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¡tIINUTES

North Dakota State fùater Comtfssfon
Devils Lake, North Dakota

July 7, 1989

The North Dakota State l{ater
Commissfon and the Garrlson DiversÍon Conservancy Distrlct held a
joint meeting on July 6, 1989, ât Camp Grafton neâr Devl1s Lake,
ND. The purpose of the meetlng vras to famllfarize each group
wÍth the authorities and functions of the other and discuss
co¡nmon lssues.

The State Íüater CommÍssl-on held
a meeting on JuLy 7, 1989, êt Camp Grafton near Devíls Lake, ND.
ChaÍrman, Lt. Governor Lloyd Omdahl, called the neetfng to order
at 8:30 a.m., and requested Acting State Engineer, David
Sprynczynatyk, to call the rolt and present the agenda.

IIEMBERS PRESENT:
Lt. Governor Lloyd Omdahl, Chafzman
Joyce Byerly, Mêmber from úüatford City
Jacob Gust, Member from ütrest Fargo
Lorry Kramer, Member from MÍnot
Wj-IILam Lardy, Member from Diekinson
Daniel Narlock, Member from OsIo, MN
Norman Rudel, Member from Fessenden
Jerome Spaeth, Member from Bismarck
David Sprl'nczynatyk, Àcttng State Engfneer and ChLef Engineer-

Secretary, North Dakota State lùater ComrnÍssion, Bismarck

UEUBERS ãBSENT:
Saralr Voge1, Commlssloner, Department of AgrÍculture, Bfsmarclc

OTHERS PRESENT:
State útrater Commisslon Staff Members
Àpproximately 15 people lnterested J.n agenda Ltems

The attendance register is on fÍIe in the State l{ater Commission
offices (fired wlth official copy of minutes).

The meetÍng was recorded to assist 5.n compilatLon of the minutes.



102

APPOII{TI.IENT OF DAVID A. Àt the May lO, 1989 Commfssfon
SPRY-NCZY-I{ATYI( TO POSITION meetÍng, Chairman Omdahl and
OF NORTH DAKOTA STATE ENGINEER Commlssfoners Spaeth and Gust
ANL CHIEF EI{GINEER-SECRETARY !{ere aBpointed as a committee
OF STATE [itATER COMMISSION, to make reco¡nmendatlons to the
EFFECTM JULY 7, f989 CommLssfon on ffJ.ltng the posi-

tion of North Dakota State Eng-
lneer and ChLef Engineer-Secretary to the State l{ater ComnLssion.

the co¡nmLttee held several
interview wlth ActÍng State
unanLmously agreed to the
Commissi-ont s consÍderation:

Commissloner Spaeth reported
meetings, conducted a personal

Engineer, David Spnimczynatyk, and
followLng recommendatlon for the

"Àfter a personal lntervfew wfth DavÍd A. Spr''¡mczy'natyk
and the consideratLon of hLs unparalleled experJ.ence Ín
the State ütrater Commlssfon, your subcommfttee on the
selection procedure for a new State EngJ.neer and Chief
Engfneer-secretary to the State lVater Commlssfon,
recommends that these positíons be offered to David A.
Sprlmczymatyk, at a base salary of S53,OOO, plus the
7.1 percent lncrease granted to State employees JuIy 1,
1989. The appointment shalL be effectÍve JuIy 7, 1989."

It was moved by Conmíssioner Spaeth and
seconded by ConnlssLoner Gust that the
State ülater Cormission approve the
reconmendatl.ons es presented by the
subcomLttee on the selectl.on procedure
for a State Engineer and Chief Engineer-
Secretary to the State ltater Connl.ssl,on.

Connfssloners Byerly, Gust, Kra¡rer, Lardy,
Narlock, Rudel, Spaeth, and Chairman Ondahl
voted aye. There !"ere no nay votes. The
Chairuan declared the motion unanl.nously
carrl'ed.

David Sprymczynatyk l-ndlcated
he would accept the posÍtfon and expressed hts thanks and
appreciation to the Commission members for their support. He
saLd he fs looklng forward to workJ.ng with the CommlssÍon and
wilJ. perform the responsibill-ties and duties of State Engineer
and Chief Engineer-Secretary to the State Water CommissÍon to the
best of his ability.

July 7, 1989



CONSIDERATION OF MTNUTES
OF JT'NE 7. T989 MEErING -
APPROVED

CONSTDERATION OF }IINTTTES
OF JI'NE 15. 1989 IIEETING .
APPROVED

The minutes of the June 7, L9B9
meetlng lrere approved by thefollowÍng motLon:

It wag moved by Connissíoner Lardy,
seconded by Coml,ssLoner Byerly, ana
unanLmously carried, that the minutesof the June 7, 1989 meetLng be approved
as circulated.

The minutes of the June 15,
1989 telephone conference call
meeting were approved by thefollowing motl-on:

It was noved by ConnLgsioner Lardy,
seconded by Cormlssioner Byerly, an¿
unanímously carríed, that the ninutesof the June 15, I9B9 telephone conferencecall meeting be approved ãs circulated.

sotrrHltEsr PTPELTNE pRoJEcr - At the June z, rggg meeting,
PRoJEcr UPDATE REGARDTNG the commLssion members discué-
COrÛTRACTS 2-3A AND 2-gB sed a Chapter tl bankruptðy
(S9JC PROJECT NO. L7g6) action ffreà by Johnson Const_

So 
":å;"t*9r%otn:r,å""rt-T"".t"'o1"'.f;13me

St tfng
rn rine
St the

2-3Aand 2-38. The Commission members were in unanimous agreementthat prJ.or to. tl¡e acceptance of any negotiated agreeme-nt, thecommission meet by terephone confereñce cãrr, or at'any upcomingmeetlng, to consider the negotiated agreement.

