to that used by the State of
Ma'ine.

1987-1989 BIENNIUM Dav'id sprynczynatyk, Director of
RESOuRcEs rRUST FUND the State watei commission,s Engin-

eerì ng DÍ vi sì on, expl ained that
during the budget process'in 1986, the State t'Jater Conmission considered an
al I ocat'ion of $9.5 mi I 'l i on f rom the Resources Trust Fund for vari ousprojects in the 1987-1989 biennium. The $9.5 million was based on an ear'lyprojectìon for the Resources Trust Fund and also on a reconmendation fromthe l,later Coalit'ion. At its October 17, '1986 meet'ing, the State Water
Commìssion took the folìowing action:

It was rnoved by Commissioner Gust and seconded by
Commissioner Byerìy that the State Water Commjssion
recommend an allocat'ion of $9.5 mìlìion for the
following requests from the Resources Trust Fund
for the l9B7-.l989 biennìum, contingent upon the
avai I abi I ity of funds:

I
2
3
4
5

)

)

)

)
)

State þlater Comm'iss'ion Contract Fund
Southwest P'ipe1 i ne Project
Garrison MR&I Program
Souris River F'lood Control Project
Sheyenne R'iver Flood Control Project

$2 .0
$1.0
$2 .5
$1.0
$3.0

millìon
million
mi I I 'ion
million
mi'l l i on
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Mr. Sprynczynatyk indicated that
since the Commission was unsure whether or not revenues to the Resources
Trust Fund wou'l d reach $9.5 mi I I i on, the commi ss i on al so passed the
fol lowing motion:

It was moved by Comm'issioner Backes and seconded by
Commissioner Gust that the State l,later Commission
recommend in its request to the Legis'lature for
funding from the Resources Trust Fund a $1.0 mìilion
al'locat'ion for the Souris River Flood Control Project
and that this $1.0 million allocation for this project
not be reduced in the event a prorata reduction is
necessary.

projection for the revenues to the ResSlf¿:3 +ffiri'FHlut;:3 
tfiål)31:.rå!Î

Applying the formula discussed by the Comm'ission and that projection, Mr.
Sprynczynatyk said the following vras presented to the Legislature as the
approximate breakdown of the Resources Trust Fund:

State blater Commission Contract Fund
Southwest P'ipel i ne Project
ßarri son MR&I Program
Sourìs Rjver Flood Control Project
Sheyenne River Fìood Control Project

State Engineer that the formula d'iscussed by.l986, be adopted for distribution of funds
for the current b'ienn'ium. In the event that
during the bienn'ium, then the al locat'ion woul
t986.

million
mi I I'ion
mi'l l i on
m'i I l'ion
ml'lìion

It u,as the recommendation of the
the Conmission durìng October,
from the Resources Trust Fund
$9.5 mitlion becomes available
d be the same as acted upon in

I
2

3

4
5

$1.38
$0.68
$ì.64
$r.0
$2 .0

Revenues from the Resources Trust
Fund, up to $9.5 mill'ion, were approprìated by the Leg'islature into the
State water Commissjon Contract Fund, and Mr. sprynczynatyk stated the
Commiss'ion wjll have to take actjon on allocating funds for the coming
biennium.

It was moved by Commissioner Lardy and seconded
by Cormìssioner Byerly that the State Water
Commission adopt the October, 1986 fornula for
allocating funds from the Resources Trust Fund
for the 1987-1989 biennium.

Comnissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Lardy,
Narlock, Spaeth and Governor Sinner voted aye.
There u,ere no nay votes. The Chairman dec'lared
the motion unanimous'ly carried.

