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MINUTES

North Dakota State Water Commìssion
Lisbon, North Dakota

September 28, '1984

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Gãn¡iï--Jãõõ5s-on-, Member f rom Aì ex ander
Ray Hutton, Member from Oslo, Minnesota
Henry Schank, Member from Dickinson
Bernard Vculek, Member from Crete
Vernon F.qhy, State Engineer and SecretarJ, North Dakota

State l,later Commission, Bisnarck

The North Dakota State trlater
commission held a_.megting on september 29, 19g4, at Kelsen,s Bold venturecafe.in Lisbon, North oátota. ' Acting chairman, vernon rã¡i,--.illed themeeting to order at 10:00 a.m. and piesented the agenda. -nóll-ðail 

was
laken, and Acting.chairman Fahy ìndicated a quorum-was not present. a;Indicates that motions were prelented for dirdction to the stäte Engineèrand that the motions will be further considered and voted ón at theCommission's next meeting. )

MEMBERS ABSENT:
rflEn-T.@
Kent Jones, Corm
Florenz Bjornson
Alvin Kramer, Member
Guy Larson, Member fr

OTHERS PRESENT:
SñFl-aferT-lrnission
Approximately 5 person

, Department of Agriculture, Bìsmarck
from þJest Fargo

ar rman

Mi not
Bi snarck

taff Members
interested ìn agenda items

i ssi
,

The attendance register is on file in the State l,later Conrmission offices(fjled with official copy of minutes).

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

Ransom counry r{ater Resource Board, ,!i;rrx:tiñ: 8;ffiì;rj:ltti3åf.:: '!:
!isPgn.-. He .expressed appreciation to the Commission for their ãjsistanceln the financing and construction of the Dead Colt Creek Flood Conirol andRecreatìon Dan, and said this could be a mode'l project ior iiðoã-äõntrol lnthe Red River Valley.
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C0NSIDERATI0N 0F MINUTES The minutes of the september 10,
0F SEPTEHBER 10, 1984 MEETING - l9g4 meeting ¡{ere coniidered. A
CONSIDERED; ACTI0N DEFERRED motion and -second b,ere made to

approve the minutes, but becauseof the lack of a quorum the motion wilt-be re-considered and voted on at
the Cormission's next meeting.

* A motion was made by Conrnissioner Hutton and
seconded by Cormissioner Schank to approve the
minutes of September 10, 1984.

PROGRESS REP0RT 0N Dave sprynczynatyk reported that a
sOuTHhlEsT PIPELINE PR0JECT Design 'Révieú 

meãting'was hetd re-
(stJC Project No. 1736) centiy with the rnginãeiiñg consut-

tants to brief the State l,later Com-
mission staff on various features of de¡lSn at 25, 50 and 90 percent desìgn
completion.stages. This allows the staff-to have input into fuhat is taitñt
Placg: and Mr. Sprynczynaty! indicated that the delign for the Southwesi
Pipeìine Project wilì be completed in the spring of t9õS.

Rel ati ve to the acqu'i si ti on of
easements for the Project, Mr. Sprynczynatyk stated that ac{uisition of
land for the pumping.plants is nearly-comþteted, and that the'acquisitionof easements for the pipeline began lãst month and is procedding on
schedul e.

Secretary Fahy explained three
alternatives that gfe being considered for financing- of 'the 

Southwest
Pipeline Project: ì) pay-as-you-go w.ith bonding; 2l Iegislative action;
and 3) revision to the Constitutiõn. He stateã that the-Conmission wili
have to nake a decis'ion as to which alternative(s) should be reconmended to
the Legislature for their consideration.

GARRISON DMRSION Secretary Fahy indicated that Mur-
PROJECT STATUS REPORT ray Sagsveen, Gary Helgeson and(stlc Proiect No. 237-2) ¡iñself- have been- appoínted as a

Coordi nati ng Commi ttee to hand'leGarrison Diversion relationships with the GaËrison Diversion Unit
Commiss'ion. The Conmission members were then presented with a briefìng
on the current status of the project by Gary Helgeson.

rhe pubric hearinss 'in Bismarck rn octobli'.n!'lfåil'r.lllt83ffiÎr:iål :lll;
and the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District have been working on the
North Dakota Plan for Development of thê Garrison Diversion Unit, ñh'ich was
compìeted and delivered to the Garrison Diversion Unit office útris date.
I'lr. Helgeson said that the Plan basicaìly supports the concept of authorityon the Garrison Project and offers a prôposäi for phasea imþlementation oîthat project.

September 28, l9B4



Mr. Heìgeson indicated
next series of pubìic hearings are scheduled for November l6 and
in Fargo, ND.

