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|r tNuTEs

North Dakota State l{ater Cormissíon
t{eeting Held ln

Blsmarck, North Dakota

llay 12 and t3, l97S

The North Dakota State lúater Conmlssionheld a meeting in Rooms G5 and 6, State Capitol, eismarck, North Dakota, onl{ay 12, 1975. Governor-Chaírman, Arthur A. L¡nk, called ihe meeting to orderat 9:35 a.m.

I'IEI'IBERS PRESENT:
Arthur A . Link, Governor-Chairman
Richard Gal lagher, Vice Chai rman, l{andan
Janæs Jungroth, l,lember from Janestohrn
Alvin Kramer, Member from Hlnot
Gordon Gray, l.lember from Valley City
Donald Noteboo,m, l{e¡nber from l,lcKenzie County
l{yron Just , Colrmi ss îoner, Department of Agricu I ture
vernon Fahy, state Engineer, secretary anã ch¡"f Engineer, North

Dakota State llater Conmission, Bismarck

OTHERS PRESENT:
Epñxmffit0 people in attendance for discussîon of t.,est River Diversîon
Representatives of Natural Gas píper íne company of America
Approximately 20 people were in attendance to ihose already listed

CONSIDERATION 0F I{INUTES lt was moved by Conmissioner Noteboom,
0F JANUARY 31, 1975, ilEETING - seconded by Cornnissioner Just, andAPPROVED carried, tÈat reading of the minutes

of the January 31, 1975 meetlng be
dispensed wlth and approved as distr¡buted.

The proceedings of this meeting were tape recorded to assist in conpilationof minutes.

CONSIDERATI0N 0F l,llNUTES lt was moved by Commissioner Noteboom,
0F DECEIIBER 16 and 17, 197\ - seconded by Conmissioner Just, and
l,lEETlNG - APPROVED carried, tñat readlng of the minutes of

the December 16 and 17, 1974 meeting
be dispensed with and approved as dístributed.
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REQuEsr FROM itcHENRY secretary Fahy stated that a request hasCOUNTY FOR cROuND-trATER been recå¡u"J'rior-ilnJriv ðoun.y ,oSTUDY

iswð p.oj.cr No. e56) ::TÍï: "rflïi:l;î":::.':ioln¿",tHj ,,
estimated at 9268,200 and the requeåtedstate share of participation would be $58,800. lt was recomrpnded by secretaryFahy that the cormission authorize particípation in this study.

It was moved by Conmissloner Kramer that
the Comnission proceed w¡th the ground-
water study in HcHenry County, añdpartlcipate in the costs of the study in
an amount not to exceed $581800.
Co¡missioner Noteboom seconded the motion
and all mernbers voted aye. The motíon
carried.

REQUEST FROH TRAILL Secretary Fahy stated that a requesr
COUNTY FOR STATE from Trai I I Cóunty for constructlon
PARTICIPATION lN of Drain No. 36 rrås Èeei-iãàeive¿.
CONSTRUCTION 0F Th¡ woutd in matety
DRAIN N0. 36 9* eb, const ted(Sh/C lro¡ecr No. 1623, nor rayvi I le ¡ntothe area of tely
19llh of the proposed cella Dam. The tota d cost o is$f55,500, and the staters share of partii¡ aui-,t+il. t"tall of the legal requirements of the.drain met and theassessments vJere favorable, therefore, he recormended state part¡cipation forthe project.

Due to the number of drain requests onthe agenda, it was Secretary Fahy's suggestion that the Commission approvepartíc¡pation, Íf they_so-desíre, dÍreði¡ng the State Engineer to paiiícipate
as funds might be avaÎlable. The fact tha[ funds from tñe new bÍenniat budget
must be used to satisfy conmitments for participatÍon in projects which were
approved under the present budget makes ¡t d¡ff¡cult to estiñrate the total
funds available for draínage work. He indicated that if new reguests fordrains are received, these would be judged according to the neejs of theproject and funds would be dlsbursed according to that cr¡teria and with
approval of the State ÙJater Conrnission. He noted that the drainage funds
were increased $5O,OOO by the last Legislature, whîch gives a totãl of S25O,OOOfor drainage projects. This will cover about half of ihe dralnagÀ r"qr"st,
rece î ved.

It was moved by Conrnissioner Gray that the
State ülater Cormission partîcipate in the
constructlon of Drain No. 36 in Tralll
County in an amount not to exceed ç47,451 ,
and that the Chief Engïneer shal I determine
the prlority of this and other draínage
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projects and allocate expenditures during the
biennÍum according to this priority. The
mot¡on was seconded by Colrmissioner Kramer.
All members voted aye on the motlon and it
carr i ed.

CONSIDERATION 0F REQUEST Secretary Fahy stated that there are
AUTHORIZING THE DEVELOPI{ENT two resolutions whlch require approval
0F PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS by the State llater Cormission when a
FOR A SEITER AND ITATER SYSTEI{ y',ater and sewer district is undertaken
lN SOUTHEAST CASS ITATER by a water menegernent d¡str¡ct. The
HANAGETIENT DISTRICT fîrst resolut¡on Ì{as approved by the
(Resolutions 75-5-376 s 75-5-377) Cormission in a telephone poll on
(SttC Project No. 720) Aprl I t0, 1975, giving prel iminary

approval to the project. The seurer
and water project provides facilities for service to an area knqln as Oxbow
Estates in the North Half of Sectlon 24, and the Southeast Quarter of Section
13, Tonnship 137, Range 49, Cass County, North Dakota.

Secretary Fahy indicated that the second
resolution adopting the plans and specifications for the project has been
fon¡arded and is ready for approval by the Corrnission. Although submittal
of the final plans and specificatÌons to our offîce has been delayed, the
project cannot proceed until the State Health Department has also given its
approval, so Seeretary Fahy reconmended approval of resolution subject to
prior approval of the State Health Department.

It was moved by Commissioner Gray, seconded
by Commissioner Noteboom, and carrled, that
Resolution No. 75-5'376, Approval of Plans
and Specifications for Sewer District No.
l0 for Oxbovr Country Club and Estates,
Southeast Cass lJater l{anagement Di stri ct;
and ResolutÍon No. 75-5-377, Approval of
Plans and Specifications for lJater District
No. ll for 0xbow Country Club and Estates,
Southeast Gass Ùlater l{anagement D¡strict,
be adopted and approved, subject to approval
by the State Health Department.

REQUEST FROM CITY 0F Secretary Fahy stated that a request
RUGBY FOR GROUND-Ì,|ATER has been received from the city of
STUDY Rugby for a ground-water study. Total
(SWC Project No. l3ll) cost of the study is estimated at

$37,300. The costs would be shared
equally by the city and the State t'later Cormission În an amount of $18,650
r"rp""iivåty. lt was his recqrmendation that the study and cost participation
be authorized.
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It was moved by Conmlssioner Kramer that
the State ì'later Commissíon authorize a
ground-water study for the city of Rugby
and partlcipate on a 50-50 basÍs with
the city in an arpunt not to exceed
s t 8 ,650.

Secretary Fahy noted that the Bureau of
Reclamation is contract¡ng with the state l{ater Con¡mlssion to examine water
supply alternatîves for the cities of Garrison, Fessenden and Harvey. Delton
Schul z, Dî rector of Engineering for the l{ater Co¡missîon, indicated thât there
are eleven other cÎties to be studied in this program, which is dlrected
tou¡ard cornmunities which appear to have inadequate brater supplles for the
future

REQUEST T0 RELAX Secretary Fahy stated that a very severe
l{ORATORlul.l lN drainage problem is present in the
PORTION 0F srONE Gardena, l,lhlte Spur area, ln Bottlneau
CREEK County. He indlcated that agreement
(SWC project Nos.72l e 106l) has been reached between the Bureau of

Sport Fisheries and l,ll ldl ife and various
county governments to install a culvert at a mutually agreed upon level to
drain off the agriculture runoff. Several years ago, the Commlssion imposed
a moratorium on any further dralnage in Stone Creek because of the llmited
capacity. ln order to proceed with the agreenent that has been reached by
the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and tJildlife and the county governments, the
moratorium must be relaxed on the first three miles of the stream above
the railroad tracks so that this plan can be put into actlon. Secretary Fahy
requested the Commission to make a nxrtîon to relax the moratorÌum in Stone
Creek sufficiently to ínstall the agreed upon culvert for drainage.

It was moved by Cormissioner Kramer that the
Cormisslon relax the moratoríum non imposed
on Stone Creek sufficiently so that a culvert
may be installed for drainage of excess
r^raters. Comr¡issioner Just seconded the
motíon and all members voted aye. The
rnotion carried.

CONS IDERATION 0F PAYI.IENT Secretary Fahy stated that .previously
0N CASS COUNTY DRAIN N0. 53 the Commlssion had approved cost
(SWG ero¡ect No. 1594) part¡cipation in the amount of $6,495

ln the construction of Cass County
Drain No.53. ln the original cost estimate, several items were excluded
which the State lJater Cormission could participate in, therefore, the Cass
County Draín Board is requesting an additional state share of $2,932.75.
It bras Secretary Fahy¡s recommendation that the Cormission approve payment
of the costs.
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It was moved by Conmissioner Gray, seconded by
Cormissioner Kramer, and carried, that the
Cormission approve the addltional costs of
$21932.1J representing a considerable rise
in excavating costs and in field crosslngs
not ¡ncluded in the orlginal cost est¡mate,
for Cass County Drain No. 53, subject to
distribution of drainage funds by the State
Eng i neer.

CONSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST Secretary Fahy srated rhat a request
FOR STATE PARTICIPATION lN frorn the Cass County Drain Board has
CONSTRUCTION 0F CASS COUNTY been receîved for construction and
DRAIN N0. 55 cosr perticipation in Cass County
(SWC troject No. 1613) Drein No. 55. This is a legat drain

proposed for channelling runoff from
a point three miles east of Hunter, North Dakota, to a coulee five miles
east, leading to the south branch of the Elm Rlver. State cost particlpation
is requested in an amount of $19,390 and it was Secretary Fahy's rec(mmendation
that this drain be approved.

It was moved by Cormissioner Gray that the
State l,later Comission participate ln
the construction and finâncing of Cass
county DraÎn No. 55 Ìn an amount not to
exceed $19,390, subject to the funding
capab i I î t i es of the State ì,late r
Corrniss¡on and expenditure priori ties
as determined by the Chief Engíneer.
The motion was seconded by Conmissioner
Just. Al I members voted aye and the
motÎon carried.

CONSIDER,/{T!0N 0F REQUEST Delton Schulz stated that a request for
FOR STATE ITATER COHI{|SS|ON part¡cipation în a drop struc,ture for
PARTICIPATI0N lN CASS improvement of Cass County Floodway
C0UNTY FLOODbIAY N0. 18 No. 18, Noble Township, has been received.
(SWC ero¡ect No. lO97) He lndlcated that the drop structure

actually takes care of four drains.
State share of the cost participatîon would be $34,688. lt was tlr. Schulzrs
recommendation that cost participation be approved by the Cormissîon.

It was moved by Cormiss¡oner Gray, seconded
by Cormissioner Kramer, and carried, that
the Cormission approve cost particlpation
in the construction of the project for
improverent of Cass Gounty Floodway No. 18
ln an amount not to exceed $34,688, subject
to State Water Cormnission avai labl I ity of
funds and expenditure priorities as
determîned by the Chlef Engíneer.

ilay 12 and 13, 1975
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cONslDERATlON 0F REQUEST Delton Schulz stated that the State Uater
FOR APPROVAL 0F $6800 Commission staff had designed an outlet
0N LAKE IBSEN PROJEGr structure for Lake lbsen in 1971, and
(suc eroject No.503) rhe cormíssion shortty ttreiea?iei,

approved cost participation in the amountof 40 percent, or state share of $t7,600. Due to lanä acquÌt¡t¡on and other
problems, the project was delayed untÍl this past winter. Before solicitingfor bids, a revised cost estimate reflect¡ng lnflation was prepared. The
total adjysfe{ cost of the project îs $61,000, increaslng the total state
share to $211,400. lt was l.lr. Schulzrs recomnendation thãt the Gonrnlssion
approve the adjusted increase of $6800.

After discussion, it was moved by Commissíoner
Just, seçonded by Cormissioner Noteboom, and
carried, that the Cormisslon approve S6800for increased costs for the Lake lbsen
project.

cONslDERATlON 0F ADOPTION As a result of a federat court case
0F RES0LUTION T0 REDEFTNE in Washington, D. c. in April, lgl5,
TERfi |¡NAVIGABILITYTI brought by the Environmental Protectîon
(sltc project No. 16251 Agenèy, tire Army corps of Engineers ls

being required to use broader terms
for the defínition of navigability. The states are requested to corlnent on
four dlfferent proposals for the corps by June 8, l9li, and proposal No. 4
aPPears to g¡ve the states the most flexibîlity in controlting their streams.
Secretary Fahy Ìndicated that none of the proposals are sat¡sfactory, but
was certain the Cormission upuld urant to comment on the proposal giving the
state the most leeway Ín controlling its streams. lt was his reconrmendatlon
that the State tlater Gormission adopt a resolution urging Congress to redeflne
navigabil ity to mean those hraters which are capable of supporting comercial
transport and to advise the Corps that alternåtive No. 4 as listed Ín the
Congressional Record of l'lay 6, 1975 was the least objectionable to the state
of North Dakota.

Governor Link noted the importance of
the subject being discussed and asked Secretary Fahy and ¡nembers of hls staff
to prepare a draft resolution for the Connrissionrs consideration later during
this two-day meet¡ng.

DISCUSSION 0F LEGISLATION l,lurray Sagsveen, Special Assistant
CONSIDERED eY 44th SESSION Attorney General for the llater Conmisslon,

distributed and reviewed a memorandrnr
which covered legislation considered during the 44th Legislatlve SessÍon whlch
nould be of general interest to the State l{ater Cormission.

REPORT ON CONGRESSIONAL
HEARINGS FOR APPLE CREEK
PRoJECT, GARRI SoN D tVERSI0N
PRoJECT, AND l,ilNOT FL00D
CONTROL PROJECT
(SWC eroject Nos . 1597 , 237,

Russell Dushinske, Executive Vice
President of the North Dakota I'later
Users Assoclat¡on, who recently
attended the U. S. Senate and House
Appropriations Comnittee, Publ ic tlorks
Subcornmittee, hearings in Uashington, D.C.s r4o8)
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reported on the Apple Creek Project, Garrison Diversion Project and llinot
Flood Control, whlch were subJects consfdered at the Congrelslonal hearings.

DlscusslON 0N srATE HEALTH Sometime ago, leglslation was passed
DEPARTI{ENT'|S REGULAT|oN which srat¿d thai all water weil
IHICH REQUIRES CERTIFICATION contractors hrere required to f i le a
0F A l,rATER PERt'llT BEFORE report with the State Health Department
DRILLING A U|ELL FOR before they could drill a well. PursuantIRRIGATION to thïs statute, the State Health Department
(StlC Project No. l4OO) has promulgated regulations. l.lurray

Sagsveen stated that he has dfscussed
wíth the Health Department a proposal which would provide that the rules and
regulations of the state Health Department will be npdified to requlre that a
¡vâter well contractor must certify that a water permit hes been gianted beforedrilling operations are begun. The Health Department has agreed to adopt a
rule which would assure that industrial and îrrigation welli would be covered
by a water permit.

At l2:00 noon, the Cor¡nisslon recessed;
and reconvened at l:10 p.m., with vice chairman Gallagher presiding.

AGREEI{ENT l,rlTH TECHNICAL Secretary Fahy stated that the Legislature
PLANNING lNFORI{AT|0N, lNc. authorized legîslarion to orgenízè a
RELATIVE T0 DEvlLs LAKE Devlls Lake planning commîttee. lnBASIN order to retaln University personnel
(SWC project No. 1616) for surmer work asslgnments to accomplish

the preliminary study outllne, it was
nêcessary for the Chief Engineer to enter ínto an agreement, terminating on
or before l{ay ll, 1975, with TPl, lnc., a local planning consultant f lrm,
before l{ay l,1975. lt h,as agreed that paynrent of $3,160 would be made to
l'lr. Vern Zink, President of TPl, for his time, expenses and overhead durlng
this period. Secretary Fahy requested that the State l{ater Cormission approve
and confírm his actions in developing this short-term contract.

