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MINUTES

North Dakota State I'later Cormission
Fargo, North Dakota

December 13,1985

The North Dakota State lrlater
ing on Decerùer 13, 1985, at the Holiday Inn, Fargo,
Chairman, Kent Jones, called the meeting to order at

ed Secretary, Vernon Fahy, to present the agenda.
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MEMBERS PRESENT:

@g Chairman, Cormissioner, Department of
Ag

Rich

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES
OF NOVEMBER 8, 1985 MEETING -
APPROVED

riculture, Bismarck
ard Backes, Member from Glenburn

Joyce Byerly, Member from lrlatford City
Jacob Gust, Member from l{est Fargo
l.lilliam Guy, Member from Bismarck
Ray Hutton, Member from 0slo, Minnesota
l.lilliam Lardy, Menùer from Dickinson
Jerome Spaeth, Member from Bismarck
Vernon Fahy, State Engineer and Secretary, North Dakota

State Water Cormission, Bismarck

MEMBER ABSENT:
fo'ñgã [3ìl-ner, Governor-Cha i rman

OTHERS PRESENT:
Sfã-fÏãFCffini ss i on Staff
Approximately 50 p€rsons interested in agenda items

The attendance register is on file in the State lrlat,er Cormission offices
(filed with official copy of minutes).

The meeting ¡{as recorded to assist in compilation of the minutes.

The minutes of the November 8, 1985
meeting were approved by the fo'l-
lowing motion:

It was moved by Cormissioner Spaeth, seconded
by Cormissioner Gust, and unanimously camied,
that the minutes of November 8, ì985 be approved
as circulated.
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C()NSIDERATIOI{ 0F REQUEST FR0{
I.IATER RESOURCEMCHENRY COUNTY

DISTRTCT FOR ADDITIONAL COST
SHARING IN REPAIR OF EATON

FLOOD IRRIGATION PROJECT
(SIJC Projec

David Sprynczynatyk indicated that
at the September 5, 1985 l,later Com-
mission meeting, a request from the
McHenry
rict for

County llater Resource Dist-
cost shar ing

I
in the repair

of the Eaton Flood rri tion Pro-ject. At that tjme, t est imate
granted
toward

40 percent of the
e project. Mr.
prel iminary study

No. 227)

rras $30,000, and the Conmi ss ion
ems, not to exceed $12,000,t

ga
he

of
e lig
prynczynat
y the Dist

spec
the

repa r r
ible i

S
rh

y& sa id that information was based on a very
b rict.

sion neeti
Sub sequent to the Septenber Comis-rg, t,he District hired an eng

repa i
The

Ineer to develop the plans and
ificati
cost turned out to be $54,862.

cns necessary to nake the r. The
project

pro
has since been conpletid

doubled over
prepared
est imate.

and the Water Co¡mission has received a request for additional cost

than when th
. Sprync
e design
the orig

was that the amount of earthwork nearly
sharing. Mr zynatyk indicated that the reason the cost was greater

visuaì inspection, and the final design was
igi
based on actual field surveys.

Based on the actua'l costs, $54,862
would be eligible for cost sharing. 0f this,40 percent would be $e1,945.It tras the reco¡mendation of the State Engineer that the State ldater
Cormission approve an additional $9,945 cost sharing for the Eaton Flood
Irrigation Project, contingent upon the availability of funds. If the
Conmission were to approve an additional $9,945, the total Cormission cost
share would b. $e1,945.

Mr. Glenn llunderlich, Chairman of
the McHe¡ry County llater Resource Board, further explained the project and
expìained the reasons for requesting additional cost sharing.

It was moved by Cormissioner Byerly and seconded
by Comnissioner Backes that the State l,Jater
Conmission approve an additional $9,945 cost
sharing for the Eaton Flood lrrigation Project
in McHenry County. This motion shall be contingent
upon the availability of funds.

Co¡missioners Bqckes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy, Spaeth and Jones voted aye. Motion carried.

C0NSIDERATION 0F REQUEST Dave Sprynczynatyk indicated that
FR0ltl HETTINGER COUNTY l,lATER a request was received from the
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR C0ST Hettinger County tdater Resource
SHARING lil LARSON LAKE District to proceed with the Lar-
(REGENT DAH) PR0JECT son Lake (Regent Dam) Project.
(Sl/C Projecp No. 350) The project involves raising the

I spillway and embanknent by approx-
imately twþ feet. The project was first built in 'i934 by the CCC. In
1948, the I spiìlway was reconstructec. The District wishes to raise the
lake in ordþr to increase the boating and fishing value of the lake.