On June 15, 1989, a telephoneconference call meeting was held. The Commission members wereinformed of th_e bankruptcy court hearing actl_ons; Johnsonconstructionrs failure to cure fts defaurt on the SouthwestPiperine ProJect contracts 2-gA and 2-38, and, that the bonding
99mpanY was offerlng the State trlater Conmfssfon, good untit June15, 1989, a contract with Barnard construction'cõmpãnv, rnc. tocomprete the work under _t9rms comparable to ine- orlglnalcontracts. At the June lsth meeting, the commission membersauthorfzed the. Acting secretary, aáã in hr.s absence, theAssistant Secretary, tó enter 1ntõ contracts with Barnard Constr-

r03

a

July 7, 1989



104

uction' rnc. fo¡ tlre^ completion of work on Southwest pÍpelLneProJect contracts 2-3A and z-gB under terms comparabte to orequal to the terms of the exieting contracts with JohnsonConstructlon, Inc.

Date Frlnk, proJect Manager forthe southwest pipeline project, stated a meeiing ñas held on June23, 1989 Érmong representatlves of the st. paur FLre and MarÍnernsurance company, Barnard construction company and the stateÚfater CommÍssibn t-o work out the final details of a contract withBarnard construction on contract .z-gB. Mr. Frink saiil anagreement on the new contract was reached. Barnard Constructionexpects to resume constructfon in early July.
Mr. Frink stated sLnce contract

_2-34 ls 95 percent comprete the bonding company intends to hÍreBarnard Construction on a force accou--nt basis to finf sh thlscontract. A new contract wl.tt not be necessary.

CommfssÍoner Lardy reiteratedcomments he made at the June z, 1999 meeting requestlng the stateEnglneer and staff to perJ-odlcatry revLew t:he rãws goüerntng thebfddfng process to determlne ff relisratÍve changes are necessaryto protect the state.

SOUTIIÚTEST PIPELINE PROJECT - Mr. FrfNK StAtEd thE SOUthWEStPRoJEcr UPDATE RELATTVE To pÍperine Advisory committee andIdATER TREATMENT ÀND A PHASED thé west Rlver Jolnt Board haveCONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE been workfng on a water treat_(St{C PROJECT NO. L736) ment recommendation and a tent-
atl-ve constructÍon schedule. Itis the inÈent of.the groups to providJ a recommended pran to thestate üIater commission at a futüre neetlng. Mr. rrin-n fndlcatedthe recommendatfons wilr be based upon the Commlsslon's rurarwater- lntegratl-on decl-sÍon and wj-Il iäctude a phased devetopmentplan based on antlcipated funding constraints.

SOUTH!ùEST PIPELINE PROJECT - At the October It, rggg Commis_CoNTTNUED DrscussroN REÌ.ATIVE slon meetlng, räpre"errtatfvesTO INTEGRATIoN STUDY FOR of the Írlest Rfver JoÍnt lrtratersourHútEsr PTPELTNE pRoJEcr Resource Board appeared to dis_AND RURAL ÍùATER SYSTEITíS cuss a proposal developed and( SldC PROJECT NO. 1736 ) adopted by the Wesi ni.r"" water
delivery. The proposal
and efflclency of- theproviding sufficient go
North Dakota. One l_ssuã

JuIy 7, 1989
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west rural r.rater systems lnto the maln southwest water pLpell-ne.
It was determlned a study of thís concept should be conducted.
The úrlest Rfver Jolnt Board offered to fund 50 percent of the
study costs. They presented a request for the CommissÍon to cost
share in the remaining 50 percent of the study costs and retain
Bartlett and úùest,/Boyle Engfneering to conduct the study. The
Commission members approved the request and agreed to cost share
in 5O percent of the study cost.

Àt the Marclr 9, 1989 meetlng,
the Finar Report, dated Februarl' 23,'L989, was distributed to the
CommÍssion members for revLew and comment. À detailed summary of
the study results $tas presented by Bruce McCollom, Project
Manager for Bartlett and tJest/Boyle Engineerl-ng.

Secretary Sprlmczynatyk stated
that the tùest Rtver Jolnt ütrater Resource Board, the lfest Rl-ver
Supp1y District, and the three southwest Rural l{ater Coops met on
June 22, 1989, and a letter of transmfttal to the State üIater
CommfssÍon stated "l-t was the unanimous position that the
advantages of integration wl-I1 far outwefgh any possible
disadvantages and, therefore, we strongly support thj.s proposed
revision to the Southwest Pipeline Project. Not only will the
proposal save money but ft wl-ll provfde for greater efffciency in
operation and maintenance, construction, and Over-al1 management
of the proJect. úte hope that the Lntegration proposal ls adopted
by the State Water CommissÍon at its July 7 meeting in Devils
Lake. "

AIfred Underdahl, Chairman of
the üIest Rlver Joint Water Resource Board and representing the
West River lùater Groups, presented a statement before the
Commlssion members, whfch l-s attached as APPENDIX "4".

Comments relatfve to the
integration concept were provided by Michael Dwyer, Executfve
Vice PresÍdent of the North Dakota lrlater Users Àssociation. Mr.
Dwyer stated a resolutlon was passed at the annual meetÍng of the
North Dakota l{ater Users Association and the North Dakota t{ater
Resource DLstricts Àssociation in December, 1988, lri support of
integration. He said "the ldea has state-wlde supporttr.