It was moved by Conmissioner Noteboom,
seconded by Cormissioner Kramer, and
carried, that the Cormission approve and
confirm the act¡ons of the Chief Engineer
in entering into a short-term agreement
br¡th TPl, lnc. for the Devils Lake Basin
Planning work in an amount not to exceed
$3, I 60.

l{r. Richard (lte) ¡t I ison, who is working
as a coordinator for the Devils Lake Basin Planning Corrnittee, geve a brief
report on the status of the project. He stated that me¡nbership on the Committee
includes representatives of six ùúater management dlstricts, the Tribal Council,
the Fish and $r¡ldlife Service, the Regional Council, a member of the Devils
Lake City Cormission, the Upper Misslssippi River Basin Commission, and two
citizens at large. He lndicated that flnal selection of the advisory committee
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has not yet been made, but recoûnendations have been submltted and are readyto be presented to the Governor for his final selection. He also statedthat $l80,ooo h,as approprîated by the Legislature for this conmittã", andthat the State llater Gormlssion was designated as the dlsbursement agency.

REAFF IRI{ATION OF RESOLUTI ONS
REQUESTTNc CoRPS 0F ENctNEERS
TO UNDERTAKE FEASIBILITY STUDIES
TO SNAG AND CLEAR THE GOOSE
AND SHEYENNE RIVERS
(Resolution No. 75-4-37tr) and
(Resolution No. 75-4-37j)
(swC Project Nos. Z3S 6 568)

Delton Schulz stated that Barnes County
l,later Managonent Distrlct has requested
the Corps of Engineers to conduct a
study to determine the feaslbillty of
snagging and clearín9 the Sheyenne River
from the Barnes-Ransom County I ine
uPstream to Baldhíll Dam under the
authority provided by Section 2 of
the 1937 Flood Control Act as amended.

He also stated that Traill Gounty Ìlater
l'lanagernent District has reguested the Corps of Engineers to conduct studiesto determlne the feasibility of snaggin and cleaiing the Goose Ríver fromits mouth uPstream to the Tralll-steele County llne, under the authority
provided by section 2 of the 1937 Flood control Act as amended.

l{r. Schulz indicated that the State
l'later Cormission would be perhaps contracting wíth the corps of Engineers
to develop cost estimates for both projects.

Secretary Fahy stated that he pol led the
cormlssion members by telephone on April 10, lg7i, an¿ ¡t was the wlshes of
the Conmission to adopt Resolution No. 75-\-31\, Snagging and Clearing the
sheyenne River in Barnes county; and Resorurion ¡¡o. 75-l:375, Snaggînõ and
Clearing the Goose River. Copíes of these two resolutions hãve bããn ioruardedto the Corps of Engineers so that they may begin the feasibllity studles.
(See Appendlx rrArr and Appendlx rrBr,)

REQUEST FROH GRAND FORKS Delton Schulz shoured a map of an area
cOuNTY ITATER HANAGET{ENT consistîng of approximateiy 800 acres
DlsTRlcT FOR STATE WATER on the south side of Grand Forks. A
cOl,ll{lssl0N ENGINEERING proposal has been recelved from the
AND COST PARTICIPATION Grand Forks County I'later l{anagement
0N FL00D C0NTR0L PR0JECT Distrlct to remove this land irqn the
T0 PREVENT RED RIVER FROI{ flood prone area by constructing a dike
BAGKING lNT0 A NEt, suBDlvls¡0N ro prohibit backup of the Red River
(StlC Project No. 1105) and the ¡nstallation of pumps to handle

interior drainage. He noted that three
alternatives had been considered and this appeared to be the most satlsfactory.
The estimated cost of this proposal is $231,000. No State Ìlater Cornmissîon
cost sharing is being requested at this tîme, only epproval of the plans for
the project.

Cormissioner Just îndÍcated that he has
received several telephone calls protest¡ng this proposal. The protestors feel

l,lay 12 and 13, 1975



28

that if th¡s large sum of money is going to be spent on this project, there are
other areas along the Red River where more people ¡vould benefit, and that more
studies should be rnade before approvlng of this proJect. Corrmlssloner Just
asked these people protest¡ng to submit their protes in writíng, but as of
thîs date, has not received them.

It was moved by Cormissioner Jungroth that the
State vlater Cormîssion grant approval of the
flood control project, and that the Cormissîon
urges the local beneficiary to pay a substantial
part of the benef its. Cormíssioner Gray seconded
the motion. All members voted eye on the motlon,
with the exception of Cornrissioner Just not
vot¡ng as he wished to do further checking on
the protests that he had received. The motion
carr i ed.

DISCUSSI0N 0F CORRESPONDENCE Secretary Fahy presented sone background
FROl,t CORPS 0F ENGINEERS information regarding the proposed
RELATIVE T0 PEI{BILIER DNt Pembilier Dam. He noted that until
(SttC Project No. 567) recently the Canadian Government has

not recognized any benefits from
construction of this dam. Experience over the last three years has proven
that there are substantÍal benefits to the Canadian properties. At a recent
meet¡ng with the State Department and the Canadian people, the Canadians
indicated that they are now ready to declare thet they wlll beneflt from
the dam and that the Corps of Engineers could proceed with the necessary
planning stud¡es to bring the project before Congress.

Secretary Fahy has received a letter
from the Corps of Engineers relative to the local costs contained in the
report of the proposal, which are in excess of $2 mlllion.

REQUEST FOR PRELII'||NARY Secretary Fahy has recelved a request
APPR0VAL FR0l{ SOUTHEAST from the Southeast Cass llater Management
CASS UTATER MANAGEHENT Distrïct for approval of a proposed
DISTRICT FOR PR0POSED sewer project which provides facilities
SEITER DISTRICT N0. 12 to take sebrage f rom an area in the
(Resolut¡on No. 75-5-378) southvúest quarter of Section l, and the
(SWC Project No. 72O) southeast quarter of Section 2, Township

lJ!, Range !0, Gass County. Thls project
will provide for the orderly development of the area and ellminate pollution
and environmental problems. At a later date, the county wîll request Stete
I'later Cormission approval of the plans and specifications for the project. lt
was Secretary Fahyrs recomrendation that the Cormission grant preliminary
approval of the project.

It was moved by Conmîssioner Gray, seconded
by Conmlssioner Just, and carried, that the
Cormission grant prel iminary approval for
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the proposed ser'¡er project No. 12 in Cass
County, and adopt Resolution No.75-5-378.
(See Appendix ICr')

DISCUSSION 0N STATE l.rATER llurray Sagsveen briefed the Commission on
C0lrillssl0N ACTIONS CONCERNING recent actîons taken by the State ÙJater
A I/ATER CONTROL AT THE SLADE Corrunission as a result of conplaints
NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE fîled by resldents of the Lake lsabel
(swc ttater Permlt No. 1260P) aree concerning a road constructed by

the Fish and hJ¡ldlifc Service on Slade
National W¡¡dlife Refuge. The Fish and W¡ìdlife Service was granted a vúater
permit to appropr¡ate 1695 acre-feet of þrater annually plus sufficient u,ater
to maintaín Southeast Slough, South t{arsh and Harker Lake w¡th¡n the Refuge,
províded no artificial impoundment be constructed or brater art¡ficially diverted.
ì{hen the road was constructed, a culvert was installed wïth a flap gate on it,
which resulted în the impoundment of about 30 surface acres of water.

bout two weeks ago, the State Engîneer
and some of his staff ¡nembers met with the Fish and lr¡ldlife Service and the
Servlce agreed that they would comply with an order of the State lJater Conrnis-
sion. The Service later signed a Stipulation whereby they agreed to abide
by the Order.

Fol lor"ring the slgning of the Stipulation,
the Fish and W¡ldlife Servìce was ordered by the State Engineer to: l) inmed-

. iately open all culverts through the roadway constructed on or near the north-
south quarter sect¡on line in the North Half of Section 35, Township 139 North,
Range 72 West, within the Slade National tJ¡ldlife Refuge, thus permitting free
draÍnage through subject roadway; and 2) as soon as possible, but no later
than July l, 1975, rernove subject roadway or place drainage facilities in the
roadway which will permit natural drainage across the area covered by water
permit No. l26OP.

l.lr. Sagsveen requested the Cormiss¡on
to authorize execution of the order by both the Chairman of the lJater Corvnission
and the State Engineer. This will prevent âny jurísdïctional problem as to
the signing of the order.

It was moved by Commissioner Gray, seconded by
Cormlssioner Just, and carríed, that the
Cormission authorize the Chalrman of the State
Ùlater Cor¡nission and the State Engineer to
execute the order issued to the Fish and
lr¡ldlife Service regarding the Slade National
t ¡ ldl ife Refuge.

DISCUSSION OF STATE
l.rATER C0l{l{ ISS l0N
SHOP PROPERTY
(stJC project No. 682)

Secretary Fahy stated that the city of
Bismarck plans to extend Broadway Avenue
taking approximately 80 feet through the
Shop property on 26th Street. He lndlcated
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that the cqmission-is currently workíng sr¡th the cîty to arrive at some sortof settlement to salvage the gråatest amount of property posslble.

DISCUSSION FRO}I T.'EST RIVER
STEERII{G COT,II{ ITTEE CONCERNI NG
SÍATUS OF THE BUREAU OF
RECLAI'IATI OiI' S ilULT I -PURPOSE
PLANNING EFFORT
(SWC eroject No. l5lr3)

meet¡nss of the r,rest River crtizens oo"l5J';i:::iff Éffffi;::.".otnînî1.1il:,Mr. Larson read the position paper, attacheå .r Àpp.ñaix rDr.

ln concluding remarks, l.lr. Larson saldthat. he has spent nearìy 18 years in water ¿.n"iopn=nt þrork ás a lay personand became a Part of.the Steering CommÍttee because of hls ¡nterest ín thistype of work. He indicated that during
a charge was made that the whole tJest Ri
which he said he resented very much.
before the coal and energy developrnent
in the State of North Dakota. He hope
that ís initiated for western North Da
and will have a higher degree of respect
received. He stated that he will contin
but he will no longer participate in suc

Governor Link asked for coflnents orstetements fron¡ individuals who may wish to address themselves to the position
Paper or to other aspects of the Llest River Diversion project.

Raymond Schnell, Chairman of the Starkcounty l'later Managernnt District, stated ihat stopping:the l,rest River DÌversionor stoPPing that method of handling the ¡vater ¡n ii¡e ãrea is not going tostop coal development. He stated that he, too, h,as on the Steeriñ! con itteebefore energy development hras întroduced. He Éeels that the position paper
is very eccurate and supports the flndlngs. He said we need l{est River b¡versionin order to save the future productivity of the land.

Arlene LJílhelm from Dickinson presenteda statement, attached as Appendíx ilEil.

Representative Clarence Hartin from Lefordiscussed legislation considered during the last session including the defeatof the two l{est River bllls. Up to 26 pet¡tions were received frãm areacitízens of Dunnr-Bowman, Stark, Hettinger, Adams and Slope Gounties to kill
l¡lest River Diversion. He also stated tñat he does not feäl that Uest RiverDiversion can be sold to the cÍtízens nour.

Rick l{axiner frorn New England, North
Dakota, stated that he dld not support lúest Rlver Diversion becãuse ít gav.
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no local control to the area citlzens. He feels that the people of western INorth Dakota should indicate what tevel of deveiopment rhey woul¿-r"lilil]" IHe stated that hrith respect to the t{est Rive. oiu"rrion walercour"ltããri;n, 
Ia declsion should be made fÍrst as to how many gasifi""tiãn-pr"it, tr,.r.are golng to be as well as thelr locat¡on anJ'wñat kind-they'aiä-9olng tobe, and then design a water-supply. nnoitr"i-oi]à"ticn he has to l{est RlverDiversion is rhe amounr of indusrlt"l ¿"u.i"prãíl nee¿e¿ t"-iupport theirrigation part of_the-proJect. He discusseã Ãpp"n¿¡x,rF,,, whlch showsthe first two levels of development. He closed i,i= pr.r"ni"lion'uy sayingthe prlce for an irrigation syitem is too high and the people wonrt buy Ít.

countv rocated in the rrrest River area, iåH:l.l:t;i:'1.:1$"ffi'tã'lnit3[5,.
I'later conrnissÎon off ice fol lowing the meet¡ng ãna is attacheJ-"i-Rpp"ndix rGr.

Senator John laher from Bowman, NorthDakota, distributed copies of his statement ettache¿ as App.iãi"-iix',. Heproposed that a com¡rittee of llest Rlver citizen volunteer!'"ij"llze ræetingsof the tlest River areas at which the publ i" ;t 
"on.r"y 

its wishes to thellater cormissÎon concerning Índustriai water påmitr. He I ísted slx condltionsin respect to these meetings.

Ríver Advisory conmirtee steer¡ng corm¡l[;"l"l"iiîi,i!;.30Ïi:"!.:1"tff.::'.
corunission for a very sr'gnificani part in the inïtial i"".lliliiy-stuay orÌlest River Diversion. He discussed the large aÍK¡unts of nþney 

"n¿ 
trr" sourcesof this revenue that wourd. be required for ËuilJing of piñtl;"; ;r canarsfor díversion. There has been much dlscussion of the acreages that are goingto be lost to strip mining and not reclaîmed, but Hr. pearce feels that Ì{¡thcontinuing research and development, solutions will be f;r;¡ tã-.po¡l bankreclamatÍon problems and the land will be restored to productive-ises.

Advisorv cormirree, srated that he "", Ïl;r*i"li,ìlltii;n",ffi'?310"Íntl!r...n
North Dakota and stressed the importance oi availabillty oi watei-for themost benefîclal uses of this land.

in respect to the rerationship or the r:::ïi;:l 5il:,.;l;'¿:#i..""3o1:'.;:''"0
t'lest River CÍtizens Advisory Committee. Throughout the ãtuay, the membershipof the citizens Advisory conmíttee rose to appiox¡mately 200'áembers and it
was the consensus-of the Advisory Conmittee ll¡at a Steeiing Cormittee be namedto guide study efforts and relate back to the Advisory Conmittee for flnalaction. The Steering Cormittee rneetings were not cloåed to the publ i" butperhaps there should have been no subcolrmittee in view of the misunderstandlngof i ts purposes.

with the position or Representat,u. n"nli"l;tä::,::lt,ij"l3l.T:i;"li;'i;"[;"
study. The Commission has until July l, l9T5- to complete the ,"port. He
indicated that the citizens of the area can be assured that the CmnissionwÍll do everything in its power to cooperate w¡th the people in locally
organized and scheduled public informaiion meetings.
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Mr. Maxiner saíd he doesnrt feel these
information meetings should be held so the State l,later Cornmlss¡on representatives
can come and sell the l,lest River Diversion study, but that the area citízens
can tell the Corrnisslon what they brant.

Secretary Fahy saîd that the whole
progrem hras eined to get a sense of direction frqn the people, which indlcates
a comnunication gap along the line.

Commissioner Gal lagher suggested that
in follor^ring Representative Maherrs guidel ínes, the State LJater Commission
get in touch with the Gormittee and get the¡r suggestions as to what publicity
and format they would like in respect to these meetings.

It was moved by Commissioner Just that the
State I'later Cornmissíon authorize the Chief
Engineer to coordinate wíth the c¡t¡zens
organizational cormittee of the t'lest River
area; and to authorlze the expenditure of
$2000 to be made available for public
informational meetings. The motion was
seconded by Commissioner Gallagher. All
members voted aye and the motion carried.

DISCUSSI0N 0F DICKINS0N Hr. Ray Schnell, Chairman of the Stark
FL00D C0NTROL PROJECT County l,Jater l{anagement District, presented
(SWC project No. 926) e proposal for a flood control proJect

for an area south and west of the c¡ ty
of Dicklnson, just below Lake Patterson Dam. He showed a map of the area of
the proposed project, which includes the constructlon of a dike to protect
2O-3O homes. The total est¡mated cost of the project is $36,000. At this
time, Èlr. Schnell requested State ì,later Commission cost participation with
the Stark County Ùlater l,lanagement District.

Secretary Fehy steted that the State
l,later Commissionrs participatîon pol icy in f lood control proJects îs general ly
50 percent of the total, which in thís instance would be $18,000.

Mr. Schnell said the flood-prone ereas
have been designated in the city of Dickinson and that a floodplain zoning
ordinance has been adopted, which should limit further development Ìn the area.

