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MINUTES

North Dal¡ota State Water Comlssl.on
Carl.ngton, North Dalßota

July 5, 1990

The North Dakota State WatercommlssLon held a meeting at the chteftain Hoter in carrington,
!'Iorth Dakota, on Jury s, rg9o. chairman, Lfeutenant GovernorLloyd omdaht, carled the meetfng to order at 1:oo pM, andrequested state Engfneer and chlef Engineer-secretary, DavidSprynczyrnatyk, to ca1l the roll

}IEMBERS PRES ENT:
Irf eutenant Governor IJloyd Omdaht Chafrman
Sarah Vogel, CommLssioner, Department of Àgriculture, BismarckJoyce Byerty, Menber from Íùatford Clty
Jacob Gust, Member from tùest FargoLorry Kramer, Member from Mlnotlrlillian Lardy, Member from Dicklnson
Daniel Narlock, Member from OsIo, MN
Norman Rudel, Member from Fessenden
Jerome Spaeth, Member from Bismarck
David sprynczynatyk, state Engl-neer and chLef Engíneer-Secretary, North Dakota state ú{ater commfsslonl gtsmarck

OTHERS PRESEMT:
ffifsslon Staff MembersApproximately 25 peopre ln attendance interested Ín agenda ftems

The attendance regfster 1s on f1le fn the State trlater Commfssionoffices (fi1ed with offfcJ-al copy of minutes).

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

APPROVAL OF AGENDA There beLng no addLtlonal ítems
for the agenda, the ChaLrmandeclared the. agenda approved and iequested secretarySprynczynatyk to present the items.

CONSIDERATION OF üTNUTES
OF IIIAY 7, 1990 IEI,EPHONE
CONFERENCE CALL I,TEETING .
APPROVED

The minutes of the May 7, t99O
telephone sonference call meet-
ing were approved by the foJ.-
lowing motlon:



It was moved by Comlssioner Byerly,
secônded by ComLssf.oner Kramer, aña
unanímously carrLed, that the nl.nutesof the May 7, 1990 telephone conferencecall neetLng be approved as clrculated,

There
acknowledged

being
recefpt of

62

no further
the agency's

CONSIDERATION OF ACE¡{CY
FINâNCIAL STATEMEI{III

May 31, l-990, and the
18, 1990.

discussion, the Chaírman
financfal statement.

Secretary Sprymczynatyk pre-
sented and dLscussed the pro-
gram Budget Expenditures, dated

nroJects,/Programs Àuthorfzed, dated June

Secretary Sprlmczlmatyk re-ported that the agency's budget for the rggr:tÞ93 -uienniun is
þeing p_repared and wlll be submLtted to the Governor's office byiluly 15, 1990. He discussed the ResourceE Trust Fund and théConstltutlonat Measure creating the nDedicated" Resources TrustFund and said the Office of Mànagement and Buclget fs currentlyrevlewing the ConstitutLonal Measure to determinã how funds fromthe Resources Trust Fund can be used fn the future.

sourllstEsr PTPELTNE pRoJEcr - TLm Fay, proJect Manager for
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION the Southwest pLpetfne ÞroJect,STATUS stated Contract I-Ilg_1A, thå(St{C Project No. LZ36) fntake pump statlon and raw

water reservoir, is approximat-ely 85 percent comprete. The maJor equfpment l_s on-site and 1sin the procees of instarlation. TestÍñg is antÍcipated to occurl-n late July or earty Àugust.

Constructlon of the raer waterline, Contract 2-I has been completed, anct the detalls regardingthe responslbfrity for makJ-ng connectl_ons between the pifing oãthis contract and Contraet I-Il3-fA have been resolved.

Constructlon of the EastDl-ckinson Reservolr, contract s-2, is nearly complete, with thepre-final inspectLon scheduted for the near future.

sourlltdEsr PTPELTNE pRoJEcr - Fortowing approvat of the state
NE¡ù CONTRACTS Úüater commféÁfcjn at its May 7,(St{C Project No. L?96) f99O meetfng, award was made of

contracts for the Mai.n Trans-mj.ssion r,ine Segment 2-3C; the Rfchardton pump Statlon and Reser-
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ygir Generar, Mechanfcat and ErectrlcaLi and the Dodge pumpStatlon Generar, Mechanfcal and Electricar. Tim Fay said apre-consrtructl0n conference was herd on June rg wtthrepresentatlves of aI-1 the contractorE l-n attendance. l{ork isexpected to begfn on the pfpe lnstarlatlon l_n DlckÍnson Lnmfd-Juty and sr.te work at the pump etatfons may begln sooner.

soUTH¡ttEST PrPEI¡INE PROJEGI - TÍm Fay l-ndfcatEd tùestern AreaAPPROVAI¡ oF TIESTERN AREA PottBR Power ã,d¡Untstratlon fs fn theADMINISTRATION ''I¡ETTER AGREEIIENT" process of araitfnj a serwiceFoR ELEcrRrcAr. po$tER FoR TEsTrNc ðontract for thã permanent
PITMPS AT TNTAKE ptüp sTåTroN power for p"*plñg for the(SSIC ProJect No. L736) Southwest plpetlne proJect. The
pumps at rhe Ínrake pump statlon ::än?i""'"".i"fi,iï $:fi3i" ti:
99ve19d by a nletter agreement", whfch has been pïovi¿ãa by DJÀpÀ.The "letter agreementú has beEn revfewed and -appróvea uy theAttorney Generalfs offfce and the State llater CommlssÍon staff.

"retter asreemenr" ror rhe co#Iå.r:åY. ":ff:îå::".T3:. 
u'if:

aTr?ngements, terms and condftLons under which ûùestern Àrea powerÀdministration wirr furnish el-ectric power and energy for thetestlng perfod of the Southwest ptpetirie proJect rntaËä punps atLake Sakakawea were reviewed.

It lrasthe State EngLneer that the State üfaterexecutLon of the agreement with theÀdmÍnÍstration.

63

the reconmendatlon of
Commisslon approve the

!ùestern Area power

It was moved by Conntssl.oner Rudel and
seconded by Connl.ssioner Kramer that theState !ùater ComLssl,on approve the úlesternArea tùater po!ùer Adninlstratíon "letteraÍIreeaent" to furnLsh electrLc power andenergy for the testlng perl.od oi ttre SouthwestPJ.peline ProJect intake pumps at Lake Sakakawea.
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Sourll¡ùEsr PTPELTNE pRoitEcr - Tfm Fay exprafned the derfveryAPPROVAL OF AGREEüE¡IT ¡|ITH of t{eslern Area power Àdmfnis-OLMR-UERCER RIrRâ¡. EI.ECTRIC tratlon poerer to the Dodge andcooPERATrvE !o ú|HEEL poútER Ríchardton pump stattons hasTO INTAI(E ptMp STATION SITE been under stuai fór-some tfme.(SwC ProJect No. L7g6)

and malntaln the necessary, seand wheel the power on thé ne

-Dakota UtJ.llties Company.
reasons, ¡{DU cannot buíIdfd wheel the por¡rer. The otheríns Etectric REC, and they haveof theLr wheelfng rate whlch iscurrently being evaluated.

64

It $ras the reconmendation ofthe State EngLneer that the State Water CommLEslon authorj-ze the

À draft agreement wfth theorLver-Mercer Etectric cooperatJ-ve, rnc., to-r,rhe;i--lor.. to theLntake.Plmp statlon site f-or thé Éouthwest plpelJ.ne proJect lraspresented for the com¡nissionfs consideration. Mr. rav reviewedthe terns and condltlons of the agre.rn"rrt.

executLon of
Cooperatfve,
sLte.

agreement
to wheel

the
Inc., with the OIÍver-Mercer Electricpolrer to the fntake pump station

It was uoved by Coufeel.oner Rudel and
seconded by ComLssloner Kraner that theState lùater Coml.gsion authorLze theerecutfon of an agreerent wfth the OJ.Lver-Mercer Electrl.c CooperatLve, Inc. to wheelpower to the Lntake punp statfon sLte forthe Southwest pLpeliñe ÞroJect.

SOUTII¡'EST PIPELINE PROJECT - Tl-m Fay reported inqufries haveEIIIERGENOT usEs^ i FÃ, r been mãae regardlng the possi_(Sf{C ProJect No. L736) UirÍty of using- pip.ifne waterfor emergency stockwatering andfor rurar fÍre fighting. There fs c.t""èñtry ñater in most seg-
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Tells !h" plpeline, whLch was rsed to hydrostatlcarry test theindividuar _segments. Mr. Fay said the quärfty of thii water canbe expected to be qulte poor but ft may J.mprove wlth exposure tothe air to the polnt f€ courd be ,rseã fõr stockwaterirrg. Thequality shourd no! be a probrem for use fn fLre irghûrr!. ThelocatÍon of the pipeline water wilt make Ít impracttóar for mostpotentlar users Plt Mr. Fay saLd Lt may be or g"""t benefit incertaín cases if access to the pliertne cãn be securerycontrolled.

sourlllifEsT PTPELTNE pRoJEcT - Àt the May 7, r99o State tùater
fNFORI¡IATION REGåRDING CO¡IIPARISON Commissloñ meetfng, ft was re-oF CURRENT oPEnATIoN AND ¡tlAIN- quested by Comnrfãåfon"r LardyTENANCE COSTS útrrH EsrrüATES {nat thã state Èngrneer anaUSED IN PAST Etaff provide informafion rela-(St{C Project No. LTg6) tfve tó comparlng the current

cost estímate for provtdlngpower to the facltitfes wlth the cost proJectLons useã at thãtime the service contracts were executed.

the state Írater commrssr.on ","1;:r:"" """ii:t"1"fr 
t"rl""t"l*3"::

operation and maintenance costs wÍth the estLmate that $ras used1n the past. He saLd the updated eetimate of the operation andmaintenance costs is -s.86 pãr r,ooo gations compared wlth sL.27
P:I-I,OOO gallons under the current ðondftions ãescrlbecl in theL982 report. He notecl thf s estfmate does not l_ncrude anyprovfsLon for treatment.

sourIMEsT PTPELTNE pRoJEcr - At fts rneeting on ,Jury 7, r9g9,PRESENTATION By SOUrH!ùEST the State útater Comm1ssion ap-I|ATER AurHoRrry proved the concept oi irrtegrã-(St{C ProJect No. L736) tton of the Soutirwest pfpeline
ProJect and the ruraL watersystems contlngent on four crl_terla:

1) The exlstl-ng rurar authoritfes sharl remaLn Ín placeto devetop the rural water systems at the locar rever;
2) Each rurar qalgr systen sharr be conslderecl a separablecomponent of the southwest pipeline project and theplan for further deveropment of thE project sharr bebased on priority of neéd and economic Éeasr_btrity;
3) rntegration of rurar water systems shatt not Lnvorvethe retaft Eare of water uy the state l{ater commission;

and
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4) The State ttater Co¡nmlssl.on wftl encourage the eventuaroperatton and maLntenance of the soutrrwãÀt 
-nipãrrrr"

ProJect by a rocal authorlty,created by tne ¡lãrtnDakota lregfslature.