Secretary Sprlmczlmatyk saLd
the integration concept appears realistic because it provides an
approach for rural water deveLopment and reduces the total cost
of separate construotion of the pipeline and rural water systems.
Secretary Sprynczynatyk stated l-ntegration Ls also a major step
for the plpelÍne because tt increases the users from a few
wholesale customers to over 1600 lndíviduals and increases the
ptpe fron 324 miles to more than 2OOO miles. The proposal wil'l

JuLy 7, 1989
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greatly add to the general support requirements of the Southwest
Pípeline Project. Normally, a major portion of the indLvLdual
contacts are made by rural water dLstrLct nembers, includl.ng
sign-ups, right-of-way acquisition, plus genere.l. support.
TechnJ-ca1ly, 1f the pLpelfne ls integrated these responsibil.ltfes
srould become those of the ülater CommfssÍon. If the Commission
wishes to avoid undertaking thLs addttLonal burden condLtions
should be fncluded with lntegration approval.

The State EngJ.neer recommended
the State üIater Commission consider approval of the integration
concept condltloned upon the rural water assoclatl-ons remaÍnfng
ln exlstence and providing the signJ-ficant support tlpicalIy
requíred of a rural- water dlstrlct. Secretary Sprynczynatyk said
it Is envisioned at some polnt in tfme a local water authority
would be created which would manage the pipeline and be
responsible for these ftems. Prior to the creation of that
authority strong local involvement müst be maintained.

Secretary Sprynczynatyk expla-
l-ned the Southwest Pl-pe1J-ne ProJect Ls now a wholesale water
system and that distribution l-s the responsibilÍty of either a
community or a rural water system. The decisLon before the
CommissLon would change the design concept from a wholesal-e
delivery system to a combÍnation wholesale and rural dLstrl-butLon
system. Secretary Sprynczlmatyk safd 1f the Commfsslon declded
to integrate, it will be very important to examine how the
proJect continues. Presently, the fnterlm goal is to get water
to Dickinson as soon as possíbIe and then continue beyond
Dickinson. He said it is important that Ìre stlll strive to
obtal-n that goal. If the Commission decides to go with the
integration concept, it must also consider the areac¡ to receive
water and declde what the priorJ.tles are for delivery beyond
Dickinson.

Secretary Sprynczynatyk indi-
cated the 1989 LegJ.stative Àssembly passed a law allowing the
State Ítater CommLssfon to declde whether to integrate.

Commlssloner Byerly stressed
approval of the integration concept did not put the State útater
Comml-ssl-on l-nto the retail buslness. The lntegration concept Ls
only for proJect design. The State Ífater CommLssion has no
responsibiJ.ity for retail distribution.

Commissioner Gust stated he
feels fntegration Ls a good idea, but expressed concern the
commission take care not to overbuird the piperine on the gambre
of cities wourd want to hookup after it ts buirt. He said it is

JuIy 7, f989
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important to get an upfront commltment from users before
desÍgning the pípeline to accommodate Íntegration in order to
protect the State from lncreased costs of the pipetlne.

It was noved by Conmissl.oner t ardy and
seconded by Conmissioner Rudel that the
State frlater CounfssLon dfrect the State
Englneer and staff to design future
constructLon of the Southwest Plpeline
Project with integratl.on of rural water
as a criteria, contingent upon the following
condLtLons:

I ) The exLsting n¡ral authorl.tLes shall
renain ín place to develop the rural
water systens at the local. level;

2) Each rural water systeu shall be
consídered a separãble conponent
of the Southwest Pipeltne ProJect and
the plan for further development of
the proJect shall be based on priority
of need and econonlc feasibill.ty;

3) Integration of rtrral water systems
shall not Lnvolve the retaLl sale
of water by the State tfaterl
Comission; and

4) The State frlater CommLsslon will
encourage the eventual operation
and malntenence of the Southwest
PLpell.ne ProJect by a local authorLty
created by the North Dakota Legislature.

In discussion of the motion,
Dale FrÍnk commented tegf.slatlon has been drafted and Ls being
reviewed to create a Southwest l{ater Authorlty for future
operatÍon and naintenance of the Southwest Pipeline Project.

Chairman Omdahl said the
complexity of thLs motlon and Íts proper implementatíon regulre
the Commission members to monítor the motion at succeeding
meetings. The State Engineer and staff were directed to keep the
Commission members informed as the ÍntegratÍon concept moves
forward.

Loren Myron,
souttrwest Rural ülater Coops, expressed support

representing the
for the lntegra-

JuIy 7, 1989
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t_fo. concept of the southwest rurat water detÍvery systems intothe Southwest Pipeline project to make the entlre system oneproJect.

Dlscusslon pursued relatfve tocftÍes wantíng to hook-up after the pro3eõt has been buirt.Chalrman Omdahl sald he does not bertevã thls is sufflcientreason to gamble and spend ¡nflIlons of dollars on an overbuiltproject- Chairman Omdah1 sugger ted limfted funding for futureconstructfon of the Southwest Pfpetfne eroJect may- necessLtatedeveropnent of a benefit-cost r rtj.o system to prioiitlze futureconstruction of the proJect so funãs are Jpent where mostbeneficial-. cíties and users would be requiled to make anupfront commÍtment before a cost-benefft assessment could be
made.

comrnunity r{arer serwice contracT:" rx"t""""*ujårrr"å1" 3:::å3ålg
Spryncz¡¿'natyk said upon contract execution, direct communication3had to be maintaíned throughout project constructlon.

Con¡nissioners Byerly, Gust, Kramer, Lardy,
Narlock, Rudel, Spaeth, and ChaLrman Ondánt
voted aye. There were no nay votes. The
ChaL¡man dectared the motLon unanLnously
carrLed.

CONSIDERATION OF NEOUEST
FROM RICHLÀIID COT'NTY T¡IATER
RESOT'RCE DISTRICT FOR COST
SHARING IN RICHLAND COUNTY
DRAIN NO. 37.8 CHANNEL
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
(SülC ProJect No. ff96)

A request receÍved from the
Richl-and County ülater Resource
District was presented for the
CommissLon's consideratLon for
fundlng assistance Ln the chan-
nel improvement proJect for
RlchJ.and County DraLn 37-B-

Secretary Sprymczynatyk statedthe proJect is rocated Ín sections 15 and i6,- rôwnsñip iso North,Range 50 f{est, and is a taterat to RÍchland ¡raLn 97. Theproject consists of wJ.denLng the bottom of the channer andchangíng the side stopes from2:t to 3:r. The hydrautic capacityof the channer would be l-ncreased 81.8 percent aË a result ór tnãproject.