II gecember ì3, 1985
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ject was then bid and

The or nal estimate was based on a
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re84, rhe comission comprered a prertÍi;..;P:iliÎilllÌil[ ,.ilålio lfl' J!project. - The ¡eport showed that by raising thã lake, -the'surface 
area

would be increased from 100 acres to 2oo acreó and the áveraEe depth wouldbe increased from four feet to six feet. This wìll resul[ in' improved
boating and fishìng. The report aìso showed that the cost to nodify the
structure would be. approximately $60,000. The District is arrangin! tor
cost participation by the State Game and Fish Department. The Disiriðt tras
requested ^!!al_the State l'later Conrnission contribute 37.5 percent of thetotal, or $22,500, towards this project.

It ¡{as the recormendation of theState Engineer that the added benefits are worth the cost of t,hemodification for this project and the State tJater Conmission aoDrove cost
sharing. of 37.5- percent_of the total, not to exceed $ZZ,500,"contingent
lPon the avajlabÍlity of funds, and upon cost participation 6y the S[ate
Game and Fish Department. The State Èngineer àlso reðormendeä that the
Com!!ssion compìete the design engÍneering for the project since it did thepreliminary- engineering and that the design cost be óonsidered a part of
the Comission's share.

I'lr. Frank Mayer, Chairman of the
stated that the State Game and Fish

$15,000 towards this project. Mr.
that it will improve the quality of
hing value of the lake. He requested
for cost sharing.

It was noved by Conmissioner Lardy and seconded
by Connissioner Spaeth that the State !{ater
Conmission approve cost sharing of 37.5 percent,
not to exceed $22,500 toward tñe Larson Lake
(Regent Dam) Project in Hettinger County. This
motion shall be contingent upoñ the availability
of funds and cost participation by the State
Game and Fish Department. The State l,later
Cormission shall complete the design engineering
for the project and the design cost shalt be
considered a part of the Conmission,s cost
share.

Conmissioners Backes, Byerìy, Gust,
Lardy, Spaeth and Jones voted aye.

Guy
Hot

, Hutton,
ion carried.

CoNSIDERATIoN 0F REQUEST FRot"t
MERCER COUNTY I.JATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR C()ST SHARING IN
ANTELOPE CRFEK SNAGGING AND
CLEARING PROJECT
(SlrlC Project No. '1517)

A request was presented for the
ComnÍssion's consideration from
the Mercer County llater Resource
District to cost participate in
the snagging and cìearing of app-
roximately 2.7 mi les of Antelope
Creek near Hazen.

December 13, 1985



64

Engineer that the State Uater Cormis
and . approve 25 percent of the-ðosts
!¡eek, not to èxceed $17,50õ, con
The Connission,s cost shará wáúl¿ ai

Mercer. .counry ¡,rarer Resource Bo?11: d!!:irr|I'Ín:'J,[ åli 'llj*l:qilril:ravorable consideration for comrission-cõii-iñi.ing.

It was moved by connissioner Spaeth and secondedby conmissionei Byerrv that tñã-ität" hrater
Conmiss ion contribute-2
costs for snagging and
nor to exceed 917,500,of funds and that-engi
included in the Cornis

Conmissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,Lardy, spaeth and Jones-votéá aye.' r,ro-tion-ðãrrie¿.
CoNSTDERATIoN 0F REQUEST FROII
CITY OF RUGBY FOR CdST SHNCTTTE
IN RUGBY FLOOD CONTROL PROJECi
(SllC Project No. t566)

project involves cleanout of approxicity and downstream. The estiñãtea

represenrarives of rhe pierce counry ryl[å. is!ii¡ãå'.8ÌiJlil:.'*ilJ.nråTïagricultural benerits would ¡e inJiõñi-iiðãittl--ãñus t¡e DÌsrrícr wi I I norcost share in the project.

December 13, t9B5
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_st1te. . Ensineer rhar in consideration orIlng"å:rtT.ii:;T'Íiltï.#lrrÏ3;and the benefits from this project, il,ã 5tã[õ'water comission not costparticipate.

It was Tovçd by comnissioner gyerry and secondedby_comissionei Gusr rhar tne-5[àtä watei-ðonmiðsiondefer action on the request trom i¡e cìt.v õi nrã¡u-r9i :l:! lllfing in thd Ryeby Èioõä-cõniíoi'piðlãËt,aqq.Ìlar this_project coulil be reconsidered wheñ 
- .

addttl0nat information is available.

Comissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,Lardy, spaeth and Joñes-votéú àve.' uoiion-cãrrie¿.
CONTINUED CONSIDERATION OF
REQUEST FR${ STEELE CoUNTY
I.IATER RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR
COST SHARING IN PROPOSED
BEAVER CREEK FLOOD CONTROL DAM
(SIJC Project No. lSOg)

of the. ¡equest and deferred action u
rece i ved. '

December 13, l9g5
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administration and right-of-way. 0f this,
el igibìe for cost sharing. l,lr. Sprynczyna
permÍt has not yet been applied for, when it
reviewed to determine its adequacy.

