
MINUÏES

North Dakota State l,later Cormission
Bismarck, North Dakota

February 21, l9B4

Commi ssion held a
Bui ìdi ng, Bi smarck,
meeting to order
present the agenda.

The North Dakota State Water
meeting on February 21, 1984, at the State Office
North Dakota. Acting Chairman, Kent Jones, called theat 9:.l5 a.n., and requested Secretary Vernón Fahy to

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Fll€:n-T.T'l son,-Gove rn or - C h ai rma n
Kent Jones, Cormiss'ioner, Department of Agricuìture, Bismarck
Florenz Bjornson, Member froin l,lest Fargo
Ray Hutton, Member from Oslo, Minnesotã
Garvin Jacobson, Member from Atexander
Guy Larson, Member from Bismarck
Bernard Vculek, Men¡ber from Crete
Vernon Fahy, State Eng'ineer and Secretary, North Dakota

State Water Commiss'ion, Bismarck

MEMBERS ABSENT:
nVi-nT -ramer,-Uember from Minot
Henry Schank, Member from Dickinson

OTHERS PRISENT:
Sl!ã'ie trlãF6-nmi ssì on Staff
Approximateìy 35 persons interested in agenda ìtems

The attendance register is on file in the State Water(filed with off icia'l copy of minutes).
Commi ssion offices

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

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
OF DECEMBER 7, ì983 MEETING .
APPROVED

The minutes of the December 7, lg83
meeting were approved by the foì-
lowing motion:

It was moved by Cormissioner Jacobson,
seconded by CommÍssioner Bjornson, and
unanimous'ly carried, that the minutes
of December 7, 1983 be approved as
presented.
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sOurHtlEST PIPELINE Bob Dorothy, project Manager for
PROJECT REPORT r!^-\ Southwesr fïpetinè'Þió¡eðt,-report_(stlc Project No.: 1736) ed that Beär, Sterñi--a'co., He,,

Senjor.Manasins-underwrirer ror the projlilf ' *iåïoroui'i.j:H::g r:ì..l!:
were Pipgr, Jaffray & Hopwood, Mi.nneapoìis, and Dain Bosworth incorporated,
M'inneapoìis.. Mr, Dorothy said a mêeting has been held with the Senior
I'lanagilg. underwriter, and March 5 and 6, l9g4 have been tentativeiy
scheduìed for them to meet in Bismarck.

acquisition prosram has been iniriut"¿ tll'rn3til:!I..]nottu'ed 
that a land

been schedured with rhe rnrerim ¡ratura?'*::3llåi'ciiåilil:'rå'ii!l!flrn':
project. .update fgpof!: In the spring, the Budget Sectioir of the
Legislative Council will hear a similai reþort.

-Bruce McCollom discussed therelocations of the pipel'i.ne in the coaì areas and 'indicated that the net
cost effect of the pipeline.relocations in three areas resulted in a sìight
decrease from the cost of the origìnal route.

Re'lative to progress on the final
design, Mr. McCollom indicated that the surface bôriñgs on all of thepipeìine have been compìgted, Ground surveys have beeñ completed and anaerial TaP is approximately three-fourths comþleted. tlork häs connencedw'ith right-of-w9y people . to acquire a site fòr the water treatment plant
ald !9 acquire sites for the varfous pump stations and reservoirs along thepipeline. Mr. McCollom mentioned several North Dakota firms have -been

h'ired-to perform various tasks for the project and indicated that currentìythe final design for the project will ìnclude a 326-mile system with thä
current total cost estimate at approxirnately gl02 mil'lion.

Governor 0lson assumes chair.

Mr. McCol lom discussed with the
Commission members alternate construction standards to be used on the 6"
through 12" pipe and stated that the Conmission needs to make a decision
whether or not the 6" through 12" pipe is to be designed to be laid to line
and grade. Mr. McCollom discussed severaì factori that will result in acost savings re]ative to the construction standards and it tras the
reconnendation of the. Consulting Engineer and the State EngÍneer that the
comm'ission act favorabìy that the 6'r through]2" pipe be laid to]ine and
grade.

It was moved by Corrnissioner Larson,
seconded by Cormissioner Hutton, and
unanimously carried, that the State
blater Cormission authorize the 6" through
12" pipe be designed to be laid to liné
and grade.

¡ The Conmission discussed thepossibility of phasing construction þr tne water treatment plant. Mr.
I

February 2ì, t984



3

e contracts have been executed by t9of I,003 million galìons annuãlly,
igated to supply a maximum of 4.4itontracts. The design flow for plan Bllom said that an initiat treatment

capaciry than requiled by the contru.rll"otillll"l::';::.Ío".oii!ii3.irT"î;
has been recormended that the water treatment piañt-óe-ãõñ.trü.iäã" in twophases. The estimated initial cosr savinis is -Si.äã- ;iiiion. Theestinated cost to complete the second phase-in todays ãóllä"i"i, $l.tgm'illìon.

It was moved by Conrnissioner Bjornson,
seconded by Cormissioner Larson, and
unanimously carried, that the Siate tJater
Commission authorize that the fìnal desÍgn
of the water treatment plant be based on-
construction in two phases.

It was moved by Conrnissioner Jacobson,
seconded by Conmissioner Vculek, and
unanimously carried, that the State
lJater Corrníssion authorize the alternate
reserve storage crjteria given in Sectionl2.6.of September, l9B2 Finaì Report be
adopted for design and that the !.¡te layout
and preparat'ion be set up to allow addiirg a
second storage reservoir of the same sizõat a ìater date.

possibre sires for the rocarion of rn:,llil. !!ffi;lli oi;':iì:Íi,n'l[Ë:
Basin Electric site - State share of facitìtv $S.ãò miilion; ái'-ÀlternateSite No. I which is located approximately o'ne-mile north oi nñe-Aãsin site- in comparison_ to ANG-Basiir' site thäre wourà be cost iavings ofapproximatelv 9750,000; and 3) Atrernate sitÀ ¡¡o. z ùñiãn 

-ii 'located
approximately 1å n'iles north and east of exìsting ANG-eaiin iite - incomparison to ANG-Basin site there would be an appñoxinate colt iav.ings oi$l mi I l'ion.

i nformati on
ìocation of

ro the commission members ol";n. lf;::lt;irrT[i:"1li:, Í::u'ffi:the intake structure, and noted there'upp"ã"r io ¡e a cost
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savings potentìal in a state-owned independent intake site. It u,as
recormendgd by the Consulting Engineer and the State Engineer that if it isthe Cormission's decision to consider a separate intáke site location,
that Alternate No. 2 be considered

It was moved by Cormissioner Jones,
seconded by Connissioner Bjornson,
and unanimously carried, that the
State tlater Conmission approve
Alternate Site No. 2 as previously
described as the Iocation for the
intake site in the final des'ign of
the project.

