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MINUTES 

North Dakota State Water Commission 
Bismarck, North Dakota 

February 14, 2019 

The North Dakota State Water Commission (State Water Commission or Commission) 
held a meeting at the State Office Building, Bismarck, North Dakota, on February 14, 
2019.  Governor Burgum called the meeting to order at 1:07 p.m., and requested 
Garland Erbele, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary to the State Water 
Commission, call the roll.  Governor Burgum announced a quorum was present. 

STATE WATER COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Governor Burgum, Chairman 
Doug Goehring, Commissioner, ND Department of Agriculture, Bismarck 
Katie Andersen, Jamestown 
Michael Anderson, Hillsboro 
Richard Johnson, Devils Lake 
Leander McDonald, Bismarck  
Mark Owan, Williston 
Matthew Pedersen, Valley City 
Jason Zimmerman, Minot 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
Lt. Governor Sanford (Executive Session only) 
Garland Erbele, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary, State Water Commission 
State Water Commission Staff 
Jennifer Verleger, General Counsel, Attorney General’s Office 
Approximately 50 people interested in agenda items. 

The attendance register is on file with the official minutes. 

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

CONSIDERATION OF AGENDA:  

The agenda for the February 14, 2019, State Water Commission meeting was 
presented; there were no modifications.  
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CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT MINUTES OF DECEMBER 7, 2018; JANUARY 17, 
JANUARY 24, FEBRUARY 6, 2019, SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES: 
 
The draft minutes of the December 7, 2018, State Water Commission meeting and 
January 17, January 24, and February 6, 2019, subcommittee meetings were reviewed.  
There were no modifications. 
 

It was moved by Commissioner Johnson, seconded by Commissioner 
Zimmerman, and unanimously carried, that the minutes of December 
7, 2018, and January 17, January 24, and February 6, 2019, 
subcommittee meetings be approved as presented.   

 
STATE WATER COMMISSION FINANCIAL REPORTS: 
 
The allocated program expenditures for the period ending December 31, 2018, were 
presented and discussed by David Laschkewitsch, Director of Administrative Services.  
The total expenditures were within the authorized budget amounts.   
 
The Project Summary for the 2017-2019 Biennium, APPENDIX A, provided information 
on the committed and uncommitted funds from the Resources Trust Fund and the 
Water Development Trust Fund.  The final summary for projects showed approved 
projects totaling $594,458,124 with expenditures of $267,138,358.  A balance of 
$87,021,203 remains available to commit to projects in the 2017-2019 biennium. 
 
The oil extraction tax deposits into the Resources Trust Fund total $262,931,776 
through January 2019 and are currently $63,309,226 or 31.7 percent above budgeted 
revenues.   
 
Deposits received for the Water Development Trust Fund total $23,874,965 through 
January 2019 and are currently $14,874,965 above the budget revenues of $9,000,000.  
The large increase was due to a settlement agreement between the state and the major 
tobacco companies over enforcement of the 1998 Tobacco Master Settlement 
agreement.  The next scheduled deposit is April 2019 and anticipated to be $9,000,000. 
 
NORTHEAST REGIONAL WATER DISTRICT - $705,000 
(SWC Project No. 237-03NOE/1736-99) 
 
Northeast Regional Water District (Northeast) requested additional Federal Municipal, 
Rural, and Industrial Water Supply (MR&I) Program funding for the Expansion Phase 2 
project.  The project includes service to 276 rural users in Northeast’s Langdon Branch  
and involves installing a new water system of 360 miles of 4-inch to 2-inch distribution 
pipelines.  
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Northeast bid the project in November 2018 and plans to complete the Phase 2 project 
in 2020.  The Expansion Phase 1 Project installed a pipeline from Devils Lake water 
treatment plant to the existing Langdon Branch and for the Expansion Phase 2 project.  
The Langdon Branch existing 980 users and the 276 expansion users will have a water 
rate of $55 per month minimum and pay $6 per 1,000 gallons used.   
 
Total federal funding approved to-date is $7.9 million, approved on June 14, 2018.  The 
updated cost estimate is $11.47 million.  Federal MR&I funding at 75 percent would 
provide a total of $8,605,000 or an additional $705,000.  The request was reviewed and 
approved by the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Board on January 24.  The 
cost-share request is attached as APPENDIX B. 
 
Secretary Erbele recommended the State Water Commission approve the additional 
$705,000, resulting in total Federal MR&I funds of $8,605,000, funded at 75 percent to 
Northeast.  The funding is contingent on available funding and the project follows the 
Federal MR&I Program requirements. 

 
It was moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by 
Commissioner Anderson that the State Water Commission approve 
the additional $705,000, resulting in total Federal MR&I funds of 
$8,605,000, funded at 75 percent to Northeast for the Expansion Phase 
2 project.  The funding is contingent on available funding and the 
project follows the Federal MR&I Program requirements. 
 
Commissioners Andersen, Anderson, Johnson, McDonald, Owan, 
Pedersen, Zimmerman, Goehring, and Governor Burgum voted aye.  
There were no nay votes.  Governor Burgum announced the motion 
unanimously carried. 

 
NORTHWEST AREA WATER SUPPLY (NAWS) - $14,785,000 (FY 19) 
(SWC Project No. 237-03/237-04) 
 
State Water Commission staff requested the Commission allocate $14,785,000 of FY 
2019 Federal MR&I Program funding to the NAWS project, with emphasis towards 
design and construction of transmission pipelines north of Minot plus the additional work 
on the Minot water treatment facility.  The NAWS project costs for studies, design, and 
construction have been $132.8 million over the last 30 years.   
 
The NAWS Biota Water Treatment Plant Phase I (Biota) to be constructed near Max, 
has an estimated design cost of $4.9 million, an estimated construction cost of $52 
million, and has been determined to be 100 percent a federal funding responsibility.  
The design will be completed in 2019, construction starting in 2020, and anticipated 
completion is 2022. 
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An upgrade of the Minot water treatment facility is being constructed to provide 27 
million gallons per day capacity to meet the growing needs of Minot and NAWS project 
service area.  Phase I was completed and addressed the filter capacity.  Phase II 
construction to install two softening basins for $28.8 million will be completed in 2020.   
 
Upon completion, Minot’s Phase II project would provide additional water capacity to the 
NAWS system for transmission pipeline segments.   
 
Project funding is split between federal and local sponsor with Biota at 100 percent 
federal responsibility, and the other features shared at 65 percent federal and a 35 
percent local share being paid by Minot.  The constant fluctuations in annual federal 
appropriations requires the state to cover some of the required federal share to ensure 
continued construction progress.  Attached as APPENDIX C is a table listing project 
features. 
 
The Minot treatment plant and the two pipeline projects total $42.2 million with the 
federal share at $27.4 million and currently funded with $8.8 million federal and $18.6 
million funded by state.  Obligating $14.785 millions of FY 2019 funds to this effort 
would increase the federal contribution to $23.6 million and reduce the state contribution 
to $3.8 million. 
 
State Water Commission staff recommended approval of FY 2019 federal funding of 
$14.785 million for the Minot Phase II (Contract 7-1B), Glenburn to Renville corner 
(Contract 2-3C), and Westhope and All Seasons System III (Contract 2-4A) projects.  
The request was reviewed and approved by the Garrison Diversion Conservancy 
District Board on January 24.   
 
Secretary Erbele recommended the Commission approve Federal MR&I funds of 
$14,785,000, to the NAWS project.  The funding is subject to future revisions and the 
Federal MR&I Program requirements. 
 

It was moved by Commissioner Pedersen and seconded by 
Commissioner Zimmerman that the State Water Commission approve 
Federal MR&I funds of $14,785,000, to the NAWS project.  The funding 
is subject to future revisions and the Federal MR&I Program 
requirements. 
 
Commissioners Andersen, Anderson, Johnson, McDonald, Owan, 
Pedersen, Zimmerman, Goehring, and Governor Burgum voted aye.  
There were no nay votes.  Governor Burgum announced the motion 
unanimously carried.   
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FEDERAL MR&I WATER SUPPLY PROGRAM FIVE-YEAR PLAN (FY 19-23)  
(SWC Project No. 237-03/237-04NAWS) 
 
The Garrison Diversion Unit State MR&I Program Five-Year Plan for fiscal years 2019-
2023, is used to address variations in appropriations and priorities and is submitted to 
the Bureau of Reclamation for their use in estimating the state’s capacity to expend 
funding.  The attached table with system maps, APPEDIX D, shows total federal 
funding need of $195 million and local funding need of $42 million with estimates for 
each year of the plan.  The federal funding is only an estimate and actual funding is 
dependent on annual congressional appropriations.  The remaining MR&I funding 
authorization is approximately $116 million but is indexed as necessary to allow for 
ordinary fluctuations of construction costs incurred after the date of enactment of the 
Dakota Water Resources Act of 2000.   
 
The NAWS project is projected to receive the major share of funding.  All Seasons 
Water Users District project is a rural water expansion project to serve over 1,200 new 
water users in northeastern Bottineau County, but requires the water service capacity 
being built into the NAWS project.  The Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Board 
reviewed the plan on January 24.   
 
