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Meeting To Be Held At
Súaúe Office Building

900 East Boulevard Avenue
Lower Level Conference Room

Bismarck, North Dakota

May 29,2014
1:30 P.M., CDT

AGENDA

A. Roll Call

Consideration of Agenda --- lnformation perlaining to the agenda ifems is available on the
State Wate r Com m ission's websife at http ://www. swc. nd. gov

Consideration of Draft Minutes of Following SWC Meetings:
1) February 27, 2014 SWC Telephone Conference Call Meeting 'r!t

2) March 17, 2014 Staúe Water Commission Meeting **

State Water Comm¡ssion Financial Reports:
1) Agency Program Budget Expenditures
2) 2013-2015 Biennium Resources Trust Fund and

Water Development Trust Fund Revenues

Red River Valley Water Supply Value Engineering Update

North Dakota State Water Commission Cost Share Policy, Procedure,
and General Requirements:

1) Cost Share Policy Draft Modifications
2) Loan Program

B

c

North Dakota State Water Commission

of Following Requests for Cost Share:
Big Coulee Dam Feasibility Study - City of Bisbee **

City of Killdeer Floodplain Mapping Proiect **

LiDar Collection - Mercer County **

City of Marion Mitigation and Lagoon Drainage Proiect **

City of Pembina Flood Protection Sysfem Modifications **

Pembina County Drain No. 11 Extension Proiect **

Bourbanis Dam and Olson Dam Safety Repairs-Pembina Co. **
Ward County Road 18 Flood Control Project **

City of Minot Property Acquisitions, Phase lll **

D

E

F

u Consideration
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
e)

H Sheyenne River Flood Control:
1) Valley City Permanent Flood Protection Proiect
2) City of Lisbon Flood Protection Proiect

**
**

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, PE
SECRETARY AND STATE ENGINEER



AGENDA - Pase 2

State Water Supply Projects:
1) North Central RuralWater - Granville/Surrey/Deering
2) North Central RuralWater - Carpio/Berthold, Phase ll
3) Northeast Regional Water District - Rural Expansion

2014 Federal Municipal, Rural and lndustrial (MR&l) Water Supply:
1) McLean-Sherídan Water District-Blue/Brush Lake Expansion **

2) Souúh Central Regional Water District - Kidder County **

Fargo Moorhead Area Diversion Project Report

Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection Project:
1) Project Update
2) lnternational Joint Commission Study Board

M. Southwest Pipeline Project:
Project Update
Contract 4-5 - Finished Water Pump Station
Contract 7-gE - West Center Seruice Area
City of Rhame Water Servíce Agreement
lndustrial Use by Communities - Contract Amendment

Devils Lake:
1) Hydrologic and Projects Updates
2) Operations of Devils Lake Outlets

¡t*

**
**

J

K

L.

**

**
**
*rr

**

1)

2)
3)
4)
5)

N

**

**O. Proposed Amendments to Notth Dakota Administrative Code Articles

P Western Area Water Supply Project:
1) Project Update
2) Stanley Distribution Project

O. Northwest Area Water Supply Project Update

R State Water Plan:
1) Plan Update
2) lntroduction - Public lnformation Specialist

Missouri River Update

Other Business

Adjournment

** BOLD, ITALICIZED ITEMS REQUIRE SWC ACTION

To provide telephone accessibility to the State Water Commission meeting for those
people who are deaf, hard of hearing, deaf and/or blind, and speech disabled, please
contactRelay North Dakota, and reference... TTY-Relay ND... 1-800-366-6888, or711.

**

S

T

U



MINUTES

No¡Úh Dakota Súafe Water Commission
Bismarck, No¡th Dakota

May 29,2014

The North Dakota State Water
Commission held a meeting at the State Office Building, Bismarck, North Dakota, on
May 29, 2014. Governor Jack Dalrymple, Chairman, called the meeting to order at 1:30
p.m., and requested Todd Sando, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary to the
State Water Commission, to call the roll. Governor Dalrymple announced a quorum was
present.

çTATtr WA E' îAMTIWISS'ON MEMBER e ÞE EeE^tT.

Governor Jack Dalrymple, Chairman
Doug Goehring, Commissioner, North Dakota

Department of Agriculture, Bismarck (portion of meeting via telephone)
Maurice Foley, Member from Minot
Larry Hanson, Member from Williston
George Nodland, Member from Dickinson
Harley Swenson, Member from Bismarck
Robert Thompson, Member from Page
Douglas Vosper, Member from Neche

STATE WATER COMMIS S'OA' MEMBER ABSENT:
Arne Berg, Member from Devils Lake

OTHERS PRESEÍVI;
Todd Sando, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary,

North Dakota State Water Commission, Bismarck
State Water Commission Staff
Approximately 50 people interested in agenda items

The attendance register is on file with the official minutes

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

CONS'DERA TION OF AGENDA The agenda for the May 29, 2014 State
Water Commission meeting was pre-
sented; there were no modifications.
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It was moved by Commissioner Vosper, seconded by Commissioner
Swenson, and unanimously carried, that the agenda be accepÚed as
presented.

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT MINUTES
OF FEBRUARY 27, 2014 STATE WATER
COMMISSION AUDIO TELEPHONE CON.
FERENCE CALL MEETING - APPROVED

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT MINUTES
OF MARCH 17, 2014 STATE WATER
COMMISSION MEETING . APPROVED

The draft final minutes of the February
27, 2014 State Water Commission
audio telephone conference call meet-
ing were approved by the following
motion:

The draft final minutes of the March 17,
2014 State Water Commission meeting
were approved by the following motion:

It was moved by Commissíoner Foley, seconded by Commrssioner
Thompson, and unanimously carried, that the draft final minufes of
the February 27, 2014 Sfaúe Water Commission audio telephone
conference call meeting be approved as prepared.

It was moved by Commrssíoner Foley, seconded by Commr.ssioner
Thompson, and unanimously carried, that the draft final minufes of
the March 17,2014 Súaúe Water Commrssion meeting be approved as
prepared.

STATE WATER COMMISSION ln the 2013-2015 biennium, the State
BUDGET EXPENDI,TIJRE$ Water Commission has two line items -

2013-2015 B\ENNIUM administrative and support services, and
water and atmospheric resources ex-

penditures. The allocated program expenditures for the period ending April 30, 2014,
reflecting 42 percent of the 2013-2015 biennium, were presented and discussed by

David Laschkewitsch, State Water Commission's Director of Administrative Services.
The expenditures, in total, are within the authorized budget amounts. SEE APPENDIX
,,AN

The Contract Fund sPreadsheet,
attached hereto as APPENDIX "8", provides information on the committed and

uncommitted funds from the Resources Trust Fund and the Water Development Trust
Fund. The total amount allocated for projects is $426,945,166 leaving an unobligated
balance of $278,948,926 available to commit to projects in the 2013-2015 biennium.
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Deposits into the Water Development
Resources Trust Fund (tobacco settlement) total $10,240,371 through May, 2014, and
are currently $t ,240,371, or 13.8 percent above budgeted revenues.

RESOURCES TRUST FUND
AND WATER DEVELOPMENT
TRUST FUND REVENUES,
2013-2015 BIENNIUM

RED RIVER VALLEY WATER
SUPPLY PROJ ECT ALTERN ATIVE
ROUTE ENGINEERING STUDY -
APPROVAL OF STATE COST
PARTICIPATION FOR RIGHT.OF.WAY
F I V E-Y E AR T E RM EXTEAIS'ONS
($420,000); AND MTSSOURI RTVER
BANK FILTRATION INTAKE HYDRO-
GEOLOGIC INVESTIGATION AND
co N c EPTU AL DESTGN ($2, 500,000)
(SWC Project No. 325)

Oil extraction tax deposits into the Re-
sources Trust Fund total $248,099,213
through May, 2014 and are currently
$28,809,1 1 3, or 13.1 percent above
budgeted revenues.

On December 23, 2013, the North
Dakota State Water Commission issued
a Request for Proposals for a value eng-
ineering study of the Red River valley
water supply alternatives to supply
water from the Missouri River to the Red
River valley users (municipalities, rural
water districts, and industry). The
alternatives varied in regard to their
alignment, length, and environmental
permitting requirements. The overall
value engineering study goal is to assist
best opportunity to complete the project.the state select an alignment that provides the

Six proposals were received, and the
top three scoring firms were interviewed on January 27 and28,2014. The top candidate
was CH2MHILL, who has considerable experience with similar projects in design,
planning, construction, and legal perspectives. The negotiated contract cost with
CH2MHILL was $375,000, with an anticipated completion date of May 16, 2014. On

February 27,2014, the State Water Commission adopted a motion which authorized the
Secretary to the Commission to enter into a contract with CH2MHILL for the Red River
valley water supply value engineering study, and approved an allocation not to exceed
$375,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020).

The draft report titled "Red River Valley
Water Supply Project Alternative Route Engineering Study" was prepared by
CH2MHILL and Trout, Raley, Montano, Witwer and Freeman, and was completed in

May, 2014. Representatives of CH2MHill presented the study results, which are
outlined in APPENDIX "C'. The study is available on the State Water Commission's
web site at http://swc.nd.gov.
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Based on the selection criteria
developed during the study workshops, the Washburn to Baldhill Creek pipeline
alignment is the apparent best alternative. The key criteria for the Washburn to Baldhill
Creek alignment includes: leveraging previous work completed including preliminary
design, environmental studies and investigations, and the acquisition of easement
options along the route; a relatively shorter length of pipeline resulting in timely
construction start criterion; and the inclusion of Lake Ashtabula provides for
environmental benefits (higher instream flows) and robustness (Lake Ashtabula
storage).

A key recommendation of the CH2MHill
study states that "a conventional intake on the Missouri River has a high probability of
requiring a Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit and a River and Harbors Act Section 10
permit." The study team recommended that an engineering and hydrogeologic study
should identify potential intake locations, determine feasible bank filtration system
configuration to avoid environmental impacts that would require federal permits,
evaluate expected water quality, and estimate the cost. The repod emphasized that "the
results of this study will need to be carefully considered in the final selection of the
preferred pipeline route."

Other recommendations of the report
included: conduct a study of the Baldhill Creek outfall location including land
requirements, site selection, layout, design and permitting requirements; revise pipeline
alignments to avoid environmental impacts or encroachment on easements that would
require the need for discretionary federal permits or actions; after evaluating alignment
revisions, extend expiring easement options along the Washburn to Baldhill Creek
alignment; confirm the status of existing jurisdictional determination for waters of the
United States along the Washburn to Baldhill Creek alignment; monitor status of
proposed rule expanding scope of water protected under the Clean Water Act; and
develop a cost share, implementation strategy, and action plan that reflects a state and
local project.

A request from the Lake Agassiz Water
Authority was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for state cost
participation of 90 percent up to $4,800,000 for the Garrison Diversion Conservancy
District to complete the following tasks: 1) Right-of-way - extend the current right-of-way
option agreements for an additional five years and evaluate ways to minimize federal
permitting - $700,000; 2) Missouri River intake investigation - the Missouri River intake
options include a series of riverbank filtration wells or a conventional raw water intake,
and require additional geological investigations to determine optimum placement,
erosion and sedimentation evaluations, permeability evaluations and foundation
investigations - $2,500,000; and 3) Design and Permit Outfall - evaluate and identify
possible discharge areas along the Sheyenne River and surrounding tributaries, includ-
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ing specific tasks relating to hydraulic modeling, survey work, development of a
preliminary discharge structure, and final plans and specifications for the structure -

$1,600,000.

ln discussion of the request for state
cost participation, the Commission members were concerned about the Lake Agassiz
Water Authority and the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District for non-compliance
with the Commission's policy to provide a request for state cost participation 30 days in
advance of the Commission's consideration.

Secretary Sando explained that the
request to extend the right-of-way options for an additional five years is eligible for a 60
percent state cost participation grant under the State Water Commission's cost share
policy for water supply projects. The Commission members concurred with the
recommendation in the Red River Valley Water Supply Project Alternative Route
Engineering Study report to conduct the hydrogeologic and engineering study on intake
options for a potential Red River Valley Water Supply project as well as potential
subsurface intake locations for other uses. The Secretary to the Commission and the
Commission staff were directed to proceed in developing the request for proposals for
the Missouri River bank filtration intake hydrogeologic investigation and conceptual
design.

It yvas moved by Commissioner Nodland and seconded by
Commissioner Vosper that the Súaúe Water Commission:

1) approve a 60 percent súaúe cost participation grant, not to
exceed an allocation of $420,000 from the funds appropriated to the
Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the Garrison Diversion Conseruancy District to provide five-year
term extensions for right-of-way options; and

2) approve an allocation not to exceed 82,500,000 from the funds
appropriated to the Súafe Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to conduct the Missouri River bank filtration
intake hydrogeologic investigation and conceptual design.

Ihese actions are contingent upon the availability of funds.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.
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DRAFT MODIFICAITOruS TO NORTH The State Water Commission continued
DAKOTA STATE WATER COMMISSION its discussion on the draft modifications
COSI SHARE POLICY, PROCEDURE, to the North Dakota Cost Share Policy,
AND GENERAL REQUIREMEVfS Procedure, and General Requirements.
(SWC Project No. 1753) The Commission's staff was previously

directed to review the water supply
section, and offered language at the May 29,2014 meeting that would make expansion
projects into new service areas eligible for a higher level of cost share.

The State Water Commission and the
lnterim Legislative Water Topics Overview Committee has scheduled a joint roundtable
discussion on June 23, 2014 to discuss the draft modifications to the cost share policy
and other water-related projects.

,NFRASTR UCTURE REVOLVIN G
LOAN FUND, CREATED IN 2013
SENATE BILL 2233

2013 Senate Bill 2233, Section 11,
created and enacted a new section to
chapter 61-02 of the North Dakota
Century Code as follows:

1. An infrastructure revolving fund is established on January 1,2015, within
the resources trust fund to provide loans for water supply, flood protection, or
other water development and water management projects. Ten percent of oil

extraction moneys deposited in the resources trust fund are made available on a
continuing basis for making loans in accordance with this section. Accounts may
be established in the resources trust fund as necessary for its management and
administration.

2. The commission shall consider the following information when evaluating
projects:

a. A description of the nature and purposes of the proposed
infrastructure project including an explanation of the need for the project,
the reasons why it is in the public interest, and the overall economic
impact of the project.

b. The estimated cost of the project and the amount of the loan sought
and other proposed sources of funding.

c, The extent to which completion of the project will provide a benefit
to the state or regions within the state.
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3. The commission shall approve projects and loans from the infrastructure
loan fund, and the Bank of North Dakota shall manage and administer loans from
the infrastructure loan fund and individual accounts in the fund. The commis-
sion may adopt policies for the review and approval of loans under this section.
Loans made under this section must be made at an interest rate of one and one-
half percent.

4. Annually the Bank of North Dakota may deduct a service fee at one-half of
one percent for administering the infrastructure loan fund.

5. Projects not eligible for the state revolving fund will be given priority for
these funds.

The specifics of the bill were reviewed
noting that projects not eligible for the state revolving loan fund administered by the
State Department of Health will be given priority for these funds. Water supply projects
are the only projects eligible for state cost participation that are eligible for the state
revolving loan program. lt is estimated that ten percent of the deposit between January
1,2015 and the end of the 2013-2015 biennium could result in $16,400,000 being
available for this loan program.

Loans approved prior to January 1,

2015 would not be considered under this law. Although the Commission is tasked with
adopting policies for the project review and approval of loans after January 1,2015,it
was the general consensus of the Commission members to take into account the
specifics defined within the legislation, at a preferred interest rate of one and one-half
percent, when considering loans for water supply projects prior to January 1,2015.

BIG COIJLEE DAM FEASIBILITY A request from the City of Bisbee was
STUDY - APPROVAL OF STATE presented for the State Water Commis-
COSI PARTICIPATION ($65,000) sion's consideration for state cost parti-
(SWC Project No. 1418) cipation for the Big Coulee Dam feasi-

bility study. The dam is located in

Section 36, Township 160 North, Range 68 West in Towner county.

Principal spillway and foundation issues
at Big Coulee Dam have developed over the past decade and are reaching a threshold
where the safety of the dam may soon come into question. The most recent dam safety
inspection completed by the State Water Commission staff recommended the city of
Bisbee conduct a feasibility study of the issues and develop alternatives to repair the
deficiencies. The city anticipates to have the study completed by the end of 2014 in
order to pursue the repair options in 2015.

May 29, 2014 - 7



The project engineer's studY cost
estimate is $130,000, of which all is determined eligible for state cost participation as a
feasibility study at 50 percent of the eligible costs ($65,000). The city of Bisbee, the
Towner County Water Resource District, and the Towner County Commission will
sponsor the study and provide the local cost share ($65,000). The request before the
State Water Commission is for a 50 percent state cost parlicipation in the amount of
$65,000,

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a feasibility
study at 50 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of $65,000 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8.
1020) to the City of Bisbee to support the Big Coulee Dam feasibility study.

tt was moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the State Water Gommission approve
sfaúe cost pañicipation as a feasibility study at 50 percent of the
eligible cosús, not to exceed an allocation of $65,000 from the funds
appropriated to the Súafe Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the City of Bisbee to suppotT the Big Coulee
Dam feasibility study. This action is contingent upon the availability
of funds.

Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voÚes.

(Commissioner Goehring was not available for the vote.) Governor
Dalrymple announced the motion carried.

CITY OF KILLDEER AND DUNN COUNTY
FLOODPLAIN MAPPING PROJECT -

APPROVAL OF STATE COST
P ARTI Cr P ATt O N ($5 5, ooo)
(SWC Project No. 1577)

A request from the City of Killdeer and
the Dunn County Planning and Zoning
Commission was presented for the
State Water Commission's consideration
for state cost participation in their flood-
plain mapping project.

The city and county are experienclng
significant impacts due to energy development in the region, primarily in population
growth, Current estimates indicate that the city has nearly doubled in size since the
2O1O census from a population of 735 to nearly 1,400. The city estimates the population
will grow to 4,000 people due to continued energy development activity in the region,

with the county seeing a corresponding and similar increase in population throughout.
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The challenges of this growth are being
addressed by the city and the county in various ways including the development of a
land use and growth management plan, implementation of new storm water
management standards, development of a capital improvement plan, and construction
of critical infrastructure. These items do not address the outdated floodplain mapping
associated with the currently effective Flood lnsurance Study and the Flood lnsurance
Rate Map which have not been updated since 1989.

The State Water Commission recog-
nizes the need to update the city and surrounding region's floodplain mapping. This
area has a priority ranking in the 2014 funding request to FEMA. Because FEMA has
not released information relative to projects that will be awarded funding, the updated
analysis and remapping process could be delayed.

The project engineer's total estimated
cost is $110,000, all of which is determined eligible for state cost padicipation as a
floodplain mapping project at 50 percent of the eligible costs ($SS,OOO¡. The proposed
project will provide effective floodplain management through the proper administration
of floodplain zoning requirements, and will allow for informed development reducing the
likelihood of construction in areas at risk from flooding.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a floodplain
mapping project at 50 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of
$55,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to support the City of Killdeer and the Dunn County floodplain
mapping project.

ft was moved by Commr.ssioner Thompson and seconded by
Commissioner Hanson that the Súaúe Water Commission approve
súaúe cost participation as a floodplain mapping proiect at 50 percent
of the eligible cosús, not to exceed an allocation of $55,000 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to support the City of Klldeer and the Dunn
County floodplain mapping proiect. This action is contingent upon
the availability of funds.

Commr.ss ioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voÚes'
(Commissioner Goehring was not available for the vote.) Governor
Dalrymple announced the motion carried.
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MERCER COUNTY LIDAR A request from the Mercer County
COLLECTION PROJECT - Water Resource District was presented
APPROVAL OF STATE for the State Water Commission's
PARTICIPATION ($117,000) consideration for state cost participation
(SWC Project No. 2045) in the Mercer County L|DAR Collection

project. The data would assist in

developing solutions to the Knife River flooding, and leverage the hydrology and
hydraulic studies completed by the State Water Commission. The collection is targeted
for the fall of 2014.

The collection for Mercer county will
meet LiDAR specifications for FEMA/USGS mapping requirements, and will be included
in the state and federal collection project currently ongoing in Divide, Burke, Mountrail,
Mclean, and the northern portions of Burleigh and Kidder counties

The estimated project cost is $234,000,
all of which is determined eligible for state cost participation as a floodplain mapping
project at 50 percent of the eligible costs ($117,000). The federal and state L|DAR
coalition funding this collection consists of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, State
Water Commission, U.S. Geological Survey, and the Natural Resources Conservation
Service, of which all parties are members of the North Dakota Silver Jackets Flood Risk
Management Team Charter.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a floodplain
mapping project at 50 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of
$117,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Mercer County Water Resource District to support the
Mercer County L¡DAR Collection project.

It was moved by Gommissioner Nodland and seconded by
Commissioner Vosper that the Súaúe Water Commission approve
súaúe cost participation as a floodplain mapping proiect at 50 percent
of the eligible cosús, not to exceed an allocation of $117,000 from the
funds appropriated to úhe Súaúe Water Commrssion in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Mercer County Water Resource District
to suppott the Mercer County LíDAR Collection proiect. This action
is contingent upon the availability of funds.

Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voúes.
(Commissioner Goehring was not available for the vote.) Governor
Dalrymple announced the motion carried.
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CITY OF MARION FLOOD A request from the City of Marion was
MITIGATION PROJECT presented for the State Water
(LAMOURE COUNTV - Commission's consideration for state
APPROVAL OF STATE COSI cost participation for their flood miti-
PARTICIPATION ($188,366) gation project. ln 2013, a request from
(SWC Project No. 2048) the city for cost share was denied due to

an urban drainage issue. LaMoure
county has scheduled a reconstruction projectin 2014 that will re-establish the drainage
along the highway creating a rural drainage project.

The city of Marion has been fighting the
rising waters of Boom Lake to the west and a slough on the eastern side of the city,
which is divided by LaMoure County Highway No. 61. Boom Lake is a closed basin and
was studied in 20'12 by the State Water Commission, The city plugged the gravity drain
from the north end of the city and has manually pumped the drainage ditch for the past
two years. Flooding of the slough, which has endangered multiple homes, a church, and
a sewage lift station, is pumped yearly by the local fire department. The culverts under
the highway were plugged by the city in the 1970s to reduce the impact of the slough to
the community. Although the soils are highly permeable, the flow rate is manageable
due to the plugged culverts. The proposed project will provide a permanent pumping
station in the existing drainage ditch and reroute water from the slough on the eastern
side of the city.

The project engineer's estimated cost
estimate is $521,480, of which $341,242 is determined eligible for state cost
participation as a rural flood control project at 60 percent of the eligible costs ($188,366)

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a rural flood
control project at 60 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of
$188,366 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the city of Marion to support the flood mitigation project.

It was moved by Commissioner Hanson and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the State Water Commission approve
súafe cost pafticipation as a rural flood control proiect at 60 percent
of the eligible cosfs, not to exceed an allocation of $188,366 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013'2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the city of Marion to suppo¡t the flood
mitigation project. This action is contingent upon the availability of
funds.

Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voúes.
(Commissioner Goehring was not available for the vote.) Governor
Dalrymple announced the motion carried.
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CITY OF PEMBINA 2014 FLOOD On March 11, 2010, the State Water
PROTECTION SySIEM MODIFI- Commission approved a request from
CAITOruS PROJECT - the city of Pembina for state cost
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL STATE participation of 60 percent of the eligible
COSI PARTICIPATION ($371,081) costs, not to exceed an allocation of
(SWC Project No. 1tM4) $27,156 from the funds appropriated to

the State Water Commission in the
2009-2011 biennium (H.8. 1020) to analyze the city's flood control levee system for
compliance with FEMA guidelines as outlined in the Code of Federal Regulations, Title
44 Par|65.10. The analysis was required for FEMA to accredit the levee system, flood
insurance mapping purposes, operations are designed to the current standards, and
provide protection from the 1OO-year flood.

ln May, 2011, the city submitted a

conceptual proposal to the Corps of Engineers to raise the floodwall and levee as part
of the certification process because any modification to the Pembina protection system
requires Corps of Engineers approval. On March 6,2012, the State Water Commission
approved a request from the city of Pembina for state cost participation of 60 percent of
the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $108,000 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2011-2013 biennium (S.8. 2020) to
support the Corps of Engineers Section 408 review for the city's flood control system
FEMA levee certification and accreditation project.

The city of Pembina intends to begin
construction in 2014 on the flood protection system modifications project. ln order to
meet the certification criteria outlined in 44 CFR 65.10, the levee must be raised and the
floodwall must be rehabilitated and raised, as well as other improvements, The project
is intended to address these requirements and ensure the levee system continues to
provide the appropriate protection. The Corps of Engineers has approved the Section
408 Major Modification proposal. On March 17, 2014, the State Water Commission
approved state cost participation at 60 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an
additional allocation of $660,900 from the funds appropriated to the State Water
Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the city of Pembina to suppotl
the flood protection system modifications project.

Bids for the project were opened on May
12, 2014. The project engineer's revised estimated cost is $2,060,380, of which
$1,719,969 is determined eligible for state cost participation at 60 percent ($1,031,981).
The cost overrun is primarily due to higher earthwork prices and a combination of
factors including local/regional workload, late start to the construction season, and the
influence of work in western North Dakota. A request from the city of Pembina was
presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for a 60 percent state cost
participation in the additional amount of $371,081 (60 percent state cost participation of
eligible costs ($1 ,031 ,981) less $660,900 approved on March 17 , 2014).

May 29, 2014 - 12



It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost pafticipation at 60 percent
of the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $371,081 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020) to
the city of Pembina to support the flood protection system modifications project. The
Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state cost participation to
91,167,137 .

It was moved by Commissioner Thompson and seconded by
Commissioner Vosper that the Súaúe Water Commission approve
súaúe cost parTicipation at 60 percent of the eligible cosús, not to
exceed an additional allocation of $371,081 from the funds
appropriated to the Súate Water Commission in the 2013'2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the city of Pembina to support the flood
protection system modifications project. This action is contingent
upon the availability of funds, satisfaction of the Corps of Engineers
Secúíon 408 major modification proposal, and approval of úhe SfaÚe

Water Commiss io n co nstruction permit.

Commr'ssioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Thompson, Vosper, and
Governor Dalrymple voted aye. Commrcsioner Swenson voted nay.
The recorded voúes were 6 ayes; 1 nay. (Commissioner Goehring
was not available for the vote.) Governor Dalrymple announced the
motion carried.

This action increases úhe total State Water Gommr.ssion financial
allocation to $1,167,137 ($27,156 approved March 11, 2010; $108,000
approved March 6, 2012; $660,900 approved March 17, 2014; and
$371,081 approved May 29, 2014) for the city of Pembina's flood
protection system modifications proiect.

PEMBTNA COUNTY DRAIN NO. 11 A request from the Pembina County
OIJTLET EXTENSION PROJECT - Water Resource District was presented
APPROVAL OF STATE COSI for the State Water Commission's
PARTICPATION ($125,760) consideration for state cost participation
(SWC Project No. 1140) in the Pembina County Drain No. 11

outlet extension project. The project is
located in Section 15, Township 163 North, Range 52 West.

Landowners in Pembina county have
experienced significant flooding and crop loss in the past years. The outlet of Drain No.

11 was reconstructed, but the design was insufficient due to sediment issues from the
Pembina River. The proposed project will extend the current outlet structure to the river
to alleviate sediment issues, the current outlet structure will remain in place with
modifications to the headwall and culverts to allow for the extension of the outlet.
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The project engineer's estimate is

$322,717, of which $279,467 is determined eligible for state cost participation as a rural
flood control project at45 percent of the eligible costs ($125,760).

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a rural flood
control project at 45 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of
$125,760 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 201 3-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Pembina County Water Resource District to support the
Pembina County Drain No. 11 outlet extension project.

ft was moved by Commissioner Vosper and seconded by
Commissioner Nodland that the Súaúe Water Commr.ssion approve
súaúe cost pafticipation as a rural flood control proiect at 45 percent
of the eligible cosfs, not to exceed an allocation of $125,760 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013'2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Pembina County Water Resource District
to support the Pembina County Drain No. 11 outlet extension proiect'
This action is contingent upon the availability of funds, and
satisfaction of the required drain permit.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

BOURBANTS DAM (CAVALIER COUNTY)
AND OrSON DAM (PEMB|NA COUNTV
SAFETY PROJECTS -
APPROVAL OF STATE COST
PARTICIPATION ($1 32,680)
(SWC Project No. 1296)

A request from the Pembina County
Water Resource District was presented
for the State Water Commission's con-
sideration for state cost participation in

the Bourbanis Dam (Cavalier county)
and Olson Dam (Pembina county)
safety projects.

Substantial damages occurred to both
dams during the spring 2013 flooding event, Bourbanis Dam experienced significant
erosion on the emergency spillway, and Olson Dam experienced a slough within one of
its emergency spillways. The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
engineers monitored the damage during the flood event to assess the repair costs. Both
dams have been approved for NRCS cost share for flood damages at the 75 percent
level. The construction needs to be completed prior to the end of the 2013-2014 fiscal
year for NRCS, which ends September 30,2014.
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The project engineer's estimated cost is

$1,061,435, of which $265,360 is determined eligible for state cost participation as a
dam safety project at 50 percent of the eligible costs ($132,680). The NRCS has agreed
to cost share 75 percent in the amount of $796,075.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a dam
safety project at 50 percent of the eligible costs, notto exceed an allocation of $132,680
from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium
(H.8. 1020), to the Pembina County Water Resource Districtto supportthe Bourbanis
Dam and Olson Dam safety projects.

It was moved by Commissioner Thompson and seconded by
Commissioner Hanson that the Súaúe Water Commission approve
súaúe cost pafticipation as a dam safety proiect at 50 percent of the
eligible cosús, not to exceed an allocation of $132,680 from the funds
appropriated to the Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013'2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Pembina County Water Resource District
to suppo¡t the Bourbanis Dam and Olson Dam safety proiects. This
action is contingent upon the availability of funds.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

WARD COUNTY ROAD 18 On July 23, 2013, the State Water
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT - Commission approved a request from
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL STATE the Ward County Highway Department
COSI PARTICIPATION ($191,940) for state cost participation of 45 percent
(SWC Project No. 1523) of the eligible costs, not to exceed an

allocation of $133,268 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
support the Ward County Road 18 flood control project to lower water levels in a series
of wetland complexes. The project will provide multiple flood control benefits, protect
farmsteads and agricultural lands while also reducing the degree of grade raise required
for the locally important transportation route. The project is located in Sections 4, 5, 8
and 9 in Torning Township, Ward County.

The wetlands have exceeded their
normal water levels and are inundating previously productive farmland, threatening
farmsteads, and inundating county and township roadways including County Road 18.
An evaluation for a grade raise on County Road 18 resulted in landowners requesting
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an examination of a means of removing the excess water as an alternative to raising the
road. The Ward County Highway Department is planning to construct ovefflow channels
between several wetland complexes with an ultimate discharge to an unnamed tributary
to Second Larson Coulee.

Construction of the drainage project was
delayed in 2013 due to the acquisition of easements, and consideration of landowners
suggestions of the revised plans for the proposed project. The revised plans meets the
intent of the project and protects the wetlands that are present throughout the project.

The project engineer's revised estimated cost is $845,585, of which $722,684 is

determined eligible for state cost participation al45 percent ($325,208). A request from
the Ward County Highway Department was presented for the State Water
Commission's consideration for a 50 percent state cost participation of the eligible costs,

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a rural flood
control project at 45 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation
of $191,940 (45 percent state cost participation of the eligible costs ($325,208) less

$133,268 approved on July 23,2013) from the funds appropriated to the State Water
Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H,8. 1020), to the Ward County Highway
Department to support the Ward County Road 18 Flood Control project. The
Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state cost participation to

$325,208.

It vvas moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commissioner Nodland that the Sfaúe Water Commission approve
súafe cost participation as a rural flood control proiect at 45 percent
of the eligible cosús, not to exceed an additional allocation of
$191,940 from the funds appropriated to úhe Súaúe Water Commission
in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Ward County Highway
Depaftment to support the Ward County Road 18 Flood Control
project. This action ís contingent upon the availability of funds,
satisfaction of the required drain permit, and receipt of the final
engineering plans.

Gommissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

This action increases úfie total State Water Commission's financial
allocation to $325,208 for the Ward County Road 18 Flood Control
project.
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CITY OF MINOT FLOOD PROTECTION On February 2, 2012, the State Water
PROJECT, PHASE lll - APPROVAL Commission approved a request from
OF CITY OF MINOI'S MASIER the City of Minot for state cost participa-
ROSIER OF PROPERITES tion at 75 percent of the eligible costs
(SWC Project No. 1993-05) not to exceed an allocation of

$'17,750,000 from the funds appropriat-
ed to the State Water Commission in 2011 Senate Bil 2371 to support the Mouse River
Enhanced Flood Protection project, Phase L The city proposed to acquire 117
properties in Phase I of the acquisition project at an estimated purchase price of
$23,070,000.

On October 7, 2013, the State Water
Commission passed a motion approving state cost participation at 75 percent of the
eligible costs, not to exceed an additional 924,408,258 from the funds appropriated to
the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to support the
Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection project, Phase 11. The city proposed to acquire
113 additional properties for Phase ll of the acquisition program, at an estimated
purchase price of 932,544,345. These properties were identified as necessary for
acquisition to supporl the construction of the Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection
project as approved by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

ln an effort to streamline the process of
acquiring those properties identified to support the construction of the Mouse River
Enhanced Flood Protection project, Phase lll, a Master Roster of Properties and
associated map, which includes all properties identified based on the preliminary design
adopted by the Minot City Council, was presented for the State Water Commission's
consideration. The map shows the parcels offered a buyout, buyouts yet to be offered,
partial property buyout is needed, and proposed levees and floodwalls.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve the City of Minot's Master Roster of
Properties and the associated map for property acquisition, Phase lll, to support the
Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection project. Properties owned by other political
subdivisions and properties where only a portion is needed for the project would require
the State Water Commission's consideration.

It was moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commissioner Nodland that the Sfaúe Water Commission approve
the City of Minot's Master Rosfer of Properties and úhe associated
map for propefty acquisition, Phase lll, to support the Mouse River
Enhanced Flood Protection project. Properties owned by other
political subdivisions and properties where only a poftion r.s needed
for the project would require the Súaúe Water Commission's
consideration.
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Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

VALLEY CITY PERMANENT The City of Valley City began develop-
FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT - ing a permanent flood protection project
APPROVAL OF STATE COSI in 2011 after suffering its worst flood in
PARTICIPATION ($8,679,680) history in 2009 and its second worst
(SWC Project No. 1504) flood in 2011 . Due to the multiple years

of back-to-back flooding the city has
received from the Sheyenne River, their limited ability to pay due to expenses incurred
on flood recovery efforts, and the effects of the Devils Lake floodwaters, the State Water
Commission adopted a motion on June 19,2013 to approve an allocation not to exceed
$350,625 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in 2011 Senate
Bil 2371 for the Sheyenne River Valley Flood Protection Program to the City of Valley
City to assist with engineering design costs for the city's flood protection project.

On March 17, 2014, representatives
from the City of Valley City appeared before the State Water Commission to discuss the
status of the city's permanent flood protection project, and the accomplishments which
included Phase I property acquisitions of 29 properties along College Street and within
the district of the Valley City State University, and 13 additional properties which are
scheduled for acquisition in Phase ll. The proposed preliminary project design for
floodwall construction on the Valley City State University campus consists of clay levees,
permanent concrete walls, and removable floodwalls.

The project engineer's estimated cost is

$12,540,294, of which $10,849,600 is determined eligible for state cost pafticipation as
a flood control project at 60 percent of the eligible costs ($6,509,760). The 2013
Legislature earmarked $11,600,000 for the project, but the funds will not be allocated
until the project is shovel-ready. On April 1,2014, the Valley City Commission approved
the Phase I project's final plans. Contingent upon the required approvals, construction
on Phase I could begin in the summer of 2014.

Due to the financial consequences of
numerous floods in recent years, representatives from the City of Valley City presented
a request for the State Water Commission's consideration for state cost participation of
85 percent, and that the local cost share be considered for a loan from the State Water
Commission.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission: 1) approve state cost participation as a flood
control project at 60 percent of the eligible costs ($6,509,760)', 2) due to the increased
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flood risk from the Devils Lake outlets, the State Water Commission deviate from its
current cost share policy for an additional state cost participation of 15 percent of the
eligible costs (91,627,440) to mitigate the flood risk from the Devils Lake outlets, which
would provide a total state cost participation of 75 percent not to exceed a total
allocation of $8,137,200 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in
the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the City of Valley City for its permanent flood
protection project; and 3) approve a loan from the State Water Commission to the City
of Valley City for the local cost share ($4,403,094), with an interest rate of one and one-
half percent, and authorize the Secretary to the Commission to negotiate the term of the
loan.

It was moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that fhe Súaúe Water Commission:

1) approve súafe cost pafticipation as a flood control
project at 60 percent of the eligible cosús ($6,509,760), from the
funds appropriated to the StateWater Commission in the 2013-
2015 biennium (H.8. 1020);

2) approve súaúe cost pafticipation of 15 percent of the
eligible cosús ($1,627,/U0) to mitigate the flood risk from the
Devils Lake outlets, from the funds appropriated to the State
Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020); and

3) approve a loan from the Súafe Water Commission to the
City of Valley City for the local cosú share ($4,403,094), with an
interest rate of one and one-half percent, and authorize the
Secretary to the Commission to negotiate the term of the
loan.

Ihese actions are contingent upon the availability of funds, and
satisfaction of the required permits.

Commrssioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

The above approvals include a total súafe cost pafticipation grant of
75 percent not to exceed a total allocation of $8,137,200, and a loan
in the amount of $4,403,094 to the City of Valley City for its
permanent flood protection p roject.
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During the May 29, 2014 State Water
Commission meeting, Governor Dalrymple recognized Commissioner Goehring who
requested amendments to the motion which was adopted for the City of Valley City's
permanent flood protection project that would increase the total state cost participation
to 80 percent not to exceed a total allocation of $8,679,680, and change the amount of
the loan to the city for the local cost share to $3,860,614.

It was moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the State Water Commission amend
the motion that was adopted for the City of Valley City permanent
flood protection project as follows:

1) approve súaúe cost participation as a flood control
project at 60 percent of the eligible cosús ($6,509,760);

2) approve sfaúe cost pafticipation of 20 percent of the
eligible costs ($2,169,920) to mitigate the flood risk from the
Devils Lake outlets; and

3) approve a loan from úhe Súafe Water Commrssion to the
City of Valley City for the local cost share (83,860,614), with an
interest rate of one and one-half percent, and authorize the
Secretary to the Commission to negotiate the term of the
loan.

Ihese actions are contingent upon the availability of funds, and
satisfaction of the required permits.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion, as
amended, unani mously carried.

The above approvals include a total súaúe cost participation grant of
80 percent not to exceed a total allocation of $8,679,680 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), and a loan in the amount of $3,860,614 to the
City of Valley City for its permanent flood protection proiect.
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CITY OF LISBON PERMANENT
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, PHASE 1 -

LEVEE A - APPROVAL OF STATE
cos r PARTI0IPATION (61,238,698)
(SWC Project No. 1991)

A request from the City of Lisbon was
presented for the State Water Commis-
sion's consideration for state cost parti-
cipation of 100 percent for the city's
permanent flood protection project,
Phasel-LeveeA.

The city has experienced major flood
events in recent years due to Sheyenne River flooding. During the large flood events,
emergency levees were built through the city in an effort to retain flood waters, which
resulted in significant costs during the construction and removal of the emergency
levees. Construction of the emergency levees damaged the existing streets and
infrastructure not designed to handle heavy construction traffic. The city has been
forced to postpone Phases 3 and 4 of a large city water and sewer infrastructure
replacement project due to the costs it has incurred fighting floods. The completed
project will provide permanent flood protection for the city eliminating the need for
emergency flood fighting efforts. Once all phases are completed, the total project would
protect the City of Lisbon from the 1 percent (1OO-year) flood event as described by the
Flood lnsurance Rate Maps issued by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA).

The proposed project would install a

clay levee through an area on the northwest side of the city that involves crossing
through Sandagger Park. The proposed levee would tie into an existing high ground on

the northwest side of the park and end at North Dakota State Highway No. 32.

Sandagger Park is an area that provides important aesthetic and recreational benefits to
the city of Lisbon. The area also provides a source of positive economic benefits to the
city. Due to the levee footprint, river set back requirements, and required 15 foot clear
zone on both sides of the levee, several amenities in the park will need to be relocated
including a campground, bathhouse, pump house, skate park, and volleyball couft.

The project engineer's estimated cost
for Phase 1 - LeveeA is $1 ,775,000, of which $1,548,372 has been determined eligible
for state cost participation as a flood control project at 60 percent of the eligible costs
($929,023).

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission: 1) approve state cost participation as a flood
control project at 60 percent of the eligible costs ($929,023); 2) deviate from its current
cost share policy to approve an additional state cost participation of 20 percent of the
eligible costs ($309,675) to mitigate the flood risk from the Devils Lake outlets, which
will provide a total state cost participation of 80 percent not to exceed a total allocation
of $1 ,238,698 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-
2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the City of Lisbon for its permanent flood protection
project, Phase 1 - Levee A; and 3) approve a loan from the State Water Commission to
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the City of Lisbon for the local cost share ($536,302), with an interest rate of one and
one-half percent, and authorize the Secretary to the Commission to negotiate the term
of the loan.

It was moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by
Commissioner Foley that the Súafe Water Commission:

1) approve súaúe cost pafticipation as a flood control
project at 60 percent of the eligible cosús ($929,023);

2) approve súaúe cost participation to mitigate the flood
risk from the Devils Lake outlets at 20 percent of the eligible
cosús ($309,675);and

3) approve a loan to the City of Lisbon from the State
Water Commission for the local cosú share ($536,302), at an
interest rate of one and one-half percent; and, authorize the
Secretary to the Súaúe Water Commission to negotiate the
term of the loan.

Ihese actions are contingent upon the availability of funds, and
satisfaction of the required permits.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

The above approvals include a total súaúe cost participation grant of
80 percent not to exceed a total allocation of $1,238,698 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commr.ssion in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8.1020), and a loan in the amount of $536,302 to the City
of Lisbon for its permanent flood protection project, Phase 1 - Levee
A.

NORTH CENTRAL RURALWATER On July 23, 2013, the State Water
COIVSORTIUM ll, DEERING-GRAIVVILLE- Commission passed a motion to
SURREY RURAL WATER SUPPLY - approve a state cost participation grant
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL STATE COSI of 75 percent, not to exceed an alloca-
PARTICIPATION GRANT (84,800,000) tion of $'180,000 from the funds appro-
(SWC Project No.237-03NOC) priated to the State Water Commission

in the 2013-2015 biennium (H,8. 1020),
to the North Central Rural Water Consortium ll for engineering and a cultural resource
study of the Granville-Deering rural water supply project.
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A request from the North Central Rural
Water Consortium ll was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for
state cost participation for a 75 percent grant to address water supply service in
northeastern Ward county and McHenry county at an estimated project cost of
$7,669,000. The proposed project would involve 147 miles of 6" to 2" pipeline for
approximately 191 rural users and 69 service connections in the city of Deering. The
water rate will include a monthly minimum charge of $52.00 and a water rate of $5.65
per 1,000 gallons. The project is in the design phase with the project to be bid in 2014,
and construction anticipated in 2015.

It was the recommendation of
Secretary Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation of a
75 percent grant, not to exceed an additional allocation of $4,800,000 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the North Central Rural Water Consortium ll to support the Deering-Granville-Surrey
water supply project. The Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state
allocation grants to $4,980,000.

It was moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the State Water Commrssion approve
súate cost participation of a 75 percent grant, not to exceed an
additional allocation of $4,800,000 from the funds appropriated to the
Súaúe Water Gommission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the North Central Rural Water Conso¡7ium ll to support the Deering'
Granville-Surrey water supply project. This action is contingent upon
the availability of funds, and is subiect to future revisions.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

This action increases fhe total state allocation grants to $4,980,000 to
the Nofth Central Rural Water Conso¡7ium ll to support the Deering'
G ranville-Surrey water supply proiect.

NORTH CENTRAL RURAL WATER
CONSORTI U M I I, BERTH OLD-CARPI O,
PHASE II .
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL
STATE COST PARTICI PATION
GRANT ($1,100,000)
(SWC Project No. 237-03CAR)

On June 21, 2011, the State Water
Commission approved a 65 percent
state cost participation grant, not to
exceed an allocation of $3,150,000 from
the funds appropriated to the State
Water Commission in the 2011-2013
biennium to the North Central Rural
Water Consortium ll, Berthold-Carpio
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water supply project, Phase L The project included 140 miles of 4" to 1.5" pipeline for
approximately 1 25 rural users and service for the city of Carpio. The water rate includes
a monthly minimum charge of $52.00 and a water rate of $5.65 per 1,000 gallons of
water.

The 2013 Berthold-Carpio Project
addressed service to the rural area near the cities of Foxholm and Donnybrook with 70
miles of 3" to 2" pipeline for approximately 50 rural users, with an estimated total cost of
$2,600,000, On July 23, 2013, the State Water Commission approved a 75 percent
state cost participation grant, not to exceed an allocation of $1,950,000 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the North Central Rural Water Consortium ll, Phase ll, to support the Berthold-Carpio
water supply project.

The overall project provides water
supply service in northwestern Ward county and extends from Des Lacs to Carpio, at an

estimated total project cost of $4,066,667. The 2014 Berthold-Carpio water supply
project, Phase ll, addresses service to the rural area near Foxholm and Donnybrook
with 82 miles of 3" to 1" pipeline for service to approximately 100 rural users at an
estimated cost of $'1,466,667. A request from the North Central Rural Water Consortium
ll was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for state cost
participation of a 75 percent grant in the amount of $1 ,100,000.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation of a 75 percent
grant, not to exceed an additional allocation of $1,100,000 from the funds appropriated
to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H B 1020), to the North
Central Rural Water Consortium ll for the Berthold-Carpio water supply project, Phase ll
The Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state allocation grants to
$6,200,000 for the North Central Rural Water Consortium ll, Berthold-Carpio water
supply project.

It vvas moved by Commissioner Vosper and seconded by
Commissioner Foley that the Sfaúe Water Commission approve state
cost participation of a 75 percent grant, not to exceed an additional
allocation of $1,100,000 from the funds appropriated to Úhe SfaÚe

Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the
North Central Rural Water Consortium ll for the Berthold-Carpio
water supply project, Phase ll. This action is contingent upon the
availability of funds, and is subject to future revisions

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.
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This action increases úhe total state allocation grants to $6,200,000 to
the North Central Rural Water Consortium ll, Berthold-Carpio water
supply project.

NORTHEASI REGTONALWATER On October 7, 2013, the State Water
DISTRICT,2014 RURAL EXPANSION - Commission passed a motion to
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL STATE approve a state cost participation grant
COSI PARTICIPATION GRANI $$7,500) of 75 percent of the eligible costs, not to
(swc proiect Fite 2050-NoE) 

iff"?.Î"ff :o;:;J,.?l":tÌ:.i^itJi:l:
Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the North Valley Water
District to support lhe 2013 rural expansion project. The project involved the installation
of 30 miles of 2" transmission pipeline to connect 35 new rural users, at an estimated
cost of $1,150,000.

On January 1, 2014, the North Valley
Water District merged with the Langdon Rural Water District to form the Northeast
Regional Water District.

A request from the Northeast Regional
Water District was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for state
cost participation of a 75 percent grant for their 2014 rural expansion project that would
involve the installation of 51 miles of 2" transmission pipeline to provide service to 66
new rural users.

The Northeast Regional Water District's
current monthly rural water rate is $66.00 per 6,000 gallons based on a monthly
minimum charge of $30.00 and a water rate of $6.00 per 1,000 gallons of water. The
estimated total project cost is $2,400,000, with a 75 percent grant of $1,800,000.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve a state cost participation grant of 75
percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $937,500 (eligible
costs of $1,800,000 less $862,500 approved on October 7, 2013) from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8.1020), to
the Northeast Regional Water District to support lhe 2014 rural expansion project. The
Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state allocation grants to
$1,800,000.
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It was moved by Commiss ioner Thompson and seconded by
Commissioner Hanson that the Súaúe Water Gommr.ssion approve a
súafe cost participation grant of 75 percent of the eligible cosfg noÚ

to exceed an additional allocation of $937,500 from the funds
appropriated to the Súafe Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8.1020), to the Noftheasú Regional Water District to
support the 2014 rural expansion project. This action is contingent
upon the availability of funds, and is subiect to future revisions.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes, Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

This action increases úhe total state allocation grants to $1,800,000 to
the Northeasú Regio nal Water District rural expansion proiect.

2014 AND 2015 FISCAL yEARS The 2014 proposed federal budget
FEDERAL MR&l FUNDING FOR includes funding for the Garrison
MCLEAN-SHERIDAN WATER Diversion Unit, of which $6,800,000 is
DISTRICT, BLUE AND BRUSH for funding projects under the North
LAKES REGIONAL SERVICE Dakota Municipal, Rural and lndustrial
AREA; AND SOUTH CENTRAL (MR&l) Water Supply program for the
REGIONAL WATER DISTRICT, following: Mclean-Sheridan, Blue and
KIDDER COIJNTY EXPANSION Brush Lakes Expansion - $575,000;
(SWC Project Files 1782/237-03SOU) South Central Regional Water District,

Phase lV - $937,500; South Central
Regional Water District, Phase V - $4,987,500; and state administration - $300,000.

McLean-Sheridan Water District, Bl and Brush Lakes Reqional Service
Area: The Blue and Brush Lakes regional water service area expansion project
revised estimated cost is $2,550,000, with a 50 percent grant of $1,275,000, and
involves the installation of 12 miles of 6" to 2" transmission pipeline for service to
an additional 150 rural users north of the city of Mercer. The proposed project will
provide reliable and quality water to address issues of total dissolved solids, iron,
manganese, and sodium.

On February 27,2013, the State Water Commission adopted a motion approving
state cost participation of a 50 percent grant, not to exceed a total allocation of
$800,000 from the following funding sources:

1) a grant allocation not to exceed $100,000 from the supplemental
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2011-2013
biennium through House Bill 1269; and
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2) a grant allocation not to exceed $700,000 from the Water
Development and Research Fund administered by the Garrison Diversion
Conservancy District.

Federal Flscal Year 2014 MR&l grant
funds were recommended in the amount of $575,000 for the Mclean-Sheridan Water
District, Blue and Brush Lakes Regional Service Area. lt was the recommendation of
Secretary Sando that the State Water Commission rescind the action approved on
February 27,2013 (allocation not to exceed $100,000 - 2013 House Bill), and approve a

federal Fiscal Year 2014 MR&l grant of 50 percent, not to exceed an allocation of
$575,000, to the Mclean-Sheridan Water District to support the Blue and Brush Lakes
Regional Service area. The $700,000 allocation from the Water Development and
Research Fund administered through the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
(approved on February 27,2013) remains unchanged,

It was moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by
Commissioner Swenson that the Sfaúe Water Commission:

1) rescind the action approved on February 27, 2013 (allocation
not to exceed $100,000 - 2013 House Bill 1269); and

2) approve a 50 percent grant to the McLean-Sheridan Water
District to support the BIue and Brush Lakes Regional Seruice Area
expansion project, not to exceed a total allocation of $1,275,000 from
the following sources:

a) federal Fiscal Year 2014 MR&l grant of 50 percent, not
to exceed an allocation of $575,000; and

grant allocation not to exceed $700,000 from the Water
Development and Research Fund administered through
the Garrison Diversion Conseruancy District (approved
February 27, 2013).

Ihese actions are contingent upon the availability of funds,
satisfaction of the federal MR&l Water Supply program requiremenúg
and are subject to future revisions.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

b)
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South Central Reqional W District. Phases lV and V: A regional water
system is being developed to serve rural users and municipalities in the counties
of Burleigh, Emmons, Kidder, Logan, and Mclntosh at an estimated cost of
$85,000,000. The South Central Regional Water District is developing the project
with sponsors from the various counties. The water supply includes a new water
treatment plant using an intake in the Missouri River west of the city of Linton,

Federal MR&l and State Water Commission previous funding actions for the
South Central Regional Water District include the following:

On July 17,2007, the State Water Commission approved a 29 percent grant, not
to exceed an allocation of $4,870,000 from the funds appropriated to the State
Water Commission in the 2007-2009 biennium (S.8. 2020), to the South Central
Regional Water District for Phase 1 project development. On February 4,2008,
the State Water Commission amended the Phase I allocation ($4,870,000
approved on July 17, 2007) to a federal fiscal year 2008 MR&l grant of 31

percent, not to exceed an allocation of $2,952,000; and an allocation not to
exceed $1,918,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission
in the 2007-2009 biennium (S.8. 2020).

On June 23, 2008, the State Water Commission approved a 53 percent grant,
not to exceed an allocation of $8,200,000 from the funds appropriated to the
State Water Commission in the 2007-2009 biennium (S.8. 2020), to the South
Central Regional Water System, Phase ll.

Federal Fiscal Year 2009 MR&l grant funds were earmarked in the amount of
$5,850,000 for the South Central Regional Water District, Phase ll, On April 28,
2009, the State Water Commission amended its previous allocation ($8,200,000
approved on June 23, 2008) to a federal Fiscal Year 2009 MR&l grant of 53
percent not to exceed an allocation of $5,850,000; and an allocation not to
exceed $2,350,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission
in the 2007-2009 biennium (S.8. 2020).

Federal Fiscal Year 2010 MR&l grant funds were earmarked in the amount of
$8,800,000 for the South Central Regional Water System (Emmons county,
Phase ll). On December 11,2009, the State Water Commission approved a
federal Fiscal Year 2010 MR&l grant of 75 percent, not to exceed an allocation of
$8,800,000,

Federal Fiscal Year 2011 MR&l grant funds were earmarked in the amount of
$6,650,000 for the South Central Regional Water System (Emmons county,
Phase lll). On September 1,2010, the State Water Commission approved a

federal Fiscal Year 201 1 MR&l grant of 75 percent, not to exceed an allocation of
$6,650,000.
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Federal Fiscal Year 2011 grant funds were later revised and earmarked in the
amount of $9,300,000 for the South Central Regional Water System (Emmons
county, Phase lll, and a portion of Phase lV). On June 21,2011, the State Water
Commission approved a federal Fiscal Year 2011 MR&l grant of 75 percent, not
to exceed an additional allocation of $2,650,000, for a total federal Fiscal Year
2011 MR&l grant of $9,300,000 for the South Central Regional Water System
(Emmons county, Phase lll, and a portion of Phase lV).

Federal Fiscal Year 2012 MR&l grant funds were recommended in the amount of
$7,700,000 for the South Central Regional Water System, Phase lV, to serve
Emmons, Logan, and Mclntosh counties. On June 13, 2012, the State Water
Commission approved a federal Fiscal Year 2012 MR&l grant of 75 percent, not
to exceed an allocation of $7,700,000 to the South Central Regional Water
System, Phase lV.

On July 23, 2013, the State Water Commission passed a motion approving a

state cost participation grant of 75 percent, not to exceed an allocation of
$196,500 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the
2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the South Central Regional Rural Water
System for engineering and a cultural resource study of the Kidder county
expansion project.

Federal Fiscal Year 2014 MR&l grant
funds are recommended in the amount of $937,500 for South Central Regional Water
District, Phase lV, and $4,987,500 for Phase V. Federal Fiscal Year 2015 MR&l grant
funds are also recommended in the amount of $575,000 for Phase V. lt was the
recommendation of Secretary Sando that the State Water Commission rescind the
action approved on July 23,2013 (allocation not to exceed $196,500 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020)),
and approve a federal Fiscal Year 2014 MR&l grant of 75 percent, not to exceed an
allocation of $5,925,000, and a federal Fiscal Year 2015 grant oÍ 75 percent, not to
exceed an allocation of $575,000, to the South Central Regional Water District, Phases
lV and V, to support construction of the Emmons, Logan, Mclntosh, and Kidder counties
water supply projects.

Commissioner Swenson disclosed that
he serves as a member of the South Central Regional Water District board of directors,
and requested to be excused from discussion of the project and that an abstention vote
be recorded.

It was moved by Gommrssioner Nodland and seconded by
Commissioner Vosper that the Sfaúe Water Commission:

1) rescind the action approved on July 23, 2013 (allocation not to
exceed $196,500 from the funds appropriated to the State Water
Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020));
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2) approve a federal Fiscal Year 2014 MR&l grant of 75 percent,
not to exceed an allocation of $5,925,000 to the South Central
Regional Water District, Phases lV and V; and

3) approve a federal Fiscal Year 2015 MR&l grant of 75 percent,
not to exceed an allocation of $575,000, to the South Central
RegionalWater District, Phase V.

These actions are contingent upon the availability of funds,
satisfaction of the federal MR&l Water Supply program requirements,
and are subject to future revisions.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye, There were no nay voÚes.
Commissioner Swenson abstained from voting. Recorded voúes were
7 ayes;0 nays; and I abstention. Governor Dalrymple announced the
motion carried.

FARGO MOORHEAD AREA
DIVERSION PROJECT REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1928)

MOUSE RIVER ENHANCED
FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT -

STATUS REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1974-01)

MOUSE RIVER ENHANCED
FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT,
SOUR'S RIVER BAS'A' TASK
FORCE PLAN OF STUDY -
APPROVAL OF STATE COST
P ARTI Ct P ATt O N ($302, 5oo)
(SWC Project No. 1974-01)

The Fargo Moorhead Area Diversion
project update report was presented,
which is outlined in APPENDIX "D".

The Mouse River Enhanced Flood
Protection project status report was
provided, which is detailed in the staff
memorandum dated May '16, 2014,
and attached hereto as APPENDIX "E'.

The unprecedented flooding in 2011
prompted the International Joint
Commission's (lJC) lnternational Souris
River Board (ISRB) to develop a Plan of
Study to review the Operating Plan
contained in Annex A of the 1989
Agreement between the United States
and Canada for water supply and flood
control in the Souris River basin.

The ISRB's mandate includes
performing an oversight function for flood operations in cooperation with the designated
entities in the Agreement, all of whom are represented on the Board. The ISRB
established a Souris River task force in February, 2012 to develop the Plan of Study.
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After consultation with the public, the final Plan of Study was presented to the IJC in
April, 2013.ln June, 2013, the IJC submitted the Plan of Study to the governments and
recommended they fund the full scope option. The IJC has provided limited funding to
help move this high priority fonryard. The Governor of North Dakota sent a letter to the
two governments offering assistance to provide funding in order to expedite the work.

ln order to provide the IJC and the
governments with recommendations relative to how the flood operations and
coordination activities could be improved in the Souris River basin, the IJC proposed the
establishment of an lnternational Souris River Study Board, The total estimated cost is

$2, ''l 35,000 for a three-year effort.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve an allocation not to exceed $302,500
from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium
(H.8. 1020) to fund the first year of a three-year effort to complete the 2012 Souris River
Basin Task Force Plan of Study.

It was moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commissioner Goehring that the Súaúe Water Commission approve
an allocation not to exceed $302,500 from the funds appropriated to
the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020) to
fund the first year of a three-year effo¡t to complete the 2012 Sour.s
River Basin Task Force Plan of Study. This action is contingent upon
the availability of funds.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

Commissioner Goehring leaves the
meeting due to scheduling commitments

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT -
PROJECT REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1736-99)

The Southwest Pipeline Project
report was presented, which is detailed
in the staff memorandum dated
May 12, 2014, attached as APPENDIX
r
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SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT - Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 4-5,
AUTHORIZE AWARD OF CONTRACT +5, Finished Water Pump Station, is the
FINISHED WATER PUMP STATION, TO joint facility that will house the pumps for
JOHN L JONES CONSIRUCTION CO., the Southwest Pipeline Project and the
FARGO, ND - ($10,249,999.00) City of Dickinson. This contract gen-
(SWC Project No. 1736-99) erally consists of the construction of a

60' by 85' reinforced concrete and
precast concrete building with a 30' deep clear well with approximately 0.5 million
gallons capacity and precast concrete building, and the installation of pumping, piping,
mechanical, electrical, and instrumentation systems.

The treated water from the existing 12

million gallons per day water treatment plant and the new 6 million gallons per day
water treatment plant will be transferred to the existing reservoir through the finished
water pump station. This will allow for better utilization and circulation of the 6 million
gallons reservoir as well as bypassing the 6 million gallons reservoir for maintenance.
The pumps in the finished water pump station will be used for transferring water to the
Southwest Pipeline Project's high service pump station and will serve as the high
service pumps for the city of Dickinson's distribution system.

The finished water pump station will
house 3 pumps for the Southwest Pipeline Project and 6 pumps for the city of Dickinson
with space for 3 future pumps for the city. This contract also includes piping
modifications connecting the existing water treatment plant, a 6 million gallons reseryoir,
and the new water treatment plant to the finished water pump station.

Bids for Contract 4-5 were opened on
April 9, 2014. Six bid packages were received - one bid for Bid Schedule l, General
Construction; one bid for Bid Schedule ll, Mechanical Construction; two bids for Bid

Schedule lll, Electrical Construction; and two bids for Bid Schedule lV, Combined Single
Bid. One contractor, John T. Jones Construction, Fargo, ND, submitted a bid package
containing a bid for both Schedule I and Schedule lV. The single bid received for Bid

Schedule ll, Mechanical Construction, did not contain a proper bid bond and was not
opened. Because of the lack of a responsive Mechanical Construction bid, the contract
has to be awarded on the basis of Bid Schedule lV, Combined Single Bid. The apparent
low bid received was $10,249,999.00 from John T. Jones Construction Co., Fargo, ND.
The project engineer's estimate was $9,256,200.00,

At its meeting on March 17, 2014, lhe
State Water Commission authorized the Secretary to the Commission to award
Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 4-5, Finished Water Pump Station, to the lowest
responsible bidder. The State Water Commission staff had reservations in awarding
Contract 4-5 to John T. Jones Construction because of the previous litigation history on
the Northwest Area Water Supply Contract 4-2A. Therefore, the award of the contract
was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration.
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The contract documents allow the State
Water Commission to select the most advantageous bid. Based on the project
engineer's review, the bid received from John T. Jones Construction appeared to be in
accordance with the advertisement for construction bid and the bid documents, and is
considered to be a responsive bid. lt was the recommendation of the project engineer to
award Contract 4-5 to John T. Jones Construction, Fargo, ND. The award of the
contract and notice to proceed are dependent on the satisfactory completion and
submission of the contract documents by John T. Jones Construction, and
review/approval by the Commission's legal counsel.

ln light of the references received for
John T. Jones Construction and the significant difference in the bid price, it was the
recommendation of Secretary Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the
Secretary to the Commission to award Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 4-5,
Finished Water Pump Station, in the amount of $10,249,999.00 based on the Base Bid

for Schedule lV, to John T. Jones Construction, Fargo, ND. Secretary Sando further
recommended that the notice of award stipulate the timely execution and successful
completion of Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 4-5, without disputed claims, is
essential for future qualifìcation of John T. Jones Construction as a responsible bidder.

It was moved by Commissioner Thompson and seconded by
Commissioner Nodland that the Súaúe Water Commission authorize
the Secretary to the Commission to award SouÚhwest Pipeline
Project Contract 4-5, Finished Water Pump Station, in the amount of
$10,249,999.00 based on the Base Bid for Schedule lV, to John T.

Jones Construction, Fargo, ND. This action is contingent upon the
satisfactory completion and submission of the contract documents
by John T. Jones Construction, the review/approval by the
Commrssion's legal counsel, and that the notice of award stipulate
the timely execution and successful completion of SouÚfiwesf
Pipeline Project Contract 4-5, without disputed claims, r.s essenÚial
for future qualification of John T. Jones Construction as a
responsible bidder.

Gommíss ioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson , Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay vofes.
Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously carried.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT -
AWARD OF CONTRACT 7-9E, WEST
CENTER SERVICE AREA RURAL
RE G I O N AL DI ST RI B UTI O N S YS TEM,
TO SWAN BERG CONSTRUCTION,
FARGO, ND - (88,317,088.50)
(SWC Project No. 1736-99)

On May 22,2014, bids were opened for
Southwest Pipeline Project, Oliver-
Mercer-North Dunn Regional Service
Area, West Center Service Area Rural
Distribution System, Contract 7-9E. The
contract consists generally of the con-
struction of approximately 270 miles of
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6" - 1 1/2" ASTM D2241 gasketed joint pipe, 255 rural water services, road crossings,
connections to existing pipelines, and other related appurtenances, Approximately
3,730 feet of the pipeline will be located within road right-of-way within Mercer and
Oliver counties. The contract documents stipulate a substantial completion date of
November 15,2015, with an intermediate completion date of July 15,2015 for a portion
of the project.

Four bid packages were received for
Contract 7-9E from Carstensen Contracting, lnc., Pipestone, MN; Eatherly Constructors,
lnc., Leawood, KS; Northern lmprovement Co., Bismarck, ND; and Swanberg
Construction, lnc., Valley City, ND. All bid packages appeared in order and were
opened. The apparent low bid received was $8,317,088.50 from Swanberg Construction,
tnc. The project engineer's estimate was $8,538,070.00.

The pipe unit prices for Contract 7-9E
were higher than on previous Southwest Pipeline Project contracts and other regional
water distribution contracts, but are similar to the prices seen on Contract 7-9F. The
Southwest Pipeline Project has a feasibility criteria jointly developed by the State Water
Commission and the Southwest WaterAuthority in 1983. One criterion is a maximum
expenditure for a single rural service connection. The maximum cost was set at $25,000
based on the Consumer Price lndex for September, 1992 of 141.3. The adjusted
maximum cost per user based on the current Consumer Price lndex of 237.1 would be

$4'1,940. The miles of pipe that can be installed for the maximum cost has been
steadily decreasing from approximately 3 miles to roughly 1 112 miles on Contract 7-9F
and 1 2/3 miles on Contract 7-9E.

The contract documents allow the State
Water Commission to select the most advantageous bid. Based on the project
engineer's review, the bid received from Swanberg Construction, lnc. appeared to be in
accordance with the advertisement for construction bid and the bid documents, and is
considered to be a responsive bid. lt was the recommendation of the project engineer to
award Contact 7-9E to Swanberg Construction, lnc., Valley City, ND. The award of the
contract and notice to proceed are dependent on the satisfactory completion and
submission of the contract documents by Swanberg Construction, lnc., and
review/approval by the Commission's legal counsel.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
award Southwest Pipeline Project, Oliver-Mercer-North Dunn Regional Service Area,
West Center Service Area Rural Distribution System, Contract 7-9E, in the amount of
$8,317,088.50 based on the Base Bid to Swanberg Construction, Valley City, ND.
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SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT -

APPROVAL OF WATER SERY'CE
CONTRACT 1736.38, CITY OF RHAME
(SWC Project No. 1736-99)

tt was moved by Commissioner Nodland and seconded by
Commrssioner Swenson that the Súaúe Water Commission authorize
the Secretary to the Commission to award SouÚhwest Pipeline
Project, Oliver-Mercer-North Dunn Regional Seruice Area, West
Center Seruice Area Rural Distribution SysÚem, Contract 7-98, in the
amount of $8,317,088.50 based on the Base Bid to Swanberg
Construction, Valley City, ND. This action is contingent upon the
satisfactory completion and submr.ssion of the contract documents
by Swanberg Construction, and the review/approval by the
Commission's legal counsel,

Commlbsioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voÚes.

Governor Datrymple announced the motion unanimously carried.

The City of Rhame has requested a

water service contract from the State
Water Commission and the Southwest
Water Authority for the delivery of pot-
able treated water from the Southwest

Pipeline Project that meets water quality standards of the North Dakota Department of
Health.