Mr. Sprynczynaty& discussed
reduction in flows that would be realized by the-dam-beiñg in place,
also discussed the benefits that could be derived from a-projeät of-
nature.

the
and

this

$895,000 would be considered
tyk indicated that although a
is, the final design will be

expecred ro come from severar entities!"01il: u.lff ,:l¿: ,B[ÎjitI.r]l
Resource District, Traill County Water Resource Dìstrict, North Cais t'later
Resource District, Steele County I'later Resource District, and the Red River
Joint blater Resource District.

coutd nor recommend rhis projecr rro, .;"!l::ffii. :llirJiÍl'l:;o Tl"r"l;
much aware or tE strong support from that area for thè philosophy thai
storage will ultimately produce benefits for the entire nä¿ nivei- ,Basin.
He said that the State Hater Cornission may want to consider partictpàiionin thg P1giect based on the widespread éupport for this proiect anä the
general phiìosophy_amolg the area citizens thät support it.' Sðcretaiy fahvindicated that if thé State I'later Cornission 'fonsiders the l-imiieä

Mr. Bennett Rindy, Chairman of the
further explained the project. He
of Engineers did a two-year study of

imately 12 potential dam sites, one
l-lr. Rindy said that Steele County is

iver where a retention dam could be
ed project has received good support
Nelson Counties. He urged favorable

sharing.

provided cormenrs retarive ro rhe o.ooor!['¿.*itt.lltli.rlåii.['lJl!!illi;
have been reached for local costs with ttre couñties involved as weil as itlã
Red River Joint l,later Resource District.

Cormissioner Hutton îndicated thatthe¡e , is widespread suppol! for this project and said that a project suchas is being proposed is definitely needed for fìood control in'thã area.

hlater Resource Board,into several sites

Mr. Gilman Strand, Traill County
indicated that the Traill County Board has lookeã

for retention dams and the site being proposed has

December 13,1985



67

received no_opposition from the landowners, which is very unusuaì. He saidthat Traill County will benefit from this project and uiged the Comission
to act favorably on the request.

Mr. C. hl. Ekness, Chairman of the
Grand Forks County lrlater Resource Board, went on record that the Grand
Forks County b'later Resource Board wholeheartity supponts this project and
has. agreed to provide financial assistance as ¡rell'às tocal sirpport. He
said he hopes that the project can and will proceed.

Mr. Robert Thompson, Chairman of
the Red River Joint I'later Resource Board, provided the history of the iloint
Board, and conmented on_the proposed Beaver Creek Dam. He requested the
Cormission to act favorably on the request for cost sharing.

- Beverly Stone, Richland County
tlater Resource Board, made note of the increase in the Contract Fund money
qpproved_ Þy tne last session of the Legislature. She also referred to á
Corps of Engineers report of the Red River which stated that on the North
Dakota side of the Red River there is approximtely $24 million dollars in
flood damages per year. Mrs. Stone stâted that the Richland County lrlater
Resource Board feels that the proposed Beaver Creek Dam is a projecL thatjs necessary for flood control. She said that preventative mèasures must
be taken in order to reduce flood damages

It was moved by Conmissioner Guy and seconded
by Comnissioner Hutton that the State l,later
Co¡mission approve 50 percent cost sharing,
not to exceed $447,500, for the Beaver Crèek
Dam. This motion is contingent upon the
avai'lability of funds, and that the State htater
Comission shall monitor the project during
construction, costs of which shall be considered
part of the Comi ss ion , s share.

Comnissioners Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton, Lardy,
Spaeth and Jones voted aye. Comrissioner Backes
voted nay. I'lotion carried.

C0NSIDERATI0N 0F REQUEST
FRO,I N0RTH CASS LIATER
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST
SHARING ON PROPOSED IMPROVEHENTS
TO CASS COUNTY DRAIN NO. 16
(ShlC Project No. 1072)

A reguest was presented for the
Comri ss ion 's cons ideration from
the North Cass Hater Resource Dis-
trict for cost sharing on proposed
improvements to Cass County Drain
No. 16.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated theproject is near the city of Grandin and consists of reconstruction and
9.lope reduction of the drain to release standing water. The total iost of
the construction is $87,844. 0f the total conõtruction costs, $79,594 are
eligible for cost participation.

Drain No. 16 was established inì906. Since that time work has been done on the drain on several
occasions. The Cormission has participated in some of the work, and nost

December 
.l3, 

1985



recent ly,
an outlet.

in 1968, the ConmÍssion
An application to drain
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granted funds towards reconstruction offor the project is now being processed.

s!?tç..Ensineer rhar rhe cormisrion g.å1, iilr:Hrï"ifi:l:Jli 3[ l[:eligibìe-costs-for cosr sharins, nor tõ eiõeãã'$ãiie¡8, ¿;.iìüãni upon theavailabilitv of funds and the ñinal apptõiiãi-õf-;hé appriðäiiäñ-tõ drain.