CITY OF LISBON SHEYEENE RIVER FLOOD PROTECTION REALLOCATION 
OF FUNDS FOR LEVEE C AND E - $1,036,877 
(SWC Project No. 1991-13) 
 
Lisbon requested reallocation of funds remaining from prior Sheyenne River flood 
protection levee projects to the Levee C & E Extension and Closure.  Lisbon began 
construction of the Sheyenne River flood protection in 2014.  Since then, five of the 
planned levee projects in the overall flood protection project were constructed with a few 
items remaining for Levee F in summer 2019.  There are two gaps in the flood 
protection system that have not been completed, specifically the extensions of Levee C 
and E.  The right-of-way has been secured to construct the Levee E extension and the 
process of securing final right-of-way to construct the Levee C Extension is underway.  
Lisbon requested an extension of time to complete the work and remaining funds from 
the prior projects, identified in the table below, be reallocated to this effort.   
 

Levee Cost-Share 
Balance A – Constructed 

2014 
$146,969 

C – Constructed 
2015 

$370,810 
E – Constructed 
2016 

$32,125 
D – Constructed 
2017 

$246,973 
F    –    Constructed  $240,000 
Total reallocation $1,036,877 
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The estimated total project cost is $1,275,000.  With preliminary engineering cost- 
shared at 90 percent and construction at 80 percent, the total potential cost-share would 
be $1,039,390.  The total amount of the reallocation of cost-share for Levees A, C, E, D, 
and F for the project total $1,036,877.   
 
Lisbon originally requested $234,123 in a State Water Commission loan for 30 years at 
1.5 percent interest for this closure project.  Upon further review, Lisbon already 
received matching loan dollars for all of these grant dollars, so they are not eligible for 
another matching loan when the monies are reprogrammed.  The letter request and 
supporting documentation is attached as APPENDIX E. 
 
Secretary Erbele recommended the State Water Commission approve the 
reallocation of funds request for the Sheyenne River Flood Protection Project Levee 
C and E in the amount of $1,036,877.  The approval is subject to the entire contents 
of the recommendation, obtaining all applicable permits, and the availability of funds.   
 

It was moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by 
Commissioner McDonald that the State Water Commission approve 
the reallocation of funds request for the Sheyenne River Flood 
Protection Project Levee C and E in the amount of $1,036,877.  The 
approval is subject to the entire contents of the recommendation, 
obtaining all applicable permits, and the availability of funds.   
 
Commissioners Andersen, Anderson, Johnson, McDonald, Owan, 
Pedersen, Zimmerman, Goehring, and Governor Burgum voted aye.  
There were no nay votes.  Governor Burgum announced the motion 
unanimously carried.   

 
SOURIS RIVER JOINT BOARD FOUR-YEAR EXTENSION REQUEST FOR MOUSE 
RIVER ENHANCED FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT - $31,500 
(SWC Project No. 1753/1974-11) 
 
Project sponsors are required to provide a progress report to the Commission at least 
every four years if the term of the project exceeds four years.  State Water Commission 
staff requested an update from the Souris River Joint Board (SRJB) on the Mouse River 
Enhanced Flood Protection Project, and a request for extension to utilize funds was 
received.   
 
Section 214 Agreements between the SRJB and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE ) were recently amended to extend the contract times which were set to expire 
on January 1, 2019, and are now extended to December 31, 2019.  The Section 214 
Agreement is meant to ensure a funding source for USACE to complete timely reviews 
of the SRJB’s Section 408 permits.  The SRJB requested the funding be continued and 
submitted a 408-permit application to USACE for the Burlington Levee, which could  
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potentially use the remainder of the cost-share monies.  The December balance is 
$31,500 out of the $375,000 originally approved.   
 
Secretary Erbele recommended the State Water Commission approve the agreement be 
extended based on the project sponsor continuing to make progress in 2019-2020. 

 
It was moved by Commissioner Johnson and seconded by 
Commissioner Zimmerman that the State Water Commission approve 
the agreement be extended, allowing the $31,500 balance be used 
during 2019-2020. 
 
Commissioners Andersen, Anderson, Johnson, McDonald, Owan, 
Pedersen, Zimmerman, Goehring, and Governor Burgum voted aye.  
There were no nay votes.  Governor Burgum announced the motion 
unanimously carried.   

 
METRO FLOOD DIVERSION AUTHORITY, FM AREA DIVERSION PROJECT - 
$66,500,000 
(SWC Project No. 1928) 
 
The Metro Flood Diversion Authority (Authority) requested $66,500,000 cost-share 
agreement for the FM Area Diversion Project and cost-share efficiencies proposed at 
the December 7  meeting.  The letter request and documentation are attached as 
APPENDIX F.   
 
Fargo City Mayor, Dr. Tim Mahoney, and Martin Nicholson, Jacobs Engineering, 
provided an update on the status of the FM Area Diversion project and Plan B cost 
estimate and financial plan.  The current estimated cost is $2.75 billion compared to the 
previous cost estimate of $2.2 billion from 2015 based on Plan A.  The presentation of 
the update and funding costs is attached as APPENDIX G. 
 
Secretary Erbele recommended the State Water Commission approve state cost-share 
at 50 percent, not to exceed $66,500,000, for the FM Area Diversion Project to the 
Authority from the available funds appropriated to the State Water Commission in the 
2017-2019 biennium.  The funding is towards eligible costs and contingent on available 
funding.  
 

It was moved by Commissioner Owan and seconded by Commissioner 
Anderson that the State Water Commission approve state cost-share 
at 50 percent, not to exceed $66,500,000, for the FM Area Diversion 
Project to the Authority from the available funds appropriated to the 
State Water Commission in the 2017-2019 biennium.  The funding is 
towards eligible costs and contingent on available funding.  
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Commissioners Andersen, Anderson, Johnson, McDonald, Owan, 
Pedersen, Zimmerman, Goehring, and Governor Burgum voted aye.  
There were no nay votes.  Governor Burgum announced the motion 
unanimously carried.   
 

SOUTHWEST PIPELINE PROJECT (SWPP) – REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL (RFP) FOR 
TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP STUDY 
(SWC Project No. 1736-99)  
The deadline in the RFP related to the study of transfer of ownership of SWPP and 
funding models of other regional water systems was December 14, 2018. 
 
One proposal was received from Apex Engineering Group. The proposed project team 
included Apex Engineering Group, DGR Engineering, and Crowley Fleck L a w  F i r m  
( A p e x ) . 
 
The Budget, Planning and Finance Subcommittee (Subcommittee) decided during the 
January 17, 2019, meeting that all three subcommittee members would form the 
selection committee.  Apex was interviewed on January 24, 2019, by the selection 
committee.  The Subcommittee met again on February 6, 2019, to discuss the interview.  
The Subcommittee had concerns with only one proposal being received resulting in a 
lack of competition, potential bias from Apex because of their work for Dickinson's waste 
water treatment plant, and perceived lack of regional water experience.  It was the 
decision of the Subcommittee not to accept  the proposal and to re-advertise the RFP 
and allow firms working on other regional water systems in North Dakota to apply.  The 
Subcommittee requested State Water Commission staff provide proposed conflict of 
interest language for the new RFP at the February 14, 2019, Commission meeting.  
The new version of RFP with the proposed language and other changes presented 
at the meeting is attached as APPENDIX H. 
 
After discussion, the following motion was made: 
 

It was moved by Commissioner Owan and seconded by Commissioner 
Johnson that State Water Commission staff re-advertise the RFP with 
language proposed in attached APPENDIX H with submittal due date 
of March 31, 2019.   
 
Commissioners Anderson, McDonald, Pedersen, Zimmerman, and 
Goehring voted nay.  Commissioners Andersen, Johnson, Owan, and 
Governor Burgum voted aye.  Governor Burgum announced the 
motion failed.   
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After further discussion, the following motion was made:   
 

It was moved by Commissioner Pedersen and seconded by 
Commissioner McDonald that State Water Commission staff engage 
in discussion with Apex to negotiate contract price to complete the 
transfer of ownership study.  After a contract price has been 
negotiated, Commission will vote to accept contract price via 
telephone conference.  
 
Commissioners Anderson, McDonald, Pedersen, Zimmerman, 
Goehring, and Governor Burgum voted aye.  Commissioners 
Andersen, Johnson, and Owan voted nay.  Governor Burgum 
announced the motion passed.   

 
COST-SHARE DISCUSSION – LONG-TERM PROJECT FUNDING NEED 
FORECASTS: 
 
Pat Fridgen, Director of Planning and Education, presented 10- and 20-year funding 
forecasts that were included in the 2019 Water Development Plan, attached as 
APPENDIX I. 
 
State Water Commission staff worked closely with project sponsors and their engineers 
to develop cost estimates for the state’s largest water projects.  To provide funding need 
estimates for municipal and rural water supply systems, SWC staff worked 
cooperatively with the ND League of Cities, and ND Rural Water Systems Association 
to implement a survey of their constituents.  These surveys were aimed at identifying 
the extent of aging water supply infrastructure in those systems, schedules for 
rehabilitations or replacement, and estimated costs.   
 
In addition to the 10- and 20-year project funding need forecasts, ranges were 
determined of potential revenue streams to estimate project funding shortfalls or 
surpluses based on current cost-share policies/agreements.   
 