GARRISON DIVERSION PROJECT -
GARRISON MR&I PROGRAM
(SWC Project No. 237-3)

Dave Sprynczynatyk reported lhal 27
requests have been received from
communities and rural water d'is-
tricts for funding from the Garri-
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son Diversion MR&I Program. These requests have not been prioritized and
!1. Sprynczynatyk 'indjcated staff would be working wìth the ConservancyDistrict to try and prioritize the applications bãsed on the discussionithe State Water Commission and the Conservancy D'istrict have had in the
past.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated that arequest has been received on behalf of the Langdon Rural Water System toall9w the project to be sponsored by a non-profit rural water cooþerat.ive,
although currentìy the sponsor is the Cavalier County Commissibn. Mr.
Sprynczynatyk explained the Memorandum of Understanding between the StateWater Commissjon and the Garrison D'iversion Conõervancy Districtspecificalìy states that only projects sponsored by a governnental agencyor politicaì subdivision are e'ligible for assiitanðe under the -MR&i
program. This ìanguage was used because of the constitutional provisionprgflbiting gfanting state funds to persons other than governmental
entities or political subdivisions.

For the Langdon Rural l,laterProject, f'lr. Sprynczynatyk said it is not antic'ipated tñat state funds willbe used for the project, which could be true for other projects as well.
S'ince the cooperative would exist for on'ly one purpose, it would likely be
more energetic in developing the project than the County Commission. Mr.
Sprynczynatyk said also in the past the Farmers Home ÁOministratjon has
only worked with rural water cooperatives and has been quìte successful in
developìng rural water projects. He sajd it appears'there are several
reasons for alìowìng a cooperative to sponsor a rural water project.

Secretary Fahy stated he and the
Manager of the Garrison Diversion Conservancy- Dìstrìct have agreed tojointìy_ recommend to the Garrison Diversjon Conservancy Distrjct áoard andto the State Ì,Jater Commissjon that the Joint Powers Agróement be amended topermit a non-profit cooperative to be eligible for fuñds under the Garr.ison
MR&I program, providing there will not be state funds granted to theproject. It was the reconmendation of the State Engineer-that paragraph3.1 of the Joint Powers Agreement be amended as follóws (amended 'tanluage
i s underl 'ined ) :

3.'l 0nly projects sponsored by a governmental agency or politica'l
subdivisjon are eligibìe for consideration for aisisLance'under the
program and may make app'lication if a grant
funds are invoìved

67

for adoption by consensus
September 8, '1997

or loan of State

It was moved by Commissioner Backes and seconded
by Commissioner Lardy that the State Water Commission
approve an amendment to paragraph 3.'l of the Jojnt
Powers Agreement to read as follows:

3.1 Only projects sponsored by a governmental entity or poìjtjcal
subdivision are eligìb1e for consideration for assislance under
the.program and may make applicatjonjf a grant or loan of state
funds are i nvo'lved.

(See Minutes of December 9, 1987, page 84,
of clarification statement to above
amendment to Joint Powers Agreement. )

Note
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Commissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Lardy,
Narlock, Spaeth and Governor Sinner voted aye.
Ihere were no nay votes. The Chairman declared
the motion unanimously carried.

C0NSIDERATION 0F REQUEST FROM A request recejved from the Rjch-
RICHLAND I]OUNTY WATER RESOURCE land County Water Resource Board
BOARD FOR COST SHARING IN was presented to the State Water
RICHLAND I]OUNTY DRAIN N0. 30 Commission for its cons'ideratìon of
(SWC Project No. ll9l) cost sharing for the channel clean-

out and ìmprovement for Richland
County D'rain No. 30. The project is located ll miles southeast of
Hankinson, ND and ìs approximately .l0,560 feet in length and involves rock
niprap, excavatìon, cuìvert work and seeding. The total estimated cost ìs
$44,500, with e'ligible costs of $37,400. Ihe request before the State
Water Comm'ission is for cost sharing'in 40 percent of the eligible costs'in
an amount not to exceed $14,960.

pro
ori
Dev

j
I
i

ect has received an approved drai
inal l.y bu'ilt in 1947 using an SCS

I lo Summ'it Drain. The cost was $4

Da

by Commissioner Spaeth that
Commission approve cost part
percent of the e1 i g'ibl e cost

vi d Sprynczynatyk i nd'icated thi s
ermit No. .2557. The dra'in was
ign and was known as the LaMars
00 and the State hlater Commission

the
and
for

np
des
2,9
$17 ,120. Mr. Sprynczynatyk statedapproved cost sharing in the amount of

that currently the l,later Resource D'i stri ct i s worki ng on Lateral No. 2 to
Drajn No. 30, with an estimated cost of $ì20,000, and the State t'later
Commission cost sharing'in $33,225 for this phase of the project.