5l

that the
17, lg84

MISSOURI BASIN Secretary Fahy stated that at a re-
STATES ASSOCIATION cent ¡neeting of the Executive Com-
(SldC Project No. 1569) mittee of the Missouri Basin States

Association, a motion was adopted
stating that the Missouri Basin States Association will not take a position
at this tìme adverse to the aut,horìzed and funded projects under the Pick-
Sloan Plan.

CONTINUED CONSIDERATION 0F At the Corrnission's September 10,
PR0P0SED RESOLUTION RELATM 1984 meeting, the draft resolution
T0 UNITED STATES/CANADIAN presented by Mr. I'l'illiam L. Guy on
DRAINAGE RECIPROCITY Juìy 23, 1984 relatìng to United

States/Canadian drainage recipro-
city was further discussed. The Commission directed the State Engineer and
staff to prepare an alternate resoìution that would make specific reference
to draìnage ir¡ Canada rather than to Canadian hydropower.

Secretary Fahy stated that after
th the Cormittee appointed to review this matter, he took the
rafting a letter to the Secretary of the Department of Energyt further discussions with Manitoba concerning the Limestone
uspended pending a comprehensive study of the impacts of that
n the

di scussions wi
approach of d

requesting tha
Contract be s
agreement upo
development of its

economy
natural

of thì s State and its abiìity to continue
resources.

In di scuss'i
the Conrnission members were in agreement that this
a substitute to the original resolution.

ng
I

the proposed letter,
s a proper approach as

* A motion was made by Cormissioner Jacobson
and seconded by Cormissioner Vculek that
the proposed letter as offered by Secretary
Fahy be approved. (Copy of 'letter attached
hereto as APPENDIX "4")

CONTINUED DISCUSSION 0F At the Cormission's September ì0,
PROP0SED RESOLUTI0N RELATM 1984 meeting, the draft reso'lution
T0 DOTJNSTREAM STATES presented by Mr. I'lilliam L. Guy on

July 23, 1984 requesting the North
Dakota Congressiona'l Delegation to prepare leg'islation which would levy
federal downstream navigation fees and flood protection taxes to raise the
federal funds to compìete upstream Pick-Sloan irrigation such as the
Garrison Diversion Irrigation Project in North Dakota lras further
discussed. The Connission directed the State Engineer and staff to prepare
an aìternative resolution that would make specific reference to those
organizations who have not supported the downstream states, such as the
M'issouri Conservatjon Cormission, and others.

Septenber 28, 1984
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discussions wirh the conmittee appoirt3å'ätllTtlinTnl:ot;ål;:.:n'1".fffi:
drafted a letter to the Missouri côhservation cõrniision-in JÀiiä.ton City,Missouri, incorporating the Conmission's suggestions.

In discussing the draft letter, itwas agreed by tþe Conmission members that the draft Íetter-be ãpprovea as asubstitute to the original resolution

A motion was made by Conmìssioner Hutton and
seconded by Conmissioner Vculek that the
proposed 'letter as offered by the State Engineer
be approved. (Copy of lettei attached herËto
as APPENDIX,8")

or Mr. Guvls resorurions were adopred 
"tff'ffåî;T..fiflrtiÍt;fi:"1.;i3i.iîi:Overview Committee and he wouid inform Mr. euy of ine -S[ãte 

Watercommission's spec'ific approach taken in responie io-the resoiuti;;.

FURTHER DISCUSSIONS RELATM At the Conmission's September ì0,T0 DRAINAGE PROBLEMS IN t9g4 m""iing,- CôrmirriSnã" Hutton
GRAND FORKS AND htALsH couNTIEs briefed ih"--merue"s--òñ -probtems
(Sl'lC Project Nos. ll05 & 12521 involùing-the Soo Line Raitroad in

Grand Forks and trlaì sh Counti es.
Ittg. legal staff of the State Water Conmission was dir.àct.ã-tõ pi.pu.., uletter to both the Grand Forks and lJalsh Countiãs Water Resourcã Boards,with a carbon qopy !o the Minnesota. oeparimeni ot Natural 

-ñesources,
relative to an injunction.against further building bv thã-ioo-f-inä-Ra¡road
from Fordville to Osto, Minñesota, and from Oslo Ëasl.

*

come before
noon.

ATTEST:

on
Governor-Chai rman

Commissioner Hutton updated the
Comm'ission members on this matter and cormended the regãi iiãttl'--l,leeungs
have been scheduled with a'l'l concerned parties.

the cormission at rhi, ti,ll'"ïn:';::riÎnt:äjxii,':i'll"'ìr,33

in the dedicarion ceremonies for th. D:l: 33ät3;å:l'Fi::!' 8ilffiìt':;ÍRecreation Dam.