Secretary Fahy discussed right-of-
way acquisition for 18 critical sites, which include the water treatmentplant and pumping stations, and pipeìine sites. Arrangements are in
Progress to obtain right-of-access and right-of-way acquisition for the
water treatment p1ant. Relatjve to ;he pump station sjtes, Secretary Fahy
said it will be necessary to acquire the sites and begin drilting as soonas possìbìe. Acquisition for the pipeline will be by easernent ánd should
also begin as soon as possible.

At the Conmission's December 7,.l983 meeting, the State Engìneer suggested and the Corsnission members
concurred that at this time the pipeline right-of-way be acquired by
opt'ions rather than easements. The Legislature appropriated funds for thê
acquisitìon of right-of-way and correspondence from the l,lest River l,later
Supply District has recormended that right-of-way should be acquired in
total now instead of getting options. Therefore, Secretary Fahy'indicated
that the Conmission may wish to reconsider its action of Deðembei 7, 1983.

It was moved by Corn'issioner Jacobson,
seconded by Conrnissioner Jones, and
unanimously camied, that the State
blater Conmission authorize the acquisition
of easements for the pipeline right-of-way.

Secretary Fahy stated that in the
acguisjtion of the pipeline easements, it witl be necessary to hire
profess'ionaìs to negotiate with the landowners and make arrangements for
acquìring the easements. It wiìì be necessary to request proposals for
this work. Secretary Fahy requested the Conmission to consìdèr authorizing
the State Eng'ineer to proceed in requesting separate proposals for the feé
acqu!sition sites (18) and the pipeline easements for the Southwest
Pipeline Project.

It was moved by Commissioner Larson,
seconded by Conrnissioner Vculek, and
unanimously carried, that the State
l,later Conrnission authorìze the State
Engìneer to proceed 'in obtaining proposals

February 2.l, ì984
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for the professional work necessary in
qcqulring the right-of-way acquisition
for 18 criticaì sites and the pipeline
easements.

Mr. Michael Dwyer, retained to
conduct research on mineral issues as they reìate to the Southwest PipelineProject, indicated that the Cormission witl be requìred to make decisionson how 'it should address the matter of minera'l inierests during right-of-
Yay _acquisition_for-the Proiect. Mr. Dwyer presented informãtion-on the
legaì _nature, lega'l statutes, and other ìegal issues relating to the
mineraì interests as they may be affecting the-project

Several issues and alternatives
were discussed relative to mineral interests, and it was the consensus of
the Commission members that a tentative poìicy of addressing this matter in
tl,e -acquisit'ion of right-of-way would be to agree to either reìocate thepipeline or compensate for the value of the ninerals when mining becameinminent. The choice would be at the discretìon of the State Water
Conrniss'ion. The Cormission agreed that the Public Service Conmission
should be contacted to determine what effect, if ôîv, its po1 icies
concerning exclusion and avoidance areas might have ôn project land
acqu'i si ti on .

It was moved by Corrnissioner Jacobson,
seconded by Cormissioner Bjornson, and
unanimously carried, that the State lllater
Cornmission approve the establishment of
a tentative poìicy on mineral interests
in the acquisition of right-of-way agreeing,
at the discretion of the State b{ater Conmission,
to either reìocate the pipeline or compensate
the mineral o¡,rner for the value of the mineral
interests at the tine nining was irminent;
and to seek an opinion from the Public Service
Commission concerning the effects of its
po'licies on location of project facilities
with respect to avoidance and exclusion
provi si ons .

Mr. McCo'l I om noted at the
completion of the Project-discussion that the action taken by the
Commission at this meeti!g wtlì resu'lt in a cost savings of approximately
$5 million; thus the totat estimated cost to construct tne pro¡äêt would bé
reduced to $97 million.

FILING OF SOUTHI.IEST
PIPELINE PROJECT WATER
PERMIT APPLICATION
(St'lC tlater Permit No. 3688)

feet of water annually (13,047 acre-feet
feet for rural domestic use) fron Lake Sis to be located in the SEå of Section

The State tr,later Cormissi
application with the Sta
for a water permit for
west Pipeline Project re
appropriate a total of I
for municipal use and 4

akakawea. The point of
l?, Township 146 North,

on filed an
te Engineer
the South-

questing to
7,.l00 acre-
,053 acre-

di versi on
Range 88

February 21, 1984
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l'lest, in Mercer County. The landowners within a one-mile radius wilt benotified of .the app'lication 
^and.upon receipt of thà Affidavit oi l,|ãiltng 

-ã
public hearing will be scheduled.'

CONSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST 0n November lg, ì983, a request wasFR0M RED RIVER JOINT BOARD received from'thã-Rå¿-nìu.. JoinrFOR AN ENGINEER/HYDR0LOGIST tdater Resource Board for the StateIN RED RMR VALLEY Uater Conmission to estabìish,(stJc Project No. rTos) within ùte nã¿-lirue"- vãrr.y, an

,silt: The.request indicated rhar rhe r.ifft;:."it;:rtå"0.i'31!:frill'li'1fl;total offìce, salary and miìeage.expense, with -itrð '.årãiñinö portionrequested from the State Water Conmission.

ar a Red River roinr Board meerins n.ruTl;'o?:iffi:ål ffi'o:::*ffii 3tilä'ff:Board asked the State tlater Cormisõion to proviae a written proposa'¡. 0nJanuarv ì8, 1984, the Joint Board held a ineering anã u iãIt.ilõiõposat waspresented at that time for their consideratíon. The intäni of theproposal was to provide an.engineer/hydroìogist in ttre vãllàv-iä work wjththe Joint Board as welì as the-12 wate-r resoü"ãe boards of the Joint Board.
droìogist .and a part-time secretary.
nder the direct supervision of t-he
the office to be open through June,
The Cormission,s 

-share 
wõuld bé

oard voted to accept the proposaì.