The contract specifies a maximum flow

allocation rate of 35 gallons per minute total for all connections and a minimum annual
water purchase of 100,000 gallons per year during the entire term of the contract. The

city is responsible for construction of three miles of parallel pipe upstream of the Rhame
booster and the connection to the city's distribution system. The city is also responsible
for 25 percent of the improvement costs of the pumps required to upgrade the Rhame
booster. The contract incorporates the higher rate for water used for oil industry and the
real time monitoring requirements for oil industry water depots.

It was the recommendation of Secretary

Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
finalize and execute Southwest Pipeline Project Water Service Contract 1736-38 with

the City of Rhame. The Southwest Water Authority will consider the water service
contract for approval at its June 2,2014 meeting.

tt was moved by Commissioner Nodland and seconded by
Commissioner Foley that the Sfate Water Commission authorize the
Secretary to the Commission to finalize and execute SouthwesÚ
Pipetine Project Water Seruice Contract 1736-38 with the City of
Rhame. SEE APPENDIX "G".
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Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voÚes'

Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously carried.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT .
APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT NO. 4
TO CITY OF DICKINSON WATER
SERYTCE CONTRACT 1736-03; AND
AUTHORIZE SECRETARY TO
COMMISSION TO EXECUTE
AMENDMENTS TO WATER SERY'CE
CONTRACTS WITH CUS TOMERS
(SWC Project No. 1736-99)

The withdrawal of water for the
Southwest Pipeline Project was initially
permitted under conditional water permit
No. 3688 approved on December 5,
'1984. The permit provides for the use of
17,100 acre-feet of water, of which
13,047 acre-feet is permitted for
municipal use and 4,053 acre-feet is
permitted for rural domestic use. lndus-
trial use was not permitted with condit-
ional water permit No. 3688.

Conditional Water Permit No, 5754 was
approved on March 31,2006 for industrial use that provides forthe use of 1,130 acre-
feet of water for the Southwest Pipeline Project's industrial use customers.

The use of water for hydraulic fracturing
by the oil industry has resulted in the industrial use of the Southwest Pipeline Project's
water exceeding its permitted amount starting in 2011. Temporary permits were
requested to meet the expected annual use in addition to the allocation of 1,130 acre-
feet of water. Conditional water permit No. 6145 was approved on March 17,2014 and
provides for 8,000 acre-feet of water for industrial use.

ln order to enforce the water permit
conditions and comply with the State Water Commission's cost share policy of domestic
water supply having priority over industrial water supply, 31 communities with water
service contracts executed prior to March 17, 2014 have been notified of the necessity
to amend their contract. The State Water Commission is a party to water service
contracts with bulk customers, which will require an amendment to prevent the resale of
water.

The city of Dickinson's amendment to
water service contract 1736-03 was presented for the State Water Commission's
consideration. The amendment included the maximum water capacity allocation
emergency connection to the Southwest Pipeline Project, and the higher rate and
telemetry requirement for industrial use. The amendment was approved by the city of
Dickinson and the Southwest Water Authority on May 5,2014.

May 29, 2014 - 36



It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve Amendment No. 4 to the city of
Dickinson's water service contract 1736-03, and authorize the Secretary to the
Commission to finalize and execute amendments to water service contracts with other
Southwest Pipeline Project customers.

It vvas moved by Commissioner Nodland and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the State Water Commission approve
Amendment No. 4 to the city of Dickinson's water seruice contract
1736-03, and finalize and authorize úhe Secretary to the Commission
to execute amendments to water seruice contracts with other
Souffiwest Pipeline Proiect customers, SEE APPENDIX "H"

Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay vofes'
Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously carried.

DEVILS LAKE HYDROLOGIC
AND PROJECTS UPDATES
(S[/YC Project No. 416-10)

DEVILS LAKE OUTLET OPERATIONS .
APPROVAL OF 2013 HOUSE BILL 1O2O

AP P RO P RI ATI O N F O R O P ERAT'ONS
oF DEVTLS LAKE OUTLETS ($10,000,000)
(SWC Project No. 416-10)

The Devils Lake hydrologic report, and
project updates were provided, which
are detailed in the staff memorandum,
dated May 19,2014, attached as
APPENDIX "1".

The Sixty-third Legislative Assembly of
North Dakota included $10,000,000
in House Bill 1020, the State Water
Commission's appropriation bill for the
2013-2015 biennium, for the operations
of the Devils Lake outlets.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve an allocation not to exceed

910,000,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-
2015 biennium (H.8. 1020) for the operations of the Devils Lake outlets.

tt was moved by Commissioner Vosper and seconded by
Commissioner Foley that the Súaúe Water Commission approve an
allocation not to exceed $10,000,000 from the funds appropriated to
the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020)
for the operations of the Devils Lake outlets. This action ts
contingent upon the availability of funds.

Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay yoÚes.

Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously carried.
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APPROVALOF PROPOSEDRULES The North Dakota State Engineer and
CHAwGES TO ARTICIES 89-06 AND 89-11 the North Dakota State Water Commis-
OF THE NORTH DAKOTA ADMINISTRA- sion held a public hearing on March 27,
T|VE CODE 2014 to address proposed administra-

tive rules changes to the North Dakota
Administrative Code Articles 89-03

(Water Appropriations), 89-06 (Funding from the Resources Trust Fund), 89-07
(Atmospheric Resource Board), 89-10 (Sovereign Lands), and 89-11 (Drought Disaster
Livestock Water Supply Project Assistance Program). The proposed rules were
submitted to the Attorney General's office for approval, and are pending before the
Legislative Rules Committee at its meeting on June 11,2014.

Articles 89-03 and 89-10 are
administered by the State Engineer. Article 89-07 is administered by the Atmospheric
Resource Board and requires the approval of that board to finalize. Articles 89-06 and
89-11 are administered by the State Water Commission and requires approval to
finalize,

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve the proposed changes to Articles 89-
06 and 89-11 of the North Dakota Administrative Code to the extent they are approved
by the Legislative Rules Committee.

It was moved by Commissioner Swenson and seconded by
Commissioner Hanson that the Súaúe Water Commission approve the
proposed changes to Articles 89-06 and 89-11 of the North Dakota
Administrative Code to the extent they are approved by the
Legislative Rules Co m mittee.

Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voÚes.

Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously carried.

Due to scheduling commitments,
Commissioner Nodland left the meeting

WESTERN AREA WATER
SUPPLY PROJECT REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1973)

report was provided, which is detailed
and attached as APPENDIX "J".

2011 House Bill 1206 created the
Western Area Water Supply (WAWS)
project, under chapter 61-40 of the
North Dakota Century Code. The project

in the staff memorandum dated May 19, 2014,
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WESTERN AREA WATER
SUPPLY PROJECT -
APPROVAL OF STANLEY
DISTRIBUTION PROJECT
(SWC Project No. 1973)

A request from the Western Area Water
Supply Authority was presented for the
State Water Commission's consideration
for the Stanley distribution project
involving service to users located south
and north of the city of Stanley, at a total
estimated cost of $11,220,000.

The transmission pipeline project
consists of 35 miles of 8" - 6" diameter pipeline at a cost of $3,665,000 to convey the
water for distribution to serve approximately 135 new users. The distribution pipeline
project requires 135 miles of 4" - 2" diameter pipeline at a cost of $7,555,000. The
Western Area Water Supply Project Authority's, Phases l-3, budget included an
estimate for the Stanley Distribution project - Part 1 of $6,720,000, and the Phase 4
budget included a project estimate - Part 2 of $12,501,000.

The State Water Commission's 2013-
2015 appropriation includes $79,000,000 for the Western Area Water Supply project,

with $40,000,000 approved as a $20,000,000 loan and $20,000,000 grant. The total
approved funding is $190,000,000 from several sources; with the remaining
appropriation budget of $39,000,000, the Authority would have funding of $229,000,000.
It is anticipated the project design and easement work could begin in 2014 after a

revised budget is provided to determine the current projects and the Stanley project are
within a $229,000,000 budget.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve the Stanley Distribution project, with
the advertisement for bids for construction contingent upon submittal from the Western
Area Water Supply Authority of a revised overall budget which indicates that the Stanley
Distribution project is within a budget of $229,000,000. The Secretary to the
Commission shall concur with the revised overall project budget.

tt was moved by Commissioner Vosper and seconded by
Commiss ioner H anson that:

1) úhe Stafe Water Commission shall approve the Stanley
Distribution Project;

the Western Area Water Supply Authority shall submit a
revised overall budget prior to the advertisement for
bids for the Stanley Distribution proiect indicating the
project is within the budget of $229,000,000 for Phases
1-3; and

2)
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úhe Secretary to the Commrssion shall concur with the
revised budget for Phases l-3 submitted by the Western
Area Water Supply Authority.

Commissioners Foley, Hanson, Swenson, Thompson, Vosper, and
Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voúes. Governor
Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously carried.

3)

NORTHWESTAREA WATER
SUPPLY (NAWS) PROJECT -
STATUS REPORTS
(SWC Project No. 237-04)

The Northwest Area Water Supply
(NAWS) project and construction status
reports were provided, which are detail-
ed in the staff memorandum dated
May 19,2014, attached as APPENDIX
,,K".

STATE WATER PLAN - The Planning and Education division of
2015-2017 BIENNIUM the State Water Commission initiated
(SWC Project No. 322) the process of developing the State

Water Plan for the 2015-2017 biennium
and beyond. Because a comprehensive overview of the state's current and future water
needs and issues is critical, part of this effort included project information from local
sponsors across the state who may request state cost participation in future biennia. As
a result of that request, approximately 240 project information forms were received.

State Water Commission staff members
have reviewed the project information forms for general eligibility and to categorize
projects by cost share category, with an end goal to develop an inventory of projects
and their potential financial need from the state. Because modifications to the State
Water Commission's cost share policy have not been finalized, development of the
project inventory and their potential financial need from the state is contingent upon
finalizing the cost share policy to determine the eligibility requirements and cost share
percentages.

ln the fall of 2013, the State Water
Commission and staff completed a series of Commissioner-hosted meetings in six
drainage basins across the state as required by 2013 House Bill 1206. By conducting
those meetings, the requirement was met. A second round of meetings was planned in
the summer of 2014 to outline the final cost share policy and to discuss projects that
were submitted as part of the inventory process, however, with the ongoing discussions
regarding the cost share policy and the policy not finalized, there may not be adequate
time to conduct another round of Commissioner-hosted meetings.

Jessie Wald, Planning and Education
Division, was introduced as the State Water Commission's Public lnformation Specialist,
effective April 7, 2014.
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M'SSOURI RIVER REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1392)

The Missouri River report was provided,
which is detailed in the staff memoran-
dum dated May 15,2014, and attached
hereto as APPENDIX "L'.

There being no further business to come
before the State Water Commission, Governor Dalrymple adjourned the meeting at 5:45
p.m.

mple,
n, State Water mrsston

\-+9 J.-
Todd Sando, P.E.
North Dakota State Engineer,
and Chief Engineer-Secretary
to the State Water Commission
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DRAFT FINAL

MINUTES

No¡th Dakota Súaúe Water Commission
Audio Telephone Conference Call Meeting

Bismarck, No¡th Dakota

February 27, 2014

The North Dakota State Water
Commission held an audio telephone conference call meeting in the Governor's
conference room at the State Capitol, Bismarck, North Dakota, on February 27, 2014.
Governor Jack Dalrymple, Chairman, called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m., and

announced a quorum was present.

STATE WATER COMMISS ION MEMBERS PRESENTj
Governor Jack Dalrymple, Chairman
Tom Bodine, representing Doug Goehring, Commissioner,

North Dakota Department of Agriculture, Bismarck
Arne Berg, Member from Devils Lake
Maurice Foley, Member from Minot
Larry Hanson, Member from Williston
George Nodland, Member from Dickinson
Robert Thompson, Member from Page
Harley Swenson, Member from Bismarck
Douglas Vosper, Member from Neche

OIHERS PRESENIi
Todd Sando, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary,

North Dakota State Water Commission, Bismarck
State Water Commission Staff
Andrea Travnicek, North Dakota Office of the Governor, Bismarck
Jennifer Verleger, North Dakota Office of Attorney General, Bismarck
Mary Massad, Southwest Water Authority, Dickinson
Tyson Decker, Bartlett & WesUAECOM, Bismarck
Jim Neubauer, City of Mandan
Britt Aasmundstad, Department of Agriculture, Bismarck
Representatives from the Cities of Dickinson, Watford City and Williston (via telephone)

The attendance register is on file with the official minutes

ep^ I

The meeting was recorded to assist in compilation of the minutes
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CONSTDERATION OF AGENDA The agenda for the February 27 ,2014
State Water Commission audio tele-

phone conference call meeting was modified to include a discussion of the proposed
Rice Lake drain project in Ward county.

It was moved by Commissioner Foley, seconded by Commissioner
Nodland, and unanimously carried, that the agenda be accepÚed as
modified.

2013-20lSSTATEWATERSUPPLY, Requests from thecities of Dickinson,
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE - Watford City, and Williston were pre-

APPROVAL OF STATE COSI PARTICI- sented for the State Water Commis-
PATTON GRA^rfS ïOTAL-832,100,000); sion's consideration of state cost partici-
(C|TY OF DICKNSOIV-$í 8,400,000) pation grant funding for capital infra-
(C\TY OF WATFORD CITY-$,6,700,000) structure water projects needed within
(C|TY OF WtLLtSfON-$7,000,000) the next three years to address current
(SWC Project Nos. 2050DlC; and future demands of their systems
2050WAT; and 2050WLL) resulting from the growing population of

western North Dakota. These communi-
ties are seeking funds in addition to sales tax, general obligation bonds, energy impact
grants, and enterprise funds. The proposed projects are in various stages of planning,

design, bidding for construction, and under construction. The estimated water
distribution project costs are: City of Dickinson - $32,100,000, City of Watford City -

$',l1,700,000, and City of Williston - $23,200,000.

Representatives of the cities of
Dickinson, Watford City and Williston presented additional information relating to their
capital infrastructure water projects, and responded to inquiries from the State Water
Commission members that included maintenance costs, special city assessments,
projects design, costs, and construction.

ln December, 2013, the State Water
Commission began its review of potential revisions to the Cost Share Policy, Procedure,
and General Requirements. Cost share modifications are currently being considered
that could expand the criteria for the state's grant program in order that more water
supply projects could qualify for state assistance. Governor Dalrymple stated that
although the Commission has not approved revisions to the current cost share policy,

the state grant requests before the Commission would support critical water supply
projects in the cities of Dickinson, Watford City and Williston based on population
growth and financial need. Governor Dalrymple also expressed that "expanding the
itate's grant program would provide assistance in meeting North Dakota's growing

needs for access to quality water supplies."
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Funding for pre-construction engineer-
ing and construction engineering eligible costs was discussed. lt was the general
consensus of the State Water Commission members to fund the pre-construction
engineering costs at 35 percent of the eligible costs, construction engineering costs at
60 percent of the eligible costs, and construction costs at 60 percent of the eligible
costs.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation grants of 35
percent of the eligible costs for pre-construction engineering, 60 percent of the eligible
costs for construction engineering, and 60 percent of the eligible costs for construction,
not to exceed a total state cost participation grant allocation of $32,100,000 to be
disbursed as follows: 1) City of Dickinson - $18,400,000; 2) City of Watford City -

$6,700,000; and 3) City of Williston - $7,000,000.

It was moved by Commissioner Nodland and seconded by
Commrssioner Berg that the Sfaúe Water Commrssion approve state
cost participation grants of 35 percent of the eligible cosÚs for pre-
construction engineering, 60 percent of the eligible cosfs for
construction engineering, and 60 percent of the eligible cosfs for
construction, not to exceed a total sÚaÚe cost parTicipation grant
allocation of $32,100,000 from the funds appropriated to Úhe SÚate

Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020) to be
disbursed as follows: 1) City of Dickinson - $18,400,000; 2) City of
Watford City - $6,700,000; and 3) City of Williston ' $7,000,000. These
actions are contingent upon the availability of funds, and are subiect
to future revisions.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Tom Bodine representing
Commissioner Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Su¡enson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay
yoúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously
carried.

RED RTVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY On December 23, 2013, the North

VALUE ENGINEERING STUDY - Dakota State Water Commission issued
AUTHORTZATTON TO ENTER a Request for Proposals for a value eng-
1NTO CONTRACT WITH CH2MHILL ineering study of the Red River valley
tN THE AMOUNT OF $375,000 water supply alternatives to supply
(SWC Project No. 325) water from the Missouri River to the Red

River valley users (municipalities, rural

water districts, and industry). The alternatives vary in regard to their alignment, length,

and environmental permitting requirements. The overall value engineering study goal is
to assist the state select an alignment that provides the best opportunity to complete the
project.
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Six proposals were received, and the
top three scoring firms were interviewed on January 27 and 28, 2014. The top candidate
was CH2MHILL, who has considerable experience with similar projects in design,
planning, construction, and legal perspectives. The Commission staff negotiated the
scope of work with CH2MHILL focusing on deliverables of comparative costs, viability,
and risk of a federal nexus for three alternatives compared to the federal preferred
alternative in the Environmental lmpact Statement performed by the U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation, which was finalized in 2007. The negotiated contract cost with CH2MHILL
was $375,000, with an anticipated completion date of May 16,2014.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
enter into a contract with CH2MHILL for the Red River valley water supply value
engineering study, and that the State Water Commission approve an allocation not to
exceed $375,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the
2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020) to support the contract.

It was moved by Commissioner Berg and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the Súafe Water Commission
authorize úhe Secretary to the Commission to enter into a contract
with CH2MHILL for the Red River valley water supply value
engineering study, and that úhe Súaúe Water Commrssion approve an
allocation not to exceed $375,000 from the funds appropriated to the
Súafe Water Commr.ssion in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020) to
support the contract. This action is contingent upon the availability
of funds.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Tom Bodine representing
Commlssioner Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay
vofes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously
carried.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT - On January 23, 2014, bid packages
AUTHORIZATION TO AWARD were opened for Southwest Pipeline
CONTRACT 3-2A, MEMBRANE Project, Contract 3-2A, New Dickinson
SYSIEMS EQUIPMENT PROCURE- Water Treatment Plant Membrane
MENT AT NEW DICKINSON WATER Systems Procurement. This contract
TREATMENT PLANT, TO TONKA consists of furnishing micro-fìltration or
WATER, PLYMOUTH, MN, lN THE ultra-filtration membrane equipment for
AMOUNT OF $1,934,137.58 removing suspended solids for the
(SWC Project No. 1736-99) proposed Dickinson water treatment

plant to be located on property east of
the existing Dickinson water treatment plant, which is currently owned by the city of
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Dickinson. The scope of supply was generally for membrane systems equipment with a
capacity of approximately 6,000,000 million gallons per day (MGD), along with pre-
filtration membrane backwash, membrane clean-in-place, air integrity testing, air
scouring, and integration and controls equipment. A 'secondary' set of membranes will
also be used to recover most of the backwash water generated by the 'primary'
membranes.

The new water treatment plant is
proposed with a capacity of 6 MGD and will initially operate in conjunction with the
existing Dickinson water treatment plant, which has a capacity of 12 MGD. The 6 MGD
plant can be expanded in phases for a total capacity of 18 MGD when the existing plant
is retired in phases. Some parts of the existing plant are approaching 60 years in age.
The new plant will employ ozonation of the raw water to combat taste and odor issues
followed by lime softening and membrane filtration,

Competitive sealed proposals were
solicited for this contract in accordance with North Dakota Administrative Code 4-12-12.
Three proposals were received, one proposal did not contain a valid bid bond, therefore,
the proposal was considered non-responsive and was not opened. The other two
proposals received were from Tonka Water, Plymouth, MN, and H20 lnnovation USA,
lnc., Champlin, MN. The award of this contract is based on a 2O-year life cycle analysis,
completed by Bartlett & WeSUAECOM.

The bid form included two bid
alternates. Bid alternate 1 was for an additional 12 months of warranty on all equipment,
excluding the membranes. Bid alternate 2 was for the additional costs of stainless steel
support frames for the equipment. The apparent low bid for the base bid with bid
alternative 1 was $1,934,137.58 submitted from Tonka Water, Plymouth, MN,

The contract documents allow the State
Water Commission to select the most advantageous bid. Based on the project
engineer's review, the bid received from Tonka Water, Plymouth, MN, appeared to be in
accordance with the advertisement for construction bid and the bid documents, and is
considered to be a responsive bid, lt was the recommendation of the project engineer to
award Contract 3-24 to Tonka Water, Plymouth, MN. The award of the contract and
notice to proceed are dependent on the satisfactory completion and submission of the
contract documents by Tonka Water, and review/approval by the Commission's legal
counsel.

The contract will be funded from the
2013-2015 biennium State Water Commission allocation to the Southwest Pipeline
Project.
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It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
award Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 3-2A, New Dickinson Water Treatment Plant
Membrane Systems Procurement, based on the base bid plus bid alternate 1, in the
amount of $1 ,934,137.58, to Tonka Water, Plymouth, MN.

It was moved by Commissioner Swenson and seconded by
Commissioner Hanson that the Sfaúe Water Commission authorize
the Secretary to the Commission to award Souúhwest Pipeline
Project Contract 3-2A, New Dickinson Water Treatment Plant
Membrane Sysúems Procurement, based on the base bid plus bid
alternate 7, in the amount of $1,934,137.58, to Tonka Water,
Plymouth, MN. This action ts contingent upon the satisfactory
completion and submíssion of the contract documents by Tonka
Water, and the review/approval by the Commission's legal counsel.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Tom Bodine representing
Commissioner Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay
voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously
carried.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT - On January 30, 2014, bid packages
AUTHORIZATION TO AWARD were opened for the Southwest Pipeline
CONTRACT 2-8F, DUNN CENTER Project Contract 2-8F, which is Phase ll
BOOSIER TO NORTH FAIRFIELD of the main transmission line in Dunn
BOOSIER MAIN TRANSMISSTON County from the Dunn Center booster
PIPELINE, fO CARSIENSEN station (north of Halliday) to the north
CONTRACTING, lNC., PIPESTONE, MN, Fairfield booster station (west of Kill-
lN THE AMOUNT OF $7,162,006.00 deer). The contract was divided into
(SWC Project No. 1736-99) three bid schedules in order to have

different completion dates and to
accommodate different unit prices for pipeline installation in the western part of the state
involving utility crossings.

Bid schedule 't generally consisted of
furnishing and installing approximately 15 miles of '16" A\ 

^/VA 
C-905 PVC gasketed

joint pipe, road crossings, connections to existing pipelines, and other related
appurlenances. The contract specifies an intermediate completion date of August 15,
2014 for bid schedule 1.
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Bid schedule 2A generally consisted of
furnishing and installing approximately 5 miles of 14" A\ A/VA C-905 PVC gasketed joint
pipe, 7 miles of 10" - 6" ASTM D 2241 PVC gasketed joint pipe, two prefabricated steel
meter vaults, road crossings, connections to existing pipelines, and other related
appurtenances. The contract specifies an intermediate completion date of November 1,

2014 for bid schedule 24.

Bid schedule 2B generally consisted of
furnishing and installing approximately 12.5 miles of 8" - 6" ASTM D 2241 PVC
gasketed joint pipe, two prefabricated below grade VFD booster stations, road
crossings, connections to existing pipelines, and other related appurtenances.
lnstallation of pipeline in bid schedule 28 will allow serving the Killdeer Mountains,
Grassy Butte, and a portion of the Fairfield service area from the Oliver-Mercer-North
Dunn water treatment plant. These areas are currently served from the Dickinson water
treatment plant. The contract specifies that the work for bid schedule 28 and the entire
project will be substantially complete on or before August 1,2015.

Six bid packages were received for
Contract 2-8F from Carstensen Contracting, lnc., Pipestone, MN; Wagner Construction,
lnternational Falls, MN; S. J. Louis, Rockville, MN; Merryman Excavation, Woodstock,
lL; Northern lmprovement Company, Bismarck, ND; and Knlfe River, Bismarck, ND. All
bid packages appeared in order and were opened. The project engineer's estimate was
$7,324,606.50. The apparent low bid received was $7,162,006.00 submitted by
Carstensen Contracting, lnc., Pipestone, MN.

The contract documents allow the State
Water Commission to select the most advantageous bid. Based on the project
engineer's review, the bid received from Carstensen Contracting, Pipestone, MN,
appeared to be in accordance with the advertisement for construction bid and the bid
documents, and is considered to be a responsive bid. lt was the recommendation of the
project engineer to award Contract 2-8F to Carstensen Contracting, Pipestone, MN. The
award of the contract and notice to proceed arc dependent on the satisfactory
completion and submission of the contract documents by Carstensen Contracting, and
review/approval by the Commission's legal counsel.

The contract will be funded from the
2013-2015 biennium State Water Commission allocation to the Southwest Pipeline
Project.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
award Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 2-8F, Oliver-Mercer-Nofth Dunn regional
service area, Dunn Center Booster to Nofth Fairfield Booster Main Transmission
Pipeline, in the amount of $7,162,006,00 to Carstensen Contracting, Pipestone MN.
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It was moved by Commissioner Vosper and seconded by
Commissioner Nodland that the Súaúe Water Commission authorize
the Secretary to the Commission to award Souúhwest Pipeline
Project Contract 2-8F, Oliver-Mercer-North Dunn regional seruice
area, Dunn Center Booster to Notth Faiúield Booster Main
Transmission Pipeline, in the amount of 87,162,006.00, to Carstensen
Contracting, Pipestone, MN. This action ts contingent upon the
satisfactory completion and submrssion of the contract documents
by Carstensen Contracting, and the review/approval by the
Commission's legal counsel.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Tom Bodine representing
Commissioner Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Surenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay
voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion unanimously
carried.

RICE LAKE DRAIN PROJECT, On February 13, 2014, the Office of the
WARD COUNTY State Engineer was in receipt of a
(SWC Project No. 1262) letter from Norman Nelson, Mayor, City

of Douglas, North Dakota, expressing
concerns relating to the proposed Rice Lake drain project in Ward county.

At the request of the State Water
Commission members, the staff responded indicating that the Office of the State
Engineer's review of the Application to Drain No. 4035, which is determined to be of
statewide significance, is pending contingent upon an updated design of the proposed
project from the Rice Lake Recreation Service District Engineer. The review process will
proceed upon receipt of the new project design.

There being no additional business to
come before the State Water Commission, Governor Dalrymple adjourned the audio
telephone conference call meeting at 1:50 p.m.

Jack Dalrymple, Governor
Chairman, State Water Commission

Todd Sando, P.E.
North Dakota State Engineer,
and Chief Engineer-Secretary
to the State Water Commission
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DRAFT FINAL

MINUTES

No¡th Dakota Súaúe Water Commission
Bismarck, North Dakota

March 17,2014

The North Dakota State Water
Commission held a meeting at the State Office Building, Bismarck, North Dakota, on
March 17, 2014. Governor Jack Dalrymple, Chairman, called the meeting to order at
1:30 p.m., and requested Todd Sando, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary to
the State Water Commission, to call the roll. Governor Dalrymple announced a quorum
was present.

S'ON MEMBERS PRE
Governor Jack Dalrymple, Chairman
Arne Berg, Member from Starkweather
Doug Goehring, Commissioner, North Dakota Department of Agriculture, Bismarck
Maurice Foley, Member from Minot
Larry Hanson, Member from Williston
George Nodland, Member from Dickinson
Harley Swenson, Member from Bismarck
Robert Thompson, Member from Page
Douglas Vosper, Member from Neche

OTHERS PRE
Todd Sando, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary,

Nofth Dakota State Water Commission, Bismarck
State Water Commission Staff
Approximately 50 people interested in agenda items

The attendance register is on file with the official minutes.

The meeting was recorded to assist in compilation of the minutes

CONS'DERATION OF AGENDA The agenda for the March 17, 2014
State Water Commission meeting was
presented; there were no modifications,

It was moved by Commissioner Swenson, seconded by
Commissioner Hanson, and unanimously carried, that the agenda be
accepted as presented.
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It was moved by Commissíoner Foley, seconded by Commissioner
Thompson, and unanimously carried, that the draft final minufes of
the December 13, 2013 Súaúe Water Commission meeting be
approved as prepared.

STATE WATER COMMISSION ln the 2013-2015 biennium, the State
BUDGET EXPENDITURES, Water Commission has two line items -
2013-2015 BIENNIUM administrative and support services, and

water and atmospheric resources ex-
penditures. The allocated program expenditures for the period ending January 31,2014,
reflecting 29 percent of the 2013-2015 biennium, were presented and discussed by
David Laschkewitsch, State Water Commission's Director of Administrative Services.
The expenditures, in total, are within the authorized budget amounts. SEE APPENDIX
,,An

The Contract Fund sPreadsheet,
attached hereto as APPENDIX "8", provides information on the committed and
uncommitted funds from the Resources Trust Fund and the Water Development Trust
Fund. The total amount allocated for projects is $371 ,642,763 leaving an unobligated
balance of $334,251,329 available to commit to projects in the 2013-2015 biennium,

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT MINUTES
OF DECEMBER 13, 2013 STATE WATER
COMMISSION MEETING - APPROVED

RESOURCES TRUST FUND
AND WATER DEVELOPMENT
rRUST FUND REVENUES,
2013-2015 BIENNIUM

The draft final minutes of the December
13, 2013 State Water Commission
meeting were approved by the follow-
ing motion:

Oil extraction tax deposits into the Re-
sources Trust Fund total $172,558,925
through February, 2014 and are cur-
rently ç18,721,325, or 12.2 percent
above budgeted revenues.

No deposits have been received for the
Water Development Trust Fund (tobacco settlement) in the 2013-2015 biennium. The
first planned deposit is for approximately $9,000,000 in April, 2014.

Sheila Peterson, Director of the Fiscal
Management Division, Office of Management and Budget, provided historical
information of the Resources Trust Fund, and an overview of the actual revenues and
expenditures for the 2011-2013 biennium, the legislative appropriations for the 2013-
2015 biennium, and estimated revenue and expenditure projections for the 2013-2015
biennium. The Resources Trust Fund status statement presented by Ms. Peterson,
dated March 14,2014, is outlined in APPENDIX "C'.
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BOND RETIREMENT The State Water Commission has the
following outstanding bond issues

relating to the Southwest Pipeline Project which can be retired on July 1, 2014: 2000
Series A ($02S,000), 2005 Series A ($t,876,500), 2005 Series B ($537,000), 2007
Series A ($t,375,548), and 2009 Series A ($2,939,285).

The legislature included funding to retire
the bonds with the restriction that available funding from the Resources Trust Fund for
water projects must exceed $287,000,000. The balance in the Resources Trust Fund as
of January 31, 2014 was $392,621,636. ln order to retire the five outstanding bond
issues listed on July 1,2014, the trustee requires a 55-day notice of intent.

The State Water Commission's
remaining outstanding bond issues have 1O-year redemption clauses that prevent
retirement at an earlier date. These outstanding bond issues include the Southwest
Pipeline Project, 2007 Series B ($t 1,900,000), statewide water development, 2005
Series A ($12,9t0,000), and statewide water development,2005 Series A
($46,355,000). Defeasement of these outstanding bond issues may be addressed later
in the 2013-2015 biennium,

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve retirement of the following outstanding
bond issues relating to the Southwest Pipeline Project: 2000 Series A ($675,000), 2005
Series A ($t,876,500), 2005 Series B ($537,000), 2007 Series A ($1,375,548), and
2009 Series A ($2,939,285).

tt was moved by Commrssioner Berg and seconded by
Commissioner Hanson that the Súafe Water Commission approve
retirement of the following outstanding bond issues relating to the
Soufhwest Pipeline Project: 2000 Series A (8675,000), 2005 Series A
($1,876,500), 2005 Series B ($537,000), 2007 Series A ($1,375'548),
and 2009 Series A ($2,939,285).

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.
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CASS COUNTY DRAIN NO. 30 A request from the Rush River Water
CHANNEL TMPROVEMENTS Resource District was presented for the
PROJECT - APPROVAL OF STATE State Water Commission's consideration
COSr PARTICIPATION (8142,818) for state cost participation in the Cass
(SWC Project No. 1082) County Drain No. 30 Channel lmprove-

ments project. The proposed project

involves the reconstruction of approximately two miles of an existing legal assessment
drain located southeast of the city of Argusville in Hanruood township which has

experienced significant channel bottom erosion and sliding on the side slopes.

The drainage channel begins at the
Sheyenne River in Section 10 and continues upstream to the diversion from Drain No.

13 to Drain No. 30 in Section I near the intersection of 169th Avenue SE and Cass
County Highway 81. The flow carried by Drain No.'l3 from its upstream contributing
area is diverted partially to Drain No. 30 through a culvert opening on the downstream
side of Cass County Highway 8'1.

The drain will be reconstructed with a
1Q-foot channel bottom and 4:1 side slopes, The new design will tie into the proposed

design from the Metro Flood Diversion project channel which will intersect the existing
legaL drain. The project will include the improvements of the culvert and bridge
crossings within the reach. The District expects to begin project design and acquisitions
in the spring of 2014, with construction completed in late 2015.

The project engineer's total cost
estimate is $500,000, of which $317,373 is determined eligible for state cost
participation as a rural flood control project al45 percent of the eligible costs ($142,818)

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation as a rural flood
control project at 45 percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of

$142,818 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Rush River Water Resource District to support the Cass
County Drain No. 30 Channel lmprovements project.

tt was moved by Gommissioner Hanson and seconded by
Commissioner Foley that the Súafe Water Commission approve state
cost pafticipation as a rural flood control project at 45 percent of the
etigibte cosús, not to exceed an allocation of $142,818 from the funds
appropriated to the Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Rush River Water Resource Dístrict to
suppott úfie Cass County Drain No.30 Channel lmprovements proiect.
This action ts contingent upon the availability of funds, and
satisfaction of the required drain permit.
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Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

CITY OF MAPLETON FLOOD A request from the city of Mapleton was
CONTROL LEVEE SySIEM presented for the State Water
PROJECT RE-CERTIFICATION - Commission's consideration for state
APPROVAL OF STATE COSI cost participation in the costs for re-
PARTICIPATION (ç718,941) certification of the city's flood control
(SWC Project No. 2005) levee system. FEMA has been updating

its Flood lnsurance Rate Maps (FIRM)
as part of the map modernization process. As part of its effort for the new Cass County
Flood lnsurance Study (FlS), FEMA determined that the levee protecting the city of
Mapleton was accredited in the previous FIS based on the information available and on
the mapping standards at that time.

For FEMA to accredit the levee on the
new FIRM, the city must provide documentation that shows the levee meets federal
requirements for levees as per 44 CFR 65.10. lf the levee is not certified, all residences
shown as protected from the base flood will be required to purchase flood insurance,
which would have a significant economic impact on the city. The levee is currently listed
as a Provisionally Accredited Levee (PAL).

ln June, 2012, the State Engineer
approved $24,410 for the geotechnical analysis for the re-certification of the levee
system. The city has completed gathering the available documentation and is ready to
proceed with the analysis necessary to complete the report.

The project includes flattening the
riverbank slope so that it is shaped to a gradient of 6:1 side slopes. Due to its proximity
to the river, a sheetpile retaining wall will be installed adjacent to the toe of the levee in
order to achieve the FEMA required factor of safety concerning slope stability, which
has been identified as a critical aspect of the levee system that needs to be addressed
prior to certification of the levee. The project will involve clearing and grubbing of trees
to meet the Corps of Engineer's requirement for a lS-foot vegetative clear zone from the
toe of the levee.

The total cost estimate of the project is

$1,635,000, of which $1,198,235 is determined eligible for state cost participation at 60
percent ($718,941). The request before the State Water Commission is for a 60 percent
state cost participation in the amount of $7'18,941.
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It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation at 60 percent
of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of $718,941 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), for
the City of Mapleton Flood Control Levee System Recertification.

It was moved by Commissioner Berg and seconded by
Commissioner Vosper that the Súaúe Water Commission approve
súafe cost participation at 60 percent of the eligible cosÍs, not to
exceed an allocation of $718,941 from the funds appropriated to the
Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the city of Mapleton to support the re-certification of its flood control
levee sysúem. This action is contingent upon the availability of funds.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

MICLIJSKY CANAL MILE MARKERS The McClusky Canal is a major feature
10 AND 49 - APPROVAL OF STATE in the Garrison Diversion Unit principal
COSI PARTICIPATION ($256,321) supply works. The canal is approxi-
(SWC Project No. 1968) mately 74 miles long and carries water

from Lake Audubon to the west side of
the Lonetree Wildlife Management Area. Based on the Garrison Diversion Unit
legislation in 1986, the canal was designed to carry 1,960 cubic feet per second (cfs) of
water for irrigation of 250,000 acres, as well as to provide water for municipal and rural
water systems. Authorized irrigation development has been reduced numerous times
with changes in federal legislation. The McClusky Canal service area is currently
authorized for a total of 23,700 acres of irrigation.

The Garrison Diversion Conservancy
District has taken steps towards developing an irrigation project to utilize the authorized
acres. Landowners within the McClusky Canal service area were canvassed to
determine the amount of interest in irrigating land with canal waters. Because of the
significant interest, the District is moving forward with these efforts.

On June 1, 2010, the State Water
Commission approved state cost parlicipation of 50 percent of the eligible costs, not to
exceed an allocation of $1,310,931 for the costs associated with the intake, pump
station, controls, main transmission pipeline and power grid for the first phase of the
McClusky Canal Mike Marker 7.5 2010 irrigation project to serve approximalely 2,210
acres. On December 10, 2010, the State Water Commission approved a revised project
to irrigate a total of 2,925 acres (no additional funding was approved). On September 21,
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2011, the State Water Commission approved state cost participation at 50 percent of
the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $489,069. The total state cost
participation to date is $1,800,000 for the McClusky Canal Mile Marker 7,5 irrigation
project.

A request from the Garrison Diversion
Conservancy District was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for
state cost participation for McClusky Canal Mile Markers 10 (205 acres in Mclean
county) and 49 (220 acres in Sheridan county) irrigation projects to serve a total of 425
acres. The project is estimated to cost $1 ,033,284, of which $512,642 is determined
eligible for state cost participation at 50 percent ($256,321). The Garrison Diversion
Conservancy District will use special assessment authority to be paid by the irrigators
for the remaining 50 percent of the central supply works. The costs of the pivots and
connections to the water delivery system will be paid by the irrigator.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation of 50 percent
of the eligible costs, not to exceed an allocation of $256,321 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District to support the McClusky Canal Mile
Markers 10 and 49 irrigation projects,

It was moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commissioner Goehring that the Sfaúe Water Commission approve
súafe cost pafticipation of 50 percent of the eligible cosús, not to
exceed an allocation of $256,321 from the funds appropriated to the
Sfafe Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the Garrison Diversion Conseruancy District to support the
McClusky Canal Mile Markers 10 and 49 irrigation proiects. This
action is contingent upon the availability of funds.

Commissioners Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye.
Commissioner Berg voted nay. Recorded voúes were I ayes; 1 nay.
Governor Dalrymple announced the motion carried.
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CITY OF PEMBINA 2014 FLOOD On March 11, 2010, the State Water
PROTECTIOw SySIEM MODIFI- Commission approved a request from
CAITONS PROJECT - the city of Pembina for state cost
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL STATE participation of 60 percent of the eligible
COSI PARTICIPATION ($660,900) costs, not to exceed an allocation of
(SWC Project No. 1tM4) 927,156 from the funds appropriated to

the State Water Commission in the
2009-2011 biennium (H.8, 1020) to analyze the city's flood control levee system for
compliance with FEMA guidelines as outlined in the Code of Federal Regulations, Title
44 Parl.65.10. The analysis was required for FEMA to accredit the levee system, flood
insurance mapping purposes, operations are designed to the current standards, and
provide protection from the 1OO-year flood.

ln May, 2011, the city submitted a

conceptual proposal to the Corps of Engineers to raise the floodwall and levee as part
of the certification process because any modification to the Pembina protection system
requires Corps of Engineers approval. On March 6,2012,Lhe State Water Commission
approved a request from the city of Pembina for state cost participation of 60 percent of
the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $108,000 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 201 1-2013 biennium (S.8. 2020) to
support the Corps of Engineers Section 408 review for the city's flood control system
FEMA levee certification and accreditation project.

The city of Pembina intends to begin
construction in the spring of 2014 on the flood protection system modifications project.

ln order to meet the certification criteria outlinedin 44 CFR 65.10, the levee must be

raised and the floodwall must be rehabilitated and raised, as well as other
improvements. The project is intended to address these requirements and ensure the
levee system continues to provide the appropriate protection. The project has
undergone significant reviews by the Corps of Engineers and the State Water
Commission, it is anticipated the Corps of Engineers will approve the Section 408 Major
Modification proposal.

The project engineer's estimated cost is

$1,441,91'1, of which $1,101,500 is determined eligible for state cost participation at 60
percent ($660,900). A request from the city of Pembina was presented for the State
Water Commission's consideration for a 60 percent state cost participation in the
amount of $660,900. Because the State Water Commission's cost share policy is

currently being modified, the city requested that the final policy changes be
grandfathered and retroactively considered for the project.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve state cost participation at 60 percent
of the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $660,900 from the funds
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appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H B, 1020), to
the city of Pembina to support the flood protection system modifications project. The
request was considered under the current cost share policy, therefore, the Secretary to
the State Water Commission did not recommend retroactive costs for state cost
participation.

It vvas moved by Commissioner Vosper and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the State Water Commission approve
sfaúe cost pafticipation at 60 percent of the eligible cosfs, not to
exceed an additional allocation of $660,900 from the funds
appropriated to the Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the city of Pembina to support the flood
protection system modifications project. This action is contingent
upon the availability of funds, satisfaction of the Corps of Engineers
Secúion 408 major modification proposal, and approval of the State
Water Com mission construction permit.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay vofes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

MTSSOURIWESTWATER SySfEM, On October 7,2013, the State Water
SOUTH MANDAN PROJECT - Commission passed a motion approving
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL STATE a state cost participation grant of 50
COSI PARTICIPATION GRANT ($122,000) percent of the eligible costs, not to
(SWC Project No. 2050-MIS) exceed $400,000 from the funds appro-

priated to the State Water Commission
in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.B 1020) to the Missouri West Water System to support
the south Mandan project. The project involves the installation of 13.2 miles of 6" to 4"
transmission pipeline for service to 275 existing users, and would restore flow rates
through areas impacted by the rapid population growth along the existing undersized
pipelines in three sections of the system in Morton county. The water supply is from the
city of Mandan and the Southwest Water Authority.

A request from the Missouri West Water
System was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for state cost
participation for a 75 percent grant for the south Mandan project rural expansion project.
The proposed project includes the installation of 35,700 feet of pipeline to add seven
rural users at an estimated project cost is $162,700.
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It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve a state cost participation grant of 75
percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $122,000 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8.
1020), to the Missouri West Water System to support the south Mandan project. The
Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state allocation grants to
$522,000.

It was moved by Commissioner Berg and seconded by
Commrssioner Goehring that the Sfaúe Water Commission approve a
súaúe cost participation grant of 75 percent of the eligible cosÚs, nof
to exceed an additional allocation of $122,000 from the funds
appropriated to the Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Missouri West Water Sysúem to supporl
the south Mandan project. This action ,b contingent upon the
availability of funds, and is subject to future revisions.

Commrssioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

This action increases ffie total state allocation grants to $522,000 to
the Missouri West Water sysúem to supporl the south Mandan
project.

GREATER RAMSEY WATER DISTRICT On July 23, 2013, the State Water
2014 EXPANSION PROJECT - APPROVAL Commission passed a motion approving
OF ADDITIONAL STATE COSI PARTICI- state cost participation of a 75 grant, not
PATIONGRANT($4,350,000) to exceed an allocation of $150,000
(SWC Project No. 2050-RAM) from the funds appropriated to the State

Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Greater Ramsey Water District for engineering and a

cultural resource study of the southwest Nelson county expansion project, at an
estimated cost of $200,000.

A request from the Greater Ramsey
Water District was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for state
cost participation of a 75 percent grant for their 2014 expansion project that will provide
water service to 235 new users with the installation of approximately 110 miles of PVC
pipeline and construction of a 120-foot high 300,000 gallon elevated water tower. The
tower will provide service to both the existing users and the new users located in the
eastern half of the water system. The estimated total project costs are $6,000,000, with
construction anticipated to begin in June of 2014.
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It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve a state cost participation grant of 75
percent of the eligible costs, not to exceed an additional allocation of $4,350,000 from
the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H B
1020), to the Greater Ramsey Water District to support theu 2014 expansion project.
The Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state allocation grants to
$4,500,000.

It was moved by Commissioner Berg and seconded by
Commissioner Goehring that the Súafe Water Commission approve a
súaúe cost participation grant of 75 percent, not to exceed an
additional allocation of $4,350,000 from the funds appropriated to the
Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the Greater Ramsey Water District to support their 2014 expansion
project. This action is contingent upon the availability of funds, and
is subiect to future revisions.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay vofes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

This action increases ffie total state allocation grants to $4,500,000 to
the Greater Ramsey Water District expansion proiect.

STUTSMAN RURAL WATER DISTRICT The Stutsman Rural Water District is

2014 EXPANSION PROJECT, PHASE ll - developing expansions to address
APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL inadequacies in the rural system which
STATE COSI PARTICIPATION limits their ability for the addition of rural
GRANI $1,400,000) water users. The system initially served
(SWC Project No. 237-03STU) 1,200 rural users, the cities of Cleveland

and Montpelier, and the Northern Prairie
Wildlife Research Center. On March 11,

2004, the State Water Commission passed a motion to approve a 65 percent grant not
to exceed $24,700 from the Water Development and Research Fund, for the Stutsman
County Rural Water hydraulic model and feasibility study. On March 10, 2005, the State
Water Commission approved a 5 percent grant, not to exceed an allocation of $83,500
from the Water Development and Research Fund, for the Stutsman Rural Water District
infrastructure improvements project. On June 22, 2005, the Commission passed a

motion to increase the grant to 10 percent of the eligible costs.
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Previous State Water Commission grant
funding actions include:

On June 21, 2011, the State Water Commission approved a 70 percent grant,
not to exceed an additional allocation of $6,800,000 from the funds appropriated
to the State Water Commission in the 2011-2013 biennium (S.8. 2020) to
support the 2011 expansion project, Phase ll, involving 298 miles of 8" to 1.5"
pipeline for 90 rural users and service capacity to the northern Stutsman area
and the city of Woodworth.

On February 27,2013, the State Water Commission approved a70 percent grant,
not to exceed an additional allocation of $2,500,000 for the Phase ll-B expansion
project for west central Stutsman county for an area between Woodworth and
southeast to Windsor involving 75 miles of 8" to 1.5" pipeline for 244 rural users
and a 250,000 gallon storage tank;

and a 75 percent grant not to exceed an additional allocation of $7,500,000 from
the supplemental funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2011-
2013 biennium through H.B. 1269 for the Phase lll expansion project involving
270 miles of 8" to 1.5" pipeline for 330 rural users and service to the city of
Streeter.

On July 23, 2013, the State Water Commission approved a 75 grant not to
exceed an additional allocation of $650,000 from the funds appropriated to the
State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H,8, 1020) for Phase lll
that involved 32 miles of 4" to 1.5" pipeline for 17 rural users in Kidder county;

and a 75 percent grant not to exceed an additional allocation of $557,000 from
the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020) for Phase ll-B for the Carrington area involving 35 miles of
3" to 1 .5" pipelin e for 27 rural users.

The Stutsman Rural Water District is

considering their 2014 overall expansion project, Phase ll, for the northern Stutsman
area and the Woodworth area involving22 miles of pipeline for 105 rural users. The
estimated project cost is $2,000,000. A request from the Stutsman Rural Water District
was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for state cost
participation for the 2014 expansion project for a 70 percent grant in the amount of
$1,400,000.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve a 70 percent grant not to exceed an
additional allocation of $1,400,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water
Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Stutsman Rural Water
District 2014 expansion project, Phase ll, forthe northern Stutsman and Woodworth
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areas. The Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state allocation
grants to $19,407,000 (June 21 , 2011 through March 17 , 2014).

It vvas moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by
Commissioner Foley that State Water Commrssion approve a 70
percent súaúe cost participation grant not to exceed an additional
allocation of $1,400,000 from the funds appropriated to úhe SfaÚe

Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to the
Stutsman Rural Water District 2014 expansion proiect, Phase ll, for
the northern Stutsman and Woodworth areas. This action is
contingent upon the availability of funds, and is subiect to future
revisions.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

This action increases úfie total state allocation grants to 819,407,000
to the Stufsman Rural Water District (June 21,2011 through March 17,

2014).

CITY OF FARGO WATER TREATMENT On June 21, 2011, thE StAtE WAtCr

PLANT \MPROVEMEIVTS PROJECT - Commission passed a motion to ap-
APPROVAL OF DDITIONAL prove a 50 percent state cost participa-
STATE COSI PARTICIPATION tion grant, not to exceed an allocation
GRANT ($15,000,000) of $600,000 from the funds appropriat-
(SWC Project No. 1984) ed to the State Water Commission in the

2011-2013 biennium (S.8. 2020) to the
city of Fargo to support a pilot study of the reverse osmosis treatment process at the
water treatment plant. The study was conducted in July, 2011, and completed in April,
2012 to evaluate seasonal water supply variation impacts on the membrane processes.

On June 13, 2012, the State Water
Commission approved a 50 percent state cost participation grant not to exceed an
additional allocation of $14,400,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water
Commission in the 201 1-2013 biennium (S.8. 2020), to the city of Fargo to support the
design and equipment procurement of a reverse osmosis membrane system for the
water treatment plant at an estimated cost of $28,800,000.

The project engineer's cost estimate for
the sulfate treatment improvement project, which involves the design and construction
of a reverse osmosis membrane system and appropriate pretreatment processes for the
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Fargo water treatment plant, is $60,000,000. The purpose is to have a treatment
process to meet the targeted finished water quality goals. The overall water treatment
plant improvement project is projected at $96,000,000. The Water Treatment Plant
Facility plan and the Reverse Osmosis Pilot study concluded that the additional costs of
incorporating capacity expansion along with baseline sulfate treatment would provide
significant operating cost savings and position the city of Fargo for anticipated growth
and expansion of regional water service, A request from the city of Fargo was presented
for the State Water Commission's consideration for state cost participation of a 50
percent grant in the amount of $15,000,000 to support the water treatment plant
improvements project.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve a 50 percent state cost participation
grant of the eligible costs not to exceed an additional $15,000,000 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the city of Fargo to support the water treatment plant improvements project. The
Commission's affirmative action would increase the total state allocation grants to
$30,000,000,

tt vvas moved by Commissioner Swenson and seconded by
Commissioner'Berg that the Súafe Water Gommrssion approve a 50
percent súaúe cost pafticipation grant of the eligible cosfs not to
exceed an additional $15,000,000 from the funds appropriated to the
Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium (H.8. 1020), to
the city of Fargo to suppo¡t the water treatment plant improvements
project. This action is contingent upon the availability of funds, and
is subiect to future revisions.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

This action increases úhe total state allocation grants to $30,000,000
to the city of Fargo to support the water treatment plant
improvements project.
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FARGO MOORHEAD AREA
DIVERSION PROJECT REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1928)

Pal Zavoral, Fargo City Administrator,
provided a report on the Fargo Moor-
head Area Diversion project. An out-
line of the presentation is attached
hereto as APPENDIX'D".

Congress is nearing final passage of a
new Water Resources Development Act, which contains authorization for the Fargo
Moorhead Area Diversion project. The proposed legislation also provides a

comprehensive plan for improving the country's flood control projects and modernizing
ports and waterways.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2014
work plan includes $6,300,000 to complete the planning, engineering, and design of the
project. Ninety-five (95) percent of the diversion channel has been designed, and
approximately 2,000 acres of land have been purchased from willing sellers.
Negotiations are ongoing with the Corps of Engineers to do a pilot project relative to
financing the project.

The Corps of Engineers signed the
documents which detail proposed improvements and modifications to the diversion
project. The documents update the Supplemental Environmental Assessment, which
focused on the proposed changes to the project since the completion of the
Environmental lmpact Statement, dated July, 2011. The modifications include diversion
channel modifications relating to alignment shifts and channel cross-section
modifications; levees and floodwalls in downtown Fargo with construction to begin in the
fall of 2014; gates to the diversion inlet; and a ring levee around the communities of
Oxbow, Hickson, and Bakke, with construction to begin in June, 2014 that would
provide 200 residences with 500-year flood protection.

ln discussion of the proposed Oxbow-
Hickson-Bakke levee project, Mr. Zavoral said the Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources has identified areas for further study in addition to the environmental impact
work done by the Corps of Engineers. The Richland-Wilkin Joint Powers Authority has
filed a motion seeking an injunction to halt construction of the ring dike project and
associated features around Oxbow, Hickson and Bakke until the additional studies have
been completed.

2013 House Bill 1020, which provides
financial support for the Fargo Moorhead Area Diversion project, was signed into law by
Governor Dalrymple on May 2,2013. The legislation provides $100 million for flood
protection efforts in Cass county. The legislation also provides legislative intent for a
total of $450 milion in state funding for the Fargo Moorhead Area Diversion project
contingent upon certain conditions being met. Governor Dalrymple stated that when
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funding for the Oxbow-Hickson-Bakke levee project was discussed during the 2013
legislative session and with representatives of Governor Dalrymple's staff, the
discussion included "if it would be an appropriate expenditure in the event the diversion
project is delayed?" Governor Dalrymple emphasized that the discussion concluded
"that this is a worthwhile project under any circumstance."

VALLEY CITY PERMANENT The City of Valley City began develop-
FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT - ing a permanent flood protection pro-
SfAfUS REPORT ject in 2011 after suffering its worst flood
(SWC Project No. 1344) in history in 2009 and its second worst

flood in 2011. Due to the multiple years
of back-to-back flooding the city has received from the Sheyenne River, their limited
ability to pay due to expenses incurred on flood recovery efforts, and the effects of the
Devils Lake floodwaters, the State Water Commission passed a motion on June 19,

2013 to approve an allocation not to exceed $350,625 from the funds appropriated to
the State Water Commission in 2011 Senate Bill 2371 for the Sheyenne River Valley
Flood Protection Program to the City of Valley City to assist with engineering design
costs for the city's flood protection project.

Representatives from the City of Valley
City appeared before the State Water Commission to discuss the status of the city's
permanent flood protection project. Matt Pedersen, Valley City Commission Vice
President, provided a synopsis of the accomplishments to date which included Phase I

property acquisitions of 29 properties along College Street and within the district of the
Valley City State University, and 13 additional properties which are scheduled for
acquisition in Phase ll.

Mr. Pedersen explained the proposed
preliminary project design for floodwall construction on the Valley City State University
campus consisting of clay levees, permanent concrete walls, and removable floodwalls.
The 2013 Legislature earmarked $11,600,000 for the project, but the funds will not be
allocated until the project is shovel-ready. The Valley City Commission will consider
approval of the Phase I project's final plans at its meeting on April 1,2014. Upon
approval, the final plans will then be presented for the State Water Commission's
consideration for funding. Mr. Pedersen stated that contingent upon the required
approvals, construction on Phase I could begin in the summer of 2014.

MOUSE RIVER ENHANCED
FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT .
STATUS REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1974-01)

The Mouse River Enhanced Flood
Protection project status report was
provided, which is detailed in the staff
memorandum dated March 3, 2014,
and attached hereto as APPENDIX'E'.
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MOUSE RIVER ENHANCED FLOOD On December 9, 2011, the State Water
PROTECTION PROJECT - APPROVAL Commission passed a motion approving
OF ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION TO an allocation of $50,000 from the funds
SOURTS RIVER JOINT BOARD FOR LOCAL appropriated to the State Water Com-
SPONSOR RESPONSIBILITIES ($200,000) mission in the 2011-2013 biennium
(SWC Project No. 1974-01) (S.8. 2020), to the Souris River Joint

Board to support their responsibilities as
the local sponsor for the Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection project.

The Souris River Joint Board has been
active in all facets of sponsoring the Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection project,
and is working on methods to develop its' independent funding sources. The city of
Minot will implement a one-half sales tax to fund the project, and the Joint Board is
pursing efforts to impose a 2 mill levy in Renville, Ward, McHenry and Bottineau
counties.

As the project moves into the design
and implementation phases, the Board will face increasing financial burdens and
increased demands on the board members' time to provide legal and administrative
services. lt is the intent of the Board to provide professional, effective and efficient local
sponsorship for the project including coordination and consensus efforts to address all
flooding issues in the Mouse River basin as effectively as possible. These areas include
hazard mitigation applications, acquisitions, local cost share, flood protection works,
river management, and basinwide objectives. A request from the Souris River Joint
Board was presented for the State Water Commission's consideration for an additional
allocation of $200,000 to support their responsibilities as the local sponsor of the Mouse
River Enhanced Flood Protection project.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve an additional allocation not to exceed
$200,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Souris River Joint Water Resource Board to support their
responsibilities as the local sponsor for the Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection
project. The Commission's affirmative action would increase the state's financial
obligation to $250,000.

It was moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commíssioner Swenson that the Sfaúe Water Commission approve a
one-time allocation not to exceed $200,000 from the funds
appropriated to the Súaúe Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium (H.8. 1020), to the Souris River Joint Water Resource
Board to supporT their responsibilities as úhe local sponsor for the
Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection project. This action ,b
contingent upon the availability of funds.
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Commissioners Berg, Foley, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson, Thompson,
Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were no nay voúes.
(Commissioner Goehring was not available for the vote.) Governor
Dalrymple announced the motion carried.

This action increases fhe total state obligation to $250,000 to the
Sourís River Joint Board to support their responsib ilities as fhe local
sponsor for the Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection proiect.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT -
PROJECT REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1736-99)

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT -
AUTHORIZATION TO EXECUTE
AGREEMENT REGARD'NG JOINT
FINISHED WATER PUMP STATION,
EXISTING DICKINSON WATER TREAT-
MENT PLANT, AND PROPOSED WATER
TREATMENT PLANT
(SWC Project No. 1736-99)

The Southwest Pipeline Project
report was presented, which is detailed
in the staff memorandum dated
February 24, 2014, and attached as
APPENDIX "F".

The Southwest Pipeline Project
agreement regarding the joint finished
water pump station, existing Dickinson
water treatment plant, and proposed
water treatment plant was presented for
the State Water Commission's consider-
ation. The agreement is between the
City of Dickinson, the Southwest Water
Authority, and the State Water Commis-
sion.

The agreement defines the cost sharing
of the finished water pump station, the transfer of the existing water treatment plant and
the 6,000,000 gallon reservoir from the City to the Commission, and the transfer of land
east of the existing water treatment plant from the City to the Commission.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
execute the agreement between the City of Dickinson, the Southwest Water Authority,
and the State Water Commission regarding the joint finished water pump station, the
existing Dickinson water treatment plant, and the proposed water treatment plant.

It was moved by Commissioner Vosper and seconded by
Commissioner Thompson that the Súaúe Water Commission
authorize úhe Secretary to the Commrssion to execute the agreement
between the City of Dickinson, the Soufhwest Water Authority, and
the State Water Commission regarding the ioint finished water pump
station, the existing Dickinson water treatment plant, and the
proposed water treatment plant. SEE APPENDIX'G'
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Commlssioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay voúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT - Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 4-5,
AIJTHORIZE AWARD OF CONTRACT 4-5, Finished Water Pump Station, is the
FINISHED WATER PUMP STATION joint facility that will house the pumps for
(SWC Project No. 1736-99) the Southwest Pipeline Project and the

City of Dickinson. This contract gen-
erally consists of the construction of a 60' by 85' reinforced concrete and precast
concrete building with a 30' deep clear well with approximately 0.5 million gallon
capacity and precast concrete building, and the installation of pumping, piping,

mechanical, electrical, and instrumentation systems.

The treated water from the existing 12

million gallons per day water treatment plant and the new 6 million gallons per day
water treatment plant will be transferred to the existing reservoir through the finished
water pump station. This will allow for better utilization and circulation of the 6 million
gallon reservoir as well as bypassing the 6 million gallon reservoir for maintenance. The
pumps in the finished water pump station will be used for transferring water to the
Southwest Pipeline Project's high service pump station and will serve as the high
service pumps for the city of Dickinson's distribution system.

The finished water pump station will
house 3 pumps for the Southwest Pipeline Project and 6 pumps for the city of Dickinson
with space for 3 future pumps for the city. This contract also includes piping
modifications connecting the existing water treatment plant, a 6 million gallon reservoir,
and the new water treatment plant to the finished water pump station.

Separate bid schedules and scopes of
work are provided under this project for the General, Electrical, and Mechanical
contracts as required by state law. A combined single bid is also provided under the
project to encompass all individual scopes of work. The estimated project cost for this
contract is $11,500,000, with the city of Dickinson's cost share approximately
$5,600,000. lt is anticipated the contract will be advertised the first week of March with
the bid opening date of April 10,2014.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
award Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 4-5, Finished Water Pump Station, to the
lowest responsible bidder contingent upon the consultant engineer's recommendation
and legal review of the contract documents by the Commission's legal counsel.
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It was moved by Commissioner Swenson and seconded by
Commissioner Vosper that the Sfaúe Water Commission authorize
the Secretary to the Commission to award Souúhwest Pipeline
Project Contract &5, Finished Water Pump Station, to the lowest
responsible bidder. This action is contingent upon the consultant
engineer's recommendation and legal review of the contract
documents by the Commrssíon's legal counsel.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay votes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT - Southwest Pipeline Project Contract
AUTHORIZE AWARD OF CONTRACT 3-28, 3-28, Softening Equipment Procurement
SOFIENT TG EQUIPMENT PROCUREMENT for the New Dickinson Water Treatment
FOR NEW DICKNSON WATER TREAT- Plant, generally consists of the design
MENT PLANT and construction phase service for a
(SWC Project No. 1736-99) high-rate softening system for the Phase

l, 6 million gallons per day capacity, The
design phase and construction phase will consist of providing consultation to ensure the
treatment plant is designed to properly utilize the softening equipment and proper
installation of the equipment as well as providing start-up services.

Award of this contract is based on life
cycle analysis, so this procurement contract follows competitive sealed proposal
solicitation requirements as set forth under NDCC 54-44.4-10 and NDAC 4-12. fhe
solicitation method allows for discussion with the bidders prior to an award to ensure
responsiveness.

High rate softening equipment was
selected for the water treatment plant as it provides similar softening performance as in
the existing 12 million gallons per day water treatment plant. lt also provides a more
concentrated sludge blowdown, which makes the dewatering process more efficient.
The base bid for this contract incorporates 304 stainless steel as the material of
construction for submerged materials and aluminum handrails and grating. The
alternate bids include an additional 12 months of warranty for materials and
workmanship, provides internal wetted parts as 316 stainless steel in lieu of 304
stainless steel, and provides galvanized steel grating and handrails in lieu of aluminum.
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The contract is advertised with
proposals due by March 27, 2014. The bid documents specify that the bid will be valid
for 60 days after bid opening, which would be May 26,2014. The award of this contract
is critical to the design of the new Dickinson water treatment plant as design information
of the equipment will determine the building size, piping, basin size and design of other
processes.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission authorize the Secretary to the Commission to
award Southwest Pipeline Project Contract 3-28, Softening Equipment Procurement for
New Dickinson Water Treatment Plant, to the lowest responsible bidder contingent upon
the consultant engineer's recommendation and legal review of the contract documents
by the Commission's legal counsel.

It was moved by Commissioner Foley and seconded by
Commissioner Goehring that the Súaúe Water Commission authorize
the Secretary to the Commission to award Souúhwest Pipeline
Project Contract 3-28, Softening Equipment Procurement for New
Dickinson Water Treatment Plant, to the lowest responsible bidder.
This action ts contingent upon the consultant engineer's
recommendation and legal review of the contract documents by the
Commission's legal counsel.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay vofes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT - The Southwest Pipeline Project of the
APPROVAL OF CONDITIONAL WATER State Water Commission applied to the
PERMIT APPLICAT,ON NO. 6145 State Engineer's Office for conditional
(SWC Project No. 1736-99) water permit application No. 6145 to
(Water Permit No. 6145) divert 8,000.0 acre-feet of water annual-

ly from a point of diversion located in the
SE1/4 of Section 14, Township 146 North, Range 88 West, at a maximum pumping rate
of 4,970 gallons per minute for industrial use from the Missouri River.

North Dakota Century Code 61-04-06
states, in part, "lf an application is approved, the state engineer shall issue a conditional
water permit allowing the applicant to appropriate water. Provided, however, the
commission may, by resolution, reserve unto itself final approval authority over any
specific water permit in excess of five thousand acre-feet [6167409.19 cubic meters],"
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The proposed industrial use under
conditional water permit application No. 6145 is to provide water for industrial use in the
service area of the Southwest Pipeline Project including water for the drilling and hydro-
fracking of oil wells, lt is estimated that drilling and hydro-fracking a typical oil well with
horizontal legs takes approximately 5 to 7 acre-feet of water (1.6 to 2.3 million gallons).
lndustries associated with the oil and gas activities are locating to the Southwest
Pipeline Project service area, and the only reliable water source in western North
Dakota in terms of both quality and quantity to meet this demand is the Missouri River.
Appropriation of water from the Missouri River would assist in reducing the stress on the
limited ground water resources in southwestern North Dakota and aid in the location of
oiligas related industries to the Southwest Pipeline Project.

It was the recommendation of Secretary
Sando that the State Water Commission approve conditional water permit application
No. 6145 for the appropriation of 8,000.0 acre-feet of water annually from a point of
diversion located in the SE1/4 of Section 14, Township 146 North, Range 88 West, at a
maximum pumping rate of 4,970 gallons per minute for industrial use from the Missouri
River.

It was moved by Commissioner Nodland and seconded by
Commíssioner Berg that the Sfaúe Water Commission approve
conditional water permit application No. 6145 for the appropriation of
8,000.0 acre-feet of water annually from a point of diversion located
in the SEl/4 of Secúion 74, Township 146 North, Range 88 West, at a
maximum pumping rate of 4,970 gallons per minute for industrial use
from the Missouri River.

Commissioners Berg, Foley, Goehring, Hanson, Nodland, Swenson,
Thompson, Vosper, and Governor Dalrymple voted aye. There were
no nay yoúes. Governor Dalrymple announced the motion
unanimously carried.

NORTHWEST AREA WATER
SUPPLY (NAWS) PROJECT -
STATUS REPORTS
(SWC Project No. 237-04)

DEVILS LAKE HYDROLOGIC
AND PROJECTS UPDATES
(S[/YC Project No. 41 6-1 0)

The Northwest Area Water Supply
(NAWS) project and construction status
reports were provided, which are detail-
ed in the staff memorandum dated
March 3, 2014, and attached as
APPENDIX "H".

The Devils Lake hydrologic repoft, and
project updates were provided, which
are detailed in the staff memorandum,
dated February 28, 2014, attached as
APPENDIX "1".
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GARRTSOw DTVERSíON Dave Koland, Garrison Diversion Con-
COÍVSERVANCY DISIRTCI servancy District general manager,
(SWC Project No. 237) provided a status report relating to the

efforts of the Red River Valley Water
Supply project, and the District's ongoing activities. Duane DeKrey was introduced as
the District's Deputy Manager.

M'SSOURI RIVER REPORT
(SWC Project No. 1392)

2014 STATEWIDE FLOOD FORECAST
(SWC Project No. 1431)

The Missouri River report was provided,
which is detailed in the staff memoran-
dum dated February 28, 2014, and at-
tached hereto as APPENDIX'J'.