State Engine r and Secretary September 28, l9B4
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GOVERNOR ALLEN I. OLSON
CH NMAN

VERNON FAHY
SECREIAfIY É SÎAIC €NG}¿ÊSR

I

September 28, .l984

Mr. Donald P. Hodeì, Secretary
Department of Energy
Forrestal Building, Room TAZSI
ì000 Independence-Ávenue, S.lf .
l,lashington, D. C. 20585

Dear Secretary Hodeì:

In recent weeks the State ülater connissìon has become aware of the
discussions which the Western Area Power Administration has held with
Manitoba officia'ls concerning the Limestone Project. As we understandthis proposal it could result in a contract whiðh wouìd allow Manitoba
hydropower to be soìd in North Dakota at or below thã preseni lðli-òr
power produced from coal conversion facilities.
It would appear that such an arrangement could be highìy detrimentalto the interests of the citizens of our state becausã oi tts adverse
ìmpact upon coal and water development, two areas which are basiè io
our economic stability. _The Limestone project contract, if finalized,
wou'ld drastically curtail coal development in the statelwhich accountsfor a large portion of our emplo¡ment'base.

You know from your prìor distinguished service in the Department of theInterior that Manitoba's-objection to the Garrison Divei-sion project is
predicated on an assunpti.on. that the project would contribute to únenptoy-
ment in that Province and that its ecbnomy wouìd be a.iversely affecteä. -
No assumption. needs to be made concerning-the impact of the -Limestone

contract on this state - the end result ãppears to be obvious.

The poÍnt must also be made that energy development in this nation to
reduce our dependence on.foreign goveñnments ii a goal not served bythe proposed contract with Manitoba.

9OO Eost Bou levc rd - Bisnr^arck, Ncr th Dokoto - 58505 C)B,il 224 27 Ð



Mr. Donaìd p. Hodel
September 28, ìgg4
Page 2

North Dakota State lrlater Cormission

The state t{ater cormission. respectfu'lly requests that further discussionswith Manitoba concerning. the iireitone cont.ãði-uã'suspended pending acomprehensive study of õhe impacii.of thal ag"ãeñãnt-upon the economy ofthis state and lts-ability to-ððñãinu. develõpment of its natural resources.
Si ncerely,

v

{

U
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GOVEFNOR ALLEN I. OLSON
CHANMAN

VEBNON FAHY
SECñ€IARV 6 SIAIE ENGñEER

September 28, 1984

Mr. Larry Gale, Director
Missouri Conservation Commission
Úepartment of Conservation
P. 0. Box 180
Jefferson Cìty, Missouri 65t02

Dear Mr. Gaìe:

The North Dakota State t{ater corrnission has been given copies of a
newspaper article in which .y!ur. cormission is desõribe¿ ai being
gpposed to the development of the Garrison Diversion project in-thisstate...According to the story, your opposition is baseã-oñ ü,â 

-

lf:ymplion that your residents wôu'ld häve lTg,ooo fewer ducks tokitl if the project proceeds.

Galen. Buterbaugh., Regìonal Director, Fish and l.Jildtife service, Denver,
has stated for the record of the Gairison Diversion Unit Conmiisiõn thatthe.present nitigation pìan results in no losses to wildlife due ùo theproject construction as planned. This is fact, not an assumpiion.-

leople of this state-also appreciate the recreationaì aspects of society
!y!.1f9{ are particuìar'ly ìirterested in a future that t;ã;i¿ãs-ecõnom.¡cstabil!ty as well._-Impoundments in this state which cbntribute miilionsof dollars of benefits in Missouri through flood damage reduction 

.

adversely effect our economy to the exteñt of $l3l miÍt.ion-ãñnuáilv.
This is no small sacrifice lor a state with fewer than 700,0öö-;"óir".

o'lved in the formulation of theis, an agreement among the l0
rmanent floods to be created on
protect the lower states from

flows. Upper states were to receiye

a

9OO Ecst Bou ler,crrd - B rsrrrorck, \lorth Dokoto - 585C5 O1B7 I 224 27 5C
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Mr. Larry Gale, Director
Septenber 28, l9g4
Page 2

water for deveìopment jn return for their sacrifice of land for floodcontroì reservo'irs. you have recefved your-b.;àiìts and-now,-accòroingt9 the news storv, ygu.are opposed to-tiã-up;i;;; deveropmenr whichu,as a part of the originaì aþieement

the benefits accruing as a resuìt
desire to join with ui in a request
ions to cause a study to be undertaken, power generation, recreation,I benefits which accrue free of

s.

]I tlç congressionaì.deìegatìons favor such a study ìt is possibìe thatthe Mìssouri Basin states-Associatioñ'.ãülä u.-ãäiignate¿ ãs-ihã'ðoor¿inaringgroup since all basin states have representation in that Associat.ion.

S'incerely,

North Dakota State trlater Conmission

U

J

\j