Mr. Morris Melander, Chairman ofthe North cass I'rater Resoqrce Board, - ieip91ãeà'io.several questions .byComission members, and iequested'ravoråUie-ðonsideratÍon of the costsharing reqdest.

service, proriided informarion on rhe desïä l;:i:.ffiilii l3ll.!:H:ïl';f,:project.

It was moved by conmissioner Hutton and seconded
þV Conmissionei Byerty that the State üJater
Conri.r:ion grant àppróvat of 40 percent of theeligible coits, not'to exceed $3i,g3g, for - -
improvements to Cass County Dráin-No.'16. This
motion shail be contingent-upon the avairabiiiiyof funds, and the finai appröval of the appticãi,ionto drain.

Co¡rnissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy' Spaeth and Jones- votéd aye. |'lolion cariie¿.

A request was presented for the
ConmÍssion's consideration fromthe North Cass l,later ResourceDistrict for cost sharing for pro-
posed 

-_improvements to Cãss Coirnty
Drain N0.42.

plojecr is_rocared easr of Grandin .no .l[;,r,rt3[tffi;lll|#1,.,it3:33, ,:!iol channel improvemen!. by f laltenins !trç. iiópãs-ån¿'ãt¡ô rË-rËpólittoningof several cutverrs. The-rorar cosr-of i¡ã pFõjeðt-il'iãs,öõ2.-'--

1920. Since that time, work on
several occasions and the t{ater Cormi
that effort. The last tirne the Comn
application to drain for the work is

It Ìúas the recormendation of thes!a!p Engineer that the Cormission approve-cost_parficipálìü-l;-iö p.r..nt
9f thq.]!giÞ!q cosrs.for improvementi or cass cóunty oFãin-ñ0." iá, nor toexceed $18,013, contingent' upon the avaiiãuiiiiv ór-tünäs'ãna 

'ipon 
rhefinal approval of rhe ap[ìicatibn to ãrãiñ

l,lr. I'lorris Melander, Chairman ofthe North Cass lrlater Resource Board, responaeã-iä'qrestioñi iror"ðolnnission

December 13, lgg5

C0NSTDERATToN 0F REQUEST
FROM NORTH CASS WATER RESOURCE
DISTRICT FOR COST SHARING FOR
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS TO CASS
COUNTY DRAIN NO. 42
(Sl,lC Project No. lOgZ)
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and reguested the Cormission to act favorably on their request foraring.

Service, provided information
assistance for the project.

Mr. Robert Boone, Soil Conservationrelative to the design and technical

sioner Hutton and seconded
that the State l{atert sharing in 40 percent

for improvements of Cass
ot to exceed glg,0l3.

or runds, and upon ,h.'illlT'l3olåil,'|; ilåtlabiritv
apptication to drain.

Comnissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy' spaeth and Jones- votéã aye. t'toiion carrÍed.

PRESENTATION BY SOUTHEAST CASS
WATER RESOURCE DISTRICT REGARDING
FLOOD CONTROL ON SHEYENNE AND
I',IAPLE RIVERS
(S}lC Project No. 1344)

or Ensineers, srared rhar as a resurr or¡rlheR8:il: ii'Ëiiii¿j:'rl:Tt.:::l;planning studies.on the sheyenne River, à-p.ð¡ãõt-hu; tö;-rãcäñì,.n¿ed rocongress-which will reduce fiood damageó in lrrã'lðwei 
-sñãvännã-ñìïe. 

basinand includes several measures which-cãn Ue impiã*ented at the local and
ents of the project being reconmendedare: l) local protectioñ measures at
between Horace and hlest Fargo; and 3)
Id benefit comnunities downõtream to
and urban protection.

Mr. Penniman explained the
ection measures at, l,test Fargo and ino. He stated that the totãl project
ximately $24 million. 0f this tõtal

40 percent, fs considered as non-
alternatives being considered in
u la.

Mr. Penniman indicated that the
îi¡ff :i''!tgi":Ho¡;.ll'..0'l;ll:iîil: "¡l;l!i,lFl :ll,;ñi,ãili:iii, öil
make improvements to the dam itseìf for ¿am iãiäiy'purposes. The corps ofEngineers' recormended ptan for reduction or-iiõòä åamãõãJ-ãt gåïãhill Dan¡
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rable ror the proposed projecr an¿ statl[',nlî'iJl,ål.r:t;::r;Ë!. ,Tî.lJiE;
in a bill for ai¡ttioriiãtiàn"õi-tire pro¡ect an¿ federal funding. The threecomponents have been included as ¡reil ãi-ã röJerüotr on [rre'r,rãil. River.

CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF SOUTHERN
MCLEAN AND WESTERN SHERIDAN
COUNTIES I'JATER SUPPLY PROJÈCT
Sl,lC Project No. lle?)

that meeting, a ìetter from the McLecost participation and a preliminary ecost for that study was ebtimated a[ g

Decenber 13, l9g5
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In the request from the l,later
Resource Board, preliminary design study was estimated at gll0,ooo. The
actual costs for the engineering would be $80,000. The cost foi legat anA
administration efforts would óe $30,000. He discussed two optionõ that
lPpear tg be available to the t'later Resource Board. First, to þroceed with
lhe .project _in the traditional manner requesting cost sharini fron the
Conmission's Contract Fund for the project.' Sincé engÌneering ís eligible,
Secretary Fahy said it may be possiblé for the Comiõsion to'contribüte 5ópercent of the.estimate.cost for engineerìng toward the prroject. This
would fequ!!^ç $40,000 from the contñact Funã. Secretary 'rañy said Ín
discussìng this idea with the llater Resource Board, they indicaied that it
would be vgry difficult to come up with a local cost- sharinq for theproject at this time. Possibly, !f it were to begin to set asiãe money orto .create a special assessment district, they wõuld be in a position- to
fund such a project in a cougle of years.

The second option discussed wouldbe .for the project to proceed under the authqrity foi^ the Resources Trust
flrnd. Secretary Fahy said the last Legislature-approved a procedure forthe review of aplications for financial assistäirce for 'water-related
projects_through the Resources Trust Fund. This project cduld be presented
t9 lhe l987.Legislative session for funding for the þreliminary eniineeringstudy. If the same concept used for the Sõuthwest Pipeline Pró¡eci were tõ
be used for this projectl all of the costs for the pi"elÍminary-engineerint
study could be appropriated by the Legislature. if t¡e ltaier -Resourcã
Board desires this.option, .the Cormìssion,will have to develop a separatereport to the Legisìature including a recôrmendation as to whäther or notthis project should receive finãncial assistance through Legislative
appropr i at ion.

srare .Ensineer rhar in view of rhe o.låtri'lirlliilÏ'liff''oil:"n.ll,3lÎ
Diversion Project and the financial situatioñ of the project sponsors, thatthe Board and the Comission proceed with an applìcalion lo the next
session of the Legislature for iunding under the" Resources Trust Fund.
secretary Fahy reviewed the status of tñe Resources Trust Fund.

McLean
project.

County lrlater Resource
Mr. Ivon Boe, Chairman

Board, presented further details
of the
of the

Mr. Hank Trangsrud, Houston
Engineering' indicated his company conducted the study foi the District in
1984. He distributed, and reviewed the sunmary of the-report.

Cormissioner Lardy expressed
concern relative to the pressures on the next Legislature úo redute the
taxes that essentiaìly provide revenue into the Reõources Trust Fund.

brief status report of the contract Fund:ttt 
Sprynczynatyk provided a

It was noved by Conmissioner Guy and seconded
by Cormissioner Gust that the State llater
Comnission direct the State Engineer and staff

December 13,1985



PRESENTATION BY LYNN ROSE,
DIRECToR, I{EATHER MoDIFICATI0N,
CONCERNINc REAL TII',IE CLIMATIC
INFORMATI0N FOR I'IATER USERS

72

Lynn Rose, Director of the lteather
Modification Board, and Dr. l,layne
I'lendland, Illinois State tdater
Survey, made a presentation con-
cerning real time climatic Ínfor-
mation for water users.

to proceed to prepare a request to the next session
of the Legislature fon funding from the Resources
Trust Fund for the Southern McLean and I,lestern
Sheridan Counties llater Supply project.

Cormissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy, Spaeth and Jones voted aye. Motion carried.

Dr. hrlend land demonstrated the
program. using- the State of IlÌinois as an example to provide infornation
concerning real time climatic information for water usei.s. Current planiare to expand this program that would serve 13 states in the north ceirtral
¡egion including North Dakota. Dr..l'lendland said that the Directors of the
State Experiment_Stations will be contacted relative to establishing such a
system _and for first year funding of approximately $t60,000. The users
wouìd fund the program after thã rirst'year. ti ttre piogram becomes areality, _ Dr._[,lendlañd in¿icated it could-become operatibnai ly ttre growing
season of 1987.

interest
the progre

The Comnission members expressed an
in this program and were advised they would be kept iniormed of
ss.

srATUs REP0RT 0N sOURIs Secretary Fahy indicated that the
RIVER FL00D C0NTROL t985 -uegiilature 

appropriated
(shJC Project No. 1408) 9905,000 tõ provide 'ãssistance

roinr Board for rhe ïocat cosr shar. Í;'in3n3rilîl'*1i..'T.l::äri¡.lll;i
project. _Secretary Fahy said that it has not yet been determined how thesefunds wiìl be distributed and that it wíìl bé necessary to meet iittr theìocal entities to _agree_on I format of satisfying the-pa¡nrent ôf these
funds to take care of the local needs in this pró¡eõt.