AlfrEd Underdahl, Chairman ofthe southwest t{ater Authorj.ty, and Mfchaer Dwyer, Executfve vlcePresfdent of the North oakotã úta presented
Ih" followlng procedure for the tton thathas been developed by the South meet thecriterÍa requtred by the State W

The southwest úJater ÀuthorLty, created as a non-profitcorporation withl,n the state, fncrudês the offtcãrs andmembershlp of the stark-Bilrings-Dunn, Golden vãiiãv ar,asouthwest Rurar rrlater cooperatlves. ,ine euthoriiv-i=prepared to functÍon as the rocal sponsorfng authórity andassume the rore the ln(llvlduat rural authorltfes were toserve. The southwest llater Àuthority is l_n the-piocess orH¡_rng a coordlnator to do thls. rñe Southwest- vJaterAuthority was created as an lnterim entlty to turiiir tn"rocar responsibfrlties until the LegÍstatùre creates apermanent conservancy dlstrict
The southwest ütater Authorlty has provf.ded a phaseddevelopment pran that divideã the äntlre proSäct intoseparable components. These omponents cán be developedin turn and submltted for priortty rankr.ng to theMunfclpar-, Rural and rndustriar wãter suplry program.

The southv¡est ûIater Authority can functlon as the 'reta1r,,water dfstrtbutor under contiact wLth the state watãrCommission, obviatlng the need for the $later Comrnlsslon tofunctlon ln that_ capácity. lühen the lermanent authority lsformed, 1t wirr havé to ãssume that rêsponsl.bfrtty ãs wert.
Ihf:- arrangement wllr permit the rocal áuthority,-whàther itbe the southwest útater Àuthorlty or-iñe per*anent authort_ty,to functLon as the operationat ãntity wtrire the state üIatercommfsslon can contlñue to act as thã deveropment entity.
The southwest $Iater Authorfty has drafted rules andregulatíons for rurar water lnembership and enrolrmentdocuments.

The Southwest !ùater Àuthority has deveroped a draft ratestructure, in whfch consfderã¡re effort ñas been expanded1n determr-nfng these rates and making them 
"ornparãuiã t"símirar rates_throughout the state. 'rt Ís necãss".y-to havean estlmate of the rates fn order to enroll members fn therurar water components. At thfs tlme, the conffguraiion,
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constructlon costs, operatlon and malntenance costs, member
densJ-ty and plan for financfng are not well knocrn.

Secretary Sprynczlmatyk statedthat the southwest ltater Authorfty's phased dãverbped pran Ísintended t_o guide the final design and c-onstructLon of tne- systemarrowlng frexiblrlty to dear wlth varlabte funding. under thisplan, the next component wlll be the Belfield Serr¡Íèe Area, whlchwflt provide servLce to South Heart end the ruret areas ÛetweenDickinson and BeIfield. Secretarf¡ Sprymczynatyk safd thfs
component could also be extended to serve Medora and thedeveropment of a water suppry for Medora wourd provfdeopportunlties for further development in the area.

CommÍssioner Lardy stressed the
Lmportance of extendl.ng the Souttn¡est Pl-pelfne ProJect beyond thecity of Dfckinson to sen¡e addttLonat users tó hetp fn the
repayment of costs. He said there Le concern that the city ofDickinson cannot afford to pay for thls proJect lf the watei isdellvered only to the cJ.ty of DickLnson.

In dfscussLon of the estimatedrate structurê, secretary Sprynczynatyk stated lt should be made
g]ear that by approvfng a rate estimate, thfs does not obrfgatethe State üIater Commissfon to derLver water to aII who wanÙ or
need lt for the estimated prfce. The rate schedute w1ll be usedto obtain fLrm sfgnups, and once those signups are obtained, asystem will be desfgned based upon ecoñomlc feasl-bilfty as
determined by the state ûtater commlssLon. He saíd not ari who
signup wfrl recefve water because the cost of dell-very may be toohÍgh.

W1111e Mastel, a member of the
Southwest lùater AuthorJ.ty, fnvlted the State ttater Commission to
!91_d a meetl-ng 1n Dfckl.nson 1n 199I when the detJ.ver1r of r¡ater toDickLnson Ís scheduled. Mr. Mastel reiterated Commlssl-onerLardy's comments reratfve to the fmportance of extendJ.ng thepipelíne beyond the City of DickLnson.

Joe Porten, a member of the
southwest ülater AuthorJ-ty, stated the Àuthority has met with the
Bowman county Ífater Resource Board and they have expressed
whore-hearted support for thE southwest piperine proJect.

the State Englneer that the
following actions:

It úras the recommendatLon of
State ülater CommÍssion approve the

l) Acknowredge the southwest t{ater Àuthorlty as the locaI
sponsoring authorlty and acknowledge that it assumes
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the responsLbllltles expected of the fndivfdual rural
water systemsi

2) contl.nue to work actÍvery as the development entitywlth the Southwest tùater Authorft¡r fn plannlng and
desfgnfng the integrated phased development ptans
and submttting them for priority ranktng in the
MR&I Ûfater Supply progran;

3) Approve the rules and regulatfons and enrotlment
documents presented by the Southwest tfater Àuthorfty;

4) Approve the phased development ptan presented bythe Southweet Ítater AuthorLty wlth the BelfÍetd
servÍce area as the next component, and lncludLng
the Medora servioe area. The state tùater commlssion
shalJ' contlnue wfth the deslgn of thJ.s servlce area
as the next phase for development of the Southwest
Pfpelfne ProJect; and

5) Approve a rate estimate as presented by the Southwestttater Authorlty.

It was uoved by Connl.ssLoner Gust and
seconded by ComfssLoner Lardy that the
State Water Coufsslon approve the
reconrendatl.ons of the State Engineer
relatl.ng to the Southwest pJ.peline proJect.

ConnLssLoners Byer1y, Gust, I(ramer, Lardy,
Narlock, Rudel, Spaeth, Vogel, and Chalrren
Onilahl voted ayê. ,lEhere rirere no nay votes.
The ChaLruan declared the notlon unanlnously
carrLed.

sourl¡$¡Esr PTPELTNE PRoJEcr - secretary sprlmczlmatyk review-
APPROVAL oF FtNDs ro ¡toRK ed the current financial statusIlrrH NORTH DAI(orA rllDusrRrãr. of the southwest plperfne pro-
collMrssroN To rNlrEsrrcATE Ject. rn rggg when the proJect
DEuEtoPtlENT oF a FTNANCTAL was authorLzed, the plan waé to
PLAN FOR COIIPLETION OF PROJECT construct the entire proJect Ín
(SwC ProJect No. L736) three years wfth bonding. Be-

case of ConstÍtutlona1 probtensffnanclal bondlng !ûas not feasfble for the proJect. Constructíonof the project is now contÍngent upon the avalÍabtrity of funds.

July 5, 1990



69

In order to complete thesouthwest Plpet-fne ProJect y¡lthin . 
""ã"ãnable tim6L riame periodof three to Írt9 yeãrs, secretarv -sprvnczymatyk 

sald it r_slmportant that ffnanciar arrangemãnti ïe ä"rr.îop.a for theremal-nder of tf. proJect. Becaúse the State tdater commissionstaff does not have a financfal aavfsor, Secretary Sprynczlmatykstated he wourd llke the courml.ssl.on to óonsfder aiptõnár to workwith the North Dakota rndustrfar conrnrrssion to roóË at a varietyg-f flnancing Ídeas and develop a workabte, legal financlar planthe courd alrow the southwest Þlperlne -i"ìf ect to be cornpteted fna reasonable tLme frame.

the s!gi" Ensrneer rhat rhe _srar" It".lr""""ll?""'r.?îH*""1t"ï .i:expendlture of up _to SIO,OOO to work wÍth the North Dakotarndustrfat commr.ssron to _fnvestrgálã- the aãvãrop^ent of afinanciar pran that courd arlow thã deveropment of a rsasonableconstructLon schedure of three to flve ieãrs for "o*fr"tio. ofthe Southwest pipetine proJect

It wae uoved by ComlgsLoner Lardy and
seconded by CoruLssfoner Rudel tfrãt tneState lrlater Conmissfon approve the
e_xpendfture of up to SIO,OOO to wort< withthe North Dal¡ota rndustrial Connlsslonto Lnvestlgate the developnent of afinancial plan to allow the developuentof a reaeonable constructl.on schedúle ofthree to ftve years for coryletl.on of theSouthwegt ptpelfne proJect.

Comlssl.oners Byerly, Gust, Kra¡er, Irardy,Narlock, Rudel, Spaãth, Vogel, and cîúiñánOndahl voted aye. :there wãre no ney votêa.The Chal.nnen declared the uotion rrrrãnl.r""ifvcarrled.

SOIIIHIdEST PIPELINE PROJECT _ It was the recommenilatfon ofAPpRovAL OF FLNDS TO ENTER of the State n"gi""ã; that theINTO HOOK-UP COI¡TRÀCT FOR State lJater Comñisston approveIùATER USE AT OPERåTION ãND the expenditure of S2SO toITIAINTENÀNCE CENTER enter l.nlo a water user hook_up(SWC ProJect No. L736) contract with the Southwest
water from the' sourhwesr pipeline xlË "". 

oi:n?irt"*""n"å"råT'Hä
malntenance center west of Dlcklnson.
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It was noved by Couissl,oner Vogel and
seconrred Éy comrgsloner-làray õrràt-trreState t{ater Coul.ssfon apprové ttreexpendfture of S2SO to enter f.nto a water user
lroot-un contract wfth the Southwest útaterAuth_orl.ty for the dell.very of water i; -iñ"
South¡rest pLpelf e proJect operatLon andnal.ntenance center.
CouLgsl.oners_Byerly, Gugt, Krener, Lardy,Narlock, Rudel, spaãth, Vogel, ana-ctrãiñ"r.Ondahl voted qye. Ihere wére no nay votes.The Chal.renan declared the notl.or, .-årrinãrrsfycarrl.ed.

SOURTS RMR FLOOD Secretary Spr¡mczynatyk statedCONTROL PROJECT UPDATE the Canadlan Envfronmental Re_(sr¡ÙC ProJect No. f40g) view lãner is continuing Lts
have been held in canada and tn" Tl"r3i ?:"::å 1î"Jt%*J"T"""*iig:loop 1n rate June. The souris Rtvãr Basin oeverãpl"Ál'errtnorityis r_esponding to questÍons reratfve to the p.olãcï -pãL"a by thepanel.

Constructlon of the Raffer{Dam proJect 1s approxfmatery go pe.".rrt comptete. rt is hopedthat the Environmentar Revlew paner wfll make lts declslon thl-syear so that ft wirr alrow tne proJect to bã cãmpretea asorigínalIy designed.

the process of .ldv:1trs.ins "flLti:fi" ï"" t3done in the United StateiRfver. úüork is antlcipated along the souris

IagE Force, estabrfshed by the onftorlng
herd its- -iirst 

nreetrñ!. -- rhe 
":"1?ttådetermine what needs to Ue done

DEUILS LAI(E üAÌ{AGEMB{T Secretary Sprymczynatyk report_PROJECT UPDATE ed on the efforts to secure(sldc ProJect No. L7L2) rundÍng for the stabtttzatÍon
Devl.ls Lake through the Gar_rfson DLversÍon proJect. The envl.r nmentar communfty J.s opposeclto havl^ng the Bureau of Reclamatfo¡ beco¡ne lnvotved l-n an inÌetstudy for Dev1ls Lake because in their oplnion the corps ofEngfneers has not satisfied the ,ãq"i."rents of the t9g6Reformulatlon Act by not compretfng tne äùtret stuay-.-
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the Devils Lake preservatlon 
"""1i;i:FIy""tn1T-JÏ"t""å"ìlïHîwl-th_ the Congressfonar Delegatlon r€garding the sia¡irfzatLon ofDevfls Lake and_ drrect_lng tne corpJ of Englneers to study thestabllizati.on of the take.

commtttee fons
directs t that
outtet and s utl;
fs fmportant that the Bureau of Rectamatfon become Lnvolved l-nthis proces€¡ and serve as a _cooperatLng agency in the completJ.onof this 

- study. Thls wourd rãquJ.re itJ coips' uuaget to beincreased by $5o0,00o and would attow relmbursement of the Bureau
!v tne corps. ..secretary Sprynczynatyk saia rrã rraã suggested theforlowÍng addÍtional ránguage bL l.-nct.uded Ln the commlttee,sresolutLon:

The comml-ttee has provr.ded ssoo,ooo for the corps ofEnglneers to comprgte lts study of an outtet foi oevilsLake incorporating the soope oi study as described in astudy resorutfon ãpproved by the senâte Envfronment andPubri-c rrrorks commJ.ttee, ¿atãa Marc}. 27, 1990. The-committee lntends that the Bureau of Rectamation eerveas a cooperatíng agency fn the completÍon of thls study.