El roy Stei n, Cha'irman of
Richland County Water Resource Board, further expla'ined the project
requested favorable consideration by the Commission on thejr request
funding for channel cleanout and improvement project.

It was the recor¡mendati on of
State Engineer that the State Water Commission cost particìpate 'in

channel cleanout and'improvement of Richland County Dra'in No. 30 for
percent of the elig'ible costs not to exceed $14,960, contingent upon
avai I abi I ity of funds.

It was moved by Commissioner Guy and seconded

the
the

40
the

the State hlater
icipation for 40
s 'in an amount not

to exceed $14,960 for channel cleanout and
improvement of the Richland County Drain No. 30.
This motion shal'l be contingent upon the
ava'i lability of funds.

Commissioners Backes, Byerìy, Gust, Guy, Lardy,
Narlock, Spaeth and Governor S'inner voted aye.
There were no nay votes. The Chairman declared
the motion unanjmousìy carried.
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CONSIDERAïI0N 0F REQUEST A request was received from the
FROM NELSON COUNTY WATER Nelson County l,Jater Resource Board
RES0URCE DISTRICT FOR cOsT and presented to the state water
SHARING IN NELSON COUNTY Conrmission for its consideration of
LEGAL DRAIN N0. 4 EXTENSI0N cost sharing in the construct'ion of
(LAK0TA DRAIN) the Nelson Õounty Legaì Drain No. 4
(sl,lc Project No. ì557) Extension. The estimated cost of

the project i s $64,307.50, with
el'igible costs $32,327.50. The request before the commission for
consideration is for cost sharing in 40 percent of the e'ligible costs in an
amount not to exceed $12,930.

Dav'id Sprynczynatyk indicated the
project'involves the northern extensjon of Nelson County Legal Drain No. 4
(Lakota Drain) and the 5,900-foot extension runs a'long the east sjde of the
city of Lakota and travels southerly until it enters the Lakota Drain. Mr.
Sprynczynatyk stated the orig'inal drain was constructed 'in 1980 at a cost
of $67,785, with the State hlatei Cormission funding $27,114. Agricu'ltural
land is the najor beneficìary of the drain with the c'ity rece'iving minor
benefits. The project consists of excavation, contro'l gates, culverts,
tree rernoval, seeding and frontage road cleanout. Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated
construct'ion is antic'ipated to begìn this fall after aìl of the easements
have been obtained. The project has received drain permit No. 2559 with
approval given by the lrlater Resource Djstrict on July 20, lg87. The
extension wiìì operate under the same operation plan as the main drain.

Ben Varnson, Chairman of the Nelson
County hJater Resource Board, further d'iscussed the project and requested
the Commission's favorabìe consideration of their request for cost sharing.

Concern was expressed by the
Commission members that there wilì be water contributed from this project
to the Devils Lake Basin, and if it appears to be a significant amount of
water the Cornmission may want to consider delayìng'imp'lementation of its
approvaì,rf funding subject to finalization of an overflow plan for Devils
Lake.

In discuss'ing the Commiss'ion's
concern, it was determined that the amount of water being contributed from
th'is project 'into the Devils Lake Bas'in would be min'imal.

It was the recommendation of
State [¡,3'ineer that the State l^later Commission cost participate in
construction of the Nelson County Legal Drain No. 4 Extension for
percent of the eìigible costs not to exceed $12,930, contingent upon
avai'ìabi Ijty of funds.

It was moved by Commìssioner Gust and seconded
by Commissioner Spaeth that the State l.Jater
Commiss'ion approve cost sharing for 40 percent
of the elìgible costs jn an amount not to exceed
$12,930 jn the construction of the Nelson County
Lega'l Drain No. 4 (Lakota Drain). This motion shall
be contingent upon the availability of funds.

the
the
40

the
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Commissioners Backes, Byerìy, Gust, Guy, Lardy,
Narlock, Spaeth and Governor Sinner voted aye.
There vúere no nay votes. The Chairman declared
the motion unanimously carried.