Mr. Glenn l,lunderl ich, Souris RiverJoint Water Resource Board, indicated the Velva portion oi the Souris
River_Project is under constructíon and negotiations are continuing towardsenterìng into.a locaì .cooperation agreemeñt as to the project spoñsor for
.the, Lake. Darling portion of the Souñis River Flood ConlroÌ project. Mr.
lJunderlich also stated that the Souris River Joint I'later Resourcã Board has
!9¡eea, to be the_sponsoring organization for feasibiìity studies of the
Rafferty Dam and Alameda Dam-projects, but indicated they want to work wilh
the state hlater comnission becauõe of the scope of the ploject.

December 13,1985
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RECONSIDERATI0N 0F cOsT Dave Sprynczynatyk explained that
SHARING FOR BIG COULEE DAM ON FEbiUãrY 

-21; 
1984, thc StAtE

(sl'lc Pro ject No. l4lsl uater corr¡rission granieo il¿l,goo
coutee Dam. The project inctuded rh. .:;i:i!*ll'rrï:':;iiill;'..:t Til:
raising- of the reservoir level in order'to enhance ¡rater iuality of thereservoir. This was being done to increase the recreatiori valué and alsoto increase the water availáble for water supply for the city of Bisbee.

The amount contributed by the
Conrnission was 3Q gercent of the totaì cost of the project. Total cóst was
estimated to be $410,000, not including cost for länd-rights. The city of
Bisbee and the Towner County l,later Resõurce District werã to pay for iand
acquisition.

November_r8, re8s, a reËer was receirll'o;o[:llil'åltn:'3ìlit:Í'li:o:l
asking fpt consideration of additional cost sharing by the- Conmissiontgrll!! this project. The letter stated that the Citi had received a grant
of $155,000 that was to be used for theÍr share of thé project. Afteñ the
grant was made, it was determined that there were not si¡fficient low incone
families in the city !9 justify that large a grant, thus the citywill only
receive $40,000 _to $50,000 from the grãnt añ¿ ts approximatet! gloo,ooó
short in meeting its share of the projéct.

I'lr. Sprynczynatyk exp I a i ned thatthe cost sharing agreement with the city and thó t{aler -Resoui"ce District
provides that lhe-Conmission itral I inc-ludà iti-costs roi enjinãering forthe project as part of its share. To date, the Conmission-has inõurred
approximately_ $1'l0,000 of_expense for administration and engineering for
this project from July of l98i through November of 1985. In ãccountiñg forthe Cormission's -engineering coit in determining the actual -cash

contribution of the State towards the project, approximately g76r332 from
the Contract Fund has been held back for the proSèðt. This is a iortion ofthg Tgney that was granted by the Comrissioir iñ February of 1984 and is
actualìy carry over money from the previous biennium.

s!,ars Ensineer rhar in view of rhe sitrlti#'iirlhïr,!'iiffiii'¡ì3i.3t ,llt
the State llater Comtission waive the expense for engineeriñg, which would
allow the Connission to pay the balancè of $76,332-to the õity in order to
help them. Presently, they owe the contractor approximately ggo,oo0 for
the project. _Secretary Fahy stated that although'the finat þro¡eðt totalsare not available, bv doing this the Conmission would actually be
increasing its. share_of the þroject from 33 percent to approximately 50
percent to consider all costs associated wit,h the project.

Mr. Leo Bursinger, Bisbee City
Aldernan and locaì farner, explained the financial situation-of the City oi
Bisbee and requested favorablê consideration by the co¡mission.

It was moved by Cormissioner Lardy and seconded
by Comnissioner Spaeth that the State Water
Comnission waive the expense for engineering for
the Big Coulee Dam project, and pay-t,he balãnce
of $20,332 in the Contract Fund,-direcily to
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the City of Bisbee. This motion shall be

:,i, :ï::.;:ï.:::, '';;l:il';ï: l,,l';,,,,,.,Lardy' spaeth and Jones-votéã åy".- uoiion-ðãrrie¿.

STATUS REPORT REGARDING
RED RIVER DIKING LITIGATION
(Sl,lC ProSect No. 1638)

UPDATE ON SOUTHI.IEST
PIPELINE PROJECT
(ShJC Project No. t736)

is trying to reach a basis of aqree
excess space and capacity in their i

The Cormission members discussed
se of BasÍn Electric,s facitities:f Basin ElectrÍc's intake structure -
Pipeìine to the Basin structure and

tion of additional Basin Electric watof partially treated water - would

e partiaììy treated water at the AVS

_ulfygst ?ip-el ine projecr wouìd begindditional treatment- facilit,ies,- a
A 4å-mile pipeline would tie Ínto
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the present pipeline route. The involvement wíth BasÍn Electric would bem're complex ¡rith this second option. - inärã"wout¿ be a sisnificantreduction in the level or inãéfeñaeñce iór urä-iãuthwest pipelÍnã Ëroject.