I'tr, Schnel I reviewed stat¡st¡cs of the
proposed dike and asked if an envÌronmental impact stetement is necessary.

l{ay 12 and 13, 1975



33

Secretary Fahy indicated that the State
l'/ater Commission would have to make an assessment on it, but since no federal
funds were involved, en environmental impact statement would not be necessery.

Conmissioner Jungroth suggested that the
proposed flood control project be taken under advisement and further discussion
contînue at tomorrowrs meeting of the Comnrissîon. This suggestion received
the consensus of the other Commission members.

REQUEST FOR sEcOND Secretary Fahy întroduced Dr. Norum
PAYHENT FOR SALINE from North Dakota State University. ln
SEEP RESEARCH STUDY July, 1973, the Conmisslon granted funds
T0 NDSU in the amount of $7500 to conduct a
(Stlc lro;ect No. 1535) study on the sallne seep probrem. Dr.

Norum has fonrarded copies of a progress
report to the Cormission members and he reviewed sonp of the highl ights of
the report. He noted that the main concern b,as a study of the movement of
water dovrn to and belovr the root zone of conventional crops.

Dr. Norum stated that North Dakota State
Unlversity îs învolved in a cooperative project with Montana and South Dakota
State University to determine what merit may be attached to the use of multi-
spectro sensing for identífylng potent¡al saline seeps prior to the t¡me that
they break up.

Secretary Fahy stated that Dr. Norum
is plann¡ng to ret¡re on July l, 1975.

After discussion, it was moved by Cormissioner
Jungroth that the Chief Engineer be authorized
to expend payment No. 2 in the aíþunt of $5300
to cont¡nue the saline seep study. The motion
was seconded by Corrnissioner Just and all
members voted aye.

The Commission recessed their session
at 5:50 p.m. and wilì reconvene on May lJ, 1975, in the Fred J. Fredrickson
Memorial Library, State l¡later Cormissíon offices at 9:30 a.m.

in the Fred J. Fredrickson l,lemorial
Gal lagher presiding.

0n May I l, 1975 , the Cormri ss i on reconvened
Library at 9:30 a.m., with Vlce Chairman

CONSIDERATION 0F FINAI{CIAL }latt Emerson, Assistant Secretary for
STATEMENT FOR HONTH 0F the State LJater Commlssion, presented
APRIL, 1975 the financial statement for the month

of Aprî I , 1975. He reviewed the status
of the individual accounts, not¡ng that as of April,9l.6 percent of the
biennium has elapsed. Secretary Fahy explained how the Contract Fund is
disbursed and noted that în order to setisfy the needs of the Commisslon, it
is possible that this ¡nethod may be changed in the future.
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After discussion, it was moved by Cormissioner
Kramer to accept the fînancial statement for
the month of April, 1975, as presented. The
motion uras seconded by Cormissioner Just. Al I
members voted aye and the motlon was carried.

CONSIDERATION 0F _ __ Secretary Fahy presented Appendlx rln
l.rATER PERMIT REQUESTS attached-hereio', whi ch represents water

permlt requests. He indicated that hisstaff has revíewed each appl lcation and has made recormendations noted on theattachment. lt was his recommendation that the Cormission epprove those
requests as indicated and defer those reguests recomnended for further study
and information.

Discussion again centered around the
Împortance of obtaining a water permit before purchãsing and installing anirrigation system.. lt ry9s suggested that a soil and waler compatibiìiiy test
be reguired from the Soil Conservation Service before a permtt îs granted for
the protection of the irrigator.

ililton Lindvig, Dîrector of Hydrologyfor the Cormission, discussed with the Corrnission members how his department
determines the amount of water to recommend for a ground-weter applitation;
information regarding installation and costs of water rneters which are to
be installed by July l,1975, pêF previous commission action; information
how water levels are affected by pumping of test wells; and general ground-
lirater information in the various areas where appl ications foi ground water
are now being received.

Commissioner Just reguested that the
Commissioners be provided a map plottíng surface and ground-water permits
throughout the State of North Dakota.

After the Cormission reviewed those requests
for a brater permit I isted on Appendix rrIr, it
was moved by Cormissioner Noteboom, seconded
by Corrnissloner Gray, and carried, that the
Comission epprove the fol lowîng r^rater permit
requests, subject to the conditions indicated
on the respective appl ication:

No. 2145, Vernon Halvorson - Larímore; No. 2157,
Dennis Klein - Lal.loure (thís appl icatíon was
approved by the State Engineer on l{arch 10,
1975 - novr being reaffirmed by the Commission);
No. 2l J2, Garry Sampson - l{anning; No. 2153,
Russel Falter - Lal.loure; No. 2102, Harold
Klabunde - Ermet; No. 2l\8, l,lendal Dawson -
Almont; No. 2163, City of Binford - Binford;
No. 2136, Cîty of Halliday - Halliday;
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Tuttle; No. 221l, Frank Helbling - St. Anthony;
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I?:_?061, Byron Overby - Binford; No. ZOg7,Clifford omdat - Binford; No, Zigq, Ati;;"
Hansen - Ludden; No. 2176, United Éo*rer
Association-Cooperatíve power Assoclatlon _

!lk !iver, f'linnesota; and No. 2112, Ärs.
Carol ine G. tth i te - Dawson

It was also moved by Cormissioner Noteboom,
seconded by Commissioner Gray, and carried,that the Gommission defer at'itris time thef9llowlng water permit requests pending
addîtional information anj study:

!o: 2133, Georg. !"!¡ff - Ruso; No. 2t65,Dolar LaPlant - Binford; No. iOZh, oãnaíá
Brandenburg - Edgeley; No. 2147, Ágnes l.Slater - Hinot; No. 2227, Leroy Schneider _
Verona; No. 2224, Lui Jon Ravnåas _ TurtleLake; No. 2164, Mi lton lszler - Gackle;
No. 2195, Francis Vculek - Crere; No. á204,
Dale Brandt - Granvi I le; no. 22i13, Larry R.
Hansen - Oakes; and No. 2220, RîcÉard Oison -Binford. (Sf¡ Rppen¡¡¡ rr¡rrj

DISCUSSION 0F PROPOSED Alan Grlndberg and Hurray SagsveenRULES AND REGULATIONS reporred on the proposed'ruies andFOR STATE I.'ATER
co¡l,t lss loN regul at ions for the State l,/ater

Cormission which are nob, being drafted.
has now reached the point where ,o,,* "¿lli,H":ff..:ri:Í;ï:"f"j:"1.0;:r;ï:.
members that a rinar drart be rurnished':.-i;JTr"3lü"i:',31r1n3"5îii:'l;î,draft be in a form which shall be submitted to tnå Rttårnéy c"iå."i,s officefor their review and corments.

Secretary Fahy reported that Hr. Emi I
Kunick of Sentinel Butte, North Dakota,
în Golden Valley County, has constructed
and is maintainíng an earthfill impound-
ment across Elk Creek, a tributary to
the Líttle Missouri Rlver

than r2.5 acre-reet or h,ater and Hr. *"1îÏ fl:l;:.ï:::l;":t"jit#ii:3 î:i'a hrater permit from the State llater Commission to construct this dam, asrequired in Section 6l-02-20 of the North Dakota Century Code. Hr. Kunickwas directed to remove this dam for failure to comply wlth state law andbecause of the hazardous condition of the dam, o..tse modify-it rã tt wor¡ldimpound less:.than 12.5 acre-feet.

D I SCUSS I ON REGARD I NG

EMtL KUNtCK, SENTTNEL
BUTTE, NORTH DAKOTA,
DAMS I AND 2
(SwC Pro¡ect No. lllg)
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Mr. Kuníck has recently partially
constructed and ls maintainlng an earthfill impoundment located approximately
one-half mile dournstream from Dam No. l. This dam is capable of and presently
is impounding more than I2.5 acre'feet of v,rater.

l{r. Kunick was informed by the State
LJater Commission that Dam No. 2 did not meet the requirements of sound
engineerlng practices and he was directed to remove the dam or modify it.
He submitted a proposal for modification of Dam No. 2 whîch was approved
by the State Engineer. Dam No. 2 has now been partially washed out but
is still capable of retaining 12.5 acre'feet of water.

Mr. Kunick has been given the followÌng
two alternatives: l) ,that he remove Dam No. I and Dam No. 2 from Elk Creek
by August 15,1975; or 2) that he (a) modify Dam No. I by August 15, 1975
so that it is incapable of impoundîng more than 12.5 acre-feet of water; and
(b) reconstruct Dam No.2 by August 15,1975, after first secur¡ng the
necessary h,ater permit from the State llater CommÌssion, under the supervision
of the Water Commission, so that it is capable of safely impoundïng more than
12.5 acre-feet of v{ater; and 3) ttrat any Ì^rater drained frqn Dam No. I and
Dam No. 2 during removal, modification, or reconstructïon be released in a

manner which wi ì I not ceuse damage to Persons or ProPerty downstream.

Secretary Fahy indicated that Mr. Kunick
has appl ied for a Ì,{ater permit frorn the State ì'later Conmission and it is
recommended that the application be processed.

TOLLEY FLATS secretary Fahy gave a brief hÎstory on
PROPOSED ALTERNATE the Tolley Flats problem. Various
OUTLET alternative methods have been examined
(SWC project No. 626) for the area and at a recent meeting

of the ÌJard and Renvi I ìe Countles ÌJater
Management District, the two boards passed motions to jointly sponsor the full
investîgation of a different outlet then the Mackobee Coulee for excess urater
within iolley Flats Besin. The required deposit of $1500 would be shared
equally by the two Districts to cover the costs of such investigation. The

study would include the construction of a flood damage reduction proJect in
the ãrea located in Renville and lJard Counties and is to include a floodway,
a sediment retention dam, and roadway and railroad crossing structures as
required. lt consists of a relief floodrvay commencing at the northeest corner
of Section 19, Township 160 North, Range 86 l,lest and extending into a coulee
in Section 15, Township 160 North, Range 86 West, which enters Lake Darl ing
in Section 12, Township 160 North, Range 86 l.lest, all În Renville County.

It was recormended by Secretary Fahy
that the survey and study as ProPosed by ì,tard and Renville Counties be

conf irmed and endorsed by the State l'later CommÎssion.
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I t was moved by
by Commissioner
the State I'later
proposed survey
Flats area.

Commi ss ioner Gray, seconded
Just, and carried, that
Commission embark on the
and study for the Tol ley

CONÍINUED DISCUSSION OF
DICKINSON FLOOD CONTROL
PROJECT PROPOSAL
(swC Project No. 926)

Secretary Fahy briefly reviewed l{r. Ray
Schnellrs request the previous day for
state participation in a flood control
project for the city of Dickinson.

After a brief discussion, it was rnved by
Cormissioner Jungroth that the State lrlater
Conmission approve a grant to the cíty of
Dickinson to construct a flood protective
measure in an e[þunt not to exceed J0 percent
of the total cost, or $18,000 state costs.
Commîssioner Noteboom seconded the rption
and al I members voted aye. The motlon carried.

Secrerary Fahy stated that it might be
suggested to the l,later Hanagement District that it seek sonæ of its funds
from the property or'úners who will benefit frorn the project.

INVITATION FOR PRESENTATION Cormissioner Just suggested that at a
0N N0RTHERN GREAT PLAINS future Commlssion meeting an invitatlon
RESOURCE PROGRAM AT FUTURE should be extended to I'lr. John VanDen¡alker,
cOMl.{ I ss | 0N MEET I NG Study D ¡ rector of the Northern Great

Plains Resource Program, to present his
progrem for the benefit and interest of

the Cormissioners. lt was the consensus of the Cormission members to invite
l'lr. VanDerwalker to be a part of the agenda for the next Cormission meeting
tentatively scheduled for the last week in June.

r.ras reconvened at l:50 p.m.
Link presiding.

The Commisslon recessed at 12:00 noon, and
în Roorns G5 and 6 of the State Capltol, with Governor

C0NTINUED DISCUSSION 0F THE Governor Link stated that the meeting
APPLICATION 0F NATURAL GAS today h,as to hear a progress report
PIPELINE COMPANY 0F AMERICA from representatives of the Natural
FOR A PERMIT T0 DIVERT $TATER Gas Pipel ine Company of America sînce
FOR GASIFICATION PURPOSES lN the date of the public hearing on
DUNN COUNTY December l/, 1974. Natural Gas Pipeline
(SWC Ulater Permit No. 2083) Cornpany has applíed for a weter permît

to divert 70,000 acre-feet of water
annually from Lake Sakakawea in Dunn County for four gasífîcation plants.
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l{r. John Sherman, Attorney f rom
Dickinson, appearing on behalf of Natural Gas, lntroduced Hr. Robert W.
Lindgren, vice President of Natural Gas Pipeline company of America, to
report on the âct¡vitles of Natural.

l'1r. Lindgren presented the statement
attached hereto as Appendix "J".

Fol lowing Mr. Lindgrenrs statement,
several guestÎons were asked by Commission members lncìuding questions
regarding the proposed test drilling which ¡s to commence in June,1975;
questions regarding Naturalrs partnership with Northern Border Pipelîne
Company; considerations by Natural given to production of fertilizer
eïther as a by-product or en extension of the coal gasïficat¡on plants;
Natural's plans for supplying through constructïon and then operation of
the proposed plants the necessary electrical energy; consideration given
to the concerns expressed at public hearing regarding the econqlic impact
that thls kind of development might have on the lndian way of life Ìn
the area; guarantee of reserve of natural gas for North Dakotats use; and
specific location of four proposed plants.

At this time, Governor Link invited
statements or comments fr m persons who may wish to address the Commission
regarding the discussion subject.

Mr. Byron Dorgan addressed the
Gommission by presenting Appendix 'rKrr attached hereto. He read the first
thro paragraphs of the state¡nent which said:

¡rToday you are considerlng another application by a corporation
that wants to use water from Lake Sakakawea for the purpose of
converting coal into synthetic natural gas. l'am here to urge
you to postpone your decision on this application and to urge
you to take a first step in developing a comprehensive plan
for developing North Dakotars coal resources.

'rlnstead of having a hearing on each permit and then reluctantly
granting water to each appl icant, I am suggesting that you,
under the Administration's leadershíp, develop a 25 or 5O-year
plan for development of our coal resources. This plan could
serve as a guide post for North Dakota's cormitment to a
national energy program. The plan would tell us what kînd
of coal development end how much of it North Dakota can
contribute without seriously endangering our way of life.
Once we as a state have determined these lîmits, then we
would allocate hreter to those proJects that would meet the
requirements of the statew¡de plan. First preference for
hreter permits should be granted to North Dakota domiciled
buslnesses."
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opposed ro coar deveropmenr, bur reers-l';"?:::;"r;:Íi;"¡:or:lîj":; l;"1"would reflect how much and what kind of cäat development North Dakota cancontribute wirhout endangering our way of _l ¡fe; i1.,.'."ràir,-i" ,uõô"rt,the state llater commission not issue any furthár water pernits at th¡stime until a coordinated long-range plaÁ can Ue ¿.v"loped.

Secretary Fahy explained the REAp
been al located to the development

vi ronmental assessment program whichn for resource development in Northto that model the proposals that are
as a result of that injection we will

prnent.

rerarive ro Narurars presentation, n""lH;: li;ln.i:"1:5tff: l;;ff:;':"dhis representatíves. :

coNTlNuED DlscussloN REGARDING secretary Fahy stared that as a resultREDEFINING "NAVIGABILITY" of the discussion of the previous day¡s(stlC Pro¡ect No. 162Ð meeting, he and members of his staff
the cormi ss ion ,s cons i derar i on ro ,o,-"1ã'ï.tfiË[:r".ï;::. i;;"|nÏ'¡"t"rredefine navigabirity with the statesr views ¡n ñin¿.