The 2014 statewide flood forecast was
provided, which is detailed in the staff
memorandum dated March 3,2014, and
attached as APPENDIX "K'.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO The North Dakota State Engineer and
NORTH DAKOTA ADMINISTRATIVE the North Dakota State Water Commis-
CODE ARTICLES sion will hold a public hearing on March

27, 2014 to address proposed amend-
ments to North Dakota Administrative Code Articles 89-03 (Water Appropriations), 89-
06 (Funding from the Resources Trust Fund), 89-07 (Atmospheric Resource Board), 89-
10 (Sovereign Lands), and 89-11 (Drought Disaster Livestock Water Supply Project
Assistance Program). The purpose and an explanation of the proposed rules changes
are summarized in APPENDIX "L'.

DRAFT STATE WATER COMMISSION North Dakota Century Code 54-35-
WATER PROJECT PRIORITIZATION 021.7 requires the Legislature's Water
GUIDANCE CONCEPT Topics Overview Committee to develop
(SWC Project No. 322) a schedule of priorities with respect to

water projects. The State Water Com-
mission and the State Engineer are required to assist the committee in developing that
schedule of priorities.

ln order to develop a more formal
means of developing a schedule of priority projects as part of the agency's budgeting
process, a draft State Water Commission Water Project Prioritization Guidance Concept
has been developed to provide a foundation for that effort. The idea of the concept is to
separate project types within priority categories including essential, high, moderate, and
low priorities. SEE APPENDIX "M".
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The draft State Water Commission
Water Project Prioritization Guidance Concept was presented at the State Water
Commissioner hosted meetings held in November and December, 2013, the North
Dakota Water Resource Districts Association annual meeting, and to the Legislature's
Water Topics Overview Committee. Comments were invited on the draft concept by
February 28, 2014, a summary of the comments was provided to the State Water
Commission.

DRAFT MODIFICAT'ONS TO NORTH
DAKOTA STATE WATER COMMISSION
COST SHARE POLICY, PROCEDURE,
AN D GEN ERAL REQUI REME'VTS
(SWC Project No. 1753)

The State Water Commission's Water
Policy committee met by audio tele-
phone conference call on February 5,

2014, to discuss potential revisions to
the State Water Commission's Cost
Share Policy, Procedure, and General
Requirements.

ln discussion of the potential cost share
policy revisions, it was suggested that the State Water Commission members and the
Water Topics Overview Committee conduct a joint roundtable discussion prior to
finalization of the cost share policy. The Legislature's Water Topics Overview
Committee will be provided an update on the draft modifications at its meeting on April
10,2014 in Minot.

There being no further business to come
before the State Water Commission, Governor Dalrymple adjourned the meeting at 5:30
p.m.

Jack Dalrymple, Governor
Chairman, State Water Commission

Todd Sando, P.E.
North Dakota State Engineer,
and Chief Engineer-Secretary
to the State Water Commission

ot$t\¡ff
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
ALLOCATED PROGRAM EXPENDITURES

FOR THE PERIOD ENDED JANUARY 3I, 2014
BIENNIUM COMPLETE: 29o/o

SAI-ARIES/ OPERATING
BENEFITS EXPENSES

APPENDIX ''A''
l'4arch L7 , 20L4

3-Mar-14
PROGRAM
TOTALS

PROGRAM

ADMINISTRATION
Alloæted
Expended
Percent

PLANNING AND EDUCATION
Allocâted
Expended
Perænt

WATER APPROPRIATION
Alloæted
Expended
Percent

WATER DEVELOPMENT
Allocated
Expended
Perænl

STATEWIDE WATER PROJECTS
Allo€ted
Expênded
Percent

ATMOSPHERIC RESOURCE
Allocated
Expended
Percent

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE
Alloæted
Expended
Percânt

NORTHWEST AREA WATER SUPPLY
Allocâted
Expended
Percent

PROGRAM TOTALS
Allocatêd
Expended
Percent

FUNDING SOURCE:
GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUND
SPECIAL FUND

2,492,01'l
705,391

28o/o

1,334,304
335,775

250/0

4,632,809
1,292J90

2Ao/o

ô,258,796
1,669,422

270,10

993,898
282,5U

28o/D

468,291
174,UO

37o/o

650,021
146,016

220Â

16,830,130
4,ô05,669

270Â

ALLOCATION
U

37,3'tO,283
82'1,735,522

2,323,966
4ø3,527

210Á

301, f 10
48,120

160/.

548,947
142,8U

330Á

14,555,905
2,857,886

2oo/o

712,307
70,6ô8

't0%

12,927,500
1,813,149

'140/o

16,498,500
471,588

3o/"

47,868,235
5,927,772

'120/.

EXPENDITURES
0

1,204,627
52,'t34,390

GRANTS E
CONTRACTS

Funding Source:
General Fund:
Federâl Fund:
Special Fund:

4,815,977
1,188,918

250/"

17,526
1 ,171,392

1,742,4't4
405,217

23o/o

0
48,825

356,392

ô,397,023
1,666,455

260,$

0
0

1,666,455

24,127,901
4,603,328

1,90Â

0
396,897

4,2æ,431

629,600,000
u,251,386

5o/o

6,400,897
906,508

14o/o

't't5,o't2,532
9,4A2,O74

8o/o

U

741,378
8,740,696

70,949,061
835,129

1o/o

0
0

835,129

859,045,805
53,339,016

60ó

Funding Source:
General Fund:
Federâl Fund:
Special Fund:

Fund¡ng Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Special Fund:

I 07,000
21,322

2Oo/o

1,2't5,267
191,431

160/n

3,31 3,200
76,O20

2Vo

629,600,000
34,251,386

50/.

4,694,692
553,306

12o/o

101,616,741
7,494,585

7o/n

Fund¡ng Source:
General Fund:
Federâl Fund:
Spec¡al Fund:

Funding Source:
General Fund:
Federâl Fund:
Spec¡al Fund:

0

34 251 386

Fund¡ng Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Special Fund:

0
0

906 508

Fund¡ng Source:
Generâl Fund:
Federal Fund:
Special Fund:

Fund¡ng Soutæ:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Speciêl Fund:

53 800 540
2't7 525

Oo/o

794,347,440
42,805,576

5o/o

GENEML FUND;
FEDERAL FUND:
SPECIAL FUND:

REVENUE
104,734

'1,535,546

49,789,576

TOTAL 859,045,805 53,339,01ô TOTAL: 51,429,857
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APPENDIX I'B''

l4arch 71 , 20L4
STATE WATER COMMISSION

PROJECTS/G RANTS/CONTRACT FU ND
2013-2015 BIENNIUM

Jan-l4

BUDGET
SWC/SE

APPROVED
OBLIGATIONS

EXPENDITURES
REMAINING

UNOBLIGATED
REMAINING

UNPAID

FLOOD CONTROL
FARGO
GRAFTON
MINOT
BURLEIGH COUNTY
VALLEY CITY
LISBON
FORT RANSOM
RICE I.AKE RECREATION DISTRICT
RENWICK DAM
MOUSE RIVER FLOOD CONTROL
SHEYENNE RIVER FLOOD CONTROL

FLOODWAY PROPERTY ACQU ISITIONS
MINOT
WARD COUNTY
VALLEY CITY
BURLEIGH COUNTY
SAWYER
LISBON

WATER SUPPLY
REGIONAL & LOCAL WATER SYSTEMS
FARGO WATER TREATMENT PLANT
SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT
NORTHWEST AREA WATER SUPPLY
COMMUNITY WATER LOAN FUND - BND
WESTERN AREA WATER SUPPY
RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY

IRRIGATION DEVELOPMENT

GENERAL WATER MANAGEMENT
OBLIGATED
UNOBLIGATED

DEVILS I-AKE
BASIN DEVELOPMENT
OUTLET
OUTLET OPERATIONS
DL TOLNA COULEE DIVIDE
DL EAST END OUTLET
DL GRAVITY OUTFLOW CHANNEL
DL STANDPIPE REPAIR

WEATHER MODIFICATIONS

136,740,340
7,175,000
3,857,260
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

32,761,600
22,141,705

33,684,071
9,698,169
1,822,598

442,304
184,26Q
888,750

80,026,227
27,864,069
85,972,021
21,241,433
15,000,000
79,000,000
11,000,000

5,493,548

28,004,060
61,464,105

68,085
872,403

15,140,805
102,975

2,774,011
13,686,839

1,300,000

805,202

36,740,340
7, 175,000
3,857,260
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

3,233,561
0

24,297
0
0
0
0
0
0

100,000,000
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

32,761,600
22,141,705

24,083,918
15,000,000

0
14,000,000

0
39,000,000
11,000,000

33,506,779
7,175,000
3,832,963
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

31,848,623
8,264,274
1,698,026

442,304
184,260
359,028

46,307,710
11,968,852
77,231,325

6,778,508
10,000,000
40,000,000

648,548

24,816,984
0

60,978
872,403

2,592,340
102,975

2,774,011
13,686,839

1,228,115

677,906

33,684,071
9,698,169
1,822,598

442,304
184,260
888,750

55,942,309
12,864,069
85,972,021

7 ,241,433
15,000,000
40,000,000

693,548

28,004,060

68,085
872,403

5,140,805
102,975

2,774,011
13,686,839

r,300,000

805,202

1,835,448
1,433,895

124,572
0
0

529,722

9,634,598
895,217

8,740,696
462,924

5,000,000
0

7,107
0

0
0
0
0

0
0

45,000 4,800,000

3,187,076 0
61,464,105

2 548 465

7

127 296

0
0
0

885

0
0

10,000,000
0
0
0
0

0

37,901,760 334.251.329 333,741,003TOTALS 705,894,092 371,642.763
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

2013-2015 Bienn¡um

PROGRAM OBLIGATION
lnitial Jan'14

Approved SWC Approved
Date

Total
Approved

Total
Pavments BalanceBv No Deot Soonsor Pro¡ect

sB 2020
swc
sB 2371

sB 2371

sB 2371
sB 2371

sB 2371
sB 2371

swc

sB 2371
sB 2371

sB 2371

sB 2371
sB 2371

1928
1771
1974-06
1974-08
1 974-09
1 992-01
1344
1344
1344
1997
849

6t23t2009
311112010
12t9t2011
211512013
10t7t2013
611312012
6t19t2013
611912013
6t19t2013
611312012
5t1712010

36,740,340
7,1 75,000

16,257
10,603

3,830,400
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

9,276,O71
24,408,000

9,525,664
172,505
656,768

I ,1 65,830
442,304
184,260
888,750

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

Flood Conttol:
City of Fargo Fargo Flood Control Project
City of Grafton Grafton Flood Control Project
Souris River Joint WRt Mouse River Enhanced Flood - pd to SRJWRB
Sour¡s R¡ver Jo¡nt WRt Mouse River Reconnaissance Study to Meet Fed Guid
Souris River Joint WRE 4th Ave NE & Napa Valley/Forest Rd Flood lmprovemr
Burleigh Co. WRD Burleigh County's Tavis Road Storm Water Pump Stat
Valley City Sheyenne River Valley Flood Control Project
Lisbon Sheyenne River Valley Flood Control Project
Fort Ranson Sheyenne River Valley Flood Control Project
Rice Lake Recreat¡on t Renwick Dam Rehabilitat¡on
Pembina Co WRD Renw¡ck Dam Rehabilitation

Subtotal Flood Contrcl

3,233,561
0

14,504
9,793

0

0
0
0
U

33,506,779
7,175,OOO

1,754
809

3,830,400
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,OOO

2,842,200
1,281,376

54,151,851 3,257,858 51,196,993

237SB 1 993-05
'1993-05

I 523-05
1523-02
I 504-05
I 504-05
1 992-05
2000-05
1 991 -05

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

City of Minot
City of Minot
Ward County
Ward County
ValleyCity
ValleyCiÇ
Burleigh Co WRD
CiÇ of Sawyer
City of Lisbon

Floodway Prcpefty Acquis¡tions:
Minot Phase 1 - Floodway Acquisitions
Minot Phase 2 - Floodway Acquisit¡ons
Ward County Phase 1, 2 & 3 - Floodway Acquisitions
Chaparelle Highwater Berm Project
Valley City Phase I - Floodway Acquis¡tions
Valley City Phase 2 - Floodway Acquisitions
Burleigh Co. Phase 1 - Floodway Acquisitions
Sawyer Phase 1 - Floodway Acquisitìons
L¡sbon - Floodway Acqu¡sit¡on

Subtotal Floodway Propefty Acquisitions

112712012
10n12013
112712012

2t2712013
121912011

712312013
3nt2012

6t13t2012
9t2712013

1,835,448

1,261 ,390
172,505
124,572

0
0
0

529,722

7,440,623
24,408,000

8,264,274
0

532,1 96
1 , I 65,830

442,304
184,260
359,028

46,720,152 3,923,637 42,796,515

SWC
2373-24 5000 Garrison Divers¡on

zót ó-ó¿
2373-33
2373-35
2373-36
2373-37
1782-01
2373-38
2373-39
2373-40
2373-41
2373-42

MRI Watet Supply Advances:
Traill Regional Rural Water (Phase lll) 8t18t2009 1,368,000 331 ,387 1 ,036,613

2050-01
2050-02
2050-03
2050-04
2050-05
2050-06
2050-07
2050-08
2050-09
2050-1 0
2050-1 I
2050-12
2050-1 3
2050-14
2050-1 5
2050-1 6
2050-17
2050-1 8
2050-1 I

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

6t2112011
6t21t2011
611312012
2t27t2013
2t2712013
212712013
7t23t2013
712312013
7t23t2013
7t2312013
7t23t2013

10n12013
10nt2013
10n12013
10t7t2013
10t7t2013
10n12013
10n12013
10nt2013
10n12013
10n12013
10t7t2013
101712013
10n12013
10nt2013
10n12013
10t7t2013
10t712013
10n12013
10n12013

400,000
3,390,000
1,040,000

800,000
565,000

1,290,000
862,500
684,000

1,350,000
1,500,000
2,600,000
1,450,000
1,270,000

726,OOO

1,795,000
650,000

4,600,000
2,600,000
4,990,000

2,807,902
2,395,692
1,085,770
2,752,393

261,455
0

0
0
0
0

895,217
8,740,696

462,924
5,000,000

0

400,000
3,390,000
1,040,000

800,000
565,000

1,290,000
862,500
684,000

1,350,000
1,500,000
2,600,000
1,450,000
1,270,000

726,000
1,795,000

650,000
4,600,000
2,600,000
4,990,000

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

2,807,902
2,395,692
2,725,415

10,000,000
299,300
I 00,000

1,207,000
1,950,000

1 96,500
180,000
'150,000

0
0

1,639,645
7,247,607

37,845
I 00,000

1,207,OOO
1,950,000

'196,500

1 80,000
1 50,000

MRI Watet Supply Grcnts:
North Central Rural W€ NCRW (Berthold-Carpio)
Stutsman Rural WRD Stutsman Rural Water System - Phase ll

Grand Forks - Traill WF Grand Forks - Traill County WRD
Stutsman Rural WRD Stutsman Rural Water System - Phase llB, lll
North Central Rural W¿ NCRW (Plaza)
McLean-Sheridan WRt Blue & Brush Lakes Expansion Project
Stutsman Rural WRD Kidder Co & Canington Area Expansion
North Central Rural W€ Carpio Berthold Phase 2

South Central Regional Kidder County Expansion
North Central Rural W¿ Granville-Deering Area
Greater Ramsey WRD SW Nelson County Expansion

Subtotal MRI Watet Supply

Water Supply Gnnts:
Missouri West Water S South Mandan
Grand Forks Traill WRI lmprovements
Langdon RWD ABM Pipel¡ne Phase 1

Langdon RWD North Valley Nekoma
North Valley WD ABM P¡peline Phase 1

North Valley WD 93 Street
North Valley WD Rural Expansion
Walsh RWD Ground StoÍage
City of Park River Water Tower
City of Surrey Water Supply lmprovements
Cass RWD Phase 2 Plant lmprovements
Central Pla¡ns WD lmprovements
C¡ty of Mandan New Raw Water lntake
C¡ty of Mandan Water Treatment Plant lmprovements
City of Washburn New Raw Water lntake
Tri-County WRD lmprovements
Barnes Rural WRD lmprovements
City of Grafton Water Treatment Plant Phase 3

City of Grand Forks Water Treatment Plant lmprovements

Suöfofa, Sfafe Water Supply

City of Fargo Fargo Water Treatment Plant
SWPP Southwest P¡peline Project
NAWS Northwest Area Water Supply
Bank of North Dakota Commun¡ty Water Facil¡ty Fund
Bank of North Dakota Western Area Water Supply - Loan

23,379,809 9,634,598 13,745,210

lì

0
0
0

0
0
U

0
0

0

0
0
0
0

1984-02
1736-05
2374
2044-01
1973-02

5000
8000

5000
5000

6t13t2012
71112013
71112013

10nt2013
10n12013

32,562,500

12,864,069
85,972,021
7,241,433

I 5,000,000
40,000,000

0 32,562,500

11,968,852
77,231,325

6,778,508
10,000,000
40,000,000

161,077,522 15,098,838 115,978,685Subtotal Water Supply
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRAGT FUND

2013-2015 Bienn¡um

RAM OBLIGATION

Approved Total Total
Pavments

Jan-14

BalanceDate
Approved SWC
Bv No Dept Sponsor Proiect

SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
swc

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

222
1 389
1 389
AOC/IRA
1 968

I ¡ ilgation D ev elo p ment:
Buford Trenton lrrigatio Buford Trenton lrrigation Transmission Line Reroute
Bank of ND BND AgPace Program
Bank of ND BND AgPace Program
ND lrr¡gation Assoc ND lrrigation Associat¡on
Garrison Diversion 2009-11 Mcclusky Canal Mile Marker 7.5 lrigation Pß

S ubtotal Inigatìon Dsvelopmênt

712312013
10t23t2001
1211312013

7 t1t2013
6t1t2010

350,000
25,966

200,000
'100,000

17,582

693,548

0
20,000

0
25,000

350,000
5,966

200,000
75,000
17,582

45,000 648,518

swc
SWC
swc

1400113
1400t14
1400
862/859
862
967
I 690
1703
1707
1761
1761
2041
1 395
1 395D

11nt2011
1112912012
3t2312013
812812012
8t28t2012
4t19t2012
411912012
3t27t2012
4t26t2011
411912013

61112011

711612013
9t25t2013
711312012

900,000

598,908
301,092

1,975
3,991

22,400
896
224

0
936

1,463
I,498

461
769

34,000
122,818

0

3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000

1,975
10,91 0
39,200

896
224

0
936

1,463
1,499

462
769

34,000
491,275

I 5,300

U

6,919
16,800

0
0

0
0
0
0
0

368,457
15,300

Ge n era I Water M a na gêm ent
H y d ro I og ¡c I nv esti gat¡ o n s :

Houston Eng¡neering Houston Eng¡neering Water Pe¡m¡t Application Rev¡ev
Houston Engineer¡ng Houston Eng¡neering Water Perm¡t Application Reviev
GordonSturgeon ConsultantServices
Arletta Herman Arletta Herman- Well Monitor
Lori Bjorgen Lori Bjorgen - Well Mon¡tor
Holly Messmer - McDar Holly Messmer - McDaniel - Well Monitor
Holly Messmer - McDar Holly Messmer - McDaniel - Weil Monitor
Thor Brown Thor Brown- Well Mon¡tor
Thor Brown Thor Brown- Well Mon¡tor
Glor¡a Roth Glor¡a Roth - Well Monitor
Fran Dob¡ts Fran Dobits - Well Monitor
U. S Geological Surve' Conversion of l7 groundwater recorder wells to real-tir
U S. Geological Surve'lnvestigations of Water Resources in North Dakota
U. S. Geological Surve, Eaton lrrigation Poect on the Souris River

Hydrologic lnvesligat¡on s Obl igatÍons Subtotal
Reña¡ning Hydtolog¡c I nvestigations Authot¡ty

Hydrologic lnvestigations Authotity Less Payments

191,431 407,477

Ge n ercl P roj ects O bl i gated
Ge n eral P rcj ects Co m p leled

Subtotal Genercl Water Management

24,611,848
2,492,213

28,001,060

503,432
2,492,213
3,187,076

24,108,115
0

21,816,984

SWC
SWC
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc

416-01
41 6-05
416-07
416-10
41 6-1 3
41 6-1 5
416-17
41 6-1 9

5000
2000
5000
4700
5000
5000
5000
5000

DLJWRB
Joe Belford
Multiple
Operations
Mult¡ple
Mult¡ple
Mult¡ple
Multiple

Devils Lake Bas¡n Development:
DL Joint WRB Manager
DL Downstream Acceptance
Devils Lake Outlet
Devils Lake Outlet Operat¡ons
DL Tolna Coulee Divide
DL East End Outlet
DL Emergency GraviÇ Outflow Channel
DL Standpipe Repa¡rs

60,000
8,085

872,403
5,140,805

102,975
2,774,011

13,686,839
1,300,000

7,107

2,548,465

0
0

71,885

71112013
7t1t2013
71112013
7t1t2013
71112013
7t1t2013

9t21t2013
12t1312013

60,000
978

872,403
2,592,340

102,975
2,774,011

13,686,839
1,228,115

Devils Leke Subtotal 23,915,119 2,627,457 21,317,662

swc 7600 Weather Modification 7 t1t2011 805,202 127,296 677,906

TOTAL 371,642,763 37,901,760 333,711,003
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS'GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

2013-2015 Biennium
Resources Trust Fund

GENERAL PROJECT OBLIGATIONS

Approved SWC
BY NO Dept

Approved
Biennum Sponsor Project

lnitial
Approved

Date
Total

ADDroved
Total

Pavments

Jen-14

Bâlânce

HB 1009
HB 1020
HB 2305
sB 2020
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE

SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
swc

1986
1952
'1963

1 13'l

1967
1301
1 607
1 301

39't
't312
1312
't577
r998
1 303
2002
2005
2008
1732
l ô8'1

AOC/RRBC
1993
1992
1991

1461
'1289

1174
1640
1244
1 29ô
1814
't8't4
1 987
1 814
'1932

620
192'l
1638
1069
1088
1960
1792
322
1244
1577
19ôô
281
ô4ô
ô46
347
1't61

1245
1 9ô9
1 970
980
't'101

'1101

1219
1252
't705
1975
1977
829
1224
1978
1918
'1983

1 138

1227
1 396
1 989
1 990
227
829
1 063
1344
1523
180ô-02
2007
2010
1878-02
1992
'1996

2003-02

201 3-1 5
2005-07
2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2011-13
20't1-13
2011-'13
2011-13
201'l-'13
20't1-13
20't't-'tg
201'l-le
20't't-13
20't't-'t3
20't'l-'13
2011-13
201't-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-'t3
201',t-13
2013-15
2013-'t5
2013-15
201 6-1 5
2013-15
20't3-15
2013-15
20't3-'15
2005-07
2007-09
2007-09
2009-1'l
2009-'t'l
2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1'l
2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-11
2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-1'l
2009-1 1

2011-le
2011-13
20't1-13
2011-13
201't-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
201't-13
2011-13
201'l-13
2001-13
20't1-13
20'l't-13
2011-13
20't't-'t3
2011-'13
2011-'t3
2011-13
2011-'t3
20't1-13
2009-1'l
201 1-13
2011-'t3
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
201't-13
2011-13

8t20t2013
8/30/2005
8t10t2009

6t1t2011
11t30t2010

2t4t201',|
6t15t2011

91812011

10t12t2011
12t't5t2011
12t15t2011

5t22t2012
6t28t20't2
6t29t2012
6t29t2012
6t29t20't2
6t29t2012
7t26t2012

916120'12

9l't4t2012
1019t2012
'U30t2013
2t12t2013
412612013
6t11t2013
8t30t2013
9125t2013
9t27t2013

10t17t20'13
10t17t2013
'tot17t2013
11t22t2013
12t't3t2013
8t30t2005
9t29t2008
3t23t2009
6t23t2009
8/18/2009
8t18t2009
8/18/2009

12t11t2009
2t22t2010
?t11t2010
3t11t2010
6t'12010

10t26t2010
10t26t2010
10t26t20't0
3t28t201'l
3t28t201'l
3t28t201'l
3t28t20'11
3t28t2011
9t2',U2011
912'U2011

9t21t2011
9t21120't1
9t21t20't'l
9121120',t'l

9t21t20't1
9t21t201'l

10t19t20't'l
10t19t2011
10t19t2011

12t9t201'l
12t912011

3nt2012
3t712012
3n120't2
3t7t20't2
3t7t2012

6113t2012
6t13t2012
6t1312012
6t1312012
6t13t2012
6t1312012
6t13t2012
6t13t2012
6t't3t2012
9t17t2012
9t17t2012
9t17t2012

250,000
500,000

53,ô¿14

55,455
9,ô52

15,850
13,01 1

2,500
2,800

'10,000

10,000
23,900
10,000
24,861
10,000
10,000
24,410
20,440
28,000
20,000
10,000
25,175

5,000
24,633
24,810
32,393

8,710
29,914
38,500
49,500
49,500
49,000
20,000

2,263,925
125,396
82't ,058
226,3U
122,224
92,6ô8

79ô,97ô
1 30,000
36,800

336,491
1 84,984
188,400
37,500

1 84,950
44,280

I 02,000
13,846

33ô,007
38,1 54
39,'1 1 5

0
354,500
500,000

31,472
24,933
ô0,000
37,742

500,000
1ô3,ô95
208,570
245,250
287,900

62,500
12,2't5
84,670
90,000

266,100
43,821

120,615
0

459,350
3,75'l

157 ,211
84,'t64

500,000
500,000
1 12,500
187,500
1't2,400
91,400

0
0

26,318
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
U

0
U

0

U

0
0
0
0
0
0

0

0
0

0
0
0

0
0
0
0

54,440
0
0
0
0
0
0

20,000
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

91,400

250,000
500,000

27,326
55,455

9,652
'15,850

13,01 1

2,500
2,800

10,000
10,000
23,900
10,000
24,861
10,000
10,000
24,410
20,MO
28,000
20,000
'10,000

25,175
5,000

24,633
24,8'10
32,393

8,710
29,914
38,500
49,500
49,500
49,000
20,000

2,263,925
125,396
821 ,058
226,364
122,224
92,6ô8

79ô,976
1 30,000
3ô,800

33ô,491

1 84,984
188,400
37,500

184,950
44,280

'102,000

13,846
336,007

38,1 54
39,1 15

0
354,500
500,000

31,472
24p33
60,000
37,742

500,000
109,255
208,570
245,250
287,900

ô2,500
't2,215
84,670
70,000

266,100
4A,82'l

120,615
0

459,350
3,751

157,211
84,1U

500,000
500,000
1't2,500
187,500
112,400

0

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

USDA-APHIS,ND Dept Agricu USDA Wildl¡fe
Nelson Co. WRD Michigan Spillway Rural Flood Assessment Dra¡n

Emmons County WRD Beaver Bay Embankment Feasibilitly Study
Nelson Co. WRD F¡ood Related Water Projects
Grand Forks Co. WRD Grand Forks County Legal Drain No 55 2010 Contruc
City of Lidgerwood C¡ty of Lidgerwood Engineer¡ng & Feasib¡l¡ty Study for
Ward Co. WRD Flood lnundation Mapping of Areas Along Souris & De
City of Wahpeton C¡ty of Wahpeton Water Reuse Feasibility Study/Richl;
Sargent Co WRD Sargent Co WRD, Silver Lake Dam Emergency Repa¡

Walsh Co. WRD Skyrud Dam 201 1 EAP
Walsh Co WRD Union Dam 2011 EAP
Burleigh Co WRD Fox lsland 2012 Flood Hazard Mitigation Evaluation Sl

Grand Forks Co WRD Upper Turtle River Dam #'l 2012 EAP
Sargent Co WRD Shortfoot Creek Prel¡minary Soils Analysis & Hydraulic
Grand Forks Co WRD Trutle R¡ver Dam lf4 2012 EAP
Grand Forks Co WRD Turtle R¡ver Dam lr8 2012 EAP
C¡ty of Mapleton Mapleton Flood Control Levee Project
C¡ty of Beulah Beulah Dam Emergency Action Plan

U.S. Geolog¡cal Survey Repa¡r & stabilizat¡on of the Missouri River bank adjac
Red R¡ver Basin Commission Stream Gag¡ng & Precipitation Network Study in the R

Houston Engineeûng Minot 100-yr Floodplain Map and Profles
Burleigh Co WRD Burle¡gh Co Flood Control Alternatives Assessment
City of Lisbon Sheyenne R¡ver Snagg¡ng & Clearing Project
Pembina Co. WRD O'Hara Bridge Bank Stabil¡zation
McKenzie Co Weed Control E Control of Noxious Weeds on Sovereign Lands
Richland Co. WRD Drain No 31 Reconstruction Project
U.S. Geological Survey Maintenance of gaging stal¡on on Missouri R¡ver belo!ì
Traill Co. WRD Traill Co. Drain No 27 (Moen) Lateral Channel lmprov
Pemb¡na Co. WRD Bathgate-Ham¡lton & Carlisle Watershed Study
Richland Co. WRD Wild Rice River Snagging & Clearing - Reach 2
Richland Co. WRD Wild Rice River Snagging & Clearing - Reach 3
City of Burlington lnterim Levee Project
Richland Co WRD Wild Rice River Snagging & Clearing - Reach 4
Nelson Co. WRD Michigan Spillway Rural Flood Assessment
Lower Heart WRD Mandan Flood Control Protective Works (Levee)

Morton Co. WRD Square Butte Dam No 6/(Harmon Lake) Recreation F

Mutiple Red River Basin Non-NRCS Rural/Farmstead R¡ng Di

North Cass Co WRD Cass County Drain No 13lmprovement Reconstructk
Maple River WRD Cass County Dra¡n No 37 lmprovement Recon
Ward Co WRD Puppy Dog Coulee Flood Control Diversion D¡tch Con!
Southeast Cass WRD SE Cass Wild Rice River Dam Study Phase ll
ND Water Educ€tion Foundati ND Water: A Century of Challenge
Traill Co. WRD Traill Co. Drain No 27 (Moen) Reconstruct¡on & Exten

Mercer Co. WRD & C¡ty of Ha Hazen Flood Control Levee (1517) & FEMA Accredital
City of Oxbow City of Oxbow Emergency Flood Fighting Barrier Syst(
Three Aff¡liated Trlbes Three Aff¡liated Tribes/Fort Berthold lrrigation Study
City of Fargo Christ¡ne Dam Recreation Retrofìt Project
City of Fargo Hickson Dam Recreation Retrof¡t Project
City of Velva City of Velva's Flood Control Levee System Cerl¡ficati(
Pembina Co WRD Drain 55 lmprovement Reconstruction
Traill Co WRD Traill Co Drain No. 28 Extenstion & lmprovement Proj

Walsh Co WRD Walsh Co Construction of Legal Assessment Drain #
Walsh Co. WRD Walsh Co. Construction of Legal Assessment Drain #
Maple River WRD Maple River Watershed Food Water Retention Study/
Dickey Co WRD Yorktown-Maple Drainage lmprovement Dist No. 3
Dickey-Sargent Co WRD R¡verdale Township lmprovement D¡strict #2 - Dickey
Sargent Co WRD City of Forman Floodwater Outlet
Walsh Co. WRD Walsh Co. Reconstruction Dra¡n No 97
Red River Joint Wâter Resour Red R¡ver Joint WRD Watershed Feas¡b¡lity Study - Pl

Walsh Co WRD Walsh Co Dra¡n No. 3'1 Reconstruction Prgect
Dickey-Sargent Co WRD Jackson Township lmprovement Dist. #'1

Rush River WRD Rush River WRD Berl¡n's Townsh¡p lmprovement D¡st

Tra¡ll Co. WRD Preston Floodway Reconstruction Project
Richland & Sargent Joint WRt R¡chland & Sargent WRO RS Legal Dra¡n No 1 Exten
Maple River WRD Normanna Township lmprovement District No. 71

City of Harwood C¡ly of HaMood Engineering Feasibility Study
Pembina Co. WRD Drain No I Reconstruction Project
Traill Co WRD Mergenthal Drain No. 5 Reconstruction
U.S. Geologica¡ Survey (USGS) Missouri River Geomorph¡c Assessment
Barnes Co WRD Hobart Lake Outlet Project
Mercer Co. WRD Lake Shore Estates H¡gh Flow Diverst¡on Project
Eaton Flood lrrigation District District's Mouse River R¡verbank Stab¡lization Project
Rush River WRD Rush River Watershed Retention Plan
Rush R¡ver WRD Amenia Township lmprovement D¡strict Drain No. 74 t
Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne Diversion Exterior Pump Station
Ward Co. WRD Countryside Villas/lvhispering Meadows Drainage lmF

City of Argusv¡lle Re-Certification of the City of Argusville Flood Control
Maple River WRD Pontiac Townsh¡p lmprovement District No 73 Projecl
Bames Co WRD Meadow Lake Outlet
Maple River WRD Upper Maple River Dam Environmental Assessment -
Burleigh Co WRD Bismarck Flood Control Channel Project
Traill Co. WRD Drain #62 - Wold Dra¡n Project
Southeast Cass WRD Re-Certification of the West Fargo Diversion Levee St
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

20'13-2015 B¡onnium
Rssources Trust Fund

GENERAL PROJECT OBLIGATIONS
ln¡tìal Jen-14

Approved SWC Approved Approved Total Totel

SWC 2OO9-02 5O0O 2011-13 SoutheastCassWRD Recertif¡c€tionoftheHoracetoWestFargoDivers¡on 911712012 72,600 42,835 29,765

SWC 2012 5O0O 2011-13 SoutheastCassWRD LowerSheyenne RiverWatershed Retention Plan 5h712012 80,000 0 80,000

SWC 2013 5O0O 2011-13 Richland-CassJo¡ntWRD WildRiceRiverWatershedRetentionPlan 911712012 90,000 0 90,000

SWC 1Oô9 5OO0 2011-13 NorthCass-RushRiverJWRDrain#l3Channel lmprovements 912712012 217,000 171,38'l 45,619

SWC 1401 5OOO 2OO9-1 1 Pembina Co WRD lnternational Boundary Roadway Dike Pembina 912712012 331,799 70,767 261,032

SWC 240 SOOO 2011-13 EddycountywRD WarwickDam Repa¡rProject 121712012 1'10,150 0 '110,150

SWC 1303 SOOO 2011-13 SargentCoWRD FrenierDam lmprovementPoect 121712012 158,373 0 158,373

SWC 't523 SOOO 2011-13 Ward Co. WRD Souris River Minot to Burlington Snagging & Clearing 1217121'12 109,000 0 109,000

SWC 1705 50OO 2011-13 RedR¡verJointWaterResourRedRiverBasinDistributedPlanStudy 121712012 560,000 0 560,000

SWC 2019 SOOO 201 1-13 Valley City Sheyenee River Snagging & Clearing Project 121712012 75,000 0 75,000

SWC 2O2O SOOO 2011-13 Minot Park District Souris Valley Golf Course Bank Stab¡lizat¡on 121712012 335,937 0 335,937

SWC 346 5OOO 2011-13 Williams County WRD Epping Dam Evaluation Project 2l27l2ve 6ô,200 0 66,200

SWC 1135 5000 20'11-13 Pembina Co. WRD Dra¡nlr4 Reconstruct¡on Project 611912013 221,628 0 221,628

SWC 1207 50OO 2011-13 Richland Co WRD Drain#65 Extension Project 611912013 123,200 0 125,200

SWC 1312 50OO 2011-13 Walsh Co WRD Forest River Flood Contral Feasibil¡ty Study 611912013 79,95ô 0 79,956

SWC 1438 SOOO 2011-13 Caval¡erCountyWRD MulberryCreekPhaselVReconstructionProject 611912013 324,010 0 324,010

SWC 1992 SOOO 2011-13 Burleigh Co WRD Burnt Creek Flood Restoration Project 611912013 87,805 0 87,805

SWC 2022 SOOO 2011-13 Pemb¡na Co. WRD Drain#73 Project 611912013 350,400 0 350,400

SWC AOC/RRBC SOOO 2013-15 Red River Basin Commission Red River Basin Comm¡ssion Contractor 71112013 200,000 0 200,000

SWC PS/WRD/MRJ SOOO 2013-15 Missouri R¡verJointWRB Missouri RiverJointWaterBoard(MRRIC)T.FLECK 71112013 40,000 9,776 30,224

SWC PSM/RD/MRJ SOOO 2ol3-15 Missouri RiverJointWRB Missour¡ RiverJo¡ntWaterBoard,(MRJWB)Startup 71112013 20,000 0 20,000

SWC AOC/WEF SOOO 2013-15 ND Water Education Foundati ND Water Magazine 71112013 3ô,000 9,000 27,000

SWC PSMRD/USRJV SOOO 2013-15 Upper Sheyenne River Joint V Upper Sheyenne River WRB Administration (USRJWF 71112013 12,000 0 12,000

SWC 1753 SOOO 2013-15 Ward Co Hwy Dept County Road 18 Flood Control Project 712312013 133,268 0 133,268

SWC 1859 50OO 2013-15 ND Dept of Health NonPoint Source Pollution, Section 319 812012013 200,000 0 200,000

SWC 1270 SOOO 2013-15 Burleigh Co. WRD Apple Creek lndustrial Park Levee Feasibilily Study 101712013 ô5,180 0 ô5,180

SWC 2OO4 5OO0 2013-15 Grand Forks Co WRD Drain No 57 Project 101712013 413,576 0 413,576

SWC 2O4O SOOO 2013-15 Walsh Co. WRD Dra¡n #74 Poect 101712013 317,852 o 317,852

SWC PSMRD/MRJ 5000 2013-15 M¡ssouri R¡ver Joint WRB Missour¡ River Coordinator 101712013 175,000 0 175,000

SWC 5ô8 SOOO 2013-15 SoutheastCassWRD SheyenneRiverSnagging&Clear¡ngProjectReacher 1Ùl'l3l2!'13 1ô5,000 0 165,000

SWC 1056 SOOO 2013-15 Bottineau Co WRD Scandia/Scotia Drain Project 1211312013 140,634 0 140,634

SWC 1242 50OO 2013-15 Traill Co. WRD Rust Drain No.24 Project '1211312013 187,736 0 187,736

SWC 1523 SOOO 2013-15 Ward Co WRD Mouse R¡ver Snagg¡ng & Clearing Project 1211312013 347,466 0 347,4ô6

SWC 1554 5000 2013-15 McLean Co. WRD Cityof UndeMood FloodwaterOutlet Poect '1211312013 1,100,727 O 1j00,727
SWC 1625 SOOO 2013-15 Houston Engineering (OHWM) Ordinary High Water Mark Delineations 1211312013 95,ô18 7,515 88,'103

SWC 1758 SOOO 2013-15 USGS Stochast¡cModelfortheMouseRiverBasin 1211312013 200,000 0 200,000

swc 2c43 5000 2013-15 Pembina Co. WRD District's Dra¡n 78 Outlet Extension Poect 1211312013 287,778 0 287,778

SWC 2c4,6 SOOO 2013-15 Walsch Co WRD North Branch Park River Comprehens¡ve Flood Dama 1211312013 1MA00 0 134,400

SWC 1878-02 SOOO 2O1 l-13 Maple-SteeleWRD UpperMapleR¡verDamConstruct¡onPhase 121'1312013 3,991,500 0 3,991,500

SWC CON^/VIUCARL: SOOO 2013-15 Ganison D¡version Conservan Will and Carlson Consulting Contract 1211312013 70,000 0 70,000

TOTAL 24,611,848 503,432 24,',109,415

-8-



STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

20'13-2015 Biennium
Resources Trust Fund

COMPLETED GENERAL PROJECTS

Approvec SWC Approved
Biennum SoonsorBv No Deot Proiect

lnitial
Approved Total

Aôbrôved
Total

Pâvmenls

Jan-I4

BelânceDate

SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC

2003
2003
2001
871
1 395
2045
't289
41 6-l I
1344
1219
CON/vVILL-CA
PSA¡ÚRDiJAM
1344
1344
228
20't4
1444

612912012
7t26t2012
1013112012
611412013

7t16t2013
911?J2013
9t20t2013
61101201'l
611412011

912112011

10t17t2011
3n12012

611312012
6t13t2012
911712012
9t17t2012
911912013

42,835
45,879
10/23
7,500
17,500
40,000
10,496

I 25,000
716,609
'125,500

26,174
29,570

225,O50
't,812,822

8,500
75,000
73,200

42,775
45,879
6,076
7,500
17,500
40,000
9,779
4,3'16
33,535
86,723

0
29,490

224,192
1,810,744

8,500
62,371
62,833

60
U

4,347
0
0
0

717
'120,685

683,074
38,777
26,174

80
858

2,078
0

12,629
10,367

5000 2011-13
5000 2011-13
5000 2011-13
5000 201r-13

Southeast Cass WRD Re-Certific€tion of the Horace lo West Fergo Diversion
Southeast Cass WRD Re-Cert¡fication of the West Fargo D¡version Levee Syt

Traill Co. WRD Elm River Divers¡on Projecl
Pembina Co. WRD Pembina Snagging & Clearing Project

2013-15 U.S. Geological Survey Operation & ma¡ntenence of seven water level monitorj

2013-15 3RS & Corps St. Lou¡s Di Joint L|DAR Collection
201 3-15 enzie Co Weed Control E Control of Nox¡ous Weeds on Sovereign Lands
2011-13 ND Game & F¡sh DL Johnson Farms Water Storage Site
2011-13 Southeest Cass WRD Southeast Cass Sheyenne River Diversion Low-Flow C

2011-13 Sargent Co WRD District Drain No. 4 Reconstruction Project
2011-13 GarrisonDiversion Will/CarlsonConsultant
20'1 1-13 James River Jo¡nt WRD James River Eng¡neer¡ng Feasibility Study Phase 1

2011-13 Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne Diversion Phase Vl - Weir lmprovements
2009-11 Southeest Cass WRD Horace D¡vers¡on Channel Site A (Sec{¡on 7 - Phase Vl

201'l-13 U S. Geological Survey Additional USGS gage Missouri R¡ver- ANNUAL
2011-13 Tre¡ll Co WRD Elm R¡ver Watershed Retent¡on Plan
2011-13 C¡ty of Pembina US Army Corps of Eng Sect¡on 408 Review City Flood

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

TOTAL 3,392,058 2,492,213 899,845

-9-



APPENDIX ''C''
lfarch L7, 20L4

Resources Trust Fund
Status Statement

3114120't4

\1 Final revenues and expenditures per state accounting system reports.

E The amounts shown reflect actual revenues and expenditures through February 28, 201 4, plus estimated revenues and
expenditures for the remainder of the biennium, based on the May 2013 legislalive forecast.

\3 Actual July 1 , 201 3 balance.

\4 The May 201 3 legislative forecast assumes an average price of $75-$80 ær barrel and product¡on gradually increasing to 850,000
BOPDbytheendofthebiennium. lnJanuary20l4,theactualaveragepriceperbarrelwas$80.85andproductioneveraged933,l00
BOPD.

\5 H81206, approved by the 201 1 Legislative Assembly, appropriated $10.0 mill¡on to the Bank of North Dakota for a 5.0 percent loan to the Western Area Water
Supply Author¡ty,

\6 SB20l4,passedbythe20l3legislature,providesthatS.0percentofoil extractiontaxesdepositedintheresourcestrustfund,upto$3.0
million per biennium, must be transferred querlerly to the Renewable Energy Development Fund. This bill also provides that 0.5 percent of
the amount deposited in the Resources Trust Fund, up to $1.2 million per biennium, must be transfered at least quarterly to the Renewable
Energy Conservation Grant Fund.

\7 SB2233,passedbythe2013 l€gislature,establishesaninfrastructurerevolvingloanfundwithintheresourcestrustfund. Thebill
prov¡des that effective January 1, 2015, 1 0 percent of oil extraction tax revenue deposited in the resources trust fund ¡s to be made
available on a continuing basis to provide loans for water supply, flood protection, or other water development and management projects.

Notes:
The Resources Trust Fund was created pursuant to passage of Measure No. 6 in the November 1 980 general election. Measure No. 6
established a 6.5 porcent oil extract¡on t¿¡x, 10.0 percent of which was distributed to lhe Resources Trust Fund. Measure No. 2, a
constitutional amendment approved in the June 1 990 primary election, establishes the Resources Trust Fund as a constitutional trust
fund and provides that the principal end income of lhe fund may be spent pursuant to legislative appropriations for constructing water
rêlated projects, including rural water systems, and fund¡ng energy conservation programs.

NDCC Section 57-51.1-07 provides that the Resources Trust Fund is available for legislative appropriation to the State Water
Commission for planning and constructing water-related projects and to the lndustrial Commission lor energy conversion and waste
products ulilization programs and studies. The 1 995 Legislative Assembly amended Section 57-51 .1 -07 to provide that 20.0 percent

of oil extraction tax collections w¡ll be deposited in the Resources Trust Fund.

$1 55,940,0s8

$6,602,070
390,342,357

1,577,36',1

$398,52 t ,788

($251,500,000)
(10,000,000) \5

$292.961-846

$8,614,000
564,273,362 v

1,359,000

$292,961 ,846 \3

s95 424.1 03

8574,246,362

($750,606,094)

\6
\6

(3 000,000)

$8,992,816
578,476,423 v

$292,961,846 \3

't,752,938

($750,606,094)

(3,000,000) \6
(1,200,000) \6

(16,978,011) v

-6-77r--z14-¡õÐ'
s1 1 0-399.918

$589,222,177

Revenue:
Repayments and reimbursements
Oil extraction tax collections
lnterest

Total Revenues

Expenditures:
Water Commission expenditures
Bank of North Dakota
Transfer to renewable energy development fund
Transfer to energy conservation grant fund
Transfer to infrastructure revolving loan fund

Total Expenditures and Transfers

Endinq Balance

Beginning Balance

2011-13

Actual 1

2013-t5

Appropriated

201 3-1 5

Estimated 2
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APPEI{DIX IIEII

I4arch L7, 201,4

North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISÀ{ÂRCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

7O1-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-328-369ó . INTERNET: htto://swc.nd.eov

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State V/ater Commission

FROM: Áoddsando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: MREFP Project Status Update
DATE: March 3,2014

The Souris River Joint Water Resources Board and the city of Minot have published a Request
For Qualifications for design of the Napa Valley, Forrest Road and North 4'h Avenue features of
the project. A selection committee has been formed and has met to discuss the selection process
Deadline for receipt of proposals is March 14,2014. Selection committee member rankings of
the proposals are due for tabulation March 28,2014. The schedule for the remainder of the
selection process will be made after that date.

The Souris River Joint Board has added a permanent member from the cþ of Minot. They are
currently considering future phases and priorities for a long range project implementation plan.

A number of issues and potential measures for local relief in the downstream reaches of the river
have been identified by local interests. Most of these can be screened for feasibility and
eligibility for cost share by State Water Commission staff with the tools developed by the
consulting team. The effort is currently under way.

TS:TF:WE:ph/1974

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



APPENDIX'IF''
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North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD ÀVENUE, DEPT 77O. BtSlvtARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

7O1-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-328-3696 . INTERNET: http://swc.nd.eov

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: ûo¿dS. Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
STIBJECT: SWPP Project Update
DATE: February 24,2014

Oliver, Mercer, North Dunn (OMND) Regional Service Area

Zap Service Area (SA) Rural Distribution SystemT-9C & 7-9D:
Work on these two contracts is mostly complete. Bartlett & 'WesIAECOM (BWAECOM) is
currently processing the GPS data, which will be used to ftnalize quantities for the final change
order.

Center SA Rural Distribution System 7-98 & 7-9ß:
The State'Water Commission (SV/C) at its October 7,2013 meeting awarded the contractto
Eatherly Constructors Inc. Executed contract documents have been received. This contract
consists of 250 miles of 8" -1Y2" PVC pipe serving 330 rural water customers. This contract has
an intermediate completion date of September 15,2014 for a portion of service area identified in
the plans and has a substantial cornpletiou date of September 15, 2015 for the entire contract.
Nine users were identified as high-cost users after the bid opening, these users have been
contacted and all of them or their neighbors have signed up for more units and the lines are nou'
within the feasibility criteria.

Contract 7-98 is the west Center SA rural distribution system. Easement acquisition has begun
and we anticipate bidding this contract in Spring 2074.

Contract 2-8E,12-8F I)unn Center SA Main Transmission Line (MTL)i
Contract 2-8E is the MTL from the OMND WTP to a combination reservoir and booster station
north of Halliday (Dunn Center booster station). This contract was awarded on May 21,2013
and the contractor started installation on July 24,2013. This contract involves furnishing and
installing approximately 25 miles of pipe, an above grade booster station with concrete reservoir,
PRV/Control vault, road crossings and related appurtenances. The contractor has installed
roughly 15 miles of pipe. The substantial completion date is July 7,2014.

Contract 2-8F is the MTL west of Halliday to west of Killdeer. This contract involves furnishing
and installing approximately 40 miles of 16"-6" PVC pipe, connection to existing pipelines, 2
prefabricated steel meter vaults, road crossings and related appurtenances. This contract has two
intermediate completion dates. The fnst intermediate completion date is August 15,2014 for Bid
Schedule 1, which is from nofh of Halliday to Dunn Center Elevated tank. The second
intermediate completion date is November 15, 2014 for Bid Schedule 2A which will provide
connection to the Cities of Dunn Center and Killdeer. The Bid ScheduLe 2B and the entire project

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRAÂAN

TODD SÁ,NDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



SWPP Project Update
Page 2
February 24,2074

is to be substantially complete on or before August 7,2015 which includes 2 prefabricated below
grade booster pump stations and connection of Killdeer Mountain, Grassy Butte and part of
Fairfreld service area from the OMND Water Treatment Plant (WTP).

The Commission awæcled this Contract to Carstensen Contracting Inc., at its February 27, 2014
conference call meeting.

Contract 4-6 Dunn Center SA Pumps inside OMND WTP:
The contractor has compieted most of the work un<ier this contract with startup of the pumps,
painting and pump motor retrofi.ts remaining.

Contract 5-17 Dunn Center Elevated Reservoir:
This contract includes furnishing and installing a 1,000,000 gallon elevated composite reservoir.
The contractor, Cald-well Tanks, Inc., has completed 19 out of the iaiai,23 rings on 

"he 
pedestal

and ceased operation for the winter. The substantial completion date on this contract is
August 15,2014.

Contract 5-158 2nd Zap Reservoir:
This contract includes fumishing and installing a 1,650,000 gallon ground storage reservoir.
Contract documents have been executed and notice to proceed was issued on August 9,2013.
The substantial completion date is August 15,2014"

î1^^+-^^+ O t L:ll,l^^- llÃ^,.-4-:- ú1f ^-,-¿^J D^-^-,^:-.uu[rl 4!f (r-J l\lllt¡EçLl-Yllrt ttl-¿!ltl IJI.çY ¿tf gt.l l\gÐçt Y lrtl .

This contract includes furnishing and installing a 250,000-gallon elevated reservoir. This
contract was bid on October 18,2013. The State Water Commission awarded this contract to
Maguire lron, Inc. of Sioux Falls, South Dakota at its December 13, 2013 meeting. Executed
contract documents have been received. The substantial completion date is October 1,2014.

OMND Water Treatment Plant (WTP) Phase II Expansion:
The State Water Commission awarded Contract 3-1H, OMND WTP Phase II expansion to
Northern Plains Contracting Inc., and Edling Electric Inc. at its December 13, 2013 meetng.
Some of the equipment from Contract 3-1G Membrane Procurement contract and Contract 3-1F,
Ozone equipment contract has been delivered to site and the preconstruction conference for
Contract 3-lH was held on January 29,2014. The electrical and general contractors on Contract
3-1H are currently on site. The installation of the ozone equipment has commenced.

Other Contracts

Frybure SA:
At the direction of the sole director of Manitou Construction Inc., we are working with their
surety company Philadelphia Insurance Companies. The contract is substantially complete.
Administrative items and punch list items remain to be completed.
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Contract 8-1.4' New Hradec Reservoir:
This contract involves fumishing and installing a 296,000 gallons fusion powder coated bolted
steel reservoir. The contract documents were executed on May 16,2013 and the Notice to
Proceed was issued on June 3,2013. The tank erection is complete. Pressure testing of the inlet
and outlet piping, testing, cleaning and disinfection of the tank remain to be completed.

Contract 4-5 Finished Water Pumping Station (FWPS):
This contract consists of the construction of a 60' by 85' reinforced concrete and precast
concrete building and the installation of pumping, piping, mechanical, and electrical and
instrumentation systems. We anticipate bidding this contract before the Commission meeting
with a bid opening date soon after the Commission meeting. This contract is discussed in detail
in a separate memo.

An agreement that defines the cost sharing of the joint FWPS with the City of Dickinson is also
discussed in a separate memo.

Contract 1-24 Supplemental Raw'Water Intake:
The preconstruction conference for this contract was held on October 17, 2013. The contractor,
James W. Fowler Inc., has indicated that they will provide a 72" outside diameter reinforced
concrete pipe with an internal diameter of 54". The contract documents specified a l4-foot
minimum inside diameter for the caisson. The contractor has indicated that they would be using
a 7.S-meter (24.6 feet) inside diameter caisson. Because of the larger caisson size than initialty
anticipated, it is possible to have bigger pumps in case the future needs exceed the current
projection. The possibility of designing the pump station and supporting slab to accommodate
larger pumps is being analyzed.

The construction trailer is on site, a temporary fence defining the construction limits is installed,
and temporary power for construction is available on site. The contractor will install a
dewatering well to discharge any groundwater encountered during the caisson construction this
winter. The groundwater will de discharged to the lake by a connection to the SWPP's
concentrate discharge line which will be installed this winter. The contractor will mobilize
heavy equipment to the site before the load restrictions become effective in spring.

Contract 3-2 IO MGD Water Treafment Plant at Dickinson:
Contract 3-24 Membrane Equipment Procurement - The State Water Commission awarded this
contract to Tonka Water from Plymouth, Minnesota at its February 27, 2014 conference call
meeting.

Contract 3-2B Softening Equipment Procurement - We anticipate bidding this contract before
the Commission meeting with a bid opening date soon after the Commission meeting. This
contract is discussed in detail in a separate memo.
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Project Update:

July Storm Damage:
The windstorm on July 8, 2013 resulted in damage to the Halliday reservoir and telemetry
antenna atthe Dodge Pump Station. The tank, built in 1995, is 31 feet in diameter and47 feet in
height. The ta¡k was designed with the possibility to be raised to a future height of 63 feet.
Hydraulic analysis as to whether raising the tank was beneficial was performed. Cost estimates
from Engineering America Inc., (EAI) the original ta¡k contractor, have been receíved. The cost
to replace the 5 rings of damaged panels is approximately $157,000. The cost to increase the
height of the tank adds an additional $70,000. BWAECOM advisedthat raising the tank to an
overflow of 61 feet was àot worth the added cost. It appears that vacuum caused by high winds
caused the tank wall to collapse. The tank manufacturer suggested increasing the steel thickness
of the top panels in order to address the vacuum issue. A cost estimate of around $40,000 was
quoted for increasing the steel thickness in the top 5 rings. The S\'r'A insfricted EAI to proceed
with the replacing the 5 rings of the tank without increasing the wall thickness. EAI is currently
working on the repairs of the tank and anticipates linishing the repairs before the peak water
usage season. The majority of the costs for this repair will be reimbursed by insurance.

TSS:SSP:pdhl736-99
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SWC Project No:1736

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT AGREEMENT
Regarding the Joint Finished Water Pumping Station,

Existing Dickinson Water Treatment Plant,
and Proposed Water Treatment Plant

I. PARTIES

This agreement is entered between the City of Dickinson ("City"), the
Southwest Water Authority ("SWA"), and the State of North Dakota, acting
through the State Water Commission ("Commission").

II. PURPOSE

Pursuant to North Dakota Century Code (N.D.C,C.) chapter 54-40, the
purpose of this agreement is to state the terms and conditions upon which
the parties shall jointly provide for cost sharing of the engineering, design,
and construction of a Finished Water Pumping Station, as well as conveyances
of land for the Existing Water Treatment Plant and New Water Treatment Plant.

II¡. EFFECTIVE DATE

Upon approval of the respect¡ve governing bodies of the parties, this
agreement shall be effective March 3,2OI4.

IV. INTRODUCTION

L The Commission is developing a water pipeline, water supply, and water
distribution project known as the Southwest Pipeline Project ("Project").

The Authority, created under N.D.C.C. chapter 6L-24.5, provides
operation, maíntenance, and management of the Project.

3. The Project uses the City's Water Treatment Plant for treating water

ln 1991, an agreement between the Commission and the City provided
for the Project to use the City's Water Treatment Plant. Under that
agreement, the City was treating the water for the Project ("1991
Agreement").

ln 1995, the Commission entered into an agreement with the Authority
transferring to the Authority the completed portions of the Project for
operatíon, maintenance, and management ("1995 Agreement").

ln 2000, the City, the Commission, and the Authority executed an
agreement that assigned the management, operations, and

2

4.

5

6.

1
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SWC Project NorL736

maintenance responsibilities of the Dickinson Water Treatment Plant
from the City to the Authority ("2000 Agreement").

ln 2012, the City, the Commission, and the Authority executed a
Memorandum of Understanding regarding the Finished Water Pumping
Station, the Existing Water Treatment Plant, and the New Water
Treatment Plant. This agreement amends and supplements the 2012
Memorandum of Understanding.

V. DEFINITIONS

The following definitions apply to this agreement:

1 "Authority" means the Southwest Water Authority, a political subdivision
created pursuant to N.D.C.C. 5 61-24.5-03.

"FWPS" means the Joint Finished Water Pumping Station, which wili
house the pumps for the City and the Project.

"FWPS Project" means the FWPS along with the pumping, piping, san¡tary
sewer, underdrain, and other modificatíons to the Existing nrfP facilities.

"Existing WTP" means the existing water treatment plant, which was
built by the City in phases and upgraded by the City and the
eommission through the yea-rs beg!nning in !.951; a!! of Lot 2 and the
west 42 feet of Lot 3 of Auditor's Plat Seven of the City of DÍckinson;
and those facilities described under Exhibit A to the 2000 Agreement,
including the chloramination facilities at the Dodge Pump Station, lime
sludge ponds located to the south of the existing water treatment plant,
and the permanent lime disposal facilities in the S lz af the SE % of rhe
SW y4 of Section L6, Townshíp 139 North Range 96 West.

"New WTP" means the six MCD water treaiment plant that.is currently
under design to meet the increased needs of the City and the Project.

"MGD" means million gallons per day.

"6 - MC Reservoir" means the existing six million gallon reseruoir that
was built by the City located at the Existing WTP site.

VI. COST SHARING OF THE FWPS

The FWPS will be owned by the Commission and will house the pumps for the
City and the Project. The City shall have free and perpetual access at all times
to the FWPS in order to service and maintain its purnps, to observe operations

2

3

4

)

6

7
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SWC Project No:1736

of the FWPS, or otherwise to monitor, control, or manage the delivery of water
from the FWPS to the City's potable water system. The FWPS will be located
on the site of the Existing VWP. Costs of operations and maintenance for the
FWPS will be addressed by the Parties in a separate agreement.

1. Engineering Design

a, City's Responsibility:

The engineering design and engineering costs of the City's pumps,
electrical switchgear, and finalizing exterior site piping will be the
responsibility of the City, and the City will pay its engineering firm
directly for such work. The City's engineering firm will further assist
with planning, development, and finalizing the design of the joint FWPS,
and the City shall be responsible for and shall pay its engineering firm
directly for such work.

b. Commission's Responsibility:

Engineering design and engineering costs for all other facilities
associated with the FWPS Project will be the responsibility of the
Commission, and the Commission will pay its engineer directly for such
work.

2. Construction Costs

The Commission will advertise for bids and award the contract or contracts for
the construction of the FWPS Project ¡n accordance with N,D.C.C. chapter 48-
0I.2. The Commission shall submit the contract or contracts for the
construction of the joint FWPS to the City for review and approval prior to
awarding. The City and the Commíssion will share in the costs of the FWPS
Project based upon the percentages shown in the following table. Each of the
items described in the table will as far as practicable be separated in the bid
form. lf not separated in the bid form, the cost for each line in the following
table will be determined using the schedule of values from the contractor.

S. No. Item City's
Share

Commissíon's
Share

L Buildinq (Structural Cost) s0% 50%
2 Buildinq (Mechanical Cost) 50% s0%
3 Building (Electrical Cost) s0% so%
4. Piping modifications to and from existing

WTP and 6 - MG Reservoir, modifications
inside Existinq WTP

33% 67%

5 City Pumps and Electr¡cal Switchqear 100% o%

3



6 City High Service Piping inside and outside
the facility ro0% 0%

7 SWPP Transfer
Switchgear

Pumps and Electrical
o% to0%

8. SWPP Supply Piping inside and outside the
facility 0% LOO%

9 Standby Electrical Cenerator so% 50%
L0 SCADA Modifications for City 700% o%
1L SCADA Modifications for SWPP o% LO0%

SWC Project No:1736

Construction costs adjusted by means of change orders will be borne by the
City or the Commission depending on the change that resulted in the
increased or decreased costs.

3. Construction Engineering

The Commission's engineering consultant w¡ll be responsible for construct¡on
management, The City is responsible for 50% of the constructíon engineering
costs.

4. Reimbursement from the City

The Commissíon will initially pay the contractors for the construction cost and
the Commissíon's engineering consultant for the construction management in
füii upon receiviirg appiications ioi. payment irom the contractor ancj invoices
from the engineering firm. The Commission will then determine the City's
share and submit a request for reimbursement along with support¡ng
documentation to the City. Upon verification of the costs, the Cíty will
reimburse the Comrnission within forty-five days of the request. The
appraised value of the land east of the Existing wTP, which the City will
transfer to the Commission (see Section lX), will be credited toward the City's
share of the FWPS costs.

VIII. EXISTING WTP AND 6 - MG RESERVOIR

The City owns the Existing wTP and the 6 - MG Reservoir, as stated in the
2000 Agreement. The City will transfer ownership of the Existing WTP and the
6 MG - Reservoir to the commíssion by mean's of a quit claim deed. The city
shall retain access to the 6 - Mc Reservoir by means of the pumps located
inside the FWPS in order to pump and distribute treated water from the
reservoir. The City will transfer ownership of the Existing wTP and the 6 - MG
Reservoir at no cost to the Commission. The quit claim deed transferring the
property shall have a reverter clause, providing that the City shall regain
ownership of the property if the Commission and the Authority cease or
abandon the use of the property for the Project.

4
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IX. TRANSFER OF LAND EAST OF THE EXISTING WTP

The Commission is currently designing a new 6 MGD WTP to meet the
increased water supply needs of the City and the Project. The New WTP will
be located at the site east of the Existing WTP. The property is a 4.89 acre lot,
described as Parcel A, part of lot 3 of Auditor's plat No. 7, N1/2 Section 9,
Township L39 North, Range 96 West. The City will transfer the 4.89 acre lot to
the Commission through a quit claim deed. The deed transferring the
property will have a reverter clause, providing that the City shall regain
ownership of the property if the Commission and the Authority cease or
abandon the use of the property for the Project. The City will transfer the 4.89
acre lot to the Commission for $750,000, as determined by the City's
appraisal. The $750,000 will be credited toward the City's share of the FWPS
Project cost,

X. GENERAL PROVISIONS

1 All notices or other communications required under this agreement
must be given either in person or by mail at the address shown on the
signature page of this agreement, or by electronic mail or facsimile.
Notice provided under this provision does not meet the notice
requirements for monetary claims against the Commission found at
N.D.C.C. 5 32-L2.2-04.

The use of any remedy specified herein to enforce this agreement is not
exclusive and does not prohibit or limit the application of any other
remedy available by law.

Each party shall promptly notify the other parties of all potential claims
that arise or result from this agreement. Each party shall also take all
reasonable steps to preserve all physical evidence and information that
may be relevant to the circumstances surrounding a potential claim,
while maintaining public safety. Each party shall have the opportunity
to review and inspect such evidence, includÍng the scene of an accÍdent.

Any waiver by any party of its rights in connection with this agreement
does not waive any other default or matter.

lf any term of this agreement is declared by a court having jurisdiction
to be illegal or unenforceable, the validity of the remainÍng terms is
unaffected, and if possible, the rights and obligatÍons of the parties are
to be construed and enforced as if the agreement did not contain that
term.

2

3

4

5
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The parties may not assign, transfer, or delegate any right or duty
without the express written consent of all the parties.

This agreement is governed by and construed in accordance with the
laws of the state of North Dakota. Any action to enforce this agreement
must be brought in the District Court of Burleigh County, North Dakota,

Each party understands that all parties are, respect¡vely, governed by
the North Dakota open records law and must disclose to the public
upon request any records it receives from any other party, to the extent
required by North Dakota law. Each party further understands that any
records that are obtained or generated by any party under this
agreement, except for records that are exempt under N.D.c.c. chapter
44-04, are open to the public upon request under the North Dakota
open records law. Each party agrees to contact the other parties
immediately upon receiving a request for information under the open
records law with respect to the subject matter of this agreement, to
coordinate with the Commission regarding the same, and to comply
with North Dakota law in responding to the request.

XI, MERGER

Except as to the agreements and memorandum of understanding recited in
Section lV, this Agreement const¡tutes the entire agreement between the
partles, and there a!'e no understandings, agreements, or representations, o!'al
or wr¡tten, not specified within this agreement. This agreement may not be
modified, supplemented, or amended in any manner except by written
agreement signed by each party.

STATE WATER COMMISSION
900 East Boulevard Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58505
By:

SOUTHWEST WATER AUTHORITY
4665 2nd Street SW
Dickinson, ND 5860L-723i
By:

//U/L4 ß^t*¿
Larry Barts
Chairman
Board of Directors

Date 3- /o - )ot¿l

\-g=S--
Todd Sando
State Engineer
ND State Water Commission

Date 1
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CITY OF DICKINSON
99 znd Street East,
Dickinson, ND 58601.
By:

Dennis W. Johnson, President
Board of City Commissioners

Date oalor,lr+
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North Dakota State Water Commissíon
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISM,ÀRCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

7O1-37A-275O o TTY 8OO-366-6888 . F^X 70l- . INTERNET: httn://swc.nd-sov

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple

"lvlembers of the State Water Commission
FROM: a#odd,Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECT: NAV/S - Project Update
DATE: March 3,2014

Supplemental EIS
Reclamation continues to work on the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS).
Comments have been provided to Reclamation by the cooperating agencies on Chapter 1

(Introduction), Chapter 2 (Alternatives), Chapter 3 (Affected Environment), Chapter 4
(Environmental Impacts), various appendices, the Needs Assessrnent, Transbasin Effects
Analysis Technical Report, and Appraisal Level Design Report. We will have an opportunity to
review the entire draft SEIS prior to public release, which should be in late spring or early
summer. The original schedule anticipated a draft SEIS last summer, but additional time was
needed in order to ensure a scientifically sound and procedurally correct NEPA document.

Manitoba & Missouri Lawsuit
The Federal Court issued an orcler on March 5,2070. requiring Reclamation to take a hard look
at (l) the cumulative impacts of water withdrawal on the water levels of Lake Sakakawea and the
Missouri River, and (2) the consequences of biota transfer into the Hudson Bay Basin, including
Canada. The order dated October 25, 2010, allowed construction on the improvements in the
Minot Water Treatment Plant and pipelines to the Minot Air Force Base and Glenburn to
proceed. However, it did not allow design work to continue on the intake. The court ordered a
conference call on November 15,2012. The court expressed concerns about construction taking
place under the previously approved and unopposed injunction modifications possibly affecting
the outcome of the SEIS. A briefing explaining the additional construction on the northern tier,
justi$ing the need and explaining the independence from supply or biota treatment alternatives
was filed December 6,2012. Missouri and Manitoba filed responses January 6,2013 and our
response was filed January 22,2013. The Court issued an opinion on March 1,2013 modifuing
the injunction to not permit 'new pipeline construction or new pipeline construction contracts'.
Our legal counsel and staff are reluctant to approach the court for funher modification of the
injunction until clear progress can be exhibited on the environmental review.