Southwest pipet ine project,
details for the two options.

Dale Frink, project Manager for thediscussed rhe paymeni propõsãr;-ä;ã- rpãäiiïð

rt e Sourhwesr p iper ine Adviso.y.!g.lg .!!i'U:;¡ii..:l[or.]lÍffi1:1fìnrni:the conmission lhat the co¡rmiitee ravoii ñãöõtìating with Basin Etecrricror the joinr uri r izarion õi eãiñ;r'i;ä[."]tlüJtrr..

It was moved by conmissioner Lardy and secondedby Comnissionei Gust th ----r
with Basin Electric to
permits, easements andutilization of Basin E
and that staff be dire
of cost comparisons fo

. faci I ity.

wourd support rhe motion if ft were sepai:ilJtì;8r[rrtil8[ìrnÍndicared she

Conmissioner Lardy withdrew his motion andcoÍT.1::joner. Gusr,. who seconà.ã tñã motioñ,likewtse withdrew his secoñà.-- 
- -
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It was moved by Comnissioner Lardy and seconded
by Comnissioner Gust that negotiations begin
with Basin Electric to secure the necessary
permits, easements and agreements for the joint
utilization of Basin Electric's intake structure.
Staff shall then report the results of the
negotiations back to the Comrission at its
next meeting.

Comnissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust,
Lardy, Spaeth and Jones voted aye.

Guy
Itlot

, Hutton,
ion carried.

COI'T,IISSIONER GUY TO REPORT
ON STATUS OF INTER-BASIN
BIOTA TRANSFER STUDY PROGRAI'iI
(SllC Project No. 237)

.l995,

the
biota
look
Mi sso

not
as a

fol

Conmissioner Guy indicated that he
has been asked by Governor Sinner
to take the lead in developing an
approach to a comprehensive inter-
basin biota study.

A neet,ing was held on Decembet 2,
chaired by Corrnissioner Guy. At that meeting, Comrissíoner Guy told

biota study group that while the question of inter-basin transfer of
was of inmediate concern to the Garrison Diversion Project, yúe should
at the study as being essentia'l to any diversÍon of water out of the

uri River to supply eastern parts of North Dakota 50 or 100 or 200
from now, whether the Gamison Diversion Project was to go forvard or
He did note, however, that we are lucky to have the Garrison Project
focal point around which a comprehensive inter-basin research study

am can be developed.

Cormi ss ioner Guy
owing which resulted from discussion at the December 2

discussed the
, 1985 meeting:

l) A comprehensive study of inter-basin biota, pathogen and fish
species transfer was needed not only for the Garrison
Project but for any inter-basin transfer in the years and
centuries ahead.

2) Because the combined average annuaì flows of the James, Sheyenne,
Souris and Red Rivers at the major cities on those streams
total less than four percent of the average annual flow of the
Missouri at Bismarck, it is understood that any significant
development in the Hudson Bay drainage which requires the use
of water will have to obtain that water from the Missouri.

3) There are significant findings regarding biota, pathogens
and fish species and inter:basin transfers involving the
Missouri and Hudson Bay drainages and other river basins
in this country and the world, but there is no singïe
respository or bibliography of these studies.

4) There is no study underway at the present time in the Bureau
of Reclamation or any other state or federal agency regarding
inter-basin transfer of biota.
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5) There are
the respon
study.

many g
sibi I i

overnmntal entities which have a slice of
ty for a comprehensive inter-basin biota

6) Because of the water cormissionrs stature within state
Government and in relat'ion to the Governor,s office, the
Legislature, federal agencies, and pick-Sloan statei, the
lrlater cormission was determined to be the logical agency to
take the leadership in directing an inter-baõin bio[a siudy.

7l î pçfsgfr legls to be employed to ramrod the project by seeingto it that the various ageñcies cooperate in'deõigniné ttre
studv program-and accepting responsi¡iiiiv ior-ãxõärtÌsã"-
and funding of the various-reseârch projeóts withìn the
program. The I'later comnissÍon was suggèsted as the agency
to give the in-kind services to such ã-person who wouï¿ ¡é
employed on a part-time basis.

8) l,lhen an inter-basin biota and. fish species transfer study program
has been deveìoped and avaitable expärtise and funds i¿eátìfie¿
a timetable should be laid out for âccomplishment.