Long-term project funding need estimates will be discussed at the next few Commission 
meetings to address anticipated shortfalls and to identify potential solutions.      
 
STEVEN MORTENSON - INDUSTRIAL WATER ISSUES PRESENTATION: 
 
Steven Mortenson, Williston, ND, gave a presentation related to industrial water sales of  
Western Area Water Supply (WAWS) and Northwest Rural Water District.  Presentation 
material is attached as APPENDIX J.  Mr. Mortenson voiced concerns that WAWS is 
directly competing with private industrial water providers and to minimize the impact on 
private water sellers, should be made strictly a wholesaler of water, and should work in 
cooperation with independent water suppliers.   
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PROJECT UPDATES: 
 
Commission staff provided brief updates on the following projects with the 
summary updates attached as APPENDIX K: 
 
Jon Kelsch, Construction Section Chief, Devils Lake Outlet; Laura Ackerman, 
Investigations Section Chief, Missouri River and Mouse River; Tim Freije, NAWS 
Project Manager; and, Sindhuja S.Pillai-Grinolds, SWPP Project Manager. 
 
NORTHWEST AREA WATER SUPPLY (NAWS) – CONTRACT 2-4A: 
 
NAWS Contract 2-4A will consist of roughly 18 miles of pipeline and related 
appurtenances from Renville Corner to the All Seasons Water Users District pumping 
station south of Westhope.  This is the first of four remaining potable water transmission 
line contracts to complete the NAWS distribution system.   
 
Bids will be opened February 28, 2019, and the opinion of probable construction costs 
is $5.5 million, and estimated construction management services are roughly $350,000.  
The substantial completion date is October 31, 2019, and the final completion date is 
June 1, 2020.  There will be a week to ten days for review of the bids and concurrence 
from the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District and the Bureau of Reclamation.  Upon 
award of the contract, an additional month may be needed for contract documents to be 
finalized and for the contractor to obtain the requisite insurance and bonding 
documentation.   
 
Secretary Erbele recommended the State Water Commission authorize the Chief 
Engineer/Secretary to award NAWS Contract 2-4A to the low responsive bidder pending 
review of the bids received and concurrence from Garrison Diversion Conservancy 
District.  
 

It was moved by Commissioner Goehring and seconded by 
Commissioner Zimmerman that the State Water Commission 
authorize the Chief Engineer/Secretary to award NAWS Contract 2-4A 
to the low responsive bidder pending review of the bids received and 
concurrence from Garrison Diversion Conservancy District.  
 
Commissioners Andersen, Anderson, Johnson, McDonald, Owan, 
Pedersen, Zimmerman, Goehring, and Governor Burgum voted aye.  
There were no nay votes.  Governor Burgum announced the motion 
unanimously carried.   
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ROUNDTABLE UPDATES WITH COMMISSIONERS: 
 
Commissioners Anderson and McDonald requested State Water Commission 
staff and Commission explore past and potential future opportunities to 
coordinate with water supply initiatives.  The goal is to encourage better 
collaboration between tribal and non-tribal systems to resolve industrial and 
municipal water issues.  It was agreed that State Water Commission staff would 
commit time to such an effort.  State Water Commission staff will also ensure 
tribal entities receive information and invitations to the Commissioner-hosted 
meetings that are held each summer.   
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION UNDER AUTHORITY OF NDCC § 44-04-19.1(9) FOR 
ATTORNEY CLIENT CONSULTATION REGARDING DEVILS LAKE WEST END 
OUTLET MEDIATION: 
 
It was the recommendation of Governor Burgum, Chairman, that the discussion relating 
to the Devils Lake West End Outlet settlement be held in executive session, under the 
provisions of NDCC § 44-04-19.1(9), for the purpose of attorney consultation.  The 
State Water Commission invited the following to participate in the executive session:   
 
STATE WATER COMMISSION MEMBERS: 
Governor Burgum, Chairman  
Doug Goehring, Commissioner, ND Department of Agriculture  
Katie Andersen, Jamestown 
Michael Anderson, Hillsboro 
Richard Johnson, Devils Lake  
Leander McDonald, Bismarck  
Mark Owan, Williston 
Matthew Pedersen, Valley City 
Jason Zimmerman, Minot 
 
OTHERS: 
Lt. Governor Sanford 
Garland Erbele, State Engineer, and Chief Engineer-Secretary, State Water Commission  
State Water Commission Staff:  Craig Odenbach, John Paczkowski, David 
Laschkewitsch, Jon Kelsch, Tim Dodd, and Cheryl Fitzgerald 
Jennifer Verleger, General Counsel, Attorney General’s Office 
Reice Haase, Policy Advisor, Governor’s Office 

 
It was moved by Commissioner Andersen and seconded by 
Commissioner Johnson that under the provision of NDCC § 44-04-
19.1(9), the State Water Commission proceed into executive session 
on February 14, 2019, at 4:05 p.m., for the purpose of attorney 
consultation relating to the Devils Lake West End Outlet mediation. 





STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT SUMMARY
20'17-2019 BIENNIUM

Dec-l8

2015-2017
CARRYOVER

2017-2019
FUNDING

2017-2019
BUDGET

SWC/SE
APPROVED

REMAINING
UNOBLIGATED

MUNICIPAL & REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY:
MUNICIPAL WATER SUPPLY
RED RIVER VALLEY
OTHER REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY

UNOBLIGATED MUNICIPAL/REG WATER SUPPLY

% OBLIGATED

RURAL WATER SUPPLY:
RURAL WATER SUPPLY

UNOBLIGATED RURAL WATER SUPPLY

% OBLIGATED

FLOOD CONTROL:
FARGO
MOUSE RIVER
VALLEY CITY
LISBON
OTHER FLOOD CONTROL
PROPERTY ACQUISITIONS
WATER CONVEYANCE

UNOBLIGATED FLOOD CONTROL

% OBLIGATED

GENERAL WATER:
GENERAL WATER

UNOBLIGATED GENERAL WATER

o/o OBLIGATED

REVOLVING LOAN FUND:
GENERAL WATER PROJECTS
WATER SUPPLY

% OBLIGATED

54,802,659
0

60,241,296

41,195,208

78,376,087
28,819,192
13,693,459
9,000,010

36,063,386
16,849,083
1 9,914,006

17,255,761

40,225,561
30,000,000
48,1 61 ,581

27,416,067

38,340

99.86%

66,500,000
58,144,726
2,700,354

0

1,614,825
7,408,241
(849,438)

481,291

50.75o/o

1 0,490,1 62

5,263,713

66.59%

900,000
0

100.00%

95,028,220
30,000,000

108,402,877

68,611,274

38,340

144,876,087
86,963,918
16,393,81 3

9,000,010
37,678,211
24,257,324
19,064,56B

481,291

27,745,923

5,263,713

5,581,900
354,000

95,028,220
17,000,000

108,402,877

68,611,274

78,376,087
86,963,918
16,393,813
9,000,010

37,678,211
24,257,324
19,064,568

27,745,923

5,581,900
354,000

0

13,000,000
0

1,737,858

0

38,340

0

5,263,713

1,737,858 '1,737,858

87.73o/o

66,500,

481,291

000
0
0
0

0

0
0

0
0

900
000

4,681
354

TOTALS 381,246,045 300,233,286 681,479,327 594,458,124 87,021,203

APPENDIX A

1



STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT SUMMARY
2017-2019 BIENNIUM

Dec-l8

SWC/SE
APPROVED EXPENDITURES

REMAINING
UNPAID

MUNICIPAL & REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY
MUNICIPAL WATER SUPPLY
RED RIVER VALLEY
OTHER REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY

RURAL WATER SUPPLY:
RURAL WATER SUPPLY

FLOOD CONTROL:
FARGO
MOUSE RIVER
VALLEY CITY
LISBON
OTHER FLOOD CONTROL
PROPERTY ACQUISITIONS
WATER CONVEYANCE

GENERAL WATER:
GENERAL WATER

REVOLVING LOAN FUND:
GENERAL WATER PROJECTS
WATER SUPPLY

95,028,220
17,000,000

108,402,877

68,611,274

78,376,087
86,963,918
16,393,813
9,000,010

37,678,211
24,257,324
19,064,568

27,745,923

5,581,900
354,000

38,090,088
10,000,000
52,543,905

22,231,459
27,242,947

9,235,330
6,722,655

18,541 ,348
21,436,197
7,189,102

56,938,132
7,000,000

55,858,972

56,144,627
59,720,971
7,158,483
2,277,355

19,136,863
2,821,127

11,875,465

36,505,787 32,105,487

11,463,638 16,282,285

5,581,900
354,000

0

0

594,458,124 267 138 358 327,319 766TOTALS

594,458,124 267,138,358 327,319,766

2



STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT SUMMARY
2017-2019 Blennium

WATER SU PPLY

Approved SWC Approved Total Total
Dec-18

Balance

2050-1 3
2050-1 5
2050-18
2050-20
2050-21
2050-26
2050-28
2050-29
2050-30
2050-31
2050-32
2050-36
2050-37
2050-44
2050-49
2050-51
2050-52
2050-53
2050-54
2050-55
2050-56
2050-66
2050-67
2050-69
2050-70