The State ltater Commission hasparticipated in improvements to Drain gz totarriÃ! s6,zgo i;L946, 1947, Lg4g and 1951. Dral.n 37-B was part ór the Lg46ploject. The total- project cost for Drain 3z-B is estimated at536,479. Etigtbte coètJ are S2g,l-76

JuLy 7, 1989
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It was the State Englneer's
recommendation that contingent u¡ on the availability of funds thestate lùater comml-sston approve iundfng ln 40 perceñt of elfgfbreproJect costs, not to exceed S1I,670. -

It úras noved by Comlssloner Gust and
seconded by Conmíssioner Lardy that theState ttater Comml.ssLon epprove cost sharl.ngln 4O percent of the eltgible project costs,not to exceed Sll,6Z0, for the channel
Ln¡lrovenent proJect for RLchland CowrtyDrain No. 37-B. This motlon shall be -
contlngent upon the avaflabfltty of funds.

In dlscussion of the motfon,commissioner r.ardy queried whether increasing the abirJ.ty oiDrain No- 37-B to carry water by 82 percent woutd create proËtemsto resÍdents tivíng downstream irom the project.
SeCretary Spr¡¡mczynatyk expta-ined the downstream impacts are evaruated rn-tñe pãrmit process.PermÍts granted wlthin the past three years have béen conãltionedto require contrors to meter the frowJ from the project reducingpotential downstream impacts. The permit appioväa for thisspecífic project included this conditión.

Commissioners Byerly, Gust, Kraner, Lardy,Narlock, Rudel, Spaeth, end Chal.rnan Onaãnt
vgted aye. There were no nay votes. The
Chaiman declared the uotion unanimously
carrl.ed.

CONSIDERÃTION OF REOUEST
FROM NORTH CASS ü'ATER RESOT'RCE
DISTRICT FOR COST SHARINC FOR
CIIANNET, IMPROVEMENT PROJECÎ
FOR CASS COUNTY DRAIN NO. 19,
PHASE I
(SttIC ProJect No. LOZí)

A request received from the
North Cass ûùater Resource DLs-
trlct rdas presented for Commis-
sion consideration of funding
assístance fn the channel in-
provement project for Cass Co-
unty Drafn 19, Phase I.
Secretary Sprynczynatyk statedthe proJect is rocated 1n sections 23 ana ze--do or- roinsnrp L43North,. Range 49 lfest. The drain waE¡ estabrished in 1906. Theproject conslsts of wldenfng the bottom of the channer andchanging the side sropes from 3:r to 4:1. The hydrautic capacityof the channet wlrl be increaseð, L7.9 percent aJ a result of theproJect- Numerous f ield draln cutverlts r{ilr be combLned lntoseveral strategicalry rocated interceptor culverts.
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The State úüater CommfssÍon has
participated fn a total amount of 59,773 for improvements
þerforrnãa on the drafn fn 1947, L948 and L964. The estfmated
total project cost of Phase 1 is SIOO,OOO. Secretary
Sprynczynatyt< saLd the proJect lncludes a large amount of
aèfãrreá máintenance, which results in total eligible project
costs of $17,500.

It was the State Engíneerrs
recoÍxmendation the State ûùater Comml-ssion approve cost sharlng in
40 percent of the eligible project costs, not to exceed $7,OOO'
contl-ngent upon the avaLlabtlity of funds.

Robert ThomPson, North Cass
Irlater Resource Dfstrict, was present to further dfscuss the Phase
1 project for Cass County Drain No. 19.

It was noved by Comissloner Spaeth and
seconded by ConnLssloner Byerly that the
State Ífater Connl.ssion approve cost sharfng
in 4O percent of the eligíble project costs'
not to exceed S7,00O, î,oc Phase I of Cass
County Drain No. 19. This motLon is
contingent upon the aval.labl.lfty of fr¡nds -

CommLssioners Byerly, Gust, Kraner' Lardy'
Narlock, Rudel, SPaeth, artd ChaLrman Ondaht
voted aye. There stere no nay votes. The
Chainnan declared the motlon unanLmously
carried.

CONSIDERATION OF REOUEST Southeast Cass $Iater Resource
FROH SOUTHEAST CASS V|ATER Dfstrlct requested the CommLs-
RESOURCE DISTRICT FOR COST sionfs consideration for fund-
SITARINC rN FEASIBIIJITY STUDy Lng asststance in a feasibitity
FOR CITY OF REILETS ACRES study to determine the poten-
FLOOD CONTROL tfal of constructlng earth lev-
(SwC Project No. L27L) ees around the City of Reilers

Acres and surrounding ProPer-
ties. The study will analyze and develop a plan to meet the
requirements of the Federal Emergency Management Agency for
removing property from the lO0-year floodplaín.

Secretary SPrymcz¡¡matYk stated
the city has compreted a preliminary feasibilíty study which
evaluated a number of alternatlves. The levee construction
alternative was chosen for further study, lncluding field surveys
of potentJ-at routes for leveês and prelimJ-nary cost estimates.
Prelimínary cost estimates show the construction of the levees

JuLy 7, 1989
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costs betureen S35O,OO0 and S4OO,OOO. The more detailed study for
whfch the cfty ls requestlng funds involves addftlonal fle1d
surveys, drafting time, engineering design and soil
lnvestlgatlon. The estlmated total cost of the study ls S2O,0OO.