He arso bríefed rhe cormissíoners on s"lli"ti?ii"ãir';;:.:Ï":å"ff ff:l::'""'Mcclure which stetes that if there isnrt a congreislonal act to redefinenavigation, thîs bill would provlde another apiroach whereby the corps ofEngineers would assign the stetes to do th" w"l.r-permîttíni undei-federalgui del i nes .

copies of this Resolution to the North Dakota
Congressional Delegatíon; the Chairman of
the l.lissouri River Basin Commission; and the
Chairman of the Upper llississippi River Basin
Cormission. lt was further moved that the
State l,later Conmission inform appropriateofficials of lts support for aliernatÍve
No. 4 of the Corps criteria publ ished in the
Federal Register of May 6, 1975. The motion
was. seconded by Cormiss ioner Gal lagher. Al I
members voted aye and the motîon carried.
(sEE APPENDIX I'1")
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_ lt wes the consensus of the Commission
838 ¡n the event that 'rnavigabie watersil is

the presentations or Narurar Gas ilo"ri13u;ffi:"ït:l il::i::":JT;r;l il:i:":tsecretary Fahy and members of his siaff shoulä 
"årpîle all the bailgrounainformation on studies relatlng to energy development and devote some timeat the next corimissron meeting for a ¡riår¡ng selsion. secreiaiy-Èarrysuggested thet ¡t-would be helpful to the stãte wãter commission to receivereports directly fran persons directing major planning efforts ¡n itris regíonand that he would arrange to have presãntalions made ãt tne nãxt-rneeting.

The next meetlng of the State l,latercommission was tentativery scheduled for a troj¿"v perîod durîng the lastweek ln June, at which an entire day would be ¿evåte¿ to a generar energydevelopment briefing session 
"r pr.üiousry discuised.

There being no further business to come
before the Cornmission, ît was moved by
Conmissioner Gray, seconded by Conmlsi¡oner
Noteboom, and carried, that the Commission
adjourn thelr meeting at 4:50 p.m.

members to support Senate Bill
not redefined by Congress.

ATTEST:

Fa
Secreta ry

Ar r L n
Governor-Cha i rman

a
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APPENDlX ''Ar¡
RESoLUTt0N 75,4-374

Snagging and Clearing Sheyenne River ln Barnes County

BE lT RESOLVED by the North Dakota State tlater Gormission at its meeting

held on April 10, 1975, in Bismarck, North Dakota, that it hereby requests the

U, S. Army Coips of Engineers to conduct studies to deiermlne the feasibllity

of snagging and clearing the Sheyenne Riúer from the Barnes-Ransom County line

upstream to Baldh¡ll Dam under the authority provided by Section 2 of the

1937 Flood Control Act as amended.

It is understood that if it is found feasible and adviseable to snag and

clear the Sheyenne River from the Barnes-Ransom County I iñe upstream to

Baldhill Dam, the North Dakota State Llater Coc¡nission r¡puld be required before

construction cormences to enter into a contractual agreement that it will

provide such local cooperation as rnay be prescribed by the Secretary of the

Army.

The Chief Engineer and Secretary of the North Dakota State llater Conmission

shall be and ls hereby directed.to transmit three certífied copies of this

resolution to the Dlstrict Engineer, St. Paul District, U. S. Army Corps of

Engineers, l2lO U. S. Post Office and Custom House, St. Paul,l'linnesota 55101.

FOR THE NORTH DAKOTA STATE Ì.'ATER COHTTISSION:

ur n

SEAL Governor-Cha I rman

ATTEST:

I .?-.i-¡|,¡t.
Vernon Fahy
Secreta ryil I
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APPEND lX f rBil.

RESoLUT tON 75-\-375

Snaþging and Clearing Goose River

BE lT RES0LVED by.the North Dakota State blater Conmisslon at ¡ts meeting

held on April 10, 1975, in Bismarck, North Dakota, that it hereby requests the

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers to conduct studies to determ¡ne the feasibility
of snagging and clearing tlie Goose Rivér from its mouth upstream to the

Traill-Steele County llne, under the authorlty provîded by Section 2 of the

1937 F ìood Control Act as amended.

It is understood that ¡f ¡t is found feasible and adviseable to snag and

clear the Goose River from its mouth upstreem to the Traill-steele County

line, the North Dakota State lJater Gomnission would be required before

construction cormences to enter into a contractual agreønent that ¡t ur¡ll

provide such'local cooperation as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the

Army.

Thè Ch¡ef Engineer and Secretary of the North Dakota See ùlater Cormlssion

shall be and is herèby directed to transmit three certifled coples of this

resolutlon to the Distrlct Engineer, St. Paul D¡str¡ct, U. S. Army Corps of

Engineers, l2l0 U. S. Post Office and Custom House, St. Paul, Hlnnesota 55101.

FOR THE NORTH DAKOTA STATE }¡TER COT{HISSION:

Arthur
Governor-Cha i rman

SEAL

ATTEST:

1

I

I

(/

I
tJ.-..-r.*t tt"L

Vernon Fahy
Secretary
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RESoLUTT0N 75-5-378

Approval of Proposal for Construction of Sewer Systefli
for a Portion of the Southwest Quarter of Section l,
and the Southeast Quarter of Section 2, Township lJt,

Range 50, Cass County, North Dakota

Southeast Cass l,later l{anagement District
Sewer Distrlct No. 12

lnlEREAS, the Southeast Cass l,later l.lanagement Dlstrict has presented a

certaln sewer project to the North Dakota State t{ater Commisslon, Eismarck

North Dakota, for its approval, which project provides facilltles to take

seh,age from an area in the Southwest Quarter. (SWt) of Section One (l), and

rhe Southeast euarter (SEü) of Section Two (2), Tovrnship One Hundred Thlrty-nlne

(139), Range Fifty (50), cass County, North Dakota,which project wi'll provide

for the orderly development of the area and ellminate pollutlon and enfiron-,

mental problems; and

ITHEREAS, approval of the State Department of Health has been received on

said project; and

W{EREAS, thls Cormission is of the opinion that sald proposal ls proper

and feasíble.

NOlr, THEREFORE, BE lT RESOLVED by the North Dakota State l{ater Go¡rmissîon at

their meeting held on I'tay 12 and lJ, 1975, in Bismarck, North Dakota, that saitl

project be and the same ls hereby approved

FOR THE NORTH DAKOTA STATE I{ATER COI.IHISSION:

SEAL
n

Governor-Cha i rnan

ATTEST:

I

{

t

I

l_
I

{
Â

t

l**tr'rr^r&
Vernon Fahy
Secretary ú
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I STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

ss.

COUNW OF BURLEIGH

l, Vernon Fahyr.the duly appolntedr'quallfied and actlng Secretary of

the North Dakota State tlater Cormission, Bismarck, North Eakota, do hereby

cert¡fy that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of the Resolution

adopted by the Eoard of North Dakota State l.later Cormlsslon on the l2th and

t3th of Hay, 1975, and that such Resolutlon is now a part of the permanent

records of the North Dakota State I'later.Comissi.on as such are flled ln the

office of the Secretpry.

lN UITNESS }|HEREOF, t have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of

the North Dakota State tJater Cormission thls 2lst day of ilay,1975

rnon
Secretary

SEAL

I

tl

I

I
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APPENDlX ilDil

POSITION PAPER

WEST RIVER CITIZEN' S ADVISORY
STEERI NG COHI{ITTEE

At the request of Governor Arthur A. L¡nk of the State of North Dakota,

the t'lest River citizen'rs Advisory Steering Cormittee states its. support for
the continued study of the feasibi lity of developing the l{est River Diversion ..

Unit of the Pick Slpan Hissourí River basin prograrl. Uhile both the State

Water Cormission and the 8urezu of Reclítatlon wi I I .be completlng studies of
the area in the near future, nefther has developed a tote¡ declsion base.

The State tJater Comn¡ssion first becane involved in the study of the

t'lest River areô in 1971, af ter passage of s82343 by the state legisl ature

which was prior to Anericars energy crisis. The study was continued ln l9l3
by legislative aPProPriation. The goal of the l,lest River Study was to determine

the future water requirements and the feasibility of importing water from Lake

Sakakawea. b/¡th¡n this framework, two objectives were pursued: (l) to determine

the level of development possible using only the surface and ground water gener-

ated by the area; an¿ (e) to deterrni.ne the feasibi I ity of divert¡ng suþplementary

water from Lake sakakanea to the area for all beneficial uses.

ln l)lJ, to further investigate the opportunities and reatltleé of potential

development, a bill ¡ias introduced in the Forty-¡e"tth Legislative Assembly of
North Dakota to urge that State and Federal agencies jointly undertake a feasibijlity
level study which would insure the opportunity for local citizens and landowne¡.s

to Prov¡de input and participate ín the planning process; and, further, that the

State would exercise control of the study to the extent that all its needs re-

garding nr'rnicipal weter, livestock, irrigation, recreation, fish and wildlife, ..,

industrial and rural domestic water supplies and low floùú augnentation be fully , '
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considered. Senate Bill 2253,

did not pass the House.

designed to accomprish such fuil coordinatron,

The citizens Advisory conrníttee has for some t¡m€ been on record in
support of continued study. At the llay 29¡ 1974 meetl.ng of the l{est River 

,citizens Advisory committee the follor¡ing four stôtements of posítion were
adopted relative to the lJest Rlver Area:

1' lf coal is surface mined, water should be nade avallable for irrí-' getion of recraimed rand where tolir-"r. ,uitabre.
' 2' we support regisration 

r_"qyiring the payment of adequate compensa-.t¡on for loss of productiu¡tv tõ o"i"lJ of surface land who haveno equity in minerar righrs,'íncrrJ¡iö-¿lstrubance of rand forboth test dri I I ing and iurfåce ln¡;iü:
3. Ì./e recognize the need and be

mission faci I ities to accoom
agri cul ture, muni ci pal , fi shnizing that: agriculturá shou
users cannot alone pay the co. mai ntenance.

4' Ule cormend the effort to explore the possibility of utilizailonof resources for fèrti rizer proãrèliol]'p"rticurarry in view ofthe shortages of fert i I i zer.

Recognizing the impdrtance to North Dakota of a detailed study for basing
future decisions on development Òr nondeveroprnent of its rand, water and
mineral resources, including types and extent thereof, the Honorable senator
l'lilton R' Young ¡ntroduced a bill into the united srates senate (s.66¡) which
would authoríze thq Bureau of Recr.anation to undertake such studies

since a feasibi r rty study is not a cqrmitÍ¡ent to imprement, but is. a

Prereguisite to permit ímpler¡entation only if desired, and properly authorized,
we belíeve that such study is desirable and should be supported. tre recornnnd,
therefore, that the State l.Jater Cormission staff be permitted to undertake
technical and engineering contracts as may be offered to them by the Burea¡
of Reclamation in conducting their study. such pårt¡cipation would enaöle the

\7

t

I
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State to Provide some guidance to the study and would better protect the

interests of the people of western North Dakota. The Burean of Reclsnation

has lîmited funds to initiate investigations in the near future. lJe also

support the seeking of funds fron sources such as the old Uest Regional Com-

missíon, the l{ater Resources Council or other agencies to provide increased
part¡cipatlon by the State trtater Comnission.

Fearing that a worsening energy crisis could eventually force extensive
coal converslon develoPment uPon the State, rve believe that the completion of
a feasibility study and its associated envi'rormental impact statement would

permit needed development to be undertaken within limits which have been analyzed

and for which some assessment is available rather than by the pressures of r"pio
development in locations not properly s.tudied.

Under the new, stringent principals and standards of the llater Resource

CounciÌ, through which federally-sponsored irrigation units are selected and

formulated, there are no potential agricultural units within the state whleh

demonstrate economic justification without a subsidy frøn sorne source such as

industry. Thus, there is a need to'investigate and identify potentially irrig-.
able'lands ín b/estern No-rth Dakota and determine the degree of subsidy which

industry þúould or could subsidize irrigation and other m¡ltípurpose'water dev-

elopments for rural and dornestic use, and for municipal use. This must be done

to ínsure that the agricultural base of that area is mainta¡ned and strengtheneC'

and that benef its are'maximlzed for al I the people of the area. The State ¡rrust

insure that any water system developed to serve industrial purposes is capable

of serving other uses long after non-reneh,aÞle resources such as lignite have

been exhausted. ., .

ÙJhile paper studies and locations of storage and pumping plants are avail- . ,

able, further exploration is needed to establish denstte competency, habitat

a

.¿l

I

,
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losses' instrean flow rates for aquatic protectlon, p.roper ieservoir operations
for recreation, flood control benefits, social impacts and economic analyses.

This cormittee is also requesting that thc irorth Dakota state water con-.
missíon take a position on the number of coal gasification plants to be con-
structed by the year 2000, and hre recommend that this number be. not more than
ei ght

The study by the Bureau of Reclamation wi I I answer the important questlons
we have, and with state participation, will provide a valid decision base. lf
devèlopment äpPeärs desirable, a basls for some level of development will be
available: rf nondeveropment appears propEr, the state can refuse to support
any recormendations which the report may suggest. Lack pf support by the State
Government or any of. its congressional delegation could be effectÍve in prevent-

49

I

ing development by a Federal agency.

offers the state substantial control

Hotrever, the above suggested procedure

over i ts destiny.
ln sunmary, u,e support the proposed Bureau of Reclanation Feasibility

Level study' t'/e support the I imltation of the number of coal gasif ication plants
to be constructed by the year 2000.'l{e rec'ornrend that the Governor and the
State Ìlater cormisslon endorse senate Eill 665, as introduced by senator llllton
R' Young, to complete the study which wi l'l provide essentia.l data for decisions.
which must be made ln North Dakota in the near future. ble further suggest thåt
the North Dakota stete water cdím¡ssion staff be permitted to assist the gureau 

l

of Reclanation wherever expertise is soricited and that the state wåter conmission
seek funds from sour€es other than the state treasury
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STATEITIENT 0F ARI'ENE t.tlI,}tsLl'1

The ¡oeeting of the ,citizensr Advisory connittee on liiest River

Diversi'on" held ln Blsmarclc Wedne'.sday, April 10, and reported

by the Associated Pressr .was not a broad commlttee meeting' It
was a steering committee neetlng. [he purpose appears to be an

attenpt to 'steer,' tlrrough the proposed Ì'lest River Dlversion project

ln spite of the legislaturgts defeat of the r'{est'Rlver Bil'}s'

l{hy wasnrt the full citizensr advisory comnlttee inforrned of the

meeting? People from southwestern North Dakota who have been in-
cluded as members ou the conrmittee membershíp rists were'ot noti-fied.

. Those lnvlted, other than offi,cials, were apparently restrlcted to
avldsupportersofthepresentdlversionproposal.

I

I I am v¡orried that the 'hard core" of the advisory group may deciüe

to attenpt to ranrod their proposal, which includes at the lowest

Ievel of diverslon. development, FOURItsE:N gasification plants and

ncar lv jooo megawatts of povrer generation for l'fest River country.

The proposal runs all the way to l+2 gasifÍcati.on plants and 32'000

megawatts. t{obody I have everspoken to, even the gung-ho coal

developrnent enthuslasts., has even ad¡nitted to u¡ânting even as many

as 1l+ gasification plants out ttere '

Inetead of cutting back to "steering" committee actlvity the ad-

vleory group needs to opén up the meet!.ngs to its full mernbership

and to all the people of western North Dakota. what people wiLl

tEIl thE¡N iE THAT'IITE NEED 'A IITTTI' DÎODESTY AND A IJTTüO SJTNITT IN

ouR sct{ExlING. In fact, during the ço¡unent period for the Hest

River Study, I personalty submitted comments to Delton Schtrls'

that suggested, among other thÍngs, cutting the dlversion coal

development levels !n half. Â11 of you recieved coples of that

commentary. Io support my proposal, I polnied out the federal

gôvernrnêntrs Northetn Great-Plains Resource plan for energ¡r devel-

opment. It ltictü{eg l¡i Êts second level of developnent only'

a.even gasiflcatlon plants. Itrs highest proJection suggest 1?r

and the etudy indlcates that the hlghest level, CDP IIIlwouId

a
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be destructlve. of the envlronmeht and socíal struetures.' Àccording

to that conparlson, OUR Ol{t{ sTAIts PL,ANS IIOULI) D0 Us MoRE HARM îHAN

THOSE TEDERAL OIVES I

Rlght after the legislatlve sesslon, I' lndlcated' in a letter to'
Governor Llnk that I would fevor fr¡rther investigatlon of a dLversion

proposal whleh wouldt
' 1. Cut the four diverslon deveþrnent levels in half fro¡¡ the

'proposed WeBt River Study levels '
2.. Divert water for prÍmarlly agricultural, domestLc and

nrwricipal use, wlth a nodeet amor¡nt for coal devélopment'

t, Inform North 
'Daltotans. of all effects, both good ttdU"a, of

'proPosed develoPment

what lrm saying isr.we better. qo back to the drawi.ng boardst
/'..