I 736-05
2374

HB 1020 1973-02
'1973-05

1973-06
325-105

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

Municipal water SupPlY:
Mandan
Washburn
Grafton
Dickinson
Watford Cily
Fargo
Mandan
Minot
Watford City
West Fargo
Willision
Dickinson
Dickinson
Beulah
Grand Forks
Mercer
New Town
West Fargo
West Fargo
West Fargo
Williston
Lincoln
Williston
Mandan
Wing

New Raw Water lntake
New Raw Water lntake
Water Treatment Plant Phase 3

Capital lnfrastructure
Capital Infrastructure
Fargo Water System Regionalization lmprovements

Water Systems lmprovement Project

Water Syslems lmprovement Project
Water Systems lmprovement Project

Water Systems lmprovement Project

Water Systems lmprovement Project

Water Syslems lmprovement Project

Dickinson State Avonue South Water Main

water Treatment Planl
Grand Forks Water Treatment Plant

Connect to McLean-Sheridan
Water Transmission Storage
Brooks Harbor Water Tower
North Loop Connection
West Loop Connection
US Highway 2 Water Main

Lincoln Water System lmprovement Project

Williston Water System lmprovemenis
Sunset Reservoir Water Transmission Line

Water Tower RePair

TOTAL MUNICIPAL WATER SUPPLY

Southwest Pipeline Project
Northwest Area Water SUPPIY

WAWSA
WAWSA
WAWSA
RRVWSP Garrison Diversion

10t6t2015
at1t20't5

7t29t2015
1 0/6/201 5
10t6t2015
10t6t2015
10t6t2015
10t6t2015
10t6t2015

12t1 1 t2015
3t9t2016

8t2312017
8t23t2017

10t11t2018
8t2312017

8t2312017
8t23t2017
8t?3t2017

21812018

2t8t2018
4t12t20't8
4t12t2018

Date

7t112017
2t8t2018

9115t2014
10t612015
12t8t2017
812312017

1,515,672
2,281,927

48,822
1 ,731,926

536,627
4,131,788
1,812,123
3,478,647
5,374,639

392,388
7,857,010

0
963,920

1,639,813
50,645,520

0
1,940,000
1,950,000

510,000
1,1 10,000

434,400
1 ,130,000
2,336,000
3, 1 35,000

72,000

270,291
140,716
48,822

0
13,873

1,854,868
1,812J23
2,652,246

548,390
392,388

0
0
U

1 ,639,813
27,4Q4,523

0
662,474

0
0
0

419,029
0
0

1 58,534
72,O00

1,245,381
2,141,211

(0)

1,731,926
522,754

2,276,920

826,401
4,826,249

0
7,857,010

0
963,920

0
23,240,996

n

1,277 ,526
1,950,000

510,000
1,1 10,000

15,371
1 ,1 30,000
2,336,000
2,976,466

0

96,028,220 38,090,088 5A,$8,132

8000
9000
5000
5000
5000
5000

Regional Water Supply:
SWPP
NAWS
WAWSA
WAWSA
WAWSA
RRWVSP

52,249,989
27,108,462

1 55,603
8,888,823

20,000,000
17,000,000

30,964,270
3.783,792

1 55,603
5,678,122

1 1,962,1 19

10,000,000

21,285,719
23,324,670

(0)

3,210,70'l
8,037,881
7,000,000

2050-17
2050-23
2050-25
2050-33
2050-34
2050-35
2050-38
2050-41
2050-42
2050-43
2050-45
2050-50
2373-39
2373-41
2050-57
2050-58
2050-59
2050-60
2050-61
2050-62
2050-63
2050-64
2050-65
2050-71
2050-72
2050-73

3t11t2015
8t23t2017
7t29t2015
10t6t2015
10t6t2015
8t23t2Q17

12111t2015
12t1'12015
12t11t2015
12t11t2015

3t9t2016
8t23t2017

4t1t2015
10t24t2016
8t23t2017
8t23r2017

10t11t2018
6t12t2018
6t12t2018
8t23t2017
4t1?t2018

8t9t2018
8t9t2018

12r7t2018
4t12t2018

10t11t2018

1,096,634
1,364,794

299,358
1j72,760
1,968,086

13,159,1 45
52,601

12,789,020
1,639,753
4,900,000
1,271,241

126,000
2,425,167
1,831,540
3,086,000
3,430,000
1,846,000
1,114,620

1 07,430
1 50,880

1,300,000
2,378,450
2,803,250
6,091,545
2,1 00,000

107,000

1,096,634
720,670

0
1,172,760

949,565
8,554,1 93

52,601
12,315,323

1,243,606
0

1,271,241
1 26,000

1,088,455
1,351,144

47,'128
0
0

613,716
85,079

1 50,880
395,066

1,082,298
151,191

3,549,025
489,212

0

644,124
299,358

'l ,018,520
4,604,952

473,697
396,147

4,900,000
0
0

1,336,712
480,396

3,038,873
3,430,000
1,846,000

500,904
22,35'l

0
904,934

1,296,152
2,652,059
2,542,520
1 ,610,788

107,000

5000
5000
5000
JUUU

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
SUUU

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

TOTAL REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY

Rural Water Supply:
Barnes Rural RWD lmprovements

Greater Ramsey WRD SW Nelson County Expansion

All Seasons Water District Bottineau County Extension, Phase I

Stutsman RWD Phase V Storage & Pipeline Expansion Project

North Prairie RWD StoragB and Water Main

Southeasl Water Users Dist System Wide Expansion Feasibility Study

Dakola Rural Water District Reservoir C Expansion

Northeast Regional WD City of Devils Lake Water Supply Project

Walsh RWD Phase 1 & 2 System Expansion

All Seasons Water Dislrict System 4 Connection to System 1

Garrison Rural Waler District Syslem Expansion Project

Grand Forks Traill RWD Easlern Expansion & TRWD lnterconnect Fesibility

North Central Rural Water Consorlium Carpio Berthold Phase 2

North Central Rural Water Consortium Granville-Deering Area

North Central Regional Waler District Mountrail Expansion Phase ll

North Central Regional Water Dislrict Mountrail Co Watery Phase lll

Cass Rural Water District Horace Storage Tank

North Prairie Rural District Reservoir 9 Water Supply

North Prairie Rural District Surrey/Silver Spring

Traill Rural District Expansion/lnterconnect

Walsh RWD System Expansion Project

McLean-sheridan Water District Turtle Lake Water Tower

TrFcounty Rural Water District System Expansion Project

East central RWD Grand Forksffraill Project

Stutsman RWD Phase 6 Pettibone Project

Northeast Regional WD Master Plan

TOTAL RURAL WATER SUPPLY

125,402,877 62,543,905 A2,858,972

68,A11,274 36,505,787 32,105'487

SWC Board Approved to Continue

TOTAL 289,042,371 137,139,781 161,902,590
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT SUMMARY
20'17-20'19 Biennlum

Approved SWC
By No Depl Sponsor Proiect

Approv6d
Dat6

Total
Aoorov6d

Total
Payments Balance

sB 2020
sB 2020

sB 2371

1928-01
1S28-05
177'l-O1

1974-06
1974-09
1974-11
1974-12
1974-14
1974-13
1974-'l.5
1974-16
1974-18
1974-19
1974-20
1974-21
1974-22
1974-23
197 4-25
1974-26
1974-27
1974-30
1974-31
1974-32
1974
2107-O3
2122
1344-04
1 504-01
1504-03
1504-06
1504-07
1344-02
1 991 -01

1991-03
1991-06
1991-08
1991 -1 0
2079-O1
2131
1059
1 180
2008
2111
2118
2124
620
1932
1705
2073

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

4t19t2016
7t6t2016

10t12t2016
12t18t2015

4t12t2018
12t512014

4t1212018
3t912016

4t1212014
121212016

4t'12t2018
10t1212016

4t12t2018
10t12t2016
10t1212016
3t29t2017
3t29t2017
7 t20t2017
8t23t2017
8t23120'17
4t12t2018
4t12t2018
4t12t2018
4t12t2014

10t1112018
9t512017

8t29t2016
51112015

12t9t2016
12t8t2017

10t1112018
atat2016

3/9/2016
4t1212018
4t12t2014
12t9t2016
6t14t2018
12t7t2018
12t7 t2018
4t1212018
712012017

10111t20'18
11t612018
6t22t2017

3t912016
9t2'11201'l

7t6t2016

20,001,1 31

58,374,956
32,175,000

1,522
276,696

31,500
1,345,000
5,895,975
1,170,000

404,593
505,546
236,941

2,854,240
422,O34

1,983,623
35,271,200

1,427,022
1 82,000

29,348,843
74,750

390,000
260,000
260,000

3,932,500
387,433
302,500

54,414
477,445

1 3,1 57,600
914,175

1,786,179
1,000,582

146,969
377,799

84,125
2,886,535
4,504,000
3,655,s17

280,000
391,742
274,541
314,770

35,000
370,200

27,000
1 4,855
67,903

0
71,683

20,001,1 31

2,230,329
17,229,319

0
276,696

0
166,206

3,677,416
22,762

274,341
443,323

13,261
2,1 1 5,894

383,970
533,733

6,919,497
0
0

1 2,163,316
74,750

3,483
3,413
4,101

0
0

166,786
38,278

422,O14
8,303,493

471,542
0

896,61 1

0
6,989

52,000
2,639,562
3,127,494

807,820
0
0
0

3't4,770
34,999

0
0

14,855
67,903

0

0
56,144,627
14,945,681

1,522
(0)