of a resionar office of rhe srare hrater ::ili:3iårti!tn;tu:'ÍJn':r:l' tff;:
performance audit done for the Legislative Council in 1978 ràcónmãn¿ed thatthe Cormission someday have a relional orriãe in the eastern half of theState as well as the western haìõ. secretary Èahy inaicãtä¿ [r'åt in his

egisìature, he has indicated that it
offices in the future. He said an
help the Red River Joint Board andctivities of the individual Boards inould al so he'lp to camyout the

ormission and State Engineei in the

Ensineer rhar rhe commission consig."lleoüiul'i3oT3!t"ooll..illi..lt'li
establishing a regionar office in rhe Reä'nivãr vãllãv-ãn¿'g;ãn;''$qã,zsôfor the-project. .Iñe_expense for the office should be cost shared with theJoint Board and the Cor,rmission's share of the funds shou'ld ãôme--from thetract Fund, the Conrmission would be

ature to give a high priority for
d damage reduction iñ tt¡ê Red 

-River
t in order to utililze funds from the
reguest the Energency Cormission to
aries and operating expense budgets.
the authorizat.ion of one and one-
engineer/hydrologist and secretary.be recognized that there i s a

February 21, l9g4
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possibility that the .loint Board's request for sharing the costs of theoffice could extend into future bienniùñ:- iË iäco¡men¿arion made at thistine wourd not be a cormitment for ¡urãiü in"ine-ruture bienniums.

the Red River Joint Board, re.iteratefor the regional office, and-[he rpfogram. He indicated the establishin better cormunications Uetweàñ tne
Board and urged favorable consiJerat

indicated the county supports rhe idea ,?']lf.oli]f;il, l"l]n.,];åìtl*1::'Tlthe Red River Valley.

It was moved by Conrmissioner Hutton,
seconded. by Conrni ssioner Bjornson,
and unan'imously carried, tñat the-
!ta!e Water Coínnission-åuinoriie ureState Engineer to request from the
ïtgrggncy Comnission a transfer of
$42,250 from the Contract Fund to the
:1liii::,and operarins expðnse-urãöãt,[o estabÌish and cost participate iñ ttrefunding g! a Regional ôffice in the Red-River Vaììey foñ the balance oi ttr"
1983-'1985 bienn.iun.

CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF
COST SHARING GUIDTLINES
(Sl,lC Project No. 1753)

as soon as possìble.

February 21, l9g4



I

Water Resource Districts Associat.ion
proposal from the North Dakota }{at
al'low . pri vate engi neeri ng consu'lti
cost sharing from the State lrlater Co

River area indicated that the orothe State l{ater Corm.ission but' ra
!g fçqls the proposal is very wort
The Advisory Cortnittee of thã Inte
proposes that the State lrlater Comm
water development in the State.

Mr. Norman Rudel, Chairman of the
nd the Joint powers Board consistìng
dicated they have four projects undei

rhe projecrs rhar wiil be considered fo.B:l:lt{n:liffi lloffiî:'Í.:lî;n'î: :lcriticaì that the county proceeded ana hireã privatã engineãrs-iò' ao theengìneerìng work. She- iroted that the tJater-Reiource Districts are notunhappv. with the job the State b,later corm¡isiôn-an¿ 5tãtã- Ëñõin"." havebeen^doing but compìimented then. she saiã-tñä essoctation reaìizes thatstaff and funds are limited and feels tñai ine proposaì coutd be ofassistance in this respect.

e projects, but in order to do this

February Zl, l9g4
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I

to address the questions that have
He noted that for several years,

ve had a need to procure the sei.vìcei
projects and the costs have been

I'lr. Brei il i ng di scussedgovernmental immunity and if such irrnunity provides prõtection to thepublic. After some ãiscussion, Governor Oisãn-suggested that an AttorneyGeneral's 0pinion be requested regarding liauitity-issuéi.

i4r. Breitt ing expressed concernregard'ing dgt safety and indicated that:the-dãms in North Dakota wherethere has been to1ê .question addressed as to ilràii- Jãr.[v"-ur" aìsogovernment-designed faci I ities.

Governor 01 son stated he feel s thatit.is perhaps time to expand the state wàter cãtrìsiiônii-òãöuöity to buildwater projects and stated that he is inclined to support the proposal;however, he indicated that it is ìmportàñt tñãt-ir,e-5[ãie-waiär cbmnissionaddress all of the ramifications perfaining iò-the proposaì.- -

Governor 0lson suggested, and itwas concurred to by the. State Water Conmission, to approve-ín-piiñcipfð tfreproposal of the North Dakota trlater Resource Distriðts nssoãtaiìoñ, anãthat the Chairman of the State t'later Commissiõn-aipoiñi-an'Ãã-Hòð-cormittee
consistìng of the ltgle ..Engineer, the Assisianf'littornãv cenä"ã1, an¿ tworepresentatives of the I'later Resource Districts Assóclãiióñ io-'ñegotiateand..develop .a policy to present before the- cormission at their nextmeeti ng.

It was moved by Corrnissioner Bjornson
and seconded by Conrnissioner Vculek that
the State l,later Conmission approve in
princ'iple the proposal of the'ñorth
Dakota lJater Resou
and that an Ad Hoc
by the Chairman o
of the State Engin
General, and two r
Resource Districts Association to negotÍate
and develop a policy to present to tñe Cormissionat their next meeting.

0lson arso appointed cormissioner euv ll..fi"tl"[n.oi;'ffi:t8hri.f::':3":representative from the State b'latei Commission. He stated that theinterests of the consurting engineers s¡oui¿- ue 6;orõñ;--tefore the
Commi ttee.

The question was caìled on the motion.All members voted aye; the motion
carri ed.

The meeting recessed at l2:00 noon;
reconvened at l:00 p.m.

February 2l, l9B4



Murray Sagsveen updated the Conmis-
sion members on the litigation sta-tus of three projects: Russell
Drain, Hurricane Lake, and ChannelttAu.

Relative to Hurricane Lake, Mr.
Sagsveen stated this project is the subject of litigation by the HurricaneLake Joint Hater Resource District against the U.5. Fish- and bt.i'ldlifeService. The lawsuit was precip'itatõd by the Fish and hlildliið Service,s
purchase of waterfowl_production area easements ostensibly for the purposeof _sabotaging the District's efforts to reconstruct thä Hurricanä Lake
outì et.

sranted rundi!e-towards tr,e ull.f3ill l;*.t33li.rt|:.:::f "ff:
based on the fol 'lowi ng moti on:

t0

C0NSIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST
FROM PIERCE COUNTY I.IATER
RESOURCE BOARD TO RELEASE
APPROVED FUNDS FOR
HURRICANE LAKE
(SldC Project No. 559)

also contingent upon the availabìlity of funds."