Secretary Sprymczy'natyk safd ifthfs 
_ I-anguage r-s approved by _congr""e,-1ne corps of Engrneerswould be abte to take the reãa oJ octouer L, r9Þo to work withthe Bureau of Recramatlon as a cooperatfng agency as well asother fecterer and state agencJ.es and'compreãe tÉà ;1"dt for bothan lnlet and an outlet. rnrs may arso årrow for thE ãesrgn andconstructfon of the proJect to prõceed.

71

RED RIVER DIKES UPDATE ÀI the March 19, 1990 Commís-(SûtC ProJect No. f638) sion meeting, .pi"."ãrr".= were
of the Re made by local representatives
permanent -develop 

a

the state nd request
peopte l-nobtalnlng s and thelocals to MinnesotârE cost sharLng funds toacquÍre the federal fundl-ng requested; and g ) to ,"¡." changesneeded to mold the Corps of -ungrñeers and the Technl.car Comnitteeagency personnel lnto q team wfth skflls conmensurate wfth thecomplexitles of thelr 1ócal flood probtemã.
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The State l{ater Commfssionunanfmously agree! to support the concept for addftfonar stuGtiesand sorutions that witl improve the sftuãtfon on the Red River inthe area of questfon.

Secretary Sprynczymatyk brfefedthe commLssfon members on a meeting hetd wltn- tÉe rãcat-;"õ1;-¡;discuss thel-r proposat, develop an agreement between North Dakotaand Mfnnesota and the locar water resource dfstricts, and toidenttfy the obJectives of the flooGl control proJect. The 1oca1s!,t9re receptlve to. doJ.ng a reco¡¡n¡ issance tevãt ãtudy, slmfrar tothe Devils r,ake study, to look at the arternattves tä provfde thelevel of flood control desfred for the area.

MrssottRr RrvER UPDATE At the vtay 7, t99o meetJ_ng, the(SWC ProJect No. L392) Co¡nmlssfon members wêre brl_efed
etateE of North Dakota, South
Corps of Engfneers to obtain anfrom lowering the level of l,,ak
srould be reduced until June l, 191drop Lake oahe approxlmatery ti¡ree feet during the month of May,whfch ¡rould have had a dãvastatlng effect ãn the fLsh spañoccurring at Lake Oahe.

united states rhe t"i=n"n'o: :ff .tti::"å? ;::herd on May 8, patric¡< conmy. ÀttorneyGeneral Nfchol Dakota Goveinor WÍllianJanklow argued for the states. The forrowlng day Judge conmylssued a pretlmfnary. tnJunctLon restraining- thê corps fromlowering Lake Oahe untLt June I, 1990.

PatrLck Stevens, ÀssistantAttorney Generar, stated the Federat Government appealed Judgeconmyrs order to the unlted states court of lppeãrs for theEighth Circuit and asked the Court to stay the piêtrrct Court,sorder pe-ndfng appear. The states of rowa, MÍssouri, Nebraska andKansas fired an amfcus curiae brtef J.n support of tne 
-stay. 

TheElghth ctrcuLt s.tayed {ydge conmy,s order on May tr, r9õ0, andscheduled a hearlng on the-appeal.

On May 16, 1990, the Eighthcl-rcult heard arguments regardlng the ïase. The next day -the
çou_r! of - Appeals l-ssued an order providing that it had seriousdoubts about whether the Corps theMfssourf RlvEr operatlons was re TheCourt went on to state that, wasrevfewable, the prellmÍnary i been
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granted because the record _did not support the DlstrÍct Court'sconcruslon tha! 
. .ttr: -corps 

I declsr.orr--riart.,g 
"r"Ã 

--"luJtrary 
andcapricJ-ous, and that lt wburd issue a rórmar oprnfon at a laterdate.

Circuit h
stated t
revfew o
in Lts d

darr those who fÍled amlcus curlae briefE in the caae to fireaddLtÍonar brr-efs by ,June rg aaaresãing the JurrsdlctronalÍssues. Mr- stevens ìard brLefs have-uããn filed and the statesare currently awaLtl_ng a decfsfon by the Court.

Secretary Sprlmcz¡matyk saidthe Corps of EngLneers has completed phase 1 of tts revfew of theMaster Manual fo.r the operatfoñs ndPhase 2 will Ínvolve a more keap
sa yk
poa
we at

ITNITED STATES vS patrfck StevenE brLefed theSARGENT COT'NÎY
LAI'SUIT Commiseion members on a lawsuÍt

ÍnvolvÍng the United States vs(srüc ProJect No. L222) sargent county ytater ResourceDlstrict. The 1awsuit contendsthe. sargent county lfater Resource DÍstrict ls fn vLolatLon of asection 404 permr-t on sargent county piárñ r.¡o. 1r.

73

Mr. Stevens explained that awithÍn the defLnftLon of ae statute says the state wflt bed, and lf state law prohibits as of a 4Q4 vlolatlon, the state

Mr. Stevensar: befng taken and the State has askedextensLon to revLew the case, which tras beenpast two years.

said depositlons
for a nine-month
on-gofng for the

REvrsED Ar.LocarroN oF on March 19, 1990, the stateI989-f991 CO¡|TRACT FUND û{ater CommfssLon approved a 5O

tract Fund whlre hordins rhe rematåiiltîï"åÈt?:"::33.r:t":tir";il;
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end of the bÍennl-um. The commisslon had previousry deferredactfons on severar pro-Ject requests because of the December sthreferrar. The approvea- atlocatlon uras as foÌlords:
Southwest pipefl-ne proJect
Sheyenne RLver Ftood Cóntrol proJect
Biota Transfer Studfes
Hydrologfst Data Collectl.on
MR&I f{ater Suppry program
General proJects (fraãitional Contract Fund)

sl,046, o0o
500, ooo
5r, goo

430, O00
130,00O
r50, o0o

rorat FæZ e0-õ

Sprymczynatyk stated
totattl.ng sI59,949.

need ror ;î?i"":""1.:'*?"::::å
nstruction of these proJects inve money.

ploJ ecrs, crs å"."nXt"T""", 
tîîuJ"8""f""å. *Fffå

arrocatfon increasiã io S¿OO,bOõ.--- s""r"tarySprynczlma fs an lncrease of S2SO,OOO ln theallocation SO,OOO fã, fut"re efforts.
This atlocatlon wLtl leavee l-n the Resources Trust Fund.slbte use for these funds wouldin the event that IggI fundfng
Two mÍtlLon dot larE woutd bãto Dickinton ln 1991.

recommendatlon thatfol1owlng revised al
It YraE the State Engfneer I sthe State lùater CommLssion 

"pp"ãrr"- thelooation of the 19g9-I9gt Contract-Éund:
Southwest plpefine proJect
Sheyenne Rfver Flood Cóntrol proJectBiota Transfer Studies
Hydrotogic Data CottectLon
MR&I üIater Supply program
General proJects (fraãttional Contract Funct)

s1,046, OO0
500,000
5r, g0o

430,000
130, OO0
400,000

FZ;ÐõõTotal

It wae moved by Conmígsioner Lardy andsecondgd by Connl.ssl,oner Kramer that theState lùater CouLssl.on approve the revLsed
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allocatfon of the lggg-I991 Contract Fundaa reco@ended by the Statè Engfneer.
ComiscLoners .Byerly, Gust, Kraner, Lardy,Narloclr, Rudel, Spaeth, Vogel, ånd CfrãfñanOudahl voted aye. There wãre no nay votes.The Chatrnan declared the notion r¡nãniuouslycarrl.ed.

The State lùater CommLssl-on hasauthorlzed the State_ Engineer for proJects l.fthe ffnat cost share- fs OOO. SecretarySprynczlmatyk stated Mt. Carme County requiresmaintenance work at an estLmate Constrr¡ction ofthe Nfobe coulee Dam in tùard County fits Ínto the urtlmate needer Basin pendÍng the loss of thecost of th1s proJect J.s

'.H13*l:r'BË"3ï#;;;
approved for ttrese proJects when funds have been

CONSIDERATION OF REOUEBT FROrrt
RAMSEY COUNTY TdåTER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST sIIãRIITG IN
¡!åMMER-SULÍ.IVAìT DRÀIN PHBSE II
(StdC ProJect No. fB32)

deferred actfon on the
caused by the December 5,

The Hamner-Sulll.van Drain phase
II proJect located in Ramsey
County was¡ presented to thãState tfater ComrnLssion at theÍrneetlng ln Grand Forks on Dec-
ember 6, 1989. The CommÍssÍonst because of the uncertal_ntiesreferrals.

reque
1989

the cornmrssÍon asarn at their ,._.åI? "rïli".i.iä :i"i:*"litË:1990. The commfssfon deferred acfÍon agafn becausã of theslgnlfÍcant cutbacks from the Contract runã and the uncertaLntyof the aval'tabitJ'ty of funds at that time_

Resurarory secrion or rhe srate ":ü ""*it""?lliT.,i"!uJ"".rrjåtif;project to the commísslon for fts conslderattón.- orlglnatlyknown as channel "c", Haruner-surtfvan Drain No. 1 consists of o2
covered under DraLn pennLt No.e EngJ.neer in December, L997.the lo$rer seven ml1es, wascost of S163,49Z. The Statean amount of S53, IZt in the

¡econd and final phase of thtsproject consists of lmprovements to approxfmatery -2g.i mires ofchanner and placement óf contror curvåits. e ráttroad crossfng
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north of Garske,
the proJect.

76

North Dakota, is also inc]-uded ln phase II of

estlmare or cosrs ror phase rr t5tårrBlSH:""H*."1*,1"r"tåå ffiäfull cost of materfals, excavatlon, end rabor for the ralrroadcrossing, whlch Burrfngton Northern'prans to comprãte 
-wlth 

theírostn labor. The .current poll-cy of tñe State ülater commlsslon isto participat_e .ln 40 peicent- of errlrLie proJect costs, whÍch$rere estimated to be sr64,334, r¡tth 4dperceñt Ëerng s65,733.