Some pro-development committee nembers. insist on branding persons :

who ask probing questione aþout the d!íersion proposals, or who

.:r:rr.^ ¡l^-4actlîns a-h¡rrf, the extenslve deVelopment suggested, as
À(a¡uv vvdYvY-r

'a¡ti-coal fanatics or radicalst'. this ls rrnfair and it ls not

true'.. If the committee would start facing up to the objections

of people rvho have studled the íssue and do gome negotiatlng' they

nay nake some Progress

In vi,siting with advisory committee peòple who promote the'West

River stutrv ln lts present form, I have discovered that sone of'then

are unlnforned ab.ut their own study. They donrt know the drastic

leve} of deveílopment and the immense consequences of their o'ryn

diverslon Proposal,s.

Guy Iarson wae quoted by the ÂP as saying at that lfrlf JO meetlng,

rWhat lÍerre concerned about ls that'We nay end up having coaldevel-

opment before we haVe a study', NP* surelv 1*' ä1F888'tt1tit"".:*:
we do lndeed have a studyr a1d thaï we do lndeedlþave ôoal development'

M¡r. IarsOn must know that.our current coal development is qrrrþposed

to Lncrease by fl,ve .times as early as 1985 and far beyond that by

the year 2OOO accor.dlng to the fecleral goVernment. Mr' Iarson
-nust realize that it will take.at least until the year 20QO to

cornplete the proposed. dlterslon proiect. How then. can dlversion

,

(
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be ueedl to lcontrol" coal developmentr.as he suggested at that ureetln$.

one other committee me¡nùer (r¡nnamed by the AP) ls quoted as saying,
r,The.emphasls really wasntt on industry an!¡ more than agriculttlrêrr.,
Does he caII the imnense water needs of14 or more gasification'plants
along.wlth thelr negative impactÉ on land alr'and wâter, 'agricul-
turally supportlve,'? Thet¡ ie the added fact that the declaration

of in.tent earmarkg 2 million acre feet for industry and one million
for agriculture

One of ,tbe thin6 that irks sone of us is that orr cluestlòns and

. statements of concerns at "advlsory" neetingÊ were ge 'nerally
ommltted fro¡n the minutes. There are other. things that bothered

:us¡ too invoived to mentlon here. .But, we lnplore the State llater

Conmislon' to demand so¡ue real accountabillty from the so called
ncitlzenìs'advisory" group. Governor Link has suggested that the

comrnittee get 'bqíaa, gengraf input on vrhy the lfest Rlver Bill 225)

wâB rlefeated. I hope the comrnittee takes his advlse '

North Dakota nust at this polnt declde just how much'eoal develop-

ment lt will tolerate. slnce no a€ency has thus far been abl'e to

acheive a.consensus on thls, perhaps the wate¡r co¡nmission can get

a'handle'on it by èiding (plannlng, if you please) just how many i

water permits it will grant and when it will grant them' 'Before

making that decision, however, I hope- the conmlssion will listen
to and consider the wishes of the people who tive ln the coal cor4¡¡ties.

One word about Dlokl'nsontg water. Dickinson l¡as needed water for
years. .It was rmrealistíc of the p?9P*lrresponsible, to expect

West River Diverslon to relie"e trrefbiðti.^ ,because it would take

uritil at least 2O0O for.the pLan to beoome a reall.ty.Yersippi
danr should al,reatt¡¡ be undeq construction, but isn rt.

-

I

(
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a su,TEtiENT oF RrcK MÂltrNER

I. WEST RIVER DIVtsRSION IS DEAD.

2, IF I}IERE IS A ¡IEED FOR Â FORUT'T TO.DISCUSS AND DECIDE ON A LEVEL

0F DE\|E!0PI,iENT, lttEN IT SHoUI,D BE DoNE, BUT NOT USING lfEsf RIVER

DIVERSION .â,S T, TOOT,.

3. DESIGNING 0R II'IPIDI'IENTING WES! RMR DIVERSION BEFORE TlfE AFORE-

. MENÎIOI{ED STUDY IS ABSURD.

l+, DrcKrNsoN w rER suppty pRoBr,Er,6 cAN BE soL\rED By rlfE R/rrsrNG oF

LAI(E PÅTIERSON AtlD BUILDfNG \¡ERSIPPI DAI¡I. fHE ONtï O&IECTIONS

rO IHESE SOIUTTONS }t,.å,S BEEN T}E COSI TO THE CITY OF' DICKINSON.

I SUBÌiTT THAT A CITYIS ÍIÂTER SUPPLT IS THE RESPONSIBIIITY OF THAî

ÌfUNfCIP¡,IJI TY.

5, llE ¡,îUSf TRADE l,iÀNY PRODUCTIVB ACRES FOR Î¡{E I{ATER WE frILL RECEIVE.

,

I

PI',å,NTS .SITES

STRIP T{INED

URBAN SPRAVÍL

CANAL

DATß¡

LD\TEL 1
llr Qas Plants, 4gzo I,M

3,368

39Stotto

20,000

12, 800

28.800
060, oo8

T.EVEL 2
ïffiplants BSootîr¡

l+ r9zo

44t,6oo

22.ooo

12,800

3<.200
5L6r520
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APPEI{D I X IIGII

SIÂTEMENT OF GIIIIIÀN PETER,SON

I $?fi OF NORTH DÀKOTA rS INCOI'IE COililES FROM FARI:ERS AND RÀNC¡ÍERS.
a

;
I

2, gOß oF fi{E roTAL FOOTINGS 0F B.ÀNrß IN NoRTH DAKoTA ÅRE CREATED BÏ

FART'ßRS ÂND R.â,NCHERS.

9, I+60,000 ICRES OF T}IIS CAPTTAL FRODUCING I"ÀND IS T}ts IiTIN}ruDI WHICH

ffiLL BE CONSUIUED BT }TEST RIVER DIVERSION.

I+. INFLUX dr POPUT,¡,ÎION WIÍ,L NOl INCREASE THE FOOTINGS OT BANKS AND

I,:Alty DECRS.ISE Tlglt BEe.Â-Lr-qE oF Tt{E SPENDTNß ÀND SAVINGS 
'mprrs 

OF

I,IAGE EARNERS.

S, IRRIç^TI9N'oF Â QUÂRîER sECTION REQUIRES A $50,000 CÂPTTAL I¡ÍvEsT-

MENT. WITH fl{E DECRBASB IN FOoTINGS, SUFFiCIEIIT CAPIÎAL'I{ILL Nor

BE AIIAILÀBLE FOR Á.çRICULTURE, I,ÍUCH LESS IRRIG¡'TION BEQUIREI"¡EIùTS '.0F

AppRoxIrt.arpr,r 2ooo QUARTERS TIirlEs $5o,ooo PER QUâ.RTER EQUA¡S

- $roorooorooo.
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STATEIIENT OF iIO}IN I.I/IHRER

I propose that a co¡nnittee of Vlest River Citizen volunteers organize
meetings of the l{est Rlver areas at which the publlc may convey its
wlshes to the water comrnissiôn concerning industriâl water pernite.

Conclitions for these rneetings are to.ber
I' The ¡neetings will be held to inforrn the water conmisslon and

its staff of the wishes of the people.

,: lhe organizational committee will be restricted to persons not
' servlng in an official capacity with the v¡ater commission.

suggested persons servÍng on that conmittee would be¡

Ken, Knudson, Bob stranlk, Bob sadowsky, John túaÌt'er, clarence
l,?artin, Arlenê lfllhelm, ana nây Schnel1.

3. The ¡neetitgp shoulcl be held Ín at least the five followlng countiesr
Bowman, Hettinger, Stark, Dunn and Slope.

4, -â,t least two '¡Ìater Comnisslon me.nb.ers will be present at each.

neet5.ng. Testimony wÍlI be recorded and suÞu¡ftted. to ilre full

""ir" commi.ssion.

5. .â,ny cÍtizen wíIl be allowed to testiiy rot a maxi.umum of.20 nil¡utes.
6, vlater Commissíon funds up to $ZOoO will be made available to the

committee for publizing meeti,ngs, Vlater commission staff wlll
euppry clerical assistance, at the request of the committee.

t

t

(
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bIATER PERlllT AGENDA FOR r{ay t Z and tJ, t975

NO NAI{E AND ADDRESS SOURCE PURPOSE

2133 Schiff, George -
Ruso
(hcLean County)

Ground hlater lrrigatlon

AT{OUNT REOUESTED

8l/r.2 acre-feet
417.1 ecres

COMHENTS E RECO}II{ENDATI ONS

Defer action at this tlme
pending further study and
ínvestlgatlons

2145 Halvorson, Vernon -
Lar lmore
(Grand Forks Co.)

Unnamed Creek, trlb.
to Llttle Goose and
Goose Rivers

Recreat lon 63.5 acre-feet
storage plus

45.0 acre-feet
annual use

63.5 acre-feet
storage plus

45.0 acre-feet
ennual use

2157

2165

2152

Klein, Dennis -
Lalloure
(Lailoure County)

LaPlant, Dolar -
B I nford
(criggs County)

Sampson, Garry -
Hann i ng
(Dunn County)

Ground |Jater

G round l,later

Knife River, tr¡b.
to Missourí River

lrrigation

lrrîgation

lrrlgatlon-
l,Iaterspread i ng

3llr.0 ecre-feet
157.O acres

921.0 acre-feet
614.0 acres

acre-feet
acres

202.0 acre-feet
135.0 ecres
(tn¡s appllcatlon was
approved by State Englneer
on I'larch 10, l97S')

Defer action at this time
pending further study and
investigations

acre-feet64
82

0
0

82
82

0
0 acres

Falter, Russel -
Lalloure
(Lailoure County)

26.0 acre-feet
I J.0 acres

19.5 acre-feet
13.0 acres

!
!
ttt
=I
x
j
=vìc

2t53 James River I rrigat ion
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NO

2102

2t48

2163

2136

2170

NAI'IE AND ADDRESS

Klabunde, Harold -
Ernmet
(Mclean County)

Dawson, l'/endal -
Almont
(Grant County)

Binford, City of -
B i nford
(criggs County)

Halllday, City of -
Hal I iday
(Dunn County)

Gaier, l{rs. Alvína l.l.-
Jamestown
(Barnes County)

Enzl, Krlss l,l. -
Braddock
(Emmons County)

s0uRcE

Ground Ïlater

Unnamed Draw, trib.
to Heart Rlver

Ground llater

Ground Uater

Ground lJater

G round lJater on I y;
or Ground LJater
and Long Lake Creek

-2-

PURPOSE

I rr I gat ïon

lrrigation

l,lunlcipal

Hunlclpal

lrrigation

AMoUNT REQUESTED

448.0 acre-feet
298.7 acres

135.0 acre-feet
storage plus

135.0 acre-feet
annual use

135.6 acres

86.0 acre-feet

480.0 acre-feet

280.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

340.0 acre-feet from
Ground l{ater only; or

240.0 acre-feet from
G .lJ. and

100.0 acre-feet from
Long Lake Creek (storage)

156.0 acres

COHHENTS E RECOMI.IENDATIONS

448.0 acre-feet
298.7 acres

120.0 acre-feet
storage plus

120.0 acre-feet
annual use

135.6 acres

86.0 acre-feet

480.0 acre-feet

240.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

205.0 acre-feet from
Ground l,later

100.0 acre-feet storage
Long Lake Creek

156.0 acres

\tl\¡

2089 I rrigat lon
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-3-

N0.

2182

2185

2210

2183

2177

2194

NAI{E AND ADDRESS

Kanonl, Al len -
Pett I bone
(f¡dder Gounry)

Reld, l,larren -
B i smarck
(Burlelgh Counry)

llatson, Ross J. -
New Rockford
(¡¿¿y County)

Jabs, I'larvln -
Fort Totten
(Benson County)

Schaper, Siegfreld -
Hal I iday
(Dunn County)

s0uRcE

G round I'Jater

l{lssouri River

Ground l'/ater

Ground l,later

Ground lJater

PURPOSE

I rrigation

lrrigation

I rrigation

I rrlgation

Recreat ion

I rrlgatlon

AilouNT REQUESTED

453.9 acre-feet
302.6 acres

352.0 acre-feet
176,0 acres

400.0 acre-feet
204.7 acres

390.0 acre-feet
195.0 acres

3,0 acre-feet

432.0 acre-feet
216.0 acres

Trestle Val ley Recrea- Ground l,later
tion Area, lnc. -
Minot
(ttard County)

COI.IMENTS E RECOI.IMENDAT I ONS

375.0 acre-feet
250.0 acres

352,0 acre-feet
176.0 ecres

262.0 acre-feet
20\.7 acres

292.0 acre-feet
195.0 ecres

3.0 acre-feet
(fn¡s permit was approved
by the State Englneer on
Harch 6, 1975)

32\,0 acre-feet
216.0 acres

vr
@



N0.

2199

2093

2173

NAI,IE AND ADDRESS SOURCE

Ground I'later

Ground l,later

Ground l,later

)

-4-

PURPOSE

lrrlgatlon

I rr i gat íon

Munlclpal

AI,IOUNT REQUESTED

Zlq.O acre-feet
107.0 acres

237.0 acre-feet
158.0 acres

200.0 acre-feet

Schaper, l,li lf red -
Hal I iday
(Dunn County)

Coenen, Jackie -
Warwlck
(Benson County)

l'/l I ton, G i ty of -
I'li I ton
(HcLean County)

coill4ENTS e RECottltEÌ{DAT tONS

160.5 acre-feet
107.0 acres

202.0 acre-feet
158.0 acres

200.0 acre-feet

2212

2218

20t6

Johnsrud, Harold -
llatford C I ty
(ilcKenzle County)

Hi I ler, tri I I iam -
Huff
(Horton County)

Salzsieder, Edward -
Edge I ey
(LaMoure County)

Unnamed Branch of
Cherry Creek, trîb.
to L¡ttle illssourl
River

0ahe Reservoi r

Ground blater

I rrlgation a
Stockwater

I rr ígat ion

I rr igat í on

60.0 acre-feet
storage plus

35.0 acre-feet
annual use

25.8 acres

334.0 acre-feet
167.2 acres

280.0 acre-feet
140.0 ecres

60.0 acre-feet
storage plus

25.8 acre-feet
annual use

25.8 acres

334.0 acre-feet
167.2 acres

120.0 acre-feet
120.0 acres

r.¡t
tO



NO

2tog

2024

2064

2055

2073

NAI.IE AND ADDRESS

Brandenburg, Emil -
Edge I ey
(LaMoure County)

Brandenburg, Donald -
Edgel ey
(LaHoure County)

SOURCE

Ground l,Iater

Ground lrlater

Ground l,later

Ground l,Iater

Long Lake Creek,
trib. to Long
Lake

Ruff, Lloyd -
Edge I ey
(LaHoure Counry)

Edgeley, City of -
Edge I ey
(LaMoure County)

Grenz, Leo -
Braddock
(Emmons County)

-5-

PURPOSE AilouNT REQUESTED

I rrigation 240,0 acre-feet
160.0 ecres

lrrÍgatlon 282.0 acre-feet
141.0 acres

I rrigatíon 400.0 acre-feet
320.0 acres

l{unicipal I l5.O acre-feet

COI'IIIENTS S RECOI{HENDATI ONS

135.0 acre-feet
135.0 acres

Defer action at this
time pending acquisítion
of water level and
production data.

135,0 acre-feet
135,0 acres

(Action deferred on
remaining portion pending
acqulsltlon of water level
and productlon data.)

I rrigation &
L I ves tock

150.0 acre-feet
storage plus

99.0 acre-feet
annual use

66.0 acres

I 15.0 acre-feet

150.0 acre-feet
storage plus

99.0 acre-feet
annual use

(66.0 acre-feet annual use
to be used for lrrlg.)

66.0 acres

ct\o



) )

NO

2198

ztt+7

2209

2225

2227

2205

NA}IE AND ADDRESS SOURCE

Sheyenne River, trib.
to the Red River

G round Ìlater

Ground llater

Ground Ùlater

G round lJater

Ground bJater

S¡sters of Mary of the
Presentation -

Val ley Cl ty
(Barnes Gounty)

Slater, Agnes l.
l,l i not
(t{cLean County)

l,le isenhaus, G I enn -
L i sbon
(Ransom County)

Good, Lelan C. -
Shel don
(Ransom County)

Schneider, Leroy -
Verona
(Ransom County)

Johnson, Larry -
Alamo
(wtlliams County)

-6-

PURPOSE

I rrigatÍon

I rrigat ion

I rrigation

lrrigatlon

I rrigation

lrrlgatlon

AlrouNT REQUESTED

.0 acre-feet

.0 acres

316.0 acre-feet
I l5.O acres

24O.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

480.0 acre-feet
240.0 acres

2560.0 acre-feet
1280.0 ecres

158. I acre-feet
105.4 acres

COI{I{ENTS S RECOHI.IENDAT I ONS

acre-feet
ecres

0

0
40
40

80
4o

360
240

Defer action pendíng
further study and
i nformat ion.