Current Constructron
All current construction contacts are substantially complete with only minor punch list items and
finishing clean up and reclamation work remaining. Remaining obligations are primarily
retainage on all contracts.

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHÀRr¡ßN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



NAWS - Project Update
Page2
March 3,2074

Design and Construction Undate

TSS:TJF:pdW237-4

Table I - NAWS Contracts under Construction

Contract
Contract
Award Contractor

Contract
Amount

Remaining
Obligations

2-2D Mohall 7124109

American Infrastructure, CO

In default - assumed by the
surety - EMC

$5,196,586.13 s407,919.9t

2-38 Upper
Souris/Glenburn

U4lrr S.J. Louis Construction $3,869,118.35 $111,430.96

7-14 Minot WTP
Filter Rehab and

SCADA
tU30ltl PKG Contracting,Inc.

Main Electric, Inc. $8,258,678.85 $681,006.85

Total Remaining Construction Contract Obligations s1,210,357.72
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North Dakota State Water Coffihläti'éh
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BISI{ARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

701-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-328-3696 . INTERNET: http://swc.nd.eov , :_ ---

MEMORANDUM

TO: Govemor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: éEodd Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: Devils Lake Hydrologic Update

Devils Lake Outlet Update
DATE: February 28,2014

The current water surface elevation of Devils Lake is 1452.30 ft-msl and 1452.43 ft-msl for
Stump Lake. The table below is the precipitation from September 2013. The average
precipitation is from 1991.

The National Weather Service Long Range Outlook for Devils Lake forecast elevations, including
Stump Lake are shown in the following table. The values of inflows at the elevations and
submerged acres are also shown. The values are valid ftom2l25l20l4 to 913012014. The inflow
and submerged acres are based from current values.

Outlook For The Lakes

West and East Outlets:

Routine maintenance on outlets has continued to prepare for startup. Standpipe repairs on West
End Outlet should begin soon, the project was bid anda notice of award was sent to Industrial
Contractors Inc. on February 25,2014. Completion date for this project is May 15,2014.

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY

Month Precipitation Measured Average Precipitation
ûnch)(Inch)

September 2013 2.57 1.86
1.76October 2013 2.09

0.34 1.01November 2013
0.51 0.77December 2013

Januarv 2014 0.44 0.52
Total 5.95 s.92

ProbabiliW 90% s0% l0%
Elevation ft-msl 1452.7 1453.2 r4s4.3
Inflow ac-ft 73,000 169,000 391,000
Submerged acres 4,300 10,000 23,000



Devils Lake Hydrologic Update Memo
Page2
February 28,2014

Tolna Coulee Control Structure:

The operating plan for the structure requires that prior to a natural overflow the stop log elevation
remain between 1' and 2'' below the water surface of the lake. The current top elevation of the
stop logs is 1451. Two rows of stop logs were added in 2013 with one being removed as the lake
receded below elevation 1453.

TS:JK:EC:phl416-10

Page 2 of2
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North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. B|SM,ÄRCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

701-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-32E-3696 . INTERNET: http://swc.nd.cov

MEMORANDUM

Governor Jack DalrympleTO:

F'ROM:
SUBJECT:
DATE:

,d;:bers of the State Water Ccimmission
Sando, P.8., Chief Engineer/Secretary

Missouri River Updatê
February 28,2014

SystemlReservoir Status

System volume on February 27 inthe six mainstem reservoirs was 50.6 million acre-feet (MAF), 5.5
MAF below the base of flood control. This is 2.2M F below the average system volume for the end
of February, and2.l MAF more than last year.

On February 27, Lake Sakakawea was at an elevation of 1831.7 feet msl, 5.8 feet below the base of
flood control. This is 4.2 feet higher than a year ago and 0.8 feet above its average end of February
elevation. The minimum end of February elevation was 1806.9 feet msl in2007 and the maximum
end of February elevation was 1842.8 feet msl in 1973"

The elevation of Lake Oahe was 1602.6 feet msl on February 27,4.9 feet below the base of flood
control. This is 6.1 feet higher than last year and 2.2 feú higher than the average end of February
elevation. The minimum end of February elevation was 1572.3 feet msl in2007, and the maximum
end of February elevation was 1611.1 feet msl in 1996.

The elevation of Fort Peck was2222.5 feet msl on February 27,I1.5 feet below the base of flood
control. This is 0.3 feet higher than a year ago and 4.2 feet lower than the average end of February
elevation. The minimum end of February elevation was 2196.3 feet msl in 2007, and the maximum
end of February elevation was 2243.5 feet msl in 1976.

The Missouri River basin mountain snowpack normally peaks near April 15. By March 1, nonnally
79 percent of the peak has accumulated. On February 24, the mountain snowpack water equivalence
above Fort Peck was 119 percent of average for that date and 127 percent of average between Fort
Peck and Garrison.

Hydrometeorological Conditions

The NWS issued a spring flood outlook for the Missouri River basin on February 20. In general, the
risk of spring flooding ranges from below normal to normal for most locations. The flood risks are
attributed more to the unusually wet fall than to the existing snowpack water content. High soil
moisture in the fall combined with below normal temperatures during the early winter and a minimal
snowpack has produced frost depths of 43 inches in Bismarck and 53 inches in Williston.

Missouri River Recovery Implementation Committee (MRRIC)

In Section 5018 of the 2007 Water Resources Development Acf (WRDA) Congress authorized the
Missouri River Recovery Implementation Commiuee (MRRIC). The Committee is to make

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRIáAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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recommendations and provide guidance on activities resulting from the Missouri River Recovery

Program (MRRP). The Committee was established in 2008. MRRIC has nearly 70 members
representing local, state, tribal, and federal interests throughout the Missouri River basin.

During a meeting in Kansas City, Missouri from February 11 to 13, MRRIC received an update on

the Missouri River Recovery Management Plan (MRRMP) and Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). The MRRMP and EIS is a three-year effort that will evaluate the effectiveness of actions
taken by the Corps to recover the least tern, piping plover, and pallid sturgeon. The evaluation will
determine modifications to current recovery efforts, if necessary, and will result in an adaptive
management plan for recovery actions. The MRRMP and EIS are scheduled to be complete in May
2016. For this effort, MRzuC is currently assisting the Corps in developing a set of objectives and

performance metrics that would represent the human uses and needs of the Missouri River. These

objectives and performance metrics will be used by the Corps to screen the alternatives developed for
the recovery of the three species. The Independent Science Advisory Panel provided an update of
their review on the scientific information and approaches for recovering the species. MRRIC also

began discussing options for developing an Independent Social Economic Technical Review panel

that will provide a similar technical review of the approaches being considered for evaluating
socioeconomic impacts on the river.

USGS Geomorphology Study

The USGS published a paper in October 2013 titled Large dams and alluvíal rivers in the

Anthropocene: The impacts of the Garrison and Oahe Dams on the Upper Missouri River. (available
online at http:l/pubs.er.usgs.gov/publicationl70057877) The paper examines the geomorphic

changes of the Missouri River between Garrison and Oahe Dams. It suggests that the Oahe reservoir
has an effect on the channel shaping process of the river extending to about 12 miles upstream of
Bismarck. It is predicted that sediment will continue to accumulate in the Bismarck area, which will
have signifîcant implications on the management of infrashucture and flooding risk due to ice
jamming.

Surplus Water/Reallocation

A Reallocation Cooperating Agency Team meeting was held on January 31,2014 in Kansas City,
Missouri. The Corps provided an update on their revised Demand Analysis, System Yield Analysis,
and Hydrologic Impacts Analysis. Documentation on these revised analyses was not provided to
Cooperating Agency Team members prior to the meeting and the Corps has yet to distribute it. The
Corps also provided an update on their Preliminary Environmental Analysis, which showed that the
impacts of the proposed reallocation are nominal and well within the volatility of the system. A draft
report will be issued this summer with a review period from July to October. Report finalization is
planned to start this October with study completion scheduled for July 2015. State Water
Commission staff will continue working to inform the Corps on this critical issue, including changing
the first paragraph of this memo which typically discussed system storage. That has been changed to
system volume to recognize the difference between natural flow and stored water.

TSS:LCA:pdh/1392
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North Dakota state water co*ffiïiåi;li"
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPI 77O. BlSlr{ARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Govemor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: 5foaa Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECTz 2014 Flood Forecast
DATE: March 3,201.4

Missouri River Basin
The NWS has determined the flood risk due to snowmelt for the Missouri and James River
basins in North Dakota to range from below normal to normal. One exception is Apple Creek
which has a 59 percent chance of moderate flooding and a l3percent chance of major fìooding,
The wet fall has left the Apple Creek and Cannonball River basins at an elevated risk from
flooding due to spring rains.

Mouse River Basin
The Mouse River above Minot ancJ the Des Lacs River are generally at normal lisk for minor
flooding. Downstream of Minot the risk increases slightly along the Mouse River as well as the

Wintering River and Willow Creek. The increased risk below Lake Darling is due to the fuozen
soils that are expected to inhibit infiltration of runoff. This area will also be at risk of flooding
from spring rains.

Red River Basin
The NV/S has predicted a low lo medium risk of rnajor spring flooding due to snowmelt in the
Red River basin. There is a better than 60 percent <;hance of moderate flooding at Fargo and
Pembina on the Red River and Abercrombie on the V/ild Rice River. Fargo has a 81 percent
chance of moderate flooding (25.0 ft). The flood of record at Fargo is 40.8 ft. Pembinahas a67
percent of moderate flooding (44.0 ft). The flood of record at Pembina is 54.94 ft. Abercrombie
has a 83 percent chance of moderate flooding (12.0 ft). The flood of record at Abercrombie is
27.78 ft.

TS:TF:WE:pWl43I

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRA4AN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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North Dakota State lVater Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77o . BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA s8505-0850

701-328-2750oTDD701-328-2750.FAX701-328-3696'INTERNET:http://swc.nd.gov

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:t5d

Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission
Todd Sando, Chief Engineer and Secretary

SUBJECT: AdministrativeRulesChanges
DATE: March 3,2014

On February 19, proposed administrative rules changes were sent to Legislative

Council. A public hearing on the changes will be held at the Water Commission on

March 27,wilh comments being accepted until April 7'

The sections for proposed change are:
. 89-03 - Water ApproPriations
. 89-06 - Funding From the Resources Trust Fund
. 89-07 - Atmospheric Resource Board
. 89-10 - Sovereign Lands
. 8g-11 - Drought Disaster Livestock Water Supply Project Assistance Program

Attached is a chart summarizing the proposed changes, and all of the changes can be

viewed on the SWC and Legislative Council websites. The vast majority of the changes
are grammar and language clarifications. Some of the more substantive highlights to
note:

S 89-03-01-01.5 -Added language that excess water may not be sold for uses other

than allowed by the water appropriations permit. This should limit the ability of the water
systems to sell excess water to the oil industry unless such uses were already

contemplated by the permit when it was granted.

S 8g-03-O 1-10.2 - Adding fees for temporary water permit applications. This implements

an audit recommendation. A survey of the western states indicates that every state

except South Dakota and Nebraska charges an application fee for temporary water
permits. The fees range from as little as $5 to over $2,000'

ln calendar year 2013, there were 599 temporary water permit applications, which
would have resulted in $94,050 in state revenue.

Projected TotalNumber of Permits
Requested

Proposed
Application Fee

Volume Requested

$9,825$75131 permits requestedLess than I acre-foot
$15,625125 permits requested $1 251-10 acre-feet
$68,600$200343 permits requestedMore than 10 acre-feet
$94,050Total Revenue

1
JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR

CHAIBMAN
TODD SANDO, PE.

SECRETABY AND STATE ENGINEER



S 89-03-01-13.1 - Assesses a $250 fine for not properly or timely submitting the annual
water use form by the March 31 deadline. The fine is reduced to $50 if the form is
submitted before June 1. This implements an audit recommendation.

S 89-06-01-02 - SB 2048 stated that the RTF "rules must consider project revenues,
local cost sharing, and ability to pay." While the rules were already being met, some
clarifying language was added to specifically ask about project revenues (before asked
about project benefits generally). Changes also removed the requirement that
applications must be submitted 30 days before the meeting, though this will still be a
requirement of policy.

S 89-10-01-03 - Added some definitions (livestock, snagging and clearing, structure,
watercraft) and removed the partial list of navigable waters because the list changes as

additional water bodies are studied or additional evidence of navigation is discovered.
The list will now just be informally maintained by the State Engineer.

S 89-10-01-10 - Added language to clarify that snagging and clearing projects by
federal or state entities or political subdivisions do not require a sovereign lands permit.

S 89-10-01-13 Narrowed the vehicular use exception for adjacent owners on

sovereign land to livestock and agricultural related purposes to eliminate problem of
people riding and driving motorized vehicles on the sandbars.

JV
Attachment
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO
ADOPT, AMEND, OR REPEAL ADM¡NISTRATIVE RULES

TAKE NOT]CE that the Nodh Dakota State Engineer and Norlh Dakota State

Water Commission will hold a public hearing to address proposed amendments to Notlh

Dakota Administrative Code Articles 89-03 (Water Appropriations), 89-06 (Funding from

the Resources Trust Fund), 89-07 (Atmospheric Resource Board), 89-10 (Sovereign

Lands), and 89-11 (Drought Disaster Livestock Water Supply Project Assistance

program), at 9:00 A.M., Thursday, March 27,2014, in the basement conference room

at the State Office Building, 900 East Boulevard Ave., Bismarck, ND. The proposed

rules changes are expected to have an impact on the regulated community in excess of

$50,000.

The purpose and an explanation of the proposed rules changes are outlined on

the attached chart.

' The proposed rules may be reviewed at the Nofth Dakota State Water

Commission's office, 900 East Boulevard Ave,, Bismarck, ND 58505 or on the

Commission's website at www,swc-.nd-€-gv. A copy of the proposed rules may be

requested by writing the above address, calling 701-328-4941, or e-mailing

rpedersen@nd.gov. Written or oral comments on the proposed rules sent to the above

mailing or e-mail address, or telephone nurhber and received by April 7, 2014, will be

fully considered,

lf you plan to attend the public hearing and will need special facilities or

assistance relating to a disability, please contact the State Water Commission at the

above address or phone number at least seven days before the public hearing,

Dated February 19,2014.

J ,-44-
Todd Sando, P.E
State Engineer

1
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Implenrenting staf f practiceAn jncrease in acreage cannol be

more than l07o of the origìnally
¿rÞpr'<¡ved aoleiìge,

89-03-02-12 Languirge cl¿rrifrcations

89-03-03 - Definitions

i'OC Updarrng titlcs to ¡'cflccl
changes

Irnpìenrenting atrdìt

recommendaIron .

Added dcfinìtion for "nrcasuritrg
dcvicc "

89-03 -03 ,0 I [.an guzige cl arif ications

lv{ovctl defi llìLi ons frorlt
other sections to this sectiorr

Âlphabetizing

Ivloved to S 89-0:ì-03-0189-03-03-02
Neycr used ìn N.D,A C or N,D.C,CRcpeal ed89 03-Ll3 03

lv4<¡ved Lo $ 89 03-03-0189-03 03-04
89 03 03,05 \4ovcd itr $ iJ9-03-03-01

"Resourccs trlrst fund" already
dclined by N D.Cl,C. $ 5?-5i-07 I

l.ìpdatrng titlr's trr ¡cllec:t

_c lt;Lltgcs ____
l-angrrage clari lications

l)eletc "¡csources trttsI fund"
definition

Alphabetizing

Ädded clarif¡'ing languagc (l)(1") in

response to -SB 2048, rvhich staLed.

"R'l'l- - rulcs nrusL cotrsider prur jccl

rsvt:nì.les. Iocal cost .shar i ng, and

ability to pa),.lv4ay plovidc lor

repaynrent of'a porlÍon of Iunds.
allcrcated fronl the Tì't F " 'l'he

requircmcnts ol'SB 2G18 rvcl'c

alread,v bcing me t.

Polic¡, rvrll stìll require appltcations
be submittocl at leasl 30 day.s beforc

meeting, but lnore flexibiiltY
necessâry, especially for emer gency

situations ,

Removcd rcquir emcnt thrtt

applications be subnrjtted 30 clays

beibre meeting

Rer,iscd subsection 4 to reflcct
actual practicc.

ì -anguage cìarifications89,0ó,0 r -02

Conrbincd rr,ìth N D A (--, $ 89 u6-

0ì -02 (added studies,.¡
Rcpcal ed89-06-0 r -03

Article 89-07 - ¡\ Resource Board

l()s('l cr 89-07-02 - \\/cather À4odtftcatlon

I'OC t)pdating tilles to ref'lect
chatrgcs

La:r guai¡c cl aril'ica(i olls89-07-02-0 r

Languagc cl ari fjc¿rtì ons

A lphabet jzmH

Article 89-06 - l'undi From the Resources Trust Fund
-Irtle

1C)c

89-0ó-0 r -0 r

S hor leni rr Cha Titlc

lì9-0ó-01 - I\rndi Fronr the Resoutccs J'ru-st I-uncl ( 'l'r llc)

3

E9-01-02 0z



CommenlsousckeeDing SubstantiveScction
l-an HuaAe clari lication.s89-07-02-03
L'¿n guaÊe clari licatrons89-O'7-02-04
L-anruaqc cl ari lic¿itions89 07 02 0.5

cÌan f-ica(rons89-07 02-06
c lari f ic¿r t ¡on saLa89-()1-Q2-0-7

Lon guage cl arificalionst39-07-02-08
Language clarifioaLions
I-an guage clan fjcations
I :i¡lsu;rue clarif ications

89-07-02-09
89 07,02-r0
89-07-02,1 ì

l.rnguasc clarif ications89 01,02-t2
ci¿rri li cati onsLarr89-07-02- I i
claril-icationsLan89-07-02-t4

89-07-02- I 5 l .anÈrallu clarifications
89 07-02-t6 l-an guage cl arificatì ons

ed thc inlon¡aLiort rcqttit cd rn

an opclations Plurr tather than

namrng a specific documenI

Removed Opet'ations Manual for'

l{ail Di:clcase and Prcc'ipitation
ì ncrcase as pelrni t condition

Addcd lequircrnerìts that pertnit[ce

nrr¡st sublnil for petmit.

89-C)i-02 I-7

tì9-07-02- lB

[.anguage c]ar ifications

I anguage clanf icatrons
I catl on sT ci

Languape clarìfìcations
ì -anÊuaÊ,c clari licatrons
Lln guagc cì¿rril-icatrons

l,an gi-rage clalr l'icaLronsE9 0t tj2 li
Monlhly report.s dupltcalivc \vith tlìe
capabiìity ol consoìid¿rting d: g:tal

datrì,

Allorvs cornplctìon of ¿r morc
comprehensìr,c I ìnal r cport.

iminatr:d monthly repor-ling
req ur remcnts

Changed final reporLìng fronr 30

days to 60 days

EILanguage cI ¿rn f icatit¡ls89.1J't 02-24

procurernen( la\\'s

sli ll i cahle,
StaLc biddingRcpealed89-0?-02-2.s

Stato bjcÌding and procurctnent ìarvs

stiìì npplìcable

B icidin g prcl'c:rencc alrcad¡' tn

N D,C C, $ 14-08-01.

ìfl inrinated point :rcorin g systcm for
bids,

Bìirninated prcfcrt:nce to Nl)
bi d de¡s,

89-0'7 -02.-26 f-angLrage c:l a¡i f icatj o¡ls

Updating tillos 1o lel-lect
ch ¿rn gcs

TOC

Lan guage cl ali l'ications89,r0-0I-0I
c I ari fi catì ort s89-r0-0t-02

Thc list of navìgable rvaters changes

as additional rvalel'bodies are

studiecj or addìLional cvtdence ol
navigatìon at statehood is

discovered While the rule indicates

the ìist is only a partral lisL,

conlusion has lcsullod, Thc St¡te

Engrncer rvill norv jusl inJ'ormall¡'
maìntan the lìst,

Lan guagc claliI'ic¿ttjons Addetl dcfinition for "livcstock "

Removed partial list of navìgable
l,at els from defi nition.

Added delinitjon lor "snaggìttg and

clearing,"

Addecl equipnrent to definition for
"structure "

Addcd definition lor''rvatercraf't,"

89-I0-C)r-03

89 0'7-02-19
3j i)Ì 0 (.)

89.0j 02-21
8L) 0't-02-22

Article 89-l 0 - Strr t:r'ci ¡r Lands

r 89-10-01 - Scirctci l,and s

4



SubsfantiveHousekeepingSection
89-r0-01-04 Laneuage clarif icatiolts

89- r0-0 t-0-5 clalifications
Eli rnì natcd rcqui t emcuL to provide

deci si on certified mail
l-an guagc clarific-ations89-10-01-06

Thc intcnt rs to aul-omaticaìly include

cer-tain publical-ions, photographs'
maps, etc, in the off jcial lecord [or
rrse by both prrties in pcrmrt
applicalion rcvierv or lcgal
procccdi ngs

Added nerv scclion to auLomaticalJy

includc varìous iterns as part of lhc
sovereign land permil rccord unless

othcru,ise speci frcalìy ercl uded

clarilica(ions

8S- 1 0-0 r -06, I

89-r0-0r-07
Liurguage cl¡rri fications

A pernrìt for sandigravel n'rintng is

necessary ttndel N ,D 
^ 

C, S 89- 1 0-

0l -26, 'l'hese condlLions can bc

altached Lo the permit, as applicablc

Ropeale d
89- lt)-0t-08
89- r 0- 109

Clarifying Lhal snagging and cìearing

pro-iccts do nol rcquire a sovcreign
lands permit,

Adde,J snagging and clcaring
pellorrncd by a lederal or state

entity or political subclivision as a

projeol that does :lot ì'equire a

pertn i!,

89-10-0i-t0

Clarificd that lee lor iJIegaì docks is

a pcr day l^ee. Also docks rvill be

sLrblect to ¡'ct'¡roval at otvncr's
c\pcnse,

T.an guage clarifioati ons

¡t9-10-0r-r0 l

(lìariilcd that fce lor non regis!ct'ed

clocks not rcquiri ng a ¡rclnrit is per

ôcculrcnco,

I-an gLragc clan ltcat¡clns

Lan guilpc clan l rcttti ons

r0-0 j- l0 2

89-r0-01-l I

Trying to eliminate problem of

pctrple ridrng and driving moto¡lze<j

rellrcli;s on santlbars and cìainlrtrg

they arc ailjacenL o\À/tlet s

Narrorvcd vehicular usc exccptron !o

adjâcent riparian olners f'or

livcstock and agricttllural pulposes

Cllariiied thar tee lol' r'ehicLllar'

access violalions is pcr occurrence

Lan guagc ci arific¡tionss9-10-0r-13

Addcd ìanguagc that ¡ìcw

applications subnittcd b), thosc \\'ho

are narlcd in aclive enforcement
act¡ons nlà),bc hcld tl¡ abcyancc
rLnder thc cnfÌ>rco¡ncnt actions are

resol ved.

tì9-t0-01-1.1 T,anguage clari I'ic¿ttl ons

89 l0 0 t- 1,5 Languagc cla¡-ilications

I -an cl an li cati c¡rr s

Lanquaqc clari l'rcations
89- r 6

I u

l-an c lalil'ic a t ion s

l.¡n c l¡rr¡ f icatr ons
s9, jt'J 0l It
¡i9,10,0r-20

Clarificd Lhat fcc lìtr trrgatrtzcd
group activr ly violar:ons is Pct'
occun cllce

I -;rneuage clar ific¿'tt ons89-t0-01 2r

Cla rified that fee for pet violalions is

peI Lìccl,rrrcllce
I nnguage clarif¡cattonsE9-i0-01-22

crl tlral lee for camping
vrolations i.s ôccufrc DCe

l-an guage cl ari l'ications89- I tr-O1 2l

Cllar ifi that lee for hunting,
fishìng, and tla¡:ping violations is

occu rren oc

I-an gira ge cl arif j cal j o¡rsI 0-0 l -24

Elirninating abìlity for riparian
oçvners to leave unattended
rvalercralt belorv lhe OIIWM unlcss

moorcd to an authorized dock or to

Lan guagc cl ari l^icati ons89,t0-0t-25

5



CommentsSubstantiveSection
property above ùe OHWM

Clarified that fce for unatLendcd

rvatercraft violations is per day.

Clarified that fee for removal of
public property violations is Pcr
occurrcnce

I-an guage cl arificaLi ons89-r0-0r-26

Lan guaqe cl ari lications89-r0-0r-27
Clarified that lee lbr disposal ol
rvaslc violations is per oocun'cncc

c larif ic a Lion s89-10,01-28

Clarilicd that fec for glass

containcrs violations is per

occun'ence.

89-r0-01-29 I-anguage clarification's

Clarilied that fee for lircarms
viola(ions is per occutrcnce

Language clat'tftcati ons89-10-01-3¡

Clarified that lee for tree stand

violatìons is per tlee starrd.
Lan guage cl arìficalj ons89-r0-01-32

Clarificd that fce for baiting
violations is pet'occttt-re ncc.

89-t0-01-33 [.angit;rge cl ari fical.ì ons

Allowing 20 days to correct a

violation is co|lsistcnt wìth other

N.D.C.C. ancl N.D A C sectrons

language allolving a violalor
20 days to Lake colrective actjolì
unless an emergcncY cxists.

l,anguage clarifications89- I 0-0ì -34

¿lrticle 89-ll - l) Disaster Livestock Water Su Assistance

AssistanceDisastcr Livestock Water89-l l-01 - l)xrtt t1l

Lan guaae cl ari Iicati ons89-r l-0t-0t
cl ari fícali ons89-t l-01-02

confusion abou I w hctheì'

an applicant is an individual,
corporation, etc. bY tYing to land

olvnership. '['his is consistent wiLll

fcde¡al rules.

tnlClarified lhere is a lirnit of three
projects on laud orvncd bY an

applicattt.

89-t l-0t-04 cl a¡ifica¡ions

89-r r-01-05 Languagr: clarl licatic¡lls

Lan[t¡rrqu cl arilications89-r r-01-06
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Projects submitted during the project planning inventory processr that meet SWC
cost-share eligibility requirements will be considered for prioritization. Proiects that do not meet
local cost-share match requirements, (per SWC cost-share policies), will be dropped to the next
lowest priority categor/. lneligible projects will be díverted toward alternative funding sources.

Agency operational expenses.

An imminent water supply loss to an existing multi-user system, en

immediate flood-related threat to human life or primary residences,
or emergenc), response efforts.

Existing agency debt obligations.

SWC prolect mit¡gat¡on.

Federally authorized water supply or flood control proiects with a

federal funding appropriation.

Federally author¡zed water supply or flood control proiects that do
not have a federal appropr¡ation.

Addresses severe or anticipated water supply shortages for domestic use.
(Three-year avg. population growth > 3%)

Protects primary residences or businesses from flooding ín population
centers or involves flood recovery property acquisitions.

New regional water supply systems.

New rural water supply systems.

Corrects a violation of a primary water quality condition in a multi-user
system.

fi5l3iloll,"u'Åro
DRAFT SWC WATER PROJECT PRTORTTTZAT|ON GUTDANCE CONCEPT

Dam repairs, reconstructions, or removals/breaches.

Major expansion of an existing water supply system.
(lncrease in users > 25%)

Ring dike constructions, levee recertifications, floodwater retention,
emertency action plans, or flood mit¡gation property acquisitions.

lrrigation system construction.

Snagging and clearing.

Studies, reports, analyses, surveys, models, assessments, mapping
projects, or engineering designs.

lmprovement of a water supply system.

Minor expansion of an existing water supply system.
(lncrease in users < 25%)

Construction or improvement of rural flood control drains, ditches,
and diversion channels, or outlets.

Recreation projects.

Bank stabilization.

Footnotes
L Unless determined to be an emergency, projects that are not submitted to the SWC dur¡nt the proiect plann¡ng inventory process will be considered

low prior¡ty, and will not be ellgible for funding until the last quarter of the funding cycle.
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North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770 . BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

701-328-2750.TDD701-328-2750.FAX701-328-3696'INTERNET:http://swc.nd'gov

JJ-)

TO

MEMORANDUM

Governor Jack Dalrymple
orth Dakota Water Commission Members
odd Sando P.E., Chief Engineer-SecretaryFROM:

SUBJECT
DATE:

Financial Updates
May 21,2014

1. Agency Program Budget Expenditures

Attached is an expenditure spreadsheet for the biennium through April 30, 2014. With
only two special line items, Administrative and Support Services and Water and
Atmospheric Resources Expenditures our legislatively approved budget does not
contain specific amounts for Salaries, Operations, and Grants and Contracts. ln order
to manage the Division's budgets we have allocated dollar amounts to each of these
categories, however, division managers have the ability to shift dollars from one
category to another (see page 2.)

The Contract Fund spreadsheet summarizes information on the committed and
uncommitted funds from the Resources Trust Fund and the Water Development Trust
Fund (see page 3.) A detailed breakdown of the individual projects follows on pages 4
through LThe current Contract Fund spreadsheet shows approved projects totaling
g426,945,166 leaving a balance of $278,948,926 available to commit to projects in the
2013-2015 biennium.

2. 2013 - 2015 Resources Trust Fund and Water Development Trust Fund
Revenues

Oil extraction tax deposits into the Resources Trust Fund total $248,099,213 through
May 2014 and are currently $28,809,1 1 3 or 13.1 percent above budgeted revenues.

Deposits into the Water Development Trust Fund total $10,240,371through May 2014
and are currently $1,240,371 or 13.8 percent above budgeted revenues.

I

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E

SECBETARY AND STATE ENGINEER



STATE WATER GOMMISSION
ALLOCATEO PROGRAM EXPENDITURES
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED APRIL 30,2014

BIENNIUM COMPLETE: 42%

SALARIES/ OPERATING
BENEFITS EXPENSES

PROGRAM

ADMINISTRATION
Alloæted
Expended
Percent

PLANNING AND EDUCATION
Allocated
Expended
Percent

WATER APPROPRIATION
Allocated
Expended
Percent

WATER DEVELOPMENT
Allocated
Expended
Perænt

STATEWIDE WATER PROJECTS
Al¡oæted
Expended
Percent

ATMOSPHERIC RESOURCE
Alloæted
Expended
Perænt

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE
Alloæted
Expended
Percent

NORTHWEST AREA WATER SUPPLY
Alloæted
Expended
Perænt

PROGRAM TOTALS
Alloæted
Expended
Percent

zo-l'Ãay-14
PROGRAMGRANTS &

CONTRACTS

2,492,O1'l
1,OO7,240

400/o

1,334,304
4A4,677

æo/o

4,632,809
1,850,276

400/.

6,258,796
2,3U,127

993,898
377,178

3AoÁ

46A,291
246,24O

53o/o

650,02'f
211,6U

33%

16,830,130
6,æ1,432

390/0

ALLOCATION
0

37,310,283
821,735,522

2,323,966
429,120

360/0

301, Í0
61,276

20o'lo

548,947
202,479

370Á

't 4,555,905
3,349,87'l

23%

712,307
146,815

210/"

12,927,500
2,524,1't3

200/n

16,498,500
748,368

5øÁ

47,868,235
7,862,M2

16o/n

EXPENDITURES
0

1,455,',t77
653U,374

Fund¡ng Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Spec¡al Fund:

TOTALS

4,8'15,977
'I,836,360

380Â

0
20,807

1,815,552

1,742,414

33o/a

0
ô5,630

501,646

6,397,O23
2,390,628

24,127,901
5,838,91 9

24o/o

0
627,362

5,211,557

629,600,000
40,888,908

6%

0
0

40,888,908

6,400,897
'1,086,259

17o/o

'115,012,532
12,637,246

'l1o/n

0
741,378

1 I,895,868

70,949,061
I,513,956

20Á

0
0

1,513,956

859,045,805
66,759,551

80/o

Funding Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Special Fund:

Fund¡ng Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Specia¡ Fund:

1 07,000
2't,322

20vo

1,215,267
337,873

28Vo

3,313,200
't04,920

3%

629.600.000
40,888,908

6Vo

4,694,692
æ2,265

120Á

101,616,741
9,866,854

100/o

53,800,540
553,935

1o/o

0
0

2390 627

Fund¡ng Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Speciâl Fund:

Fund¡ng Souræ:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Spec¡al Fund:

Funding Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Spec¡al Fund:

0
0

I 086 259

Fund¡ng Souræ:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Spêc¡al Fund:

Funding Source:
General Fund:
Federal Fund:
Special Fund:

FUNDING SOURCE:
GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNO
SPECIAL FUND

794,U7,440
52,336,078

70Á

GENERAL FUND:
FEDERAL FUND:
SPECIAL FUND:

REVENUE
111,197

1,599,272
72,623,107

TOTAL 859,045,805 66,759,551 TOTAL: 74,333,576

-2-



STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

2013-2015 BtENNtUM

Apr-14

BUDGET
SWC/SE

APPROVED
OBLIGATIONS

EXPENDITURES
REMAINING

UNOBLIGATED
REMAINING

UNPAID

FLOOD CONTROL
FARGO
GRAFTON
MINOT
BURLEIGH COUNTY
VALLEY CITY
LISBON
FORT MNSOM
RICE I-AKE RECREATION DISTRICT
RENWICK DAM
MOUSE RIVER FLOOD CONTROL
SHEYENNE RIVER FLOOD CONTROL

FLOODWAY PROPERTY ACQU ISITIONS
MINOT
WARD COUNTY
VALLEY CITY
BURLEIGH COUNTY
SAWYER
LISBON

WATER SUPPLY
REGIONAL & LOCAL WATER SYSTEMS
FARGO WATER TREATMENT PLANT
SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT
NORTHWEST AREA WATER SUPPLY
COMMUNITY WATER LOAN FUND - BND
WESTERN AREA WATER SUPPY
RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY

IRRIGATION DEVELOPMENT

GENERAL WATER MANAGEMENT
OBLIGATED
UNOBLIGATED

DEVILS LAKE
BASIN DEVELOPMENT
OUTLET
OUTLET OPERATIONS
DL TOLNA COULEE DIVIDE
DL EAST END OUTLET
DL GRAVITY OUTFLOW CHANNEL
DL STANDPIPE REPAIR

WEATHER MODIFICATIONS

136,740,340
7,175,000
4,057,260
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

32,561,600
22,141,705

33,684,329
9,698,169
1,822,598

442,304
184,260
888,750

100,526,227
27,864,069
85,972,021
21,241,433
15,000,000
79,000,000
1 r,000,000

5,493,548

29,502,884
39,465,023

68,085
872,403

15,140,805
102,975

2,774,011
13,686,839

1,300,000

805,202

36,740,340
7,175,000
4,057,260
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

33,684,329
9,698,169
1,822,598

442,304
184,260
888,750

93,9'14,309
27,864,069
85,972,021

7 ,241,433
15,000,000
40,000,000

375,000

949,869

29,502,884

68,085
872,403

5, 140,805
102,975

2,774,011
'13,686,839

1,300,000

805,202

7,472,309
0

26,050
0
0

0
0
0
0

1,835,448
1,965,864

124,572
0
0

529,722

10,296,584
1 ,149,061

1l,895,868
792,677

5,000,000
0

7,107
1,601

2,864,203
0
0
0

139,269

't36,256

100,000,000
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
32,561,600
22,141,705

14,000,000
0

39,000,000
10,625,000

29,268,031
7,175,000
4,031,209
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

31,848,88r
7,732,305
1,698,026

442,304
184,260
359,028

83,617,724
26,7'15,008
74,076,152
6,448,755

10,000,000
40,000,000

375,000

904,869

25,289,130
0

60,978
870,802

2,276,603
102,975

2,774,011
13,686,839

1,160,731

668,946

0
0
0
0
0
0

66 't 1 918
0
0

45,000 4,543,679

4,213,755 0
39,465,023

0
0

10,000,000
0
0
0
0

0

48,495,346 278.948,926 378.449.819TOTALS 705.894.092 426,945,166
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

20'13-2015 Bienn¡um

PROGRAM OBLIGATION

Approved SWC

lnitial
Approved

Date
Total

Approved
Tôtal

Payments

Apr-14

BâlanceBy No Dept Sponsor Project

sB 2020
SWC
sB 2371

sB 2371

sB 2371

sB 2371
sB 2371
sB 2371

SWC

sB 2371

sB 2371
sB 2371

sB 2371

sB 2371

sB 2371

1928
1771

1974-06
1 974-06
1 974-08
1 974-09
'1992-01

1344
1344
1344
1997
849

'1993-05

1993-05
1 523-05
1523-02
1504-05
'1504-05

'1992-05

2000-05
1 991 -05

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

6t23t2009
3t11t2010
12t9t2011
3t17t2014
2t15t2013
10t7t2013
6t't3t2012
6t19t20't3
6t19t20'13
6t19t2013
6t13t2012
5t'17t2010

7,472,309
0

16,257
0

9,793
0
0
0
0
0
0

0

1,835,448
0

1,793,359
172,505
124,572

0
0
0

529,722

Flood Control:
C¡ty of Fargo Fargo Flood Control Project
City of Grafton Grafton Flood Control Project
Souris River Jo¡nt WRD Mouse River Enhanced Flood - pd to SRJWRB
Souris River Jo¡nt WRD Mouse River Enhanced Flood - pd to SRJWRB
Souris River Jo¡nt WRD Mouse River Reconnaissance Study to Meet Fed Guide
Souris River Jo¡nt WRD 4th Ave NE & Napa Valley/Forest Rd Flood lmprovemer
Budeigh Co WRD Burle¡gh County's Tavis Road Storm Water Pump Stat¡c

Valley C¡ty Sheyenne River Valley Flood Control Project
Lisbon Sheyenne R¡ver Valley Flood Control Project
Fort Ranson Sheyenne River Valley Flood Control Project
Rice Lake Recreation D Renwick Dam Rehabilitation
Pembina Co. WRD Renwick Dam Rehabilitation

Subtotal Flood Control

City of Nlinot
Cîty of Minot
Ward County
Ward County
Val¡eyC¡ty
Valleycity
Burleigh Co. WRD
C¡ty of Sawyer
City of Lisbon

1t27t2012
10t7t2013
'U27t2012
2t27t2013
12t9t2011
7t23t20't3

3t7t2012
6l't3t2012
9127t2013

36,740,340
7,175,000

16,257
200,000

'10,603

3,830,400
1,282,400

350,625
700,650
225,O00

2,842,200
1,281,376

9,276,071
24,408,258

9,525,ô64
172,505
ô56,768

1 , 1 65,830
442,304
184,260
888,750

29,268,031

7,175,OO0
0

200,000
809

3,830,400
1,282¡00

350,625
700,650
225,000

2,842,200
1,281,376

7,440,623
24,408,258
7,732305

0
532,196

1,165,830
442,304
184,260
359,028

54,654,661 7,498,360 47,156,491

Floodway Propeny Acqu¡s itions :
M¡not Phase 1 - Floodway Acqu¡s¡tions
Minot Phase 2 - Floodway Acquisitions
Ward County Phase 1, 2 & 3 - Floodway Acquisitions
Chaparelle H¡ghwater Bêrm Project
Valley City Phase 1 - Floodway Acquisit¡ons
Valley C¡ty Phase 2 - Fioodway Acquisit¡ons
Burleigh Co Phase 'l - Floodway Acqu¡sit¡ons
Sawyer Phase 1 - Floodway Acquisitìons
Lisbon - Floodway Acqu¡sition

Subtotal Floodway Propeñy Acqu¡sit¡ons 46,720,410 4,455,606 42,264,804

SWC
2373-24 5000 Ganison D¡version

MRI Water Supply Advances:
Tra¡ll Regional Rural Water (Phase lll)

Fargo Water Treatment Plant
Southwest Pipel¡ne Project
Northwest Area Water Supply
Community Water Fac¡lity Fund
Westem Area Water Supply - Loan
Red River Valley Wâter Supply Project

8¡8t2009 1,3ô8,000 331,387 1 ,036,ô13

2373-32
2373-33
2373-35
237}36
2373-37
1782-01
2373-38
2373-39
2373-40
2373-41

2050-01
2050-02
2050-03
2050-04
205G05
2050-0ô
2050-07
2050-08
205G09
2050-1 0
2050-1 1

205ù't2
2050-1 3
2050-'t4
2050- 1 5
2050-1 6
2050-17
2050-1 I
205G.1 9
2050-20
2050-21
2050-22
2050-23

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

5000
8000
9000
5000
5000
5000

612112011
3t't7t2014
6t13t2012
2t27t20'13
2t27t2013
2t27t2013
7t23t2013
7t23t2013
7123t2013
7t23t20't3

3t1712014
10t7t2013
10t7t2013
't0t7t2013

10t7t2013
10t7t2013
10t7t2013
'1ot7t2013

10t7t2013
10t7t2013
10t712013
10t7t2013
'tot7t2013
10t7t20't3
10t7t2013
10nt2013
10t7t20't3
10t7120't3
10t7t2013
2127t2014

2t27t20't4
2127t2014
3t't7t2014

0
1,400,000
1,637,242
7,107 ,731

33,341
100,000

1,207,000
'l,914,775

196,500
165,000

MRI Water Supply Grants:
North Central Rural Wal NCRW (Berthold-Carpio)
Stutsman Rural WRD Stutsman Rural Water System - Phase l¡

Grand Forks - Traill WR Grand Forks - Traill County WRD
Stutsman Rural WRD Stutsman Rural Water System - Phase llB, lll
North Central Rural Wal NCRW (Plaza)
McLean-Sheridan WRD Blue & Brush Lakes Expansion Project
Stutsman Rural WRD K¡dder Co & Canington Area Expans¡on
North Central Rural Wa1 Carpio Berthold Phase 2

South Central Regional Kidder County Expansion
North Central Rural Wal Granv¡lle-Deering Area

Suþtotal MRI Water Supply

Water Supply G¡ants:
Missouri West Wâter S) South Mandan
Grand Forks Traill WRC lmprovements
Northeast Regional WD Langdon RWD - ABM P¡peline Phase '1

Northeast Regional WD Langdon RWD - North Valley Nekoma
Northeast Regional WD North Valley WD - ABM Pipeline Phase 1

Northeast Regional WD North Valley WD - 93 Street
Northeast Reg¡onal WD North Valley WD - Rural Expans¡on
Walsh RWD Ground Storage
C¡ty of Park River Water Tower
C¡ty of Suney Water Supply lmprovements
Cass RWD Phase 2 Plant lmprovements
Central Pla¡ns WD lmprovêments
C¡ty of Mandan New Raw Water lntake
C¡ty of Mandan Water Treatment Plant lmprovements
City of Washburn New Raw Water lntake
Tri-County WRD lmprovements
Bames Rural WRD lmprovements
City of Grafton Water Treatment Plant Phase 3
C¡ty of Grand Forks Water Treatment Plant lmprovements
City of Dick¡nson Capital lnfrastructure
Watford City Capital lnfrastructure
City of W¡ll¡ston Capital lnfrastructure
Grealer Ramsey WRD SW Nelson County Expansion

Suöfota, Stafe Water Supply

2,807,902
3,795,692
2,725,4't5

1 0,000,000
299,300
100,000

'l,207,o00
1 ,950,000

'196,500

1 80,000

24,629,809

522,OOO

3,390,000
1,040,000

800,000
565,000

1 ,290,000
862,500
684,000

1,350,000
1,500,000
2,600,000
1,450,000
1 ,270,000

72ô,000
'I,795,000

ô50,000
4,600,000
2,600,000
4,990,000

18,400,000
6,700,000
7,000,000
4,500,000

27,864,069
85,972,O21

7 ,241,433
15,000,000
40,000,000

375,000

2,807p02
2,395,692
1 ,088,1 73
2,892,269

265,959
0
0

35,225
0

15,000

9,831,606

0
73,935
9,500

23,938
107,688

35,500
40j25

0
0

56,463
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

1 17,831
0
0
0
0

1,149,0ô1

1 1,895,868
792,677

5,000,000
0

0

14,798,202

522,000
3,316,065
1,030,500

776,063
457,31 3

1,254,500
822,375
684,000

'I ,350,000
1,443,538
2,ô00,000
1,450,000
1,270,000

726,000
1,795,000

650,000
4,600,000
2,600,000
4,872,'t69

1 8,400,000
6,700,000
7,000,000
4,500,000

2ô,715,008
74,076,152

6,448,755
10,000,000
40,000,000

375,000

69,284,500 461,978 68,019,522

Cíty of Fargo
SWPP
NAWS
Bank of North Dakota
Bank of North Dakota
RRVWSP

3t17t2014
7t'12013
7t1t2013

't0t7t2013

't0t7t2013
2127t2014

176,452,522 18,837,607 157,614,915

I 984-02
1 736-05
2374
204+0'l
'1973-02

325-01

Subtotal Water Supply
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STATE WATER GOMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

2013-2015 Biennium

PROGRAM OBLIGAT¡ON

Approvec SWC
BV No Deôt Soônsor

lnitial
Approved

Date
Total

Aooroved
Total

Pavments

Apr-14

BalancePrôiect

SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
swc
SWC

222
1 389
1 389
AOC/IRA
1 968
1 968

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

350,000
25,966

200,000
1 00,000
17,582

256,321

949,869

0
20,000

0
25,000

0
0

350,000
5,966

200,000
75,000
17,582

256,321

I ft ¡ gati o n D ev el o p m ent :
Buford Trenton lrr¡gatio Buford Trenton lrrigat¡on Transmission Line Reroute
Bank ofND BND AgPace Program
Bank ofND BND AgPace Program
ND lrrigation Assoc ND lrrigation Assoc¡ation
Garrison Diversion 2009-11 Mcclusky Canal Mile Marker 7 5 lrrigation Pß
Garr¡son Diversion l\rcolusky Canal Mile Marker 10 & 49 lrr¡gat¡on Project

Subtotal lrilgation Development

712312013
1012312001
1211312013

71112013
6t112010

3t17 t2014

45,000 904,869

SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SE

1400t13
1400t14
1400
1400
XXX
862/859
862
967
I 690
1703
1707
1761
1761
2041
1 395
I 395D

3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000
3000

1,975
10,910
39,200
24,OOO

12,850
1J20

224
0

936
1,463
1,499

462
7AO

34,000
491 ,275

15,300

900,000

635,982
264,018

1,975
3,991

39,200
0

0
936

1,463
1,498

461
769

34,000
239,386

0

337,873

0
6,919

0
24,OOO

0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

251,889
15,300

298,109

Genercl Water Management
H yd to I og i c I n v est i gati o n s :

Houston Engineer¡ng Houston Eng¡neer¡ng Water Permit Application Reviev
Houston Engineering Houston Engineer¡ng Water Permit Appl¡cation Reviev
GordonSturgeon ConsultantServ¡ces
GordonSturgeon ConsultantServices
Man¡kowski Well Drill¡n Manikowskí Well Drill¡ng Inc.
Arletta Herman Arletta Herman- Well Monitor
Lori Bjorgen Lor¡ Bjorgen - Well Mon¡tor
Holly Messmer - McDar Holly Messmer - McDaniel - Well Monitor
Holly Messmer - McDar Holly Messmer - McDaniel - Well Mon¡tor
Thor Brown Thor Brown- Well Monitor
Thor Brown Thor Brown- Well Mon¡tor
Gloda Roth Gloria Roth - Well Mon¡tor
Fran Dob¡ts Fran Dobits - Well Monitor
U. S Geolog¡cal Surve' Conversion of 17 groundwater recorder wells to real-t¡r
U. S. Geological Surve'lnvestigat¡ons of Water Resources in North Dâkota
U. S Geological Surve, Eaton lrrigat¡on Project on the Sour¡s River

Hydrologic lnvestigatíons Obligat¡ons Subtotal
Rema¡ning Hydtologic lnvestigations Author¡ty

Hydtolog¡c lnvestigations Authotity Less Payments

11n12011
11t29t2012
3123t2013
4t16t2014
312012014
3t13t2014
311312014
411912012
411912012
312712012
4t2612011
4t19t2013

61112011

711612013
9125t2013
7t13t2012

12 850
1 120

224

Genercl Proj ects Obl i gated
G e ne ra I P roj e cts Co m p I eted

Subtotal GeneÊl Water Management

25,421,605
3,181,280

29,502,884

694,602
3,181,280
4,213,755

24,727,003
0

25,289,130

swc
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC

416-01
41 6-05
416-07
418-10
416-13
41 6-1 5
416-17
416-19

DLJWRB
Joe Belford
Mult¡ple
Operations
Multiple
l\iìultiple
Multiple
Multiple

5000
2000
5000
4700
5000
5000
5000
5000

Dev¡ls Lake Basin Development:
DL Joint WRB Manager
DL Downstream Acceptance
Devils Lake Outlet
Devils Lake Outlet Operations
DL Tolna Coulee Div¡de
DL East End Outlet
DL Emergency Gravity Oumow Channel
DL Standpipe Repairs

71112013
7t1t2013
71112013
71112013
71112013
7 t112013

9t21t2013
1211312013

60,000
8,085

872,403
5,140,805

102,975
2,774,O11

13,686,839
1,300,000

0
7,107
1,601

2,864,203
0
0
0

1 39,269

60,000
978

870,802
2,276,803

102,975
2,774,O11

13,686,839
1,160,731

Devils Lake Subtotel 23,945,119 3,012,179 20,932,939

SWC 7600 71112011 805,202 136,256 668,946Weather Modification

TOTAL 426,945,166 48,495,346 378,449,819

tr
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS'GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

2013-2015 Bienn¡um
Resourcês Trust Fund

GENERAL PROJECT OBLIGATIONS
ln¡tiel Apt-14

ApprovedApproved SWC Total
AoDroved

Total
PavmentsBv No DeDt

Approved
Biennum Soonsor Pro¡ect Dete Balance

HB 1009
HB 1020
HB 2305
sB 2020
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
swc
SWC
swc
swc
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
swc
swc
SWC
swc
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

2013-'t 5
2005-o7
2009-'t 1

2009-1 1

2009-'t I
2009-1'l
2011-13
20't1-13
201 1-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
201't-13
2011-13
20'11-13
2011-13
20't1-'13
20't1-13
2011-13
201'l-13
20't't-13
201't-13
201 3-1 5
20'tT15
2016-15
2013-'15
201 3-1 5
2013-15
201U't5
20'M5
2005-07
2007-09
2007-09
2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2009-'11
2009-1'l
2009-l 1

2009-1 I
2009.11
2009-l 1

200$.11
2009-1 I
2009-11
2009-1 I
2009-1 1

2009-11
2009-1 1

2009-1 1

2011-13
201',t-13
20'l't-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
201't-13
2011-13
20'11-13
2011-13
2001-13
2011-13
2011-13
2011-13
20't't-13
2011-13
20't1-13
2011-13
2011-13
2009-1 1

2011-13
201 1-13
20't1-13
2011-'13
2011-13
201't-'t3
20't1-'t3
2011-13
2011-'t3
200*^'t'l
2011-13
2011-13
201 1-13
201't-13

250,000
500,000

53,6,14

55,455
9,652

15,850
13,01 1

2,500
2,800

10,000
10,000
23,900
1 0,000
24,861
10,000
.f 0,000
24,410
28,000
20,000

5,000
24,633
24,810
32,393

8,710
38,500
49,500
49,000
2't,7't4

5,000
46,750

2,263,925
1 25,396
821 ,058
226,364
122,224
92,668

790,97ô
130,000
36,800

336,491
'f 84,984
37,500

1 84,950
44,280

102,000
13,846

33ô,007
38,154
39,1 15

354,500
500,000
3'l,472
24,933
60,000
37,742

500,000
163,695
208,570
245,250
287,900

ô2,500
12,215
84,670
90,000

266,'t00
43,821

1 20,61 5
459,350

3,751

500,000
500,000
1 12,500

1 87,500
1'12,400

72,600
80,000
90,000

217,000
33'1,799

1'10,150

560,000
75,000

335,937

52,703
0

26,318
0
U

U

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0

0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0

0
0
0

54,440
0

0
0
0

0
0

30,000
0
0
0

0
u
0
0
0

108,717
42,835

0
0

17't,381
70,767

0

0

0
0

197,297
500,000

27,326
55,455

9,652
1 5,850
13,01 1

2,500
2,800

10,000
10,000
23,900
10,000

24,861
10,000

10,000
24,410
28,000
20,000

5,000
24,633
24,810
32,393

8,710
38,500
49,500
49,000
21,714

5,000
46,750

2,263,925
125,396
821,058
226,364
122,224
92,668

796,976
I 30,000
36,800

336,491
1 84,984
37,500

184,950
44,280

1 02,000
13,846

336,007
38,1 54
39,1'f 5

354,500
500,000

31,472
24,933
ô0,000
37,742

500,000
109,255
208,570
245,250
287,900

62,500
't2,215
84,670
60,000

2ô6,1 00

43,821

120,615
459,350

3,751

500,000
500,000
112,500
187,500

3,683
29,765
80,000
90,000
45,ô19

261,032
't 10,150

560,000
75,000

335,937

1 986
1932
1 963
't131
1 967
1301
1 607
1301

391
't312

13',|2
1577
'1998

1 303
2002
2005
2008
I ô81
AOC/RRBC
1 991
'1461

1289
't'174

I ô40
1296
1814
1 987
129',|
867-01
1667
1932
620
1921
1 ô38
I 069
1 088
1 960
1792
322
1244
't577
281
646
646
347
'1'f 6'1

1245
'1969

1570
1101

110'1

1219
1252
I 705
1975
'1977

829
'1224

1978
1918
1983
'1138

1227
I 396
1989
1990
227
1063
'tu4
2007
2010
1878-02
1992
1 99ô
2009-02
2012
2013
1069
1401
240
1705
20'19
2020

USDA-APHIS,ND Dept Agricu USDA W¡ldlife
Nelson Co. WRD Michigan Spillway Rural Flood Assessment Drain
Emmons County WRD Beaver Bay Embankment Feas¡b¡l¡tly Study
Nelson Co. WRD Flood Related Water Projects
Grand Forks Co. WRD Grand Forks County Legal Drain No. 55 2010 Contruc
C¡ty of Lidgerwood C¡ty of Lidgerwood Engineering & Feasibil¡ty Study for
Ward Co WRD Flood lnundation Mapping of Areas Along Sour¡s & De
C¡ty of Wahpeton City of Wahpeton Water Reuse Feasib¡lity Study/Richl¡
Sargent Co WRD Sargent Co WRD, Silver Lake Dam Emergency Repai
Walsh Co. WRD Skyrud Dam 20'11 EAP
Walsh Co. WRD Un¡on Dam 2011 EAP
Buleigh Co. WRD Fox lslând 2012 Flood Hazard Mit¡gation Evalualion Sl

Grand Forks Co WRD Upper Turtle River Dam #1 2012 EAP
Sargent Co WRD Shortfoot Creek Preliminary So¡ls Analysis & Hydraul¡c

Grand Forks Co. WRD Trutle River Dam #4 2012 EAP
Grand Forks Co. WRD Turtle R¡ver Dam #8 20'12 EAP
City of Mapleton Mapleton Flood Control Levee Project
U.S. Geological Survey Repair & stabilization of the Missouri R¡ver bank adjac
Red River Bas¡n Commission Stream Gaging & Prec¡pitation Network Study ¡n the R

City of Lisbon Sheyenne River Snagging & Clearing Project
Pembina Co. WRD O'Hara Bridge Bank Stab¡lizat¡on
McKenzie Co. Weed Control E Control of Noxious Weeds on Sovere¡gn Lands
Richland Co. WRD Drain No 31 Reconstruction Poect
U S. Geolog¡cal Survey Maintenance ofgag¡ng station on Missouri R¡ver belo\^

Pembina Co WRD Bathgate-Ham¡lton & Carlisle Watershed Study
Richland Co WRD Wild Rice R¡ver Snagging & Clearing - Reach 2
City of Burl¡ngton lnterim Levee Project
Mercêr County WRD Antelope Creek Snagging & Clearing Project
NDSU NDSU - Water sampl¡ng Dr Xinhua Jia Dept of Ag
Traill Co WRD Goose River Snagg¡ng & Clearing Project
Nelson Co. WRD Mich¡gan Sp¡llway Rural Flood Assessment
Lower Heart WRD Mandan Flood Control Protective Works (Levee)

Morton Co. WRD Square Butte Oam No 6/(Harmon Lake) Recreation F

Mutiple Red River Basin Non-NRCS Rural/Farmstead Ring D¡

North Cass Co WRD Cass County Dra¡n No. 13 improvement Reconstructk
Maple River WRD Cass County Drain No. 37 lmprovement Recon
Ward Co. WRD Puppy Dog Coulee Flood Control Diversion Ditch Con!
Southeast Cass WRD SE Cass W¡ld Rice R¡ver Dam Study Phase ll
ND Water Education Foundati ND Water: A Century of Challenge
Trai¡l Co WRD Traill Co Drain No. 27 (Moen) Reconstruction & Exter
Mercer Co. WRD & City of Ha Hazen Flood Control Levee (1517) & FEMA Accredital
Three Aff¡liated Tr¡bes Three Aff¡liated Tribes/Fort Berthold lnigation Study
City of Fargo Christine Dam Recreation Retrof¡t Project
City of Fargo H¡ckson Dam Recreation Retrofit Project
City of Velva City of Velva's Flood Control Levee System Cert¡ficat¡(

Pemb¡na Co WRD Drain 55 lmprovement Reconstruct¡on
Tra¡ll Co WRD Traill Co. Drain No. 28 Extenst¡on & lmprovement Proj
Walsh Co. WRD Walsh Co. Construct¡on of Legal Assessment Drain #
Walsh Co. WRD Walsh Co. Construction of Legal Assessment Dra¡n #
Dickey Co. WRD Yorktown-Maple Dra¡nage lmprovemenl Dist No 3
D¡ckey-Sargent Co WRD Riverdale Township lmprovement District #2 - Dickey
Sargent Co WRD City of Forman Floodwater Outlet
Walsh Co. WRD Walsh Co. Reconstruction Drain No. 97
Red River Jo¡nt Water Resour Red River Joint WRD Watershed Feasibility Study - Pl

Walsh Co. WRD Walsh Co. Drain No.31 Reconstruct¡on Project
Dickey-Sargent Co WRD Jackson Tovúnship lmprovement D¡st #1

Rush River WRD Rush R¡ver WRD Berl¡n's Townsh¡p lmprovement Dist
Tra¡ll Co. WRD Preston Floodway Reconstruct¡on Projeôt
Richland & Sargent Joint WRt R¡chland & Sargent WRD RS Legal Dra¡n No. 1 Exten
Maple River WRD Normanna Township lmprovement D¡strict No. 71

C¡ty of HaMood City of Harwood Engineering Feasib¡lity Study
Pemb¡na Co WRD Drain No I Reconstruct¡on Project
Traill Co. WRD Mergenthal Drain No. 5 Reconstruction
U S Geological Survey (USGS) Missouri River Geomorphic Assessment
Barnes Co WRD Hobart Lake Outlet Project
Mercer Co WRD Lake Shore Estates High Flow D¡verstion Project
Eaton Flood ln¡gation District District's Mouse River Riverbank Stab¡lization Project
Rush River WRD Amenia Township lmprovement D¡strict Drain No 74 [
Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne D¡version Exterior Pump Station
Maple R¡ver WRD Pont¡ac Townsh¡p lmprovement District No. 73 Poecl
Bames Co WRD Meadow Lake Outlet
Maple River WRD Upper Maple River Dam EnvironmentalAssessment -
Burleigh Co. WRD B¡smarck Flood Control Channel Project
Tra¡ll Co. WRD Drain #62 - Wold DraÍn Project
Southeast Cass WRD Recert¡fcation of the Horace to West Fargo Divers¡on
Southeast Cass WRD Lower Sheyenne River Watershed Retention Plan

Richland-Cass Joint WRD Wild Rice River Watershed Retent¡on Plan

North Cass - Rush R¡ver JWR Dra¡n #13 Channel lmprovements
Pembina Co. WRD lntemational Boundary Roadway Dike Pemb¡na

Eddy County WRD Warwick Dam Repair Project
Red River Jo¡nt Water Resour Red River Basin Distributed Plan Stucly

Val¡ey City Sheyenee R¡ver Snagg¡ng & Clearing Project
Minot Park D¡strict Sour¡s Valley Golf Course Bank Stabilization

8t20t2013
8/30/2005
8/10/2009

6t1t2011
11t3012010

u4t20't1
6t1512011
9t8t201'l

10t12t20't1
12t15t2011
12t't5t2011

5t22t2012
6t28t2012
6t29t2012
6t29t2012
6t29t2012
6t29t2012

9t6t20't2
9l't4t2012
2t12t20't3
4t2612013

6t11t20't3
813012013
9t25t20't3

10t17t20't3
10t1712013
1't22t20't3
3t27t2014
4t22t2014
4t23t20'14
8t30t2005
91291200a

3t23t2009
6123t2009
8t18t2009
8t18t2009
8t't8t2009

12t't1t2009
2t22t20't0
3t1112010
3t1'U20't0

10t26t2010
10t26t2010
10t26t20'to
3t28t20't'l
3t28t201'l
3t28t20'11
3t28t2011
3t28t2011
st21t2011
9t21t2011
9t21t201',|
9t21t20't1
9t21t2011
9t211201'l
9t21t2011

10t't9t2011
10t1912011

10t1912011
12t9t2011
1219t201'l

3t7t20't2
3t7t2012
3t7t2012
3t7t2012
3t7t2012

6t13t2012
6113t2012
6t13t2012
6t13t2012
6t13t?012
6113t2012
9t17t2012
9t17t2012
st17t2012
9t17t2012
9117t2012
9t27t2012
9t2712012
12t7t20't2
12t7t20't2
12t7t2012
't2t7t2012
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS'GRANTS'CONTRACT FUND

2013-2015 Biennium
Resourcos Trust Fund

Approved SWC
By No

Approved
Biennum Sponsor

Approved
Datè

ïotal
Approved

Total
PaymentsDept Project Balance

SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC

346 5000 201113 Wlliams County WRD Epping Dam Evaluation Project
1135 5000 20'1 1-13 Pembina Co. WRD Drain lÉ4 Reconstruct¡on Project
'1207 5000 2011-13 Richland Co. WRD Dra¡n 1165 Extension Projecl
1312 5000 201 1-13 Walsh Co. WRD Forest R¡ver Flood Contral Feasibil¡ty Study
1438 5000 2011-13 CavalierCountyWRD MulberryCreekPhaselVReconstruct¡onProject
'1992 5000 2011-13 Burleigh Co. WRD Bumt Creek Flood Restoration Project
2022 5000 2011-13 Pembina Co. WRD Dra¡n#73 Project
AOC/RRBC 5000 2013-15 RedRiverBasinCommission RedRiverBasinCommissionContractor
PSMRD/MRJ 5000 2013-15 Missouri River Jo¡nt WRB Missouri River Joint Water Board (MRRIC) T FLECK
PSA/VRD/MRJ 5000 201$15 Missouri River Jo¡nt WRB Missouri River Joint Water Board, (MRJWB) Start up

AOC/I/VEF 5000 201&15 ND Water Educ¿tion Foundati ND Water Magaz¡ne
PSMRD/USRJV5000 2013-15 UpperSheyenneR¡verJointVUpperSheyenneR¡verWRBAdmin¡stration(USRJWF
1753 5000 201$15 Ward Co Hwy Dept County Road 18 Flood Control Project
'1859 5000 2013-15 ND Dept of Health NonPoint Source Pollut¡on, Section 3'19
1270 5000 20'13-15 Burieigh Co. WRD Apple Creek lndustrial Park Levee Fe¿sibility Study
2004 5000 2013-15 Grand Forks Co. WRD Dra¡n No.57 Project
2040 5000 201315 Walsh Co. WRD Ðrcin#T4Projecl
PSA/VRD/MRJ 5000 2013-15 Missouri R¡ver Joint WRB Missouri River Coordinator
1056 5000 2013-15 Bott¡neau Co. WRD Scandia/Scot¡a Drain Project
1242 5000 20'13-15 Traill Co WRD Rust Drain No.24 Project
'1523 5000 2013-15 Ward Go. WRD Mouse R¡ver Snagg¡ng & Clearing Project
155412046? 5000 20'13-15 McLean Co. WRD City of Underwood Floodwâter Outlet Project
1625 5000 2013-15 Houston Engineering (OHWM) Ordinary High WaterMark Delineations
1758 5000 2013-15 USGS StochasticModelfortheMouseRiverBasin
2043 5000 2013-15 Pembina Co WRD District's Drain 78 Outlet Extension Project
2046 5000 2013-15 Walsch Co. WRD North Branch Park R¡ver Comprehens¡ve Flood Dama
'1878-02 5000 201 1-13 Maple-Steele WRD Upper Maple R¡ver Dam Construction Phase
CONMIUCARL: 5000 2013-15 Ganison Diversion Conservan Will and Carlson Consult¡ng Contract
1523 5000 2011-13 Ward Co. WRD Countryside V¡llasMh¡spering Meadows Drainage lmF
568 5000 2013-15 SoutheastCassWRD SheyenneRiverSnagging&ClearingPoectReacher
1082 5000 20'13-15 Rush RiverWRD Cass Co. Drain No. 30 Channel lmprovement Project
1444 5000 2013-15 City of Pemb¡na 2014Flood Protection System Modif¡cation Project
2008 5000 201 3-l 5 C¡ty of Mapleton Recertificat¡on of Flood Control Levee System Project

212712013 66,200 0 66,200
611912013

6119t2013
6t19t2013
6t19t2013
6t19t2013
6t1912013
7t1t2013
7t'U2013
7t1t2013
7t1t2013
7t1t2013

7t23t2013
8120120't3

10t7t2013
10t7t2013
'tot7t2013
10nt2013

12t'13t2013
12t13t2013
't2t13t2013
12t13t20't3
'12t13t2013

12t13t2013
12113t20't3
12t13t2013
12t't3t2013
12t13t2013
2t21t2014
3t13t2014
3r1712014
3t17t2014
3t'17t2014

221,628
123,200
79,95ô

324,O10
87,805

350,400
200,000
40,000
20,000
36,000
12,000

I 33,268
200,000

65,J80

41 3,576
3't7,852
1 75,000
140,ô34
't87,736

u7,466
't,'100,727

95,ô18
200,000
287,778
1 34,400

3,991,500
70,000

157,2't1
'f ô5,000
142,818
660,900
718,941

0
0
0

0

0
0

50,000
9,776

0
9,000
2,876

0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

9,766
40,000

0

0
0

16,023

0

0
0

0

221,628
123,200
79,956

324,010
87,805

350,400
150,000
30,224
20,000
27,O00
9,124

1 33,268
200,000

65,180
4'13,576
317,852
1 75,000
140,634
I 87,736
u7,466

1,100,727
85,852

160,000
287,778
134,400

3,991,500
53,977

't57,21',|
1 65,000
142,818
ôô0,900
718,941

TOTAL 25,421,605 ô94,602 24,727,005
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECTS/GRANTS/CONTRACT FUND

2013-2015 Biennium
Resources Trust Fund

COMPLETED GENERAL PROJECTS
lnitial Apt-14

Approvec SWC
Bv No

Approved Approved
Deoi Biennum Proiect Date

Total
AÞoroved

Total
Pavments Balance

SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

42,835
20,440
45,879
10,000
10,423
25,175
7,500
17,500
40,000
10,496
29,914
49,500
20,000
1,000
2,500
13,850

.1 
,550

60,000
188,400
1 25,000
716,609

0
'125,500

26,174
29,570

0
225,050

1,412,822
84,164
8,500

75,000
9'1,400
I 58,373
1 09.000
73,200

42,775
10,440
45,879

0
6,076
16,168
7,500
17,500
40,000
9,779

23,723
48,493
20,000
1,000
2,500
13,850

30,415
188,400
4,316
33,535

0

86,723
0

29,490
U

224,192
1,810,744

20,101
8,500

62,371
91,400

112,027
109,000
62,833

60
10,000

0
'10,000

4,347
9,007

U

0
0

717
6,191
1,007

0
0
0
0
0

29,585
0

120,685
683,074

0
38,777
26,174

80
U

858
2,078

64,063
0

12,629
0

46,346
0

10,367

2003
1732
2003
1 993
2001
1992
871
1 395
2045
1289
1244
1814
1814
BSC
AOC^/vEF
1403
NDAWN
928/988/1 508
I 966
41 6-1 8
1344
980
1219
CON^¡l/ILL-Cr'
PS^tvRD/JAM
829
1344
1344
'1806-02

228
2014
2003-02
1 303
1523
1444

6r29t2012
712612012

7126t2012
101912012

10t31t2012
1130t2013
6t14t2013
711612013
9t1212013
912012013
9t27t2013
10t17t2013
1211312013
2124t2014
3t5t2014

3t20t2014
41151214

712112008
6t1t2010

611012011

611412011

9121t2011
912112011

10117 1201 I
3n12012

6113r2012
611312012
6113t2012
6t13t2012
911712012

9t17t20'12
911712012
12n12012
12nt2012
9t19t2013

2011-13 Southeast Cass WRD Re-Certif¡cation of the Horace to West Fargo Diversion
2011-13 City of Beulah Beulah Dam Emergency Action Plan
2011-13 Southeast Cass WRD Re-Certification of the West Fargo D¡version Levee Syr
2011-13 Houston Engineering Minot 100-yr Floodplain Map and Profiles
2011-13 Traill Co. WRD Elm River Diversion Project
2011-13 Burleigh Co. WRD Burle¡gh Co Flood Control Afternatives Assessment
2011-13 Pembina Co WRD Pemb¡na Snegging & Clearing Project
2013-15 U S Geological Survey Operat¡on & ma¡ntenance of seven water level monitori
20'13-15 :RS & Corps St. Louis Di Joint L|DAR Collection
2013-15 

"nzie 
Co. Weed Control E Control of Noxious Weeds on Sovereign Lands

2013-15 Traill Co WRD Traill Co. Drain No.27 (Moen) Lateral Channet lmprov(
2013-15 Richland Co WRD Wild Rice River Snagging & Clearing - Reach 3
2013-15 R¡chland Co. WRD Wild Rice River Snagg¡ng & Clearing - Reach 4
2013-15 Bismarck State College 2014 ND Water Qualitly Monitoring Conference
2013-15 Water Educetion Founda 2014 Summer Water Tours Sponsorshi
2013-15 ) Water Resources lnstitr lnstitute Fellowship ProgÊm 2014-15
2013-15 NDSU ND Agricultural Weather Network
2011J13 SE Cass WRD Wild Rice, Bois de Sioux, Antelope Creek Retention Stl
2009-11 City of Oxbow City of Oxbow Emergency Flood Fighting Barrier Syste
2011-13 ND Game & Fish DL Johnson Farms Water Storage Site
2011-13 Southeast Cass WRD Southeast Cass Sheyenne R¡ver Diversion Low-Flow (
2011-13 Maple River WRD Maple River Watershed Food Weter Retention Study/ I

2011-13 Sargent Co WRD Districl Drain No 4 Reconstruction Project
2O11-13 GarrisonDiversion Will/CarlsonConsultant
201 1-13 James River Joint WRD James River Engineering Feasibil¡ty Study Phase 1

2011-13 Rush River WRD Rush R¡ver Watershed Retention Plen
2O11-13 Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne D¡version Phase Vl - Weir lmprovements
2009- 1 1 Southeasl Cass WRD Horace Diversion Channel Site A (Sect¡on 7 - Phase Vj
2011-13 City of Argusville Re-Certification of the City of Argusville Flood Control L

2011-13 U S Geological Survey Additional USGS gage Missouri River- ANNUAL
2011-13 Traill Co WRD Elm River Wetershed Retention Plan
2011-13 Southeast Cass WRD ReCertification of the West Fargo Diversion Levee Syr
2011-13 Sargent Co WRD Frenier Dam lmprovement Projecl
2011-13 Ward Co. WRD Souris River M¡not to Burl¡ngton Snagging & Clearing
2011-13 City of Pembina US Army Corps of Eng Section 408 Review City Flood

TOTAL 4,257,324 3,181,280 1,076,044
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North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISÀIARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

701-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-328-3696 . INTERNET: http://swc.nd.çov

d-F
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: odd S. Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: Red River Valley Water Supply Value Engineering Update
DATE: I|l4ay 21,2014

Enclosed with this packet is a copy of the draft report "Red River Valley Vy'ater Supply Project
Alternative Route Engineering Study", prepared by CH2MHill and Trout, Raley, Montano,
'Witwer 

and Freeman. Bruce Spiller from CH2MHill will provide a sunmary of the report at the
commission meeting on May 29,2014.