Ramsey county rùarer Resource ."r"ï:Ïi: iiã'rt?t.:":t"î""&;t.:l;one-half of thg proJect has been co.ireted. He stated Ít isimperative that the- railroad crossini-be instarled prior tosprJ-ng floods to prevent a washout of tñe raLlroad. He requestedthe commissionrs favorabre consÍderatfon of thls request forfundlng.

previ CommissÍon
the category of
Spryn ' SecretarY
fund ract Fund to

the state- Ensineer that rhe statåt n$:, tå",*,r.""tSiH"i*:i:: 
:åpercent of the-_actual_ellglble cr sts, not to exceeal S65,Zgg, forthe Hammer-surrlvan Draiñ ll?r. _ri- prãlect in Ramsey county,contingent upon the avafrabfttty of fuñàÀ]

It wag noved by Coml.ssLoner Narlock and
seconded by Connfssioner Rudel that theState gfater Comlsslon approve 40 percentof the actual etigible cósts, not to exceed
S65,733, for the ðonstructl.on sf tfarnne¡-Sullivan Dral.n phase II proJect Ln RaaseyCounty. Thfs notfon ts éonltngent .rpor, th"aval.labLlity of funds.

ComLssLoners Byerly, Gust, Kraner, Lardy,NarLock, Rudel, Spaeth, Vogel, and ChalrñanOndahl voted aye. There wãre no ney votes.The Chaírnan dãclared the uotton r¡nâninouslycarrLed.
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CONSIDERÃTION OF REOUEST The !{ftd Rlce Rfver snagging
FRou RTCHLAND cottNrr WATER and crearing proJect rocatéa rñ
REsouRcE DrsmrcT FoR cosr RÍchtand county was presented
SHARTNG rN trtrr,D RrcE RrvER to the state water cóm¡nlssLon
sNAGcrNc nnu cLEenrNc at its neetlng on March 19,(St{C ProJect No. 1842) r99O fn rargol The Com¡nLssLon

deferred actlon on the request
because of the stgnificant cutbacks from the Contract Fund andthe uncertalnty of the avaíIabflity of funds.

re que s t ror rhe conm r s s I on, s 
"or,. 

r%H".Ïff : "ïilu."n*lï "lå"r1"t:å
_c-ogt of the proJect is S232,s65. The current poricy of the StatetÙater CommlssLon 

- 
f.s 

_ 
to partlcLpate fn 25 percent oi ttre eligÍb1eproject coets which v¡ere estimated to be s2gz, s6s, wl-th 2spercent belng S59,391. Mr. Backetrand said the súate watercommission suppried St3,600 ln engfneerlng costs, reavlng S4s,zglas a potentlal contract fund allocation.

77

Witliam Krause, Chalrman of theRichrand county lùater Resource Board, stated this segrment ofsnaggfng and clearlng the rfver was completed last wlnter wlthvetY positlve results. Hê requested the Commiseionrs favorabLeaction on their request for fundtng.

It was the reconmendation ofthe State_ Engfneer that the State fùater Commfsslon provide Zspercent of the actuar ellgibre costs, not to exceed S¿-s,zgr, forthe úÍl-Id Rice River snagging and ctearfng proJect tn RÍchrandCounty, contl.ngent u¡ron the availabllity of funaé.

It was moved by Comlssioner Vogel and
seconded by Conml.esioner Gust that the
State ûüater ConnLssl.on approve 25 percent
of the actual eltgfble costs, not to exceed
S¿5,79I, for the fùtl.d RLce Ríver Snagging
and Clearl.ng ProJect ln nfchla¡¡d Cot¡niy. -
Thts notLon Ls contíngent upon the availabilityof fur¡ds.

Coru¡íssl.onera Byerly, Gust, Kraner, Lardy,
Narlock, Rudet, Spaeth, Vogel, and Chafman
ODdahI voted aye. There were no nay votes.
The ChaLrnen declared the notLon r¡nanLmously
carrLed.
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coNsrDBRtTrON OF REoUEST The sheyefine Rfver snagglng anclFROII RÀNSOtrt COUNff WATER clearl_ni proJect located inREsouRcE DrsTRrcr FoR cosr Rangom õounty úas presented toSHARING IN SHEYENNE R :VER the State lùater CommLssion atsNAccrNc Ar{D CLEARTNG pRoatEcr fts ¡neeti rg tn rárgã-on March(St{C ProJect No. l8l5) t9, t9aQ. The Cornmfsston de_ferred actLon on the reguestbecause of the sLgnJ.ficant cutbacks from the Contract Fund andthe uncertainty of the avattabfrtty oe eünas.

Cary Backstrand presented theSheyenne River snagging and clearinj proJect to t-ne commLssfonfor lts consÍderatfon. - The total esiri¡atãa cost of the projectI's S11,192. The current porJ.cy of the State lùater comntssLon Lsto partJ.cfpate fn 25 percent of the erlgibre projr"i-òãsts whichs¡ere estimated to be $tr,Lgz, wfth 25 peicent -uerïrg ç2,zgg.

Ransom. county r{arer Resource 
"åtä:t!.ìå""1;""fft'å",Î.f"u fil:

-a-pproxlmatety 1r7 ¡nfles of the Sheyenne River and 6 ml-Ies of theMapre River wfthin the county. Thä Board is tryLng io ao a fewmfres of snaggJ-ng and clearlng each year and as i"ríarrrg permlts.He requested the commLssr.on to- act fivorabty on the reqúest.

the state- Ensineer rhar the sta# n:i:" tå;r.i3:iH"?h:ï?: 
Z:,Þercent of the. actuat erfgrbre costs, not to exceed sï,zga, forthe Sheyenne River_snaggin! and crea"íng jroJect, contfngent uponthe avaLlabftfty of fuñds. -

It was noved by ConnlsgLoner Gust and
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CONSIDERÀTION OF REoUEST The Langdon Townshíp Drafn No.FRoll cãvA¡¡rER co¡tNTr Í'IATER r nroJeãt tocated fn cavarfer
RESOURCE DISTRICî FOR COST Count! was presented to theSHARING oN LII{GDON TO¡INSHIP State lrlater CommLssÍon at itsDRAIN No. 1 pROJECT meetfng fn Fargo ãã--u"r"h 19,(S¡{C ProJect No. L844) fggO. The CommfEsion deferred

actfon on the request becauseof tÞ" sLgniftcant cutbacks fro¡n the contract Fund and theuncertaÍnty of the avaflabflfty of funds.

1 project Ï?.conslderat
s43,71õ: - 

- J-s

parlfctpat i:;$tere estimated to be $2B,ozo, wfth 40 percent befng çLr,zzg.

úfillian Hardy, Chairman of thecavarier county üIater Resourc ¡ Board, further dlscussed theLangdon Townshfp DraLn No. r proJect. Éecaus" of the drought andother factors, the ground-wafer-supprleÀ have dlmfnLshed in thearea, which has caused several cornmunitl-es to searcÌr for anadequat_e supply of potabte water. Mr. Hardy saLd recently theclty of Edmore and other towns have linked wlth r.anlaon for asupply of water.. The proJect has added approxinatery'12 squaremÍres to the drainage uasin of Mt. carmer -oa¡n. The þroJect hasalso fncreased the basfn slze by nearly 20 pe"c"rrt, -rtí.n wirtbenefit the water suppry to the ãan auring dräught years or whenlÍttre runoff r.s seen tñ tne basrn. Mr. Éardy ãaÍd-thrs ls veryimportant since Mt. carmel Dam Ls not a large poor and is ,;rydependent 
_ upon eprl-ng gnowmert to repLenJ.sh the water used orevaporated.

the state- Ensineer thar rhe statåt ,räiå" 
tåå*i::ïH"?""t":tt?: 

3åpercent of the actuar erigrble ccsts, not to exceed sL:L,2zg, forthe Langdon Township oralã No. r l.n cavall_er county, contingentupon the avaÍIabill.ty of funds.

It lras noved by ConmLesfoner Narlock and
eeconded by Coml.ssloner Lardy that theState lrlater ConnLselon apprové ¿O percentof the actual elLgfble cósts, not io exceed
5LL,228, for the t,angdon Township Drain No. IproJect Ln Cavalfer County. ThfË motton Lscontfngent upon the avaLlabíltty of funds.
Connl.gsionerg Byerly, Gust, Kraner, Lardy,Narlock, Rudel, spaèth, Vogel, âDd Chairñan
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Ondahl voted aye. There were no nay votes.Ttre Chalnnan dãclared the n;tion unãnlrã,r"rvcarrLed.

coNsrDERrrroN oF REOUEST The North Loma Townshlp DrarnFRoIrl CAVALTER couNTr ú'IATER No. 1 proJect rocatã¿- in cava-REsouRcE DrsrRrcr FoR cosr rfer couñty was presented toSHARING IN NORTII LOUA the State f{ater Commission atTOÍrNSHrp DRårN NO. 1 its meetfng Ín r.igä-o" March(SWC ProJect No. f8¿O) L9, I9é0. The Commission de_ferred actlon on the requestbecause of the signffícant cutbacks from the Contract Fund andthe uncertaÍnty of the availabtlfty oe fünas.

North Loma rownship Drain No. t cnt"l.fftt3*1t# 
"åffi?::::1 

:3:consideratlon of cost sharfng -tn - the proJect. The totarestimated cost of the proJect,ré s4s,z9s: ine-current porrcy ofthe state !{ater comrnr-sEton is to parlicipate in 40 ;;;;"nt of theetÍgibte proJect costs whtch we.ã esttmãted to ul-sãg,sgs, with40 percent beJ-ng StS,7Sg.

cavarier counry r{arer Resource 
"iå"T:"T"Tã"tk "}"""t#"i"St oj3înegotiating wfth the us Ffsh and ûùfldrire servlce on this pr"jãã[for approxÍmater{ 9i* years and have reached agreement to lnstarlthe weÍr. Arr.of the iecognfzed problerÀ-na.re been resolved withthe drain and the plans arã for cãnstruãiron durrng iñã-srr^rer orfarl of 1990- The Boarcr rp in the -P-cess of acquiring thenecessary eas¡emênts from randowners atoñg the proJectïòute.
Mr. Hardy l_ndlcated the Boardhas recefved a Section 4o4 permit from the -corps of engfneers forthe project.

the state- Enslneer thar rhe_ ,."# n3Êå" 
-ff*ï::iHti*:ìå:

percent of the actrral erlgíbre costs, ttói to exceed stb,zsg,the North Loma- rownshrf Drafn wó. L, contlngent uponavaÍIab11lty of funds

of
40

for
the
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ComLs¡l.oncrg Byerly, Gust, Kr¡nrer, Lardv-Narlock, Rudel, spaètt¡, vogel, arrã-cfrafñånOudahl voted âye. There wãre no nay votes.The chal.rmen déctared trre 
-nãtrot 

.tnãnirãùãrvcarrl.ed.

CONSII'ERÀTION OF REQUEST ThE BANNET TOWNS.iP DrAfN NO. 2FRou CAVALTER cottlfry ÍTATER proJect rocated r.n cavalierRESOURCE BOARIT FOR COST County was presenteCt to thesHÀRrNc rN BÀI{NER Toû{NsHrp State tùater cämrnia;iã; in FargoDRåIN NO. 2 . on March 19, 1990. The Commts_(sÍJc ProJect No. lB¿3) Efon deferred action on the re_
c ant cutback s rrom rhe conrr act 

"ùtffi 
":*t?iJ'"rrX1 r#rîd -glt 

f *;availabilLty of funds

rhecommÍsslon,sconElderatior,.roltSS"*n:iJ.?t:nTtt""nåtîtåi""1r*ä
saÍd the totar estfmated cg_st of tn"- õ""Ject fE srs,g2s. Thecurrent pollcy of the state l{ater conrnrsËron fs to parttclpate ln40 percent of-the^eriglbiã pro5ect_costs, which $¡ere estfmated tobe $9,564, wÍth 40 peicent Ëeiág S3,gt6:'

t{l.ttJ.a¡n Hardy, Chal.rman of thecavalÍer county frater ReEource Board, rndfcãúed thJ corps ofEngJ.neers has lssuecl a Section ¿o¿-pãîmit for the proJect, andthe Board has reached agreement wit-h the us Flsh and tùildtlfeServfce on severar tssues. Mr. Hardy requested favorabreconsideration of the fundfng request.