202;O acre-feet
135.0 acres

0 aere-feet
0 acres

Defer action at this
tlme pendlng further
study and information.

158. I acre-feet
105.4 acres

o\



) ) )

NO

2232

2213

222,+

2t5t

2229

NAHE AND ADDRESS

Rychner, Elmer -
Ki I ldeer
(Dunn County)

Heck, Gordon l.l .

and Bernlce -
Tol na
(Benson County)

Ravnaas, Lui Jon -
Turtle Lake
(Mclean County)

Frey, Norman and
Kenneth -

Jamestown
(Stutsman co.)

G rote I ueschen ,
I'layne E Raymond -

Ludden
(o¡ctey County)

s0uRcE

Unnamed lntermi ttent
Draws, trib. to
L¡ttle l'lissourî River

Ground l{ater

Ground Water

Ground llater

-7-

PURPOSE

I rrigation -
LJaterspread I ng

I rrigation

I rrigation

I rrigation

Hunicipal

AIIOUNT REOUESTED

I 10.0 acre-feet
55.0 acres

.8 acre-feet

.4 acres

90.0 acrelfeet
56.0 acres

713.2 acre-feet
356.6 acres

180.0 acre-feet

568.0 acre-feer
379.O:¡cres

COHI{ENTS 6 RECOI'IHENDATIONS

55.0 acre-feet
55.0 acres

442.0 acre-feet
295.4 ecres

Defer act¡on at th¡s
time pending completion
of predictive model
study.

382.0 acre-feet
255.0 acres

180,0 acre-feet

379.0 acre-feet
379.0 acres

590
295

Glen Ul I in, C ity of - Ground l,later
Glen Ul I ln
(Horton County)

o\
N

2243 James Rlver I rrigation



)

NO NAI4E AND ADDRESS SOURCE

-8-

PURPOSE

2248

2249

2228

22\l

2tgl

Hansen, Allen -
Ludden
(Sargent Gounty)

Huebner, l,li I I iam -
0akes
(Olctey County)

Nelson, Leîf E., Jr-
He lmdal
(wells County)

Huso, Herlof -
Aneta
(eriggs Counry)

Thorpe, Lawrence -
Guel ph
(Oickey County)

Bartz, Clayton C. -
Beach
(Plerce County)

Ground Water

Ground Ùlater

Norway Lake

Piskerel Lake on
Plckerel Lake Creek,
trîb. to Sheyenne
River

Ground l,later and
James RIver

AMOUNT REQUESTED

27O.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

\74.0 acre-feet
316.0 acres

210.0 acre-feet
105.3 acres

163.5 acre-feet
I 10.0 acres

COMMENTS S RECOHI{ENDATIONS

2O2.0 acre-feet
135.0 acres

47h.O acre-feet
3t 6.0

105.3 acre-feet
105.3 acres

I19.0 acre-feet
I 10.0 ecres

lrrigation

lrrïgation

I rr i gat Ion

lrrigation

I rr igat I on

300.0 acre-feet
152.6 acres

675.o acre-feet
(242.2 a.f . Ground ttater)
(4lZ,g a.f. James River
446.0 acres

634.8 acre-feer
202.0 a.f , Ground t{ater)
\32.8 a.f . James River)
427.o acres

230.O acre-feet
152.6 acres
(Actlon previously tÎ
deferred pendlng
results of pumplng test)

(
(

r 288 Ground I'later lrrigation



))

-9-

NO NAI'IE AND ADDRESS

l4eyer, Henry -
Fl asher
(Morton County)

SOURCE

Ground l,later

PURPOSE

lrrigatlon

AHOUNT REqUESTED

471.0 acre-feet
314.0 acres

2t80

COI'IIIENTS ô RECOI,IMENDAT ¡ ONS

175.O acre-feet
I l7.O acres

2221

2t6\

2178

2207

zot5

Ficenec, Francis -
l,l i I nor
(Ransom County)

lszler, Hílton -
Gackl e
(Stutsman County)

Burke, Monty -
I'lcKenz i e
(Burleigh County)

Hanson, Robert V. -
Turtle Lakè
(Mclean County)

Ground l{ater

Ground l'later

Ground lrater

Coal Lake Coulee,
trlb. to l,tlssourl
River

lrrlgatlon

I rrlgat ion

lrrigation

lrrigation

320.0 acre-feet
¡60.0 ecres

640.0 acre-feet
312.0 acres

238.5 acre-feet
159.0 acres

/0.0 acre-feet
168.6 ecres

860.8 acre-feet
430.4 acres

203.0 acre-feet
I 35 .0¿. acres

Defer act¡on at thls tlme
pending additional sub-
surface data and water
level data

2O2.O acre-feet
135.0 acres

70.0 acre-feet
168.6 acres

Richter, Victor J. -
Henoken
(Burleigh County)

2O2 . 0 ac re-f ee t{Recorrnend
135.0 acres -for- approval )(Balance shall be held ln
abeyance unt¡ I additlonal
subsurface, hreter level e

åi iliii rl "ii¡ f iåi:i r 
='*

Ground l'/ater I rrígat lon



NO

2007

2t96

2t93

2t g0

Leppke, Del,layne A. - Ground lJater
Carr i ngton
(Foster County)

NAI.IE AND ADDRESS

Agnew, Milton -
Menoken
(Burlelgh County)

HcGullough, Calvln -
0akes
(Oickey County)

Greenmyer, John -
St i rum
(Sargent County)

SOIIRCE

Ground l,later

G round l,later

Ground uJater

- l0-

PURPOSE

I rrigat ion

I rr igat i on

I rr I gat lon

I rrigation

Al.louNT REQUESTED

541.0 acre-feet
374,O ecres

866.8 acre-feet
l+33.4 acres

6[o.O acre-feet
320,0 acres

320.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

COHIíIENTS s RECOI{HENDATI ONs

_(Recornmend for approval ) :
216.0 acre-feet
216.O acres
(Remaining portion shal I be
held ln reserve pendlng
col lectlon of addltional
subsurface, hreter level
s yield data by appl lcanr. )

(Recommend f,or approval) :

315.0 acre-feet
210.0 acres
(Remaining 335 acre-feet
shall be held ln reeerve
pending the acquisi tion
of further subsurface,
water level e yleld data.)

(Recommend
T35.0 acre- for approval ):feet
¡35.0 acres
(Remaining portion shal I be
reserved pending the acgu-
isition of additional
subsurface, vúater level E
yield dara by applicant.)

2O2.O acre-feet
135.0 acres

o\vì



,l

N0. NAHE AND ADDRESS SOURCE

-t I -

PURPOSE AI'IOUNT REQUESTED COM}IENTS A RECOM].iENDATIONS

2t89

2195

2223

2208

2123

Vculek, Francis -
C rete
(Sargent Gounty)

Vculek, Francls -
C rete
(Sargent County)

Jensen, Earl R. -
Stanley
(Mountral I County)

Herman, tllIfred -
Golden Val ley
(üercer County)

Arctlc Farm Conpany -
llalhal la
(Pembina County)

Ground lJater

Ground lJater

Ground l,later

Sprlng Creek, trlb.
to Knife River

Pemblna Rlver, tr¡b.
to Red'River

I rr lgat I on

lrrigatlon

lrrigation

I rrlgat ion-
llaterspread i ng

I rrígation

32O.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

1280.0 acre-feer
640.0 acres

184.0 acre-feet
122.5 âcres

2\7.2 acre-feet
2\7.2 acres

320.O acre-feet
298.2 ecres

202.0 acre-feet
135.0 acres

Defer actlon at this time
unti I additional subsurface
urater level c aquifer yleld
data are collected.

184.0 acre-feet
122.5 asres

247.2 acre-feet
247.2 acres

2 acre-feet
2 acres

299
298

Ghyl ln, Gerald A. -
Regan
(Burlelgh County)

Cattai I Slough, trib. I rrigation
to Palnted lloods
Creek and l{fssouri
River

198.0 acre-feet
99.0 acres

50.0 acre-feet
99.0 acres

o\o\

1973



)I

NO

2l 88

2206

2200

2187

NAI.IE AND ADDRESS

Frauenberg, Albert -
LaMoure
(LaHoure County)

Hanson, blal ter -
tJarwick
(eaay County)

Sauer, Vincent -
Tapþen
(r¡dder County)

Vculek, Bernard -
Crete
(sargent ¿

Ransom Counties)

Mehlhoff, John F. -
Tutt le
(r¡¿der County)

SOURCE

Ground l,rater

Sheyenne Rlver,
trîb. to the
Red:Rlver

Ground I'later

G round l{ater

-12-

PURPOSE

I rrigation

I rrlgation

I rr i gat lon

I rrigation

AI.IOUNT REQUESTED

320.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

0 acre-feet
0 acres

468.0 acre-feet
312.0 acres

2160.0 acre-feet
ì080.0 ecres

396.0 acre-feet
l\9.2 acres

150
75

COI,II.IENTS E RECOHHENDAT I ONS

202.0 acre-feet
135.0 acres

75.0 acre-feet
75.0 acres

(Recomnend for approval) :
220.0 acre-feet
270.0 acres

(Balance of appl ication shal I
be held ln reserve pending
rcsults of additlonal
subsurface data from
appl I cant. )

(Recormend for approval) :
I 145.0 acre-feet
810.0 acres

(Balance of 67.0 acre-feet
are belng reserved pendlng
the acquisition of aquifer
yleld data. )

225.0 acre-feet
149.2 acres

o\

1238 Ground I'later lrrigation



NO

2217

NAI'IE AND ADDRESS s0uRcE

Ground l,later

-r3-

PURPOSE

lrrigatlon

A}IOUNT REQUESTED

1006.6 acre-feet
671.1 ecres

COI.IIIENTS S RECOMHENDAT I ONS

(Recormend for approval ) :
285.0 acre-feet'
190.0 acres

{An addltlonal 240.0 acre-
feet shall be held in
reserve pendlng addl tlonal
subsurface data.)

Helbl ing, Frank -
St. Anthony
(t{orton County)

2063

2087

2t84

Overby, Byron -
B i nford
(er¡ggs County)

Omdal, Cl ifford -
I i nford
(erlggs Counry)

Hansen, Allen -
Ludden
(Oickey County)

United Power Assoc-
I at i on-Cooperat i ve
Power Association -

Elk R¡ver, lllnn.
(ltcLean County)

Ground I'later

Ground I'later

James River

939.2 acre-feet
469.6 acres

320.0 acre-feet
160.0 ecres

240.0 acre-feet
160.0 acres

168.0 acre-feet
(for ternporary water
use during the con-
structlon of a thermal
electric polver gener-
at¡ng plant)

r aPProva
155.0 acre-feet
155.0 acres

(Balance of permit shall
be held in abeyance
pendlng results of
additional subsurface
data.)

175.0 acre-feet
135.0 acres

135.0 acre-feet
135.0 acres

I rrigation

I rr lgat lon

I rrigatíon

o\
CÞ

2176 Ground t{ater lndustrlal
168.0 acre-feet



NO

2t72

2204

NAI.IE AND ADDRESS SOURCE

l,lh i te, l,lrs . Ca rol I ne G . - Ground l,later
Dawson
(t<¡ ¿¿er County)

Brandt, Dale -
Granvi I le
(HcHenry County)

Ground l,later

-t4-

PURPOSE

I rr igat lon

I rrigatlon

Al.touNT REQUESTED

228.1 acre-feet
152.1 acres

462.0 acre-feet
3o7.7 acres

COI4}IENTS Ê RECOMMENDATIONS

50.0 acre-feet
00.0 acres

Defer actíon at this
time pendlng further
lnformatlon and study.

2203

2220

Hansen, Larry R. -
0akes
(olckey County)

Olson, Rlchard -
B i nford
(criggs County)

Ground l,later

Ground l{ater

I rr igat ion

lrrlgatlon

1323,0 acre-feet
882.0 acres

320.O acre-feet
160.0 ecres

Defer actíon at thls
tlme pendlng further
ióformation and study.

Defer act¡on at this
time pendlng further
lnformatlon and study.

o\
r.o
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As vou ARE AwARE, NnrunRu's LoNG RANGE pLANs coNTEMpLATE

THE coNsrRUcrIoN oF roun (4) 250 ntLLIoN cuBlc FEET pER DAy coAL

GASIFICATI0N coplPLEXEs tn Dunm Couuty, Nonrn Dnrorn, AccoRDINGLy,

on Apnu- L7' 1974' Nnrunel AppLIED To rHrs CommlssroN FoR THE RTGHTS

oF APPRoPRIATIoN AND BENEFIcTAL usE oF 70,000 AcRE FEET oF wATER pER

YEAR To BE DIVERTED rno¡q lne Llrrte l{tssoun¡ AnM or L¡re StrR¡<Rwel.

Tnts wATER wILL BE usED rN coNJUNcrroN ¡vrrH THE LTGNITE REsERvEs

Nnrunnl HAD EARI-IER AcoulRED FRoM THe Norore ComptNy oF B¡smRncr,

Nonrn DRrorR,

Iu sUPPoRT oF THIs APPLIcATIoN, tvE HAVE FILED THE RESULTS

OF TWO SEPARATE INVESTIGATIONS. TNC FIRsT Þ¡Ieo ApnI I 29, !974, RE-

P0RTED THE REsuLTs oF oun !972 rensIBILITv sruDrEs oF rne Du¡¡n Ceruren

Conl Resenve Anen ¡no INcLUDED DATA FRoM A DETAILED RESERVE DETERMINA-

TION PROGRAM, A PRELIMINARY PROCESS EVALUATION STUDY AND AN EVALUATI.O.N

oF ENVIRoNMENTAL FAcroRS, Oun sEcoND FTLING MADE on Sepr¡mgsn 11,

1974' coNs¡srED oF A PHese I EnvlRoNMENrAl AssessMENT Reponr AS pRE-

PARED FROM PRELTI-IINARY ENVTRONMENTAL RESEARCH STUDIES COMPLETED FOR

Nnrunnu BY THE Unlvenslry oF Nonrn Dnrorn n¡lo l{onrH Dnrorn Srnre Uur-

VERSITY. THE PRELIMINARY STUDIEs HAVE SERvED As THE BAsIs FoR THE

I4ORE EXTENSIVE ENV¡RONMENTAL STUDIES NOW BEING UNDERTAKEN.