31,500
1,178,794
2,21a,559
1,'t47,238

130,252

223,680
738,346

38,064
1,44S,890

28,351,703
1,427,O22

182,000
17,185,527

0
386,517
256,588

3,932,500
387,433
'135,714

20,136
55,427

4,854,107
442,633

1,786,'179
103,971
146,969
370,810

32,125
246,973

'1,376,506

2,847,697
280,000
39'1,742
274,541

0
1

370,200
27,000

0
0
0
0

Flood Control:
Fargo
Fargo M€tro Flood Diversion
Grafton
Souris River Joint WRO
Souds River Joint WRO
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WR0
Souris River Joint WRO
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris Riv6r Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WR0
Souris Rivor Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
Souris Rlver Joint WRD
Souris River Joint WRD
City of Minot
US Army Corps of Engineers
Valley City
Valley City
Vall€y City
Valley City
Valley City
Lisbon
Lisbon
Lisbon
Lisbon
Lisbon
Lisbon
Williston
Lower H€art River WRD
Bottineau Co WRD
Richland Co WRD

Fargo Flood Control Prcject
Fargo lvl€tro Flood Diversion Authotily 2015-2017

Grafton Flood Conkol Project
Devslopment of 201 1 Flood lnundation Maps

Mouss Riv€r Flood Control Dosign Enginoering

Funding of 2 14 agreement betw€en SRJB & USACE

lvlaple Diversion Design Ml-4
STARR Program (Structure Acquisition, Relocation, or Ring Dike)

Tierrecita Villejo Levee Design
Perk€tt Ditch lmprovements
Corps of Engineers Feasibility Study MREFPP

Rural Reaches, Preliminary Engineering
4th Avenue Tieback Levee & Burlington Loveo - Design Enginsern(

Utility Relocations
Highway 83 Bypass & Bridge Replacem€nt
Broadway Pump Station Phasos l\41-1

Pot€rson Coul6e Outlet
Flood Spocific Em€rg€ncy Action PIan for Ward Co

Phases Ml-2, Ml-3 Construction
Corps of Englneers Section 408 Review Through Section 2145

Mouss Rivor Park Bridge Qesign
Sawyer Bridga Design Projoct
Velva Bridge Design Prcject
Phases Ml-2, Ml-3 Reallocation
SWIF Outfall Pipe Rehabilitation Prcject

Development of Comprehensive Plan for Souris Basin

Sheyenne River Valley Flood Control Project PHll

Permanent Flood Protection Prcj8ct
P€rmanent FIood Protection PH lll
Permanent Flood Protection PH lll & PH V
Permanent Flood Protection PH lll Construction

Shsy6nne River Valley Flood Control Project

Permanent Flood Protsction Projoct
Permanent Flood Protection - Lovee C Project

Permanent Flood Protection - Lsvee E Project

Permanent Flood Protection - Levee D Project

Permanent Flood Protection - Lev6o F Project

West Williston Flood Control
Flood Risk Reduction Projsct
Baumann Legal Drain
Logal Drain #7 Chann€l lmprovements

City of Mapleton Recertification of Flood Control Lovee Systom Project

Maple River WRD Davenport Flood Risk R€duction

Cass Count Joint WRD Sheldon Subdivision Levee

City of Bollield Heart Rivor & Tributaries Flood Control Study

Lower Heart WRD Mandan Flood Control Protective Works (Levse)

Nelson Co. WRD Michigan Spillway Rural Flood Assessment

Red Riv€r Joint water Resource Dislrist Red River Joint wRD watershed Feasibility study - Phass 2

Walsh Co. WRD Oslo Area Ag Levee Feasibility Study

Subtolal Flood Conttol

Floodway ProPedY Acqulsition s :

--EFF'ifri?|3t11t2015

1993-05
sB 2371 1523-05
sB 237'1 1504-05
sB 2371 2000-05

199'l-05
1987-05

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

Minot
Ward County/Minot
Valley City
Sawyer
Lisbon
Burlinglon

Revolving Loan Fund:
(GensElwater)
Valley City
Valley City
Lisbon

lvlinot Phase - Floodway Acquisitions

Ward Counly - Floodway Acquisitions
Vall€y City - Floodway Acquisitions

Sawygr Phase - Floodway Acquisitions

Llsbon - Floodway Acquisition
l\4ouse River Enhanced Flood Plan Property Acquistion

4t12t2014

5110t2017

228,412,038

14,093,720
6,01 5,347
3,406,947

'135,844

603,300
2,166

3,289,400
'1,392,500

900,000

215,000
139,000

71,683

83,973,740

1 3,203,793
5,591,839
2,099,028

0
539,371

2,166

3,289,400
1,392,500

900,000

21 5,000
139,000

144,438,298

889,927
423,508

1,307,91 9
1 35,844
63,929

0

Subtotal Floodway Propet'ly Acquisitions

TOTAL FLOOD CONTROL

Vall6y City Flood Protection - Phase ll Construction (LOAN)

Vallsy City Pre Dosign & Eng & Phase lll Buyouts (LOAN)

Permanent Flood Control

(WatBr SuPPly)
North Central Rural Waler Consortium ll Carpio B6rhold Phase 2 (LOAN)

North centrat Rural water consortium Granville.surrey-Deering water supply Prcject (LoAN)

REVOLVING LOAN TOTAL

24,257,324 21,436,197 2,821,127

252,669,362 105,409,937 147,259,425

2077-16
2077-15
2077-'t4

2077-13
2077 -12

1050
1050

1050
1050
1050

't2t9t20'16
12t9t2016
8t23t2017

10112t2016
10t12t2016

0
0
0

0
0

05,935,900 5,935,900

SWC Board Approved to Continue

TOTAL 258,605,262 111,345,837 147,259,425

4



STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT SUMMARY
2017-2019 Biennium

Roaources Trust Fund

WATER

Approved SWC
BV NO

Approved
Biennum Sponsor

Approved
Date

Total
Approved

Total
PaymentsProject BalanceDept

SE
SE
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SE
SWC
SE
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
SE
swc
swc
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SE
SE

1056 2000
1059 5000
1070 5000
1071 5000
1088 5000
1089 5000
I 180 5000
'1101 5000
1140 5000
1222 5000
't236 5000
131 I 5000
1314 5000
1331 5000
1486 5000
1520 5000
1520 5000
1951 5000
1951 5000
1975 5000
1978 5000
1990 5000
2016 5000
2049 5000
2008 5000
2080 5000
2081 5000
20,87 5000
2088 5000
2108 5000
2112 5000
2093/1427 5000

2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2011-13
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
201 1-13
2Q15-17
2015-17
2015-'17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2017-15
2015-17