It was the reco¡nmendatÍon ofthe state- Englneer t ¡at the State trtater commlssfon provlde 40percent of the actuar erigÍble costs,-nãl to exceed s3,g26, forthe Banner Township oraiñ _¡Io. z_ pioJãct ln cavatfer county,contfngent upon the aval.rabJ.lt ty of -fñG:

It $re: n_ooyed by Conol.ssloner Spaeth andsecondgd by Connfssl.oner Byerl! that-thestate gfater comnr.ssron 
"ppiove-4o p"réet tof the actual eltgfbte piä1ect coeis, ,,oito exceed S3, g26, for the éanner.Townshfpprar.n No- 2 rn cavarr.er county. trh's roir.onis contrngent upon the avarraËrrrty-ãr-i 

',rar.Coul,esloners Byerly, Gust, Kraner, Lardy,NaTI_ock, Rudel, spaèth, Vogel, end'crrãiñårrOndaht voted aye. there ,ãre no naf, votes.The chaírman dåclared trr" rãtron r¡rãntroù.rvcarrl,ed.
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CONSIDERATION OF REQUEST Secretary Sprynczlmatyk pre_
FROM NORTH Då¡(OTA ¡IATER sented a recommãndaÉion-for-the
USERS ASSOCIATION REI¡ATING Conml.ss!.on's consfderatÍon from
TO I¡NOBLIGATED Ft ¡tDS IN the North Dakota l{ater UsersREsouRcEs TnusT FIND Assoclatfon rerating to the un_(swc ProJect Nos. L7g6 C t3¿¿) obrJ.gated funds in the Re_

users Àssociatr-on recommended r"""itFi" ,nl1t"å"*:ur' "":3iti:t:äfunds be allocated to the Southr¡est plperine proJect and S4Oõ,OOOof the unobttgated funds be dfspersãd for thã sneyeàne RtverFlood Control proJect.

t er .f,:C fn ateS to theS pr ulClassure that there wourd be no derays ln compreting the proJectand would assure that the Resourées rrust Fund wourd- bégrnrecelving a return on the Lnvestment that has been made to tnesouthweet Pfperine proJect as roon as posslble. Mr. underdahl
9_afd that- Èy taklng this actlon, GarrLson MR&I funds fncluded 1nthe FV 199r Garrison approprlaÈton could be allocated to othermuch needed MR&I proJects.

Secretary Sprymczymatyk statedalr of the contracts are tn prace fof cónãtruãtioñ of theSorlthwest Plpel1ne proJect. The teremetry phase, whtch wLtlautomatLcaLry controL tne overarr system,- iã cuirentry beingd99!Sned and the contract Is anticipaied to be tet 1.n December,
1990.

needed to deriver ra$, warer ." ^Bläiå3::tT" i3".##,t"irriÌ
vro optlons are available for
state money from the Resources
ly Program funds, whlch wftl not
990 dependfng 1f year-end funds
wJ.tt be requJ.red.

Secretary Spr¡mczymatyk said ifall of the unobll-gated funds Ln the Resources Trust Fund areallocated to thê Southwest plpr tf-ne proJect and the sheyenneRiver Flood contror ProJect, thls woutd elLmtnate any posstbirttyfor the next 12 months to approve any funds for othei iro5ects. -

Chairman Omdahl stated thereare priorl'tJ-es and questfons that need to be addressed on theremafnlng unobligated funds from the Resources Trust Fund.Approval of atl unobrl.gated funds wourd require the approvat of
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the Governor's offJ.ce, the offl-ce of Management and Budget, and
lhg -Pl.tq€ncy comml'ssion. rt was the reðormettdation of chafrmanomdahl that tre _state Engineer and staff further review therequest from the North oakota Íùater users e="o.iãliã" äa aeverofa reconmendation for the CommÍssfon's consfderatl-on at lts nextmeetlng.

next meetLng.

STÀTE ]ÙATER IIANACEIIE¡IT PLAI{ - In 1983, the State ltater Commf-1983 srATE !ûATER pLAlr sTATus sston cömpreted the first coß-(SúJC ProJect No. 322) prehens!.vã water ptan for North
Dakota. Secretary Sprymczynatyk

cant event l.n terms of watére State. ThfE effort $ras one ofa state. The report has been
and fn seeklng
. The report

Dakota fert were r.mportanr ar rh¡t rr.me. secre.."i;'".?tå:?r,}:[}lcommented that approxlmatety 60 percent of the gäarl that wereset ln 1983 are Ín somê pnasã of deveropment toaaf. ---

Lfnda Welspfennfng, State WaterCommission Planntng Dlvislon, presented the cuEent status of the1983 State water Pren. The- material - she presenteã' fnctudedinformatLon on _the components tlyunder construction, components inprogress, non-vlable components, bepart of the future wfthout ptan isattached hereto as APPENDIX "A".

srATE ¡IÀTER MAtfAGEt{Er{T pLrN'- secretary spr¡mcz¡matyk stated1990 PROPOSED UPDATE I¡IORK PI¡AN the clemoéraónlcs -ot tne state(St{C Project No. 322) have chañgeã stncà the State
1e83, and the leeo census wirl i3:ï:. "13"o"ü:" ";i:å;i# .i3

July S, 1990
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tate. The state recentty
whfch has a flagshiþ

lnfrastructure and wateidevelopment. Secretary
ate time to update.the I9gã

commlssion hae .deveroped a I."ontJjr"å"",oo"å 
t}?.jtt::" n"t;:

co¡nmissionrs consfderatrôn. rt Iias-been suggested the titre bechanged from the state ülater Pran to the stã-te tùater ÞtanagementPlan because secretary sprlmczymatyk said we need-to not onÌylook at development ãnd -cõnstiuction but at other issues andprograms as well.

LeRoy Klapprodt, State úùaterd the proposed work plan
He safd the overalt goalfs to provÍde a framework

elements that are of unlque

rocus or rhe Lssz state úúarer 
""^"1äi."it?iål*:.rrtî'j rntj"r"ïåJliwater resourc€s r-n North oakota íj ãàãnorrc devetoprnent. ThePlTnilg process is to be compreted Uy. r,rãy, Lggz, rn €ime for thef993-1995 blennl_um budgetlng process.

The State ltater Management planwilt incrude water and rerated rand resources managementmeasures, which support the fotlowÍng obJectlves:
a)

b
c

)
)

Broaden the economlc base partfcurarry ln the sectorsldentlfled by the VlsLon ZöOO co,n¡nr[tåeJ--Increase the 1ong-term employnent opporiunttLes;Mafntatn and enhance the ñealtn, *eii-Uéing anasecurity of North Dakota resr-dents by reduõing hazards
1.9* water po1lutÍon and ftoodsiMaintaln a strong agrfcurturar economy by emphasizingwatershed management, sor.r consenratiãn iracltces,lrrLgatlon, research and educatloni
rmprove the qualr-ty of rlfe by preservrng and enhancfngthe envlronmentar and aesthetr.c-varues oi t"kes, parks]recreation faclrltfes, ffsh and wLldlrfe habrtat ãndscenlc/hÍstoric sLtee; andUtilfze, to the degree possfbre, the vast waterresources of the Missourl Rlver.

d)

e)

f)

July 5, 1990
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proposed eybrt: "n:l;strucÈure oidtnat ûùaterManagremen 2OOO. echedhereto as

of
the
and

updattns proc€ss rs rhe ro"r.rr"tr* 
"1,rH".rtfilfr"."rTn"% 3t r.lt3

I.tt"T Management Plan Steerlng ConmltteE. Mr. Krapprodt outrinedthe duttes and responsJ.bitlttãs of the steertng coñiuttee:

l¡ Àpproval of work plan and modLffcatÍons;2') Revlew responsr.urrrty for varfoùÀ-planning reports;3) Determine "without pLan', comporrÀñts,.4) Resorve confrÍcts whrch have r.aãh"d an impasse; and5) Meet as needed wtth prannfng staff to glve jrriãårrc".

proposed to consÍsr of rhe fol10rnrïl"r""::::it:irrr"3?*tttee is

Lieutenant Governor
2 State !ùater Commissfon MembersAgriculture (productfon)
Recreatlon,/Fish and ttildlLfe
Energry/Manuf actur f ngTribaI
üIater Users AssocLation
Vlater ReEources Dlstrlcts Àssoclatlon2 Àt-Large Members

tlq State Engineer that the st"t"tttû 
*tt the recommendatron

efforts to update the t9g3 StateobjectÍves, and the formulatton of a

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
I
I

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

It wes moved by ComLssfoner Lardy andseconded by Connfesioner Gugt thai theState úùater CommLssfon approve theprocedure outlLned for dáveloplng thet992 State Water Managenent plan-ar¡d
the formulatíon of thè Steerl.ng Comnfttee.
Co¡¡uÍgel.onerg Byerly, Gust, Kre[er, I¡ardy,Narlock, Rudel, spaãth, Vogel, and CtraiñånOndahl voted aye.- t[here wãre no nay votes.the Chalruan declared the notl.or, ,rnårrLrõ,r=fycarried.

July 5, f990
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FUTURE STATE WATER Governor Sfnner has scheduled aCOII!ÍISSION MEETINCS workshop for aII Board and Com-
mLesions on October 2, t99O fnBLsmarck. secrgtary Spr¡mczymatyk stated the state lfatercommission wLrr hold its nexc rneàttng fn conJunction wrth theworkshop. (The next meetfng of the Jtate water Commission hasbeen schedured for october r] 1990, begrnnrng at r:oo i¡a. I

The North Dakota Water UsersAssociatLon and the North Dakota tùater Regource Districts
eduled ln BLsnarck on December 3
lmatyk fndfcated the Commlssfon
tlme. Scheduling of the dates
were left to the dLscretion of

er.
lhere being no further busineEs to comebefore the State üIater Comm l-ssl-on, 1t
was moved by Commíssioner Spaeth, secondedby Commlssloner Rude1, and unanimouslycarried, that the meetfng ourn at
5:3O PM.

LI
Lieutenant Governor-Chaírman

SEÀL

À.
State Englneer and
Chief Engineer-Secretary

July 5, 1990
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Flood Control

Recreation

Ittulti-purpose

Efood ContrþI

Flood Contnol

Flood Control

E¡tsfon Control

Enosion Control

Elood Control

Elood Conbrol

Erosfon Control

Drainage

Drainage

APPENDIX ''A''

FIT{AL q)Str

3 1,063,000

33,9+9

397,767

2,8Oo,ooo

4,477,o00

25O3OO2

350,000

62,550

820,000

201,000

396,1@

642,t57

5O3,289
912,oOO,ooo

ÎABIA 1
1983 S.1rß ¡JAm Pr.All colPol{Er¡rs

C(IIPI.EIED

FT'NCrIONPROJECT I¡AIE

Argusville Etood Contnoll

Bear¡er Lake Da¡ RepaLrs

Bfg Coulee Da¡ Repaírs

Creel Bay L,evee

Endertin Flood Control

Flastrer Flood Control

l(nífe River Hisloric Sl.te St¡ea¡bank
StabflizatÍonJ

Little MissourL streasbank Stabilizatl'on

l,faple Rlver Dry Da¡ (T-180)

Napoleon Flood Control

North DLckínson Cha¡¡nel Crftical Anea
Treatnent

Oalc Creek Drain

I{eIIs County Drain #1

1

2.