2

0N DecemsEn 17, 7974, Nnrunnl pREsENrEo PRepmEo Tesrr-
MONY R¡¡O EXXIBITS AT A PUBLTC HEARING BEFoRE THE NonTH DRToT¡ }I¡TEn

Cot'ttllssloN ¡n Dunn Crnlen, NoRrn DRrorn REGARDtne NnruRAL's pERMIT

APPLIcRtlor'¡ No. 2083. At rHAT HEAR¡NG, wE pRESENTED DETAILED INFoR-

f'IAlION REGARDING THE TECHNICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL ASPECTS OF OUR PRO-

PosED coAL GASIFIcATIoN pRoJEcr. .Tooty, I wouLD LIKE To REpoRT oN

OUR ACTTVTTIES WHICH HAVE OCCURRED SINCE THAT PUBLTC HEARING.

i0n Jnnunav 24, 1975, llnrunnl eruo l'lrcHreln-llrscoNsrN Ex-

ECUTED AN A6REEI4ENT WHEREBY WE BECAME AN EAUAL PARTNER WITH RESPECT

To rHE DATA FROM n I'lonrn DnrorR LIGNTTE coMMERcTAL GASrFrcATroN

TEST CONDUCTED AT SASOT, TN THE RCpugI-¡c oF Sourx ArRIcR, DURTNG

SepremgER, L974. AppnoxrMATELy 12,000 roNs oF LrGNrrE FRoM THE

NonrH AMEnrclru Conr CompRny's Iruu¡nnHeAD MrNE AT Beur¡H, NonrH

Dnrorn wAS succEssFULLy cAsIFtED tN A Lunat cAStFIER,

0n Jnnunnv 20, L975, trE EXEcuTED AGREEMENTs FoR coopERATrvE

INVESTI6ATIONS WITH rNÈ UUIVERSITY OF Nonrn Dnror¡ nruo Nonrn DRrorR

Srtre UnlveRsITy FoR sruDlES AND RESEARCH AcTIVITIEs NEcEssARy ro
DETERMINE THE ENVIRONMENTAL AND soctAL IMPAcTS oF THE PRoJEcT. TxE

UnlvenslTy oF NonrH Dnrorn rlILL coNDUcr sruDrES RELATTNG To cEoLoGy,

SURFACE AND SUBSURFACE HYDROLOGY¿, WATER SUALITY, TRACE ELEMENTS,

HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL MATTERS, AND THE EMISSTON SPECTRUM¡

llonrn Dnrorn Srnre Uru¡vensITy sruDIES wILL pERTAIN To BorANy, cL¡MA-

TOLOGY, SOILS AND RECLAMATION, SOCIO-ECONOMTC CONSIOERhTIoNS AND

BACTERTOLOGY. DAMES RT.¡O IVIOONE, AcTING AS oUR coNsuLTANT, wILI- sERVE

As cooRDINAToR oF THE vARIous AREAs oF sruDy AND htILL cooRDlñnre rHE

PREPARATTON OF THE FINAL ENVTRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT REPORT, BASED ON

THESE STUDIES. TNIS REPORT WTLL BE FILED wITH APPRoPRInTe STnTE AND

7l

r

I



3

Feornnu AGENcTEs rn ApRru, 1976,

0n Jnnunnv 30, 1975, NRtunRl Rno Lunet f*|rnennLoLTEcHNrK,

THE DEvELopER oF THE Lunel coAL GAsIFrcATtoN pRocEss, EXEcuTED A

LETTER oF INTENT ytHIcH AUTHoRIZES Lunal To pRocEED wtrH THE pRocEss

DEsIcN AcrrylTtEs FoR ouR pRoJEcr, LuRe¡ coMMENcED THIS woRK oN

f'lnncx 10, 1925 mo rs scHEDULED To coMpLETE THEsE AcrrvrrrEs oN oR

BEFoRE 0crosen 7, 1975,

Fluon EruerNEERs Rno ConsrRucroRs, INc., wrLL coNTINUE To

Acr AS NetuRRt's pRoJEcr ENGINEERING coNSULTANT, FLUoR wILL INcoR-

poRATE Lune¡'s pRocEss DESIGN woRK IN THEIR ENGINEERING AND DEsIGN

ACTTVITIES FOR OUR 'PROJECTI

THe Prul lt{ern CoMpnNv or CnrcAGo HAs BEEN RETAINED T0 pLAN,

AND CONDUCT-A DRILLING PROGRAM WHICH WILL PROVIDE DETAILED INFORMATION

CONCERNING COAL AUALITY AND OUANTITY¡ AND OVERBURDEN CHARACTERISTICS,

NECESSARY TO DEVELOP DEFINITIVE MINING AND.RECLAMATTON PLANS FOR THE

pRoJEcr, [,{e nnve DIScussED THE pRoposED pRoGRAM wITH REpRESENTATIvES

oF THE Nonrn Dnrorn Puglrc SeRvrce CommrssloN, U. S. GeoroelcAL Sun-

vEy AND rxe BuneAU oF Ln¡lp Ívlnrunee¡qeNT To DETERMINE THE ADEouAcy oF

THIs pnoohnm ro MEET THE NEEDs oF THEsE AGENcIEs, THe pRoposED DRILL-

ING pRoGRAM rs scHEDuLED To BEGIN tr,¡ June, Lg75 AND To BE coMpLETED IN

SepremseR, 7975.

NeeorlATIoNs ARE pRocEEDtNG vurH MAJoR MINING compaNIEs ro

EsTABLIsH A MINTNG ARRANGEMENT FoR THE PROJECT. THESE NEGOTTATIONS

WILL LEAD TO THE SELECTION OF A TECHNICALLY AND FINANCIALLY CAPABLE

MINE OPERATOR WHOSE PROVEN ATTITUDE ¡S IN ACCORD WITH OUR PROJECT

DEVELOPMENT PHILOSOPHY,

72
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It¡ l'lnncu, 1975, Nnrunel EsTABLTsHED n Lnruo 0rrrce rN

D¡crt¡¡sol'¡, NonrH Dnrorn'To HANDLE LAND MATTERs RELATED To rHE DRTLL-

¡NG PROGRAM, ENVTRONMENTAL STUDIES, AND OTHER PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

ACTIVITI ES.

llle wlLL ENDEAVoR To MEET wITH vARrous Srerg Rro Loctl
AGENCIES, CITIZENS,GROUPS, AND INDIVIDUALS TO INFORM THEM Of ltlnrUnAl'S
PROJECT, ITs PROGRESS, AND To ASSIST THEM IN THE PLANNING FOR THIS

PROJECT.

As vou cnn sEE FRoM THIS BRIEF suMMARy oF ouR AcrrvrrlEs
sINcE DEceMgen, wE ARE DILIGENTLy puRsutNG THosE AcrtvtrIES NEcEs-

sARY To INsuRE THE oRDERLv AND pRopER DEVELopMenr ór ffi Dunn CenrEn

Pnouecr. To DATE¡ NRruRRl- Hls spENT $3,900,000 on pRoJEcr RE¡-ATED :

AcTIVITIEs ExcLUstvE oF INTERNAL cosrs AND I r{reHr ADD¡ *ro*r-t(Zou
oF THESE FUNDS HAVE BEEN SPENT IN Nonrn Dnror| l,le ExpEcr To spEND

ANoTHER $3,600,000 gerwEEN Not'{ .RHo ApRlr, 1976 To coMpLETE THE sEcoND

PHASE OF THE FOUR PHASE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAryl FOR THTS PROJECT. A MORE

DETAILED SUMMARY OF THE EXPENDITURES IS CONTATNED IN THE OUARTERLY

REPORT OT PXRSC II ACTIVITTES WHTCH YOU HAVE BEEN GIVEN TODAY.

llnrunnl HAs coopERATED t{trH Srnre nno Locnl GovERNI4ENT

AGENCIES AND clrIzENs GRoups. AT EvERy. oppoRTUNITy. TnEse EFFoRTs

INCLUDED MEETINcs }lITH Du¡ln Counry CommtssIoNERs¡ THE Du¡¡ru Counrv

Fanm BuRERu, DuHru Couurv Sorl. Cor,¡senvRTroN Dlsrnrcr AND orHER ctrrzENs
cRouPs lH Duru¡¡ CounrY AND THE suRRouNDrNG AREA, }lE HAvE ALso MET AND

PROVIDED DETA¡LED INFORMATION TO REPRESENTATIVES OF NONTH DRTOT¡ STNTC

AeerucIEs sucH Asj Txe Srnre llaren CommrssroN, Srnre Pusurc Senvrce

coMMrssroN, srnre Purunrne DrvIsroN, SrnrE DepRRrmeNT oF He¡lrn,
DEpRRTmeNT oF AonlcuLTURE, Srnre Hrðnwnv DepRRlme¡r, Tnx DepnRTMENT

I

I

I
a
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AND THE Busttlgss anp lHpusrnt¡r DeveLopr4ENT DEpRnnrenl, AootrtoNAL

MEETINGS WTLL BE HELD WITH THESE GROUPS AS WELL AS OTHER GROUPS TO

DISCUSS OUR PROJECT, AND TO SOLTCIT THEIR ADVICE CONCERNTNG OUR

DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITTES. IH FACT., A MEETING t,llTH THE NnTunII Resounces

Couruclu rs TENTATTvELv scHEDULED FoR June 12, lgl1, To REvrew NnrunAL,s

ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM,

FnoM THE oursET, wE HAVE REcoGNtzED THAT Nonrn Derornrus

HAVE EXPERTISE WHICH IS TNVALUABLE IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF THIS PROJECT.

lhruntl HAS usED¡ AND wrLL coNTTNUE To usE THE ExpERTtsE oF THE

UnlvenstrY oF llonrx DRrolR, NonrH Dnrcorl Sr¡re Unlvenstry AND orHER

APPROPRIATE NONTH DITOTR CONSULTANTs To PERFoRM sTUDTEs RELATED To

rne Dururu teHren Pno¡ecr, 'l,lE 
FEEË, tvE HAVE AssEMBLED THE BEST posstBLE

GRoUP oF coNSULTANTS AND EXpERTs ro ASsuRE A THoRouGH AND cor'tplËre
I

STUDY OF ALL ASPECTS OF THE PROJECT,

I' N¡luRAL uNDERsTANDS Nonrs Dnrorn's coNcERN FoR trs pEopLE/

LAND, AND NATURAL RESOURCES. l.lc HNVE ALWAYs ASSTGNED A VERY HIGH i
PRIORITY TO THESE MATTERS AS DEMONSTRATED BY OUR VOLUNTARY PREPARA-

TION AND SUBMISSION OF A PRELTMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSI4ENT REPORT 
;

To rHls Comm¡sstoN AND orHEn llonru Dnror¡ SrRre AcENcrEs, Ir ts ouR

COMPANY,S DESTRE TO BE A GOOD coRPoRAT-E cITTZEN In l|onrx Derorn. IF

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR ACTION IS NECESSARY ON OUR PART TO ASSURE

YOU.' THAT THIS TS OUR INTENT, WE ARE FREPARED TO TAKE WHATEVER ACT¡ON

Is APPRopnlnre ro ENABLE THIs Commrss¡oN To GRANT A pERMrr oN ouR

wATER AppLrcRrloH No, 2083,
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TESTIMONY BEFORE SI'ATE WATER COTÍI,IISSION

- Byron L. Dorgan
May L3, 197 5

Today you are cônsidering another application by a corporation that
wants to use water fron Lake SakakaÌ¡ee for the purpose of converting
coal into synthetic.natural gas. I am here to urge ycu to'postpone

Iour decision on this application and to urge you to take a first
step in developing a conprehensive plan for developing North D"kot",,
coal resources.

Instead of having a hearing on each pernrit and then reluctantly
granting water to each applicant, I am suggesting that )¡ou, under

the Administration's leadership, develop e 25 or S0-year plan for
deúeloprnent of our coal resources. This plan could serve as a guide-

post for North Dakotars connitment to a national energy progran. The

plan would tell us what kind of coal developlnent and how nuch of it
North Dakota can contribute without seriousty endangering our way

of life. 0nce we as a state have deter¡nined these lirnits, then we

would allocate water to those projects that would meet the require-

nents of the statewide plan. First preference for water pernits

should be granted to North Dakota doniciled businesses.

I a¡r worried that we are just iloneingrr ouÌselves to the danger point

by granting water permits without a defined connitment that considers

both the national energy needs and our environmental well being. I
urge you then to stop granting water permits at this point in tinre

I

I
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end concentrate instead on the devel0pment bf a state pran to con._
tribute its natural resources in a planned, orderly nanner.

The decisions you ere being asked to nake could yery dramatic 4rLyalter the living conditions of the state and pose very serious
hazards to the health and werr-being of its citizens. To grant any
more pernits at this tine would be a110wi.ng outside pressure to
stanpede us into over-conmitting our staters resources to feed the
energy needs of other areas of the country - before:

1. ,'e know whether such a sacrifice is actuarly necessary.
2. We have been able to study and plan for coal developnrent

in order to ¡¡ininize the costs to be borne by the people who lÍve.
here.

3' lfe have an adequate nethod of taxation to insure that all
of the dorrar and social costs of new energy production are borne
by those usini that energy rather than by the peopre living in the
area where itts produced.

That our state is in danger of being stanped,ed is obyious. rn rg!4
we'had coal-ftred plants with a total generating capacity of g56
megawatts' Together they burned about five ¡nillion tons of coal
and produced about 8.7. billion kilowatt hours of electricity..All
of the new units (Basin Electric, Minnkota, and upA-cp^), now under
construction, should go on rine by 19g0. At that tine, North Dakota
will be host to coal-fired, prants with a generating çapacity of
2r7l.5 negawatts, tripring the totar in ress than six years. By the
ti¡ne the Michigan-wisconsin Gasification plant begins production
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in 1981, North Dakota wirl be nining over z7 milrion tons of coal
per year - thatfs more than five times what is being stripped
today.

Itf s apparent that hre are "going slow at e very rapid pace already.

You will likely be asked to grant water pernits for at least five
more 440 nregawatt units (three for IrfDU and two for Basin Electric).
If these l¡ere granted together with even one of the gasification
plants before yôu today, North Dakotans would have conmitted then-
selves to a future dirninated by the shadow of power plants gener:
ating nearly 5r000 negawatts of electrical power and producing
nearly 200 nillion ncf of gêsr and gíant drag lines which would
feed to then over s0 nillion tons of coal.each year.

AdditionaLLy, counting the application ,foi water by peoplers Gas,

there are applications for enough water to builal 11 ¡rcire'gasifi-
cation plants in North Dakota.

The nassive increase in power production from our prairies is wholly
for the benefit of òthers. North Dakotans presently consume about
3.5 billion KWH per year - the output from about 500 megawatts of
generating capacity. This is just slightly more than the total
anount of ctrean hydropower produced at the Garrison Dan. This meens

that the equivalent of nearly all of our present coal-fired elec-

(

trical generation is being exported. Íle'are already exporting over
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2l¡ tines as much electrical. poÌrer as we consume and a full L/S of
our total natural gas production .

should we find ourselves with 5r000 megawatts and two gasification
plants in our backyard, we will be supplying other states with ten
tines the a¡¡ount of power which we are using ourselves.

I

I

I
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As r said, there are some assunptions which need to be exanined
and so¡ne conditions which need to be net before we shoul<l go any
further in issuing water pernits.

1. fs the Sacrifice Necessary? - President Ford wants to Lay
plans lot a 38 per year increase in energy use which he be-
lieves is a little less than what has historically been true.
The electric utilities clain that their deurand has been growing
by 74 per yeat - a doubling every decade. rn exa¡nining these
figures as a'basis for piant construction needs we should
keep three things in nind.

Though the population has historicarLy been rising very
rapÍdly, especially since the war - we are now at a

figure of zero population growth. Therefore, now r.re

should look at per capita trends in energy use.

79

t

I

aLc

b There has recently been a gigantic shift to electricity
away from direct use of fuels particul arLy by the in-
dustrial segment which has been enticed by super cut
rate prices for electricity. lfith the exception of,

space heating and direct heating this shift is nearly
conplete and need not be an eLement in future demand

proj ections.

c The production of electricity ii energy-inefficient.
takes approxinately three ti¡ues the BTU fuel input to

It



6-

get the same anount of energy one would have

the fuel directly. If you needed 56r000,000

energy you could get that from one barrel .of

or f¡on 16,400 KI{II of electricity. The only
that the production of the electricity would

3 barrels of oil. Since it isn't inperative

80

by burning

BTU of

crude oil
difference is
require about

to have all

2

of our new energy in the fo¡m of electricÍty, we should
look at Net energy needs - how nuch effective energy

is used rather than the BTU value of fuels used to pro-
duce that amount of energy with a large part converted
to electricity.

rf one looks at the Net effective energy use per capita
one fincls that since 19s0 it has risen at only l.St per
yeat - fron 195 nillion BTU per person in 1950 to zgs

nillion BTU per person L.n L9?2. This is only half as

fast as President Fordrs projections and far below the 7l
per year historic growth in the use of electricity.
Perhaps a nisallocation of our natural resources has as

much to do with our energy crisis as do restless oil
producing countries.

once we have freed ourselves of the panic atnosphere that
we have no tine to lose in producing electricity and synthetic
gas if we a¡e to remain an independent nation, we can then
take another two years and a legislative session to iurther
study the effects of stack emissions on anbient air quality,
develop enlightened plans for plant citing, study the

t

I

t
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effects of coal nining on aquifers, perhaps be given
a better idea whether or not cropland can be returned
'to productivity, etc. There .are nany aspects asrsociated
with coal developnent which are stitl in a ,,trial and
errorfr stage. North Dakota deserves sone breathing roon
to prepare. herself adequately as other areas - Appalachia
is a- prine example - have not had the opportunity to do.