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated that on
December 9, 1983, a request was reccived on behalfor ine Hurricane LakeJoint Board for the Corrrrission to allow partial payment on the work that
has been compìeted on the project.

It has been a policy of the Stateb{ater Commission to suspend payments to water resouräe diitricts for awater nanagement project !f the p!oject is the subject of litigation. Mr.
Sprynczynatyk ind'icated that this poricy may 6e counter -productive,
especially for_projects which the Statô Water Cónunìssion has suþpóriea birevietr, approval and on cost-sharing requests.

Cormi ssi on
action was

Hurricane Lake roint ürater Resource so."ll' ,^ïfl:IÏ:l'rh:l .l3nlll..
conmission reconsider its action of Apnil 6, ì992, and release
presentìy allocated for the Hurricane Lâke ouilet reconstruction.

of the
Water
funds

or rhe racr rhar the comnission ¡u. .oiÎÎffi:îiy 'l;lij:åt'Ínln'lrllt:H:Lake project and that the work that has been don-e to'äate has been towards
!h" -completion of the project, it u,as his recorrnendation that the
Conmission reconsider its April 6, l9g2 action and a]low iun¿i to be
expended _for the project even though alì litigation on the project has not
been resolved.

February 21, 1984
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It was n¡oved by Corrnissioner Jones,
seconded by Conmissioner Vculek, añd
unaninously carried, that the State
lJater Commission reconsidered its actionof Apriì 6, t9g2 and hereby allows iunãi
!o be dispersed for the Huirìcane Lake
Project for eligible items of work
compì eted.

coNSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST
FOR RELEASE OF ALLOCATED
FUNDS FOR RUSSELL DRAIN
(St.lC Project No. t684)

drainage laws by the Bottineau CoDistrict approached the Conmission on
and the Cormission approved such assi

"Commissioner Kramer moved to apin an amount not to exceed g2S,
items to relocate the final reato the availabììity of funds an
State Engìneer. The motion was
Jacobson. ,,

"The vice chairman stated that the corrnission action todaywould not change the possibiììty of futuie-äourt action ändcalìed for a vóte regârding the-motioñ.- ir,ð motion
unanìmously carried. i

rhe cor¡ni ssi on acti on rhe r,ri ì dr i re s"li;I;'3;::'1"'lf,3"irliiÏ 'ïll;"J:drainage. permit was unrawfurty grante¿.- -i'h"=p;vr.nt 
of the $zs,o00 wassuspended.

!'raÈer Resource Disrricr, Mr. s.s.r""1n".ff!ll:o'lnln3.3f|:li:l' 
":î:1!ifunds alreadv ailocated fór rhe Rusieri-o.aiñ-ÈiãJà.t.

State
funds
status

It was the recormendation of theEngineer that the cormission authorize the Staiã-'eìgtneer-io releãleallocated for the Russeìr Drain trojeci .eõã"ãiess or the currentof the litigat.ion.

It was moved by Cormissioner Jones,
seconded by Cormissioner Bjornson, and
unanin¡ously carried, that the State
lrlater Comnission authorize the State
Engineer to release allocated fundsfor eligible items of work comoleted
on the Russell Drain project.

February 2ì, l9B4



12

CoNSTDERATI0N 0F REQUEST
FROM SOUTHEAST CASS I,JATER
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST
SHARING ON CASS COUNTY
DRAIN NO. 35
(ShlC Project No. 1086)

coNSIDERATT0N 0F REQUEST
FROM TRAILL COUNTY I,IATER
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST
SHARING ON TRAILL COUNTY
DRAIN NO. 19
(SWC Project No. 1238)

A request received from the South-
east Cass l,later Resource Board for
cost sharing in the reconstructionof Cass County Drain No. 35 u,as
presented to the Conrni ssion for
consi derati on.

Mav re, lgB3, rhe commission .sr""aDll'0.:lifïÍTl'ilnrilll8o,,'fit rfl3reconstruction of Cg:s.County Drain-No. 35.' The i^equest being ðonsidered
now is.for cost-participatioñ in Phase III which invol'ves reãonËtrùction ofone and one-half miles of channer at the upper end of the projããi.-

The estimated cost of the thirdphase..of the project is $30,078. Since the actuaì cost for phaie II isless than the originaì estimate, a portion of the funds allocateà ior phaseII can be appìied to phase III.

stare-Ensineer rhar rhe cormission .onrrå1" iåårolli fi:'#:!!llt":n::.'!lifor .cass county Drain No. 35 and approve an 
-additioñãi -$g,zoo 

for
completion of Phase III, which would be'based on 40 pãrcenl-ot ðñå actualconstruction costs and would be contingent upon the ävailability óf funds.

rhe Sourheast cass r,larer Resource Disrri![: ?ilffi":"ålllJ,l3¿, ffEï;:!::l:and said that phase I has been completed. He u"ged fävorabteconsideration by the Comm'ission of the rebonrnendation maàe'uy the State
Engi neer.

It was moved by Cormissioner Bjornson,
seconded by Conmissioner Jones, and
unanimously carried, that the State
lJater Cormission approve amending its
present agreenent for Cass County Drain
No. 35, and that an additional SB,7OO be
approved based on 40 percent of the actual
construction costs, and contingent upon
the ava'i I abi I i ty of funds

A request received from the Traiìl
99ulty l,later Resource Board to par-
ticipate in the reconstructioh of
the Roseville Drain (Traill County
Drain No. 19) was presented to the
Conmission for consideration.

in Februarv, reTB a simirar r"ou"r3tu;.rtoHl:í#åt'1":ilotill"or.lTîT
county Board, and. in April, l97B the commission approved the Board,srequest to participate-il. thq project in an amount nòt to exceed $ãs,ooõfor the reconstruction of the dräin: Before the project was construcied,
landowners within the assessment district rroted against the reconstructionproject and the funds approved by the Cormission- were w'ithdraun. Since

February 2'1, .l984



13

tfat t'ime, a decision has been made to proceed with the reconstruction of
!lr" project and the landowners have.agreäd !o go along witñ--lñã project.
The project includes the reconstruct'ioñ of the ðhannel-and the cónstructionof a drop structure. Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated that the Commiisiõn staffhas reviewed and approved tnê aeiiglrr in thg construction piuñs. The
P!9i9ç! __has been completed and ttre total construction äosts u,ere
$59,63Q. 67.

srate Ensineer thar rhe commission 
"oll,o:l'.o:!" ;::liff;ÍåT];' fl til:reconstruction of rraill county Drain No. t9 aìlôwing +o percent ofe'ligìble_items for cost sharing noi to exceed g14,070, cõntiñgeñt upon the

avai I abi ì'ity of funds

Mr. David Holter,Traill County l'fater Resource Board, further discussed the'
the corm'ission's favorable consideration of their request

Chairman of the
project and urged
for cost sharing.