3

the only project that tdas not ln ttre early action tlue fra¡e.

Includes $43,000 rePair costs.

One of four identtfÍed sites has been coopleted'



TA$A 2
1983 STAE HAIER PT4N

COIPOû¡EIITIT¡ CT'RRE¡ü]IT tnlI)ER q¡NSMI'CTION

IIAIIB N'NCTION

EngUsh Coulee l{atershed Elood Control

Ilallfdaf¡ Flood Control Etood Control

llcClusþ Canal-sfde lrrigat'ion Irrfgatfon

üuskrat Leke l{atershed Land Treatseúrt

Sheyenne RLver (Barnes Cor¡nEy) S¡ragging & Clearfng

Stone Creek/l{hite Spur Draln3 Drafnage

ESTITAED COST

$5,854,681

430,392

N/A

1oo.ooo1

32O,æO2

685.500

1

2

$7,0oo,00o

1980 pnoject cost estfnated at 31.3 nl.lll,on; a nulti-year project havfng
8100,000 dedfcated to fi¡rd contracts.

To date apprþxfEately $100,000 has been spent to conplete 20 river niles¡
44 rir¡er uiles of snagging a¡rd clearing Ls requlred to conplete the
p¡roJect.

3 r.plenentation tenpore¡1ly delayed due to 4Olt pernittfng process.



¡TAITE

BelffeLd Elood Control

Belnont Road Dike

Carríngton Drain

Devfls Lake llanageoentl

Flasher Flood Control

Ganfson lilater Supply

Itlaple Rl.ver Dqr Da¡ (A-17O)

llfssouri River Strea¡bar¡k Stabtl.

Oakes Elood Control

Red River Charnel Inprovement

IABla 3
1983 Sf,ArE nAER PIáN OO;F(I{EItTS

BEI¡IG TIIPLM¡NETI

FT¡Nqf,I(I{

Etood Control

Flood Control

Drainage

Lake Stabílization

Flood Control

llater Supply

Flood Control

Streanbank Stabil.

Flood Control

Elood Control

ESTIIIAIED @ST

t2,000,0o0

389,OOO

189,000

76.155,0O0

20,000

2,80o,(x)0

15,000,000

6,238,000

289,000

4t5,ooo

5103,000,000

1 Iþvl.Is Lake Or¡tlet was a specfflc plar¡ cogponent ¡¡hfch 1s part of the
Devils Lake ìlanagenent PIan.

Tt¡e p¡rJects listed ane beLng studies or alternatives of the projects are being
investigated. Tt¡e alternativ.es nay not be the sane proJect thaË was fdenüified
in the StaÈe l{ater Plan.



ì

PROJECíIS COMPLEITD
9t2,ooo,ooo

6To of l98O-199O tlmq/ro;me
2% oJ 798O-2O2O tlmqftome

PROJECTS COMPLETED & I'NDER CONSTRUCTION
êtg.ooo,ooo

9% ql 7 98O-t 99O tlm4frame
3/o qf ,98O'2O2O tlme'f¡ome

7990
$2(N,OOO,OOO

rIGI'RT T

1983
STATEWAíIER PLI\N

COMPONENTS
PROGRDSS

Surfacc Water Control
& Relatcd Land Programs

T TAL DOLT.ARS

PRqTESIE COMPT,gTTD, T'NDER CONSTRUSIION, & BEINO IMPI"EME¡ÍIED
Ê1zz,ooo.(x)o

60% qli 7980-1919o tlm4ftane
79% of 79EO-2O2O tlmeframc

7980 20,(n 20.20
$¿gt,ooo,ooo se¿zooo,(xlo



TãBrE 4
NON-VIABLE

1983 STTTE WETER PI¡ÀI| COIIPONBITS

(ProJects that have been deternlned ÍnfeasÍble based upon further
study or other alternatlves have elÍnlnated the problen. )

lla¡e Frrr¡ctl.on

Lake Metl-goshe tfater Quafftl' Improvernent

Thl.rty MlIe Creek Dan

l{l.nto Dam

Versfppl Dan

RecreatÍon

Recreatl.on

úfater SupBly

Iùater Supply

llz State úfater Plan proJects are consldered Ínactfve. Thfs
Lncludes some federaL projects whLch have been feael.ble but have
not been pursued due prfnarlly to the local-cost share requlred.
For exanple: Grafton Flood Control (COS) and Grand Forks County
Rural Flood Preventlon (SCS).

The naJor obstacle to lnplementatlon of the 1983 State Water Plan
has been fundfng the reconmended proJects. The need has been
denonstrated; however, meetlng the Ímplenentatfon t1¡ne frame
goals established in the planning prrocess has been prevented by
the lnabtllty to obtatn fundJ.ng for the projects.



TABLE 5
MTJOR PROJEC:IS ASSI'}TED TO BE P¡RT OF TIIE FI'T{'RET'ITIIOUT PI¡åN @NDITIONS OF TEE 1983 SrrrÈ ITETER PLåN

1. Garrlson Dlversion proJect
(phase I BS,OOO acres ofthe remafning 165,000 acresDlverslon proJect has elnce
ecres of irrlgatlon and a $for munl.cipal, r¡¡ral and fn

2. Sheyenne River Flood Control proJect

3. Sourfs RLver Flood Control project
4. Southwest pl'peline project

s represents those proJect whichd regardtess Íf the SÈate Water
projects

predt cted
e future.

were
plan

exception of the Southwest plpelfr ai3;of the proJects ttas not direciry controtted by. the state f{atercommissÍon or the state of uorth Dakota but rather a federatagency.
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1990 Sf,AlE I{ATER MANAGEüEìN PU|NNING PROCESS

O1IERALL GOAL OF ÎTIE STATE IIATER IIANAGE¡IIEÌTT PIA}I
To pmvide a fra¡ework for reeÈing. through the conserrratlon, der¡eloPuenÈ altd
Danagenent of Lts water resources, the staters need to have a strong end
viabte social and econouic structur-. Inherent in this goal Ís the need to
provide for the econo¡ic and social we[-beifig of the sÈate's citizens at or
near the national level and to protect the environnent, partícularly those
eleoents that are of unique inportance.

A rajor focus of the 1992 State l{ater Managenent Plan wfll be the role of
rater resources Ln North Dakota's econonlc der¿elopuent. The planning process
1s to be conpleted by líay 1992, in tine for the L993-95 biennÍun budgeting
prrrcess.

OBJECfiVES
Ttre State Water Managenent Plan shatl fnclude water and relatetl land resources
Danageúeng Deas¡ures which support the following objectÍves:

(a) broaden the econo¡ic base particularly in ttre sectors fdeatified by
the Vision 20O0 Connittee;

(b) increase longtero eoploynent oPportunities;
(c) nal¡rtain and ent¡ance the health. well-being a¡rd security of North

Dakota residents by reducing hazards fron water pollution a¡rd floods;
(d) naintain a strong agricultural econouy by eophaslzing watershed

Danagenent, soil conservation pracÈices, irigation, research and
education;

(e) Ímprove the quality of life by preserving a¡rd anhancing the
environmental. and aestt¡etic values of lakes, parks, recreation
facilities. fish a¡rd wÍldllfe habitat and scenic/historic sitesi and

(f) utilize, to the degree possible, the vast $rater resources of the
llissouri River.

PI,AN FORMTJLAÎION
Plan foroulatfon steps wfll include: (1) conpilation of water-resource.
econouic a¡rd social basic data; l2l fdentifÍcation and revies of water
Dar¡ageuent problens a¡¡d derrelopnent opportunities¡ (3) developoent of probleo
solving and adninistative alternative projects/actions lncluding assessnents
of econonic, envl.ronnental a¡rd social ioplications¡ (4) developnent of
planning ?qsunptions; (5) selection and priorítization of plan coDPonen¿s; and
(6) identification of legfslative authoriÈy and/or fina¡rclng needed to
facilltate plan inplenentation. The State llater Managenent PIan shall include
financial and adninistative guidelines with a tl.netable for inptrenentation of
plan recounendations. A regular review will be coopleted every five years to
consÍder the need for nodifications to the plan to keeP lt curnent wfth
changes in federal. state and local laws and/or policies a¡¡d wiÈh the
preferences of the staters citizens.

PUBLIC INVOLVEIIIENT
Public input is considered a very itrportafit aspect of the planning process

,a because it provides a Ee€rns to learn about local watec Danageoent objectives
and preferences for water nesource development. Strong enphasis rill be given
to obtaining public input fron indlviduals as well as special interest groups
through surveys and oeetings. The sCate will be dlvided lnto elghl public
involvement regions oith-¿each region having an advisory board conprised of
Encl. No. 1



Jr¡ne 5, 1990 DRAFI
llater Resource DfsÈrict aenbers, connunl.ty leaders, and Fepresentatives of
special ÍnteresÈ gnoups.

REPORT SîRUCruRE
Plan recoo¡endaÈions wfll be developed tn each of tlre public lnvolvenent
neg:ions then organfzed fn the ffnal neporE by five statistical plannÍng
r-gions vhich approxlaate, by county llnes, the boundaries of the ltllssouri
Rfver. Ja¡es RLver. Red Rfirer. Devlls Lalce anit Souris RÍver drainage basins.
ltis will be done to account for the obvious differences fn Èhe nature of
raÈer aesources and aanagenenÈ needs betreen chese regfons of the state.
Portraying plan recomendations by region rill help insure that projects.
progra¡s and developnenÈ Ldeas f.nporEant to dffferent regions of the state are
not dfninf.shed by a process of coobining all corponents together.

I¡TTERAGENCY COORDINATION
Federal, state and local entities involved in water Fegource nanagenent issues
rill be encouraged to participate in the planning process thnough special
counittees or study teans.

TUB STATE I'ATER IIANAGEIIEI{T PLAI{ A¡ID VISION 2OOO

The Vision 2000 Connittee has ídentified four sectors
ecor¡ony on whidr the State should focus lts efforts
potentials. They are:

(1) advanced àgriculture and food processing
(21 eners¡ by-pr¡oduct developnent
(3) export services and tourisn
(4) advanced uanufacturing

in North Dakota's
bo enhance g¡owth

Iïre availability of adequate quantLties of good quality h'ater Ls ioportant to
øçansion in ariy of these areas. The State Water ltfanagenent PIa¡r wÍIl,
ttreneforre, highlight any pnoposed proJects or adninistative changes that can
directly or indÍrectly lnprove the opportunfty for growth in these four
econonic sectors.