9) The canadians should be advised of this study program's goal,
objective and the_projects being outrined to-aðcoñplish lhe
objective and goal. The Canadiãns should be invitàd to
participate, or at least monitor, and they should be invited
to critique the research program because they must be satisfied
with the comprehensive naturé of the program and must feel
confident in the credibitity of the räsuits. The canadians
should not, however, by their objections to the way the
program is designed be allowed to dictate the courie of action.

Cormissioner Guy informed the biota
study group that he would bring the subject of lrlater Cómission directionof the inter-basin study to the-next Conmission meeting.

It was moved by Comnissioner Guy and seconded
by Conmissioner Jones that the North Dakota
State lrlater Comnission accept the responsibility
of.organizing, coordinating, and directing an
inter-basin Missouri River-Hudson Bay stuãy
program involving a nunber of researchers,
research agencies and sources of research funding
for the necessary research projects to determÍne-
effects of inter-basin transfei of water and
associated biota, pathogens and fish species,
and to provide soìutions or mitigation methods
for any negative effects¡ and, tñat the State
Water Comission staff make an Ínvestigation
of the possible employnent of a part-tirm
director for such a study program, and that
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financing of such a program, other than in-kind
services of Cormission itatf and facilities, besolicited from appropriate inslitulioir, 

-ñõünããtions

and state or federal sources.

Conmissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy, Spaeth and Jones-votãá aye. Uo[ion caiiie¿.

STATUS REPORT ON

GARRISON DIVERSION PROJECT
(SblC Project No. 237)

Secretary Fahy
report to the
relative to the
Project.

provided an updated
Conmission members
Garrison Diversion

CONSIDERATION 0F C0NTRACT Secretary Fahy presented a Contract
FoR SERVICES lrlITH MICHAEL DI{YER for Services wittr l,tiCfrããl Dwyer for
conrracr speciries services ro rhe q.r:firl'Hi:;ill';r'"1:ià:"1133å.1!:
Secretary Fahy indicated that if the Co¡missïon-approües thã-Cõntrãct, theEmergencv_ cormission woutd be requesred ro tiäñsiàr- iäõ,õõö-'iror rhecontract Fund to the Operating Fund'to sustain thls contråði.---

It was moved by Conmissioner Byerly and seconded
by comnissioner Hutton that a óontiact ror seivices
as specified in the Contract be entered into with
Michael thyer.

Conmissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust, Guy, Hutton,
Lardy, Spaeth and Jones votãd aye. uoiion carríed.

CONSIDERATI0N 0F AGENCY'S Secretary Fahy suggested, and it
FINANCIAL STATEMENT rlas agreed [o -UÍ--[ñã-Cormission

rìverv earrv in rhe biennium rhar rhe äiliiì;t :ll:.r:¡:'å.rll.iå' fiJî;the next meeting.

CONSIDERATION 0F AUTHORITY Secretary Fahy stated that past co-
FOR srATE ENGINEER T0 EXPEND mnissioni t¡iüe- ãiiõwãä--the stáie
FUNDS FOR EMERGENCY MEASURES Engineer and s[ari ió-'ãipeñ¿ monies

from the Contract Fund'in limitedamounts in order to react inmediately to emergencies or to õòJt overrunsthat are relatively minor. Secretgiv ratri iñãièatea he would- appreciatethe conmission's consideration of altówing-the stàtè-rnõiñãer-to-ñive theauthority to aPprove up to glo,00o for sñal r contrácttl ãràrõãnði.t andcost overruns.

It was qovgd by Comissioner Guy and seconded
by Comnissioner Lardy that in sltuations whereit is to the advantage of North Dakota, that
the^State^Engineer bã authorized to exiend up
to.$10,000 for smaìl contracts, emergeircies
and cost, overruns, and temporaiily wãive
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Conmission'consideration and approval until
the next meetÍng.

Comissioners Backes, Byerly, Gust,
Lardy, Spaeth and Jones voted aye.
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Guy, Hutton,
Motíon carried.

C0NTINUED DISCUSSI0N Secretary Fahy stated that at the
RELATIVE T0 cosr SHARING Seprembei s,- t9B5 meali;g oi tliã(St.lc Project No. 1753) coinmtssion, 'he --was'--ãirecte¿ 

to
purposes outl ining the ideas for
consulting servicei. It was the rec
agreed to by the Conmission members,
until more information on project eng

OISCUSSION 0F ITATER Commissioner Hutton briefly discus_
PROBLEI'|S IN FORDVILLE AREA sed some of the water probiems that

are occurring in the Fordvi I le
1re1.. Secretary Fahy responded that the Water Comrisõion has been-involvedin these discussions and wi ì I keep the co¡rmission advised.

It was moved by Corrnissioner Guy and seconded
by Cornissioner Hutton that the meetÍng adjourn
at 4:00 p.m. All members voted aye; motiõn
unanimously carried.

Cha

ATTEST:

State Engi and Secretary
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