2t16t2017
3t7t2018

3t29t2017
3t9t2016
3t9t2016
319t2016

5t't1t2017
11t1 t2017
7t7t2015

10t12t2016
10t12t2016

319r2016
3t29t2017
121512016
10t6t2015
3t29t2017

10t11120't8
7t6t2016
7t6t2016

10r1212016

3t29t2017rciffiz
4t't0t2017
3t29t2017

10t12t2016
1An212016
10t12t2016
3t29t20't7
't2t9t2016
6122t2017

7t30t2017
9t6t2016

14,738
41,427

741,562
282,561
215,157
21 0,568
24,926

798,562
5,088

1,378,376
127,759
1 10,418
644,292
252,738
621,661
282,307
328,042

1 ,131,338
23,412

11 1,543
378,000

43,821
74,965

1,481,850
414,652
182,775
562,429

5,273,586
875,428
266,086

56,000
18,542

11,670
0

1 36,576
179,516
77,902
89,616
19,1 58

356,270
0

0
1 00,838
81,285

0
179,852

0
1 75,589

0
0

2,829
94,533

301,388
0

39,404
0

294,513
86,233

474,246
1,557,902

791,026
1 53,673

U

'1,130

3,068
41,427

604,986
103,045
137,255
120p52

5,768
442,292

5,088
1,378,376

26,92'l
29,133

644,252
72,886

621,661

106,718
328,042

1,131,338
20,583
17,010
76,612
43,821
35,561

1,481,850
1 20,139
96,542
88,183

3,715,684
84,402

112,413

. 56,000
17,412

Drain & Channel lmprovement Prolects:
Bottineau Co. WRD Stead Legal Drain

Bottineau Co WRD Baumann Legal Drain

Maple River WRD D'ain#14 Channel lmprovements

Maple River WRO Cass County Drain #15 Channel lmprovements

Maple River WRD Cass Drain #37 Channel lmprovements

Maple River WRD Cass County Drain #39 Channel lmprovements

Richland Co WRD Legal Drain No 7 Channel lmprovements

Dickey Co. WRD Yorktown-Maple Drainage lmprovemenl Dist No. 3

Pembina Co. WRD Drain 11 Outlet Extension Cost Overrun Project

Sargent Co WRD Drain No '11 Channel lmprovements

Traill Co. WRD Murray Drain No. 17 Channel lmprovements

Traill Co. WRD Buxton Township lmprovement District No 68

Wells Co. WRD Hurdslield Legal Drain

Richland Co WRD Drain #14 Reconstruction

Griggs Co. WRD Thompson Bridge Outlet No 4 Project

Walsh Co. WRD Walsh County Drain 30-1

Walsh Co. WRD Walsh County Drain 30-2

Maple River WRD Lynchburg Channel lmprovements

Maple River WRD Lynchburg Channel lmprovements

Walsh Co. WRD Drain 31-1

Richland-Sargeni Joint WRD RS Legal Draln #1 Extension & Channel lmprovement

Mercer Co. WRD Lake Shore Estates High Flow Diversion Project

Pembina Co. WRD Establishment of Pembina County Drain No 80

Grand Forks Co. WRD Grand Forks Legal Drain No. 58

Traill Co. WRD Stavanger-Belmont Drah No 52 Channel lmpr

Walsh Co. WRD Sam Berg Coulee Drain

Walsh Co, WRD Drain #70
Walsh Co. WRD Orain #87/McLeod Drain

Pembina Co, WRD Drain No. 79

Walsh Co. WRD Walsh Co Drain#zz
Pembina Co. WRD Pembina Co Drain #81

Bottineau Co. WRD Moen Legal Drain

Snagging a Clearlng Prolscts:
Walsh Co. WRD
Traill Co. WRD
Nelson Co WRD
Ward Co. WRD

Park River Snagging & Clearing
Elm River Snagging & Clearing
Sheyenne River Snagging & Clearing
Meadowbrook Snagging & Clearing

SE

SE
SE
SE

oot
1 934
2095
2110

5000
5000
5000
5000

2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17

2t17t2017
6t21t2017
4t10t2017
6t2112017

51,435
47,500
1 9,700
33,000

25,827 25,608
27,697
1 9,700
33,000

9,803
0
0

't7j26,244 1 1.875,465TOTAL

SWC Board Approved to Continue
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT SUMMARY
2017-20'19 Bi6nnium

Resources Trust Fund

WATER

Approved SWC Approved Approved Total
ADDroved

Total
Daie Balan@

Bv No Deol Biennum Soonsor

SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
SE
SWC
SWC
SWC
SWC
swc
swc
SWC
SE
SWC
SE
swc
swc
SE
SWC
SWC
SWC
SE
swc
SWC
SE

201 3-1 5
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2013-15
2015-17
2015-17
201 3-1 5
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2011-13
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
2011-13
20't5-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
201 3-1 5
2015-17

12t5t2014
12t11 12015

12t11t2015
12t1 1t2015
3t30t2015
10t6t2015
7t6t2016

3t1 1t2015
31912016
3/9/2016

10t12t2016
9t1512014
9t30t2015
3t9t20'16

3t28t2018
7t6t2016
5t20t2015

'tot2412016

6t22t2017
7t6t2016
7t6t2016

7120t2017

10t6t20't5
9115t2014

4t10t2017

12t9t2016
2t3t20't5

6t21t2017

10,312
27,905
73,902
87,035

1,'107
62,061

210,572
41,683

224,23'l
180,353
't41,322

12,225
921

81,612
61 ,917

2,599
447,653

13,680
86,361

1 9,549
1,125,482

3,043
98,648
47,768

8,177

10,312
2,451

0
0
0

33,484
49,978

0

33,758
10,937

't't0,9'12
0
0

53,103
61,917

2,599
100,287

13,680
86,361

13,729
1,125,482

3,043
18,238

0
8,170

0
25,454
73,902
87,035

1,107
28,577

160,594
4'1,683

190,473
169,416
30,410
12,225

921
28,509

0
0

341,366
U

0
5,820

0

80,410
47,768

7

568
568
568
568
571
710
1056
1 004
1176
1179
1231
1227
1328
1328
1 334
1 891

1577
'1978

2042
2062
2074
2078
1523
1 991

2058

568
1287
1 667

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne River Reaches Snagglng & Clearlng Project

Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne River Snagging & Clearing Reaches ll

Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne River Snagging & Clearing Rsaches I

Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne River Snagging & Clearing Reaches lll

Oak Creek WRD Oak Creek Snagging & Clearing Project

Maple River WRD Upper Swan Crsek Channel lmprovement Proiect

Bottineau Co. WRD Tacoma Bitz Legal Drain

Rush River WRD Cass County Draln No 2 Channel lmprovements Project

Richland Co. WRD Legal Drain #2 Reconstruction/Extension Project

Richalnd Co. WRD Legal Drain #5 (Lateral 27) Reconslruction

Traill Co. WRD Carson Drain No. 10 Channel lmprovements

Traill Co. WRD Mergenthal Orain No. 5 Reconstruction

North Cass Co. WRD Draln No. 23 Channel lmprov Preliminary Engineering

Norlh Cass Co. WRD Drain #23 Channel lmprovements

Traill Co WRD Norway Drain No. 38

Sloele Co WRD Drain No. I Channel lmprovement

Dickey-Sargent Co WRD Jackson Township lmprovement Dist. #1

Richland-Sargent Joint W RS Legal Dam #1 - Pre-Conslruclion Englneering

Bottineau Co. WRD Haas Coulee Legal Drain Phase ll

Traill Co. WRD Traill Co. Drain #64

City of Wahpeton Toe Drain & Encroachment Project

Southeast Cass WRD Raymond-Mapleton Township lmp Dist #76

Ward Co. WRD Robinwood Bank Stabilization Project

City of Lisbon Sheysnne Riverbank Stabilization Project

City of Grafton Grafton Debris Removal Plan

SWC
SE
SE

5000 2015-17 SoutheastCassWRD
5000 2013-15 McHenryCo. WRD
5000 2015-17 Traill Co. WRD

S/VAGG'A/G & CLEARING PROJECTS
Sheyenne River Snagging & Clearing Reaches I,ll,lll
Souris River Snagging & Clearing Project

Goose River Snagging & Clearing

1 50,073
1 0,500
47,500

'150,073

0
43,811

0
10,500
3,689

TOTAL 3.278j91 1 1.339.867
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STATE WATER GOMMISSI9N
PROJECT SUMMARY
2017-2019 Biennium

Resourcss Truat Fund

Approvec SWC Approved Approved
Date

Total
Approved

Total
Pavmgnls BalanceProiectBv No Biennum Soonsor

SE 1400
2041

3000
3000

2015-17
2017-'19

Hyd rolog I c I nvestl gatl o ns:
Fireside Offic€ Solutlons
USGS

Document Conversion (Water Pe.mit Scanning)

Slream Gage Joint Funding Agreement

3t28t2018
12t7t2018

21,125
422,870

19,899
0

1,226
422,870

swc

swc 416- t0
416.0'l

4700
5000

20't5.17
2017-19

Devlls Lake Basln DeveloPment:
Qperalions
Devils Lako Basin Joint WRB

Devils Lsk€ Outlet Operalions
Board Manager

3t9t2016
6t14t20't7

10,027,973
60,000

5,771,850 4,256,122
60,0000

SE

swc 160
SE 274
sE 390
sE 391

swc 394
swc 399
sE 420
SE 460
SE 477
SE 494
sE 512
SE 531

SE 53I
swc 551

sE 561
sE 667
swc 848
SE 849
swc 980
swc 980
9E 1264
sE '1270

sE 1289
swc 1296
swc 1301

sE 1303
swc 1303
swc 1389

sE 1396
swc 1401

sE 1403
sE 1444
sE 1453

sE '1453

swc 1851-01

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

,5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

2017.19
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2017-19
2017-19
2015-17
20'15-'t7
2015.17
2015-17
2015-17
2015.17
2017.19
2015-17
2015-17
2017.19
2017.'t9
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2013-15
2015-17
2015-17
2015.17
2015-17
2013-1 5
2015-17
2013-15
2017-19
2015.17
2017-19
2015.17
2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
2017-15
2017-19
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2017.19
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
2015.17
2015.17
2015-17
2015.17
2015-17
2015.17
2015-17
2015-17
2015.17
2017-19
2015.17
2015"17
2017-19
2017.19
2017.19
2017-19
2013-15
2015-17