-2-



DRAFT lgflo
STAIE TIATER üANAGETTENT PUW OUN,INE

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Pu¡?ose and Scope

1
2
3
q

. Fo¡ward

. hrrpose

. AuthoriEy

. Study Goals and ObjectÍves
5. Econool.c/Envirnnnental/Social Analysf s
6. Str¡ay scope

a. Level of investigation
b. Study duration
c. Conponent prioritization by tinefrane
d. Plannfng divisions (statlstfcal plannfng areas)

. Participating agencies

. Sources of available dete

. Pr¡blic involverent pr.ogran
a. Public involve¡ent regfons
b. Advisory boa¡ds/nenbership

7I
9

B. Study area delineation - statehride st¡trnar¡¡
1. C¡eography
2. Clinate
J. Deoogranhy

a. Population
b. Transportation

4. Econony
l. Ceologlt

a. Bedrock geology
b. G1acial geolog¡y
c. llineral ßesources

6. Nature and occur¡ence of water resources
a. Surface cater
b. Ground uater

7. Land r€sources
8. References cited

C. Ptocedures, consÈraints, and criteria' 1. Pian fornulation progran
a. Study Danagenent - StlC and sÈaff
b. General planning procedures
c. Problen identification procedure
d. Opportunfty identiflcation procedure

2. Legal constreints
a. State lae
b. Federal law

i. Indiar¡ uater rights
ii. Policy and ioplenentation

3. General planning assunptions
a. Population growth
b. Ëconouic growth and developnent

¡1. Specific planning assu¡ptions
J. Planning criteria

a. Flood daoage reduction
Encl. No 2.
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b. Erosion control
c. l{ater supply
d. IrrigaLion
f. Hecreation
g. Ftsh and ufldlife

6. Cost estfEating crfteria
7. Cost sharing

D. Goals and obJectlves by Cftizen AdvfsorX¡ Board Region
1. fntrrduction

a. lrater $¡pply
b. Irrigation
c. ûlatær qualfty
d. Ftooding
e. Fish and rildlife
f. Outdoor aecreation
g. lransportation
h. lleather rodl,fication
i. Energy
J. Others

II. The Setting
A. Ttre llissouri Rfver Basin

1. Physical description
a. Geograghy by subbasl.n

i. Gcand River
il. Cannonball River
iii. Heart River
i-v. lhife River
v. Little l{issouri River
vi. Yellowstone RÍver
rrlf. Direct nfnor ltlissouri River tributaries
viii. Easter Missouri River direct tributaries' ix. lilestern Missouri River direct trfbutaries

b. Geology
2. Socio-ecor¡onic characteristics

a. Enplo¡¡nent
b. Incone characteristics

3. Econooic base
a. Description of study area
þ. flg¡isultune
c. lrlholesale and retail trade
d. Services
e. l{ining
f. Constn¡ction

4. Nature a¡rd occurr.ence of water and land resources
a. Surface uater
b. G¡ound rater
c. Lar¡d resources

i. Land use and ownership
iÍ. Production capability
iii. Current and projected production
iv. Land treaÈtrent

2

B. The Ja¡es River Basin
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1. Physical description

a. Geography
b. Cæology

2. Socio-econoaic cha¡acterística
a. Erplo¡rnent characteristics
b. Incoue characteristics

3. Econo¡ic base
a. DescrfpÈfon of str¡dy aDea
b. Agriculture
c. l{trolesale and retatl trade
d. Sen¡ices

4. NaÈure and occurrence of water a¡rd land rìesources
a. Surface water
b. Ground water
c. Land aesounces

i. Land use and o¡unersl¡ip
1i. Pr.oduction capability
iii. Current end projected Pnoductlon
tv. Land treatnent

C. the Red River Basin
1. Physical descriptÍon

a. Geography by subbasin
i. flild Rice
ii. Sheyenne River
i1i. Eln River
iv. Goose River
v. Îr¡rtle River
vi. Forest River
vii. Park River
viii. Penbína River
ix. Itlinor Red River tributarfes

b. Geology
2. Socio-econonic characteristics

a. Enployoent characteristlcs
b. Incone characteristics

3. Fcononic base
a. Description of study area
b. Agriculture
c. L{holesale and retail trade
d. Services

4. Nature and occurrence of water ar¡d land resources
a. Surface hrater
b. Ground water
c. Land resources

i. Land use and ownership
ii. Production capability
iii. Current and projected production
iv. Land treatnent

D. The Devils Lake Basin
1. Physical descrÍpgion

a. Cieography
b. Geolory

I
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2. Socio-econooic characteristics

". 
rrFlovuent characterisÈics

b. Inco¡e characteristics
l. Econooic base

a. Descrfption of study a¡-ea
b. Agriculture
c. flholesale and retail trade
d. Senrices

4. Nau¡re and occurrence of rater and 1a¡rd resounces
a. Surface ïater
b. Ground water
c. Lar¡d lesources

i. tarid use and ownershlp
i1. Production capability
fiÍ. Current and proJected production
iv. Land treatnent

E. The Souris River Basin
1. Ptr¡rstcal descripuion

a. Geography
b. Geologr

2. Socio-ecq¡oufc characterfstfcs
a. hplo¡nent characteristics
b. Incone characteristics

J. Econouic base
a. DescripÈlon of study area
b. AgricuLture
c.'llholesale and retail trade
d. Sen¡ices

4. ttau¡¡.e and occurrence of sater and la¡rd resources
a. Surface water
b. Grround water
c. tand resources

i. Land use and ownership
ff. Production capability
il.i. Curr-enÈ and prcjected production
i.v. Land tr.eatuent

III . The future-wi Ëhouù-plan conditions/planning assunptions
A. Introduction
B. Land nesources
C. Rural do¡estic uater
D. Municipal-industrial water supply
E. Agriculturre
tr. Self-supplied Índustrial h'ater
G. Flooding

1. Missouri Biver Basin
2. Ja¡es River Basin
3. Red River Basin
4. pevits Lake Basin
j. Souris River Basin
6. Rtoo¿pfaÍn Danagenent in North Dakota

H. Fish, wildlife, and outdoor recreation
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IV. Plan For¡ulation - IntFoduction

A. l.lissouri Rlver Besfn
. Probleo suanarJ¡
. O¡¡portur¡l.tfes sunuary
. Non-recon¡ended sÈudy alternatfves
. Three-account analysis of recounended alter.natives. Recomended plan sunnary
. Early action pFogran sunnar1r
. Additional spectat sÈudÍes and programs

B. Ja¡es River Basin
1. Problen sunnary
2. Opportuniliss grrpñar:y
J. Non-reconoended study alternatives
4. Three-accor¡nt ana.lysis of recouuended alterrratives
!. Recoonended plan sr¡Eoar¡r
6. Early action progran 5r,n-s¡y
7. AddÍtional special sÈudLes and prograns

C. Red Rfver Basin
. Probleu sunnar¡/
. Opportunities stnnaw
. Non-reconnended study alternatives
. Ttrree-accourt anarysis of reconnended alterrratives. Recon¡ended ptan sunnary
. Early action progra¡ sunnaay
. Addltional special studies and pr.ograns

D. Devils Lake Basin
. Problen surnar3¡
. Opportunities sr¡nnary
. Non-reconnended study alternatives
. Ttrree-accor¡nt analysis of reconnended alÈerrratives. Recoonended plan sr¡ouarJ¡
. Earty action progran suo¡Dary
. Additional special studies and prograos

E. Souris River Basin
. Probleu sulurary
.- OpporÈunities sr¡ÃEary
. Non-reconnended study alte¡natives
. Three-account analysÍs of rrecoonended altematives. Reconnended plan sulnary
. Early action pnogran sua¡lary
. Additional special studies and prograns

F. Statewide reconnendatÍons and sumnary
1- T1¡ree-account anarysis of recoonended arternaÈr.ves
2. Reconnended plan sunoery

G. l{ater requfrenents - Introduction
1. llissouri River Basln
2. Jenes River Basin
l. Red Rlver Basin
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4. Devtts Lalce Basin
!. Souris BÍver Basin
6. Statecide

V. General Stu{y Conclusions
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COALS AI{D OBJECTIVES RET'IE"Ú|
oF TnE 1983

STATE ¡ÙATER PT.ãNNINC PR(rcESS

Baclcgrround For the 1983 State lfater Plarurl-ng Process, the

Ínftlal Eoals and obJectives ûrere fo¡nulated by the State û{ater

Comnfssfon (S}JC) staff by functlon. The functÍon categorLes

fncruded: water supply, frrfgatLon, flood:tng, water qualLtl',

outdoor recreatfon, and f1'sh and wI.ldllfe. See Àttachment 1.

The primary reason for dofng thLs was twofold:

1

2

To educate the cl.tfzen advfsory boards
conprehensive nature of water resources, and

on the

To gíve the L7 cftizen advJ,sory boards Étome basis from
whlch to begln d{scusslons.

In essence, the goats and obJectlves provLded by the StùC to each

of the L7 cLtfzen advlsory boards were a startÍng pofnt from

whÍch each cJ.tlzen advisory board were encouraged to modffy,

delete, or make addLtLons to eristfng categorles or add neút

categorÍes. This al1o¡¡ed the cl-tLzen advlsory boards to develop

goals and obJectl.ves specific to their regionrs concerns and

needs. For example, in comparÍng Attachment 1 with Attachment

,: tt can be seen that orlglnaI1y the citLzen advlsory boards

werej presented wlth three obJectlves pertafning to outdoor

recreatlon (Attachment 1), and as a result of addltÍons, a total
of 10 obJectives (Attachment 2, were added by the cÍtizen
advlsozy boards ( although not aI'I. cl.tl.zen advfsory boards

endorsed each obJective). In additLon, three addftional goal

function categories nere added to the orlgJ.nal sÍx goats

Encl. ilo. 4
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provfded to the cl.tl'zen advÍeor1' boardE. The goals added

pertafned to trans¡rortatfon, weather nodl.flcatlon, and energy.

the general publÍc was given the oBportunity to respond to the
ndraftn goal and obJectlve statenents during the thfrd round of
publlc lnvolvement neetfngs. The cftLzen advlsory boards were

afded by the conments from the generat publ5'c when they

flnallzed and approved the goals and objectives for theLr
reglon.

o¡rtions - There basfcally are three optlons avalt abl-e to deverop

goals and objectLves for the L992 ptannfng process. The oBtfons

are: (1) start over,' Q) begfn wfth 1983 goats and obJectlves;

a¡¡d (3) begln with 1983 goals and obJectlvesi howewer, entrance

the general publlc partlcl-patLon wlth sunreys (telephone potls,
ne¡rspaper surveys, or mal.l sunreys). The optíons, ês well as

the advantages and dfsadvantages of each option, will be

discussed briefly in the fotlowing paragraphs:

Optionl-StartOver - The SÍJC staff would dlscuss and

defÍne a goal and obJectlve and give the cftizen advisory boards

only broad functlon categorfes from whlch to begfn. Example:

water supply, frrlgatfon, recreatlon, and economfc developnent.

Advantages Allows for consensus bullding without biases

(only Íf everyone partícipates actively).

-2-



DLsadvantage -- It wfll take at least one or trvo addftÍonal
meetfngs to Lron out all of theLr concernsi assertive nembers of
the flroup Diay be the only ones actÍvely partfclpatÍng, so the

goals and obJectlve may reftect only the vfews of one or two

pêopls.

@tl.on 2 Begfn with 1983 goals and obJectlves - the StfC

Etaff r¡ould present the citl.zen advlsoly board with a comBosite

of the 1983 goats and obJectives that represent thefr region or
the entfre etate composLte. The goels and obJectives could be

evaluated by the cltLzen advLsory boards and nodfffed wLth

changes, deletlons, or additlons that wl.ll reflect their vLews.