TS:BE:ph

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRA4AN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

).-Ft

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECT: Draft Cost-Share Policy Update
DATE: l/'ay 21,2014

Water Supply Expansions
The staff was asked to review the water supply section of the draft cost-share policy and offer
language making expansion projects into new service areas eligible for a higher level of cost-
share. The attached proposed language is provided for discussion. The changes from the
March 31,2014, draft are shown in red. The proposed language distinguishes how new watet
users are served by project expansions or improvements.

Summarv of Policv Chanses
A second attachment summarizes the current cost-share policy compared to the March 31,2014
draft. This summary was presented at the Water Topics Overview Committee meeting on
April I0,2014, and has been helpful in discussion of the cost-share policy.

TS:BE:ph
Attachments

t1-"

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRA,ïAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



1 Watet Supply Ptoject. The State Water Commission supports w^ter
supply efforts and will use a grant and loan program. The local sponsor
may apply for water supply funding, and the application will be teviewed
to determine project priority. Projects will be priodtized within categories
(1) thru (5) below. Projects within category (1) may be consideted for
gtant funding up to 60 percent cost shate or in special cases up to 75o/o

and ptojects in category Q) ^^y 
be consideted fot grant funding of up to

60 petcent cost-share. Grant funding within category (3) -ill be on a
case-by-case basis. Projects within categories (1) through (5) may be
considered for loan funding. Aftet cost-sharc fot gtant funding has been
detetmined, the local sponsor may be considered fot loan funding in
addition to the gtant funding. The combination of grant and loan
funding will not exceed 80 percent from the State \ü/ater Commission.

(1) Addresses upgrades to meet pnrnary drinking water standards ot
expansion into new service areas. If the expansion into a new sewice
atea requires at least ten miles of new trans ssion pipeline, grant
funding of up to 7 5o/o may be considered. Factors consideted fot
water system expansions ate:

(a) Connection of communities to the regional system as pârt
of this expansion as determined by the chief engineer.

þ) !øillitg"ess of watet users at fat teaches of the system to
pay additional costs for water service as an indicator of greater need
fot access to water and local commitment in the project as

determined by the chief engineet.
(c) Affordable and sust¿inable w^ter rate as determined by

the chief engineet.
(2) Supports imptovements and connection of new customers within
the existing service area of 

^ 
w^ter system that has a 3-year 

^vetagepopulation growth in excess of 3o/o per year, as detetmined by the
Chief Engineet
(3) N7ater treatment imptovements that address impacts from othet
State \ùØater Commission projects. Grant funding to be determined
based on level of impact by State \Øater Commission project.
(4) Assists with improvemerì.ts in service areas where the anticþated
cost per user each yeat þased on 5,000 gallons pet month) divided by
the average annual median income per user is in the top quattìle ot
other tanking as determined by the Commission of its peer group
(large city, small city, and regional) water systems that submitted
planning information forms for the biennium. The Chief Engineer
will rank the projects.
(5) Addtesses extraordinary repzks or replacement needs of awater
supply system due to damages ftom a recent natural disaster.



N/A

Const

up to 60%

upto 40%o

up to 50%

up to 50%

up to ó0%,
to incl

up to 50%,
expanded to include

Drobertv

up to 50%

up to 45%

up to 600/o

up to 50%

up to 75o/o

up to 75o/o

Const
Eng

Design

Eng

up to 35%

up to 35%

up ro 35%

up to 35%

Up to 80%

cap removed

up to 35To

up to 35%

up to 35o/o

up ro 35%

biennium cap removed

up to 35%

up to 35o/o

up to 60%

up to 35%

up to 35%

Proposed (as of 3/31/2014)

Prelim

Eng

up to 75o/o

up to 60%

up to
60o/o

Up to
650/o

Up to
50o/o

up to
45o/"

up to
600/"

up to
4Oo/"

up to
5ïVo

up to
50o/o

N/A

up to
65o/o

up to
50o/o

Up to
65o/o

Const

up to
600/o

Const

Eng

Oo/"

0o/o

ïVo

0o/o

0o/o

\Yo

0o/o

0o/o

0%

0o/o

0%

0o/"

Design

Eng

up to
50/o
up to
50o/o

up to
50o/o

up to
50o/o

up to
500/,

up to
50o/"

$500,000 per biennium cap

up to
50o/o

up to
5Oo/"

up to
50%

up to 60%

up to
50o/o

up to
50o/o

Up to 80%

$25.000 cao

Current Polícy (2 126 l20l 3)

Planning/
Feasibilig

up to 75o/o

up to 60%o

up to
50o/o

Snagging and clearing on watercourses.

Cost-share for drains, channels, or diversion projects.

Cost-share up to $40,000 per individual ring dike, NRCS and SWC

fundins capDed at80o/o oftotal proiect costs.

Water based recreation, typically associated with dams

Costs associated with principal supply works

Protects public infrastructure or facilities.

Analysis is required for FEMA to accredit the levee system for flood
insurance maooins ouroose.

Addresses dam safety issues. Proposed policy allows SWC to lend portion

oflocal share based on demonstrated financial need.

Addresses dam safety issues and involved federal funding. Proposed

policy allows SWC to lend portion of local share based on demonstrated

financial need.

Emergency Action Plans for high or medium/significant hazard dam.

Dam break model only on high hazard.

No Federal participation

Federal participation.

Flood damage has occurred and property needed for construction offlood
protection. Established after 201 I floods.

Flood damage has occurred and property needed for conveyance
Established after 201 I floods.
Provide long term flood reduction beneflts. (Needed t-or preventing füture
damage) Proposed policy allows S'WC to lend portion of local share based

on demonstrated financial need.

Provide long term flood reduction benefits. (Needed for preventing future
damage - Federal participation.) Proposed policy allows S'WC to lend
portion oflocal share based on demonstrated financial need.

Description of Changes

G. Bank Stabilization

f. Snagging and Clearing
Projects

D. Rural Flood Control Projects

l. Drains, Channels, or
Diversion Projects

2. Individual Ring Dike
Program

E. Recreation

F. Irrigation

3. FEMA Levee System
Accreditation Program

4. Dam Safety and
Emergency Action Plans

5. Water Retention Projects

Cost-Share Policy Outline
C. Flood Control Proiects

1. Flood Recovery Property
Acquisition Grant Program

2. Flood Protection Program

st22l14



North Dakota State Water Commission Cost Share

Const
Const
Eng

NA

up to 60%o gmnt or up
to 807o grant and loan

up to 607o grant
or up to 80%

grant and loan

Design

Ene

vpto75Yo

Proposed (as of 3l3lt20l4)
Prelim

Eng

Provides overall guidance and
consistency with cost-share

Up to $75,000

$ t 00,000,000

up to 35o/o

up to 35%

up to 35%

Primarily Devils Lake lmpacts

Top 25Vo qualifo for
up to 80%o loans

up to 807o loans

0o/o

Program mentioned in policy to
be ímplemented during droughts

Const
Const
Eng

NA

Design

Eng

ÙYo

up lo 75o/o

Current Policy Ql26l20t3)

Planning/

Up to $50,000

up to
50o/o

Used MR&l policy

No mention in policy

Primarily Devils Lake lmpacts

No mention in policy

Partiatly addressed for
Missouri River intakes

0o/o

lmplemented during droughts

Description of Changes
Cost-Share defined as a grant or a loan. Engineer services defined relating
to pre-construction and construction. Programs defined as typically
associated with federal initiatives.

Increased ChiefEngineer's authority to approve cost-share and overruns

Cost-share exceeding $100M, additional information requested by the
State Water Commission will be used to determine cost-share.

Development of feasibility studies, mapping, and engineering designs.

Addresses a lack of water supply for domestic use or upgrades a water
supply to Primary Safe Drinkins Water Act standards.
Provides special consideration for improvements and expansions of a
water supply system serving an area that has a 3-year average population
growth in excess of 3%o per year, ¿ìs determined bv the Chief Engineer.
Provides for water treatment improvements that address impacts from
other State Vy'ater Commission projects. Grant funding to be determined
based on level of impact by the State Vy'ater Commission proiect.
Provides special consideration for improvements in service areas where
the anticipated aost per user each year (based on 5,000 gallons per month)
divided by the average annual median income per user is in the top quartile
of its peer group water systems (large city, small city, and regional) as

determined by the Chief Ensineer.
Addresses extraordinary repairs or replacement needs of a water supply
system due to damages from a recent natural disaster.

Federal Funding - no changes

Program uses state funding in support ofa federal initiative, program is
defined in Administrative Code.

Cost-Share Policy Outline
L Definitions and Eligibility

II Cost-Share Application and
Approval Procedures

III. Cost-Share Categories

A. Pre-Construction Expenses

B. \ù/ater Supply Proiects

Water Supply Project
(state funding- adds loan
funding for all categories,
allows combination of
grant and loan up to 80%)

2. Municipal, Rural And
Industrial Water Supply
Program

3. Drought Disaster Livestock
Water Supply Project
Assist.

5/22114



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505.0850

7O1-328-2750. TTY 800-3ó6-6888 . FAX 701-328-36

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: S. Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: Loan Program
DATE: }/.ay 21,2014

Section 1 1 of Senate Bill 2233, attached, (NDCC-61 -02-78) created an infrastructure revolving
loan fund to be established on January 1,2015. However, since Valley City has requested a loan
for the local cost share for their flood control project and we are recoÍrmending a loan for
Lisbon's flood protection project, it is appropriate to discuss the loan program prior to
consideration of those recommendations.

Senate Bill2233 requires that beginning on January 1,2015, ten percent of oil extraction moneys
deposited in the resources trust fund are made available for loans. The law requires the
commission to approve the project and loan, and the Bank of North Dakota to manage and
administer the loans. The interest rate is set at one and one-half percent and the Bank of North
Dakota may deduct one-half percent of this for administering the loan.

The bill also states that projects not eligible for the state revolving loan fund administered by the
Health Department will be given priority for these funds. Water supply projects are the only
projects eligible for State Water Commission cost share that are eligible for the state revolving
loan program.

State V/ater Commission staff estimates that ten percent of the deposit between January 1,2015
and the end of the biennium would result in $16.4 million being available for this loan program.

Any loans approved before January 1,2015, would not fall under this law. Since the
commission is tasked with adopting policies for the review and approval of loans under this
section of the law, it is appropriate to consider this law and interest rates for loans that do not fall
under this law prior to considering loans for Valley City and Lisbon.

BE:ph
Attachment

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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SECTION IO.

Faroo-ftloorhead flood control orolecl

ícr,r_,',unqrec írfiy.rnil!g!-dollarú-cnghell¡!_the nonfederal or iocal ccst of cor.,-*r,J-ÇttÎ-q.ê

federallv authorized Faro o-Moorhead flood control oroiec{.

L !_'l_c-t¡,rthsran¡iEg.*ajlj--glhel--law.--anv funds aooroprrated for the constructtort d--.-s
Fargo-Moorhead flood control oroiec't may þe-eemed-ol4gltofUture-b&n¡iunts.

3. Siale fund¡nq for Lhe Fargo- L!.Iie ttme

?nd_¡n_!fg_rn_a¡Lçf_-Oeternr¡ned__bj_![g legislatrve_?s_sernblv. either concurrently_ or _lqp*a_.!:a]E!i

frqn ls_d€ral_eld_lscal-.ts-ngltslqthefaræ-MgolLe¡C-lqo-EçErlrsþrotqcl

SECTION ll. A new section to chapter 61-02 of the North Dakota Century Code is created and
enacted as follows:

lntrgqt¡g_cjr_æl_e\r-eLv_!¡g_l_e.a_n_f¡¿nC__1*Q^e¡_t!!.Ur.ng.-a-pi¡.op.qi-ali.o_q¡-.$-uLqs-

1. An rnfraslrudutq revolvLoilean fund-is established on-Jenua-U:*?Qjt-Wtlþn-!lç.Le-ElLug,PyS
!r:USl_f@.-þ_p¡svlde þaJÌs for_water suoolv. flood protection. or othgl Waler deveìooment a¡d
water rnanagernent orojects
trust fund are made availab.le gn 1cs!ünuino basis for making loans in accordanc€ with this
secticn. Acc_ounts -!¡_?J_-Le__ËSte-b-tiShgg--¡-!he..¡eSp.V-rseS-lfUSLJunp-a-s.-.ne.-csssgq-.for. 

¡ts

management and administration.

L
L. &ges.çtrpLiga..-ollbs na!q!-e. eJìo-.p*ulp-oi€Lqf-the.plop-c-Þ-eg..rq[æçli-u.-ç!u¡-eJ¡t'Jrs4Jrei-uEi-09

an exolanatron of the need for lhe oroiect. the reasons whv rl ¡s_ in !_!ig uuUlf:_intgreS!, atd
the overall economic imoec't of the oroiect.

b. The esttmated cosl of lhe oro.ject and the amount of the lcan soucht and oiher oropcsecj
sources of funding.

g TlÌe extent to_rglhich qc,rEpielron of the prorect vrrtl prov:ce a benefr![o the state o!' r_eciqnF

within the state,

9. lrom the rnfrastruclure loarr fr.¡nd and tite

L
adminiEterino the infrastructure loan fund.

5, Prorects nol elroible for the state revolvino fund rvill beglyeß_el!-9llty_lgf.theEg_l_U¡6

SECTION 12. AMENDftIENT. Section 61-24.741 of lhe North Dakota Century Code is amended
and reenaclecl as follows:

61-21.î.01. Leglslatlve flndlngr and lntent - Authorlty to lgsue bonds.

t The legislative assembly finds that the provision of wàter of sufficient quantity and quality to
supply homeo, businesses, industries, wildlife, and recreation in the Red River valley wíthin this state is
necessary for the protection of health, property, and enterprises and for the promotíon of prosperity and
the general welfare of the people of the Red River valley and that construction of the Red Rlver valley
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Lt-^-
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Secretary
SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - City of Bisbee's Big Coulee Dam

Feasibility Study Project
DATE: ill4ay 19,2014

In their correspondence dated April 8, 2014, the City of Bisbee requested state cost-share
participation for their Big Coulee Dam Feasibility Study Project.

Big Coulee Dam is located in Section 36, Township 160 North, Range 68 V/est. The City of
Bisbee, Towner County 'Water Resource District and Towner County Commission will jointly
sponsor the study. The City of Bisbee is the owner of the dam.

There have been principal spillway and foundation issues at Big Coulee Dam over the past

decade. Due to the deteriorating of the spillway and the drainage system being only partially
functional, the dam is reaching a threshold where the safety of the dam may be a concem. The

State Water Commission recently did a dam safety inspection and recommended the City
conduct a study to determine alternative fixes to the dam.

The City expects to have the study completed in 2014 with design and repair efforts to begin in
20t5.

The study is estimated to cost $130,000, of which all is eligible for 50% cost share assistance, for
an amount not to exceed $65,000 in state funds.

I recommend that the State \üater Commission approve this request by the City of
Bisbee for state cost participation in the City's Big Coulee Dam Feasibility
Study, at an amount not to exceed $65,000 from the funds appropriated to
the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium. This approval
is subject to the entire contents of the recommendation contained herein and
availability of funds.

TS:MMB/1418

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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City of Bisbee PO Box 188 Bisbee, ND 58317

Melissa Ward

North Dakota State Water Commission

900 East Boulevard, Department 770

Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

RE: Cost-Share Request - Feasibility Study of Big Coulee Dam

Dear Melissa,

Prîncipal spillway and foundat¡on issues at Big Coulee Dam have been developing over the past decade

and are reaching a threshold where the safety of the dam may soon come into question. The most

recent dam safety inspection by the North Dakota State Water Commissíon recommended the CiW of
Bisbee conduct a study to determine alternative fixes to the dam. This letter addresses that
recommendation.

Attached ís the SWC Cost Share Request Form to conduct a feasibility study of the issues at the dam and

develop alternatives to repair the deficiencies, The CiW of Bisbee, the Towner County Water Resource

District, and the Towner County Commission will jointly sponsor the study. The City of Bisbee is the

owner of the dam. We understand the North Dakota State Water Commission will cost share feasibility

studies at 50 percent under current policy.

Due to the serious nature of darn safety and the condition of Big Coulee Dam, we ask you consider this

request at your earliest convenience. We hope to have the study complete by the end of 2OI4 in order

to quickly pursue repair options in 2015.

Thank you for your consideration of this important matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me with

any quest¡ons.

Kelly Bursinger

Mayor, City of Bisbee

Enclosure

KentVesterso, Choirmon, Towner County WRD

Rondy Benson, Towner County WRD

Mike Weisz, Towner County Commíssion

Dennis Reep, HDR Engíneering

CC:



ND STATE \ryATER COMMISSION
Project Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be frlled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as

needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
projeclprogram database. This form will serve as the first step in obtaining cost-share assistance.

Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SWC cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SWC Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use

extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program, or study name: Big Coulee Dam Feasibility Study

2. Sponsor(s): City of Bisbee, Towner Co. WRD, Towner Co. Commission (Big Coulee Dam Com

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): Towner County, Sect 36, Tl60N, R68V/

4. Description of request: E New ! Upaate (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the project, program, or study:
a. If study, what fype:
n Water Suppty I Hydrologic ! Floodplain Mgmt
n otner

b. If projectþrogram:
f] Flood Control n Snagging & Clearing

Bank Stabilization
Irrigation
'Water Supply

Ø Feasibility

E Water Quality
fl Rural Flood Control
E otner

Recreation
Channel Imp.

n vrutti-purpose

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: City of Bisbee and Towner County

7. Description of problem or need and how project addresses that problem or need:

The principal spillway at Big Coulee Dam is deteriorating and the drainage system is only
partially functional. This feasibility study will gather information, investigate alternatives, and
make a recommendation to address dam safety issues.

8. Has a feasibilify study been completed?: E y". Ø No n Ongoing n Not Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: Ey.r Øno nOngoing ENot Applicable

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: [Ves nNo lOngoing lnot Applicable



I . Have you applied for any state permits?: ny". ØNo nNot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

1 . Have you been approved for any state permits?: ny.. Ø No ! Not Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

13. Have you applied for any local permits?: ny.. ElNo ENot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

1 . Have you been approved for any local permits?: !Yes ENo ENot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

1 . Briefly explain the level of review the project or program has undergone:
This is in response to dam safety repofts generated by the NDSWC

I . Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,
permits, funding, local opposition, environmental concerns, etc.)?
Implementation funding will be an issue.

1 . Estimated ect or total im tation costs: $ 130,000

timeline consider when S\üC cost-share will be

Please explain implementation timelines, considering all phases and their current
status: Due to the tenuous situation at Big Coulee Dam, we expect the feasibility study to be

completed in2OI4, and the design and installation to begin in2015.

2 .Have assessment districts been formed?: EYes ElNo longoing lNot Applicable

Submitted by: Cíty of Bßbee, Kelly Bursinger, Møyor
Døte: April8,2014
Address ønd telephone: P.O. Box l88,Bisbee ND 58317 - (701) 477-3175 (w),(701)-228-8115 (c)

Mail to: ND State llater Commíssion, ATTN: Melíssø Behm, 900 E Boulevard Ave. Dept.
770, Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

Source Cash In-kínd
Federal $ $

State $ os,ooo $

Local $ 6s,ooo s
Total $ 130,000 $o

Source 20tt-2013
7/utt-6t30n3

2013-2015
7/t/13-6/30ns

2015-2017
7lt/t5-6/30n7

2017-2019
7nn1-6t30n9

Beyond 6/30/19

Federal $ $ $ $ $

State $ $ os,ooo $ $ $

Local $ $ os,ooo $ $ $

$ r¡o,oooTotal $o $o $o $o



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISÀ{ARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

TO

FROM:
SUBJECT:

DATE:

¿'-Lt

MEMORANDUM

Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission
Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Secretary

NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - City of Killdeer and Dunn County
Floodplain Mapping Project
}l4ay 19,2014

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY

In their correspondence dated April29,2014, the City of Kildeer and Dunn County requested state cost-
share participation for their Floodplain Mapping Project.

The City of Killdeer and Dunn County are experiencing significant impacts due to energy development in
the region. The most significant impact is in growth. The current estimates indicate that the City has

nearly doubled in size since the 2010 Census from 735 to nearly 1,400 residents. The City estimates
near-term population will grow to 4,000 people due to the continued energy development activity in the
region.

The floodplain mapping associated with the currently effective Flood Insurance Study (FIS) and Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) has not been updated since 1989. New and expanding businesses and
residential properties are proposing to be located along the major growth corridors near Highways 200
and22. As a result, development is encroaching upon the floodplains of Spring Creek and Gumbo Creek.
While the existing FIS is a detailed study, it does not identiff floodway and flood fringe, making it
difficult for the City and County to effectively implement floodplain-zoning requirements. Rather,
individual projects are navigating the LOMR process, which is unlikely to result in effective floodplain
management or the protection of property and public safety.

The State Water Commission has recognized the need to update the City and surrounding region's
floodplain mapping, ranking the area highly in this year's funding request to FEMA. Unfortunately,
FEMA has delayed release of information in regards to which the state's project will be awarded funding.
Additionally, should the study be included in FEMA funding, the process will likely not result in an
updated analysis or mapping for at least 2 years.

The proposed project will supply the City and County with the necessary tools to provide effective
floodplain management through proper administration of floodplain zoning requirements. Additionally,
this project will allow for informed development, reducing the likelihood of constructing new structures
in areas at risk from flooding.

The project is estimated to cost $110,000, of which all is eligible for 50% cost share assistance, for an
amount not to exceed $55,000 in state funds.

I recommend that the State Water Commission approve this request by the City of Killdeer and
Dunn County for state cost participation in the Floodplain Mapping Project, at an
amount not to exceed $55,000 from the funds appropriated to the State Water
Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium. This approval is subject to a the entire
contents of the recommendation contained herein and availability of funds.

TS:MMB/1577

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRAAAN
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165 IìAILROAD STREETSE . l'.O. tsOX.270
KILLDEER, ND 58640-0270 , 701-764-5295

April29,20l4

Todrl Sanclo, State Errgirrecr

State Water Co¡runissiort

900 East Boulevarcl Avellue
Bisrrrarck, ND 58505-0850

I(illcleer attcl Dunn Couttty Floodplain Ma¡rpirtg Frrntlilg

Deal Mr, Sando:

T'he Cit¡, ol I(illcleer (City) ancl Dunrr Corrnty (Courrty) are expet'iencing significaut inr¡racts cltre to ettergy

devetoprnerrt irr the regiou, The nrosl sigrriticant irrr¡racf is iu tlre gt'ox4lt lcsultittg fi'ottt this etìct'gy

clcvelo¡lrnenl, Irorexanr¡lle, current estinlates i¡rdicate that the City lras nearl¡,dorrblecl itt siz-c siltce tlte

20 l0 Ccnsus. fiolll a ¡topulation of 735 to nearly 1,400.'l'he City cstitrtatcs lteat-fenll po¡rtrlation rvill

grorv to 4,000 peo¡tle <lue lo colltilluecl enelgy clevelollnre rtt activitl, in the legion rvif h tlie Ceitrttty secirtg a

colles¡rottrlitrg aucl sitttilal irtclease itt ¡ro¡lttlation tlrt'ougltout.

'l'lre City arr<l Couut¡, are acl<lressirrg the r:lrallerrges of tlris grorvtlt itt tttatt¡, rva5's, ittclttclirtg developttrettt

of a Lancl tJse ancl Crcu'th Marragernelt Plan, irrtpleuteutation of tteu,storttttt,atet ntanagenreltt stattclat'ds,

clevelopnrcnt of a Ca¡:ital lrrr¡rrovernenl Plan, and constlttction of critical inhastttlctttre. l-lotvever, eaclt of'

these iteuls cloes not acklress an adclitiorral challcnge, lhe or¡l<l¡rte<l llood¡rlairr rtrap¡lirtg associatecl rvith tllc

crrllelrtl¡, cffbctive Floo<l lllsurance Stud¡,(lìlS) aud Floorl lusuraltoe Rate Map (FIRM) tvlticlt ltavc ltot

beerr u¡rclated sincc 1989,

Nerv and expanrling lrrrsillesses and rcsiclential¡lroperlics nle ¡rtoposittg to lre locatecl aloltg tlte tttajor'

glorvtlr cot'r'iclors alorrg t-liglrl,a),s 200 nvl 22. As a lestrlt, clcvelopurent is eltcroacltitt¡1 u¡lott tlte

floodplairrs of thc S¡rrirrg Cleek and Gr¡rnbo Cl'eek. While the existing FIS is a cletailed stttrl¡', it díd rrot

identis floo<lrvay ancl flooclfi'irrge, rnakiug it difficult lor flte Cily anclCouuty to effeclit'el), arld

irrtelligentl¡,iur¡rlerrrerrl flootl¡llairr zonirrg rcclrrirerttettls. Ratlter', illdividt¡aI projects are ttavigatittg tlte



-foclcl 
Sando. State ltlgineel

Re: I(illdeer arrcl Dr¡nn Courrty Flood¡llairr Ma¡rping lrrrrrcling
L1tril29,20l4
Page 2 of3

LOMR process. r'esulting ìtt a "pieccnreal" aql¡l'oach that is rrrrlikely lo rest¡lt ilr eflèctír'e floodplailr
tutartagcntcrrt ol tlre ¡rrutecliorr ol'¡l'o¡rerty ancl public safcfy,

l'he State Watel'Conlt¡rission (SWC) ltas lecogrtizecl fhe ueecl to u¡rdatc the Ci5, ancl surror¡ncling rcgiorr's
flooclplairr uta¡t¡rittg, rartking the at'ea highl¡. in this yenr''s fundirrg lequesl to FllMA. Unf'orturrately,
FIIMA has clelaycrl lclease of irrfblnratiort irt regarcls to rvhich statc's ¡llo.icc( rvill l¡c arvaldcd fìrncling.
Actclitiorrall¡,, sltoulcl the sludy bc inclrrdecl ilr FEMA furtclirrg, llre ¡rlocess u,ill likely not l'esr¡lf in alt

rr¡l<latecl arrall,sis ol nta¡l¡littg lol at least 2 years. hr liglrt of this, tlre City arrrl Counl¡,, in colrsultatiolt rvith
SWC stafï have icleltlifìccl SWC Cost-Sltale ñrrtdirrg as tlte besl averrue to r¡se in oltler' (o corrr¡rlete a

floodplain rrrap¡rirrg arrrl le-sltrcly irr a tirrrcly fashion.

The City attrl Courtfy are ¡rro¡rosiug a 50/50 cost-share futt<ling ap¡lloaclr (oleligible cosls) rvith the SWC.
The ¡u'oposcd ¡rroject'rvill be corlpleted in accordance rvilh the techuical s¡lecificatiorrs oll¡ollr f he SWC
ancl FEMA, enstrlirtg tlre lottgevitl, aud useflluess of the stucl¡,. 'fl¡ic ploject n,il[ ¡llovide the nee<led

ìnfor'¡natiort thc City artd Corrrtty to balance elÏeclive floodplain urauagcurctrl rvith clevelopnìetìt to

¡rrovide tlte selvices arrd facilitics neeclerl tbl tl¡e Êrìelg1, sector'.

Technlcol Deloils

'l-lte ploposecl ntapping art<l t'e-sttrcly eflbrt ort GurrrLro Creek rvill extencl fronl the l-nlile extratel'itorial
boundar;', to tlre corrfìuerrce rvilh S¡rring Cleek. The alralysis aud rna¡l¡rirrg et'fort for Splirig C¡'eek rvill
extend ul)stleant ol l06th Aventte to arì alea tltat a¡lpears to inclucle break-orrt flol, tlraf lras the potctrtial
to leavc tlte Sprirtg Creek tvate¡'sherl and florr, to a tlilrrrtary of the Mrrr'¡rlì), Creek rvaterslrecl, The

¡tlo¡rose<l stu<ly rvill inclrrcle the tbllorvirrg:

¡ I-iDAR allcl/ol pltologt'atuttrctric to¡rogla¡rhic data collection tlrloughorrt the strrcþ,area;
¡ lricld sutve)/ clata collectiort fol in-cltatrrtcl gcoructr),¿rucl fbr all strt¡ctule clossilrgs;
. Updatecl lt¡,<lrologic rìnaly,5i5 for Sprirrg Cleek;
. I-I.\,ch'ologic Anall,sis for Gun¡bo Cleek;
. llEC-GcolìAS [.{¡,clrarrlic Morlel of lhc cnlirc stucl¡, ¡¡ç,,'
¡ Irlooclrva), encloachuìeut nrrnlysis;

¡ 100-),r'er,ent f'loocllllairt rnallpiug inclucling lloodtì'irrge aud floodrva), clelirrea(iou,

Benefils of Pr_gject

'lhe ¡rt'o¡toserl project rvill supply the City atirl Courrty rvith the correc:t tools to ¡lrovicle effective
flood¡rlairt tlattagetttertt tltlorrglt the ¡rt'opcl adr¡tirtistration ol fìoocl¡rlairr zonirrg lccprirerrrerrts.

Atlditiouall¡,, tltis ¡lt'o.iect rvill allorv ficr infolrrtcd clcvelo¡rnrent, reclrrcing the likelitroocl of coustltrcting
ncu'sltuctrrres in areas at risk florn [ìooding.



'I'oclcl Sando, State Engineer.
Re: Killdeer ard Dr¡r cou'ty Floodplairr Mnpping r.-uncli'g
Aptil29,2014
Page 3 of3

Sirrce¡ely

arq
M^¿r- K*"t -

Cily of

E¡lc,

Sandy Rohdc
Dulrn Corurty, Plarurirrg nncl Zoning Acllninislrntor

state rr¡y'ater conlnrission Project Iufonnation ancl cost-slrar.e Requests



ND STATE WATER COMMISSION
Project Information and Cost-Share Request f,'orm

This form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as

needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
project/program database. This form will serye as the first step in obtaining cost-share assistance.
Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SWC cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SWC Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use
extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program, or study name: City of Killdeer and Dunn County Floodplain Mapping

2. Sponsor(s): City of Killdeer, Dunn County

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): Killdeer, ND

4. Description of request: New ! UpOate (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the project, program, or study:
a. If study, what type:

Water Supply I Hydrologic
Other

Floodplain Mgmt I Feasibility

b. If projecVprogram:
! nlood Control
! Recreation
n channel Imp.
tr prult¡-purpose

Snagging & Clearing
Bank Stabilization
Irrigation

Water Quality
Rural Flood Control
Other

I Water Supply

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: City of Killdeer, Dunn County

7. Description ofproblem or need and how project addresses that problem or need:

Gumbo and Spring Creeks are in need of an updated regulatory floodplain detemrination. This is

listed as a high priority for the State. This project will map the floodplain to allow for new
determinations.

8. Has a feasibility study been completcd?: I y"r n¡,Io tr Ongoing Not Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: Iy"r INo EOngoing Not Applicable

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: nYes INo f]Ongoing Et,¡ot Applicable



11. Have you applied for any state permits?: f y.r n ¡lo
a. If yes, please explain:

12. Ilave you been approved for any state permits?: n y.r f] No El Not Appticable
a. If yes, please explain:

13. Have you applied for any local permits?: I yer n¡¡o Ø¡r{ot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

Not Applicable

14. Have you been approved for any local permits?: nyes n no
a. lf yes, please explain:

Not Applicable

15. Briefly explain the level ofreview the project or program has undergone:
Reviewed at the local and state level, determined a high priority

16. Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,
permits, funding local opposition, environmental concerns, etc)?
Funding

17. Estimated costs: $ I 1 000

18. timeline consider when SWC cost-share will be

19. Please explain implementation timelines, considering all phases and their current
status: This project can begin once funding is secured.

20. Have assessrnent districts been formcd?: Iyes f]no trOngoing Not Applicable

Submitted by: Dawn Mørquardt - Cíty Auditor, Sandy Rohde - County Adminístrator
Date:4-29-14
Address and telephone: PO Box 270, Kìlldeer ND 58640

Møil to: ND State Wster Commission, ATTN: Jeffrey Mattern, 900 E Boulevard Ave. Dept.
770, Bismørck, ND 58505-0850

ect or total
Source Cash In-hind

Federal $ $
State $ so,ooo $
Local $ eo,ooo $
Total $ I10,000 $o

Source 201 l-2013
Tllllt-6t30ns

2013-2015
7lIts-6t30n5

20t 5-201 7
7lUt5-6t30n7

2017-20t9
7llt7-6t30n9

Bcyond 6130119

Federal $ $ $ $ $
State $ $ 5o,ooo $ $ $
Local $ $ oo,ooo $ $ $
Total So $ I l o,ooo $o $o $o



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSlrîARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505'0850

TO:

FROM:
SUBJECT:

DATE:

MEMORANDUM

Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

6,hodd Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Secretary
NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - Mercer County Water Resource District's
LiDAR Collection Project
I|l4ay 19,2014

In their correspondence dated April29,2074,the Mercer County Water Resource District requested state
cost-share participation for their LiDAR Collection Project.

The Mercer County Water Resource District is currently proceeding with a Section 22 Sfidy with the US
Army Corps of Engineers and the State Water Commission. The LiDAR data would assist in finding
solutions to the persistent Knife River flooding. It would leverage the hydrology and hydraulic studies
already completed by the State Water Commission.

In March, 2014 the Mercer County Water Resource District approached the State Water Commission
about participating in an ongoing Federal/State LiDAR Collection to take place in Divide, Burke,
Mountrail, MClean, and northern portions of Burleigh and Kidder Counties. This collection is scheduled
to take place in the Spring and Fall of 2014 and is identified in yellow as shown on the attached map.

The Federal/State LiDAR coalition funding this collection is made up of the US Army Corps of
Engineers, NRCS, USGS, and the State Water Commission, of which all are ND Silver Jacket Flood Risk
Management Team Charter Members. This informal coalition also includes the USFWS and FEMA
Region VIII, although they do not have any funding in this current project.

The LiDAR collection for Mercer County would be identical to the plans and specs for the rest of the

Federal/State LiDAR Collection and allow for a contiguous collection, especially important for the
northem border of Mercer County and Lake Sakakawea shoreline, which is being collected by the US
Army Corps of Engineers Omaha District. Additionally, "quality assurance I qluality checks" for the
project would be conducted by the USGS at no additional cost to Mercer County, which is a requirement
for FEMA Mapping and the USGS National Elevation Data base.

Additionally, funding would allow the Mercer County Water Resource to enter into a contract agreement
with the US Army Corps of Engineers St Louis District (Federal Center of Expertise for GIS / LiDAR),
which acts as the contracting agency for the Federal/State Coalition and the project as previously
identified.

The project is estimated to cost $234,000, of which all is eligible for 50% cost share assistance, for an
amount not to exceed $117,000 in state funds.

I recommend that the State Water Commission approve this request by the Mercer County
Water Resource District for state cost participation in the District's LiDAR
Collection Project, at an amount not to exceed $117,000 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015 biennium.
This approval is subject to the entire contents of the recommendation contained herein
and availability of funds.
TS:MMB/2045

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRAAAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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Mercer County Water
Resource District

?¿. 70t-74î-2206

7æ701-748-62Ø

April 29, 2014

Todd Sando, State Engineer
ND State Water Commission
900 E Boulevard Ave, Dept 770
Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

Re: Cost-Share Request for Mercer County L¡DAR Collection

I enclose with this letter a Gost-Share Request for Collection of LIDAR Data in
Mercer County. The cost figures used in this Request are based on a quote from
Fugro Horizons under their contract with the Corps of Engineers. The collection
will meet L¡DAR specifications for FEMA/USGS mapping requirements. This
collection will be targeted for the fall of 2014, and will be added to the State and
Federal L|DAR Collection Project currently ongoing for Divide, Burke, Mountrail,
Mclean, and southern Burleigh and Kidder Counties. We understand and are
informed that the various state and federal agencies that are part of this
collection have approved us for addition to the project - subject to approval by
the State Water Commission of this request for a Cost-Share.

While I have not indicated this in the Cost-Share form, it is my understanding
that USGS will be providing the third party QA/QC as "work in kind" for this
collection. Since we are woiking with the same contractor, we expect that our
collection will match the plans and specifications of the rest of the Federal/State
collection that is on-going.

L

APR 3 i; 2014I Hall



ND STATE \MATER COMMISSIOI\
koject Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as

needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
projeclprogram database. This form will serve as the first step in obtaining cost-share assistance.
Once a project has been frrlly developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SWC cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SWC Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use
extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program, or study name: Mercer County LiDAR Colection

2. Sponsor(s): Mercer County Water Resource Board

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): All of Mercer County

4. Description of request: New I UpOate (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the project, program, or study:
a. If study, what type:
n Water Supply ! Hydrologic
n otner

Snagging & Clearing
Bank Stabilization
Irrigation

n \Vater Supply

Floodplain Mgmt ! Feasibility

n Water Quality
E Rural Flood Control
n otner

b. Ifprojecflprogram:
Flood Control
Recreation
Channel Imp.
Multi-Purpose

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: The
a/r¿ /oca¿ a*7 ¿c-Yrvpa'^íc'r

7. Description of problem or need and how project addresses that problem or need:
Mercer County is in the middle of a Section 22 sfiidy with the COE and State rù/ater

Commission, and the LiDAR date would assist us in frnding solutions to persistent Knife River
Flooding. It would leverage the hydrology and hydraulics studies already completed by the
State Water Commission.

and several citics

8. IIas a feasibilify study been completed?: Ey.r nno n Ongoing Not Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: !y.. nNo nOngoing

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: flyes n¡lo lOngoing

Not Applicable

Not Applcable



11. Ilave you applied for any state permits?: ! y.t
a. ffyes, please explain:

No !NotApplicable

12. Ilave you been approved for any state permits?: ny..
a.If yes, please explain:

No nNotAppHcable

13. Have you applied for any local permits?: ny..
a. ffyes, please explain:

No f]Not Applicable

14. Ilave you been approved for any local permits?: flyes
a.If yes, please explain:

Eno !¡votappticable

ls._lriglly explaÍn the level of review the project or program has undergone:'We have discussed this with the stakeholders mentioned and they support this effo¡t.
1ó. Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,

permits, funding, local opposition, environmental concerns, etc.)?
Funding the local share is the challenge and we are confident we can raise those funds.

17. Estimated ect or total costs:

18. timeline consider when SIVC cost-share will be

19. Please
status:

e*plain implementation timelines, considerÍng all phases and their current
We are proposing this for afall2014 collection.-

20. Have assessment districts been formed?: lyes No nOngoing [Not Appticabte

Submûtted by: Gregory L. Lønge
Date: AprtI29,2014
Address ønd telephone: Po Box 4Bt Høzen ND sïs4s 70r.74g.2206

Mail to: ND State Water Commissíon, ATTN: Melisss Behm,900 E BoulevørdAve. Dept
770, Bísmarck, ND 58505-0850

Source Cøsh fn-kínd
Federal $ $
State $ I t7,ooo $
Local $1t7,ooo $
Total $234,000 $o

Source 20tt-2013
7/utt-6ß0t13

2013-2015
7l1ll3-6t30ns

2015-2017
7nfl5-6t30n7

2017-2019
7/u17-6t30n9

Beyond 6130119

Federal $ $ $ $ $
State $ $ t tz,ooo $ $ $
Local $ $ t tz,ooo $ $ $
Total $o $z¡¿,ooo $o $o $o



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSlrlARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

+

TO

MEMORANDUM

Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission
Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/SecretaryFROM:

SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - City of Marion Flood Mitigation
Project
I|1.ay 19,2014DATE:

In their correspondence dated April 29, 2014, the City of Marion requested state cost-share
participation for their Flood Mitigation Project.

The City made a cost share request in the fall of 2013 that was denied due to the project being an

urban drainage issue, therefore making the project ineligible under the cost share program.
LaMoure County has scheduled a reconstruction project for the summer of 2014 which will re-
establish all drainage along the highway, including the area noted as eastern slough, which will
create a rural drainage issue which meets cost share requirements.

In recent years the City of Marion has been fighting the rising waters of Boom Lake to the west
and a slough on the eastern side of town. Boom Lake is a closed basin and was recently studied
by the State Water Commission (March 2012). The slough on the east is divided by LaMoure
County Highway No. 61. The culverts under the highway were plugged by the city in the 1990's
to reduce the impact of the slough to the community. The soils in this area are highly permeable,
so the slough slowly seeps from east to west, but the rate is manageable due to the plugged
culverts.

The City has plugged the gravity drain from the north end of town into Boom Lake and has
manually pumped the drainage ditch for the last 3 years. Flooding of the slough located on the
eastern side of town has endangered multiple homes, a church and a sewage lift station. This area
is pumped yearly by the local fire department. LaMoure County is planning to reconstruct
Highway No. 61 in the sunìmer of 2014. V/ith that project all highway drainage will be
reestablished, which will reconnect the slough creating a 1.5 square mile watershed that outlets
to the eastern side of Marion.

The proposed project will involve constructing a pennanent pumping station in the existing
drainage ditch and diverting runoff from the slough on the eastern side of town via a new storm
sewer. This will prevent flooding of the eastern side of town. The City is requesting cost share

on the drainage pipe and pump station required to convey those flows. The project will include
items not eligible for cost share in regards to internal drainage issues that the city will also
address.

The project is estimated to cost $521,480, of which 5341/42 is eligible for 60Yo cost share

assistance as a rural flood control project. However, because ïYo of the drainage area was
determined to be from an urban source, it is not considered eligible for cost share assistance.
The cost share amount will be determined by multiplying the eligible costs by 92o/o to account

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHAIRMAN CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



for the portion of the drainage areathat is urban in nature, then multiplying that amount by 60%.
The amount recommend for cost share is not to exceed $188,366 in state funds.

I recommend that the State Water Commission approve this request by the City of
Marion for state cost participation in the Marion Flood Mitigation and
Lagoon Drainage Project, at an amount not to exceed $1881366 from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium. This approval is subject to the entire contents of the
recommendation contained herein and availability of funds.

TS:MW/2048
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'> Apri|,29,2014

Melissa Ward
North Dakota State Water Commission

900 E. Boutevard Ave

Department 770

Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

llAY - ) 2014

Re: City of Marion
Updated Cost Share Request

Dear Ms Ward:

On behatf of the City of Marion, ptease find attached the Cost-Share Request Form. The

city is requesting assistance with floodwaters and other drainage issues.

The City made an initial request in the fatt of 2013 which was rejected. At the time, the
rejection was based on the information that the cutverts under LaMoure County Highway

ól were plugged, therefore the drainage issue the city was experiencing was an Urban

drainage issue. LaMoure County has scheduted a reconstruction project for the summer of
2014which will re-estabtish atl drainage along the highway, including the area noted

below as the eastern stough, which witl create a Rural drainage issue which meets the
Cost Share Requirements. The City needs to install these improvements so drainage can be

accommodated when the cutverts are instatted by the County.

ln recent years the city has been fighting the rising waters of Boom Lake and a stough on

the eastern side of town. Boom Lake is a closed basin and was recentty studied by the
State Water Commission (Mitchet[ Weier prepared the report). The city ptugged the
gravity drain from the north end of town and has manuatty pumped the drainage ditch for
the last 2 years. Ftooding of the stough located on the eastern side of town has

endangered multiple homes, a church and a sewage lift station. This area is pumped

yearly by the local fire department.

The proposed project witl provide a permanent pumping station in the existing drainage

ditch and reroute water from the slough on the eastern side of town.

The City of Marion is a community of 133 peopte. Their onty sources of revenue are
property taxes, sales taxes, garbage fees, and sewage fees. The City witt pay for their
[oca[ share by obtaining a Ctean Water SRF loan from the North Dakota Department of
Health. The City is requesting that the State Water Commission consider the City's abitity
to pay in this request. At this time it is unsure if this project woutd falI under flood

N^üoN^l P¡n¡t¡qrMr
R¡g¡o¡¡¡r ur¡m¡¡
TtuJl¡oAo,¡toR



I

protection or drainage, so both cost share amounts are represented in the cost estimate,

but the City is requesting that the ftood protection rate be utitized.

The City is requesting Cost Share on the drainage pipe and pump station to convey those

ftows. The project witl inctude items not etigible for cost share in regards to internal
drainage issues. Attached to this letter please find the Cost Share Apptication, detaited
Cost Estimate, Pretiminary Construction Plans, and Highway 61 Construction Plans. lf you

have any questions or concerns please contact me at 701-845-9439.

Sincerety,

KLJ

Erik Gitbertson, PE

Project Manager

Project #: 5412100

Nrt¡o¡rt l¡r¡l¡cll¡
l¡clon¡t orllrtt¡
lru¡t¡orovl¡or

Page 2 of 2



ND STATE \TATER COMMISSION
Project Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as

needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's

project/program database. This form will serve as the first step in obtaining cost-share assistance.

Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SV/C cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SV/C Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and

engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use

extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program, or study name: Marion Flood Mitigation & Lagoon Drainage

2. Sponsor(s): City of Marion

3. Location (county, cify, township, etc.): City of Marion

4. Description of request: New I Update (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the project, program, or study:
a. If study, what fype:
I Water Supply
E ottrer

! Hydrologic ! ntooOplain Mgmt E Feasibility

b. If projectþrogram:
E ntoo¿ Control

Recreation
Channel Imp.
Multi-Purpose

f] Snagging & Clearing
Bank Stabilization
Irrigation
Water Supply

E Water Quality
E Rurat Flood Control

Other

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: City of Marion, LaMoure County'Water Resource Distrirq

7. Description of problem or need and how project addresses that problem or need:

Provide piping, permanent pumping system for flood protection and lagoon drainage.

8. Has a feasibility study been completed?: I y". No I Ongoing I Not Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: Yes INo flongoing INot Applicable

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: IYes ENo Ongoing nNot Applicable



11. Have you applied for any state permits?: Yes flNo I Not Applicable
a. If yes, please explain: included with request (if needed)

l2.Haveyou been approved for any state permits?: IY.t
a. If yes, please explain:

No E Not Applicabte

13. Have you applied for any local permits?: Yes nNo ENot Appticable
a. If yes, please explain: Met with LaMoure County Water Resource District

14. Have you been approved for any local permits?:
a. If yes, please explain:

flY.. E No E Not Applicable

15. Briefly explain the level of review the project or program has undergone:
Environmental Solicitations were sent out and responses received.

16. Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,
permits, funding, local opposition, environmental concerns, etc.)?
none

17. Estimated ect or total im costs: $ 51 1 5

18. timeline consider when SWC cost-share will be

19. Please explain implementation timelines, considering all phases and their current
status: Start project immediately following approval of funds, complete within 90 days of

approval, pending weather and crops.

20. Have assessment districts been formed?: f]Yes ENo lOngoing Not Applicable

Submítted by: Gene Rode, Mayor
Date: 8/20/2013
Address and telephone: 701-669-2330

Maíl to: ND Støte Water Commissíon, ATTN: Melissa Behm, 900 E Boulevard Ave. Dept.

770, Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

In-kínclCashSource
$s20t,652Federal
$$t62,459State
$$ 157,359Local
$o$52t,470Total

Beyond 6130/192015-2017
7n/15-6t30/17

2017-2019
7/ut1-6t30119

2013-2015
7/Ut3-6t30n5

Source 20lt-2013
Tnnt-6130113

$$ $$ Szot,aszFederal
$$ $$ $rc2,+s9State
$$ $$ $ tsz,¡s9Local

$o $oSszt,+to $oTotal $o



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSlvlARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

TO:

FROM:
SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM

Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission
Sando, PE, Chief EngineeriSecretary

NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - City of Pembina 2014 Flood Protection
System Modifications Project - Cost Overrun
lu4ay I9,2Ol4DATE:

The City of Pembina (City) received approval for state cost-share participation fortheirUS Army Cqrps
of Engineers Section 408 Review on the City's Flood Control Levee Certification Project in the amount
of $ 181,200. The City also received approval for state cost-share participation for the construction of the
Flood Protection System Modifications Project on March 17,2014 in the amount of $660,900.

In May 2011, the City submitted a proposal to the US Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) to raise the
floodwall and levee as part of the certification process. Because the City's flood protection system was
built by the Corps, any modification to it requires Corps approval. The City has received the final Section
408 Major Modification approval from the Corps.

The project is located in the W % of Section 4,8 y2 of Section 5, NE % of Section 8 and NW % NW % of
Section 9, Township 163 North, Range 51 West.

In order to meet the certification criteria outlined in 44 CFR 65.10, the levee must be raised and the
floodwall must be rehabilitated and raised along with other related improvements. The project is intended
to address these requirements and ensure the levee system continues to be shown as providing protection
from the lolo chance flood.

The earthen levee portion of the protection system will be raised an average of .3 feet and the concrete
floodwall will be raised an average of .7 feet. The dike will have a top width of l0 feet with interior and
exterior side slopes of 3:1. The dike will also be vegetated with developer sod to prevent erosion.

The City opened bids for the project on May 12,2014. The bids were divided into two components. First
component is for the floodwall (51,382,260) and the other for the embankment and miscellaneous
infrastructure ($678,120) for a total of$2,060,380.

The primary reason for the higher earthwork prices are a combination of factors including heavy
local/regional workload, a late start to the construction season, and the influence of the work in western
North Dakota. Contractors are at or near capacity in the region. Completion of the project in 2015 will
not affect the USACE Major Mod or FEMA certification processes.

The project is now estimated to cost $2,060,380, of which 51,719,969 is eligible for 60%;o cost share
assistance as a flood control project, for an amount not to exceed $1,031,981 in state funds. With the
previously approved $660,900 and additional $371,081 is requested.

I recommend the State Water Commission approve this request by the City of Pembina for
state cost participation cost overrun in the City's 2014 Flood Protection System Modifïcations
Project, at an amount not to exceed $371,081 from the 2013-2015 appropriated funds. This
approval is subject to the entire contents of the recommendation contained herein and
the availability of funds.
TS:MMB/1444

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P,E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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Aprll24,2014

Mr. Todd Sando, P.E.
State Engineer
North Dakota State Water Commission
900 East Boulevard Avenue, Dept. 770
Bismarck. ND 58505-0850

Am ;: l', 2014 ,,

Re: Pembina Flood Protection System Modifications Project (Project)

Mr. Sando:

The City opened bids for the Project on April 14,2014. Only 2 bids were rêcéived from 23
registered plan holders. The Engineers estimate at the bid opening was $,l.35M and the bids
received were approximately $2.2M and $2.4M. Given the excessive neturê of the bids
received, the City rejected all bids and is pursuing a Project re-bid to be opened May 12,2014

ln talking with Contractors, it is apparent that regional overall workload is good, with work in
western North Dakota also heavily influencing prices and system capacity. That said, we still
see a distinct opportunity to rebid the Project in 2 concurrent phases.

o 1. Floodwall
o 2. Embankment

Discussions with floodwall contractors indicate re-bid prices at or near the Engineer's original

estimate, with the re-bid embankment work appealing to additional mid-size earthwork
contractors in the region that did not bid the first time. By breaking the Project into these two

components, we see floodwall (concrete) contractors willirrg to Pririte ihat phase at a ieasonable
price, with both larger and mid-size earthwork contractors able to bid the relatively modest

embankment and miscellaneous work at a reasonable price without the liability and complexity

of the floodwall work. We feel the opportunity is reasonable for better prices that are much

closer to the Engineer's estimate.

As you know, the State Water Commission (SWC) approved cost share for the Project based

upon an approximate $1M construction estimated cost submitted in February 2014. Most of the

reason for the difference between the $1M approved and $1.35M actual estimate included:

. The original estimate was prepared prior to final engineering primarily due to timing and

advance notice needed to be considered by the SWC. The final details and costs of the

Project were further developed after the February 2014 SWC cost-share request.

. Contingency was not considered with the February estimate.

"0//ptl SeJflemø¿ i/4 t/,p ba'bola4."
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Given the fluctuating nature of construction industry costs, please consider this request for
additional cost-share with construction now estimated at $1.35M plus 10% contingency for a
total of $1.49M. This request and the phased approach does not change the actual permitted

Project in any way. With the bid opening May 12, we will be able to provide the actual numbers
to SWC statf well in advance of the May 29 meeting in Bismarck.

The Project has evclr¡ed to the point where construction is imminent. lt is critical that we move
forward on this important Project prior to another Spring flood event. The SWC has been
exemplary and we could not ask for a more supportive partner. We just ask for your continued
support and understanding, with hopes that you recognize our diligence in obtaining flood
protection in the best fiscal interest of both the citizens of Pembina and North Dakota.

We look forward to your consideration of our request at the upcoming SWC meeting.

Sincerely,

¿.

Mayor of Pembina

"0/1¿¿J SeJll¿nøJ ¡n ¿k bc,l,ola4|



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

Jt-t
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Secretary
SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request -Pembina County Water Resource

District's Drain 11 Outlet Extension Project
DATE: I|lday 19,2014

In their correspondence dated April 15, 2014, the Pembina County V/ater Resource District
requested state cost-share participation for their Drain 11 Outlet Extension Project.

Landowners in Pembina Township have experienced crop loss and flooding in the past few
years. The outlet of Drain 11 was reconstructed several years ago, however, the design is
insuff,rcient due to sediment issues from the Pembina River.

The Pembina River flows into a u-shaped area between the drain outlet and the river and deposits
sediment in front of the culverts blocking all flow. The blocked culverts hold water on Pembina
County Highway 55, which is a main artery for east and west traffic.

The project is located in Section 15, Township 163 North, Range 52 West. The project will
extend the current outlet and culvert structure to the river, which will alleviate the sediment
issue. All of the current outlet structure will remain in place with modifications to the headwall
and culverts to allow for the extension of the outlet.

The project is estimated to cost 5322,717, of which $279,467 is eligible for 45Yo cost share
assistance, for an amount not to exceed 5125,760 in state funds.

I recommend that the State'Water Commission approve this request by the Pembina
County'Water Resource District for state cost participation in the District's
Drain 11 Outlet Extension Project, at an amount not to exceed $125,760 from
the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-
2015 biennium. This approval is subject to a signed drain permit and the
entire contents of the recommendation contained herein and availability of funds.

TS:MMB/1140

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRA4AN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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Pembina County'Water Resource District

Drain Number 11 Outlet Extension



PEMBINA COUNTY
WATER RESOTIRCE DISTRICT

308 Courthouse Drive #5
Cavalier, North Dakota 58220

Phone: 701 -265-45 I I
Fa>r:701-2654165

April 15,2014

Todd Sando, State Engineer
State V/ater Commission
900 East Boulevard
Bismarck, ND 58505

Re: Request for cost-share assistance

Dear Mr. Sando:

Landowners in Pembina township have suffered tremendous crop loss and flooding in a number
of the past years. The outlet of Drain I I was reconstructed several years ago; however, the
design has proven to be insuff,rcient due to sediment issues from the Pembina River. The board
designated Jeff Daley with Kadrmas, Lee and Jackson to help in the planning process for a
solution to remedy the problem. A proposal to extend the current outlet and culvert structure to
the river was designed and will alleviate the sediment issue. All of the current strucfire will
remain in place with modifrcations to the headwall and culverts to allow for the extension of the
outlet. The landowner support of the project was overwhelming with over 90% of the ballots
returned voting for the project.

The Pembina County'Water Resource District Board of Managers is hereby requesting cost-share
assistance for the above described project. I am enclosing a copy of the Engineer's Estimate and
a copy of the plans showing the line and design of the proposed drain.

Ifyou have any questions, please feel free to contact our office.

Sincerely,

County Resource District

Kemp, Secretary

APR
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ITEM #

PEMBINA COUNW LEGAT DRAIN 11

Extend 60" CSP Outlet Pipes & lnstall Headwall & Wingwall

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

1

2

3

4

6

7

8
o

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

Based on DA of6,391 41 Acres

CONTRACT BOND

REMOVE & REINSTALL 60" CSP FLAP GATES
COMMON EXCAVATION-TYPE B

MUCK EXCAVATION
BORROW
TOPSOIL-IMPORTED

FOUNDATION PREPARATION

FOUNDATION FILL

AGGREGATE BASE COURSE CL 5
CLASS AE-3 CONCRETE
MOBILIZATION
TRAFFIC CONTROL
RIPRAP - LOOSE ROCK

FLOTATION SILT CURTAIN
FIBER ROLLS 12IN

SEEDING-HYDRO MULCH

GEOGRID
GEOTEXTILE FABRIC TYPE RR

GEOTEXTILE FABRIC TYPE R1

PIPE CORR STEEL.138IN 60IN

CS P HEADWALUWINGWALUCUTOFF WALL

1

4

243

348

2209
181

1

575
673

282
1

1

178

150

100

0.27

417
178

650

300
oÃ

7,500 00

4,000.00
3,645 00

6,960 00

16,567 50

2,896 00

1 0,000.00

23,000.00
17,498 00

28,200 00

9,500 00

1,500 00

12,460.00

3,000 00

1,000 00

4,0s0 00

3,336.00

712.OO

2,600 00

30,000 00

9,500 00

LSUM $

EA$
cY$
cY$
cY$
CY$
EA$
cY$
TON $
cY$

LSUM $

LSUM $

cY$
LF$
LF$

ACRE $

SY$
sY$
SY$
LF$
LF$

7,500 00 $

1,000.00 $
15 00 $

2000 $

750 $

16.00 $

10,000.00 $

4000 $

26.00 $

1,000.00 $

9,500 00 $

1,500 00 $

7000 $

2000 $

10.00 $

15,000,00 $

8.00 $

4.00 $

400 $

100.00 $

100 00 $

197,924.50 -
1g,7g2.ts '
ss,ooo'oo füt
70,000.00

ftf-

t6tÐ= l%¡
ût U{Z'ç.c

Estimated Total Gonstruction Cost = $

Construction Contingency (10%) = $

Est¡mated Engineer¡ng, Surveying, Legal & ROW Fees = g

Material Gost for Culverts = $

Total Project Cost = $ 322,716.95

TOTAL PROJECT COST ELIGIBLE FOR 45% SWC FUNDS = $ 29s,424.50
(SWC El¡g¡ble Funds = Total Project Cost m¡nus Eng¡neering, Survey, Legal, ROW, Ut¡l¡t¡es & Contract Bond)

SWC Funding @¿Sm= $ 132,941.03

ao"",tn"r"=l''@

./11,Ûorl

-- tz6;tøo

Total Poect Cost withoui SWC Funds ($322,716 95 / 6,391.41) = $50.50/ACRE
Total Project Cost with 45% SWC Funds ($189,775 93/ 6,391 a1) = E29 ToiACRE



ND STATE \ilATER COMMISSIOI{
Project Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as

needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
projecVprogram database. This form will serve as the fust step in obøining cost-share assistance.
Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for Srü/C cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SWC'Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use
extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program, or study name: Drain 11 Outlet Extension

2. Sponsor(s): Pembina County rWater Resource

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): Pembina County

4. Description of request: New E Up¿ate (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the projecÇ program, or study:

^.

b. If project/program:
Flood Control
Recreation
Channel Imp.

I Snagging & Ctearing
Bank Stabilization
Irrigation

Water Quality
Rural Flood Control
Other

If study, what type:
Water Supply ! Hydrotogic ! ftoodplain Mgmt
Other

I FeasibÍIity

n nnum-purpose tr Water Supply

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: Pembina County Vy'ater Resoruce District

7. Description of problem or need and how project addresses that problem or need:
Pembina County Drain l1 had a reconstructed outlet constructed several years ago. During
flood years, the Pembina River flows into the u-shaped area between the drain outlet and the
river and deposits sediment in front of the culverts blocking allflow. The blocked culverts hold
water on Pembina County Highway 55 which is a main artery for east west traffic, The outlet is
being extended to the river to prevent the sedimentation from blocking the culverts and allow
proper functioning of the outlet.

8. Has a feasibility study been completed?: Yes n No f ongoíng tr wot Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: Yes lNo nongoing lNotAppHcable

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: lVes nUo [Ongoing @Not Applicable



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSlrlARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

L"' þ I
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: ld.¿¿ Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Seuetary
SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request -Pembina County Water Resource

District' s Bourbanis/Olson Dam Safety Proj ect
DATE: }1.ay 19,2014

In their correspondence dated March 26, 2014, the Pembina County Water Resource District
requested state cost-share participation for their Bourbanis/Olson Dam Project.

During the spring 2013 flooding event, both Bourbanis and Olson dams received substantial
damages. Bourbanis Dam experienced a significant amount of erosion on the emergency
spillway while Olson Dam experienced a slough within one of its emergency spillways.

NRCS was on-site during the event monitoring the damage and to assess the repair costs. Both
dams have been approved for NRCS cost share for flood damages at 75%o. Plans are nearly
complete and will be going out for bid soon. The construction must be finished prior to the end
of the NRCS 2013-2014 fiscal year, which ends September 30, 2014.

The project is estimated to cost $1,061,435, of which 5265,360 (5796,075 paid by NRCS) is
eligible for 50%o cost share assistance of the non-federal costs, for an amount not to exceed
$132,680 in state funds.

I recommend that the State Water Commission approve this request by the Pembina
County \ilater Resource District for state cost participation in the District's
Bourbanis/Olson Dam Safety Project, at an amount not to exceed $132,680
from the funds appropriated to the State'Water Commission in the
2013-2015 biennium. This approval is subject to the entire contents of the
recommendation contained herein and availability of funds.

TS:MMB/1296

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRA{AN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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Pembina County Water Resource District

Bourbanis Dam - Cavalier County
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PEMBINA COUNTY
WATER RESOURCE DISTRICT

308 Courthouse Drive #5
Cavalier, North Dakota 58220

Phone:701-265-4511
Fax: 7Ol-265-4165

March 26,2014

Arn 2014

ND State Water Commission
900 E Boulevard Ave. Dept. 770
Bísmarck, ND 58505-0850

Dear Members:

During the spring 2013 flooding event, both Bourbanis and Olson dams received
substantial damages. Bourbanis Dam experience a fairly significant amount of erosion
on the emergency spillway while Olson Dam experienced a slough within one of its
emergency spillways. NRCS state engineers were on-site during the event monitoring
the damage and to assess the repair costs. Both dams have been approved for NRCS
cost-share for flood damages at the TíVoIevel. Plans are nearly complete and will be bid
soon. The construction must be fimshed prior to the end of the 2013-2014 fiscal year for
NRCS which ends September 30,2014; therefore, time is of the essence to begin the
repairs.

The construction estimate for the repairs (including a20Yo contingency) is $1,061,435, of
which the NRCS will cost-shareT5Yo in the amount of $796,075.

The Pembina County'Water Resource Board hereby requests cost-share assistance for
50% of the remaining local cost ($265,360) from the North Dakota State Water
Commission in the amount of $132,680.

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call our office.

Sincerely,

LuAxn Kemp, Secretary

-Ø"**ltñ,,¿*
Enc
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ND STATE \ryATER COMMISSION
Project Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as

needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
projeclprogram database. This form will serve ¿ui the hrst step in obtaining cost-share assistance.

Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SWC cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SWC Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and

engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use

extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program, or study name: 2013 Dam Safety repairs -Bourbanis/Olson Dams

2. Sponsor(s): Pembina County TVater Resource

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): Pembina County/Cavalier County

4. Description of request: New E Update (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the projecf program, or study:
a.

b.

If study, what type:
Water Supply ! Hydrologic f, rloodplain Mgmt
Other

If projeclprogram:
Flood Control
Recreation
Channel Imp.

E Bank Stabilization
! Irrigation
E water Supply

I Feasibility

Rural Flood Control
Other

! Snagging & Clearing E Water Quality

X uutti-purpose

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: Pembina County WRD/NRCS/Cavalier County WRD

7. Description ofproblem or need and how project addresses that problem or need:

High flow events dwing the spring 2013 caused substantial damages on Bourbanis and Olson
Dams that need to be repaired to bring the dams back to safe operating conditions. NRCS
engineers have spent much of the past year designing repairs and in some cases modifications to
ensure safe operations of the dams for years to come.

8. Has a feasibility study been completed?: ves flNo fl ongoing n Not Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: !y"t lNo

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: fYes ENo

Ongoing nNot Applicable

@Ongoing INot Applicabte



11. Ilave you apptied for any state permits?: n y". ENo nNot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain: Pennits are in process with NRCS engineers

12. Have you been approved for any state permits?: trye. E no E ¡Vot Applicabte
a. If yes, please explain:

13. Have you applied for any local permits?: Iy.. XNo ENot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

14. Have you been approved for any local permits?: lYes E No
a. If yes, please explain:

Not Applicable

15. Briefly explain the level of review the project or program has undergone:
Community is in full support of the repairs -

16. Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,
permits, funding, local opposition, environmental concerns, etc.)?
No

17. Estimated or total costs: $121,652

18. timeline consider when SWC cost-share witl be

19. Please explain implementation timelines, considering all phases and their current
status: Plans are nearly complete - federal funding mandates that the project be complete by

FaIl2014.

20. Have assessment districts been formed?: f]yes EUo trOngoing ENot Applicable

Submítted by: Pembìna County lYater Resource Dístríct
Date: 3/26/2014
Address and telephone: 308 Courthouse Dríve#5 Cøvalíer, ND 58220

Mail to: ND State Wøter Commissíon, ATTN: feffrey Mattern,900 E Boulevard Ave. Depl
770, Bìsmarck, ND 58505-0850

In-kindSource Cash
Federal $ 796,075 $

$ r32,680 $State
Local $ 132,680 $

Total $ 1.061,435 $o

24fi-2019
7nn7-6130119

Beyond 6130/19Source 201 1-2013
Tnnt-6t30n3

2013-2015
7nn3-6t30115

20r5-2017
Tnns-6t30n7

Federal $ $ 796,075 $ $ $

$ $ $State $ $ 132,680

Local $ $ t¡z,ogo $ $ $

$o $o $oTotal $o $ 1,061,435



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BlSlylARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

7O1-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701

tT-^^A^) ao

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State V/ater Commission

FROM: dlJTodd Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Se cretary
SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request Ward County Flood Control County

Road 18 Cost Overrun Project
DATE: ll4ay 19,2014

In their submitted correspondence dated Aprll 29, 2014, Ward County requested additional
funding for their Flood Control County Road 18 Project. At the July 23,2013 State Water
Commission meeting, the Commission approved the Ward County Flood Control County Road
18 Project in the amount of $ 136,268.

The project was to lower water levels in a series of wetland complexes. The project will provide
multiple flood control benefits, protect farmsteads and agricultural lands while also reducing the
degree of grade raise required for locally important transportation route. The project is located in
Sections 4,5,8 and 9 in Torning Township, Ward County.

The wetlands have exceeded their normal water levels and are inundating previously productive
farmland, threatening farmsteads and inundating County and Township roadways including
County Road 18. An evaluation for a grade raise on County Road 18 resulted in landowners
requesting an examination of a means of removing the excess water as an alternative to raising
the road. In response, the Ward County Highway Department is planning to construct overflow
channels between several wetland complexes with an ultimate discharge to an unmanned
tributary to Second Larson Coulee.

Last year, Ward County and its consultant were ready for construction of the drainage project,
but had a few easements that still needed to be obtained in order to have a successful project.
Due to landowners needing more time to review the plans and comment, the project was unable
to be constructed as planned.

Ward County has met with all the landowners and has incorporated their suggestions for the
project. The revised set of plans still meets the intent of the project and protects the wetlands
that are present throughout the project.

As the project developed, the landowners have required Ward County to give additional
assurances that no additional damage would happen to their property. The three items that had
the greatest impact on the cost increase of the project were; the additional water that has come
into the basin, the additional control structures, and avoiding one land owner that refused to sign
an easement.

Since Ward County's original application, there has been additional water that has come into the
basin, which will require additional work to construct the project. The original project looked at
placing on culvert with a sluice gate to control the water. After working with two of the

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHAIRAÀAN CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



landowners, they wanted assurance that once the project was constructed, if a major event
happened again that the water could be controlled. The landowners would not sign a drainage
easement unless the County added two more control structures and made them a permanent part
of the project. The County also needed to find an alternate route in one section of the project as

a result of a personal conflict between one landowner and the other landowners. The alternate
route required the addition of a signif,rcant cut section. These items were the primary influential
factors in the increased cost to the project.

The total cost of the Project now is $845,585, of which $722,684 is eligible for state cost-share
assistance at 45o/o, for an amount not to exceed 5325,208 in state funds. With the previously
approved $133,268 and additional $191,940 is requested.

I recommend the State 'Water Commission approve this cost overrun request by
Ward County for state cost participation in the County's Flood Control County Road
18 Project, at an amount not to exceed S1911940 from the 2013-2015 appropriated funds.
This approval is subject to the entire contents of the recommendation contained
herein, all applicable permits and the availability of funds.

TS:MMB/1523
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!¡ r::
COUNTY Ward County Highwa.y Department

900 l3th St. SE. P.O. Box -i005. ìl'linot. \D 58702--t00.5 . t70l)838-1810. Fhr (7tll) 838--3801

April29,2014

Mr. Todd Sando, P.E.

ND State Water Commission

900 East Boulevard
Bismarck, ND 58505

Dear Mr. Sando

At a previous State Water Commission Meeting, the Ward County Highway Department presented for a drairVflood

control project to lower water levels in a series of inundated areas. This was approved in the :iuly 23'd,2013 State Water

Commission meeting for a 50 percent cost share contribution.

Last year, Ward County and its consultant were ready for construction of the drainage project, but had a few easements

that still needed to be obtained in order to have a successful project. Due to landowners needing more time to review the

plans and comment, the project was unable to be constructed as planned.

We have met with all the landowners and have incorporated their suggestions for the project. Enclosed is the revised set of
plans for the proposed drain/flood control structure. The revised set of plans still meets the intent of the project and

protects the wetlands that are present throughout the project.

In the minutes from the July 23'd,2073 meeting the State Water Commission was going to contribute $133,268 for this

project. Due to the modifications of the project and rising construction costs in the Ward County, the engineers estimate is

now at $845,584.90. This revised estimate includes a 10 percent contingency of $67,198.63 and the costs associated with
construction administration of $106,400. We have also enclosed a copy of the revised engineer's estimate, which breaks

down each line item ofthe project for your convenience.

We would like to request 50 percent cost share assistance for the revised engineer's estimate of $845,584.90 in this rural

flood control project.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. If you have any questions regarding this project's status or design, please

contact James Warne with Houston Engineerin g at 7 07 .323. 0200.

Sincerely

Dana Larsen, P.E.

Ward County Engineer

Encl.

C: James Wame, P.E., HEI

/



Engineer's Opinion of Probable Cost

Ward County Road 18

3/27/20!4
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Drain/Flood Control Project

Spec Code Item Description Unit Unit Cost Quantity fotal
S15.ooo.oo103 0100 CONTRACT BOND L SUM Sls,ooo.oo I

20L 0330 CLEARING AND GRUBBING L SUM 53,2oo.oo 1, s3,200.00
202 or27 REMOVE & SALVAGE CULVERT-ALL TYPES & SIZES LF s1s.00 40 s6oo.oo

CY s6.00 29575 sr77,4'O.OO203 010L COMMON EXCAVATION-TYPE A

203 0109 TOPSOIL CY 5¿.oo 3200 s12,8oo.oo
203 0130 MUCK EXCAVATION CY $1o.oo 9760 s97,s97.s0
2t6 0100 WATER M GAL s1s.00 50 s7s0.00

EA S6,soo.oo 3 s19.s00.00626 0100 COFFERDAM

t s30,000.00702 0100 MOBILIZATION L SUM s3o,ooo.oo
704 1052 IYPE III BARRICADE EA 5i-12.00 4 S448.oo

708 1430 FIBER ROLL 12IN LF 52.s0 9361 523,402.s0
708 2240 SEEDING-TYPE B-CL II ACRE Sg.so 4 512.77

SY S2.so 12639 s31.s97.s0708 5651 ECB TYPE 2

3657 s14.628.00708 5653 ECB TYPE 4 SY Sq.oo
71,4 091-5 PIPE CONC REINF 36IN CL IV LF S33o.oo 600 s198,000.00
774 4It6 PIPE CONDU IT 36IN-APPROACH LF ;85.00 200 S17,ooo.oo

910 EA s10,000.00 3 s30,000.000701 SLUICE GATE 36IN
Construction Total
Contingency (L0%)

Construction Ad ministration Services

Project Total

s671,986.27

s67,198.63

S1o6,4oo.oo

s845,584.90



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSly{ARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

)-tJ ,)
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Secretary
SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - City of Minot's Property Acquisition

Phase III Project
DATE: }l4ay 19,2014

In February 2012 the State Water Commission approved $17,175,000 for the purchase of 117
properties that were ineligible for FEMA HMGP acquisition funding. Total cost of these properties
was estimated at $23,070,000. At that time the City deemed these properties as necessary to support
their future flood risk reduction measures, to increase conveyance, support their flood fighting effort
and/or support permanent flood protection.

In October 2013 the State Water Commission approved $24,408,258 for the purchase of an

additional 113 properties that were ineligible for FEMA HMGP acquisition funding. Total cost of
these properties was estimated at 532,544,345. These properties were specifically identifred as

necessary for acquisition to support the construction of the (MREFPP) Mouse River Enhanced Flood
Protection Project as approved by the City at that time.

In an effort to streamline the process of acquiring those properties identified by the City as being
necessary to support the construction of the MREFPP, State Water Commission staff suggested the
City develop a master roster of all such properties. The City concurred and has developed a master
roster of properties, a map showing the location of the properties in relation to the MREFPP and has

revised their Property Acquisition Plan accordingly.

It is the intent of this effort to have the State Water Commission approve Minot's enclosed Master
Roster of Properties and the associated map, as being "necessary for acquisition" for the construction
of the MREFPP with the understanding that further discussion will need to take place regarding those
properties either owned by other political subdivisions or where only a portion of the property is
needed for the project. This recognition and approval will serve to provide awareness to the State

Water Commission of Minot's future property acquisition requirements and to expedite their requests
to acquire additional properties previously not approved nor identified for acquisition by the State
Water Commission by authorizingthe Chief Engineer to approve requests for the City to acquire new
properties as identified on the Master Acquisition Roster, in lieu of properties whose owners have
declined the City's initial purchase offer, as long as there is still State Water Commission approved
Acquisition funding to do so. Additionally, it is noted that the aforementioned Roster and Map is
subject to change as the city moves forward with construction of the MREFPP.

I recommend that the State Water Commission authorize the Chief Engineer to approve
the purchase of properties listed on the City's Master Roster with the understanding that
those properties owned by other political subdivisions, or where only a portion of the
property is needed for the project, will need additional approval from the State Water
Commission at a later date.

TS:MMB/1993-05
JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR

CHAIR¡,ìÂN
TODD SANDO, P.E.

CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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City of Mrnot
Finance Department

May 14,2014

Mr. Todd Sando, State Engineer
North Dakota State Water Commission
900 E. Bouleva¡d Avenue Deparment 770
Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

Re: Home Acquisitions - City of Minot

Dear Todd,

The Norttr Dakota State Water Commission (SWC) is participating with the City of Minot (City)
in acquisition of properties. The first properties that were identified and offers made were based
on an analysis performed by the Public Works Director and Assistant Public Works Director,
Alan Walter and Dan Jonasson, respectively. I believe the SWC calls this Phase l.

The Phase I properties are properties that were identified afrer the flood of 201 l, if purchased
and removed, would allow the City better access to the current flood contol protection system
for future flood fights.

The City has now moved to what the SWC is calling Phase 2 of property acquisitions. The list of
the properties \ryas provided to the SWC as Attachment C to the City's application for project
information and cost-share request submitted in September2013.

Please note that some of the properties were included in Phase I and Phase 2. After reviewing
the acquisitions for the two phases, thirty-five (35) property owners either declined or did not
respond to the City's inquþ to purchase theirproperty. Therefore, the City would like to add
other properties which are in the fooþrint of the flood control project.

It is important to note those property owners that declined or did not respond will need to be
approached again; however, at this time the City will move forward tying to identifr property
owners that voluntarily wish to sell their property.

In an effort to have a good hacking method for all of the properties, the City has created a
spreadsheet, (MASTER FILE 05.14.14), that tracks all properties and their status. The
spreadsheet has the following headings:

SWC Funding Phase: Indicates the Srù/C phase. To-date there is two phases
indicated by either a I or 2. Other values include P=Parlq
PS:Public School, MOT:Oúned by the City of Minot
WCW=Ownd by the Ward County Water Resource

The Magic City

PO Box 5006 . Minot. North Dakota 58702-50û6 . (70 li 851-4784 . Fax (701) 857 -4782
bsite: http://www. minotnd.org



Board, and NDState=Owned by the State of North Dakota
Another value will be used A/SWC Phase. This value
will indic¡te the properties the Cþ wishes to add
during a phase.

Needed for Project: Indicates whether a properly is needed for flood control and
the values are either Y:yes needed or N=ro not needed ort
were originally identified or acquired for access to existing
flood control featr¡¡es for flood fighting..

Purchased: Indicates whether the property has been purchased. The
values a¡e either Y: yes orN: no not purchased.

Property Owner Declined: Indicates whether the property owner is interested in selling
theirproperfy or not.

Phase: Indicates the phase ofthe flood control project as identified
by the engineers.

Parcel ID: Indicates the parcel identification as signed by the political
subdivision

Owner: Indicates the legal owÌrer at the time the list was put
together.

The filærtool within Excel may be used to easily filter based on the values in the columns.

In addition to the list of properties, I have attached an individual map that shows the property and
the flood contol project. This provides a visual on how the property is impacted by the flood
control project.

As we move forward and funding is available, the City would like to request the abilþ to add
additional properties from the master listpreviously sentto the SWC. It is my understanding at
this time the SWC is receptive to that idea and notification via a letter wilt suffice.

The master list includes all properties identified based on the preliminary design adopted by the
City Corurcil. This includes properties owned by otherpolitical subdivisions such as the public
school, the park district, and the State of Norttr Dakota The City will bring acquisition of any of
these properties separately to the SWC for consideration.

Also, at the request of the SWC staffI am attaching a map created by the GIS Coordinator,
working with the Public Works Director, that shows parcels offered a buyout, buyout yet to be
offered, partial properly buyout is needed proposed levees and proposed floodwalls.

The estimated cost of all properties is $86,900,000. This does not include demolition or
relocation costs. It should be noted that this is an estimate which comes from the Mouse River

2



Enhanced Floor Protection Plan com¡nissioned by the SÌWC. This value may increase or
decrease based on property values at the time of acquisition.

If you have any questions please contact Dan Jonasson, Public Works Director, or me at70l-
85747140 or7018574784, respectively. In addition Dan and I witl be at the SIWC meeting on
May 29,2014 to ânswer and questions.

K
Cindy K. CPA, MSM
Finance City Manager

Enclo su¡e s/Attachments

3



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Secretary
SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - City of Valley City Permanent

Flood Protection Project
DATE: l;4ay 19,2014

In their correspondence dated Aprrl29,2014, the City of Valley City requested state cost-share
participation for their Permanent Flood Protection Project.

Valley City is on the Sheyenne River downstream of the Baldhill Dam. During the spring of each
year, the Sheyenne River swells from snow melt with water levels typically peaking in March or
April. During the spring of 2009, Valley City encountered a record flood only to repeat it with a
near record flood in the spring of 2011. Additionally, the City reached flood stage in the summer
of 2Ol1 from one episode of heavy rains. Each time the City experiences flood conditions,
considerable amount of resources are expended to combat the rising waters. With nearly back-to-
back annual flooding events, the City and community resources have been stressed financially.

In order to mitigate these disruptions to the community, the City is working to implement
permanent flood protection. The permanent flood protection is outlined in multiple phases with
the first phase centered on the area near Valley City State University (VCSU). This area was
identified as Phase I due to the public safety aspects and the ability to provide full protection for
this area in one phase. Other portions of the City will require multiple phases for protection.
Phase I extends from the 3'd Ave SE Bridge near the Old Mill Dam to the Viking Drive Bridge.

The proposed project will create permanent flood protection, reroute utilities out from
underneath the proposed levees and install storm water pumping stations for the area behind the
flood protection system. The flood protection design height will account for 3 feet of free board
above the 100-year (0.017o chance) flood event at clay levees and 4 feet of free board at
floodwalls.

The flood protection will use a combination of permanent structures such as clay levees, concrete
floodwalls, and removable floodwall closures as protection from the floodwaters.

Due to the financial consequences of hghting numerous floods in recent years, the City is
requesting 85% cost share and that the local share be considered eligible for a loan from the State
Water Commission.

There is some increased risk of flooding in Valley City resulting from the operation of the Devils
Lake Outlets. The travel time from the outlet to Lake Ashtabula results in a volume of water in
the river that could raise flood levels from a large rainfall event. Lake Ashtabula can mitigate
this risk by capturing the water, but the risk increases again with distance downstream of the dam.

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRA4AN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



The project is estimated to cost $12,540,294, of which $10,849,600 is eligible for 60% cost
share, as a flood control project. However, due to the increased flood risk from the Devils Lake
Outlets, it is recommended that there be a deviation from policy andthat an additional l5Vobe
granted for a total cost share of 7 5Yo of construction costs. Engineering, legal and administrative
costs are considered ineligible for grant. In addition, the City will be eligible for a loan for the
remaining costs, not to exceed 54,403,094. It is further recommended that the interest rate be
I.5%o with the Chief Engineer authorized to negotiate the term of the loan. The amount
recoÍrmended for cost share grant is not to exceed $8,137,200 in state funds.

I recommend that the State Water Commission approve this request by the City of
Valley City for state cost share grant participation in the Yalley City
Permanent Flood Control Project, at an amount not to exceed $8r1371200
from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the
2013-2015 biennium. This grant cost share is based on the policy of
60"/0 cost share for flood control, plus 15"Á to mitigate the additional
flood risk from the Devils Lake Outlets. In addition, the City is
eligible for a loan from the State Water Commission to cover the
remaining cost of the project. This approval is subject to the entire
contents of the recommendation contained herein, obtaining all necessary permits
and availability of funds.

TS:MV//1504
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City Hall
254 Znd Ave NE
PO Box 390
Valley city, NÞ 58072-0390

LLEY Phone: 701 -845-1 700
Fax: 7O1 -845-45BB

www.valleycity. govoff ice. com

4pri129,201,4

TO: ND Members of the State Water Commission HAY t '.) 2014

FROM: City of Valley City Officials

RE: Permanent Flood Protection Local Match

As a Devils Lake impacted community, Valley City respectfully requests that our local match
does not exceed 1,5o/o for the construction phase of the city's permanent flood protection
project. We also request that the State Water Commission provides Valley City with a 30 year,
0o/oloanwith the potential of the loan being a forgivable loan based on legislative or SWC action.
The following information provides the appropriate justification supporting this request.

Valley City experienced a devastating flash flood fune 20,2013, with five (5J inches of rain in
less than an hour. Valley City has a drop of approximatelyl5O feet in elevation in about 4500
feet so between tZ and 18 inches of rapidly moving water flooded blocks of streets with even
erosion seen on the back side of curbs. Midway into the storm, a storm sewer lift station lost
power and as a result, storm water went into basements, and ultimately into basement floor
drains overwhelming the sanitary sewer system. Sewer backup and storm water damaged
occurred in residences in about 1/3 of the city.

This collateral damage was not immediately evident or reported but those who experienced it
[i.e. homeowners and small business owners), were left with the financial burden when their
insurance policies failed to adequately cover damages. Many of our citizens had to go into their
saving, or borrow money to repair flood damages. Based on assistance standards, the flash
flood event was so that it did not qualify for Federal or State financial aid. It was, however
devastating, to those who did experience this extreme event.

One of the negative impacts of the 2009 flood was the failure and replacement of the sanitary
sewer system and street in the downtown business district along the Main Street corridor
which reduced commercial activities [shopper avoidance of construction zones) for the better
part of a year.

The floods of 2009,20LL and the 2013 June event, have delayed scheduled infrastructure
improvements which in turn, increases the existing infrastructure deficiencies. This results in
more costs for the homeowners who, through the assessment process, bear the burden of



improvement costs. The bottom line is that our citizens are maxed out financiall¡ through no
fault of their own. Their ability to support any additional infrastructure costs by virtue of a local
share is non- existent.

Household income for Vølley City based on a study by NDSU in 2072, is $36,878 compared
to the state of North Dakota household income of $46,787, and $51-,974 for the nation.

Valley City is already on the upper end of mills levied within the 13 large ND cities. There were
five cities that levied more mills and seven that levied fewer mills than Valley City in 2012.For
the size of Valley City, there are a large number of tax exempt properties and the City
Commission has been very conscious of that fact. Other measures have been put in place to try
to evenly distribute the costs as much as possible. These include:

Infrastructure Replacement & Renewal Fees- these are fees included on every Public
Works bill, All entities in the city [including the tax exempt propertiesJ pay these fees
to help pay for infrastructure projects thus reducing the amount of special assessments
to property owners to a manageable amount.

Storm Sewer Fee attached to every Public Works utility bill to help maintain the storm
sewer system. All entities in the city (including the tax exempt properties) pay these
fees:

Sanitary Sewer Fee attached to every Public Works utilitybill to help offset the costs of
replacing Sanitary Sewer Lift Stations. All entities in the city fincluding the tax exempt
propertiesJ pay these fees:

Sales Tax- Valley City has the highest sales tax in the state at 2.5o/o. The City also has L%
Food and Beverage tax and 3% Occupancy tax. Voters have agreed to tax themselves for
these purposes:

Current Debt Service

a

a

a

. General Obligation Bonds
o Water Treatment & Wastewater Rev Bonds
o Sales Tax Revenue Bonds
¡ Tax Increment Bonds

$7,400,000
$2,700,000
$2,900,000
$ 965,000

Infrastructure Needs

In the fall of 20L2, the City of Valley City identified approximately $30 million of
infrastructure improvements needed as part of a 5-year Capital Improvement Plan. This
plan includes the following improvements and approximate costs:

o $16.75 Million in street improvements
o $ 8.75 Million in water main replacement needs

o $ 1.40 Million in sanitary sewer replacement needs

o $ g.f O Million in storm sewer improvements

a



a Much of the water main that needs replacement is approximately 60-80 years old and
the City has had several breaks in the priority areas.

FEMA has been reluctant to rehabilitate the roads that were damaged during the last two flood
events. They participated in approximately 55% of the cost of repairing these flood damaged
roads. This adds up to over $1,000,000 of unexpected cost to the City. Unfortunately the roads
were most vulnerable to heavy equipment operations during this period of spring thaw.

The project costs for these improvements are partially funded through the City's Renewal and
Replacement fund. The City generates approximately $1-.2 million a year for that fund,
providing approximately $6 Million for these. In order to fund the local share of these projects
the City was required to extend these improvements out to a lO-year Capital Improvement
Plan further delaying other needs within the City.

2Ot4 Public Works Cash Reserves and Utility Rates

o To date, the City has spent $1.4 million from Public Works cash reserves on housing
buyouts for permanent flood protection.

o Current reserves are below recommended industry standards
o In 2014 increased electrical rates by 4o/o

o In 201,4 increased water ratesby 20o/o

o Proposed increase for sewer rates is 45% scheduled to be presented to the Commission
in May.

Valley City Match

Valley City citizens will be asked to extend an existing 7/zo/o sales tax, which expires when the
School Bonds are paid in full. This will keep the sales tax at7.5o/o which is the highest in the
state. The sales tax is expected to generate enough to allow Valley City to pay 1.5o/o of the project
in a 30 year time frame. The payments are projected to start in 201,7 .

Valley City appreciates the State's commitment to our citizens and the permanent flood
protection project. We could not have gotten this far without your support. Our hope is a new
policy will provide a way that would allow Valley City to achieve protecting its citizens during
future flood events.

Robert J. Werkhoven, Valley City Commission President
Matt Pedersen, Valley City Commission Vice President
Duane fDewey) Magnuson, Valley City Commissioner
Madeline Luke, Valley City Commissioner
Mary Lee Nielson, Valley City Commissioner
David Schelkoph, City Administrator
Avis Richter, City Auditor
Chad Petersen, KLJ City Engineers



lntroduction

Valtey City sits atong the Sheyenne River downstream of the Batdhitt Dam. During the spring of
each year, the Sheyenne River swetls from snow mett with water levels peaking around March and
Aprit. During the spring of 2009, Vattey City encountered a record ftood onty to repeat it with a
near record flood in'the spring of 2011. Additionatty, the City reached ftood stage in the summer
of 2011 from one episode of heavy rains. Each time the City experiences ftood conditions,
considerabte amount of resources are expended to combat the rising waters. With nearty back to
back annuat ftooding events, the City and community resources have been stressed financiatty and
sociatly. Economic impacts are fett months and years after the flood waters have receded. Years
of facitity and infrastructure repairs fottowing these floods are a certain guarantee.

ln order to mitigate these disruptions to the community, the City is working to imptement
permanent ftood protection. The permanent flood protection is outtined in muttipte phases with
the first phase centered on the area near Vattey City State University (VCSU). This area was
identified as Phase I due to the pubtic safety aspects and the abitity to provide futt protection for
this area in one phase. Other portions of the City witt require multipte phases for protection.
Phase I extends from the 3'd Ave SE Bridge near the Otd Mitt Dam to the Viking Drive Bridge.

Project Summary

The proposed project witt create permanent ftood protection, reroute utitities out from
underneath the proposed levees and install storm water pumping stations for the area behind the
ftood protection system. The flood protection design height witl account for 3 feet of free board
above the 100 year (0.01% chance) flood event at clay levees and 4 feet of free board at ftood
watts. This woutd altow for potential ftow impacts from the Devits Lake controt stations as wel[ as
environmental and climatic uncertainties as experienced during the spring of 2011 ftood.
Historicalty the Devits Lake basin had not contributed hydrauticatly to prior ftood conditions, but
with the West Devils Lake Outlet and the East Devils Lake Outtet operational, they coutd
contribute a combined discharge of 600 CFS on top of the Sheyenne River's 1OO-year storm ftows.

The ftood protection witl use a combination of permanent structures such as ctay levees, concrete
ftoodwatts, and removabte floodwatl ctosures as protection from the ftood waters.



ITEM

OPIN¡ON OF COST
Sheyenne River Flood Protection

University Dístrict
Valley City, North Dakota

Preferred Option

UNIT

UNIT
PRICE

CURRENT
AMOUNTALTOT

CONTRACT BOND

REMOVAL OF TREES lOIN

REMOVAL OF TREES 18IN

REMOVAL OF TREES 30IN

REMOVAL OF PAVEIVIENT

REIVIOVAL OF PIPE ALL TYPES & SIZES

REMOVAL OF MANHOLES

REMOVAL OF INLETS

REIVOVAL OF CHAIN LINK FENCE

TOPSOIL

COMMON EXCAVAIION-WASTE

BORROW

WATER

SALVAGED BASE COURSE

HOT BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT CL 29

MOBILIZATION

TRAFFIC CONTROL

STREAMBANK RESTORATION

EROSION CONTROL

GEOTEXTILE FABRIC-TYPE S1

PfPE CONC REINF 1sIN CLIII-STORM DRAIN

PIPE CONC REINF 18IN CLIII.STORM DRAIN

PIPE CONC REINF 24IN CLIII-STORM DRAIN

PIPE CONC REINF 3OIN CLI¡I-STORI\,I DRAIN

PIPE CONC REINF 3ôIN CLIII-STORM DRAIN

END SECT-CONC REINF 18IN CLIII.STORM DRAIN

MANHOLE 48IN

MANHOLE 54IN

MANHOLE 72IN

MANHOLE,I20IN

MANHOLE SANITARY

STORM SEWER LIFT STATION #.I

STORM SEWER LIFT STATION #2

INLET-TYPE 2

FITTINGS - DUCTILE IRON

REMOVE GATE VALVE & BOX

GATE VALVE & BOX 6IN

GATE VALVE & BOX 8IN

HYDRANT.INSTALL 6IN

REMOVE HYDRANT

SLEEVE 8IN

WATERMAIN 6IN PVC

WAIERMAIN 8IN PVC

8¡N SANITARY SEWER P¡PE

12IN SANITARY SEWER PIPE

CURB & GUTTER-TYPE I

SIDEWALK CONCRETE 4IN

DRIVEWAY CONCRETE

DETECTABLE WARNING PANELS

RESET SiGN

FLOOD WALL

FLOOD WALL ROAD CLOSURE

FLOOD WALL ROAD CLOSURE FOOTING

'l

o

48

3800

2890

11

9

50

38'190

44628

73377

734

1660

'1395

1

1

400

1

10471

200

1050

590

3t0
880

1

7

3

2

7

1

1

'10

1330

8

3

7

3

40

770

540

450

3415

1005

825

168

23775

10934

1 036

L Sufvl

EA

EA

EA

TON

LF

EA

EA

LF

CY

CY

CY

IV GAL

CY

TON

L SUM

L SUM

LF

L SUM

SY

LF

LF

LF

LF

LF

EA

EA

EA

EA

EA

EA

EA

EA

EA

LBS

EA

EA

EA

EA

EA

EA

LF

LF

LF

LF

LF

SY

SY

SF

EA

SF

SF

LF

50,000 00

4,500 00

19,500 00

48,000 00

38,000.00

28,900 00

6,050 00

3,150 00

500 00

229,14000

223,140 00

1,100,655 00

13,207.86

74,700 00

160,425 00

225,000,00

25,000.00

480,000 00

25,000 00

31,413 00

13,000 00

84,000 00

59,000 00

38,750.00

132,000 00

750 00

12,ô00.00

8,100 00

'12,600 00

14,000.00

'14,000 00

750,000.00

ô50,000-00

22,000.00

6,650 00

2A00 00

3,ô00 00

'10,500 00

1 1,400 00

1,050 00

7,200 00

1,440 00

30,800 00

21,600 00

22,500 00

68,300 00

55,275.00

49,500 00

9,240 00

5,750.00

3,328,500 00

929,390 00

751, f00 00

9,913,275.86

991,327_59

$ 50,000 00

$ 500 00

$ 750,00

$ I,000.00

$ 1000

$ 1000

s 550.00

$ 350 00

$ 10.00

$ 600

$ 500

$ 1500

$ 1800

$ 4500

$ 'r15 00

$ 225,000 00

$ 25,000 00

$ 1,200 00

$ 25,000 00

$ 300

$ 6500

$ 80.00

$ 100 00

$ 125 00

$ í50 00

$ 750 00

$ 1,800 00

$ 2,700 00

$ 4,200 00

$ 7,000 00

s 2,000 00

$ 750,000 00

$ 650,000 00

$ 2,200 00

$ 500

$ 300 00

I 1,200 00

$ 1,500 00

$ 3,800 00

$ 350 00

$ 800 00

$ 3600

$ 4000

$ 4000

$ 5000

$ 2000

$ 5500

$ 6000

$ 5500

$ 250 00

$ 140 00

$ 8500

$ 725 00

ESTIMATED cONSTRUCTION COST =

CONTINGENGY (107d =

ENG., ADM|N., & LEGAL (r5%) =

TOTAL COST =

$

$

$

1,635,690 52 N(/
12,540,29397

lorxffi r
UÒ



I{D STATE \ryATER COMMISSION
Project Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as
needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
projectþrogram database. This form will serve as the first step in obtaining cost-share assistance.
Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SWC cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SWC Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use
extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program' or study name: VC Permanent Flood Protection - University District

2. Sponsor(s): City of Valley City

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): Barnes, Valley City, T140N, R58W, Section 21 8.28

4. Description of request: New I Upaate (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the project, program, or study:
a. If study, what type:
L__l Water Supply ! Hydrologic
! otner

b. If project/program:
I Ftood Control
! Recreation
tr Channet Imp.
flmutti-purpose

! ntoodplain Mgmt ! Feasibility

! Snagging & Clearing
I Bank Stabilization
! Irrigation
I Water Supply

I Water Quality
f Rural Flood Control
! ottrer

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: City of Valley City

7. Description ofproblem or need and how project addresses that problem or need:
Valley City sits along the Sheyenne River. During the spring, the river swells from snow melt.
During the spring of 2009, Valley City encountered a record flood only to repeat it with a near
record flood in the spring of 201 1. A considerable amount of resourceÀ are eipended to combat
the rising waters. The proposed project would mitigate these expenses and dismptions to the
area sunounding Valley City State University

8. Has a feasibility study been completed?: Yes I No I ongoing tr Not Applicabte

9. Has engineering design been completed?: Iy.r trNo Ongoing INot Applicable

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: Iyes INo flongoing trwot Applicable



11. Have you applied for any state permits?: f y..
a. Ifyes, please explain:

no Enot Applicable

12. Have you been approved for any state permits?: Iy.t
a. If yes, please explain:

No I Not Applicabte

13. Have you applied for any local permits?: tryr.
a. ff yes, please explain:

No lnot Applicabte

14. Have you been approved for any local permits?: try"t
a. If yes, please explain:

No f Not Appticabte

15. Briefly explain the level of review the project or program has undergone:
A minimum of 4 public meetings have been held in addition to City Commission Meetings.

16. Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,
permits, funding, local opposition, environmental concerns, etc")?
No

17. Estimated total costs: $ 1or

18. timeline consider when S\ryC cost-share will be n

19. Please explain implementation timelines, considering all phases and their current
status: The Phase I - University District project was budgeted for the2013-2015 biennium and

is expected to bid in late summer of 2014. Construction is anticipated to begin in20I4
and completed in 2015. Preliminary Engineering and environmental planning for
subsequent phases is anticipated to begin the summer o12014 for the 2015-2017
project(s) with construction beginning in 2016.

20. Have assessment districts been formed?: Iyes Ino lOngoing EUot Applicabte

Submítted by: Mary Lee Níelson, Valley Cìty Commíssioner
Døte: 4/29/14
Address ønd telepltone: Po Box 390, valley ciry, ND 58072-0390; (701)s40-ls\0

Maíl to: ND Støte Water Commissìon, ATTN: Melìssa Behm, 900 E Boulevørd Ave. Dept.
770, Bìsmarck, ND 58505-0850

Source Cøsh In-kínd
Federal $o $o
State $ l0,660,000 $
Local $ 1,ggo,oo0 $
Total $ 12,s40,000 $o

Source 20tt-2013
7lt/tt-6t30tLs

20t3-2015
7/llt3-6/30lts

2015-2017
7/uts-6130n7

2017-2019
7lut7-6t30n9

Beyond 6130119

Federal $ $ $ $ $
State $ $ lo,660,000 $ 60,000,000 $ $
Local $ $ l,8go,ooo $ $ $
Total $o $ l2,54o,ooo $ 6o,ooo,ooo $o $o



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BlSlv{.ARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

¿.:rL)

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State W'ater Commission

FROM: odd Sando, PE, Chief Engineer/Seuetary
SUBJECT: NDSWC Cost-Share Participation Request - City of Lisbon Permanent Flood

Protection Project
DATE: May 19,2014

In their correspondence dated April 29, 2014, the City of Lisbon requested state cost-share
participation in their Permanent Flood Protection Project.

The proposed project will be constructed in the northwest part of the City. The City choose to
start permanent levee construction in this area to make it easier to fight spring flooding and to
reduce damage to City infrastructure until the total project can be completed.

The City of Lisbon has been experiencing major flooding recently due to the Sheyenne River
flooding. Major flood level for the City of Lisbon occurs at a stage of 19'; in the last 5 years the
City has experienced river crests of 22.86',19.46' and2l.58'. The residents of Lisbon have been
successful at preventing significant damages during past flood events by constructing emergency
levees along large portions of the Sheyenne River. Although the emergency levees have been
successful in the past, without the construction of permanent flood protection there is a high risk
of a catastrophic failure, which could result in significant damages.

Construction and removal of emergency levees in the City have placed a financial strain on the
residents of Lisbon that they cannot continue to sustain. Construction of emergency levees has
damaged existing city streets and infrastructure that are not designed to handle heavy
construction traffrc. The city has been forced to postpone Phase 3 and Phase 4 of a large city
sewer and water infrastructure replacement project due to the costs it has incurred fighting floods

Once all phases are completed which is the City's ultimate goal, the total project will protect the
City from the 1 percent (100-year) flood event as described by the Flood Insurance Rate Maps
issued by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).

The proposed project is to install a clay levee through an area on the northwest side of the City of
Lisbon that involves crossing through Sandagger Park. The proposed levee would tie into
existing high ground on the northwest side of the park and end at North Dakota State Highway
No. 32. Sandagger Park is an area that provides important aesthetic and recreational benefits to
the City of Lisbon. The area also provides a source of positive economic benehts to the
City. Due to the levee footprint, river setback requirements, and required 15 foot clear zone on
both sides of the levee, several amenities in the park will need to be relocated to make room for
the levee including a campground, bathhouse, pump house, skate park and volleyball court.

Also, under the levee footprint is a 20' asphalt roadway that is the main access to the
park. Currently, there are two access points, but with the new levee being constructed around the

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR TODD SANDO, p.E.

CHAIRMAN CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



baseball field, the second access will be blocked. The project will relocate the main access
roadway to the south of its current location to make room for the levee.

On the north side of the proposed levee sits an existing boat ramp that the public uses to access
the Sheyenne River and softball field. To maintain access to these amenities the project will
install a gravel access road over the top of the proposed levee. To keep from exceeding
maximum grades allowed for the access road, the road must cross through an existing double
tennis court in the park. The double court will be replaced with a single court.

Due to the financial consequences of fighting numerous floods in recent years, the City is
requesting 100% cost share.

There is some increased risk of flooding in Lisbon resulting from the operation of the Devils
Lake Outlets. The travel time from the outlet to Lake Ashtabula results in a volume of water in
the river that could raise flood levels from a large rainfall event. Lake Ashtabula can mitigate
this risk by capturing the water, but the risk increases again with distance downstream of the dam.

The project is estimated to cost $1,775,000, of which 51,548,372 is eligible for 60Yo cost share,
as a flood control project. However, due to the increased flood risk from the Devils Lake Outlets,
it is recommended that there be a deviation from policy and that an additional20Yo be granted
for a total cost share of 80% of construction costs. Engineering, legal and administrative costs
are considered ineligible for grant. In addition, the City will be eligible for a loan for the
remaining costs, not to exceed $536,302. It is further recoÍrmended that the interest ratebe l.5Yo
with the Chief Engineer authorized to negotiate the term of the loan. The amount recommended
for cost share grant is not to exceed $1,238,698 in state funds.

I recommend that the State Water Commission approve this request by the Cify of
Lisbon for state cost share grant participation in the Lisbon Permanent
Flood Control Project, at an amount not to exceed $1,238r698 from the funds
appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013-2015
biennium. This grant cost share is based on the policy of 600/o cost
share for flood control, plus 20o/o to mitigate the additional flood risk
from the Devils Lake Outlets. In addition, the City is eligible for 

^loan from the State Water Commission to cover the remaining cost of
the pro j ect. This approval is subject to and the entire contents of the
recommendation contained herein, obtaining all necessary permits and availability
of funds.

TS:MW/1991
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7*Ad,/¿rr"*
423 MAIN STREET. PO BOX 1079
LISEON, NOKTH DAKOTA 58Og

April 29,2014

Todd Sandq P.E.

State Engineer
North Dakota State Water Commisslon
900 East Boulevard Avenug Dept.770
Bismarck, North Dakota 58105-0g50

Copy via email: Original US Mail

Subject: Cíty of lisbon Request for tevee A
Sheyenne Ríver Flood protectíon

The City of Lisbon is requesting state Water Commissíon funding for levee construction and construct¡on
engineering for the city's flood protection project for the Sheyenne River Flood protection program and
construction engineering. lt is our ¡ntent to bid and construct phase 1 - Levee A of our flood protection
project, as shown in the attached 95% plans and speclficatlons.

our City Engineer has provided a detailed opinion of cost for phase l-Levee A, see attached documents.
We would like to advertise the project for bids and would llke to request funds for $1,775,000 in order to
construct Phase 1-Levee A.

Thank you for all your help with our project and funding requests. lf additional information is needed
please feel free to contact me at (701) 680.0384.

Síncerely

árh,¿-
L. Ross Cole
Mayor, City of Lisbon

HAY - 1 2014



Significant costs are incurred during emergency flood fighting efforts. During large flood events, people in
Lisbon build emergency levees through town in an effort to retain flood waters. Businesses, residents,
federal agencies, and local state governments all contribute to the flood fight and clean-up efforts.
Construction and removal of emergency levees in the City have place a huge financial strain on the
residents of Lisbon that they cannot continue to sustain. Construction of emergency levees has damaged
existing city streets and infrastructure that is not designed to handle heavy construction traffrc. The city has
been forced to postpone Phase 3 and Phase 4 of a large City sewer and water infrastructure replacement
project due to the costs it has incurred fighting floods.
The completed project will provide perrnanent flood protection for the City eliminating the need for
emergency flood frghting efforts for the citizens of Lisbon. Not having to construct and remove emergency
levees will mitigate damage to already aging city infrastructure that would be damaged by heavy
construction equipment.

Once all phases are completed, the total project will protect the City from the I percent (1OO-year) flood
event as described by the Flood Insurance Rate Maps mapped by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA).

Our City Engineer has provided a detailed opinion of cost for Phase l-Levee A, see attached documents. We
would like to advertise the project for bids and would like to request funds for $1,775,000 in order to
construct Phase I -Levee A.

Proiect Overview

The proposed project is to install a clay levee through an area on the northwest side of the City of Lisbon
that involves crossing through Sandagger Park. The proposed levee would tie into existing high ground on
the northwest side of the park and end at North Dakota State Highway No. 32. Sandagger Park is an area
that provides important aesthetic and recreational benefits to the City of Lisbon. The area also provides a
source of positive economic benefits to the City. Due to the levee footprint, river setback requirements, and
required l5 foot clear zone on both sides of the levee several amenities in the park will need to be relocated
to make room for the levee.

The first obstacle that the levee will cross is a campground that is in the northwest side of the park. The
existing campground has 25 camper parking stalls that have water and sewer connections and provide an
important revenue source for the park. To make room for the levee l0 of these stalls will need to be
removed. The project will replace the l0 camper parking stalls with new power connections in a different
area of the park due to the construction of the levee. The City will not have water and sewer connections at
these locations, but will have a location to rent camping spaces during the summer.

The next obstacle that the levee will cross is an existing bathhouse building that provides bathroom and
shower services to the campground, baseball, softball, and football fields, and all other park amenities. This
bathhouse is located between the existing baseball and football field and the river. The only other
alternative to not removing and replacing the bathhouse is to install a concrete flood wall around the
existing bathhouse. This is a possible alternative, but if far exceeds the cost of removing and relocating the
existing bathhouse.

Farther to the east the levee alignment crosses through an existing skate park and sand volleyball court. The
project will salvage the existing skate park equipment, pour a new concrete slab, and reset the existing skate
park equipment. The sand volleyball court will be relocated to a difilerent area of the park to make room for
the levee.

Also under the levee footprint is a 20' asphalt roadway that is the main access to the park. Currently there
are two access points, but with the new levee being constructed around the baseball field the second access
will be blocked. The project will relocate the main access roadway to the south of its current location to
make room for the levee.

Page 2 of3



On the north side of the proposed levee sits an existing boat ramp that the public uses to access the
Sheyenne River and softball field. To maintain access to these ameñities the pioject will install a gravel
access road over the top of the proposed levee. To keep from exceeding maximum grades allowed fór the
access road, the road must cross through and existing double tennis court that is existing in the park today.
The double tennis court will be relocated by installing a new single tennis court in a different location of the
park.

The final item that the City would need to relocate would be an existing pump house on the north side of the
levee alignment. The City has a permit with the State and draws water òut of the Sheyenne River for
various reasons throughout the year. To maintain access to this water source, the City would need to
relocate this pump house to the south side ofthe levee.
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Prolect#:17147
Date Created: 4/28114

Shyenne River Flood Protection
LeveeA-SandagerPark

Lisbon, North Dakota

Engineer's Opinion of Probabte Cost

BID ITEM A/O. & DESCRIPTION
40. Bituminous Materialfor Tack Coat
41. Sidewalk - Concrete
42. Valley Gutter - Concrete
43. Ditching
44. Storm Sewer - 15" CSp
45. Flared End Section - 15"
46. Temporary Levee Opening
47. Seeding - Hydromulch
48. Relocate Existing Power
49. Relocate Existing Utitities
50. Remove Existing Playground
51. Demolish Bathroom Facility
52. Relocate Bathroom Facility
53. Remove Skate Park
54. Relocate Skate Park
55. Remove Tennis Court
56. Relocate Tennis Court
57. Remove Volleyball Court
58. Relocate Volleyball Court
59. Remove Pump House
60. Relocate Pump House
61. Construction Site Entrance
62. Sediment Control Watfle
63. Standard Silt Fence
64. Stormwater Management
65. Testing Allowance
66. Traffic Control
67. Contingencies

Total Construction

Resident Project Representation

Construction Surveys & Staking

Administration of Construction Contract

Post-Construction

Legal Fees

Advertising & Pubtishing

TOTAL PROJECT COSI

$1,499,s00 00

$11s,ooo.oo É"
$5s,000.00

$77,500.00 Ñ L
$la,ooo.oo @

$7,soo.oo Ñt'
$2,5oo.oo Nf-

$1,775,000.00

UNIT
GAL
SY
SY
LF

LF

EA

EA
AC
LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

LS

EA
LF

LF

LS

LS

LS

LS

QUANTITY
85

515
67
300
175

2

3

5.25
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

I
1

1

2

200
1,000

1

1

1

1

UNIT PRICE

$5.00
$80.00
$80.00

$5.00
$35.00

$500.00
$1,000.00
$2,500.00

$15,000.00
$10,000.00
$5,000.00

$25,000.00
$125,000.00

$5,000.00
$40,000.00
$10,000.00
$90,000.00
$2,000.00

$20,000.00
$5,000.00

$150,000.00
$1,500.00

$5.00
$4.00

$5,000.00
$10,000.00
$5,000.00

$161,577.50

TOTAL

$42s.00
$41,200.00
$5,360.00
$1,500.00
$6,125.00
$1,000.00
$3,000.00

$13,12s.00
$15,000.00
$10,000.00

$5,000.00
$25,000.00

$125,000.00
$5,000.00

$40,000.00
$10,000.00
$90,000.00

$2,000.00
$20,000.00

$5,000.00
$150,000.00

$3,000.00
$1,000.00
$4,000.00
$5,000.00

$10,000.00
$5,000.00

$161,577.50 -lo9o- rS/Lf5o

moore
Q:\1 71 00\1 7l4^EXCEL\Op¡nion-of-Cost Levee A xtsx Page 2 ol 2 Ø engineering, inc.



Shyenne River Flood Protection
LeveeA-SandagerPark

Lisbon, Notth Dakota

Engineer's Opinion of Probable Cost

UNIT QUANTITY I.JNIT PRICEBID ITEM NO. & DESCR/PIIOA/

Base Bid
1. Clearing & Grubbing
2. Topsoil - Stripping & Spreading
3. Granular Surface - Remove
4. Asphalt - Remove
5. Concrete - Remove
6. Curb & Gutter - Remove
7. Storm Sewer Manhole - Remove
8. Storm Sewer - Remove
9. Storm Sewer Gate Valve - Remove
10. Water Main - Remove
11. Water Service - Remove
12. Gate Valve - Remove
13. Hydrant - Remove
14. Sanitary Sewer Manhole - Remove
15. Sanitary Sewer Main - Remove
16. Sanitary Sewer Service - Remove
17. Sanitary Sewer Cleanout - Remove
18. Exploration Trench
19. Excavation
20. Subgrade Preparation
21. Embankment - lmport
22. Embankment
23. Water Main - Connect to Existing
24. Hydrant Lead - 6" PVC
25. Hydrant - 6"
26. Gate Valve & Box - 6"
27. Corporation - 1"

28. Water Service Line - 1"

29. Curb Stop & Box - '1"

30. Sanitary Sewer - Connect to Existing
31. Sanitary Sewer Service - 6" pVC
32. Sanitary Sewer Service Connections
33. Sanitary Sewer Cleanout - 6"
34. Sanitary Sewer Manhole
35. ReinforcementFabric
36. Gravel- NDDOT Class S - 6"
37. Gravel - NDDOT Class 5 - 3"
38. Asphalt Base CoLlrse - 3"
39. Asphalt Wearing Course - 2"

Prcjecl#:17147
DaIe Crcaled:4128114

TOTAL

LS

SY
SY
SY
SY
LF

EA
LF

EA
LF

LF

EA

EA
EA

LF

LF

EA

LF

CY
SY
CY
CY
EA
LF

EA
EA
EA

LF

EA

EA
LF
EA
EA
EA
SY
SY
SY
SY
SY

1

25,600
2,700
3,500
150

400
2

100

1

225
450
2

1

1

30

155

7

2,450
1,500

21,000
25,000
1,500

1

15

1

1

1

$30,000.00
$3.50
$6,00
$6.00

$10.00
$6.00

$1,000.00
$25.00

$500.00
$25.00
$20.00

$500.00
$1,000.00
$1,000.00

$35.00
$25.00

$500.00
$13.00
$4.00
$2.50

$13.00
$6.00

$1,000.00
$40.00

$3,500.00
$1,750.00

$s00.00
$30.00

$400.00
$500.00

$40.00
$750.00

$1,000.00
$5,000 00

$2.50
$7 00

$3.00
$15.00

$12.00

$30,000.00
$89,600.00
$16,200.00
$21,000.00

$1,500.00
$2,400.00
$2,000.00
$2,500.00

$500.00
$5,625.00
$9,000.00
$1,000.00
$1,000.00
$1,000,00
$1,050.00
$3,875.00
$3,500.00

$3r,850.00
$6,000.00

$52,500.00
$325,000.00

$9,000.00
$1,000.00

$600.00
$3,500.00
$1,750.00

$500.00
$7,500.00

$800.00
$1,000.00

$10,000.00
$1,500.00
$3,000.00
$5,000.00
$9,812.50

$27,475.00
$1,425.00

$25,125.00
$20,100.00

250
2

2
250

2

3

1

3,925
3,925
475

1,67s
1,675

moore
engineering, inc.Q:\1 71 00\1 71 4nEXCEL\Opinion-of-CostLevee A xtsx Page 1 ol 2 Ø



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505.0850

.nd

eil4 I

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECT: North Central Rural Water Consortium II - Granville/Suney/Deering
DATE: }v4ay 19,2014

North Central Rural Water Consortium II is requesting an additional 75 percent cost-share on an
estimated cost of $7,669,000 for the previously approved Granville, Surrey, Deering Water
Supply Project. The Project addresses water supply service in northeastern Ward County and
McHenry County. The overall Project involves 147 miles of 6" to 2" pipeline for approximately
191 rural users and 69 service connections in the city of Deering. The water rate will include a
monthly minimum charge of $52 and a water rate of $5.65 per 1,000 gallons. The project is the
design stage with the project to be bid in winter of 2014 and construction in 2015. The funding
on this project will be evaluated again after the bid opening.

July 23,2013, the State Water Commission approved a75 percent grant of $180,000 towards
the $240,000 cost for design and cultural resource study. An additional grant of $4,800,000 will
be sufficient for engineering and construction in this biennium and allow the local financing to
be arranged. An additional grant will likely be recommended in the next biennium.

I recommend the State Water Commission approve 75 percent cost share of
eligible costs, not to exceed an additional $4,800,000, for the Granville,
Surrey, Deering Project to North Central Rural Water Consortium II from
the funds appropriated to the State 'Water Commission in the 2013 - 2015
biennium. The funding is contingent on available funding and subject to
future revisions.

TS:JM:ph/237-03NOC

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



ND STATE \ryATER COMMISISIO 2t ffi4
Project Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as
needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
projectþro gram database. This form will serve as the first step in obtaining cost-share assistance.
Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SWC cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SV/C Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use
extra sheets as necessary.

1. Project, program, or study name: Granville, Surrey Deering Water Supply Project

2. Sponsor(r), North Central Rural Water Consortium II (NCRWC)

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): Northeastern Ward & Northwestern McHenry Counties

4. Description of request: n New Ø UpAate (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the project, program, or study:
a. If study, what type:
n Water Supply ! Hydrologic ! ftooOplain Mgmt
! other

! Feasibility

b. If project/program:
n nlood Control
! Recreation
! Channel Imp.
! vrutti-rurpose

! Snagging & Clearing n \üater Qualify!
n

Bank Stabilization
Irrigation

tr
n

Rural Flood Control
Other

Ø Water Supply

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: NCRWC

7' 
Pf"'i,iP#?ä,fJ"Bi;"P"r?H,eå8u'åg"tt$,8ff q,:?,1'r"åfi$ffi"d',,få,åî*æ¿",Htnufuåni'$ned wers
thatoffer a low quality of water, and some do not have enough water causing them to haul water
for domestic and agricultural use. The proposed project will-supply these residents with a
reliable source of treated drinking water. The City of Deering has an aging infrastructure with
several water breaks ayear. This project would install new water maini in the city of Deering.

8. Has a feasibilify study been completed?: n y". E No E Ongoing n Not Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: I-|y.. flXo ElOngoing nNot Appticable

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: lYes ElNo flongoing lNot Applicable



1 . Have you applied for any state permits?: n y.. Ø No ! not Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

I . Have you been approved for any state permits?: fly.r Ø No n Not Applicabte
a. If yes, please explain:

13. Have you applied for any local permits?: Ey.* ElNo ENot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

1 . Have you been approved for any local permits?: nyes ØNo ENot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

I . Rriçfly expìain tþe leyel ofreview tþe prpject or program has undergone:
ruDllc lnpur meeungs nave Deen conoucteo ln me proJeet plannlng area.-

I . Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,

çermits, 
funding, local opposition, environmental concerns, etc.)?

1 . Estimated ect or

timeline

total entation costs: $

consider when SWC cost-share will be

5,t5l r-l5O
t'9lJ,Z5<)

*lr ôL{ì ,i}O{-i

Please
status:

nrJiitl-"rFgft""''1ätågjtT$åffi'n î"",ffüg'ðå"'fr,?¿t¿#gÈnndúFturfl"Ëfd.ct wlr
be advertised for construction in \ü/inter 2OI4-20I5. Construction to start Summer
2015. Construction completion Summer 2016.

2 .IJlave assessment districts been formed?: lYes lNo lOngoing BlNot Appticable

Submitted 6r. North Central RurølWater Consortium II - Rick Anderson, President

Dafe:4-21-14
Address and telephone.38ll Burdick Expressw&y Eøst Minot,ND 58701 (701)852-1886

Møil to: ND State Water Commíssion, ATTN: Melßsø Behm, 900 E BoulevørdAve. Dept.
770, Bßmørck, ND 58505-0850

Source Cash In-kìnd
Federal $ $
State $ 575 1750 $
Local g 1917250 $
Total g 7669000 g0

Source 20tt-2013
Tnnt-6/30/13

2013-2015
7/Ul3-6/30/15

2015-2017
7lut5-6t30/t7

2017-2019
7nn7-6/30/19

Beyond 6/30119

Federal $ $ $ $ $
State $ $ s7s 17s $ 517ó575 $ $
Local $ gt9t72s st725525 $ $
Total $0 $ 766e00 $ óeuzr00 $0 $0



North Central Rural Water Consortium
Granville, Surrey, Deer¡ng Project Planning Area
Rural Water Supply Project Phase I

lE Project Number: 809-00-068
Ward and McHenry Counties, ND

Part A of Deere Cost Estimate

Part B Rural Water Cost Estimate tl ()2,ibL--

INTERSTATE
ENGINEFRING

Pole*ionols you næd, people you lrusl

Item
No. Item Unit

No. of
Units

Estimate Pe¡
Unit

Extended
Estimate Per

I Mobilization LS 1 $ 40.000.00 s 40 000 00
Testinq Laboratorv Services 1 $ 4.000.00 $ 4.000.00

3 6" Class 200 PVC LF 1.330 s 36.00 s 47 880.00
6" Tvoe ll Borinq EA 2 $ 2.700.00 $ 5.400.00

5 3" Class 200 PVC LF 4.330 29.00$ s 125.570 00
3" Rail Road Borinq LF 120 60.00$ $ 7.200.00

7 3" Tvoe ll Borino EA 2 $ 1.500.00 s 3.000.00
8 2" Class 200 PVC LF 6.000 28 00s $ 168.000 00
I 2" fvoe ll Borino EA 30 $ 1.500 00
l0 1" Polyethvlene Water Service Pioe LF 1.380 22 00$ $ 30,360.00
11 1" Corooration Stoo EA 69 $ 400.00 $ 27.600.00
12 1" Curb Stop and Box EA 69 $ 400 00 s 27 600 00
13 Meter Assemblv 69 $ 700.00 $ 48.300.00
14 Tvpe I Meter Pit EA 20 $ 2.200.00 $ 44 000 o0
15 3" Gate Valve and Box 6 $ 1.000 00 $ 6.000.00
16 2" Gale Valve and Box EA I s 900.00 s 7.200 00

2" Flush Hvdrant EA 3 $ 2.200.00 $ 6.600.00
18 Rock Excavation CY 10 $ 10.00 100.00$

subtotal op¡nton const¡uct¡on Gost $643,E10.00

Item
No Item Unit

No. of
Units

Estimate Per
Unit

Extended
Estimate Per

1 Mobilization LS 1 $ 50.000.00
2 Testino ervrces LS 1 s 1.000 00 00
3 6" Class 200 PVC LF 72.300 10.50$ 1

)irect4 6'' DF rnq LF 800 $ 38 00
5 6" Tvoe I Borino EA 4 s 8.500.00
6 EA 6 s 5.000 00
7 3" Class 200 PVC 14 976 $ 4.20 $ 14.980.20
I DRl 1 cnâ onnq LF 400 s 23.00
I 3" Tvpe ll Borino 3 $ 3,200.00 $ 9.600.00
10 3" Gate Valve and Box EA 3 $ 1.000.00 ,.000 00
1 LF 183.200 3.50$ 641
12 2" DRl l Directional Boring LF 1.200 18.00$ s t1 600 00
1',. 2" Ra I Road Borinq LF 240 62.00$
14 2" Type I Borinq EA 5 $ 4.700.00 $ 3.500 00
l5 2" Tv EA 44 s 200000 88 00
16 1" Polvethvlene Water Service Pioe LF 4.820 7.50s
17 1C etion l ,top EA 84 s 300 00 200 00
18 1" Curb Stoo and Box EA 84 $ 450.00 37
'19 Meter EA 84 $ 700 00
2 Tvoe I Meter Pit 5 $ 1,500.00 $ 7.500.00
21 Gate EA 4 $ 1.800.00
2l 2 and Box 14 $ 900.00 $ 12.600.00
23 Air Release Pit EA 10 $ 2.800 00 s 8 000 0o
2' Jvdrant EA 2 $ 1,400.00
25 Seedinq LF 135.238 0.35s $r 7 333.30

Eros2 ontrol LF 4s.000 $ 0.28 1

27 Rock Excavation CY 20 10 00$ r00 00
28 tation mprovements LS 1 $ 350,000.00

$2.i 693.s0

Subtotal Opinion Construction Cost Phase I
r.[ I |i,i i; $3,000,503.50



North Central Rural Water Consortium
Granville, Sur¡ey, Deering Project Planning Area
Rural Water Supply Project Phase ll
lE Project Number: 809-00.068
Ward and McHenry Counties, ND

INTERSTATE
ENGINEERING

Prclosionols you need, peoplo you trul

Item
No. Item Unit

No. of
Units

Estimate Per
Unit

Extended
Estimate Per

1 Mobilization LS 1 $ 65.000 00 $ 65.000.00
2 ïestinq Laboratorv Services 1 $ 1.000.00 s 1.000 00
3 3" Class 200 PVC LF 107.000 $ 4.20 $ 449.400.00
4 3" DR 1l Directional Borinq 200 $ 23.00 $ 4.600.00
5 3" Rail Road Borinq LF 140 $ 72.O0 $ 10,080.00
b 3" Tvpe I Borinq 5 $ 7.000.00 $ 35.000 00
7 3" Type ll Borinq EA 6 $ 3 200.00 $ 19.200.00
8 2" Class 200 PVC 370 600 $ 3.s0 $ 1 .297.1 00 00

2" DR11 Directional Borinq LF 7.010 s 18 00
10 2" Rail Road Borinq LF 460 $ 62 00
1 2" Tvoe I Borino EA 11 $ 4.700.00
12 2" Type ll Borinq EA 56 $ 2,000 00 11
13 '1" Polvethvlene Water Service Pioe LF 2.',t50 $ 7.50
14 1" Corporation Stop EA 107 $ 300 0o $ 32.100 00
15 1" Curb Stop and Box EA 107 $ 450.00 s 48.'t 50 00
16 Meter Assembly EA 107 $ 700 00 $ 74.900.00
17 Tyoe I Meter Pit EA 15 $ 1.500.00 $ 22 500 00
18 3" Gate Valve and Box EA b $ 1.000 00 $ 6.000.00
19 2" Gate Valve and Box 32 $ 900.00 $ 28 800.00
20 Air Release Pit EA 23 s 28ô000 $ 64.400.00
21 2" Flush Hydrant b $ 1.400 00 s 8.400.00
2" Seeding LF 238.800 $ 0.35 $ 83,580.00
23 Erosion Control 180,000 $ 0.28
2' Rock Excavet¡on CY 20 $ 10.00 200.00

$2.635.335.00Subtotal Opinion Gonstruction Cost

Ll 'ifr,5t's

lÃ,r-r'í,i.:,.', 141.5,¡rìc5

-L Çc- t) c-¡c r. S



North Gentral Rural Wate¡ Consortium
Granville, Surrey, Deering Project Planning Area
Rural Water Supply Project
lE Project Numbe¡: 809-00-068
Ward and McHenry Gounties, ND

Phase lTotal Estimated Costs

Phase ll Total Estimated Costs

Total Project Gost

¡NÏERSTATE
ENGINEERING

Polesionois you need. people you lrusl

$7,669,000.00

Total Ooinion Construction Cos $3.000.503.50
n Conti $300,050.35

nstruction Gost + $3,300.553.85
Basic and Special Engineering Services 6.9%) s227,738.22
Legal and Administrative Services (3.0% $82,513.85

Enq Services $396,066.46
F¡nance lnterest (2.3%) $76,127.63

$4,083,000.00

Total Opinion Construction Cos $2,635
Construction Contingency (1 0%) $263

Cost + Constructionotal $2,898,
Basic and Special Engineering Services (6.9% $200

Services s72
Services 12. $347

.3%
Totel Gost ,000



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BISÀIARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

Lt"..,-

MEMORANDUM

TO: Govemor Jack Dalrymple
of the State Water Commission

FROM: odd Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
North Central Rural Water Consortium II - Carpio Berthold Phase II
I|v4ay 16,2014

SUBJECT:
DATE:

North Central Rural Water Consortium II is requesting an additional 75 percent cost-share of
$1,100,000 on an estimated eligible cost of 5I,466,667 for the previously approved Carpio
Berthold Phase II Project. The overall Project provides water supply service in northwestern
Ward County and extends from Des Lacs to Carpio. Phase II involves the rural area near
Foxholm and Donnybrook with 82 miles of 3" to 1" pipeline for approximately 100 rural users
with estimated eligible cost of $4,066,667. The Commission previously funded Phase I with a
65 percent grant of $3,150,000 on an estimated cost of $4,840,000. Phase I included 140 miles
of 4"to l.5"pipelineforapproximately I25ruralusersandserviceforthecityof Carpio. The
water rate will include a monthly minimum charge of $52 and a water rate of $5.65 per 1,000
gallons.

July 23, 2013, the State Water Commission approved Phase II for a 75 percent grant of
$1,950,000 on an estimated cost of $2,600,000. The total estimated eligible cost is $4,066,667
with a 75 percent grant of $3,050,000.

I recommend the State Water Commission approve an additional 75 percent
cost share of eligible costs, not to exceed $1,100,000, towards the Carpio
Berthold Project to North Central Rural Water Consortium II from the
funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013 - 2015
biennium. The funding is contingent on available funding and subject to
future revisions.

TS:JM:ph/237-03NOC

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



ND STATE WATER COMMISSIONAPR 21 2014

Project Information and Cost-Share Request Form

This form is to be frlled out by the project or program sponsor, with SWC staff assistance as
needed. Upon receipt of a request form, the information will be reviewed and added to the state's
project/program database. This form will serve as the first step in obtaining cost-share assistance.
Once a project has been fully developed, detailed cost and engineering information should then
be submitted with a request for the project to be considered for SWC cost-share. For assistance,
contact the SWC Water Development Division at (701) 328-4952.

Please answer the questions as completely as possible. Supporting documents such as maps and
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required, please use
extra sheets as necessary.

1. project, program, or study name: Carpio Berthold Phase II Water Supply Project

2. Sponsor(.), North Central Rural'Water Consoftium II (NCRWC)

3. Location (county, city, township, etc.): Northwestern ward county

4. Description of request: ! New Bl UpOate (previously submitted)

5. Specific needs addressed by the project, program, or study:
a. If study, what type:

\ilater Supply ! Hydrologic ! nlooOplain Mgmt
Other

fl Feasibilify

b. If project/program:
n Flood Control

Recreation
Channel Imp.

Snagging & Clearing
Bank Stabilization

E Water Qualify
Rural Flood Control
Other

tr
tr

n vrum-purpose

6. Jurisdictions/Stakeholders involved: NCRV/C

7' 
Pf*,i,TJ'?.'.e¿Bå"PJlfil,ofluft'3f,,ntd.#,"xf"lg¡sfüêg$i',ìsffståftlpl"å1fim.?hå?f{åoivrouauy
owned wells that offer a low quality of water, and some do not have enough water causing them
to haul water for domestic and agricultural use. The proposed project will supply these residents
with a reliable source of treated drinking water.

8. Has a feasibility study been completed?: Ø y.. n No n Ongoing n Not Applicable

9. Has engineering design been completed?: Ey"r nNo nOngoing nNot Applicable

10. Have land or easements been acquired?: [Yes f]no longoing lNot Applicabte

! Irrigation
Ø \ilater Supply



1'HaveLï:i,ïtJ:ffi#Jfi 
fåryði'tff i'oE.*ï,Hilp"n-'ì["'1ss#sno,liomitted

1 . Have you been approved for any state permits?: Ey.. Ø No I Not Applicable
a. If yes, please explain:

13. Have you applied for any local permits?:. Øy.. Eno nNpt Applicable
a. If yes, please explain: lownshlp utlllty occupancy permits have been submitted.

1 . Have you been approved folpny local permits?: Ø-tr.. E¡qo nNot Applicable
a. If yes, please explain: rne townsnlps nave granted permtsslon to lnstall rural water

Brieflv exprain rhe rever 
"r.i,?äi.Ì 

ìilnt" 
their right of wav'-

publiiinpütmeetingshavebeen.on¿u.Båojff åÎifdÅfrtrRtîSt""r9.'"1,E8i,åtrhepER.
I

1 . Do you expect any obstacles to implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition,
permits, funding, local opposition, environmental concerns, etc.)?