2017-19
20't7-19
2017-19
2017.19
2017-19
2017-19
2017.19
2015-17

8t9t2018
a21t2016

6t8t2016
'12t20t20t8

12t7t2018
8/9/2018

12t2t2016
5t20t2016
6tat2016
5/3/2018

11t28t2016
10t1'1t2016
12t20t2018
6t2212017
5t20t2016

9t512017

10t11t2018
9t29t2015

1t7t2016
1t1'|2016
6t17t2015

12t29t20t5
4t10t2017

3/9/2016
3t9t2016

4t17t20'15
3t9t2016

12t13t2013
91712017

7t20t2017
1t14t2019
4t19t2016
5t23t2016

't2t14t2018
21812014

8t23t2017
10t1112018
3t29t2017
8t23t2017
12t7t2018
zat201a

7t17t2015
10t6t2015
4t10t2017

10t1'U2018
5t20t2016
4t19t2016
6/8/2016
7t6t2016
7t6t2016
7t6t2016

10t12t2016
10/1 3/2016
12t19t2016

1t12t2017
6t6t2018

3t2912017
6t14t2018
6t1412018
6t21t2017
9t'1212018

8/9/2018
'11t17t2015

5t20t2016
10t3t2017
6t'14t2018

8t2t2017
6t2212017
6t22t2017
6t20t2017

617t2011

6t7t2017
5t10t2017

2a4,764
54,000
16,076
74,625

1 10,055
754,875

24,400
17,500
15,073
10,000

12,118
67,234

1 34,915
40,000
26,396

317,111
2,212

127,697
128,039

12,385
35,707
44,010

'104,703
'113,400

20,181
109,047
170,365

15,000
294,528

25,000
1,657
6,853

67,916
2,025,000

200,000
600,000
321,781
937,207

1,673,793
586,3s0

45,500
8t,200

154,012
279,750

29,741
4,830

36,812
247,500
265,000
602,307
'114,632

10,770
28,175
24,150
23,275

1,035,358
581,476
368,778

2,247
72,167

425,000
46,785
12,800
7s,000

692,500
26,000

200,000
100,000

6,000
45,000
10,000
2'l,140

0
44,484

0
0
0
0

12,827
0

12,136
0

812
10,109

0
73,375

0
0
0
0

12,447
46,371

0
0

16,461
24,055
29,090

0
7,536

120,000
0

33,653
0
0
0
0

1,294,502
91,955

0
228,166
888,547

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

809
1,930

1'1,717

11,944
0

43,943
421,533

0
0
0
0

275
0

75,000
0

19,500
100,000

50,000
3,134

18,140
4,658

0

284,768
9,316

16,076
74,625

1 10,055
754,875

1 1,573
't7,500

2,937
10,000
6,720
2,009

67,234
61,540
40,000
26,396

317,111
2,212

't 15,210
8'1,668
'12,385

35,707
27,549
80,648
84,310
20,181

10'1,511
50,365
'15,000

260,875
25,000

1,657
6,853

67,916
730,498
108,045
600,000

93,6 15

48,660
1,673,793

586,350
45,500
81,200

154,012
279,750

29,741
4,830

36,812
247,500
265,000
602,307
113,823

8,840
16,458
12,206
23,275

991,416
153,943
368,778

2,247
72,167

425,000
46,510
12,800

0
692,500

6,500
'100,000

50,000
2,867

26,860
5,342

21,140

eeneral Wster Ma n agement:
McLean Co WRD Painted Woods Lake Flood Damage Reduction & Habit6

Cily of Neche Neche Love8 C€riificstion Poect
Loaan County WRD Beaver Lake Dam Rshabilitation Feasibility Study

Sargenl Co WRD Silver Lake Dam lmprovem€nts

Golden Valley Co WRD Odland Dam Rehabilitation Projoct

Barnes Co WRQ Kslhryn Dam Prcject

Heltinger Park Board Miror Lake Dam EmergEncy Action Plan

GriggE Co. WRD Ueland Dam Rehabilitatlon Feasibility Study

Valiey City Mill Dam Rehabilitation Feasibilty Study

Nelson Co. WRO Mcville Dam Emergency Action Plan

Emmons Counly WRD Nieuwsma Dam Em€rgency Action Plan

Benson Co WRD Bouret Dam Rehabilitiation Feasibilitly Study

Benson Co WRD Bouret Dam R€habilitiation

McHonry Co. WRD Butfalo Lodge Lake oullel
cily of Tioga Tioga Dam EAP

BuikE co WRD Norlhgate Dam 2 Emergency Action Plan

Sargont Co WRD Brummond/Lubke Dam

Pembine Co. WRD Renwick Dam Emorgoncy Action Plan

csss co. Joint WRD Rush River Watershed Oetenlion Study

Cass Co, Joint WRD Upper Mapl6 River Welershed Detention Study

Barnes Co WRO Litllq Dam Repurposing Feasibilily Study

Cily of Wilton Wilton Pond Dredging Recreation Prcject

MciGnzie Co. Weed Board Control of Noxious Weeds on Sovereign Land

Pembina Co. WRD Tongu€ River NRCS Walorch€d Plan

Richland Co. WRD Norlh Branch Antelope Cr€ek NRCS Small Watershed

Sargent Co WRD Gwinner Dam lmprovemonl Feesibilily Study Program

Sargenl Co WRO Shortfoot Creok Walershed Planning Program

Bank of ND BND AgPace Progrem

USGS Water Level Moniloring of Missouri Riv€r

Pembina Co. WRD lnlernational Boundsry Roadway Dike Psmbina

NDSU ND Water Resource lnstitute grant student stipends

City of Pembina Flood Protection System Certification

Heilinger County WRD Karey Dam Rehabililalion Feasibility Study

Hettinaer County WRD Karey Dam Rehabilitalion Design & Planning

ND St;te Watercommission Qrought Disaster Livoslock Water Supply Assistance

ND D6pl of Heallh NPS Pollution

O (PMP) Probable Maximum Precipitation Estimates

carrison Diversion Mlr 15 lrrigation Prcjocl

Garison Diversion MM 42L lrrigation Prcjsct

cerrison Diversion iilM 0 and Mir 0.4 lrigation PrcjEcl

Vslley City Valtey Cily lvembrane Replacement Project

Red Rivei Joint Water Rasource Dislrist Lowe. Red Basin Regional DetEntion Study

Park River Joint WRD North Brench Park River NRCS Wetershed Sludy

Walsh Co, WRD Foresl River Watershod Study

Walsh Co, WRD Matejcek Dam Rehabilitation

Ganision Diversion Conseryancy Dist Mile Marker 42 lrrigation Project

Foster County WRO Alkall Lake High Waler Foasibililly Study

Bames Co WRO Ten Mile Lak€ Flood Risk Reduction Project

Cily ol Wahpolon Flood Control - Levee Certification

City of Wahpeton Breakout Easements

Ward Co. WRD Socond Larson Coules Detention Pond

Pembina Co. WRD H€zog Dam Gate & Catwalk Retrofit - Construction

Adams Co WRD Orange Dam Rehabililalion Feasibility Study

Maple Riv€r WRD Tower Township lmprovement District No 77 Study

lnternalionalWelerlnstitul€ RivsrWatchProgram
lnternational Waler lnstitule River of Dreams Program

Soulhgasi Cass WRD Sheyenne'Maple Flood Control Dist #2 lmprovements

city of Minot Lev€e Ropair & Bank Slabilizstion Prcj€ct

Citi of Minol oulfall Pipe R8habilitation P@iecl

Lo;an County WRD McKsnns Lake Feasibility Study

Logan County WRD lvlcKenn€ Lake Hydrologic Study

ceotech, lnc. Airborne Eloclromagnetic (AEM) 2018

Trout, Raley, Monlano, Wilwer, & Freem Missouri River Recovery Program

Maple-Sle€lo Joint WRD Upp€r Maple River Dam EAP

ND l.rjgation Association Waler lrrigation Funding

LowerVellowslone lrrigalion Dislrict#2 Leteral W lrrigation Prcject

ND Wator Education Foundallon ND Water Magazine

Red Riv€r Basin commission Red River Basin commission contraclor

Assiniboin€ Rivsr Basin lnilitiative ARBI'S Oulr€ach Efforts

Upper Sh€yenne Riv€r Joint WRB USRJWB Operalional Costs

Missouri River Joinl WRB MRRIC Tsrry Fleck

Missouri River Joint WRB Board Operalional Costg

Lower Hearl WRD Lower Hesrt Flood Conlr€l Study

swc
SWC
SWC
swc
swc
swc
SE
swc
SWC
SWC
SE
SE
SE
SWC
swc
swc
swc

SE
SE
SE
SWC

SWC
SE
SE
SWC
SE
SE
SE
swc
SE
swc
swc

SE
SE
SE

1859
2115
1968
1968
1968
2050-68
2055
2059
2060
2060
2070
2071

2074
2074
2075
2083
2085
2089
2090
2090-02
2096
2107-01
2107.02
2109
21 09

1396.01
1878.02
AOC/IRA
PS/IRR/LOW
AOC/WEF
AOC/RRC
AOC/ASS
PS/WRD/UPP
PS^lvRD/IVRJ
PS/WRD/MRJ
PS/WRD/LOW

TOTAL

SWC Board Approved lo Continue @l
25,789,381 9,507,096 1A.242.245
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STATE WATER COMMISSION
PROJECT SUMMARY
2017-2019 Biennium

Rosources Trust Fund

COMPLETED

Approved SWC Approved Approved Total
ADDroved

Total
Date Balance

Bv No Danl Biennum Soonsor

SE
SE

SWC
SWC

1 396
989
2041
2Q41

322

346
347
394
399
479
841
848
848
980
1273
1 296
1 303
1403
1418

1 625
1 638
1808
1968

1974
1974
1 986
2065
2066
2009
2076
2094
2079-01
2099
2114
2114
2119
AOC/MrS
AOC/WRD
AOC/VVEF/TOI

NDAWN
PS/\/VRD/ELM

3000
3000
3000
3000

2017-19 USGS
2017-19 ND Dept of Health
20'17-19 USGS
2015-17 USGS

Hyd rol og ic I nvesti g ati ons :