It was moved by Cornnissioner Hutton,
seconded by Corrnissioner Vcu'lek, and
unanimousìy carried, that the State
Water Commission approve cost sharing
in 40 percent of eligibìe items in an
amount not to exceed $14,020 for the
reconstruction of the Trailì County
Drain No. ì9. This motion shall be
contingent upon the availability of funds.

coNSIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST
FROI4 RICHLAND COUNTY I.¡ATER
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST
SHARING ON RTCHLAND COUNTY
DRAIN NO. 72
(SbJC Project No. 1545)

A request received from the Rich-
land County Water Resource District
to cost part]cìpate in the comple-
tion of Richland County Drain'No.
72 was presented to the Cormission
for consideration.

on Aususr t?, te8l rhe state brarer c",-i33i:. ;i:ill:ã'l;li: llil:å:'8n.::'lof .th'is ^project. Phase II consists of the ieconstruction of the upper
Pgltion of the main drain and work on Phase II was completed in the fali'of1983. Total construction costs for Phase II are gl00;372 of which $gO,giOare eligìbìe for cost sharing.

!h. projecr, and nored thar phase r?'f,Ï o:ffttå:l?nlËätnil iil:t'liil
Conservation Service and has met alt of the standards-and ciiteria forcontrol factors. He con¡nented that the local Board has spent a substantial
aT99n! of money to.mitigate the loss of wetland acres. Ït¡e entire projectwill be constructed in three phases over a period of 3-4 years.

sl?tg .Ensineer rhat rhe cornrission .on.Tl..nåio.llåtï'iü'll¡:]ll 3Í l[:eligible_.cost sharing itens not to exceed $g6,gZO, continlent upon theavailabi'lity of funds.
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It was moved by Conunissioner Jones,
seconded by Connissioner Bjornson, and
unanimously carried, that the State
hlater Commission approve cost sharing
of 40 percent of eligible items not
to exceed $36,370, for Richìand County
Drain No. 72. This motion shall be
contingent upon the availabitity of
funds.

t4

the
for

coNsrDERATroN 0F REQUEST
FROM CITY OF ENDERLIN FOR
COST SHARING IN THE ENDERLIN
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT
(StlC Project No. 1657)

A request received from the City of
Enderlin for cost participation ina fÌood control project for thecity u,as presented to the State
llater Con¡nission for cons'ideration.

Dave Sprynczynatyk explained theproject,. stating the ploject is being designed'and cónstiucted'by the St.
Pauì Dìstrict, corps.of Engineers. !n the corps report dated Júly, lggz,
the. projeg! was described to include the bank prötection work on the State
l1igfway 46 brÍdge, a series of levees within the cìty, interior flood
drainage and control, and street and railroad modificatióñs. The project
ul'iJ'! provide a 100-year flood protection for the city. The totai ðost
estimate for the project includin! both federal and no-n-federal costs Ùúas
$4,300,000. The benefit-to-cost iatio for the project was 1.05.

recenuv rhq city of EnderrÍn was inrfl;"¿ ;iii:tülllf' .nllat;Í" :331estimate had been.revised upward by approximately 4 pei^cent and that the
costs for construction, without Iand and right-of-way, will be $4,144,000.This estinate is based on the actuaì costs ior compläiion of phåsés I andII for the project and the estimate for phasäs III and Iv. Mr.
lprynczynatyk_ explained that under the authority of Section 205 of theFlood Control Act of lg4B, as - amended, thã locat project sponsor
Tu:t provide al'l costs in excess of $4,000,000; thus, thê city has' beeninformed that tl.y will have to provide 9t44,000 oi up-front money in
order for the. project to proceed. In the plan report oþ lggz, the -cost
for construction was estimated to be less thän $4,0ôO,OOO and therefore thecity had not anticipatgg that they ryould have to provide up-front money as
has been requested. The Corps has indicated that'970,000 inust be receivedby March I in order for them to follow their bid tetting schedule.
This schedule is critical to the CoIp!.in order to let bids thiõ sprtng and
compìete^the.project on time. In addition, $36,000 is required by'l.tarõn lS
and $38,000 is required by October l, .1994.

project and requested
financial assistance.

Mayor Ed Morrow also discussed
consideration of their requestfavorabl e

The State Engineer indicated theproject is beneficial and feasible and noted the Connission office has beeninvolved in the-development of the plan and has supported the project inthe past. Therefore, 'it was the recômmendation ot lhe State Ènitñäer thatthe Conmission consider approving cost participation for the eñAËrlin Flood
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Control Project in
$4,000,000, not to
availability of funds.

of the non-federal costs in000. This would be contingent
50 perc
exceed

ent

1,,
excess of
upon the

It was moved by Conmissioner Vculek,
seconded by Connissioner Larson, and
unanimously carried, that the State trrlater
Commission approve cost particpation in
the Enderìin Flood Control project in
50 percent of the non-federal ðosts in
excess of $4,000,000, not to exceed
$72,000. This motion sha'll be contingent
upon the availabììity of funds.

coNSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST
FROM MAPLE RIVER WATER
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR
COST SHARING IN FLOOD
CONTROL DAM
(SIJC Project No. '1271)

A.request received from the MapIe
River Water Resource District for
cost participation in a flood-water
retention structure to be located
on a tributary to the Maple River
rlas presented to the Conrmi ssion
members for their consideration.

_ Mr. Sprynczynatyk explained thatthis request was-presented to the Cormissìon at its iuty le,- iggs meeting,but the Commission deferred action at that meeting until móre information
was avaì lable.