1 . Estimated or total costs: $

timeline consider when SWC cost-share wilt be

::ï:: ïpJi',t,'sp[etrBttâ$fðhÍte$+¡grt."'i'ÂËårä,1t1g*a'"""x¡d"{heir,cSrrent
ùr4ruù' substantially complete by November 2014, and finally complete by Spring 2015.

2 .Haveassessment districts been formed?: lYes ENo flOngoing pNot Applicable

Submitted 6r. North Central RurølWater Consortíum II - Rick Anderson, Presi.dent

Date:4-21-14
Address and telephone.3817 Burdíck Expressway East Minot,ND 58701 (701)852-1586

Muìl to: ND Støte fVater Commissíon, ATTN: Melíssa Behm, 900 E Boulevurd Ave. Dept.
770, Bßmarck, ND 58505-0850

Source Cash In-kínd
Federal $ $
State $ 3r01250 $
Local g 1033750 $
Total g al 35000 g0

Source 20lt-2013
7lt/tt-6t30/13

2013-201s
7lt/13-6t30/15

2015-2017
7lt/15-6/30/17

2017-2019
7nn7-6t30/t9

Beyond 6/30/19

Federal $ $ $ $ $
State $ 375000 s27262s0 $ $ $
Local $ 125000 $ e087s0 $ $ $
Total $ 500000 $ 363s000 $0 $0 $0



APil 1 2014

ENGINEERING STATEMENT FOR
NORTH CENTRAL RURAL WATER CONSORTIUIII

CARPIO BERTHOLD PHASE ¡I
RURAL WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

PROJECT SUMMARY

The North Central Rural Water Consortium ll (NCRWC) is in the process of
expanding the rural water distribution system in north western Ward County. The
expansion will consisl of 2" and 3" watermains to deliver water to individual rural users

in the area from Foxholm to Donneybrook. The NCRWC will purchase water from the
city of Minot through the existing contract and water allocations that NPRWD has with
the City of Minot. The project is broken down into two phases. Phase I construction
was substantially completed in 2013 with only seeding and punch list items remaining.
Phase ll will supply water to about 100 rural users in the following townships within
Ward and Renville Counties of North Dakota: Carbondale, lvanhoe, Plain, Muskego,
Ree, Carpio, Mayland, Passport, and Foxholm. See Figure 1 and attached sheet PL for
a map of the proposed project area.

The project area will be served from the 10" PVC Northwest Area Water Supply
(NAWS) transmission line and the watermains installed under Phase I of the project.

The NAWS transmission line is currently in seruice and runs from Minot, through
Berthold and Carpio, and ends in Kenmare.

Il-
I

-----t.Þ
-- *aE
----ÊrÞ_-- _ qitÞ

\l

Figure l: Project Area
I



PROJECT STATUS UPDATE

An engineering statement was submitted to the ND State Water Commission in

April of 2013. Since then the Carpio Berthold Project has increased in users from the
projected 50 users to 100 users. These added services require more and larger
watermains to be installed to accommodate the added usage, Currently the ND State
Water Commission has allocated $1,950,000 to the project based on the engineering
statement provided in 2013. This dollar amount is a75o/o cost share based on the
engineers estimate of $2,600,250.97 and projected number of users of 50 at that time.
Also a USDA RD loan was obtained in the amount of $797,200 for a total current budget
of $2,747,200. The current engineer's estimate is $4,135,000 based on 100 users. A
breakdown of costs can be found following this report. With the current funding in

place, there are users in the project planning area that would not be able to receive rural

water. ln order for all users in the project planning area to receive rural water the
NCRWC is asking for the ND SWC to reconsider their allocations set aside for this
project to serve the additional users.

The Carpio Berthold Phase ll project has completed the environmental review
and is ready to be bid out, with construction scheduled to start at the beginning of the
summer and completed by fall of 2014.

Prepared By lnterstate Engineering

bvorlt \'W
J. Wade Senger, P.E



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

701-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-328-3696 . INTERNET: http://swc.nd.govkþ-+,

MEMORANDUM

TO: Govemor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State V/ater Commission

FROM: Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECTz 2013-2015 State Water Supply - Northeast Regional Vy'ater District Rural Expansion
DATE: May 16,2014

North Valley Water District and Langdon Rural Water District combined into Northeast Regional
Water District (Northeast). Northeast is requesting an additional T5 percent grant on an estimated
eligible cost of $1,251,000 for the previously approved rural expansion project. An additional T5

percent grant would be approximately $937,500. This project connects an additional 66 new rural
users around the system with 51 miles of 2" transmission pipeline. The North Valley system current
rural rate for 6,000 gallons is $66 based on monthly minimum of $30 anda cost of $6 per 1,000
gallons.

October 7,2013, the State Water Commission approved a 75 percent grant of $862,500 towards the
$1,150,000 North Valley V/ater District 2013 Rural Expansion Project to add 35 users. The total
estimated eligible cost is $2,400,000 with a 75 percent grant of $ 1,800,000.

I recommend the State Water Commission approve an additional T5 percent cost
share of eligible cost, not to exceed $937,500, to the Northeast Regional Water
District from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013
- 2015 biennium. The funding is contingent on available funding and subject to
future revisions.

TS:JM:ph/2050-NOE

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



NRWD
Northeast Regional Water District

APR30MU

April30, 2014

Jeffrey Mattern

MR & lCoordinator

North Dakota State Water Commission

900 East Boulevard, DeptTTO

Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

RE: Northeast Regional Water District (NRWD)- request for additional funding for additional
new member hook-ups (SWC Project No. 2050-NOR)

Dear Jeffrey:

North Valley Water District (NVWD) was approved for 75% grant funding on October 7,20t3,
for an estimated S1,150,000 project to add 35 new member hook-ups to their water system.

As you know, effective January L,2Ot4, the North Valley Water District merged with the
Langdon Rural Water District to the west to form the Northeast Regional Water District.

The 35 original new hook-ups has grown to 4L on the North Valley Branch of the system, plus

another 25 across the western boundary into the Langdon Rural Branch of the system, for a

total of 66 new members hook-ups we would like to add in the project being bid in May.

(There are also an additional t25 potential hook-ups to the west in the Langdon Rural Branch

for a future project.)

Enclosed are engineer's estimatesforthetotal 66 hook-ups on each branch of the NRWD

system.

Total estimated cost for the two branches is 52,401.,350 of which 51,1.50,000 was approved for
75o/o grant in October,20L3,leaving an estimated S1,251,350 of funds needed to add all 66

hook-ups.

The Board of Directors of Northeast Regional Water District approved submitting a request for
additional funding to add the 66 new members at their monthly meeting on April 24.

13532 Hwy 5 West ¡ Cavalier, ND 58220 . Phone: (7OLl265-8503 . FAX (707Ì,265-4280



On behalf of Northeast Regional Water District, I respectfully request consideration of an

additional 75% of S1,251.,350 (5938,512,50) to add the additional 3L members on the agenda of
the May 29,2OL4 State Water Commission meet¡ng in Bismarck,

Sincerely,

Gordon L. Johnson,

Northeast Regional

r

r District

Cc: Calvin Thelen & Geoff Slick, AE2S



93rd Street Expansion
Northeasl Reglonal Water Distrlct
New Users-NVWD User Expanslon
OPINION OF TOTAL PEOBABLE PEOJECT COSTS
Last Updated: April 28t2014

UNIT TOTAL

ITEM DESCRIPTION AUANTITY UNIT COST COST

a. Mobilization

b. Pipe
1. 2-lnch PVC - C1200

c, Gate Valves
1. 2-lnch

d. 1-inch Flush/Air Blow-olf Valve
e. Tie-lnto Existing Syslem Using a Tee

1. '1.5 lo 3-inch Existing Main
f. New 2-inch Tle lnto Existing System Using a Saddle

1, New 2-inch to 4 to f-inch Existing Main

g. Non-Cased Bores
1. 2-lnch

h. Directional Bores
1. 2-lnch POLY - SDR11

i. Signs
j, Seeding
k. Gravel
l. f -inch Curb Valve

m, Resldential Meter Setters
n. Frost Proof Reidental Meter Selters

145,000 l.f $3.50 $s07,500.00

$1,250.00 $43,750.00

1 $1,ooo.oo $1,ooo.oo

$1,500.00 $150,000.00

Base Bid Subtotal $944,400.00

I Total Probable Construction Gosts $944,400.00

3
3

35

100

ea,
ea.

ea.

ea.

ea.

t.f.
ea.

acre
lon
ea.
ea,
ea.

$800.00
$1,000.00

$2,400.00
$3,000.00

$51,000.00
$ooo.oo

$30,000.00
$12,500,00
$30,750,00
$14,400.00
$37,500.00

$10,000.00
$zs,ooo.oo

$10,000.00
$5,000,00

$zs,ooo.oo
$100,000,00

$so,ooo.oo
$95,000.00
$20,000.00

3,400
6

50
500
41

16
25

$15,00
$1oo.oo
$600,00

$25,00
$750,00
$900.00

$1,500.00

ADMINISTHATIVE COSTS
General
Land Acquisilion (Easements and Crop Beimbursement)

ENGINEEHING
Study & Report
Preliminary Engineering
Design, and Bidding
Construction
Post Construction & Warranly

CONTINGENCIES
LEGAL (2%)

TOTALPROJECTGOSTS: $1,384,400.00

4/28/2014 NV New Users - 93rd Street Transmission Eslimate 4-22'1 .xlsx lofl



93rd Street Expansion
Northeast Regional Waler District
User Expansion-LFWD Alternate
OPINION OFTOTAL PROBABLE PNOJECT COSTS
Last Updated; Aprll 28,2014

UNIT TOTAL
ITEM DESCFIPTION OUANTITY UNIT COST COST

b. PiPe
1, 2-lnch PVC - C1200

c. Gate Valves
1. 2-lnch

d. 1-inch Flush/Air Blow-off Valve
e. Tie-lnlo Existing System Using a Tee

1. 1,5 to 3-inch Existing Main
f. New 2-ínch Tie lnto Existing Syslem Using a Saddle

1, New 2-inch to 4 to 8-inch Existing Maln

g. Non-Gased Bores
1. 2-lnch

h. Directional Bores
1, 2-lnch POLY - SDR11

i. Signs
j. Seeding
k. Gravel
l. 1-lnch Gurb Valve

m. Flesidential Meter Setters
n. Frost Proof Reidental Meter Setters

$3.50 $420,000.00

$1,250.00 $22,500,00

$1,000,00 $2,000.00

75 $1,500.00 $1 12,500.00

Base Bid Subtotal $744,450.00

i Total Probable Construction Gosts $744,450.0O

120,000 1.

7
7

18

2

2,300
14
50

500
25
I
17

ea.
ea.

ea.

ea.

ea.

Lf.
ea.

acre
ton
ea.
ea.
ea.

$800,00
$1,ooo.oo

$15.00
$100.00
$600.00

$25.00
s750.00
$s00.00

$1,500,00

$5,600.00
$7,000.00

$34,500,00
$1,400,00

$30,000.00
$12,500,00
$18,750.00

$7,200,00
$25,500,00

$7,500,00
$75,000.00

$75,000.00
$25,000.00
$75,000,00
$1s,ooo.oo

ADMINISTFATIVE COSTS
General
Lancl Acquisition (Easements and Crop Fleimbursement)

ENGINEERING
Conslruction
Post Construction & Warranty

CONTINGENCIES
LEGAL (2%)

TOTALPROJECTCOSTS: $1,016,950.00

4/28/2014 LHWD Users - 93rd Slreel Transmission Estimate 4'22'l4.xlsx l of I



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSlv{ARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

6ó-6888 . FAX 701-328-

la-^-L 2

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECT: Federal MR&I Funding - Mclean-Sheridan and South Central Regional
DATE: }/.ay 19,2014

The proposed allocation of the FY2014 Federal Municipal, Rural, and Industrial Water Supply
(MR&I) funding from Garrison Diversion Unit budget of $6,800,000 is shown in the enclosed
table. The projects involved have previously received funding approval. The projects are the
Mclean-Sheridan Blue and Brush Lakes Project and the South Central Regional Water District
Expansion Project.

Mclean-Sheridan Water District - The Blue and Brush Lakes Regional Water Service Area
Expansion project involves 12 miles of 6" to 2" pipeline for the addition of 150 new members in
the rural area north of the city of Mercer. The project will provide a more reliable and high
quality water to address issues of high total dissolved solids, iron, manganese, and sodium.

February 27,2013, the Commission approved a 50 percent grant of $800,000, on the estimated
cost of $1,600,000 from two funding sources. Also, on March 14,2013, the Garrison Diversion
Conservancy District granted approval. The first funding source was the balance of the Water
Development and Research Fund administrated by the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District.
There is approximately $700,000 in the fund but this changes slightly due to monthly interest
earned. The Second funding source was $100,000 from the state contract fund. The new
estimated eligible cost is $2,550,000, with a 50 percent grant of $1,275,000. The required
additional grant is $475,000. The recommendation is to fund the project using the balance of
Water Development and Research Fund of $700,000, and use FY20l4 Federal MR&I funding to
replace the State Water Commission grant of $100,000 and provide the additional $475,000.

I recommend the State Water Commission rescind the previously approved
State 'Water Commission grant of $100,000 and approve a 50 percent grant
of eligible costs, not to exceed $1,275,000, towards the Blue and Brush Lakes
Expansion Project to the Mclean-Sheridan \ilater District, with $700,000
from the \ilater Development and Research Fund and a 50 percent grant, up
to $575,000, from the Federal MR&I funds. The approval is subject to the
entire contents of the recommendation contained herein, the available
funding, subject to future revisions, and the project follows the federal
MR&I program requirements.

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



SWC Memo -2014 Federal MR&I Funding - Mclean-Sheridan and South Central Regional
Page2
I|l4ay 19,2014

South Central Regional Expansion Project - South Central is developing a regional water
system to serve Emmons, Logan, Mclntosh, and Kidder Counties with the water supply from the
Emmons water treatment plant near Linton. South Central's request is for funding the
construction of Phase 5 in Kidder County and for additional construction funding for Phase 4 in
Logan and Mclntosh Counties.

The Phase 4 request is for cost increase after the bid opening. The project is for water service
area in southern Logan County and Mclntosh County and includes 300 miles of 10" to 1.5"
pipeline îor 220 rural users and the Wishek Standpipe with 250,000 gallons of storage.

June 13, 2012, the Commission approved aFY20l2 Federal MR&I Water Supply funding of a
75 percent grant of $7,700,000, on an estimated cost of $10.3 million. July 11, 2012, the
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District granted approval. The new estimated eligible cost is
$11,516,667, with a 75 percent grant being $8,637,500. The additional grant required is
$937,500.

Phase 5 is for water service for southern Kidder County. The Project includes 117 miles of 8" to
1.5" pipeline for 190 rural users , capacily for bulk service to Steele and individual service within
Tappen and Dawson. The water rate will include a monthly minimum charge of $40 and a water
rate of $3.55 per 1,000 gallons. The area of service has been coordinated with Stutsman Rural
'Water District's Kidder County Project.

On July 23, 2013, the State Water Commission approved a 75 percent cost-share grant of
$196,500 on an estimated cost of 5262,000 for the design and cultural resource study. The
project is in the planning and design stage with the project to be bid in late 2014. Phase 5 has an
estimated cost of 57,416,667 with a 75 percent grant of $5,562,500. The recommendation is to
use federal funds to replace the State V/ater Commission grant of $196,500 and fimd
construction with a75 percent grant of $5,366,000 using FY20l4 MR&I funding of $4,987,500
and FY2015 MR&I funding of $575,000.

The additonal Federal MR&I grant for Phase 4 and Phase 5 would be $6,500,000 using FY20l4
funding of $5,925,000 and FY2015 funding for the balance of $575,000.

I recommend the State Water Commission rescind the previously approved
State \ilater Commission grant of $1961500 and approve an 75 percent grant
of eligible costs, not to exceed $6,500,000, for the Emmons, Logan, Mclntosh,
Kidder Project to South Central Regional Water District from the federal
FY2014 MR&I funding of $5,925,000 and the federal FY2015 MR&I funding
of $575,000. The approval is subject to the entire contents of the
recommendation contained herein, the available funding, subject to future
revisions, and the project follows the federat MR&I program requirements.



SWC Memo -2014 Federal MR&I Funding - Mclean-Sheridan and South Central Regional
Page 3
Ilv4ay 19,2014

Federal MR&I Funding

TS : JM : ph/ 17 82 1237 -03 S OU

Project
Current

SWC Funds
Proposed

SWC Funds
Water Development
& Research Fund

Proposed
Federal Funds

McLean-Sheridan
Blue and Brush Lakes Expansion $100,000 $0 s700,000 $ 575,000

South Central Regional - Phase 4 $196,500 $o $0 $ 937,500

South Central Regional - Phase 5 $o $0 $o $4,987,500
State Administration $0 $o $o $ 300,000

FY2014 Total $296,500 s0 $700,000 $6,800,000

South Central Regional - Phase 5

FY2015 $0 $0 $0 $ 575,000
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987 17th. Avenue NW
Turtle Lake, ND 58575-9649

April29,2014

E+nail .com Phone: 701448-2686
Fax: 701448-2315

APR 30 m j

Re:

Todd Sando, State Engineer
North Dakota State rùy'ater Commission
900 E Bouleva¡d Ave
Bismarck ND 58505-0850

Mclean-Sheridan Wate¡ District - Brush and Blue Lake Expansion Project
Request for Additional Funding

Dear Mr. Sando:

The Mclean Sheridan Water District (District) recently held our bid opening for the Brush and Blue Lake
Expansion project. Our estimated total project cost was estimated at $2,100,000 but bids came in much
higher than estimated and our total project cost is now estimated at $2,470,000. In our discussions with
the contractors that bid thejob, they attributed the higher bid prices to the sand and gravel soils and a high
rvater table throughout the project area.

Our original project hnancing plan consisted of $800,000 in federal grant funds provided by State \üater

Commission through the MR&I progr¿rm, a $1,200,000 DWSRF loan, and $100,000 in user sign-up fees.
Due to the high bids, the District is requesting additional grant funding from the State Water Commission
of $370,000 to provide total grant funding of $1,170,000 (47.4 percent) for this project in order to
maintain the $59 monthly mínimum base rate for the ll5 new users signed up for the project. lt is our
intent to begin construction on this project in mid June in order to complete construction in 2014.

Thank you very much for your assistance with this important project for the Mclean Sheridan Water
District. If you have æry questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 701448-2686 or Cory Chorne,
with Advanced Engineering and Environmental Services, Inc. at 701-221-0530.

submitted.

Lynn
Manager

CC: Jeffrey Mattern
MRI Program Coordinalor
North Dakota State Water Commission



McLean Sheridan Water District Project Area
BRUSH AND BLUE LAKE SERVICE AREA IMPROVEMENTS

OPINION OF TOTAL PROBABLE PROJECT COST

ITEM DESCRIPTION

May 9, 2014

QUANTITY UNIT

UNIT

cosT
INSTALLED

COST

1.0

A

General Gonditions
lnsurance, Bonds, Mobil¡zat¡on, Travel, Subs¡stence, Etc ls $138,440 00

A

Subtotal Generel Conditions

1.0 Water Distribution System
Pipe

2 o-inch PVC Class 200

4 o-inch PVC Class 200

6 o-inch PVC Class 200

Gate Valves

2 0-inch

4 Ginch

6 0-inch

Flush Hydrent and Valve

Frost proof yard hydrant

Flush/Air Blow-off Valve
'l-inch Curb Stop Valve

Resident¡al Meter Setter Units

Frost Proof Meter Units

POLY Bores

2.o-inch DR 11

4.o-inch DR l1
6.0-inch DR 11

Directional Drills

Signs

Seeding

Gravel

Ledge Rock Removal

Booster Stat¡on lmprovements/Tie-ln
Meters/Remote Meter Reading Equipment

10,500

20,200

17 100

$13 50

$16 00

$21.50

$764.00

$l,030.00

$1,220.00

$480.00

$2,820 00

$481 00

$1,305 00

$14 50

$19 50

$29 00

$945.00

$34 00

$3,095 00

$77 50

$106 00

$23,020 00

$286,000 00

$138,440 00

$141,750 00

$323,200 00

$367,650 00

$4,584 00

$9,270.00

$15,860.00

$72,000 00

$8,460 00

$101,491 00

$1 95,750.00

$146,450 00

$42,900 00

$l '10,200 00

$1 02,060.00

$1,088.00

$30,950.00

$7,750.00

$5,300.00

$23,020 00

$286,000 00

1

2
â

lf
t.f

tf
B

c

D

E

F

G

'l

2

3

1.

2.

3.

Þ

9

l3

150

J

211

150

1 0,1 00

2,200

3,800

108

32

10

100

50

1

1

ea.

ea.

ea.

ea.

ea.

ea.

ea.

l.f.

t.f..

t.f.

ea.

ea.

ac.

ton

c.y.

l.s.

l.s.

H.

t.

J.

K.

L.

M,

N.

Subtotal Water Dlstribution System

Total Probable Construct¡on Costs
Other Costs

Administrative
Eng¡neer¡ng Des¡gn Phase Serv¡ces

Engineering Constructlon Phase Services

Contingency

1,995,733.00

2,',t34,173.O0

$20,000.00

¡178,000.00

s130,000.00

$'105,000.00

ESTIMATED TOTAL PROBABLE PROJECT COSTS $2,567,173.00

R:\Mclean Sher¡dan Rural Water D¡strict\Poo215-2010-00 Brush and Blue Lake Expansion\050 Bidding_Negotiatíons\Cost Est¡male\Blue & Brush Lake Cost Estimate
Update 5-8-2014 xlsx Page 1
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Mr. JefFrey Mattem
North Dakota State Water Commission
900 East Boulevard A.ve.
Bismarck, ND 58505

10700 Hwy 1804 North
PO Box 4182

Bismarck, ND 58502-4t82
(701') 258-8710 . Fax (701) 223-6041

Email : scwdmanager@bektel.com
scwau toread @ bektel.com

scwinfo @bektel.com

lPß 2 I 2U{

DearJeffrey:

By this lettet, South Central Regional Water District (SC\\D) is formally requesting considerarion for
additional funding through the Norrh Dakota State Water Commission G\fDS\VC) for completion of
Phase 4 of the SCWD Expansion Project. SCWD is also requesting funding for Phase 5 (I{idder Counry)
of the Expansion Project.

The original estimated construction cost in the Phase 4 Prelimina4' Engineering Report rvas 98,090,000.
Bids on the project rvere opened on March 20,2014 and based on the bids received, the Phase 4 portion
of the project has a shortfall of $1,249,000 (refer to the attached spreadsheet). SCWD is tequesting a 75%o
matching grant from the NDSWC in the amounr of 9936,800 for Phase 4.

Phase 5 of the SC\VD Expansion Project includes expansion into l(dder County with service to the
Torvn of Steele and apptoximately 190 rural customers. The estimated cost of Phase 5 is $7,417,600 (refer
to the attached spreadsheet). SC\\{D is requesting a 75o/o matching grant ftom the NDSWC in the
amount of $5,563,200 for Phase 5. The total amount tequested for Phase 4 and Phase 5 is $6,500,000.

In addition, pottions of Phase 4 ptoject rvere deleted from the bid set because the pipelines rvere not
feasible due to lack of signups. Lettets were sent out to residents of these areas infotming them the
ptoject was not feasible to be constructed in their area. SC\faD is norv receiving additional requests and
signups for these areas and it is anticipated that a porúon of these high cost areâs may be added back into
the project in the future as they þ6ço-" feasible. If these 

^te 
s 

^te 
added back into the project an

additional funding request rvill be made at that time. We realize this in an inconvenience for all entities
in'i'oh'ed but do want to ptovide w¿tet to the areas if they become feasible because this may be their last
chance to receive rural rvater.

TFyou have any aclditional questions or neecl additional information please feel free to contâct me.

Sincetely,

South Centtal Regional Water District

slan
Executive Di¡ector

B\\¡ - Bob l(eller File: SC\\ID Phase 4 Funding

C:\USl:llS\t-.\RR\'\.ll'l,D-\ 't\ÏI(\t.it
r:il-r's\cosfji\1.ou1.r.o QUL.SI |-IR.DOC



Kidder County - Opinion of Probable Cost
South Central Regional Water System

and Rural W¿ter Distribution
DescrÍption Quantity (ft.) Unit Price / Ft. Extension

3" Cl.250 PVC 39.900 ' 14,00$ $ss8,60c
oÁ fìlìr8" CI.200 PVC 8.000 ' 12,00

8" Cl. 160 PVC 17.000 ' 10.80$ 183
6" CI.250 PVC 38,900 ' 9.70$ $37',7.330
6" Cl.200 PVC 39.000 ' 9.40$ s366.600
6" Cl. 160 PVC 42,000, 7.25$ $304.s0(
4" Cl. 250 PVC 48.000 ' 5.00$ $240.00c
4" Cl.200 PVC 17,500 ' 4,50$
4" CI. 160 PVC 24.000, 4.10 $98.40C
l'cl.250 PVc 8,300 ' 4.00$ $33.20C
l" cl.200 PVC 18.500' 3.70 $68,45C
l" cl. 160 PVc 22,000' 3.60$ $79.20C
¿" cl,250 PVC 75.000 ' 3.55 s266.zs\
z" cI.200 PVc 105,000 ' 3.40$ $357.000
2', Cl. 160 PVC 110.000' 3.25$ $3s7.s00
7Y2't C1.250 PVC 2.840' 5,70$ 1$
lY2u Cl.200 PVC 540', 5.40$ 92,91(

!rrlr{¡+¡ 616,480 ' $3,484,00C
Appurtenances at3|Yo $1,045,00c
190 Services 190 800$ $152.00C
Lake Isabel Cabin A¡ea Construction I 250,000 $250.00c
Steele Master Meter Vault I $ 000 $75.00c
Booste/Reservoir I 515,000 $51s.000
rA g|retry I $ $75,000
Subtotal Kidder County Construction Cost $5,596,000

rtingencies @I0% $560.000

$2s,00(
$2s.00c

/Right-oÊWay/Appraisals $185,00C
Design Engineerine @, 6Yo $336.00C

ect tL% $615,60C
neology, Cultural, Environmental $75,00c

Total Phase 5 Kidder County Project Cost $7,417,600

CluserÊUsny\AppDsta\Locaf\MlcrGoft\Wlndows\Temporery lntêmst Fllæ\Content.Oullook\XxgvcKTI,J\2014 Kdder Cost Estimate wlth Resorvolr



Phase 4 Change Order- Opinion of Probable Cost
South Central Regional'Water System

and Rural \ilater Distribution
Description Quantity (ft.) Unit Price / Ft. Extension

8" Cl. 250 PVC, G.J (19,870') $14.00 ($278, I 80)
8" Ct,200 PVC, c.J (24,890',) $12.00 6
8" Cl. 160 PVC, G.J ø.3',70'\ $10.80 ($47,196",
ô'ct.250 PVC, c.J (23,460') $9.70 l$227.562',,
2',C|.250 PVC, G.J. ß5.470') $3.ss ( t2s I
2" Ct.200 PVC, G.J. (4,390') $3,40 ( ,¿o
2'Cl. 160 PVC, G.J I $3.25 ( +JU
1-1 cl.250 (140') 70
1-112" Cl.200 PVC, G.J )') $5.40 6481
B" Type 1 Road Crossinq (2) $14.500,00 (82: 000)
B" Type 3 Road Crossing $3,700,00 t$: ¿vt
ô" Type 1 Road Crossinq (1) $7.390.00 ($7.390ì
6" Type 3 Road Crossing (1 2,700.00 (
2" Type 1 Road Crossinq (1) 2.830.00 ($2,8301
2" Type 3 Road Crossino (4) 1,490.00 ( rou
6" Railroad Crossing t1) $17.000,00 ($17,000)
8'RJA (r00) $s6.00 ($5.600)
2" Restrained Joint Area t200) $16,00 l$3.2001

i468ìWork in Road Risht of Wav (780) $0.60
E" Valve 4 $1,750.00 $7.000
ô" Valve (1) i1.100.00 ($r.100)
2" Valve (8) $77s.00 ( ¿w
1-112" Valve (l) $560.00
1-112" Cleanout 0\ $1,150.00 ( UJU
2'CAV t1) .000.00 ts6.0001
Meterpit (3) i1,750.00 ( ¿JV
Modified Meterpit l6) $ 1,82s.00 ($10,950)

^¿1fìì6" Turnout (1) $1,840.00 ($

Order No. 1 Construction Cost ($1,125,000)
Project Inspeotion @ lI%o ( oõîtl
Total Change Order No. 1 Pro.iect Cost Ð\a+v

ClUs€ßIâr4^AppDâta\Local\Mlcrosoft\Wlndows\TomporEry lntemot Flles\conlent.ouilook\xxSvcKTu\phasê 4 chang€ order Cost Esllm€te



Kidder County - Opinion of Probable Cost
South Central Regional Water System

MTL and Rural Water Distribution
Description Ouantity (ft.) Unit Price / Ft. Extension

8" Cl. 250 PVC s9,770', 15.10$ i902.527
8" Cl. 200 PVC 29.730', 13.50 $401.355
8" Cl. 160 PVC 21.370 ' 12.50$ ',267.125

6" Cl. 250 PVC 62.360 ' 10.25 $639.1 90
6" Cl. 200 PVC 39.000' 9.00$ ;351,000
6" Cl. 160 PVC 41.000 ' 8.00 ;328.000

ct.2 48.000 ' 5.25 252.000
4" Cl. 200 PVC 15,000 ' 4.75$ ',71.250
4" Cl. 160 PVC 22.000', 4.25 $93.s00
3" C|. 250 PVC 5,650 ' 3.6s$ ,20.623
3" Cl. 200 PVC 16.000 ' 3.3s $s3.600
3" Cl. 160 PVC 17,500 ' 3.25$ ;56.875
2" Cl. 250 PVC 73.170' 2.95 $21s.8s2
2" C|. 200 PVC 105.000 ' 2.8s$ ',299.250
z" cl.1 60 PVc 1 10.000 ' 2.75 $302.s00
1Vz" C|.250 PVC 2.840' 5.50$ 15,620
1Yz" Cl.200 PVC 540 ' 5.25$ B3

Subtotal Pipe 668.930 '

rtenances at 1

190 Services 190 600 $1 14.000
Lake lsabel Cabin Area Construction 1 200.000$ 200.000
Steele Master Meter Vault 1 s0,000 s0
Booster/Reservoir 1 45 450,000
Telemetry 1 75.000$ $7s,000
Subtotal Kidder Counry Construction Cost $6,, ,44,000
Cont nqencies @1Oo/o ;644.000
Administrative $2s.000
Leqal 2s.000
Land/Riqht-of-Wav/Appraisals $175.000
Desiqn Enqineerinq @ 60/o i387.000
Proiect lnsoection @ 11o/o 709 00

ol ura Environmental 75
otal Phase Proiect Cost $8,484,000

* lncludes Pipeline south of Napolean deleted from Phase 4

[racOSX:Users:jmattem:Library:Containers;æm apple ma¡l:Data:L¡brary:l\rail Downloads;2014 Kidder Cost Estimate w¡th Reseryoirxts



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSlvlARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

3ó96 .

t1t",^r- K
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: ffiodd Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: Mouse River Status Report
DATE: Ilv4.ay 16,2014

Following the Commission's approval of cost share, the Souris River Joint Board (SRJB),
together with the City of Minot, held an engineer selection process for design of three
components of the Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection Project. The components are:

1. Fourth Avenue Floodwall
2. Forest Road Dike
3. Napa Valley Dike

The Selection Committee held interviews in Minot on April 15, and selected Houston Engineers
to design the fourth avenue floodwall and Ban/Ackerman to design the two dike segments. Both
the SRJB and the City of Minot have received approval of their governing bodies, and
negotiations and scoping are in progress.

The International Souris River Board has consented to forming a Study Board at the International
Joint Commission level to complete the work of the ISRB's Task Force. This matter was
discussed at the IJC's meeting in April. There was concern about funding to begin the process
and the prospect of North Dakota funding the hrst year's work at $302,500 was discussed. This
matter will be addressed in a separate memo.

The spring release operations from the reservoirs this year resulted in a peak flow at Verendrye
of about 1,800 cfs. The channel was ice-free and the flow seems to have passed with little
complaint. There was some hayland inundation north of Towner, but if the river drops, these
lands can drain the impact should be minimal.

TSS:JTF:pdh/1974

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRI,iAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BlSlvlARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

AJ I
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: IJC Study Board
DATE: l|uday 16,2014

At the February meeting of the International Souris River Board, following the report of the Board's Task
Force, the representatives of the International Joint Commission proposed creating a Study Board at the
IJC level to carry out the Plan of Study. A white paper describing this approach is attached. It uses the
elements and cost estimates of the Plan of Study and extends the time frame to three years. After some
discussion regarding the nature of this board, it appears that it is the best vehicle to accomplish the work.
At the subsequent IJC meeting in April it was decided to proceed. None of the parties could commit to
funding the project, so the State Engineer tentatively proposed funding the first year's efforts at $302,500.

There are several reasons to do this

First, and most importantly, it starts the process. The study board will be formed and achieve its own
momentum, making it difhcult to interrupt or delay.

Second, it will create the Study Board, which will be able to examine and adopt the tasks which have
already been completed or begun. Once this is done, some of the projects in the Plan of Study may be
found to be unnecessary.

Third, there are a number of projects in the Plan of Study which can and should be advanced with or
without the Study Board. Among these is the review of the language in the current operating plan for
clarity. Another is a general look through the details of the operating plan for adjustments not requiring a

change in the Agreement. These could begin immediately.

The alternative is to wait for the two governments to decide when to begin and how to provide funding.
This approach has already consumed as much time as the Plan of Study was intended to require.

I recommend the State Water Commission approve funding not to exceed $302,500
from the funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 2013 - 2015
biennium to fund the first year of a three year effort to complete the 2012 Souris
River Basin Task Force Plan of Study, which is planned to be conducted by a Study
Board formed by the International Joint Commission.

TSS:JTF:pdh/
Attachment

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRIAAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



Proposal for the
Establishment of an

International Souris River Study Board
to Implement the Souris River Plan of Study

for the Review of Annex A of the 1989 Agreement
between the U.S. and Canada

Background:

The unprecedented flooding in20l1 prompted the IJC's Intemational Souris River Board (ISRB)

to develop a Plan of Study (PoS) to review the Operating Plan contained in Annex A of the 1989

Agreement between the Canada and United States of America for water supply and flood control
in the Souris River basin. The ISRB's mandate includes performing an oversight function for
flood operations in cooperation with the designated entities in the Agreement, all of whom are

represented on the Board. The ISRB established a Souris River Task Force in February 2012 to

develop the PoS. After consultation with the public, the final PoS was submitted to the IJC in
April 2013.In June 2013, the IJC submitted the PoS to the governments and recommended that
they fund the full scope option estimated at $2.135M. The IJC has provided some limited
funding to help move forward with this high priority. The Governor of North Dakota recently
sent a letter to the two governments offering to help provide some funds in order to expedite the

work. The IJC is following up with discussions with North Dakota on potential available funds.

In order to provide the IJC and the governments with recommendations on the how flood
operations and coordination activities could be improved in the Souris River Basin the IJC

proposes the establishment of an International Souris River Study Board.

International Souris River Study Board Composition and Mandate:

The IJC would establish a Study Board to carry out the PoS using available funding. It is
anticipated that the work would take three years using this approach. It could move forward more
quickly if additional funding can be secured for the effort.

This independent Study Board would report directly to the IJC, but would have substantial

interactions with the ISRB. This interaction would take the form of: regularly presenting updates

at the Board meetings; soliciting their comments on progress reports and key deliverables; and

having ISRB members participate on the Study Board.

It is anticipated that the Study Board would be composed of six members that draw from the key
jurisdictions involved with water management in the basin. The proposed Board would be:

I



Canada United States

a Environment Canada a US Army Corps of Engineers
o Saskatchewan Water Security a US Fish and Wildlife Service
a Manitoba Conservation and Water

Stewardshio

a North Dakota State Water Commission

a Study Support ( TBD) a Study Support (TBD)

Proposed Budget:

Funding is an estimate only and subject to the availability of appropriations for this purpose.

Proposed Schedule and Deliverable:

This schedule could be expedited if other resources are made available.

Next Steps:

On May 2,2014, the Governments of the U.S. and Canada and the IJC will be discussing the

study board proposal for carrying out the PoS using existing resources.

2

To Date US FY
2014

Cdn FY
2014n5

US FY
2015

Cdn FY
2015n6

US FY
2016

Cdn FY
2016n7

Total

Canadian
$s5K s1 13K $405K $494.sK $1.067M

US
$190K $302.5K $340K $23sK $1.067M

Total $245K $302.5K $1 13K $340K $40sK $235K $494.sK $2.13s.M

Date Deliverables
April2014 IJC approves forming a Study Board and funding allocation.
N{ay 2074 Letter to governments.

N.4ay 2014 Letter requesting nominees.

Jtne 2014 Appointment of the Study Board.
Summer 2014 First meeting of the Study Board.

Fall Semi-annual20l4 Report to IJC on Progress.

Sprins Semi-annual 201 5 Report to IJC on Progress.

Fall Semi-annual20l5 Report to IJC on Progress.

Spring Semi-annual 201 6 Report to IJC on Progress.

Fall Semi-annual2016 Draft Report to IJC.
Spring Semi-annual 2017 Final Report to IJC.



North Dakota State l{ater Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISÀIARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State V/ater Commission

FROM: S. Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: S'WPP Project Update
DATE: }/.ay 12,2014

Oliver, Mercer, North f)unn (OMND) Regional Service Area

Zan Service Area ISAì Rural Svstem 7-9C &7-9Dz
Work on these two contracts is mostly complete. Bartlett & West/AECOM (BWAECOM) is
currently processing the GPS data, which will be used to ftnalize quantities for the final change
order.

Center SA Rural Svstem 7-98 & 7-9Fz
The State V/ater Commission (SWC), at its October 7,2013, meeting awarded the contract to
Eatherly Constructors, Inc. Executed contract documents have been received. This contract
consists of 250 miles of 8" -1y2" PVC pipe serving 330 rural water customers. This contract has
an intermediate completion date of September 15 , 2014, for a portion of servic e aÍea identified in
the plans and has a substantial completion date of September 15, 2015, for the entire contract.
The preconstruction conference for this contract was held on May 2, 2014. The contractor is
expected to begin work in the beginning of June around the Hannover area.

Contract 7-9E is the west Center SA rural distribution system. This contract includes furnishing
and installing approximately 267 miles of 6"-l % " ASTM D2241 gasketed joint pipe; 251
services; road crossings; connections to existing pipelines and other related appurtenances. This
contract is currently advertised for bids with bid opening date of May 22, 2014. The
recornmendation to award Contract 7-9E is discussed in a separate memo.

2-8E,/2-8F Dunn Center SA
Contract 2-8E is the MTL from the OMND WTP to a combination reservoir and booster station
north of Halliday (Dunn Center booster station). This contract was awarded on May 2I,2013,
and the contractor started construction on July 24,2013. This contract involves fumishing and
installing approximately 25 miles of pipe, an above grade booster station with concrete reservoir,
PRV/Control vault, road crossings and related appurtenances. The contractor has installed
roughly 15 miles of pipe last year but has not mobilized to the site yet this spring. The substantial
completion date is July 1, 2014.

Contract 2-8F is the MTL west of Halliday to west of Killdeer. This contract involves furnishing
and installing approximately 40 miles of 16"-6" PVC pipe, connections to existing pipelines, 2
prefabricated steel meter vaults, road crossings and related appurtenances. This contract has two
intermediate completion dates. The first intermediate completion date is August 15,2014, for

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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Bid Schedule 1, which is from north of Halliday to the Dunn Center Elevated tank. The second
intermediate completion date is November 15, 2014 for Bid Schedule 2A which will provide
connections to the Cities of Dunn Center and Killdeer. The Bid Schedule 2B and the entire
project is to be substantially complete on or before August l, 2015, which includes 2
prefabricated below grade booster pump stations and will enable the Killdeer Mountain, Grassy
Butte and a portion of Fairfreld service areas to be served from the OMND 'Water 

Treatment
Plant (WTP).

The Commission awarded this Contract to Carstensen Contracting,Inc., at its February 27,2014,
conference call meeting. Contract documents have been executed. The preconstruction
conference for this contract is not scheduled yet.

Cnnfrqcf 4-6 T)rrnn Center SA Pum inside OMND \À/Tp.tts

The contractor has completed most of the work under this contract with startup of the pumps,
painting and pump motor retrofits remaining. The startup of the pumps will be coordinated with
the 2-8E contract.

Contract 5-17 Dunn Elevated Reservoir:
This contract includes furnishing and installing a 1,000,000 gallon elevated composite reservoir.
The contractor, Caldwell Tanks, Inc., has completed the pedestal work. We expect the steel for
the tank to be delivered soon. The substantial completion date on this contract is August 15,
20t4.

Contract 5-158 2ndZap Reservoir:
This contract includes furnishing and installing a 1,650,000 gallon ground storage reservoir.
Contract documents have been executed and notice to proceed was issued on August 9,2013.
The substantial completion date is August 15, 2014. The preconstruction conference for this
contract was held on April 16,2014, and the earthwork subcontractor is expected to start work
soon.

Contract 8-3 Killdeer Elevated Reservoir:
This contract includes furnishing and installing a 250,000-gallon elevated reservoir. This
contract was bid on October 18,2013. The State V/ater Commission awarded this contract to
Maguire Iron, Inc. of Sioux Falls, South Dakota at its December 13, 2013, meeting. Executed
contract documents have been received. The substantial completion date is October l,2014.The
preconstruction conference for this contract was held on April 16, 2014 and the earthwork
subcontractor is expected to start work soon.

OMND Water Treatment IWTP) Phase II Exnansion:
The State Water Commission awarded Contract 3-1H, OMND WTP Phase II expansion to
Northern Plains Contracting, Inc., and Edling Electric, Inc. at its December 13, 2013, meeting.
Some of the equipment from Contract 3-1G Membrane Procurement contract and Contract 3-1F,
Ozone equipment contract has been delivered to site and the preconstruction conference for
Contract 3-1H was held on January 29, 2014. The electrical and general contractors on
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Contract 3-1H are currently on site. The installation of the ozone equipment and the membrane
skids has commenced.

Other Contracts

Contract 7-lcl7-8Il ulic Imnrovements in the Davis Buttes. New Hradec and South
Fryburg SA:
The contractor for 7-lCl7-8H. Manitou Construction, Inc., has turned over the contract to its
bonding company, Philadelphia Insurance Company. The contract is substantially complete.
Administrative items and punch list items remain to be completed. The bonding company has
hired Northern Improvement Company to complete the remaining items.

Contract 8-14 New Hradec Reservoir:
This contract involves furnishing and installing a 296,000 gallon fusion powder coated bolted
steel reservoir. The contract documents were executed on May 16, 2013, and the Notice to
Proceed was issued on June 3, 2013. The substantial completion date on this contract was
September 15, 2013. The tank erection is complete. Pressure testing of the inlet and outlet
piping is complete. Testing, cleaning and disinfection of the tank remain to be completed.

Contract 4-5 Finished Wa Pumnins Station lF\üPSl:
This contract consists of the construction of a 60' by 85' reinforced concrete and precast
concrete building, and the installation of pumping, piping, mechanical, and electrical and
instrumentation systems.

The award of Contract 4-5 is discussed in a separate memo.

Contract 1-24 Raw Water Intake:
The preconstruction conference for this contract was held on October 17, 2013. The contractor,
James V/. Fowler, Inc. (JWF), has indicated that they will provide a 72" outside diameter
reinforced concrete pipe with an internal diameter of 54". The contract documents specified a
14-foot minimum inside diameter for the caisson. The contractor has indicated that they would
be using a 7.5-meter (24.6 feet) inside diameter caisson. Because of the larger caisson size than
initially anticipated, it is possible to have bigger pumps in case the future needs exceed the
current projection. The possibilþ of designing the pump station and supporting slab to
accommodate larger pumps is being analyzed.

Our Engineer Bartlett & WesIAECOM (BWAECOM) received two written notices (dated
March 31,2014, and April 30,2014) from JWF with a claim of differing subsurface conditions
based on "technical data" included by reference with the Contract Documents. The "technical
data" referred to in the letter is the geotechnical report by BWiAECOM's sub consultant Braun
Intertec. The geotechnical report by Braun Intertec did not include a dewatering analysis. The
supplemental intake contract with JWF specifically includes design of the intake caisson and the
means and methods required to construct the caisson, including arty dewatering up to JWF.
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JWF initially anticipated a single dewatering well to facilitate the caisson construction and to
determine the volume of water to be encountered. Water from the dewatering well was planned
to be discharged into the SWPP's existing reverse osmosis concentrate discharge line. JWF
estimated 150-200 gpm of water. The first dewatering well was drilled on March 17,2014. The
driller determined that they had more water than they initially anticipated and a second well was
drilled on March 25, 2014. JWF had a hydro-geologist out of Washington State (Bender
Consulting, LLC) on site on March 27 and March 28 performing pumps tests. The
hydrogeologist estimated 1,800 to 3,000 gpm would be required to lower the water level to the
base of the proposed shaft and 8,400 to 9,000 gpm would be required to de-pressurize the lower
aquifer to provide a stable excavation bottom. Bender Consulting,LLC also stated that based on
the drill cuttings samples collected during the installation of the dewatering wells they believed
none of the samples have similarity to those described in Braun Intertec's geotechnical report.
JWF's March 3l,2014,letter was based on Bender Consulting, LLC's report. The letters were
forwarded to Braun Intertec and BWAECOM responded to JWF's letter on April 14, 2014,
indicating that their contention that the materials encountered in drilling wells are different from
those described in the geotechnical report is incorrect.

The Contractor JWF indicated that based on the existing conditions, their initial proposed
excavation plan of unsupported excavation is not compatible and has determined that ground
freezing is the most prudent method available to both stabilize the ground conditions and to seal
out ground water. JV/F hired Midwest Testing Laboratories to perfoÍn a geotechnical
exploration. The borehole was installed on April 16, 2014. A letter from JWF was received on
April 30, 2014, again claiming differing subsurface conditions and requesting a written order
pursuant to General Conditions in the Contract Documents allowing them to continue work.
BV//AECOM responded to JWF's letter along with Braun Intertec's response rejecting their
claim based on the conclusion that the geotechnical investigation conducted by the JWF's
subcontractors does not differ materially from that shown or indicated in the Contract
Documents.

BWAECOM has contacted the Corps to get approval of the ground freezing construction
method and we are awaiting their approval, though the Riverdale ofhce personnel have granted
approval to proceed with the drilling of wells necessary for the ground freezing operation. JWF
has commenced drilling and installing casing pipe for the ground fueezing operation. The ground
freezing operation requires 30 wells to be drilled along the perimeter of the caisson and installing
freezing pipes. A brine solution will be circulated down into the pipes and back out to a
refrigeration truck. After the ground is frozen the excavation for caisson will commence. The
contract's substantial completion date is November 15,2014.

Contract 3-2 Six 16) MGD W Treatment Plant at Dickinson:
Contract 3-24 Membrane Equipment Procurement - The State Water Commission awarded this
contract to Tonka V/ater from Plymouth, Minnesota at its February 27, 2014, conference call
meeting. V/e have received the executed Contract Documents.

Contract 3-28 Softening Equipment Procurement - Proposals were received for this Contract on
April 9,2074. Two proposals were received from; WesTech Engineering, Inc., Salt Lake City,
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Utah; and Infilco Degremont, Inc., Richmond, Virginia. The bid proposal from Infilco
Degremont, Inc., contained exceptions to the commercial terms and conditions of the Contract
Documents and was therefore considered non-responsive.

The Bid Form included four Bid Altemates. Bid Alternate 1 was for an additional 12 months of
warranty on all equipment (2 year warranty is included in the base bid). Bid Alternate 2 was for
changing the material of the internal wetted parts to 316 stainless steel (included in the base bid
as 304 stainless steel material). Bid Alternate 3 was for changing the material of the walkway
grating and handrail to galvanized steel material (included in base bid as marine grade
aluminum). Bid Alternate 4 was for a one-month pilot study on the high rate softening system.
The Base Bid price from WesTech Engineering, Inc., was $583,181.07. The cost of the Bid
Alternates 1,2,3 and4 are $10,543.50, $71 ,079.07, $0.00 and544,321.00 respectively.

The recommendation from BWAECOM is to award Contract 3-28 fo WesTech Engineering,
Inc., based on Base Bid with Alternate l for a bid price of 5593 ,724 .57 . The 3 l 6 grade stainless
steel - a higher grade stainless steel included in Bid Altemate 2 should inherently have longer
useful life, however the 304 grade stainless steel included in the Base Bid option provides a
better value because of the relatively non-corrosive nature of the water in the softening basin. So
it was not included in the award. The cost of Bid Altemate 3 is not a good value as, a deduct
should have been offered for a lower grade product. So Bid Alternate 3 was not included in the
award. Bid Alternate 4, which is for one month pilot study, was added due to the discussions
with the membrane equipment provider and the bidders on this contract in regard to the use of a
polymer in the lime softening system process. However, since advertising for bids, review of
pilot study conducted for the Standing Rock WTP in 2008, discussions with WTP staff and the
softening equipment provider it was decided not to perform a pilot study. So Bid Altemate 4
was not included in the award.

Award of Contract 3-28 was preauthorized at the March 17, 2014, meeting. Notice of Award
has been sent to the contractor.

Specif,rc Authorizations for the design of the residuals handling facility, bid ready contract
documents for the 6 MGD Dickinson WTP, and bid ready documents for procurement of ozone
equipment have been executed with BWAECOM.

Project Update

July Storm Damage:
The windstorm on July 8, 2013, resulted in damage to the Halliday reservoir and telemetry
antenna at the Dodge Pump Station. The tank, built in 1995, is 31 feet in diameter and 47 feet in
height. The tank was designed with the possibility to be raised to a future height of 63 feet.
Hydraulic analysis as to whether raising the tank was beneficial was performed. Cost estimates
from Engineering America, Inc., (EAI) the original tank contractor, have been received. The
cost to replace the 5 rings of damaged panels is approximately $157,000. The cost to increase
the height of the tank adds an additional $70,000. BWAECOM advised that raising the tank to



SWPP Project Update
Page 6
May L2,2014

an overflow of 61 feet was not worth the added cost. It appears that vacuum caused by high
winds caused the tank wall to collapse. The tank manufacturer suggested increasing the steel
thickness of the top panels in order to address the vacuum issue. A cost estimate of around
$40,000 was quoted for increasing the steel thickness in the top 5 rings. The SV/A instructed EAI
to proceed with the replacing of the 5 rings of the tank without increasing the wall thickness.
The repair of the tank is complete and the tank came online on May 1,2014.

City of Rhame:
The City of Rhame voted at a special election in July, 2013, to connect to SWPP. Rhame did not
elect to connect to SWPP when the Bowman-Scranton Service Area was constructed in 2000-
2003, so no capacity for them was included in the design. Service to Rhame requires paralleling
3 miles of pipeline on the suction side of the Rhame Booster, connection to the city's distribution
system and upgrading the pumps in the Rhame booster from 15 HP to 20 HP. The City of
Rhame is responsible for the parallel piping, connection to the city's distribution system and25
percent of the pump upgrades. The remaining 75 percent of the pump replacement cost will be
requested from the Replacement and Extraordinary Maintenance funds. The contract was
advertised for bids and the city awarded the contract to the low bidder, Lynn's Backhoe Service
of Hettinger, North Dakota.

TSS:SSP:pdhl1736-99
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),^)MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: S. Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary

SUBJECT: SWPP Contract 4-5 Finished Water Pumping Station - Award
DATE: Ill4ay 6,2014

Southwest Pipeline Project (SWPP) Contract 4-5, Finished Water Pump Station (FWPS) is the
joint facility that will house the pumps for the SWPP and the City of Dickinson. This contract
generally consists of the construction of a 60' by 85' reinforced concrete and precast concrete

building with a 30' deep clear well with approximately 0.5 Million gallon capacity and precast

concrete building and the installation of pumping, piping, mechanical, and electrical and
instrumentation systems.

Bids for this contract were opened on April 9,2014. Six bid packages were received for Contract

4-5. One bid was received for Bid Schedule I - General Construction, one for Bid Schedule II -
Mechanical Construction, two bids for Bid Schedule III - Electrical Construction, and two for
Bid Schedule IV - Combined Single Bid. One contractor, John T. Jones Construction of Fargo,

North Dakota submitted a bid package containing a bid for both Schedule I and Schedule IV.
The single bid received for Bid Schedule II - Mechanical Construction did not contain a proper

bid bond and was not opened. Because of the lack of a responsive Mechanical Construction bid,
the contract has to be awarded on the basis of Bid Schedule IV - Combined Single Bid.

The two bids received for the Schedule IV - Combined Single Bid were from John T. Jones

Construction Co., from Fargo, North Dakota and Record Steel and Construction, Inc., from
Boise, Idaho. The table below shows the bid prices received for Schedule IV.

Base Bid Amount Amount Higher than Low
Bidder

Bidder

John T. Jones Construction Co.
Fargo, ND

sr0,249,999.00

Record Steel and Construction,
Inc.
Boise,ID

$11,806,200.00 +$1,556,201.00
+l5.2yo

Engineer's Estimate s9,256,200.00 -$993,799.00
-9.7%

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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Bid alternates were included for a new 1000 KW standby generator in lieu of relocating the
existing one from the Dodge Pump Station to the new facility. Separate altemates were included
for a base specifications standby generator and for one with a walk-in enclosure. The
reconìmendation is to award the Base Bid contract without Bid Alternates, i.e. by relocating the
existing 1000 KW standby generator at the Dodge Pump Station.

The low bidder, John T. Jones was the contractor on Northwest Area Water Supply Contract
4-2A(High Service Pump Station). John T. Jones submitted a claim for $500,000 in addition to
the Contract amount. Though SWC did not agree with the claim, the claim was settled by
mediation with SWC, Houston Engineering Inc. (HEI), and MV/H Americas, Inc. (MV/H),
paying a total of $250,000 to John T. Jones. The SV/C's portion of the settlement was $62,500.
In addition to the settlement payment, the construction management expense on the Contract 4-
2A was approximately $125,000 more than the budgeted amount, most of which can be

attributed to the claim dispute. There were additional costs to hire a private attomey and
additional staff time to address the mediation. Legal research on John T. Jones revealed multiple
lawsuits involving John T. Jones. In addition to the dispute with the SWC, John T. Jones had
lawsuits with City of Grand Forks and Hooten General Construction.

SWPP's Contract 4-5 is a joint facility for City of Dickinson and the SWPP. The City of
Dickinson is responsible for approximately 50 percent of the construction cost of Contract 4-5.
However, the SWC at its February 27,2014 meeting approved 60 percent cost share on the City
of Dickinson's 50 percent portion of Contract 4-5. John T. Jones is currently the Contractor on
City of Dickinson's V/aste'Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) with an approximate construction
cost of $24 Million and an influent pump station with an approximate construction cost of $8
Million. The V/RF project is near completion. The Engineer for the WRF informs us that the
total change order cost on the WRF to date is approximately $65,000 and the change orders are

because of owner requested changes. The City of Dickinson is currently satisfied with the work
of John T. Jones on their WRF and has recommended the award of Contract 4-5 to them.
Bartlett & West/AECOM checked other references provided by John T. Jones with satisfactory
results.

SV/C staff have reservations in awarding Contract 4-5 to John T. Jones based on prior experience
on NAWS Contract 4-2A. However, in light of the good references received for John T. Jones,

the significant difference ($1.5 Million) in bid price between the low bidder and the other bid
received, I am recommending the award of SV/PP Contract 4-5 to John T. Jones. I am also
recommending that the award leave no doubt that the timely execution and successful
completion of this contract is imperative for John T. Jones to avoid disqualification as a

responsible bidder on future projects.

The State 'Water Commission at its March 17,2014 meeting authorized the Chief Engineer to
award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder. The award of the Contract is being brought
back to the Commission because of the previous litigation history with the low bidder on this
contract, John T. Jones.
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I recommend the State Water Commission authorize the Chief Engineer and Secretary to
award SWPP Contract 4-5 in the amount of 510,249,999 based on the Base Bid for
Schedule IV to John T. Jones, from Fargo, North Dakota, making clear in the award notice
that future qualification as a responsible bidder will be dependent on successful completion
of this project. The award of the contracts will be dependent upon legal review of the
contract documents.

TSS:SSP:pdh/1736-99



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BlSlvlARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

7O1-328-2750 o TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-328-3696 . INTERNET: htto://swc.nd.cov

}l4ay 30,2014

John T. Jones Construction Co
Attn: Mr. Jeff Jones, President
PO Box2424
Fargo, ND 58108-2424

SUBJECT: SWPP Contract 4-5 Finished Water Pump Station
Notice of Award

Dear Mr. Jones

Attached to this letter is the offrcial Notice of Award of Southwest Pipeline Project (SWPP)
,Contract 4-5.

The State Water Commission staff had reservations in awarding SWPP Contract 4-5 to John T.
Jones because of the previous litigation history on Northwest Area Water Supply Contract 4-2A.
However, in light of the good references received and the significant difference in the bid price
received, I recommended the award of SWPP Contract 4-5 to John T. Jones.

It needs to be noted that the timely execution and successful completion of SWPP Contract 4-5
without disputed claims is essential for future qualification of John T. Jones as a responsible
bidder.

We look forward to a good working relationship with you.

Sincerely,

Todd Sando P.E.,
Chief Engineer
North Dakota State'Water Commission

TS:SSP/1736-05
Enclosures

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: S. Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECT: SWPP ContractT-9B
DATE: }i4ay 14,2014

This contract includes furnishing and installing approximately 267 miles of 6"-l % " ASTM
D2241 gasketed joint pipe;251 services; road crossings; connections to existing pipelines and
other related appurtenances.

The contract has an Intermediate Completion Date of July 15, 2015, for a portion of the rural
distribution system and related appurtenances required to provide water service to 54 services.
The intermediate completion area includes approximately 44 miles. The Substantial Completion
date for the entire project is November 15, 2015.

Bids for Contract 7-98 will be opened on May 22,2014. The engineer's estimate is $8.5 Million.
The estimated total project cost is $10.6 Million.

Recommendation to award this contract will be provided at the meeting.

TSS:SSP:pdh/1736-99

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRITiAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: S. Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: SWPP City of Rhame Water Service Contract
DATE: ll4:ay 14,2014

Southwest Pipeline Project (SWPP) water service contract 1736-38 is between the State Water
Commission (SV/C), Southwest Authority (SWA) and the City of Rhame (City). City is
responsible for the construction of 3 miles of parallel pipe upstream of Rhame booster and the
connection to the City's distribution system. The City is also responsible for 25 percent of
replacement cost of the pumps inside the Rhame booster. The SWA will contract for the
replacement of the pumps and the City will pay 25 percent of the replacement cost to SWA.
SWA will request the remaining 75 percent of the replacement cost from the Replacement and
Extraordinary Maintenance funds. This contract also incorporates the higher rate for water used
for oil industry and the real time monitoring requirements for oil industry water depots.

We anticipate the City approving this water service contract before the SWC meeting onMay 29,
2104. The SWA will approve it on their June 2,2014, meeting.

I recommend the State Water Commission approve contract 1736-38.

TSS:SSP:pdW1736-99
Attachment

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT
WATER SERVICE CONTRACT

Contract No.:
Customer Entity:

t736-38
City of Rhame
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I. PARTIES

This contract is between the Southwest'Water Authority (the "Authority"), the North Dakota State

Vy'ater Commission (the "Commission"), and the City of Rhame (the "Customer").

II.INTRODUCTION

The Commission is developing a water pipeline, water supply, and water distribution
project known as the Southwest Pipeline Project (the "Project").

The Authority, ueated under North Dakota Century Code $ 6I-24.5, provides operation,
maintenance, and management of the Project.

In 1995, the Commission entered into an agreement with the Authority transferring to the
Authority the completed portions of the Project for operation, maintenance, and
management (the * 1995 Agreement").

Under North Dakota Century Code $ 6l-24.5-09, the Authority may enter into water
service contracts to deliver and distribute water and to collect charges for such delivery.

The Customer desires to enter into a water service contract, pursuant to the laws of the
State of North Dakota, for a water supply from the Project for use by the Customer, for
which the Customer will make payment to the Authority as set forth in this contract.

Upon completion of Facility improvements, and payment in full by the Customer to the
Authority for 25Vo of pump upgrade costs in the Rhame Booster, the Customer desires to
receive water service from the Project under the terms of this contract.

III. DEFINITIONS

The following definitions apply to this contract:

"Additional water" means water purchased by the Customer at a flow rate greater than the
Maximum flow rate specified in this contract.
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"Base consumer price index" means the consumer price index, as defined herein, as of
January l,1995, which is 448.4 (1967: 100).

"Capital costs" means all the costs incurred by the Commission related to furnishing of
equipment for the Project, including the costs of surveys, engineering studies, exploratory
work, designs, preparations of construction plans and specifications, acquisitions,
acquisitions of lands, easements and rights-of-way, relocation work, and related essential
legal, administrative, and financial work, which the Commission, at its sole discretion,
deems to be properly chargeable to the Customer. "Capifal costs" shall not include the
Customer distribution system costs, which shall be paid by the Customer to the
Commission under the terms of this contract and before the Customer receives any water
service whatsoever.

"Consumer price index", hereinafter referred to as "CPI", means the consumer price index
for all urban consumers, which is a monthly statistical measure of the average change in
prices in a fixed market basket of goods and services. The CPI is based on the prices of
food, clothing, shelter, fuel, drugs, transportation fares, doctors' and dentists' fees, and
other goods and services that people buy for day-to-day living.

"Customers" means those persons, municipalities, rural water cooperatives, corporations,
and other entities that have entered into and executed water service contracts with the
Authority for the purchase of water from the Project.

"Customer distribution system" means all infrastructure from the Point of delivery that
extends onto the Customer's property, including any storage, clearwell, pump, service line,
distribution line, appurtances and all related items intended for the distribution of water for
Domestic, business, industrial, and public use.

"Customer distribution system costs" means all costs for and related to the Customer
distribution system.

"Customer's proportionate share" means the amount of water delivered to the Customer by
the Authority during the Year divided by that Year's total annual water sales to all
Customers.

"Domestic use" means the use of water by an individual, family unit, or household for
personal needs and for drinking, washing, sanitary, and culinary uses.

"Estimated water rate for operation, maintenance, and replacement" means the estimated
rate per each one thousand (1,000) gallons of water for Operation, maintenance, and
replacement (OM&R) costs, as defined herein. This rate is determined by dividing total
costs the Authority estimates it will incur duringaYear for OM&R by the total number of
one thousand (1,000) gallon units of water that the Authority estimates it will sell to its
Customers during the same Year.
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"Facility improvements" means improvements to the Project that include paralleling three
miles of pipeline on the upstream side of the Rhame Booster and a connection to the
Customer's distribution system, up to the Point of delivery, that will enable the Customer
to receive water service from the Project.

"Facility improvement costs" means any costs that the Commission, the Authority, and the
Customer incurs in providing Facility improvements.

"Maximum flow rate" means the maximum number of gallons of water that the Authority
may deliver to the Customer during any one minute time period.

"Minimum annual water purchase" means the minimum gallons of water that the Customer
must purchase and pay for during a Year.

"Municipal or public use" means the use of water by the state through its political
subdivisions, institutions, facilities, and properties and the inhabitants thereof, or by
unincorporated communities, subdivision developments, rural water systems, and other
entities, whether supplied by the government or by aprivately owned public utility or other
agency or entity, for primarily Domestic use.

"Operation, maintenance, and replacement costs", herein referred to as "OM&R" costs,
means the cost for operation and maintenance, for establishing and maintaining operating
reserves of the Project, and for the accumulation and maintenance of a reserve fund for
replacement pu{poses.

"Point of delivery" means the location where the Project delivers water to the Customer,
from which point the Customer is responsible for conveyance of the water for its intended
use.

18. "Potable water" means water fit for human consumption.

t9 "Unallocated capacity" means the capacity of the Project that is not allocated and
contractually commiüed to Customers by virtue of raw or Potable water service contracts.

20 "Water rate for capital costs" means the rate per each one thousand (1,000) gallons of water
to be paid by the Customers for Capital costs of the Project.

21. "Year" means the period from January 1 through December 31, both dates inclusive.

IV. TERM OF CONTRACT

This contract shall remain in effect for forty (40) years after the date of the first water
delivery to the Customer.

1
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2. Under terms and conditions mutually agreeable to the parties to this contract, renewals of
this contract may be made for successive periods not to exceed forty (40) years from the
date of renewal. Unless otherwise specified in any amendment to this contract, the term of
any amendment is valid through the termination date of the contract being amended.

V. FACILITY IMPROYEMENTS

The Customer shall provide for the paralleling of three miles of pipeline on the upstream
side of the Rhame Booster and a connection into the Customer's distribution system and
shall own and maintain title to Facility improvements.

The Customer shall reimburse the Authority for 25Yo of Facility improvement costs to
compensate for the required upgrade to the pumps in the Rhame Booster. The total cost is
currently unknown and will be based on the final cost once construction of Facility
improvements is completed.

VI. WATER SERVICE: DELIVERY OF WATER

The Authority will deliver water to the Customer in accordance with the following terms and
provisions:

All water supplied to the Customer shall be Potable treated water that meets water quality
standards of the North Dakota Department of Health.

All water supplied to the Customer will be for Municipal or public use only; all water
supplied outside the normal course of commerce is to be addressed under a separate
contract.

The industrial use of Project water is permitted under the Commission water appropriation
permits #5754 and #6145. All parties agree that they will abide by the conditions,
limitations, and restrictions of permits #5754 and#6145.

The Customer hereby agrees to purchase and make payment for not less than 100,000
gallons per year (Minimum annual water purchase) during the entire term of this contract.

The Maximum flow rate is 35 gallons per minute total for all connections to the Customer

The Authority will deliver to the Customer any water that the Customer desires to purchase,
at a flow rate not to exceed the Maximum flow rate. The Authority is not obligated to
supply water at a greater flow rate than the Maximum flow rate. If there is Unallocated
capacity in the Project to the Customer's Point of delivery, the Authority may allow
delivery of Additional water at a flow rate greater than the Maximum flow rate specified

I

2

a
J

4.

5

6

4



7

in this contract. If the Customer desires to secure a contractual right to a greater Maximum
flow rate, this contract must be amended in writing to provide for such a greater maximum
flow rate. At such time, the Authority may require an increase in the Minimum annual
water purchase.

The flow rate set forth is provided to meet the Customer's needs on a constant flow basis.
Should the Customer request or require demand flow service, the Customer may request
such service from the Authority. As consideration for receiving this type of service, the
Customer agrees to pay as the Water rate for capital costs, an amount equal to two (2) times
the'Water rate for capital costs paid for constant flow service. If the Customer desires to
secure a contractual right to demand flow service, this contract must be amended to provide
for demand flow service.

The Authority will supply water to the Customer at the Point of delivery at a pressure range
of 20 psi to 45 psi. If the Customer requests that the Authority supply pressure outside the
range of 20 psi to 45 psi and the Authority determines that it can provide the requested
pressure, the Customer shall pay the Authority the cost incurred by the Authority in
providing the requested pressure.

The Authority will accept responsibility for operations and maintenance of Facility
improvements upon completion.