It was thê State EngLneerIs
recommendatfon the State Water Commission approve cost sharing
contfngent upon the avaLlabflfty of funds of 50 percent of the
eligible study costs not to exceed $IO,0O0.

Haro1d Mertz, Jr., Mayor of the
City of ReLlers Àcres, tdas present to discuss the study.

It was moved by Connissíoner Gust and
seconded by Connl.sst'oner Narlock that the
State Íùater Conmission approve cost sharfng
ln 5O percent of the elLgfble study costs,
not to exceed SI0,OOO, for a detailed
feasibLlfty study for the Cf.ty of ReLle I s
Acres Flood Control. ThLs notLon Ls
contingent upon the availabitity of funds.

Conmissioners Byerly, Gust, Kramer, Lardy,
Narlock, Rudel, Spaeth, and ChaLrman Ondahl-
voted aye. There hrere no nay votes. The
Chairman declared the motion unanimously
carried.

CONSIIIERATION OF REQUEST A request received from the
FOR COST SHARING ON WATER State Department of Health and
SUPPLY INIIESTIGATION FOR the City of Towner was present-
CITY OF TOITINER ed for consideration of funding
(SWC ProJect No. 956) asslstance to conduct a hydro-

geologic investÍgation in the
Towner vicfnity. The purpose of the investLgatfon is to better
define the physÍcal characterfstLcs and water quaHty of the
Souris Valley aquifer in the vicinity of Towner. The City of
Towner currently obtains fts water supply from thLs aquifer.

MLlton Llndvig, Dl-rector of the
State Water Commissionrs Hydrology DlvÍsÍon, stated the cfty and
the Department of Health made the request under the !{ellhead
Protection Program. ThÍs 1s a voluntary federal program
partJ.ally supported by the Environmental protection Agency, which
assists municfpalÍtfes to protect thelr ground-water supply byrelatlng actlvities that take pJ.ace on the surface to
ground-water quallty. Mr. Lindvlg explalned the area surroundlnga well fierd where contamination coutd be drawn l-nto the
munfclpal water suppry ls defÍned as a werrhead protection area.
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Mr. Lfndvfg fndLcated theproposed investígatíon will define the thÍckñess and nature ofapproxlmatery f_our sguare mlres of the sourls vatrey aquifer inthe vÍcinity of Towner, map the ground-water flow sistem Ín thearea' and determine the chemrcai quarity of tr¡e -üãter. 
Thr.slnformatlon wf t_r_ -be used uv llte near€h oepãrtnent and the cfty todelÍneate a werrhead protãction area. t-ne State nngineer wourduse it to make decisions on water alrocatLon and mana!ãlnent.

The totat estLmated cost of thehe proposed allocatÍon of costslth Department $6,0O0; Stateof Towner S1,SOO; and the StateLindvig saíd Ít is antJ.cLpated
be accomplLshed by the l{aterrsonnel. The work could begin

are executed and wLll require
ete.

It was the State Englneer'srecommendation the state ttater commission .pp"ã*r, costparticipation Ln the amount of S4, SOO for w-a'ter supptyinvestigation for the City of Towner, contingent upon theavailablIlty of funds.

It was moved by ConnlgcLoner Kramer andseconded by Connríssfoner Rudel that the

RED RfVER DIKES UPDATE Roselten Sand, Assfstant Àttor-(StilC Project No. 1638) ney General for the State Íùater
Comnisslon, brlefed the Commls-sion members on the Red River dikes status conference hetd beforeJudge Benson fn Fargo on June L9, r9g9. Ms. sand commented onissues raÍsed by Minnesota at the status conference. úthen thiscase 1s resorved, Ms. sand said "$re can then move ahead to obtainbeùter protectíon for the peopre fn North Dakota throughstructural and non-structurar mLchãnisms. ,'

JuLy 7, f989



CARRISON DIVERSION PROJECT -
MR&I Í{ATER SUPPLY PROGRA¡II UPDATE
(St{C ProJect No. 2g?)

ll3

The Commlsslon members were
brÍefed on the status of the
MR&I lfater Supply progran at
thefr Joint meetJ.ng with the
Garrison DÍversion Conservancy
held on July 6, tg8g.

Secretary Sprlmczlmatyk reepon-ded to a memorandum from Governor stnner- enõourãgrng thecommission members to consider the potentiar for economicdeveropment as a prÍorÍty factor when cbnsfderrng water suppryprojects for MR&r funding. secretary sprynczynatyÈ suggestea-inästaff advise the commlssion of poieniiãr proJãcts ltrat courd
When proJects are ranked bynt factor could be consÍdered

Communltfes requestfng MR&I
de l-nformation relatl.ve to thea resutt of theLr water supply

GARRTSON DrvERsroN pRoJEcT - Randarr Binegar stated the
CONSTDERATION OF REOTEST FROM Àgasslz Water Users, rnc. ürasÀGassrz RUR-ãL WATER usERs FoR oiganized and buÍrt in thecosT sIrARrNc OF NON-FEDERAL eairy Lg70's to ."ppiv water toPRoJEcr cosrs FoR AcAssrz RURãL apprãximately 7oo üãers. since
úùATER Suppl.y pRoJEcT tnãt tlme the number of users(St{C ProJect Xo. 237-L2) has fncreased to an excess of

12OO residentía1 and businessservfces. Due to the lncreased number of users and the Lncreased
, the system experlences perJ.ods
Ifnos, storage, and pumpfng

t meet demands. The purposé oiProJect is to elimLnate the
annot keep up to demand and alsoof J-ncreasLng its services Lneratlng at peak capacities.
Mr. BÍnegar safd the Agasslzt{ater users suppty project consists of 29 nires of nerù watersuppry malns, fncrEased pumpfng capacfty, two ground storagereservoirs located at two extsting reservoii sites, añdmlscellanêous _s-y:t-e-q fmprovements. Thã totar estr.mated proJectcost - is $1,869,82s- Mr. Binegar explafned due to theunavaLrabillty of lmmedíate MR&r -unding for the project, theAgasslz l{ater users ptan to pro< eed wltri a scaled-back phase rproject and provide for roo percent funding for the totar projectcosts associated with phase r. phase r of the project deretes
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the Less essentLal portLons ofonly those iteme congideredresolvlng the water shortage
annually.