It appears from some of the statements that secretary of rnterior
Rogers Morton has made, that No¡th Dakota has already granted enough
water pernits to nea¡ly meet federal,expectations through the year
1980' . rf that is true, there is no reason at all for this water
conmission to grant further water perrnits before we have a state-
wide long tange plan for doing so.

rn'ny opinion, the 1975 legislalure took actions ri,hich hrere detrimental
to this state in the development of our coal resources. First, the
legislature stripped the water commission of its authority to inpose
conditions on nater pernits for coar processing prants; second,
the legislature refused to centralize in one agency the .natural
resource managenent functiôns that would be protective of the peoplers
interests and; third, the legislature defied the principle that
energy conpanies should pay the same kinds of taxes that other North
Dakota citizens pay.

To expand further on the tax point, the legistature enacted an in-
adequate severance tax which was what the indust¡y wanted, rather
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than what the people needed. rn the area of production taxes, the
legislature established a cut rate tax progran for the energy
industry. rf you or r owned a conbination of propert/ around
North Dakota, farrnlancl, residential hornes, comnercial butrirr"s""r,
for every $roo of property value we would pay $r.s0 in property
taxes. lye expected the energy industry to do the same. However, the
legislature told the energy conpanies that they did not have to
pay the same kinds of taxes that the average folks pay in North
Dakota. They told a gasificatioq prant that instead of paying
$r.so for every $100 0f value like the resr of the people do, you
only have to Pay 90û. They were even more generous in the treatnent
of the electric generating plants.

They told the electric generating plants that they only had to pay
30û tax on every $100 worth of property. value. rn other words,
the legislature told these companies that if they come in and build
giant electric generating plants so that they can ship energy eest
and south, they only have to pay l/S of the taxes that we ask other
North Dakotans to pay.

In light of the legislature's actions.in the areas that..r rnentioned,
r think it is tir¡e the water. comnission takes a rest in the, granting
of water permits and iet us instead begin developing a conprehensive
plan fo¡ rational developnent of our coal resources. That course
of action would benefit the people of North Dakota and that is
the constituency both you and I serve

82
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},HEREAS,

for Natural Resou Def Counci v. ggll3g,, ha3 directed the Arrry

corps of Engineers to adhere to the definltion of |tnavlgable watersrras

contained in Section 502(7) of the Fedeial Uatcr Pollutlon Control Act

Anendments of 1972 (rVPCe)*; and

UHEREAS, rrnavigable vúaters¡r has been defined by thc FbtPGA to meân¡\¿aters

of the United States including the terrltorlal seasrr¡ and

WHEREAS, such defînition radically expands federal jurisdict¡on over

the nation¡s waters by a questlonablc interpretatlon Of the Colrmerce ClauSq; and

ITHEREAS, the reclassifiCation of nany bodics of watcr' heretofore declared

nonnavigable, arbitrarily lmposes a'navigation scrvitude upon the riparian

ovrners ; and

L¡HEREAS, the redefinition of navigablllty threatcns to abandon statutory

and administrative procedures which have been developed and rsfincd by states

for nearlY a century; and

IJHEREAS, the encroachm'ent of regulatory control over all bodies of water

by federaì agencies further centralizes government, destroying local contro¡

and responsibility for management of North Dakotars natural resources''

NOlr, THEREFoRE, BE lT RESOLVED by the lbrth Dakota Statc Ìlater comnlgsion'

at ¡ts meet¡ng held in Bismarck, North Dakota, on this l3th day of l'lay' 1975'

that the congress of.the united stales is requésted to enact legislåt¡on to

*86 stat. 8t6 , 33 u.s.c. 331251 , 9,!. -1g..

' RESoLUT¡olt 75-5-t79

Requesting Congress to Redefine
I'Navi jable Uáters" for Responsibi I lties
of the U. S. ArmY CorPs of Englneers

the U. S. District Court, Dlstrlct of Colr.rnbia, ln I ts oplnion

,

I

)
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lin¡it the criteria of navigability for respons¡bll¡tles of the Arnry Corps of
Engineers under Section 404 of the FUPCA and thc River and Harbor Act of 1899

to túaterways having present actual capablllty for transportlng caunerce; and.

BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Army Corpl of Eng'ineers de.lay additional

navigability determinations at this time; and

BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED that copics of thls Resolutlon be transm¡tted to

North Dakotars Congressional Delegation; Chalñnan, l,llssouri Rlver Basln

conm¡ssion; and chairman, upper ltississippi Rlver Basin cormlssión.

FOR THE NORTH DAKOTA STATE Ù'ATER COHilISSIOI{:

t
Governor-Cha Í rman

ATTEST:

,

I

,

\

SEAL
\r'

.a

L-

l

U..."tr,¡ l"b
Vernon Fahy
Secretary

o

a
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NORTH DAKOTA STATE }'ATER COI{I{ISSI.ON
F tÎ{ANC tAL STATEI.|ENT JUNE 30, tg75

1973-75 APPROPR IAT I ONS c5-t.2

Avai lable Funds
APPROPRIATIONS

$l,108,639.00

t77 ,225.0O

t 63}600. OO

39,500.00

60,000 .00

25 ,000. 00

D i sbursements
TO DATE JUNE '75 UNEXPENDED

Account Balances
Et{cut{B. UNENCUI{8.

GENERAL OPERATIONS ACCOU],II

1003-SALARtEs EXPEI|SE (t )

2003-Fees and Services

300J-Supt¡ ies and |taterials

4oo3-Equ i pnnnt

5403-Red Basln Corm.

5413-tlo. Rl ver Bas ln Corm.

5423-Contracr Fund (2)

TOTAL GENERAL OPERATIONS

339-ülest River Divers ion (3)

(l )

(21

(3)

(4)

851 ,ooo. oo ,h14.\o I o

$3,4241964.00 52,7oj,oql .95

250,8t8.00 lgt,0go.05

S 99,322.56(4) S

19,253.04

n;il9.57

t,6ot.oo

¡5 ,3oo.8t

I ,262.t6

5\7,5 .60 I 50 ,000.00

5725 ,38\ .97 S t 50 , ooo . oo

69,737 .95

I

st,0t4,779.36

157,971.96

I 52,490.43

37 
'899. 

sg

t4,699.t6

23,737 .64

$ 5l ,331r. t6,

9,63\.96

6,759.2t

3,755.00

I 03.70

179.4\

1,965.40

5173,730.87

5,t+87 .\z

S 99,322.s6

I 9,253.04

il,il9.57
I,60t .oo

åj,300.84

1,262.36

,525.60

3575,384.g1

69,737.95

(

I nc I udes
I ncl udes
I nc I udes

I nc I udes

I ncl udes

I nc I udes

$90,000.00 Federal Grant
1¡9,990.00 transfer from Contract Fund to Salaries535,847 Interlm Legisl"t¡re a"ilon

$900,000.00 project Col lectlons

$55,000.00 Federal Grant

$5,469.!2 deposit - lncorrect payroll check issued.

@vr
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NORTH DAKOTA STATE I/ATER COMMISSTON

FINANCIAL STATEMENT JUNE 30, 1975
I 97 3-7 5 APPROPR I AT I ONS

;

Avai lable Funds
APPROPRIATIONS

D i sbursements
TO DATE JUNE '75 UNEXPENDED

Account Balances
ENCUMB.

c5-t.2

UNENCUMB.

GENERAL OPERATIONS ACCOUNT

I 003-SALAR I ES EXPENSE (t )

200J-Fees and Services

300J-Suptl ies and Materials

4OO3-fqui pment

5403-ne¿ Basîn Comm.

5413-¡lo" River Basin Comm.

5423-gon.racr Fund (2)

$1,108,639.00

177 ,225 "OO

I 63 ,6oo . oo

39 ,500. 00

60, ooo. oo

25,000. 00

$1,014,779.36

l57,g7t .96

152,480.43

37 ,899.00

l\,699.16

23,737 .64

$ 5l ,334.16

9,63\.96

6,lS8.zl

3,755.00

I 03.70

179.\\

rgl,965.40

$173 ,730.87

5,487 .42

8¡l 000.00 I

$ 99,322.56(\) $

19,253.0\

1 1,il9.57

t,6ot.oo

45,300.84

1,262.36

547,5 60 150,000.00 3

5725,184.97 $t50,ooo.oo

69,737 .95

s 99,322.56

19 ,253.04

lt,ltg.57

l,60l.o0

45 ,300.84

1,262.36

97,52 5.60

5575,38\.97

69,737 .g5

,303 414.40

ToTAL GENERAL.oPERATtoNS $3,\Z\,g64.00 $2,705,04.t .95

339-t^Jest River Divers ion (3) 25O,Btg.0O lgl ,0g0.05
(l) lncludes S9o,ooo.00 Federal Grant

lncludes $49,000.00 transfer from contract Fund to sararieslncìudes $35,847 lnterim Legislative action

(2) lncludes $9oo,oo0.oo project Col lections
(3) lncludes 955,000.00 Federal crant

(4) lncludes $5,469.!2 deposit - incorrect payror .l check issued.

oo
\-r¡



NORTH DAKOTA STATE I¡TATER C0,,.:SStON

OBJECT BUDGET COMPARI SON-
1973'1975 Biennium

August 19, 1975
Sl,/C Fi le C5-1 .4

86

EXP. % OT

BUDGET TIHE
STD. ( 100) 't;,
sAL. STD 95.8

90
101
113
115
45
86

I

C

J

CO DE

1 000
1820
I 830
1 840
1 850
1 880

21 10
2120
2130
2150
2210
2220
2230
231A
2410
2\20
2510
2513
2560
'1

OBJ E CT
DESCRIPTION

Salaries
0asis
Social Security
l'ledical lnsurance
Workman I s Compensation
State Ret i rement
TOTAL SALARIES ê TIAGES

Meal s and Lodg i ng
Personal Vehicle Mi leage
Commerc i al Transportat ion
Miscel laneous Travel
lrlater-Ga rbage
Natural Gas
Electricity
Rental -Equi pment
Pos tage
Tel ephone
Repaír-Equipment
Maintenance Contracts
Repai r-Bui lding E Grounds
Legal Fees
Aud i t Fees
Engineering Fees
Data Processing
Microfi lm Service
Consul t ing Fees
lnstructors Fees
Photographers Fees
Misc. Professional Fees
Fidel i ty Bond
Property I nsurance
Liability lnsurance
Radio-Newspaper Fees
Rewards-Premi ums
Licenses and Taxes
Dues
Fre i ght
MiscelÌaneous
TOTAL FEES T SERV I CES

0ffice Suppl ies
Central Reproduct ¡on
Prînting-Commercial
Books, Subscriptions
Films
Periodicaìs
Hdwe. E BIdg. Suppl ies
Motor Vehicle Suppl ies
Parts-lncluding Tires
Mi scel I aneous
TOTAL SUPPLIES E MATERIALS

$ 915,167.68 $ 1,oo9,o3g.Oo
4 ,057 .o3 4 , ooo. oo

48,934.19 43,OOO.OO
13 ,830.35 12, OOO.00
1,817.30 4,o0o.oo
0 972.81 000. 00

JULY 1 , '73
JUNE 30, | 75
EXPEND.

$ 56,679.92 $
5 ,118.29

15 ,368.23
2,589.87

13t+.32
892.83

1 ,040.54
7,061 .26
l+,600.65
5 ,982.25

10 ,534.12
5,531 .tl3

JUNE 1975
EXPEND.

$46, 1 66. og
139 -14

2,700.79
611 .72

I 1 6.4

$ 3,312.7t
12O.45
\\6.97
96.9\

28.67
126.89
164.50
221.74

\27.53
218.10

270. 00
809. oo

51.55

1,250.00

220.69
1,116.00

677 .88

55.7\

7.00

12.60

$ 4t8.6r
329 .40
351.13
256.63

30.25
41 .50

2,918.59
1 ,316.80
1,095.36

BUDGET

3,174.50
80g. oo
771 .11

3,6t+2.6\

5,263.\5
4s.so

2,O92.63
1 7, 1 88.98

30. 00
1 ,074.5\
1,29f.00

7\9.56

3,51o.54
393.71
800.44

$ I 2,310.08
5,779.99

2\,709.o9
\,116.94
1"517.09

t+0,\78.31
39,468.67
2t+ ,190.02

9.63

,000. 00
300.00

,000.00
900.00

, 000.00
,000. 00
,000.00
,000. 00
,000. 00
500. 00
500. 00
700. 00

1,5oo.oo
5, 000. 00
1 ,000. 00
3,900.00

2 ,500.00
1 2 ,000.00

l,
1,

5.00
0.00
0.00

22
00
00

77
8

15
4

5
6
5
2

5

1 9,200.00
2 ,500. 00

1 7, 500. 00

$

73
6\

102
64
45
89

115
141

76
119
88

110

aur\
2618
2619
2650
2680
2682
2699
27 10
2720
2730
2911
2912
291\
2915
2916
2999

1 00.00
4oo. oo
000. 00
500.00
500. 00
700.00
000. 00
000.00
000. 00

3
2
I

216
73

135

84
143
30
77

129
150

50
117

19
80

9

31 00
31 05
3120
31 30
3132
31j3

5,000. 00
1 ,900. 00

6\
231
141
8z
80

118
81

113
77
15

00118 1 00. 00
50 ,000. 00
35, 0oo. oo
3l,4oo.oo

1 ,000.00

1
3ö00
3959

.0
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OBJECT
DESCRIPTION

0ffice Equipment
Motor Vehicles
Machines E Equipment
TOTAL EQU I PMENT

Contract Payments

Souris-Red-Rainy R. Basin
Comrnission

Missouri River Basin Comm.

I^lest River Diversion

-2-

MAY 1 975
EXPEND.

$ 3,755.00

103.70

179 . \\

5,\87 .42

JULY 1,
JUNE 30
EXPEND.

EXP. % OF
BUDGET T II-,IE

116
92

95

BUDGET

$ 5,5oo. oo
26 ,500.00

00.00

'73
'75

ú

41 00
43oo
4400

5\23

5403

5\13

339

(l) Appropriation
Est. Federal Grant
Trans. From Cont.

Fund
Legislative Action

Appropriation
Est. Federal Funds

$ 6,386. I 1

24,321 .73
7 191 . 16

$101,965.40 $1,303,474.40 $1,851,000.00 7O

241\ ,699 .16

23,737 .64

181,080.05

60 ,000. 00

25 ,000.00

1 95,8r 8. oo (3) 92

TOTAL APPROPRIATION $179,218.29 S2,886,122.0A $3,584,935.00 80

$ 792
000

$1,108,639

s 195,818
( un known )

(2) Appropr i at ion
Est. Col lections

933
90

49, ooo
35,847

$1,ooo.oo
900. 00

$l,9oo.oo

(

)e\ 2\/2\ months - 100 percent biennium elapsed

Dist.
6rm.
VF

ME

KK

(

500. 0039



)

NORTH DAKOTA STATE }IATER COI{HISSION
FtNANCtAL STATEITENT JULY 3t, tg75

197 3-75 APPROPR IAT I ONS

Avai lable Funds
APPROPRIATIONS

D i sbursements
TO DATE JULY '75

c5-r.2

Account Balance
UNEXPENDED

GENERAL OPERATIONS ACCOUNT

ì003-Salaries Expense (l )

2003-Fees and Services

3003-Sroo¡ ies and ilaterlals

4oo3- rqu I pÍÊnr

5403-ne¿ Basln Comm.

54¡ 3-t'to. Rl ver Bas i n Comm.

5423-Contract Fund (Zl

TOTAL GENERAL OPERATIONS

339-ÌJest R lver D lvers ion (3)

(t )

$1,108,639.00

117,225.00

' t63,600.oo

39,500. 00

60,000.00

25,000.00

| ,85t .000. oo

$3,424,964. oo

s zl t,636.00

$t,063,o6t.77

I 69,360.90

t63,600. OO

39,\52.27

23,699 -t6

23,737 .64

I ,44t,

s2,92\rgo2.8t+

$ 207 ,38\.27

991 . l0 t 38.5t 6.

i 53,745.33

I I ,388.94

il , il9.57

1,553-27

g ,000. 00

.00

7o

s225,503.25

$ t9,852.42

5 \5,577 .23

7,864. l o

.00

47.73

36,300.84

1,262.36

409,008. 90 (2)

s5oo,06¡. t6 {:

$ \,251 .13

(21

(¡)

lncludes $90,000.00 Federal Grant
Includes 94g,goo.o0 transfer from contract Fund to salarlesIncludes $35,847 lnterim Legíslative action

lncludes $900,000'00 Project collections -(actual collections were s409,00g.90 less than approprlated)
lncludes $15,818 project Col lections

æe