STATUS REP0RT 0N David Sprynczynatyk reported a me-
RED RIVER DIKING et'ing has beeñ scheduled for Sept-
(SWC Project No. 1638) embei ll, l9g7 with representatives

of the Minnesota Department of Nat-ural Resources and the I ocal l,Jater Resource Di str i cts i h ttre area todiscuss the d'ike compliance issue and future water management efforts jn
the States of North Dakota and Minnesota. Mr. Sprynczynatyk commented it
appears all dikes wilì be in compìiance by the October gl, -lggZ 

deadline
establìshed by the Court.

At the June'17, 1987 Conmission
meeti ng, members cons'idered damage cl a'ims for road and fence repaì rs toRobert I'la'lsk'i 's property. The Commiss'ion members passed â motjon
authorizìng staff to conduct an onsite investigation of the damages to
appraise the exact damages and to recormend an estimate based on the-actual
costs to bring the fence and road back to near its original cond'ition. The
Commission members also authorized the State Engineei to make the f.inal
determination on the recommendation provided by ihe staff and to authorize
payment of the cost estjmate prior to the end of the 1985-1987 biennjum.

At the Juìy 22, 1987 Commission
meet'ing, members heard a report from the staff ielative to the onsìtejnvestigation and were g'iven an opportun'ity to view st.il l and videophotography. The staff recommendation was discussed and the Commissjon
members were informed this recommendation was considered by the State
Engineer and based on the commission's action of June 17, 19:97, a final
determination was made and payment in the amount of $349.90 for'the fence
damages was authorized to Robert Walski prior to the end of the biennium.

fvlr. Sprynczynatyk indicated that on
August 24,'1987, Mr. [.la]ski returned the $349.90 check itating thìs was not
adequate compensat'ion for the damages and requested the- Commj ss'ion,s
reconsideration of compensation for the total amount of damages 'in the
amount of $S,289.28, pìus rental of a pasture.

0n September 3, 1987, the State
Eng'ineer responded to Mr. Walski's request indicating the $349.90 arrivedat was based upon an actuaì survey of hjs property by staff and that thereìs no justification for a greater amount.

The Commission members discussed a
cla'im submitted by CyriI Stoltman for damages to his Iand in the amount of
$3,590. ttlr. Sprynczynatyk stated that the õtaft has inspected the area and
has recorrnended payment in the amount of $390 for the work that was done tolevel the I and, wh'ich required ìeve'lìng as a result of commission
activities.
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received rrom Mr. stortman,s atrorney r1'-fi:;'ln3ti,rJ33l;, i.lt:ffir,i:;in detai l, requesting-reconsjderation of the staff recommendation, andrequesting that Mr. Stoltman be compensated for the total amount of dámagesin the amount of $3,590.

The State Engineer responded on
August 28, '1987, advising the attorney that the State-Water Corunission didnot authorize the-staff to 

^make 
paymell for_anything more than reìevel ingthe land _aìlegedly damaged as a resuìt of Commissiõn activìties and thaistaff wor.lld not authorilg Rafnent without the Commission's input even itwas felt it was iustifjed by all the facts and circumstances of thesituation. Secretary Fahy stated he informed the attorney the request

would be presented to the State hlater Commjssion for further consideration.

In discussing the claim for damagesfiled by Cyril Stoltman, the State l.later Commìssioñ authorjzed the StateEngineer to exercise his judgment in the final determjnation based on thestaff' s recommendati on.

RED RIVER DIKING - 0n February ì3, 1997, Governor
DISMISSAL 0F COMMITTEE Sinner aþpointéd Commissioners
(Sl.'lC Project No. 1638) ltli I I iam Lardy and Jerome Spaeth to

a committee to work with the StatehJater Conmission staff to develop a recommendation for the Commission,s
considera--ion relat'ive to reimbursement to landowners for expenses incurred
during the Red River dik'ing modification process.
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thi s
the
for

Governor Si nner i ndi cated
committee has comp'leted jts assignment and, therefore, dismissed
committee, The Governor complimented comm.issioners Lardy and spaeththeir efforts in this assignment.