Phase I of the Agassíz lùaterusers. Suppry proJect conslsts of tylng together braiches of thepiperlne syste_m through the fnstarrätiãn of approx].rnatety 30,ooofeet of pipeline at various locations. The totat estÍmatedproJect cost for phase r of the proJect rs szgs,ooo. rt isanticipated tlTt. funding for phase I w:irr be provided through aFarmers Home Àdml_nistration loan.

Mr. Binegar stated aII MR&IProgram requirements vrilr be met ln the pñase r poriton of theÀgassiz Project, therefore, pha¡ e r costs can be considered aportion of the non-federar share of the totat project costs.
It was the reco¡nmendation ofthe State EngJ-neer that the State úfater CommLssfon consLder thelocal cophase f e Agassiz_ glater Users, fnc. for

"ä=tÀ-"e ;. " J""å.rt"i åt",:l: l8l-f;S::"irJ¿ r,¡¡e include federal grants, andapproval in no way guaranteel that MR&IProgram fundÍng wilr be provided to the- Alassfz proJect at alater date.

Secretary Sprynczynatyk indÍca-to and approved by the GarrisonExecutive Board at lts JuJ.y 6,

C1ark Crongulst, Manager of theresent to elaborate on the waterthe Commissionrs favorableor phase I of the project. Mr.elopment Ín ttorth Dakota fs
ranked ror consider at ron or ¡anãTp?i"""S,""i;:trå"u" 

o:'r-nI"3'å::;lå
should take precedence in the smarr communities.

It was qoyed by Connissioner Byerly andseconded by conmfssfoner xartoõk tñat therocal contrr.butr.on provided by the eõ"s.i=útater Users, rnc. to phase r óf tfre ãga"-i"tùater-Users_supply proJect be approveã asa portion of the non_fèderal coãts of theoverarr toter proJect. Fundr.ng sources forphase I of the Agássiz proJect shall not

the total proJect and lncludesabsolutely necessary to begl_nproblems the system has faðed

t9d this request vras presentedDlversion Conserwancy DÍstrlct
1989 meetJ-ng.
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GARRISON DIVERSION PROJECT -
CONSIDERATION OF REQUEST FOR
ADDITIONAT. MR&I F.T'¡TI'ING FOR
CONSTRUCTION OF RUGBY }JATER
TREAT¡IIENT PROJECT
(StdC Project No. 237-3L)

t15

A request was presented for the
CommlsEl.on' s consf deratlon for
additional MR&,I Program funding
for the construction of Phase I
of the Rugby f{ater Treatment
Project.

Lnclude federal grants. Thfs approval sha[
in no etay guarantee that MR&I Prograrn funding
wLlI be provLded to the AgassLz proJect at
a later date.

ComLssfoners Byerly, Gust, Kramer, Lardy,
Narloch, Rudel, Spaeth, and ChaLrman Ondahl
voted aye. There were no nay votes. The
Chaizman declared the motion unanimously
carrLed.

Randall Bfnegar explafned the
Rugby lrlater Treatment ProJect was broken into two phases based on
the urgency assocfated wLth each phase. Phase rr of the proJect
involves expanding the existing water treatment plant to provide
for fncreased capaclty. The estimated total proJect cost for
Phase II is $979,400 and is considered less urgent than Phase I.

Phase I of the proJect consfsts
of upgrading the existing lime storage and handling facilities of
the existlng water treatment plant, whl.ch ere desJ-gned for the
storage and handlÍng of bagged lfme. Mr. Binegar said bagged
lime Ls becoming obsolete in the fndustry and is beJ-ng replaced
by bulk lime whLch is more economlcal. The Phase I fmprovements
wilJ. convert the l1me storage and handling facllities from a
bagged l.ime system to a bulk lLme system. The State $later
Commission and the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
approved 5187,5OO for the design and construction of the proJect
based on 75 percent of the estimated total design and
construction costs of S25O,OOO.

On June 26, 1989, bids were
opened for construction of Phase I. Thê Iow bid amount of
ç282,509 rùas signíficantly higher than the original estimated
congtructf-on cost of SI97,5O0. Mr. Blnegar stated the higher
than anticipated bid prices were 'a resutt of an engíneerrs
estimatlon error, resultlng Ln the reguest for addLtíona1 MR&I
Program funds.

The updated cost estfmate based
on the low bJ.d for the design and constructLon costs associated
with Phase I of the Rugby Project is 533r,635; $8t,635 above the
engineering cost estl-matl-on.
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It was the State Englneer'sreconmenclatfon the State úttrater Commfsslon consÍder appioval ofadditÍonal MR&r úùater supply program funds tn the anount ofs6_L,226 (75 percent of sgi,o3s) fo-r the constructÍon of phase rof the Rugby ûùater Treatment project.

James Skaret, North Centralconsurtants, further dLscussed the request for the additLonalMR&r funds for phase r of the Rugby t{ate} Treatment project.

The Commission discussedmuniciparity rat-e. charges. commissioner Byerly suggested staffobtain a copy oJ the pamphlet pubtishect by-tne- r,eaiüe of citiesrtstlng the municipar rate charges for cÍties in t¡orin Dakota.