ådvantages -- The "whEe1" wlll not be rE-Lnvented; tfme wl-l].

be saved whlch fs a consl-deratLon because at least one meetÍng

would be elimlnated Ln formulating and reviewing what fs
developed by the advisory boardsi and the SflC has some

res¡ronsibifiqr to provide them with some sense of dj.rectfon.

Dl.sadvantages There wflt be an fnherent bl,as developed;

the StlC nay be accused of setting the stage for a predLctable

outcome benefltlng potlcl-es and vlews of the SflC.

Optl.on 3 - BegLn wlth 1983 goats and obJectives; however,

errhance the general public participation with surveys (terephone

po1ls, nesrspaper surveys, or mail surveys). This optÍon is
basically the same as Option 2, only additÍonat publfc



lnvolvement will be utillzed to get a broader view of publJ-c

perceptlon, concerns, and deslres as lt relates to water

reaources and water management.

Advaatages In addftfon to those already lfsted under

Optfon 2, the surr¡eys wJ.U allow for as much BubI'J'c Lnvolvement

as posslble; the vÍew¡lofnts of a statfstfcal portlon of the

staters cltl.zenr^'¡r wLll be obtalned, âs opposed to the 1983

publlc particfpatLon in goal eettlng whLch was only obtafned

from those peopLe who attended the public meetÍng of the citfzen
advÍsory boards. Participatfon at the public neetfngs ranged

anyuhere from just the menbers of the citizens advlsory boards

to as many as 6O people Ln the audl-ence

' Dfsadvantages In addlt1on to those already lJ.sted under

Optlon 2, the sunreys wfll take tÍme and money itt regard to
development of the sunrey, conductlng the suryey, and in
analyzing sunTey results. Both of these are constraLnts that
rnay not be workable considering the time-frame Lnvolved 1n

conpletÍng the L992 water plan; the SI{C may have to hfre a

consultant to develop, conduct, and analyze the sunrey to avold

accusatÍons that the SfùC conducted 1ts oern survey developed to
reflect the S¡r¡C vfewpolnts.

Su¡tnatLon It l.s the consensus of the SúfC Plannl.ng DlvlsÍon
staff, that at a mLnfmum, OptJ.on 2 should be used as a point
from whfch to begin, primarily for the reason that the goats and

-4-



obJectLves ¡rcrtíon of the 19Bg state water plan ¡úas one of the
etronger components of the 19gg water plan. The citfzen
advisory boards seemed to feel very confortable w1.th the process
as etell as the outcome. There was actlve partl.clpatlon from aII
of the adrrfsory boards throughout the prarurÍng process and part
of the reason was because they devetop therr specific goars and

obJectlves that reftected the concerns of their o"". startJ.ng
o\ter would seeB to lndl.cate to those who were Lnr¡olved with the
1983 pranning process that thelr efforts and fnputs !Íere no

longer lnportant or worth anything. lte donrt feet that thls ts
the tr¡pe of attl.tude that shoutd be encouraged to develop among

the citlzenrf,.

If time and money conslderatlon aIIosr, the sun¡eys fnvotved with
o¡ltlon 3, can only fmprove upon detemlnl_ng exactty what the
generar publlc feels about water concelns and Lssues. The

fnformatÍon could be very useful when addressi.ng lssues and

ooncerns that have the potentiat to be very controversÍat.
Having a broader viewpoÍnt can only help to refrect what the
rear goals and obJectíves of concerned cftfzenry ar€ and make

the plan ftserf more reflectÍve of the desfres of the general
publlc.

rn addltlon, regardress of whlch means used to estabrlsh the
reglonar goars and obJectlves of the citÍzen advisorl, boards,
more emphaslze will have to be placed on econonfc deveropment,

and that function category shoutd be added to the inftÍal goals



and obJectfves glven by st{c staff to the cl.tl.zen advfsory
boards. rt arso may bE a conelderation to specÍficalry address
naJor water issuee eo that vl.ew¡rcfnts of the general publÍc can
be fncor¡rorated lnto the Boll-cfes of water resource management

throughout the state.
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Deve lop su f d ic i c:n c rr.¡ -.!.r - brscú outJoo I rdc r.J:r i ioÍ¡

f¡silicics r,o nccc Eh!. nÈcds projcÈ¡cd tbr 1g90.

?0lXl ¡nrl 10i0.

r Identify anl cvalu¡cè opportunicies to develop new

sires and,/or i.aprove upon exiscing facitities along

the Sncers streans and lakes.

¡ lú¡incrin water quelit¡, in streans anC lakes at a

larel couparible with swiming, boating, gane fish

reproduction, and aesthetic appeal.

o rncrease the lever of funcing assists,nce to facilitate
erpeditious inplementstion of outd,oor rec¡eation faci!,-

ities rhich are either incepencent developnents or are

part cf nulti-purpose projects.
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.IJTOOOR RECREATION

- JALS 8 OBJECTIVES

GOAL grrttcr ¡ct'l:..¡cn'. ra:?.-Di¡c:
!ì¡:lû a"cf"¡::..i f¡c:lt:t"r :o ¡r:
t¡. ñtr t€Jô . ¡r{ fur l!rÈ-io. ñrE. ¡¡l
¿0.r0.

OEJECTIVES:
:t¡€ôf¡lt ¡Âl .v¡lu¡ta otro¡..r¡rtilar :o
.lcvclca ecrr rt:ct ¡¡ìtrof l¡Dr.orc ulpn
JrrrtrlI l¡cl¡¡:lar ¡loâa tlra S¡¡...,t
t:r."3 ¡,rd !¡kG¡. oayctcFcalr :ttollrt
ùa tr¡5ola lor ¡l¡ ¡ac ffot¡9r ¡!a
:¡¡oúló æ¿ rcr.ioùtlt affact i¡rr¡l
acottt'æ.

lt¡tñ'¿l! v¡gcp q!¡!i:t l¡ t..rarr &td
arir:¡tl l.lùr ¡: r kvct ç.6¡p¡3¡!ta v¡,.h
rrl4r¡. :o¡¡tn3. l¡¡a-f¡sÌ r.FodEG--¡il
¡né iacÊa:lc ¡pp.¡|. C¡"" ¡nor¡ld !G
crcrÊlrãt !n ca?r::îl e.v rccrc¡:to6
t¡k.3 :Ð Dtair¡n tooa ùt:af qu¡ttt,t.

lncrc¡¡c :t? l?ra! oÍ :!.1ótil ¡$ls:¡nc"
:ô .ric:i:. !¡rlaâa?:¡:l9n ol D'te:lc¡¡
cu:a€r :rcl?¡3:cl f¡cl:i:t.r .¿à¡cb ¡r.
cl:ìcr !la9€nds::: é.r":¡tE :ì:¡ cr tdìcl.4al
ta au¡:ltlgærê pfo.:cc.-t.

??:Êc:t r:t.i!¡Êk ?¡rt! ¡có --r¡l¡r

Crâca ¿r::È¡ck ye¿-. r:l:n ¡: tGcrca:¡an
rl:ar :c eæou"¡la gat¡r¡0:G õrcr.tt.

Dcv:lc¡=:.: ¡uÈi:: ¡:aa!s ¡ÊÊas rñ :¡¡c,
¡t3ârr !Èr::t Ð¡¡o:. 2¡¡s:iö :Êr¿ :rrr¡rj:
/ a*¡:læ,¡l ¡=:!rl::a! lqcÈ ¡r.sv¡=tr:6,

.ta, ¡¡:é í!3à:n¡.

P¡r:¡Ëb¡:r ui:à :!c U.S. Áã, C*ç*to!
En¡1ôc.--r l¡ €cvrlc,=cn: cl c¡lln ¡rt.s
¡eé ¡ larlî¡ cn ¡¡k€ S¡k¡t¡"c¡.

E¡;¡ra u::s!lfc h¡bi.-r: v::t!ñ :àê L¡¡c
S¡k¡¡¡r!¡ ?a¡crvâ¡r :¡¡!r¡ ¡rÊ¡ ¡¡ìd tî
'.Èc fæ.. 3.r:iáld ¡escr"r:lên.

?.-or¡ar l!!:e"!cal iarl":.! !n ¡irrorrl¡:c
¡cc¡3¡c¡¡. ?¡r::cúl¡r¡t ¡lonð r¡var:¡n¡!.

tt¡lsSOun¡ rllVER OftAFtAGE
lu¡l¡.. i¡r..lr+'! fuar;ht

ÀÈt¿ch¡enÈ 2

HUOSON 8AY ORÅIIIAGE
fùD¡!c :núo¡r"R^a laf¡onr

fave¡'-¡¡t..:hc æs!tr::f :, oi ¡r tâæùrd-
acn: o¡ h¡v:r C?!at:î isoñr C*ñ..,
for rsarG¿:¡o. flæa €on:rc¡. ¡lt s:a7
fcr trrla¡?¡m.

?rorl6a a ¡âoC ro¡rcl oÍ r.:.r fc retre¡-Itor €å¡t râé ¡ñ r:r.ut :¡rca¡h alr.rttcn
¡ñaa" i"x:¡c¡¡ :.o eêi¡ac? Éic¡a¡._lor¡l
o?rcr:sô¡: ¡.¡.

Pl'Ð:" r:¡¡â6t a! ¡ tt{ô¡ltc¿^: :Of¡s:
¡::,a¡cr ¡ 5.

.t912{? .-E?ea.,cF¡: ,¡C::¡.:., ¿! lt.Ê
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STATE lt¡ATER PLÀN STEERING COIT|MITTEE

Duties and Responstbill.ties :

I
2
3
4
5

Àpproval of work plan and modiffcatLons.
Review responsibility for various ptannlng reports.
Dete¡mlne "rrLthout pIan" components.
Resolve conflLcts which have reached an J.mpasse.
Meet as needed with planning staff.

1
2
3
4
5

Reconendatl'ons - State lùater Comuissl.on Representation and Othersas a Steeríng Comittee:

Enhanced cretlfblllty wlth public.
Àllolrs for organizatLon along functional (water use) llnes.Allor{s dlrect rfnk to state !ûater commÍssion by membership.
Broad, more citizen-oriented ownershÍp.
Bottoms-up, people orl.entation.

Lieutenant Governor
2 State !{ater Commíssion Members
Àgrículture (productlon)
Recreation/Fish and t{Íldtife
Energy/Manufacturfng
Tribal
lfater Users ÀssociatÍon
tlater Resource Distrlcts Àssociation
2 Àt-large Members

Encl. No. 5



State Water Management plan
Îe chnic al Revieur &-co ordinati o n

o Laca,l
Water Resource l)lstrlcts

Ilepartment ofAgricultu¡e
BankofNorthDalota

Management
ComrnlsSlOn
actOfEce

nt

ent

Indust¡ial Corn rn I sslon

nt
Soil Conseryation Cornrn lttee

a

. FederølÄgerciæ
IÞpartment ofAgric ultu¡e

Sotl Consemation Service
Departmentofth

Bgreaueff,sslnnatig¡
Gcologicalsurvey

. FishandVlildlifeSenrice
Ot lr'l.Oryanízatíons

North Dakot a Water Users Assoclatlon
North Dakotarlssn. oflrrlg¡atlon Dist¡lcts
North Dakota WaterResor¡¡ce Districts Assn.
North Dakota Rural Water S¡rstemsAssn.
North Dakota.assn. ofReglonal planning councils
NortùDakotaAssn.of soäconsen¡attonlptst¡icts
North Dakota Assn. of Cor¡ntles
NortJr Dakota League of Cities
NortJr Dakota Vlsiõn 2OOO Comntttee
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