9rv larn rocared approximareìy seven ,tl!: .3lljffå .ffi:3nr?i33"ÎÍ".1' .åEnderlin. 4 plçlltingfy engineering report for the project was received
on 

. 
Februa\! 7 t 1 984. The totã'l cost esti inate for the bam-.i s g7g5,000. 0fthis, $475,000, including cont'ingencies, is for the actuat coñsirúction ofthe project.

g:nçti! anarysis provided in rhe prerirïlår, :ruTff:liiltl.rÍH'ffi"0.ril:
that the benefit-to-cost ratio for'the pro¡eät wãs onty õ.s0. He noted
ll".t 9. Plrmit for the construction of'thã dam has noi been apptied for.
lJhen the final design for the project Ís submitted, the Commiliion staffwilì do a thorough review and the pro
acceptabìe operation and maintenan
construction of the project, Cormis
ensure that the information provided
to. Mr. Sprynczynatyk 'indicated that
project because of the belief that
areas the flood probìems do¡vnstream c

Mapte River lrrarer Resource Board, irli;.r:å"'Tnli'nåi;r"11å1ilîl'l.¡lli
landowners are invo'lved within the dam site and alì arä'in favor -of 

itreproiect. He commented on the good cooperat'ion with the landowners and theother l.later Resource Boards

February 21, .1984
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Mr. Duane Breiiling explained thatthe reason for requesting an . early cormilmeni f.or Iñ.-"5iãi. þIatercormiss'ion is becaúse uniess the coi¡mitment is tnown ùp-rrãñi, it isimpossible for the Board to project if they cañ take carà' or- it¡e localcosts of the project.

The State Engineer noted that inthe past for feasible pfoiects of this nature, itre iõmmiisiôñ-liantea s0percent of the cost^of eìigib'le construction ilems. In this caËe it wouldnot exceed $237,500- Cósts 'incurred by the itãte ltater corunission formonitoring -should be consjdered as part ót ttre State l,later Commiiiton costsharing. Approval of funds wouìd be contingeni-upon the avaitabilitv--õifunds.

It was moved by Conmissioner Bjornson,
seconded by Conmissioner Huttoñ, and
unanimously carried, that the State lrlater
99*ission approve cost partic.ipation in
50.percent of ç!igible cònstructìon items,
not to exceed $237,500, for the construction
of a flood-water retention structure to be
located on a tributary to the Maple River.
Also the costs incurréd by the State Water
Commiss'ion for monitorinq- construction
shall be considered a pañt of the Comnission,s
50 percent. This motiôn shalt be contingeni 

-

upon the availabiìity of funds.

coNsIDERATr0N 0F REQUEST
FROM RICHLAND COUNTY I,JATER

RESOURCE DiSTRICT FOR COST
SHARING IN A FLOOD CONTROL
DAM ON RICHLAND COUNTY DRAIN
N0.65
(SlrlC Project No . 1ZO7)

A request received from the Rich-
ìand County Water Resource Boardfor cost partic'ipation in a flood
control dam on Richland County
Drain No. 65 was presented to the
Commission members for their con-
si derat'ion .

preposar cated th r¿M[¿ t":3[:l'Íflf#fr.:-!:31':Í, ll;miles sou nkinson. e of the pióject is to ãec"ããse ftoodvolumes ty Drain the r'rir¿ hiðã River. gaieã- on thehydrologi mâtion. p dam would reduce the ¡6[_year peakflow on . .65 by _The.prelimtnãry .ntin.ãriil reportincluded ption oi for tñe pro¡ect-whiðh were ãtscussedbv Mrr natvk. re is ttrõn!"rõiai iüpfãri -ro" 
rheproject here is providing s[orage in iñali upstreamretentjon irs will be downs[rean fiood p"óuiérs.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk indìcated a
on of the dam has been received and
d hydrology data have been provided.

i s submi tted, the Conmi ss.iôn staff
peration and maintenance plan for the
struction of the project, Commission
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staff will monitor the project to ensure that the information provided forthe construction perrnir'is-adhered ro. r¡e coii f;;-;;;;¿.ü.[iðn m rheproject is estimated to be gll5,g40, jnc]udìng contingeñãiãi.

Richrand counry warer Resource Board, ffii:li":tlili; .¡, :ntJ:i;t 3l.,r*llîproject and that private.eng'ineeriñg services wilt-be-hireål'"sh. stated
l!"f9- i. v|ly. erolive soil in this ãrea anã-ñal affecred--ånoli"" areadownstream that washed out severely-several years ago. she urged thecormission's favorabre consideration -for coit iñà"ing"ìñ tnã' projäct.

Lawrence Woodbury from Houston
[ng'ineers..:Iplli5g-llgt l preliminary evaluaiiõn or ntã¡iänd'cãünty DrainNo. 05 was comp¡eted several years ago and indicated that the cósts ofitp!^gy]lg the-. channel without' any üpstream storage wouiJ- uã atmostprohìbitive. The critical nature oftnii_projãct-will-assisi in mãring thepotential feasible for future repairs of oi^aiñ tlo. 65. He noieâ-that thenumerous crossings downstream âre basically along the ¿rãin liielf. Thepreliminary work-for this_project has Ueen äompiãteo an¿ construction isready to commence, except fôr the constructioñ þermit

It was noted by the State Engineerthat the conrmissìon policy for cost ¡lraring iñ iãaiiuiä prõ¡ããii- or rhistype has^Þ9"n 50 percent oi the eligibìe itãms. In th.is'caie-ii wouìd notexceed $57'920. Costs incurred- by the -itate 
blater Con¡nission fornonitoring should be considered as pa-rt of the State lrlater Cormission costsharing. Approval of funds would be contingeni-upon the availabiliiv õifunds.

It was moved by Conmìssioner Jones,
seconded by,Conrnissioner Bjornson, and
unanimously,carried, that the Staie Water
Conmission cost share in 50 percent ofeligible itqns, not to exceeä $57,920for a floodìwater retentiôn structure
on Richìand,County Orain No. 65, and the
cost incurred by the State }Jatei Cormissionfor monitori,ng construction shalì be
considered a part of the Cormission,s
50 percent. This motion shall be
contingent upon the avaiìability of funds.