It was noved by ConnlssLoner Byerly and
seconded by ComíssÍoner Kraner thãt theState t{ater Co¡rnLssfon approve addftLonal
MR&I Íùater Supp1y progran fr¡nds for phase Iof the Rugby lfater Treatnent proJect Ln an
amount not to e:rceed 56L,226 (25 percent ofS81,635). Thls motLon Ls contfngént
upon the aval.labillty of fr¡nds. -

Comnl.ssLoners Byerly, Gust, Kramer, Lardy,Narlock, Rudel, Spaeth, and Chairm¡an Onaãirfvgted eye. There ûrere no nav votes. The
ChaLrman declared the ¡lotion unaninouslycarried.

DEvrLs LAKE Fr.ooD coNTRoL - At the Jutte T, r9g9 commlssLon
PROiIECT UPDATE meeting, f,ouis Kowalski, St.(SWC ProJect No. L7J.2) paul Cõrps of Engineers, made apresentation relative to thestatus of the Devirs take Floo I óontrot nroJect. Mr. Kowalskfsald !h" corps gf Englneers 1s reevatuatirig the draft floodcontrol plan for the Dévils Lake Basin that was descrLbect in thedraft t"".tblrr{^t_y report and envlronmentar fmpact statement,dated April, 1988. The reevaruation is in "espoïse to concernsb{ 99"pg headquarters, the pubtLc and other agencies after reviewof the draft report

The Corps of Engineersrequested preriminary views and comments on Lhe Devits raké FloodControl Project reevatuation b¡, JuIy L2, Igg9. After a lengthydfscusslon on June ?, 1989, tñe co-mmtséton reached a consensusthat the DevLls l¡ake Outlet CommLttee should reconvene to dfscussand revLev¡ the corps of Engineers proposal and provide comments.
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Commissl.oner SPaeth, Chal-rman
of the Devlls Lake Outlet Committge, indicated the Comml-ttee
reconvened on June 15, 1989 to review and develop a posltion on
the Corps of Engineers proposal addressing the Devils L,ake Flood
Control ptan. The following motÍon was adopted by the Commlttee:

"The Committee requests the Corps of EngLneers to complete
the flood control report as quickly as posslble- The
Committee also supports the phased implementation of the
proJect and supports the east end outlet. It recognizes
that the east end outlet is not a part of the federal plan
but could be pursued as a non-federal component. "

DEVILS LAI(E FLOOD CONTROL - Commissloner Spaeth, Chairman
CO¡.IMISSIONER GUST APPOINTED of the Devils Lake Out1et Com-
TO OUTLET COMMITIEE mlttee, requested the Com¡nis-
(SSIC ProJect No. L7L2) sionrs consideratÍon to recom-

mend to Governor Sirurer the aP-
pointment of CommLssioner Jacob Gust as a member of the Devils
Lake Outlet Committee to replace Richard Backes. Commfssioner
Spaeth sal-d thfs would be an approprfate appotntment because of
Cómmissioner Gust's engineering background and the fact that he
represents the downstream area that may be affected fn the event
an outlet is constructed.

It was moved by Comlssloner Spaeth,
seconded by CounLssioner Lardy, and
unanimously carrfed, that the State
úüater Conmission recomend to C9overnor
SLnner that ComlssLoner Jacob Gust
be appoLnted to the Devils Lake Outlet
Committee to replace fomer CoumLssl'oner
RLchard Backes.

DEVILS LAI(E FLOOD CONTROL - Representative Gordon Berg made
PRESEIITATION BY REPRESENTATM a presentatlon to the Comml-s-
GORDON BERC sl-on members in which he dis-
(SWC Project No. L7L2) cussed the Deví]s Lake Flood

Control rroject. He commented
on the Corps of Engineers study and ttre reevaluation proposal for
the proJect; discussed area problems and cltLzen concerns; and,
offered suggestions for atleviation of these concerns.

Representative Berg commended
the State üIater CommLssLon for lts 'efforts fn thls project and
requested the Commission to urge the Corps of Engineers to com-
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Devfls Lake; and, to
supply for the City of

plete an J-nlet and outlet study forinvestigate the posslbflity of a water
Fargo from the Kindred area.

mented a proposal for an fnler r":"i:?:iy LåTT""'#.'Tl.r":?i;in the €orps of Englneers study and would probabry requlrãcongresslonal approval in order Êor the corps of nngitneerË toundertake this study. He said a recommãndation wourd bepresented for the CommLssLon's consideratLon at a future meetlng.

coNsrDERATroN oF co¡trR.Bcr At the June 7, 1999 meeting,
FUIID CARRYOVER the CommLssion approved the re-(sf{c Project No. I) arLocation ot $il 669,25:- from

the Resources Trust Fund to thesouthwest pipetine proJect for the r9g9-r99r biennium. ThisactÍon was contingent depending upon the final revenue for thebiennfun and that the fLnar approved amounts wourd be adJustedproportional.J.y to reflect the final revenue.

Secretary Sprynczynatyk statedthat_on April 29, r98g, the comnlssfon apþroveã a -grant for theGrand Forks RÍversÍde parlr Dam, of whlch ãpproximafery s3r.4,ooostas set aside for engineering costs. The com¡ntssion'scontrfbutLon has been reduced to approxlmatery $5o,ooo, inaddition to the.-engineering that was äõne, leavi?rg a remainingobligatlon for this proJect of s64,369 for the next bÍerurl_um tocomplete the project.

It üras the recommendation of
!þ. s_tate EngLneer that S2so,ooo be reduced from the grant forthe Grand rorks Rlversfde park Dam and be appried to theSouthwest Pipeline Project. Thís would increase -ihe 

commftmentfor the Southwest pipetine prc Lg,zsL from theResources Trust Fund next bÍennium.Secretary Sprymczymatyk e consfstent withthe actlon that was tak l.ts June 7, I9g9meeting.