10. The Customer is responsible for and shall pay all Customer distribution system costs.

11. The Customer hereby assigns to the Authority such easements and right-of-way in their
possession that are necessary to enable the Authority to operate and maintain Facility
improvements.

t2. Upon separate written agreement with Commission and Authority, Customer may transfer
ownership of Facility improvements to Commission. All easements acquired by the
Customer for Facility improvements to the Point of Delivery shall be assigned to the
Commission upon transfer of the Facility improvements to the Commission.

13 No liability shall accrue and the Customer agrees it shall be fully responsible and shall not
be entitled to any remedy arising from any water shortages or other intemrptions in water
deliveries resulting from accident to or failure of the Project. The Customer's duties under
this contract shall not be reduced or altered by reason of such shortages or interruptions.

I4 The Authority has the right during times of water shortage, from any cause, to interrupt
water service to the Customer. Preference will be given to Municipal or public, Domestic,
and rural water needs during times of water shortage.

The Authority may temporarily discontinue or reduce the amount of water supplied to the
Customer for the purpose of maintaining, repairing, replacing, investigating, or inspecting
any of the facilities and works necessary for supplying water. To the extent possible, the
Authority will give reasonable advance notice of any temporary discontinuance or
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reduction. No advance notice is required in case of an emergency. In no event shall any
liability accrue against the Authority, the Commission, or any of their officers, agents, or
employees for any damage or inconvenience, direct or indirect, arising from such
temporary discontinuance or reduction.

The Customer shall pay and install, at the Point of delivery, the equipment necessary to
properly meter the quantity of water delivered to the Customer. Metering equipment,
including all appurtenances, shall comply with the final design and contract standards
provided by the Commission to the Customer. Upon installation, the Authority shall
operate and maintain the metering equipment. If the Customer believes the measurement
of water delivered to be in error, it shall present a written claim to the Authority, either in
person or by mail, electronic mail, or facsimile. A claim presented after a payment has

become delinquent does not prevent the Authority from discontinuing service to the
Customer. The Customer shall continue to make payments for water service after a claim
has been presented; however, the payment will be under protest and will not prejudice the
Customer's claim. After the Customer presents its claim and advances the cost of
calibration, the Authority will calibrate the meter. If the meter is found to over-register by
more than two percent (2%) of the correct volume, the Authority will refund the
Customer's advance for the cost of calibration and the readings for that meter shall be
corrected for the twelve (12) months preceding the calibration by the percentage of
inaccuracy determined by the calibration. The amount of any overpayment as a result of
over-registration shall be applied first to any delinquent payments for water service, and at
the option of the Customer, the Authority shall refund or credit the Customer upon future
payments for water service. If any meter fails to register for any period, the amount of
water delivered during such period shall be deemed to be the amount of water delivered in
the corresponding period immediately prior to the failure, unless the Authority and the
Customer agree upon a different amount. The Customer and the Authority shall have
access to the meter at all reasonable times for the purpose of verifying its readings.

The Customer shall be responsible for the control and use of all water in the Customer
distribution system and shall pay all costs related to service, maintenance, and repair of the
Customer distribution system. The Customer is responsible for the control, distribution,
and use of water delivered under this contract, and the OM&R of the Customer distribution
system.

One of the conditions in permit #6145 stipulates that real-time monitoring devices must be
installed at every connection to a water depot capable of water distribution to the oil/gas
industry. The parties agree that City, at its own expense, will install a real-time monitoring
device acceptable to Commission and Authority at all water depots served by Project water.
For existing water depots, the monitoring device will be installed before December 31,
2014. For new water depots, the monitoring device will be installed before the depot
becomes operational.

The Point of delivery under this contract is located adjacent to the Customer's underground
100,000 gallon reservoir located in the NWl/4 of the NE1/4 of Section 26, Township 132,
Range 104 West at the southeast side of the city limits. Any connection otherthanthe

6
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connection adjacent to the Customer's 100,000 gallon reservoir must be approved in
writing by the Authority and the Commission, and all costs related to any other connection,
including all appurtenant piping, valves, and controls, shall be paid by the Customer.

VII. WATER SERVICE: TilATER RATES AND PAYMENT FOR \ryATER

The Customer shall pay for water and water service under the following terms

The signing date of this contract by the Customer will be considered the official notification
of availability of water. The Customer will make payments for water and water service in
accordance with the terms of this contract beginning at such time water is used by the
Customer. The Customer will connect to the Project by September 30, 2014. The Customer
will notify the Authority at least two weeks in advance of its intended connection date.

The Customer will make payment for the Minimum annual water purchase specified in this
contract in accordance with the rates and terms for payment of water specif,red in this
contract, regardless of whether or not the Customer actually uses the Minimum annual
water purchase.

For municipal and domestic water, City will pay the contract water rate set by Commission
and Authority. City's water service payment for each month will equal the sum of: 1) City's
proportionate share of the Operation, maintenance, and replacement costs; 2) City's
payments for Capital costs. The current rate is $3.6111000 gallons.

The parties agree that City will pay Authority's oil industry rate for the bulk water sold for
the oil/gas industry. The current oil industry rate is $2011000 gallons. The oil industry rate
may be adjusted annually. City will pay Authority's contract customer rate for industries
other than oil/gas. It is City's responsibility to provide documentation regarding the sale of
water to industries other than oil/gas. City will pay the oil industry rate for the water sold
to the oil/gas industry beginning on July 1,2014.

The Customer agrees to use water from no other source than the Project in the Customer
distribution system during the term of this contract except if water from other sources is
needed for emergencies such as significant hre events or interrupted or reduced service
from the Project.

The Customer's proportionate share of the Project OM&R costs (for calculating the
Customer's monthly payment) will be determined as follows:

J

I

2.

5

4

Prior to February 1 of each year, the Authority shall adopt a budget for OM&R for
the Project for the immediate ensuing year. The Authority may include in such
budget an amount to be accumulated and maintained in a reserve fund for the
pu{pose of replacing Project works and for extraordinary maintenance of Project
works. The amount of the reserve fund shall be contingent upon approval by the

7
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c.

Commission. The Authority shall deposit and maintain the reserve fund in a
separate account in accordance with the laws of the state of North Dakota.

b. The Authority will estimate the total annual water sales for the immediate ensuing
year and calculate the "Estimated water rate for OM&R" for the Project by dividing
the amount of the estimated budget for OM&R for the immediate ensuing year by
the estimated total annual water sales for such ensuingyear.

The monthly payment to be made by the Customer to the Authority for OM&R
shall be determined by multiplying the amount of water actually delivered to the
Customer for each month by the Estimated water rate for OM&R.

d.

e

At the end of each year, the Authority shall prepare a statement of the year's actual
OM&R costs.

The Authority will then determine the adjustment to be applied to the
Customer's OM&R payment for the previous year. The adjustment will be
calculated by dividing the amount of water delivered to the Customer by the
Authority during the previous year by that year's total annual water sales to
determine the Customer's proportionate share of the OM&R costs. This fraction
will then be multiplied by the actual total cost for OM&R for the previous year,
which shall be the amount of the Customer's proportionate share of OM&R costs
for the previous year. The Authority shall then subtract this amount of the
Customer's proportionate share of OM&R costs for the previous year from the total
amount actually paid by the Customer for OM&R during the previous year, which
is the adjustment to be applied to the Customer's water service payments for the
next year. If the Customer's proportionate share of OM&R costs for the previous
year is more than the total amount actually paid by the Customer during the
previous year for OM&R, the difference shall be owed by the Customer to the
Authority. Any such amount due will be added to the Customer's monthly
payments for water for the next four (4) months of the immediate ensuing year in
equal monthly installments. If the Customer's proportionate share of OM&R costs
for the previous year is less than the total amount actually paid by the Customer
during the previous year but the Customer has delinquent payments for water
service, the remaining sum, if any, shall be used to satisfy the delinquencies. But
if there are no delinquencies, the sum will be credited against the Customer's
monthly payments for water service for the next four (4) months of the immediate
ensuing year in equal monthly credits.

The Customer's share of the Project's Capital costs (for calculating the Customer's
monthly payment) will be determined as provided below.

a. The base rate for Capital costs for constant flow shall be seventy-two cents ($0.22;
per each one thousand (1,000) gallons of water.

b. The Commission shall have the authority to adjust the base Water rate for capital

6.
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costs annually in accordance with the increase or the decrease in the CPI. The
formula for determining the adjustment to the Water rate for capital costs for each
year is as follows: The CPI for September 1 of each year shall be divided by the
Base CPI of January 1,1995. The result of this calculation shall be reduced by one
(1), and then multiplied by the base 

'Water 
rate for capital costs. The product of

this formula is the adjustment to the Water rate for capital costs and shall be used
to add to the base Water rate for capital costs for the next year. Notwithstanding
the foregoing basis for adjusting the Water rate for capital costs, the Commission
shall have the authority to decrease the adjustment to the Water rate for capital
costs, as it deems appropriate and necessary, after considering data on changes to
the median incomes of Project water Customers, substantial increases in OM&R
costs, or other factors.

c. The amount of the Customer's monthly payment to the Authority for Capital costs
shall be calculated by multiplying the Water rate for capital costs by the amount of
water actually delivered to the CuStomer each month.

7 The Authority shall read the metering equipment at the Point of delivery, and not later than
the first (1') day of each month, shall send to the Customer, at the address shown on the
signature page of this contract, an itemized statement of the payment due from the
Customer for water service for the preceding month.

The Customer shall pay the Authority for water service under this contract, OM&R, and
Capital costs by sending payment to the Authority, at the address shown on the signature
page, not later than the fifteenth (15tÐ day of each month. Payments sent after the fifteenth
(lsth) day of each month shall result in the Customer being in default. If the Customer is
in default, the Authority, at its sole discretion, may suspend delivery of water through the
Project during the period of default. During any period of default, the Customer remains
obligated to make all payments required under this contract. Any action of the Authority
shall not limit or waive any remedy provided by this contract or by law for the recovery of
money due or that may become due under this contract.

9 Interest of one percent (I%)per month will be imposed upon all payment amounts that are
in default.

10. The Customer's failure or refusal to accept delivery of water from the Authority does not
relieve the Customer from its obligationto make payments in accordance withthis contract.

VIII. GENERAL PROVISIONS

The Authority, contingent upon the approval of the Commission, may adopt such rules and
regulations as it deems appropriate to carry out and to govern the administration of this
contract. Such rules and regulations shall not be inconsistent with this contract. The
Customer shall comply with such rules and regulations.

I
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2.

10.

11.

All notices or other communications required under this contract must be given either in
person or by mail at the address shown on the signature page of this contract, or by
electronic mail or facsimile. Notice provided under this provision does not meet the notice
requirements for monetary claims against the Commission found at N.D.C.C S 32-12.2-04.

The Customer shall promptly notify the Authority and the Commission of all potential
claims that arise or result from this contact. The Customer shall also take all reasonable
steps to preserve all physical evidence and information that may be relevant to the
circumstances surrounding a potential claim, while maintaining public safety, and grants
the Commission the opportunity to review and inspect the evidence, including the scene of
an accident.

The use of any remedy specified herein to enforce this contract is not exclusive and does
not prohibit, or limit the application of any other remedy available by law.

In the event a lawsuit is initiated by the Commission to obtain performance due under this
contract and the Commission is the prevailing party, the Customer shall pay the
Commission's reasonable attorney fees and costs in connection with the lawsuit.

Any waiver by any party of its rights in connection with this contract does not waive any
other default or matter.

If any term of this contract is declared by a court having jurisdiction to be illegal or
unenforceable, the validity of the remaining terms is unaffected, and if possible, the rights
and obligations of the parties are to be construed and enforced as if the contract did not
contain that term.

The Customer may not assign or otherwise transfer or delegate any right or duty without
the express written consent of both the Commission and the Authority.

The parties agree that municipal, domestic, and rural water needs shall be given preference.
Commission and Authority have the right to curtail the industrial use of Project water
during water shortages, emergencies, and when the total industrial use for Project nears the
allocation granted by the water permits.

This contract is governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the state ofNorth
Dakota. Any action to enforce this contract must be brought in the District Court of
Burleigh County, North Dakota, and the Customer consents to jurisdiction of state courts.

The Customer understands that the Authority and the Commission must disclose to the
public upon request any records it receives from the Customer. The Customer further
understands that any records that are obtained or generated by the Customer under this
contract, except for records that are exempt under North Dakota Century Code chapter 44-
04, arc open to the public upon request under the North Dakota open records law. The

4
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Customer agrees to contact the Commission immediately upon receiving a request for
information under the open records law and to comply with the Commission's instructions
on how to respond to the request.

IX. TERMINATION

The Authority and the Commission may terminate this contract if the Customer fails to use

delivered water in a manner consistent with the terms of this contract. Upon such termination, the
Authority and the Commission are relieved of all obligations under this contract and the Customer
must immediately disconnect the Customer distribution system from the Point of delivery.

X. MERGER

This contract constitutes the entire contract between the parties. There are no understandings,
agreements, or representations, oral or written, not specified within this contract. This contract
may not be modified, supplemented, or amended, in any manner, except by written agreement
signed by each party to this contract.

STATE WATER COMMISSION
900 East Boulevard Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58505
By:

Title:

SOUTHWEST WATER AUTHORITY
4665 2"d Street SV/
Dickinson, ND 58601 -7231
By:

City Auditor

Todd Sando, Chief Engineer and Secretary Lany Bares, Chairman

Date Date

CITY OF RHAME
109 Main Street
Rhame, ND 58651-0070

CITY OF RHAME

By: By:

Date

11
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North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BtStrtARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: S. Sando, P.8., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: SV/PP Industrial Use by Communities - Water Service Contract Amendment
DATE: I|l4ay 14,2014

The withdrawal of water for the Southwest Pipeline Project (SWPP) was initially permitted
under the State Water Commission's (SV/C) Conditional Water Use Permit No. 3688 approved
on December 5, 1984. Conditional Water Use Permit No. 3688 provides for the use of 17,100
acre-feet of water, of which, 14,047 acre-feet is permitted for municipal use and 4,503 acre-feet
for rural domestic use. Industrial use was not permitted with Conditional Water Use Permit
No.3688.

The SV/C applied for an industrial water use permit for the SWPP with Permit No. 5754 in June
2005. Permit No. 5754 was approved on March 3I,2006, and provides for the use of 1,130 acre-
feet of water for the SWPP's industrial use customers such as Red Trail Energy, Steffes
Manufacturing, Baker Boy, and similar customers. Water used by communities outside the
normal course of commerce is also permitted under SWPP's industrial use permit.

The use of water for hydraulic fracturing by the oil industry has resulted in the industrial use of
SV/PP's water exceeding its permitted amount starting in2011. Temporary permits were sought
every year to meet the expected annual use in addition to the allocation of 1,130 ac-ft. In
anticipation of increased industrial use, the SWC applied for an industrial use permit with Permit
No. 6145 in September 2010. Permit No. 6145 was approved on March 17,2014, and provides
for 8,000 acre-feet of water. Permit No. 6145 has several conditions that must be followed.

All the water service contracts signed before March 17,2014, must now be amended in order to
enforce the permit conditions on SWPP customers and to follow the SWC's Water Supply Cost
Share Policy of domestic water supply having priority over industrial water supply.

A template amendment to water service agreements enforcing the permit conditions and
increased rate for water used for oil industry was sent to 31 communities served by SWPP. The
letter sent to the communities with the template amendment instructed the communities to let us
know of any other amendments necessary on their water service contract by May 15,2014. The
template amendment is attached to this memo (Attachment A). The SWC is also a party to water
service agreements with some bulk customers. Those agreements will be amended to prevent
resale of water. The SWA is working on the amendments to other bulk customers.

City of Medora requested two-week extension to consult with their engineer to inform us of
other amendments necessary on their water service contract. City of Hazen and City of Hebron
contacted for clarifications on the amendment. 'We expect some coÍrmunities to request flow

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRÀ{AN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



SWPP Water Service Contract Amendment
Page 2

May t4,20L4

rate allocation amendment. When the communities executed sole source amendment with
SWPP, their maximum flow rate allocation in their water service contract was not amended.

City of Dickinson requested additional amendments be made to their water service contract. The
additional amendments include their maximum water capacity allocation and emergency
connection to the SV/PP. The City of Dickinson at their May 5,2014, meeting approved the
amendment and the SWA approved the same on their meeting on May 5,2014. The City of
Dickinson's amendment is attached to this memo (Attachment B).

I recommend approving Amendment #4 to City of Dickinson's water service
agreement 1736-03 and authorue the Chief Engineer/Secretary to execute
amendments to water service contract with other SWPP customers.

TSS:SSP:pdh/1736-99
Attachments



Attachment A - 1

AMEr\DMENT #_ TO WATER SERVTCE CONTRACT 1736---
BET\ryEEN THE CITY OF

THE SOUTHTVEST WATER AUTHORITY,
AND THE STATE WATER COMMISSION

The State of North Dakota, acting through the State Water Commission (Commission), the City
of (City), and the Southwest Water Authority (Authority) amend Contract 1736- , approved

by the Commission on ... , regarding water service for the City.

Replace SECTION VII, PARAGRAPH B with:

B. Pavment for Water Service.

1. MuEic_ipal.and Domestic rù/ater. For municipal and domestic rvater, City will pay the

conhact water rate set by Commission and Authority. The City's water service

payment for each month will equal the sum of: 1) City's proportionate share of the

operation, maintenance, and replacement costs; 2) City's payments for capital costs.

The current rate is $3.61/1000 gallons.

2. Industrial Water. The parties aglee that the City will pay the Authority's Oil Industry

Rate for the bulk water sold for oil/gas industry. The current Oil Industry Rate is

$2011000 gallons. The Oil Industry Rate may be adjusted annually. City will pay the

Authority's Contract Customer rate for indushies other than oiVgas. It is the

responsibilþ of the City to provide documentation regarding sale of water to
industries other than oiVgas. The Cþ will pay the Oil Industry Rate for the water

sold to the oiVgas industry beginning on July 1,2014.

Add the following as SECTION VII, PARAGRAPII K:

A. Industrial Permit.
The industrial use of the SWPP water is permitted under the Commission Water Permits

#5754 and #6145. All the parties agree that they will abide by the conditions; limitations and

restrictions listed on permits #5754 and#6145. Copies of permits #5754 and,#6145 are

attached to this amendment.

Real-Time Monitoring Devices.

One of the conditions on permit #6145 stipulates that real-time monitoring devices must be

installed at every connection to a water depot capable of water distribution to the oiVgas

industry. The parties agree that the City, at its own expense, will install a real-time

monitoring device acceptable to the Commission and Authority at all water depots served by
SWPP water. For existing water depots, the monitoring device will be installed before

December 31,2014. For new water depots, the monitoring device will be installed before the

depots become operational.

B

I

C. Water Allocation.



Attachment A - 2

The parties agree that municipal, domestic, and rural water needs shall be given preference.

The Commission and Authority have the right to curtail the industríal use of SWPP water
during water shortages, emergencies, and when the total industrial use for the SWPP nears

the allocation from the wate¡ permits.

The Pa¡ties executed this Amendment on the date(s) specified below.

CITY OF

By:

Its: Presidentof City Commission

Date:

NORTH DAKOTA STATE WATER COMMISSION

By: Todd Sando, P.E.

Its: Chief Engineer and Secretary

Date:

SOUTHWEST WATER AUTHORITY

By: Larry Bares

Its: Chairman of the Board of Directors

Date:

2



Attachment A - 3

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMIT NO. 05754
This condit¡onal water permlt authorlzes permlttee to construct the necessary diversion facilities
and to appropriate the water speclfled below.

1. Name of Applicant:

Mailing Address:

2. Priorlty Date:

3. Nature of use:

4. Source of WaterSupply:
Rlver:
Basln:

N.D. STATE WATER COMMISSION
(Southwest Plpellne Project)
9OO E BOULEVARD
B|SMARCK, ND 58505

Aprll 1,2OO5

lndustr¡al

Surface Water
Missourl Rlver
Lake Sakakawea

5. Point of Dlversion:

SEll4 of Sectlon 14, Township 146 N., Range OE8 W., Mercer County

6. Amount of water authorized, rate at which lt may be diverted from the respective point(s) of
dlverslon, and period of use:

Annual Use (Ac-Ft) Rate (gpm)
1,13O.O 7OO

from January I to December 31, inclusive

7. Conditlons, limltations, restrlct¡ons, and terms of permit: See Attachment A

8. Water shall be beneflcially used on or before: April 1, 2OO9

A perfected permlt wlll be lssued after the facllltles have been properly constructed and
lnspected. A water rlght accrues upon placlng the water to beneficial use, as authorized herein.

Dale L. Frink
State Eng¡neer

tr[,]¡ri '¡

snlt

*
*

*
T .90Ír

*
*

SEAL

Date: March 31, 2006



Attachment A - 4

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMIT NO.05754
Attachment A - Cond¡t¡ons, Llmitatlons, and Restr¡ctions:

l. This water permit is granted subject to water use from the sou¡ce by senior appropriators.

2. Failtre to comply with any order of the State Engineer may result in forfeiture of this water
permit.

Dale L. Frl
State Englneer

I0l-r

* *
SEAL

Date: March 31, 2006
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STATE OF IIORTH DAIßOTA

CONDITTONAT WATER PERMIT ilÍO, 614õ

This conditional water permit authorizes permittee to construct the necessary diversion facilities and
to appropriate the water specifred below.

Name of Applicant:

Mailing Address:

2. Priority Date:

3. Nature of use:

4. Source of Water Supply:
River:
Tributary of:

N.D. STATE IVATER COMMISSION
SOUTHWEST PTPELINE PROJECT
9OO E BOULEVARI)
BTSMARCK ND 5850s

September 7r2010

Industrlal

Surf¡ce Weter
Missouri River
Mlssourl River

5. Point of Divorsion:

SEI/4 of Sectlon 14, Townsblp f46 N., Rrnge 0881V., Mercer County

6, Amount of water authorized, rate at which it may be diverted from the respective point of
diversion, and period of use:

Annu¡l Use (Ac-Ft) Rete (gpm)
81000.0 41970 from Jrnuary I to December 3l incluslve

7. Conditions, limitations, restrictions, and terms of permit: See Att¡chment A

8. Water shall be beneficially used on or before: M¡rch lr20l7

A perfected permit will be issued after the facilities have been properþ constructed and inspected, A
waþr right accrues upon placing the water to beneficial use, as authorized herein.

{.'+$-
Todd Sando, PE
State Engineer905

*
*

*
SEAL

Date: March 17,2014
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STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMIT IfO. 6145

Att¡chuc¡t A - Gondltlonr, Llnltrtlonr, end Rc¡trlctlon¡¡

l. This water permit is granted subject to water use from the source by senior appropriators. Withdrawals shall cease upon
order of the State Engineer,

2. This water permìt is subject to water use by downstream prior appropriato¡s in the State of North Dakota.

3. Failure to comply with any o¡der of the State Engineer may result in forfeiture of this water permit. This includes the
withdrawal of water at times that are not authorized.

4. Prior to the bencficial use of water under this permit, an in-line, continuous recording totalizing flow meter shall be
installed on the pump discharge line to measure the quantity of water pumped ftom the water source. The water flow
meter must meet the following requirements:

A. The water flow meter must be certified by the manufacturer to record neither less than 98 percent nor
greater than 102 percent of the actual volume of water passing the mete¡ when installed according to the
man ufacturer's instructions.

B. The water flow meter must have a display that is readable at all times, whether the system is operating or
not.

C. The water flow meter must have a totalizer that meets the following criteria:

a. Is continuously updated to read directly only in acre-feet, acre-inches, gallons, cubic feet, or banels (42

US gallons);

b. Has sufficient capacity without recycling past zero more than once each year to record the quantity of
water diverted in any one calendar year;

Has a dial or counter that can be timed with a stopwatch over not more than a l0 minute period to
accurately determine the rate of low under normal operating conditions; and

d. Has a nonvolatile memory if the meter is equipped with an electronic totalizer,

D. The water flow meter must be installed according to the manufacturer's specifications and must be properly
maintained according to manufacturer's recommendations including proper winterization such as removal
during the winter.

E. The water flow shall be available for inspection by representatives of the State Engineer,

A

c.

ri
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¿jl GÀ
Todd Sando, PE
State Engineer

SEAL
*

I 905

û
*

Date: Marchl7,20l4



Attachment A - 7

STATE OÍ'IIORTH DAKOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMIT NO, 6145

5, Water depots shall be defined as points of delivery of water to the oil/gas industry including permanently looated truck
fill sites, temporarily located truck f¡ll sites, direct connections to the main transmission water pipeline, temporary
connections to the main pipeline via overland pipe or hose, or any other facility that provides water to the oil/gas
industry.

6, Prior to the withdrawal of water from the authorized source, real-time monitoring devices shall be Ínstalled at the
authorizcd point of diversion and at every connection to a water depot capable of water distribution to the oil/gæ
industry. These real-time monitoring device shall abide by the following specifications:
l. Electronic delivery of meter readings to the North Dakota State Water Commission Water-Use database, at least

once per day, This shall occur each day whether or not pumping has occuned until pumping equipment is removed
from this authorized point of diversion.

2. The electronic dclivery of real-time data shall be through a SOAP (Simple Object Access Protocol) service, The
SOAP service specifications are listed on the North Dakota State Water Commission websitc at:
h ttp ://wunv.swc. nd.gov/SlVCTelem etrySOAPSpec. htm l.

3. Written notification must be given to the Ofüco ofthe State Engíneer three days prior ûo the removal of the pumping
equipment from the authorized point of diversion and monitoring will no longer required. Electronic mail (e-mail)
notification will satisfy this requirement.

To obtain the proper credentials for your telemetry to delivery water-use data from your r4,ater meter directly to the
North Dakota State lVater Commission' Water-Use Databaso, please contact Mike Hove at (701) 328-4288 or
mhove@nd.sov and have the following information available:

a. Depot number:
b. Depot name:
c. Depot location

7. Permit holders of Water Perrnits with Industrial Use must complete the Annual rWater Use Report for each calendar
year that the Water Permit is authorized, in accordance with North Dakota Century Code $61-04-27. The State
Engineers Offìce will issue the Annual Water Use Report forms for Industrial rilater Permits and the completed Annual
Water Use Report is due in the State Engineer's Office on or before March 31. Failure to comply with this order of
the State Engineer may result in fines being levied on the permìt holder or forfeiture of this permit.

\.-9+ -.\
Todd Sando, PE
State Engineer
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SEAL

Date: March 17,2014



Attachment B-1

AIVÍENDMENT #4 TO WATDR SERVICE CONTRACT r73G3
BETWEEN THE CITY OF DICISNSON,

THE SOUTI{TVEST 1VATER AUTHORITY,
AND TEE STATE WATER COMMISSION

The St¡te of North l)akotr, acting through the State S/ater Commission (Commission), the City
of Dickinson (City), and the Southwest W¡tcr Authorlty (Authority) amend Contract 1736-3, approved

by the Commission on March I l, 1982, regarding water service for the City.

Replace SDCTION VI, PARAGRAPH B with:

B. Murimum Flow Rate. Commission will provide a mocimum flow rate to Cþ not to exceed

416ó.6 pllons per minute.

Replace SECTION VI, PAR^A,GRAPH Cwith:

C. Point of Delivery and hessure.

I . Main Water Connection. The Main Water Connection for the City is through the City's
high service Pumps located inside the existíng Water Treaûnent Plant.

2. Emergency Connection. The City will ñ¡rnish an emergency connection in the Sl/2 of
Section 32, Range 96W, Towrrship 140N. The connection must be meterp{ and City
will pay the Municipal and Domestic wder rates for such emergency connection as set

forth in this Agreement. The Commission and Authority do not provide any guaranties

or a¡¡suranc€s relating to water capacity or pressurt at the emergency connection, and

all provisions of this Agreement limiting liability of the Commission or Authority

rcmain in full force and effect regarding this emergency connection. Each we of this

connection requires prior approval by Authority.

Replace SECTION VII, PARAGRAPH B with:

B. Pavment for Water Service.

l. Municipal and Domestic Water. For municipal and domestic water, City will pay

Authority's Contract Customer rate. The City's water service payment for each month

will equal the sum of: l) City's proportionate share of the operation, maintenance, and

replacement costs; 2) City's payments for capital costs. The Authority's cunent
Conbact Customer rate is $3.61/1000 gallons.

2. Industrial Water. The parties agee that the City will pay the Authority's Oil Industry

Raæ for the bulk water sold for oiUgæ industry. Bulk water sold to the oiUgas indrstry
shall include any bulk water vendors operated by the Cþ and private customers who

operate bulk water vendon as permitæd by the City, but shall not include bulk water

sales of reclaimed water produced through the City's Water Reclamation Facilþ. The

curent Oil Industry Rate is $20/1000 gallons. The Oil Industry Raæ may be adjusted

annually. City will pay the Authority's Contract Customer rate for indusEies otherthan



AttachmentB-2

oiUgas. It is the responsibility of the City to provide documentation regarding sale of
water to industries other than oiUgas. The City will pay the Oil Indrstry Rate for the
water sold to the oil/gas industry beginning on July 1,2014.

Add the following as SECTION VII, PARAGRAPII K:

Industrial Permit.

The industrial use of the SWPP water is permitted under the Commission Water Permits
#5754 and#6145. All the parties agree that they will abide by the conditions; limitations and

restictions listed on permits #5754 and #6145. Copies of permits #5754 and #6145 are

attached to this amendment.

Real-Time Monitoring Devices.

One of the conditions on permit #6145 stipulates that real-time monitoring devices must be

installed at every connection to a water depot capable of water distibution to the oiUgas
industry. The parties agree that the City, at its own expense, will install a real-time
monitoring device acceptable to the Commission and Authority at all water depots served by
SWPP water. For existing water depots, the monitoring device will be installed before
December 31,2014. For new water depots, the monitoring device will be installed before the
depots become operational.

Water Allocation.
The parties agree that municipal, domestic, and rural water needs shall be given preference.

The Commission and Authority have the right to curtail the indunial use of SWPP water
during water shortages, emergencies, and when the total industrial use for the SWPP nears

the allocation from the water permis.

The Parties executed this Amendment on the date(s) specifìed below

CITY OF DICKINSON

By: Dennis W. Johnson

Its: President of City Commission

Date: 5'5' t /

A.

B.

c.

2
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NORTH DAKOTA STATE IVATER COMMISSION

By: Todd Sando, P.E.

Its: Chief Engineer and Secretary

Dæe:

SOUTHWEST TryATER AUTIIORITY

By: Larry

Its: Chairman of the Boa¡d of Directon

Date:

3
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STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMIT NO. 05754
Thls condlt¡onal water permlt authorizes permlttee to construct the necessary diversion facilitíes
and to appropriate the water specifled below.

1. Name of Applícant:

Mailing Address:

2. Prlorlty Date:

3. Nature of use:

4. Source of Water Supply:
Rlver:
Basin:

N.D. STATE WATER COMMISSION
(Southwest Pipellne Project)
9OO E BOULEVARD
B|SMARCK, ND 585O5

April 1,2OO5

!ndustrial

Surface Water
Missourl Rlver
Lake Sakakawea

5. Point of Dlversion:

SEll4 of Section 14, Township 146 N., Range OE8 W., Mercer County

6. Amount of water authorized, rate at which it may be diverted from the respectlve polnt(s) of
diverslon, and period of use:

Annual Use (Ac-Ft) Rate (gpm)
1,130.0 7OO

from January L to December 31, inclusive

7. Conditlons, limltations, restrlct¡ons, and terms of permit: See Attachment A

8. Water shall be beneflcially used on or before: April 1, 2OO9

A perfected permlt wlll be lssued after the facilltles have been properly constructed and
lnspected. A water rlght accrues upon placlng the water to beneficial use, as author¡zed herein.

Dale L. Frink
State Eng¡neer

*

*I .90Ír

*
*

SEAL

Date: March 31, 2006
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STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMIT NO.05754
Attachment A - Cond¡t¡ons, Llmitatlons, and Restrictions:

l. This water permit is granted subject to water use from the souce by senior appropriators.

2. Failure to comply with any order of the State Engineer may result in forfeitr¡¡e of this wate¡
permit.

* iltxil
Dale L. Frink
State Englneer

SEAL

¿0 0{i *

'fr

Date: March 31, 2006
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STATE OF NORTH DAIßOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMTT NO, 614õ

This conditional water permit authorizes permittee to construct the necessary diversion facilities and
to appropriate the water specifred below.

5. Point of Diversion:

SEl/4 of Sectlon 14, Township f46 N., Range 088 \V.r Mercer County

6. Amount of water authorized, rate at which it may be diverted from the respective point of
diversion, and period of use:

Annual Use (Ac-Ft) Rete (gpm)
8,000.0 41970 from January I to December 3l incluslve

7, Conditions, limitations, restrictions, and terms of permit: See Attachment A

8, lWater shall be beneficially used on o¡ before: Merch lr20l7

A perfected permit will be issued affer the facilities have been properþ constructed and inspected, A
water right accrues upon placing the water to beneficial use, as authorized herein.

l. Name of Applicantr

Mailing Address:

2. Priority Date:

3. Nature of use:

4. Source of Water Supply:
River:
Tributary of:

N.D. STATE }VATER COMMISSION
SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT
9OO E BOULEVARI)
ETSMARCK ND 5850s

September 7,2010

Industriel

Surf¡ce lV¡ter
Missouri River
Mlssourl River

f,-+Sr -L*r1..'
Todd Sando, PE
State Engineer

SEAL

Date: March17,2014



Attachment B-7

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

CONDITIONAL WATER PERMIÎ IfO. 6145

Att¡chnc¡t A - Gondltlo¡r, Llnltrtloar, ead Rc¡trlctlo¡rl

l. This water permit is granted subject to water use from the source by senior appropriators. Withdrawals shall cease upon
order of the State Engineer.

2. This water permit is subject to water use by downstream prior appropriators in the State of Noñh Dakota.

3. Failure to comply with any order of the State Engin€er may result in forfeiture of this water permit. This includes the
withdrawal of water at times that are not authorizcd.

4. Prior to the beneficial use of water under this permit, an in-line, continuous recording totalizing flow meter shall be
installed on the pump discharge line to measure the quantity of water pumped from the water source. The water flow
meter must meet the following requirements:

A. The water flow meter must be certified by the manufacturer to record neither less than 98 percent nor
greater than 102 peroent of the actual volume of water passing the meter when installed according to the
man ufacturer's instructi ons.

B. The water flow meter must have a display that is readable at all times, whether the system is operating or
not.

C. The water flow meter must have a totalizer that meets the following criteria:

a. Is continuously updated to read directly only in acre-feet, acre-inches, gallons, cubic feet, or banels (42
US gallons);

b. Has suffïcient capacity without recycling past zero more than once each year to record the quantity of
water diverted in any one calendar yeari

Has a dial or counter that can be timed witb a stopwatch over not more than a l0 minute period to
accurately determine the rate of low under normal operating conditions; and

d. Has a nonvolatile memory if the meter is equipped with an electronic totalizer.

D. The wate¡ flow meter must be installed according to the manufacturer's specifications and must be properly
maintained according to manufacturer's recommendations including proper winterization such as removal
during the winter.

E, The water flow shall be available for inspection by representatives of the State Engineer

* -\-gå
Todd Sando, PE
State Engineer

c,

rJ

I
f*

, '/'"
,'). + , \tr-r

l\

.t

.il
r{a'
t'?,

t,l

v

Gfr''

ttrt v
tr

SEAL

I 905

û

Date: March17,2014
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STATE OT'ITORTH DAKOTA

CONDITTONAL TIIATER PERMIT IfO. 6145

5. Water depots shall be defined as points of delivery of water to the oil/gas industry including permanently located truck
fìll sites, temporarily located truck f¡ll sites, direct connections to thc main transmission water pipeline, temporary
connections to the main pipeline via overland pipe or hose, or any other facility that provides water to the oil/gas
industry.

6. Prior to the withdrawal of water from the authorizod source, real-time monitoring devices shall be installed at the
authorized point of diversion and at every conncction to a water depot capable of water distribution to the oil/gæ
industry. These real-time monitoring devìce shall abide by the following specifications:
l. Electronic delivery of meter readings to the North Dakota State Water Commission Water-Use database, at least

once per day, This shall occur each day whether or not pumping has occurred until pumping equipment is removed
from this authorized point of dive¡sion.

2. The electronic delivery of real-time data shall be through a SOAP (Simple Objeot Access Protocol) service, The
SOAP service specifications are listed on the North Dakota State Water Commission websitc at:
h ttp ://www.swc,nd. gov/SlVCTelem etrySOAPSpec. htm l.

3. Written notification must be given to the Ofüce of the State Engineer three days prior ûo the removal of the pumping
equipment from the authorized point of diversion and monitoring will no longer required. Electronic mail (e-mail)
notifïcation will satisfy this requirement.

To obtain the proper credentials for your telemetry to delivery weter-use data from your water metcr directly to the
North Dakota State Water Commission' Water-Use Databæe, please contact Mike Hove at (701) 328-4288 or
mhove@nd.eov and have the following information available:

a, Depot number:
b. Depot name:
c. Depot location

7. Permit holders of Water Permits with Industrial Use must complete the Annual Water Use Report for each calendar
year that the Water Permit is authorized, in accordance with North Dakota Century Code $61-04-27. The State
Engineers Office will issue the Annual Water Use Report forms for Industrial Water Permits and the completed Annual
Water Use Report is due in the State Engineer's Offrce on or before March 31. Failure to comply with this order of
the State Engineer may result in fines being levied on the permit holder or forfeiture of this permit.

¡'
l

)vt$
.1, ?.rt

!.+

tì

\^-9+ -\-rt/
Todd Sando, PE
State Engineer

SEAL
*

Ist (J l;
*

-*

Date: March 17,2014



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

à_,,,

MEMORANDUM

TO: Govemor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary
SUBJECT: Devils Lake Hydrologic Update

Devils Lake Outlet Update
DATE: May 19,2014

The current water surface elevation of Devils Lake is 1453.1ft-msl and 1453.2 ft-msl for Stump
Lake. The table below is the precipitation in Devils Lake during2014. The average precipitation
is from 1991 thru 2013.

*Estimated from May 1st to May 19th.

A new National Weather Service Long Range Outlook for Devils Lake forecast elevations,
including Stump Lake are scheduled to be released prior to the l;4.ay 29 meeting and will be
provided at the meeting.

West and East Outlets:

Routine maintenance on outlets and Standpipe repairs on West End Outlet are completed. East
End Outlet began operating on Monday, May 12 with 2 pumps, discharging approximately 145
cfs. We anticipate starting the West End Outlet the V/eek of May 19, as Sheyenne River
conditions allow.

Tolna Coulee Control Structure

The annual inspection with the US Army Corps of Engineers was completed on May 12,2014,no
deficiencies were noted. The current top elevation of the stop logs is 1451.

TS:JK:EC:pW416-10

t1'^^

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRA,I,AN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY

Month 2014 Precipitation Measured Averase Precinitation
ûnch) (Inch)

January 0.44 0.53
February 0.07 0.4s
March 0.28 0.85
April 2.78 1.18

Mav l.80* 2.89
Total 5.37 s.90



North Dakota State Water Commission
900 EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770. BISÀIARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

7O1-328-2750. TTY 800-366-6888 . FAX 701-328-3696 . INTERNET: http://swc.nd.qov

u[q,,;",Q
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple

Members of the State Water Commission
FROM: fuoddsando, P.E., Chief Engineer- Secretary

SUBJECT: Devils Lake Outlet Operations Funding Appropriation
DATE: lll4ay 9,2014

Devils Lake Outlet Operations, S'WC Contract Fund 416-10
Devils Lake Outlet Operations þroject number 416-10) had $10,000,000 allocated in the State
Water Commission's budget included in HB 1020 from the legislative assembly for the20l3-
2015 Biennium.

Recommendation
I recommend the State Water Commission approve the amount of $10,000,000 for the
Devils Lake Outlet Operations, from the funds appropriated by HB 1020 to the State
Water Commission for the 2013-2015 biennium.

TS:JK:phl416-10

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

. TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O ¡ BISMARCK, NOBTH DAKOTA 58505-0850

701-328-2750.TDD701-328-2750.FAX701-328-3696¡INTERNET:http://swc.nd.gov

AÐU
MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, Chief Engineer and Secretary
SUBJECT: AdministrativeRulesChanges
DATE: May 19,2014

On February 19, the proposed administrative rules changes discussed at the March 17,

2014 meeting were sent to Legislative Council. A public hearing was held on March 27,
with comments accepted until April 7. No comments were received during the hearing.
One comment was received by the Game and Fish Department in support of changes to
the Sovereign Lands article. The rules were submitted to the Attorney General's office
for approval, and are now pending before the Administrative Rules Committee at the
legislature,

The sections for proposed change are

. 89-03 - Water Appropriations

. 89-06 - Funding From the Resources Trust Fund

. 89-07 - Atmospheric Resource Board

. 89-10 - Sovereign Lands

. 89-11 - Drought Disaster Livestock Water Supply Project Assistance Program

Articles 89-03 and 89-10 are administered by the state engineer. Article 89-07 is

administered by the Atmospheric Resource Board and requires the approval of that
board to finalize.

Articles 89-06 and 89-1 1 are administered by the State Water Commission and require
final approval to finalize.

The hearing before the Legislative Rules Committee is scheduled for June 11 al l0 AM
in the Roughrider room,

Pending approval of this board and the rules committee, the rules will be effective July
1,2014.

I recommend that the State Water Commission approve the proposed changes to
articles 89-06 and 89-11 of the administrative code to the extent they are
approved by the Legislative Rules Committee.

TS/jlv

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, PE.
SECRETARY AND STATE ENGINEER
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: zSÅTodd Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECT: Western Area Water Supply
DATE: i|i4ay 19,2014

Industrial Sales and Lateral Approvals

The State Water Commission delegated the Chief Engineer the authority to either approve or deny
industrial sales connections and contracts. Review and approval has been made on twenty
industrial sales applications with the majority having completed drawing the requested water.
There are f,rve still active. The April industrial sales report shows January through April
industrial sales at $10.8 million. Review for future State W'ater Commission consideration is
being completed on Western Area Water Supply Authority (Authority) relocation of three water
depots involving Crosby, Tioga, and Williston.

Overall Plan Review

The original project cost estimate was $150 million for service to a population of approximately
40,000 and received approval for $110 million. The housing study indicates the population could
reach 90,000 and the project cost has been updated to $382.4 million due to increase demand in
the rural areas and increase in construction costs. The current cost estimate for Phase 1-3 is
$236.3 million and Phase 4 is at $146.1 million.

Funding

The State Water Commission included $79 million in this biennium's budget for the project with
$40 million approved as a $20 million loan and a $20 million grant. The project funding and
costs are summarized in the following tables. The total approved funding is $190 million and
with the remaining contract fund budget of $39 million the Authority would have funding of 8229
million for Phase 1-3. The Authority's April capital accounting report shows Phases 1-3
contracted amounts of $168.9 million and expenses at $132.1 million. Phase 1-3 costs include
512.4 million for contingencies with $2.8 million being committed in awarded contracts.

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRT¡IAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY



State Water Commission
l|;4ay 19,2014
Page2

Fundins
Source Amount

SWC Loan $ 2s,000,000
Bank of ND Loan $ s0,000,000
General Fund Loan $ 25,000,000
SV/C Loan $ 10,000,000
Bank of ND Loan $ 40.000.000
SV/C Loan $ 20.000.000
SWC Grant $ 20.000.000

Total Approved $190.000.000

SWC Pendine $ 39,000,000
Total $229,000,000

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRITiAN

Stanley Distribution Project

The Authority is requesting approval of the Stanley Distribution project involving service to users
located south and north of Stanley with a total cost of $11,220,000. The transmission pipeline
project consists of 35 miles of 8-inch to 6-inch diameter pipeline at a cost of $3,665,000 to
convey the water for distribution to serve approximately 135 new users. The distribution pipeline
project required 135 miles of 4-inch to 2-inch diameter pipeline at a cost of $7,555,000. The
Phase 1-3 budget included an estimate for Stanley Distribution - Part I of $6,720,000 and Phase 4

budget included an estimate for Stanley Distribution - Part 2 of $12,501,000. The schedule for
the Stanley project is to do the design and easement work this year with the majority of
construction in 2015. The design and easement work could be started with the advertisement for
bids for construction after a revised budget is provided to show how the current list of projects
and the Stanley project are within a8229 million budget.

I recommend the State Water Commission approve the Stanley Distribution
Project with the advertisement for bids for construction based upon the
Authority providing and receiving concurrence from the Chief Engineer on a
revised overall budget that shows the Stanley Distribution Project is within a

budget olS229 million.

TS:JM/1973

Estimated Costs
Amount

Phase I $ 31.101.984
Phase 2 $ 83.541.976
Phase 3 srr9.6s5.747
Total s234,299,707

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY

Budeeted Fundins
Proiect Amount

Phase 1-2 $110,000,000
Phase 3 BND $ 40,000,000
Phase 3 SWC $ 40.000.000
Total Approved $190,000,000



Western Area Water Supplv Authoritv
C¿prtâl Accounting

BuSrness

Plan
Est¡mate

Basefne
Engíneerlng

Est¡mate

Prolect
crowth /
ExDans¡on

contraCted
Âmounts
10.Dãte

Actual
To.Dãte

Best
Est¡mate
To-Dãte

Phase I

Task Order No. 4 - Regional Water Seru¡ce Phase I P¡pelin€

laskOrderNo 5 RegionalWãterSeryice Phase I Reseryoit
Task OrderNo 6- Regionâl WãterServicetoCrosby/BDW
Task Order No 7 - Regional Water Servìce System lV

Task Order No. 7- Reg¡onal WaterServ¡ce System lV CostSharin8
Task Order No, I - Program Management Phase I & ll
Task Order No. 8a - Public lnformat¡on AcT Requesl

Phase ll
Task Order No 10 - Wìll¡ston Water Treatment Fac¡lity Expansior

TaskOrder No 11 -Transmjss¡on Pipe¡ine lmprovements
TaskOrder No 11-Transm¡ss¡on Pipel¡ne lmprovement-CostShar¡ne
Task Order No 12 - Reservo¡rs and Pump Stâtions
Task Order No. 13 - HVdcul¡c Model¡ne
Tåsk Order No 14 - F¡ll Depots
Tãsk Order No 15 - Rural Water System Expansion
fãsk Order No 15a-1 - WRWD West Expans¡on EngineerinE
Task Order No 15a-1 - WRWD West txpans¡on
Task Order No. 15a-1 - WRWD West Expans¡on - Cost Shar¡ne
Task Order No, 16 - Right of WaV P.ocurement
Total Legãl and Administrat¡ve for Phases I and l¡ - Capital¡zed
Crop Damage - Appurtenances and Payments

Phase lll
Task Order No 9 - Program ManaBement Phase lll
Task Order No 10 - Williston WfP Expansion (14-21 MGDj
Task Order No 16 - Right of Way Procuremenl
Task Order No 17 - West W¡¡liston By-PassTransm¡ssion L¡nes {30" & 36"1

Task Order No 18 - WRWD - West Expansion - Part 2

Task Order No 19 - Transm¡ssion P¡peline lmprovements (Keene Loop)
R&T WSCA Well F¡eld Expans¡on & WTP Improvements
Task Order No 20 - Operat¡ons Plan
Task Order No 21 - W¡¡l¡ston lntake lmprovements - Prelimìnary Engìneer¡nE
Task Order No 22 - W¡lliston Reg¡onal WIP Pretre¿tment Option!
Task Order No 22a - W¡ll¡ston Regional WIP Pretre¿tment lmprovements
Task Order No 24- MCRWD -System I (Watford City&Tob¿cco Garden)
Task Order No 24 - MCRWD -System I {Watford C¡ty &lobacco Garden) Cost Shar¡ne

Task Order No 25 - WRWD - EastTransmiss¡on P¿rt 2 {East W¡lliston By P¿ssl

TaskOrder No 26- WRWD - Part 1 (Blacktail Dam Area Distr¡but¡on:
TaskOrderNo. 27-R&T-Rural Distr¡bution Part2
Tâsk Order No 28 - MCRWD - Rural Distribution (System lV Part 3a)

TaskOrderNo 29-BDW-Distribution-Partl
TaskOrderNo 30-WRWD EastTransm¡ssion-Part1
Task Order No 31 - R&T - Epp¡ng Transm¡ssion - Pañ l
Task Order No 32 - Stanley Distribut¡on Part 1 (Stanley Area East Branch)
Crop Damage - Appurtenances and Payments

10,070,000

4,956,0m
3,910,0m
3,584,000

10,846,000

36,357,000

13,183,000

2,778,907

370,000

2,270,099

21,680,000
7,'l40,ooo
9,160,000

460,000
4,540,000

9,771,748
5,180,000
5,O57,247
5,403,888

1,483,000

760,339
5,158,078

1743,721!-

1,701,015

1642,887)
435,000

1,251,160
204,000
275,OOO

3,362,746
(1,700,000)

5 9,t7L,r48
S s,280,2s3
s s.811,s80
s 10,s38,44s
s l'743,7211
5 s09,888
5 10,s23

S r7,2r9,s26
s 36,90s,929

S {642,887)
S 7s,6s3,276

S lso,ooo
S 9,s01,2s4
S s69,ooo
S 660,000

S 3,205,8s3
s (1,700,000)

S 1,5oo,ooo

s 870,196

s 67s,830

r08,243
27,744,439

1,030,000
494,000

5,764,650
7,54L,022
2,454,694

141,000
375,500
197,000

L,489,512
1,681,900
(9s2,04s)
896,000
387,000
242,OOO

3,209,285
339,000
280,000
470,000
442,OOO

Phase I

Phase ll

Phase lll

9,777,748
5,168,198
5,456,707
9,903,311
(743,7271

509,888
10,523

s
s
s
s
Þ

5
5

s
5
s
s
s
s
)

9,777,74a *7 *2

5,180,000 +1

5,811,580 +1

10,561,966

1743,127)
509,888

10,523

15,238,930
150,000

8,518,431
365,000
385,000

1,500,000
870,196
700,000

704,243
24,202,505

1,030,000
14,000,000

322,OOO

5,670,000

509,888
70,523

77,584,087
35,270,243

74,451,706
36,793,496

'642,8811.
75,060,074

150,000
4,907,673

404,247
659,622

3,205,853
(1,700,00o)

1,500,000
470,796
675,830

47,373
17,o77,354

921,606
447,940

1,662,983
2,969,?10
2,064,402

138,661
163,715
130,000
s26,767

7,749,281
(436,533)

148,300
704,490
64,970

179,851
92,838
38,738

149,460
13,260

17,584,081

36,917,254

1642,8871
15,673,930

150,000
9,769,597

569,000
660,000

3,362,!46
(1,700,000)

1,500,000
870,196
700,000

S 108,243

5 28,2o2,5os
S 1,o3o,ooo

S 14.ooo,ooo

S s,s85,7so
S 8,087,336

S 2.456,808

S 141,ooo

S 1,197,1s0

S 197,ooo

S s,ooo,ooo

S 6,9so,ooo

S (9s2,04s)

S 10,13s,ooo

S s,974,ooo

S 3,9oo,ooo

S 3,3s0,249

S s,s4o,ooo
s 3,811,000

s 7,400,000

S 6,720,000

s 1,000,000

1,876,000
7,526,000

12,508,000
72,572,O0O
12,826,000

5,178,000

8,072,000

2,275,OOO

20,873,000

15,400,000

7,185,000
850,000

4,200,000

2,000,000

21,667,OOO

3,000,000

5,500,000

200,000
1,215,000

141,000
1,797,150

1,380,000
2,275,0OO

5,585,750
2,417336
2,456,808

197,000
5,000,000
4,850,000

(952,0/.5].

10,135,000
4,491,000
3,900,000
1,35O,249
5,540,000
3,811,000
7,400,000
6,720,O0O

5
5

5
s
s
5
s
)
s
s
5
s
5
5

5
s
5

Þ

Þ

5

5
5

5
s
s
s
s
s
s
s
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)
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5
5
s

5
5
5

5
s
5
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5
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Þ
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5

s
5

5
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Þ
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19,087,965 722 6aa 4aOPhase lv (lndexed Usins 2015 Dollarsl 16,950,000
R&T - Epping Distribution Loop - Part 2 (Rema¡ning Rural Areâ
BDW - Distribution Part 2 (Remaining Rural Area)
Stanley - Distribution Part 2 (Remaining Rural Areâ)
R&T-Distr¡but¡on Part 3 (Remaining Rural Areal
WRWD - West D¡stribution - Part 1(Development D¡stributionl
WRWD - North D¡stribut¡on - Part 1 (Development D¡stributionl
WRWD - East Distr¡bution - Part 1 (Development Distribution)
WRWD - West Distribution - P¿rt 2, Trenton Branc¡
W¡lliston lntake Expans¡on (21-35 MGD)

W¡ll¡ston WTP Expans¡on (21-28 MGD)

R&T - Transmission to Stan¡ev High Point to Powers Lake

R&T Transmission Loop - City of Rây

R&TTransmission Loop - R&T WTP to Tioga High Po¡nt Reseruoir

R&f fransm¡ssion Loop - T¡oga H¡gh Point Reseruoir to Tioga

R&T Transm¡ssìon Loop - Tioga H¡gh Point Reseruoir to Stanle!
R&T WlP Sludge Processing lmprovements
MCWRD - Wâtford C¡ty North By-Pass Transmission Loop

+1 - A portìon of basic grant to
Water Resource District fhese fees are nol included in the estimated total prcject cost so as to only track est¡mated loan dollars
utilized for the project Task Order No 4 Best Estimate To Date has been reduced to match its Actual To-Date as the project ¡s

beinB closed out
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Contingencjes ContinBencies

s 23,527 s 23527
s 81s,169 s 81s,169

S 11,9oo,ooo S 2,303,280

S t2,738,690 S 3,747,9io

Seit
Estimate
To-Date

Plan Amounts ActualEng¡neer¡n8 Growth /

s 22.520,000 s 23,926,688 s s,17s,296 5 37,178,776 S 30,076,654 S 31,101,984

s 44,750,000 s 55,253,898 s 64,902,098 s s3,139,199 5 27,709,288

5 133,075,000 5 t67,7O2,467 5 74,962,a28 S 168,885,891 S 732,727,681

S 16,950,000 S 19,087,96s 5 r22,6sq,4ïo S

5 150,025,000 S 180,790,432 S 197,6s1,308 S 168,885,891 5 t32,I27,687

S 6s,80s,000 S 80,s21,881 5 4,885,434 5 84,s67,976 S 80,341,74s

s 88,32s,0o0 s 106,448,s69 J 1-0p60,?30 -, 11rr4q6r2 5 11o,418,3ss

I lotals
ll Totals
| - ll Totals

Phase

Phase

lll Totals
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lV Totals
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*2 - As projects (task orders) are being closed out, lheir cont¡ngency allocat¡ons are be¡ng red¡slr¡buted as needed

Phases I lll



Stanley Distribution - Part 1 (Stanley Area South/North Branchf

The Stanley Distribution - Part 1 (Stanley Area South/North Branch) will serve
the users located south and north of the city of Stanley. The project consists of
approximately thirty-five (35) miles of 6-inch and 8-inch diameter transmission
pipeline and miscellaneous pipeline appurtenances at a cost of $3,665,000.
The transmission pipeline conveys water north and south from the city of
Stanley. The transmission pipeline provides water to approximately one
hundred thirty-five (135) new users. In order to serve the new users
approximately one hundred thirty (130)-miles of distribution piping and
miscellaneous pipeline appurtenances is needed and is estimated to cost
$7,sss,ooo.



May 14,

UI{IT INSTALLED

AREA D¡STRIBUTION SOUTH/I{ORTH
OPINION OF TOTAL PROBABLE PRO'ECT COST

General Conditlon¡

1.0 Gonorâl Cond¡t¡ont
a.

Wator O¡rtr¡butlon Syâtem

1,0 W.tor Dlstributlon System €TANLEY SOUIHTNORTH
a. Water Main

1. 2.0" PVC - Class 200
2. 2,0 PVC - Class 250
3. 3.0'PVC - Class 200
4. 3,0'PVC - Class 250
5. 4.0" PVC - Class 200
6. 6.0" PVC - Class 200
7. 8.0'PVC - Class 200

b. Misc. Water Main Appurtenances (@35% of Water Main)
c. Special Connecllons
d. Residental Meter wlth Valve
e. Master Stallon

Total Probablo PrþJoct CostB

1.0 Total Probablo Construcüon Costr
2.0 Other cost6

a. Legal & Adm¡n¡strativ€ (1.5%)

b. Eng¡neering Des¡gn (9%)

c. Conslruction Phase Service6 ('10%)

d. Cont¡ngencies ('l 5oÁ)

e. ROW Land Accusition ($2,000 Per Mile of Easement)

285,000
60,000

155,000
30,000

160,000
105,000
80,000

1

I
135

1

$997
s225
$697

,000

$887

$1,664,
$1

$7,636,14

$ll

$1,1

$331

t.f. $3.50
r.f. $3.75
r.r. s4.50
r.f. $4.e5
l'r' $5'30
l,f. $8,45
l.f. $12.00
l.s. S1,664,162.50
Ls. $15,000.00
ea. $2,000.00

$1

C:\UsersVWirtz\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windowsvemporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\ZDHV0PC4\2013-2015 Totel Pro¡ect Cost-Populat¡on 54tqÞ{fþf 1



North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 77O. BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: odd Sando, P.8., Chief Engineer-Secretary
SUBJECT: NAWS - Project Update
DATE: }v4ay 19,2014

Supplemental EIS
Reclamation continues to work on the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS).
Comments have been provided to Reclamation by the cooperating agencies on Chapter 1

(Introduction), Chapter 2 (Alternatives), Chapter 3 (Affected Environment), Chapter 4
(Environmental Impacts), various appendices, the Needs Assessment, Transbasin Effects
Analysis Technical Report, and Appraisal Level Design Report. We had the opportunity to
review the entire draft SEIS (all five chapters excluding appendices) and provided comments
back to Reclamation. Our legal counsel has been in consultation with Reclamation's legal
counsel and the litigation attorney for Reclamation to discuss any procedural or other concerns.
Reclamation is anticipating apublic release of the Draft SEIS in late June or early July.

Manitoba & Missouri Lawsuit
The Federal Court issued an order on March 5,2010, requiring Reclamation to take a hard look
at (1) the cumulative impacts of water withdrawal on the water levels of Lake Sakakawea and the
Missouri River, and (2) the consequences of biota transfer into the Hudson Bay Basin, including
Canada. The order dated October 25, 2010, allowed construction on the improvements in the
Minot Water Treatment Plant and pipelines to the Minot Air Force Base and Glenburn to
proceed. However, it did not allow design work to continue on the intake. The court ordered a

conference call on November 15,2012. The court expressed concerns about construction taking
place under the previously approved and unopposed injunction modifications possibly affecting
the outcome of the SEIS. A briefing explaining the additional construction on the northern tier,
justiffing the need and explaining the independence from supply or biota treatment alternatives
was filed December 6,2012. Missouri and Manitoba frled responses January 6,2013, and our
response was f,rled January 22,2013. The Court issued an opinion on March 1,2013, modiffing
the injunction to not permit 'new pipeline construction or new pipeline construction contracts'.
Our legal counsel and staff are reluctant to approach the court for further modification of the
injunction until clear progress can be exhibited on the environmental review.

Current Construction
All current construction contacts are substantially complete with only minor punch list items and
finishing clean up and reclamation work remaining. Remaining obligations are primarily
retainage on all contracts.

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHAIRMAN CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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Design and Construction Update

TSS:TJF:pdhl237-4

Table I - NAWS Contracts under Construction

Contract
Contract
Award

Contractor
Contract
Amount

Remaining
Obligations

2-2D Mohall 7124109

American Infrastructure, CO

In default - assumed by the
surety - EMC

$5,196,586.13 s407,9r9.9r

2-38 Upper
Souris/Glenburn

U4lrt S.J. Louis Constructron $3,869,1 18.35 $111,430.96

7-14 Minot WTP
Filter Rehab and

SCADA
tU30lrt PKG Contracting,Inc.

Main Electric, Inc. $8,258,678.85 $344,1 59. I 0

Total Remaining Construction Contract Obligations $863,509.97



North Dakota State Water Commission
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MEMORANDUM

Governor Jack Dalrymple
Members of the State Water Commission

FROM: .inTodd Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secretary

SUBJECT: Water Plan Update

DATE: Ill4ay 19,2014

Background
We are continuing to move forward with the development of a State V/ater Plan for the
2015-2017 biennium and beyond. As part of that process, we requested project
information from local sponsors across the state who may come to the State'Water
Commission for funding in future biennia. As a result of that request, we received about
240 project information forms.

Project Reviews
A team of staff members have since met on a few occasions to go through the project
information forms to review them for general eligibility, and to categorize them by cost-
share category. The end goal is to develop an inventory of projects and their potential
financial need from the state. (This list is purely for budgeting purposes, and it does not
guarantee funding from the agency.) However, because the Water Commission's cost-
share policy is not yet final, we will not be able to proceed with developing the inventory
of projects and their potential financial needs from the state until eligibility requirements
and cost-share percentages are ftnalized.

SWC-Hosted Meetings
In the fall of 2013, commissioners and staff completed a series of Commissioner-hosted
meetings in six drainage basins across the state as required by HB 1206. By conducting
those meetings, we have met that requirement. However, atthat initial round of meetings,
we indicated there would be a second round of meetings in the summer of 2014 to outline
the final cost-share policy, and to discuss projects that were submitted as part of the
inventory process. V/ith discussions ongoing regarding the agency's cost-share policy, and
the policy not finalized, we may not have adequate time to conduct another round of
meetings.

TSpmfl322

n1"^ t

TO

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIR\,tAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Jack Dalrymple
bers of the State Water Commission

FROM: Sando, P.E., Chief Engineer/Secretary
SUBJECT: Missouri River Update
DATE: Ill4ay 15,2014

System/Reservoir Status

System volume on May 15th in the six mainstem reservoirs was 55.2 million acre-feet (MAF), 0.9
MAF below the base of flood control. This is 1.4 MAF below the average system volume for the end
of May, and 5.7 MAF more than last year. The volume of water in the system on May 1 5th in 201 1

was 66.2 MAF.

On May l5th, Lake Sakakawea was at an elevation of 1838.0 feet msl, 0.5 feet above the base of
floodcontrol. Thisis l0.2feethigherthanayearago and3.6 feetaboveitsaverageendof May
elevation. The minimum end of May elevation was 1808.8 feet msl in 2005 and the maximum end of
May elevation was 1853.3 feet msl in2011. The elevation of Lake Sakakawea on May 15th of 20ll
was 1849.2 ft msl. Lake Sakakawea is forecasted to peak at 1846.6 feet msl in July.

The elevation of Lake Oahe was 1606.8 feet msl on May 15rh, 0.7 feet below the base of flood
control. This is 8.6 feet higher than last year and 2.4 feet higher than the average end of May
elevation. The minimum end of May elevation was 1 575.7 feet msl in 2005, and the maximum end
of May elevation was 1617.7 feet msl in 1997. The elevation of Lake Oahe on May 15th of 2011 was
1616.9 feet msl. Lake Oahe is forecasted to reach 1609.0 feet msl in July.

The elevation of Fort Peck was 2227 .0 feet msl on May 15th, 7.0 feet below the base of flood control.
This is 4.6 feet higher than a year ago and 2.2 feet lower than the average end of May elevation. The
minimum end of May elevation was 2198.8 feet msl in 2008, and the maximum end of May elevation
was2246.5 feet msl in 1979. The elevation of Fort Peck on May 15th of 2011was2242.2 feet msl.
Fort Peck is forecasted to peak at2237 .6 feet msl in July.

The Missouri River basin mountain snowpack normally peaks near April 15th. On ly'ray 14, 2014, the
mountain snowpack Snow Water Equivalent in the "Total above Fort Peck" reach was 18.7 inches,

114 percent of the normal April l5th peak. The mountain snowpack in this reach peaked on April 7th

at 132 percent of the normal April 15th peak. The mountain snowpack SWE in the "Total Fort Peck

to Garrison" reach was 17.3 inches on May l4rh, 122 percent of the normal April 15th peak. The
mountain snowpack in this reach peaked on April lTth at 140 percent of the normal April l5th peak.

The Corp's May I't basic forecast for runoff into the system is 31.7 MAF, 125 percent of normal.
With this forecast, the navigation season will not be shortened and releases for the second half of the
navigation season will be at full service (35,000 cfs). The actual length of the navigation season and

service level will be determined by the volume of water in the system on July 1't. Navigation
releases are currently 4,900 cfs below full service.

JACK DALRYMPLE, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

TODD SANDO, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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The Spring Pulse was not implemented this spring as a result of the Independent Science
Advisory Panel's (ISAP), a team of scientists contracted to review scientific findings associated
with the Missouri River Recovery Program (MRRP), review of the spring pulse as a cue for
spawning. In the ISAP report on Spring Pulse and Adaptive Management, finalized
November 30,2011, the ISAP stated "Given that the proposed spring pulse management action
has not been implemented in all years, and shovelnose sturgeon and pallid sturgeon exhibited
evidence of having spawned in all years studied, the ISAP concludes that the spring pulse
management action, as currently designed and implemented, appears to be unnecessary to serve
as a cue for spawning in pallid sturgeon."

Missouri River Recovery Implementation Committee (MRRIC)

In Section 5018 of rhe 2007 Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) Congress authorized the
Missouri River Recovery Implementation Committee (MRRIC). The Committee is to make
recommendations and provide guidance on activities resulting from the MRRP. The Committee was
established in 2008. MRRIC has nearly 70 members representing local, state, tribal, and federal
interests throughout the Missouri River basin.

MRRIC is providing support to the Corps in the development of the Missouri River Recovery
Management Plan (MRRMP) and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The MRRMP and EIS is a
three-year effort that will evaluate the effectiveness of actions taken by the Corps to recover the least
tern, piping plover, and pallid sturgeon. The evaluation will determine modifications to current
recovery efforts, if necessary, and will result in an adaptive management plan for recovery actions.
The MRRMP and EIS are scheduled to be complete in }l4ay 2016. For this effort, MRRIC is
currently assisting the Corps in developing a set of human considerations objectives and performance
metrics that will assist the Corps in measuring the effect of alternatives on human uses and needs of
the Missouri River. The initial list of alternatives for recovery of the three species is expected this
August. This initial list of alternatives will be screened using the human considerations objectives
and performance metrics. An Independent Social Economic Technical Review (ISETR) panel has

been created to provide assistance to the Corps and MRRIC in the evaluation of effects to humans.

Surplus Water/Reallocation

During a MRRIC webinar on May 12,2014, the Corps gave a brief update on the reallocation study.
It is expected that the draft reallocation study report will be released to the public in July of this year,
with study completion scheduled for July 2015. Reallocation would then go into effect in 2016. The
Corps stated during the update that all existing municipal and industrial water users from reservoirs,
with the exception of Basin Electric and Bureau of Reclamation authorizations, would have to enter
into storage contracts. We continue the effort to educate the Corps that storage contracts are
inappropriate as the natural flow of the Missouri River provides for the water use in North Dakota
and stored water is not necessary.

Water Resources Development Act (WRDA)

The U.S. Senate-House joint conference committee came to an agreement on the 2014 WRDA. The
compromise language states that the Secretary may not charge a fee for surplus water under a
contract entered into pursuant to Section 6 of the Flood Control Act of 1944 if the contract is for
surplus water stored in the Upper Missouri Mainstem Reservoirs. There is also language stating that
this limitation expires 10 years after the date of enactment. The limitation is not applicable to surplus
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water stored outside of the Upper Missouri Mainstem Reservoirs. \Mhile this may temporarily
address the cost of our citizens accessing their water, it does not address the fundamental
problem of the Corps attempting to federalize state water rights.

LCA:pdhl1392
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