DIscussION 0F MEETING BETWEEN Mr. Duane Breitling reported on a
RED RIVER JOINT IdATER RESOURCE meeting recentiv ¡Ëld ;íii- menbers
DISTRICT AND C0NGRESSIONAL of sevéra.l Red- River Valtey htarer
DELEGATION REGARDING PROJECT Resource Aoáràs," óõuni' óonmissi-
DEVELOPMENT AND FINANCING
(StrlC Project No. l70S)

discuss the difficulties faced fur loc
federaì funding and technical asiista
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Mr. Breitling ouilined three areas
il which changes should be considered in order to ex[edite development offìood control measures in the State: l) a revision'in [ñe-iiãnãã.¿s forconputation of the cost-to-benefit ratio; ?t an entaigãmãni- of theproject lim'itat'ion for Soil Conservation iervice technical-and financia'lassistance to local_ governments; and 3) consideration of feãeral Utoðkgrant programs for flood control measures. He indicated ttrat-Uõtñ the RedRiver Joint l,later Resource Board and the North Dakota lrlater ResourceDistricts Assocìation have adopted resolutions in-Jupport'oi-'Ü,ä threeabove nlentioned items

coNSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST
FROM TO}INER COUNTY WATER
RESOURCE DISTRTCT FOR COST
SHARING IN REPAIRS TO BIG
COULEE DAM
(ShlC Project No. l418)

City of Bisbee.

l8

0n behalf of the Red River Jointlúater Resource Board, Mr. Breitìing requested the State ¡latõr Conmisston toprovide the Congressional Delegatiõn wittr the detaiti ñeôãsia"t-¿; put intomotion efforts to achieve the goals as previously referred tä ãñ¿ Ue thesponsor . for such an effort and Èhe voice'of the cónstituents of iñe Stateof North Dakota who are interested in seeing the-impier.niätion ofmeaningful flood control projects

In di scussion, the State !{aterCgyl'!ss'ion agreed that the effort to obtain more 
'flexiui 

f iiy- in theutilization of federal funds and federal agency particifation '.in localprojects 'is very worthwhile and should be- puísirea by' waier resourceinterests under the Commissìon's sponsorship.

It was moved by Conrmìssioner Bjornson,
seconded by Cormissioner Hutton, and
unanimously carried, that the State
l,Jater Commìssion authorize the State
Engineer to notify the Congressional
Delegatìon that the State lrlater
Corrnission supports the three
recormendations to procure federal
funding and technical assistance on
water retention projects.

CONSIDERATION 0F AGENCY Mr. Matt Enerson briefly discussed
FINANCIAL STATEMENT the agency,s pro¡ecis'authorìzed

rhar in rerms or the current riscar *3iitlil'"tnE"lilÍl;'i:"rìlf,l;"ìl:limitations imposed by the Legislature.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk indicated thatthe State !,later Cormission first
became involved in this project in
1967, and the multi-purpose dam was
constructed in 1969. The dam is
located in Towner County and ìs
approx'imately two miles east of the
the dam are recreation and a watersuppìy for the Ci

The primary purposes of
ty of Bisbee.
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(
In .1981, the Towner County l,Jater

l{ater Cormission to look iñto the
and to increase the height of the dam
ve the water^quality and water supply
ational benefits. Estimated cost3' tó

Commission to consider cost sharing
indicated the lJater Resource Board iã
under the cormunity bìock grant prog
is a water supply dam.

s!a!s Ensineer that rhe cormission 
"oo"oil 

.i3i ;::.i:ï:iilÍ'll'3, ;:,.:l;of the construction.costs-of.the proiäct not to äxceeã ii+i,goo, ãðnltngeni
upon the availability of funds.

It was moved by Corrnissioner Jones,
seconded by Conrnissioner Larson, and
unanimousìy carrìed, that the State
Water Cornmission approve cost partici-
pation for repairs to Big Couìôe Dam in
Towner County in 33 percént of the
construction costs of the project,
not to exceed $l4l,900, contingent upon
the avai'l abi'l i ty of funds

srATUs REP0RT 0N SHEYENNE secretary Fahy stated that at the
RIVER FL00D CoNTROL request óf thË Congiãsiìoñal Dele_
IMPROVEMENTS - puBLIc MEETING gadion, the st. Éari-oiitricr of(SIJC Project No. I344)

sponsoring a pyÞlic meeting on propo
the Sheyenne River in Noith Dâfota
February 28, 1984 in the Griggs Count

He stated that the Corps ofEngineers and the State hJater Cormission are recormenàing ã iãries ofmeasures to reduce flood damages in the Sheyenne River ãasin. Federalactions with non-federal participation are: 'levees 
and a flood diversion

channel at West Fargo/Rivèrside;' a flood diversion channel fiom ùorace tohJest- Fargo; and a raise of Baldhill Dam for flood control. State andìocal actions recomnended are: regulation of private levees ãiong the
Sheyenne Rìver; regulation of drainãge activitiãs in the watershed; and
f9g!¡lation of development act'ivities in flood-prone areas. He indìcatedthat the State tlatei Conmission has indicateã its intent to work withlocal units of government to provide the items requireJ ot- nõñ-re¿eralinterests to implement the propolal.
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DIVILS LAKE
LITIGATION REPORT
(Sl.lC Project No. 416)
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STATUS REPORT RELATM Secretary Fahy reported that mem_
T0 LEGISLATM COMMITTEES bers of Éis siaff irave been meeting
ADDRESSING THE NEED FOR with the Legisìative water cormit-
FUNDING hlATtR PROJECT tee for soñe time addressing the
OEVELOPMENT IN NORTH DAKOTA need for funding of water projects

mirtee has beèn appoinred to work with 1il.til;?r?åi?iå'r..ål å3HilH.t"i;assist and provide input to the Conmittee in tñeir decision-making process.

yeporr or the srudy and-indicated that lf,: 
^:lilf"roffiffiilÏ:" 

ñ., f,:itii;:times and next month will present their positions ãnd resoìutions to the
Leg'islati ve lrJater Cormittee. The positioirs that wi I t be presented are: I )that the State [,'later Conrnission be'the primary agency resþonsible for water
development in the State; Z) that the hesourðes-Trult Fuird be a dedicatedfund for water deveìopment and that it be administered by the Staie lrlater
Corrmission through legislative mandate_or through criteria establisheà bythe State Water Cq1nmlsiion pursuant to legis'latiie authority; anA-gi-thãithe Bank of North Dakota âssist the Sta[e ]Jater Conrmissioir-in Jãveioping
financing for the i,rater projects.

sources ror rundins or warer projecrs 
"Tii o.'l;!:.r.:åtÍ" lffi ,:*lli:::l) to ìncrease the þercentage ôf tne oiì extraclion tax that qoes into the

Resources Trust Fund f rom 'l 0 to I 5 percent i Z) tne põssi bi I .ity oftransferring coal impact funds into thè Resources Trust Fi¡nd for water
deveìopment; 3) request that the State l,later Conmission establish a systemof fees to recover administration costs; 4) money to be appropriated
from the Contract Fund as is now presently done; a-n¿ S) the $11.7 ñillionthat ¡tras used from the Resources Trust Fund this biennium fòr the Graftonstate school be returned to the Fund for water development.