It was moved by Comnissioner Lardy and
seconded by ConmÍssLoner Byerly that theState ûùater Conml.ssLon approve the
reconnendation of the State EngLneerfor the reallocation of the ResourcesTrust Fund appropriation as stated above.

ConnLssioners Byer1y, Gust, Kraner, Lardy,Narlock, Rudel, Spaeth, and Chal.rrran Omdåhl
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voted aye. There ürere no nay votes. The
Chal.rnan declared the motLon r¡nanLmousl.y
carrfed.

DISCT SSION RELATM TO At the request of Governor
CONCEPT OF COMMITNITIES SLnner, the Comml-ssl-on dlscus-
DEUELOPING ALTERNÀTM sed the concept to require com-
ll¡ITER SUPPLY FOR munities with a populatlon of
EMERCENOY PURPOSES more than 5OO to consfder a

contÍngency plan for an alter-
natÍve water supply for their community J.n the ewent of a
disaster. It $ras the consensus of the Commlssion members that
thl-s is very im¡lortant and shoutd be pursued through the efforts
of the State Water Comm1.sslon, State Health Department and the
Disaster Emergency Serwices.

SOURIS RMR FI¡OOD Secretary Sprlmczymatyk statecl
CONTROL PROJECT UPDATE that on June 27, 1989, EnvÍron-
(Sú{C ProJect No. 14Og) ment Canada heLd a publlc meet-

lng in MÍnot for the purpose of
receLving comments on the Ínitial evaluation of tha Rafferty-
Alameda Dam Project. Because of a. lawsuit filed by Canadian
fnterests, the Saskatcheïran Court ruled that before the proJect
could proceed the requlrements of the federal environmental laws
in Canada must be satlsfied. Secretary Sprynczynatyk indicated a
decision would hopefutly be made next month J.n Canada on the
Iicense for the project so that constructfon can proceed.

It was moved by Conmlssfoner Lardy,
seconded by Comnrisgl.oner Spaetl¡, and
unanLmously carrLed, that the State
Itater Comission meetlng adjourn at
11:30 a.m.

inner
Governor-Chairman

SEAL

av
State Engineer
and Chíef Engl-neer-Secretary
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APPENDI)( "A"

July 7, 1989

Presentation to the State Water Commission
by the

t{est River !{ater Groups

Menbers of the State !{ater Co saLbefore you is an extremely impo rthDakota. Àt the present time, isdesigned as a -water supply pr-oj andr¡rral areas, who in turn would ofthat water to the ulÈi¡nate users. This proposal r¡ou1d integraùãthe rural water distribuÈion systems into ÈËe soutbwest iipáiinÀProject, and thereby rnake the supply and distributiãn cãurponents ofsouthwest water delivery one projãct.
The best analogy is to consider the l{EB Project in SouÈh Dakota,which is a $Loo nrillion pipeline project to provÍde water tocities and rural areas easÈ of Lake- oátre just -¡ãlãr the NorthDakota south DakoÈa line. The wEB projãct was aesignea 

-;ä
constructed as. one project, providing wholesále an¿ retail ïater tãcities, individuat rural wäter u9e.-r9, ãnd others. rntegrationwouLd enable the state f{ater co¡nnission to construct and óperatéthe southwest piperine project in the same manner as the webProject. soure bãckground info¡mation may be rrèipi"r in under-standing this proposal.

I. Water Supplv - Distribution
As f indicated, Èhis r¡ould cha ge the concept of the SouÈhwestPipeline P_roject fron strictry a water suppry proj""C to a watersupply and retail distributi_g! project. - - sin-ce ultiuratery -ifrã
southwest PiPeline ProjecÈ wilL Ëe ãperated and ¡raintainea'Uv -ã
locaI authority created in southwesÈern North Dakota for thatPurPose, be of sign-ificant
District RÍver Suppry
supporr ,'å"i:if t::åless exp akota.
It. . is . antie_ipated that legislaÈion to establÍsh a IocaI waterauthority will be introduceã into the 1991 tegislative assernbry sothat_an. entity will exÍst for.someday transferling the operatio'n ofthe scuthwestern pÍpeline project at the .ppropitáte tir".



fI. Savinqs - fmprovement

There are several advantages for naking this proposal:

1. o & M Cost Savinas. The study report indÍcaÈes an annual-
O & M cost savings of S1O0r000 per year if the rural water
systens are integrated into the Southwest Pipeline Project
and water delivery for southwestern North Dakota is
constructed as one project.

2. Construction Cost Savinqs. The study report indicates
construction cost savings in the amount of $4 nillion. It
is estinated that 150 uriles of pipeline could be eLimi-
nated if the rural water systens are integrated into the
SouthwesÈ Pipeline ProjecÈ. The savings would vary
depending on the type of treatment.

3. Construction Planninq and Schedulinq. By being a part of
the Pipeline Project, rural water delivery could be
included in construction plannlng and, scheduling.

4. Efficiencv. À single systenr nakes good sense for effic-
iency and management.

5. ownership and Operatinq Entitv. fnstead of having three
or four operating entities in southwestern North Dakota,
the result would be only one operating entity for the
entire system.

III. This is not a Fundincr Proposal

Integrating the rural water systerns in southwestern North Dakota
into the Southwest Pipeì.ine Project will not increase the cost of
southwest water delivery. The three n¡ral water systerns have
applied for funding, and constructlon will be considered, whether
the rural water systens are separate or a part of the Southwest
Pipeline Project. ff anyÈhing, the integration proposal would
result in cost savings.

Further, ne understand this nay n9t result in increasing spending
on the Southwest Pipeline Project. That ís not the reason for the
proposal, and therefore not a concern in our reconmendation.

Dlembers of the Commission, this proposal is an extremely iurportant
concept for southwestern North Dakota, and we urge your approval.
Thank you.
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