CONSIDERATION 0F AGTNCY Secretary Fahy distributed cop.ies
FINANCIAL STATEMENT of the Slate úater Commission and

the Southwest pipelìne project
1985-lg9Z uy9gqt summary, and the l9B7-1989 Appropriatìons 'Report, 

¿áte¿
August 26, 1987, for the Conm'issjon's jnformation.'

Governor Sinner
and designated Conmissioner Guy to assume the chair.

left the meeting

DEVILS LAKE OurLET PROJECr - Gordon Berg, chairman of the Leg.is-
APPEARANCE BY GORDON BERG, rative Intãiim water Resource õom-
CHAIRMAN 0F TEGISLATIVE mittee, appeared before the conmi-
I.JATER RESOURCE COMMITTEE ssi on to rêquest ass i stance .in de-
(SIJC Project No . l7l2) veì op'ing i nf ormat j on on a proposa]

that woul d stabi I i ze the I eve'l ofDevjls Lake during dry years. Mr. Berg also requested assistance from theState Water Commission relative to determining federal ownership invo'lvedìn Stump Lake.

September 8, 1987



Commi s s iState l,Jater Commission,s pol icy for considerin
information be submitted in writing and will thfor the Commission's consideration.

by Cormissioner Lardy, seconded by
Backes, and unanimousìy carried,

te l,later Commission meeting adjourn

It was moved
Commi ssi oner
that the Sta
at 3:ì0 p.m.

ATTEST:

ernon
State Eng'i neer and Secretary

eorge
Governor-Ch ai rman
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oner Guy advised that the
g a request requ'ires the
en be placed on the agenda

nner
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APPENDI )( I'A''

MEI,IORANOUÈ1

TO:
FROTI:

SUBJECT:
DATE:

Governor George A. slnner and state lJater conmlssfon Ìlembers
Dale Frtnk, l'lanEger, Southwest Plpellne proJect
0raft constructlon schedule for the south*est ptpeltne proJect
September 3, 1987

The follorlng ls a draft cônstructton schedule for the Southrest plpeline

Project. The schedule is based on receiving Sl.0-Sll milllon of federal l,l,RgI

money for the next 7 to 8 years and it rill be necessary to adJust this
schedule each year based on the actual amount received. It ts necessary to

have such a schedule, hoíever, to ensure efffcfency during construction and to

allow adequate ttme for the cÖnstructlon of ecch of the facÍllttes.
Based on thÍs Echedule, tt ls proposed to spend most of the 1988 funds on

pipeline constructlon. If re get $10 mtlllon tn 1988, we wfll have a

continuous pipeline from the water treatment plant to near the Oi.cklnson city

I imits .

In 1989, the raw water llne would be completed along wtth the maln

pipellne through Dlcklnson. The pumplng statlons and storage reservolrs

between Lake Sakakawea and 0lckinson rould also be started in 1989. Thls

schedule will provlde raw water to Dlckinson ln early 1990'

The water treatment plant would be started in 1990 and completed ln late

1997. A change in the treatment plant locatlons rould affect this schedule.

The decision on the treatment plant must be made before the last fec mlles of

plpe are latd to Dicklnson. Therefore, the State tlater Comntssion should make

the declsion on the treatment plent next year.



-2-
The schedule provl,des treated water to the lg cltles as follors:

1993 - Golden VaIley, Oodge, Halllday, Rlchardton, Hebion,
Gladstone, Taylor, 0lcklnson¿ cñd Hettfnger.

199+ - Sornan, Scranton, Regent, l,lott, Ner Lctpzlg, and Elgln.

1995 - South lleart, !.iedora, Senttnel Butte, and Beach.

Rural water would be avallable to rural rater cooperatlves for

distrlbutlon along construoted gorttons of the ptpellne startlng tn 1g93.

Attached are maps outllnlng the constructlon schedule for the pl,pellne and

major faciltíes. Bartlett and llest Engineers have clso prepared a large table

that shows the detalled cost breakdown for the proJect. Thts table wlll be

avatlable for revfew and dlscussion at the September 8th tlater Go¡mfsslon

meetlng.

DLF: mb
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