The Commission heard complimentary
rer'larks from Mr. Jìm Marsden, North Dakota Farm Bureau, relative to thépositive actions taken by-the Cormission; conplimenting efforts of the
eng'ineers; and for valuable contribut'ions made by Comiisiioner Jacobson as
a rnember of the North Dakota Farm Bureau's Natura-l Resources Cor¡nittee.

It was moved by Comm
seconded by Conm'issi
unanimously carried,
adjourn at 3:00 p.m.

issioner Hutton,
oner Larson, and
that the meeting

ATTEST: son
Governor-Chai rman

State Engìneer nd Secretary February 21, ì984
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PROPOSAL:

TO:

FROM ¡

To allow private engineering consultfng services to
Þe an eligfble item for cost-eharing fion the Statelùater Co¡nmission Contract Fund.

NDSIÍC
STATE ENGINEER, VERN FAEY

NORÎE DAKOÎA ÍÙATER RESOURCE DISTRICÎS ASSN

suggeets that
rs

I f
on or ocal water

AppENDIX ,,A,, 21

ND 9fRDs Assn
February 2I, L984

eon-

I Introduction

The following propoeal represenÈs the position of the tto
Water Resource Districts Asen. The próposal was consLderedby Èhe water resouree distrrets in wórtË Dakota at Èheir
annuar neeting Ín Dickingon on Decenber 5, 1993, and was
unanimously approved for presentatfon to the NDÉwc.

II. Proposal

A. It is Broposed that the State tfaÈeraring pollcy be changed so that prí-
onsultlng services on water-relatedproJects would be an-etigibte iten for cost-sharing frmthe state Water conmissÍon contract Fundr ât the samepercenÈage rate that is presently used for the par-Èicular type of proJect.

B. General Considerations.

l. The
gi-
trÍcts

and other political isious. fhis proposal
thaÈ Èhe etaff of the

reducedr or that the StateÌfater conmission shourd cease Ëo be ínvolved in.design and constructlon actÍvities. Rather, it Íe
Èhe positfon of the ltater Resource Districts Assnthat the State lùater Connission should conÈínue toprovlde engineering servlces to local enÈ ities,
using the same approach it now usesr or âny other
approach deened eppropr iate by the State t{ater
Connls
simply
sultin

sion and the S tate Engl.neer. ThÍs proposal

resource
the StfC
engineer

str ts. Even this policy is changednay or may not approve
ing eost-eharing.

future requests for ,



2 Mgnev. The ND water Resource DisÈriets Assn is com-mÍtted to aggressivery working Èowards the con¡riÈ-ment of i.ncreased state dollaie for waÈer
developmenÈ and water menagement projects. It ierecognized thaÈ without inéreased-doilars in Èhecontract fund for water development and water manage-ment projects, this pro¡rosal cóuld result in lessproJects funded through-Èhe SyfC Contract Fund.
Eoweverr wê intend to very vigorously support addf-tionar revenues for the swc cóntract runål andr is "result, increased waÈer development and waÈer menege-
ment proJects 1n North Dakota.

U

III. Specific DetaÍIs

.rf
iblefor cost-sharing fro¡¡ the StaÈe HaÈer Connissfon

Contract Fundr the State EngÍneer nay desire to play arole in the local entl ty' E for selectlon ofa

A

B.

. Engineering services are
I investigations t (2) pre-
ibifiÈy studies, and (3)

inspecrion. rr is proposed lfl:1":iÍ'3r"1f,"3:'iff::tå?'
e.ngÍTeering services bé considered elfgÍble for äost-eharÍng from the state t{ater cou¡¡issloñ contract Fund.

private engineer, and nay
s Procesalso want Èo establlshcriteria to be used by private engineera for engiservícee which wil I be cost-shared by the State llater

Cmniss lon. s totall ble that

mos

deslgn
neering

rv. rmplçmentaÈion. rt is proposed that the state ÍfaÈer
comiEsion change its cost-sharing policy ae soon aspossible. Even though the lfater neËourcãs rntertm Conmitteeis studying the issué of waÈer projeet financing, tf¡is'p;o:-poeal should not be conÈingent upoá Èhe legisla[,ive atuãy.

Page 2
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v. Additional Reasons SupporÈíns PropoEal

A. Precedent. on several occaslons recenÈly, the State
t{ater Connrission has agreed to cost-share for prÍvate
engineering consutting servlceE, notrithstanding lts
existing policy. The Golden valley irrigation sÈudy'
the l¡lcLean County waÈer eupply study, the funds
appropriaÈed pursuant to EB 1¡¡66 (1981) in the Red Rlver
valley, etc. The SouÈhrest Pipeline Project has also
been designed by prlvate consultante. The pollcy
whereby piivate- eágineering services âre not an eligible
item Ís slowly being changed, and in our opinion ehould
be changed as a matter of policy.

B. Ltability. Ttre
assume all liabl
should continue.

fact, prfvate engineers are sub
fessional standards as well as
a problen.

loca1 sponsor ís normally required to
lity from a proJect' and thíe praetlce

Construction inspection and annual
safety Ínspections can continue to be a responeibility
of the State lfater Comniselon. Increased ltabÍlíty
problens wlll not result fron this proposal, and, in

j
I
ect to Èhe srne pro-
fability ln the event of

C. StaÈe lfaÈer CommissLon lforkload. Due to lts workload,
the State tùaÈer Cænisslon staff cannot prov ide engi-

D.

neering serviceE to all the proJects and studies belng
consldered at the present tine. PrivaÈe engineering
consulting services should be an eligible iten in order
Èo pronote water development and sater management in a
Èimely nânner. The State ffater Cærlsslon will continue
to have as nuch work as it can handle.

State tfaÈer Plan. The State lfater Comrission requires
that projecta and studies be
Plan to be eligible for cost

included in the State lfater
-sharlng. Thls policy will

VI. Concluslon.
reguesÈ for a

ellminate unnecessary studies.

Eopefully, the SI|C will favorably consider this
change in its cost-sharing policy.
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