Maintaln Gaging Station East of Lisbon Sheyenne River

Water Sampling Testing
Stream Gage Joint Funding Agreement

Stream Gage Joint Funding Agreement

9t25t2017
9t25t2017
12t8t2017

10t1212016

10,500
1 05,500
553,790
1 36,028

10,500
1 05,500
553,790
1 36,028

0
0
0
0

0S u btoal tlyctrol oglc lnvestig atians

ND Water Education Fout ND Water: A Century of Challenge

Williams County WRD Epping Dam Spillway Reconstruction

City of Velva City of Velva's Flood Control Levee System Certilicalion

Golden Valley Co WRD Odland Dam Rehabilitiation Feasibility Study

Bames Co WRD Kathryn Dam Feasibility Study

Morton Co Parks & Recr€ Fish Creek Oam Rehabilitiation

Maple River WRD Garsteig Oam Repair Project

Sargent Co WRD Tewaukon WS-T-7 (Nelson) Dam EAP

Sargent Co WRD Tewaukon WS-T-I-A (Brummond-Lubke) Dam EAP

Cass Co. Joint WRD Swan Creek Watershed Detention Study PHll

City of Oakes James River Bank Stabilization

Pembina Co. WRD Eathgate-Hamilton & Carlisle Watershed Study

Sargent Co WRD Gwinner Dam Breach Project

NDSU ND Water Resource lnstitute granl student stipends

City of Bisbee Big couleo Dam EAP

Carlson Mccain, lnc, Ordinary High Water Mark Delineations Left Bank of Missouri F

Mutiple Red River Basin Non-NRCS Rural/Farmstead Ring Dike Progn

Steele Co WRD Beaver Creek Dam Safety lnspection

Garrison piversion Mcclusky Canal Mile Marker 10 & 49 lrrigation Project

USGS lnstallation of 5 Rapid Deployment Gages in the Mouse River

USGS Regulated Streamflow Frequency for the Upper Souris River Bi

ND Dept Agriculturs Wildlife Services 17-201

Cass Co. Joint WRD Lake Bertha Flood Control Project No. 75

Southeast Cass WRD Sheyenne-Maple Flood Control Dist #1 Mitigation lmprovement

Center Township Wild Rico River Bank Stabilization

Elm River Joint WRD Elm River Dam #1 Modification Study

Mcloan Co WRD Lower Buffalo Creek Flood Management Feaslbility

City of Williston West Williston Flood Control

City of Hunter Hunter Dam Emergency Action Plant

HDR Engineering LCCA & EA Guidance Workshop

HDR Engineering Economic Analysis-Flood Control & Conveyance Projects

HDR Engineering Life Cycle Cost Analysis Guidelines & Process Development

Missouri River Advisory C MRAC Startup Funding

ND Water Resource Distr ND Wator Managers Handbook

ND Water Education Foul Summer Water Tours

NDSU NDAWN CENTER

Elm River Joint WRD Dam #3 Safety lmprovements ProJect

Subtotal eenera,l PrcJects

805,81' 806,t18

swc
SWC
swc
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
swc
SWC
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SWC
SE
swc
SE
SE
HB 1 009
SWC
swc
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE
SE

H81020
HB 1 020
SE
SE

SE
SE
SWC

2009-1 1

2015-17
2009-1 1

2015-17
201 3-1 5

2017-19
201 3-1 5

2015-17
2015-17
201 3-1 5

2015-17
201 3-1 5

2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
2015-17
2009-1 1

2015-17
201 3-1 5
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2015-17
2017-19
2017-19
2017-19
2017-19
2017-19
20't5-17
2017-19
2017-19
201 3-1 5

2122t2010
3t29t2017
312812011

10t13t2016
9t19t2014
10t4t2017
1126t2015

12t1812015
12t18t2015
3t1',U2015

12t11t2015
't0t17t20't3

3t2112018
1t9t2018

5t10t2017
12t2t2016
6t23t2009
5123t20't6
3t17t2014
3t23120'17

12116t20't6
8t22t2017
3t9t2016
3/9/201 6
4t19t2016
7r6t2016
6t7t2017

10t24t2016
2t2212018
5t17t20',|8
12t28t20't7
12t28120',|7
8t3t2017
6r2112017
4t30t2018
3t1312018
9l't512014

36,800
19,499
32,497
13,220
12,742
62,970
18,661
12,180
12,016

1 22,666
262,500

6,726
44,364
25,000
11,320
2,000

177,864
2,625

51,614
23,200
12,367

125,000

201,350
1 69,201

954
9,503
7,539

39,900
46,108

9,804
74,093
59,263

2,000
24,750

2,500
1,500
5,672

35,000
19,439
32,497
13,220
7,061

62,570
0

1,'t32
1,1 80
2,152

76,927
o,t zo

42,673
25,000
11,095
2,000

0
2,625

0
23,200
12,367

1 25,000
201,350
1 69,201

954
9,503
7,534

39,900
46,108

9,804
74,093
59,263

2,000
24,750

2,500
1,500

0

1,800
60

0

0
5,681

U

18,661

1 1,048

10,836
120,514
1 85,573

0
1,691

U

225
0

177 ,864
0

51,614
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
5
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
5,672

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5Q00

5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000
5000

1,711,967 1,150,74 591,243

TOTAL 2,547,785 1,956,542 551,243

8



Water Supply Bucket 2017-2019

Bucket Total $1

Obligated This Biennium Grand Forks - Water Treatment Plant $30,000,000

Lake Agassiz Water Authority - Red River Valley Water Supply $17,000,000

Lincoln - Water Supply Main $ 1,130,000

Mandan - Sunset Reservoir Transmission Line $3,13 5,0oo

Mercer - Mclean Sheridan Connection $ 166,950

State Water Commission - Northwest Area Water Supply $ 14,600,000

New Town - Water Tower $1,940,000

State Water Commission - Southwest Proiect $ 13,500,000

West Fargo - Brooks Harbor Water Tower $ 1,950,000

West Fargo - North LooP Connection $5 10,000

West Fargo - West Loop Connection $1,110,000

Western Area Water SupPly - Phase 5 $20,000,000

Williston - US Highway 2 Water Main $434,400

Williston - 9th Ave E Water Main $246,000

Williston - 18th St Water Main $2,090,000

Wing - Water Tower $72,000

Remaining Balance $12,240,650

Money Turned Back $2,497,208

Remaining Balance $14,737,858

Febrary 2019 Agenda $o

Remaining Balance $14,737,858

Plamed Yet This Biennium Lake Agassiz Water Authority - Red River Valley Water Supply $r3,000,000

Remaining Balance $1,737,858
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Rural Water Supply Bucket 2017'2019

Bucket Total $27,000,000

Obligated This Biennium East Central Regional Water District - Grand Forks System $4,150,000

East Central Regional Water District - Traill System $ 1,396,880

East Central Regional Water District - Agassiz WUD $232,79s

East Central Regional Water District - Larimore $513,750

Greater Ramsey Water District - Devils Lake Regionalization $599,000

Northeast Regional Water District - Master Plan $107,000

North Prairie Rural Water District - Mountrail County $6,516,000

Southeast Water User District - Expansion System Wide $2,749,000

Stutsman Rural Water District - Phase 6 Pettibone $2, I 00,000

Walsh Rural Water District - System Improvements $ 1,300,000

North Prairie Rural Water District - Silver Spring Surrey $107,430

North Prairie Rural Water District - Reservoir 9 $1,114,620

Cass Rural Water User District - Horace Tank $ 1,846,000

Mclean-Sheridan Rural Water District - Turtle Lake Tower $2,378,450

Tri-County Rural Water District - McVille Connection $2,803,2s0

Rema Balance ($914,17s.00)

Money Turned Back $952 515

Remaining Balance $38,340

Febrary 2019 Aeenda $o

Remaining Balance $38,340

Planned Yet This Biennium $o

Remaining Balance $38,340

10



Flood Control Bucket 2017-2019

Bucket Total $136,000,000

Obligated This Biennium Mouse River Flood Control $63,907,784

Valley City Flood Control 92,111,925
*Pembina Co. WRD $56,000
*SE Cass WRD $3,043

*Bottineau Co. WRD $41,427
*Traill Co. WRD $61,917

Mapleton Re-Certifi cation $213,670

Lower Heart Flood Control $280,000

Davenport Flood Risk Reduction $35,000

Michiean Spillway Flood Assessment $42,053

Valley City Flood Conhol Phase III Construction $1,786,179

City of Minot SWIF $387,433

Sheldon Subdivision Levee $370,200

City of Belfield $27,000
*Walsh County Drain 30 -2 $328,042
*Richland County Drain 7 $274,541
*Bottineau County Bauman Drain $391,742

Remaining Balance $65,622,044

Money Tumed Back $1,3s9,248

Remaining Balance $66"981,292

Planned Yet This
Biennium

Fargo Flood Control $66,500,000

Remaining Balance $481,292

Not In Water Plan City of Davenport $2,083,600

* Conveyance Projects
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General Water Management Bucket 2017 -2019

Bucket Total $15,750,000

Obligated This Biennium Garrison Diversion Unit, Mile 42Irligation s937,20'l

Drought Disaster Livestock Water Supply $500,000

Drought Disaster Livestock Water Supply $775,000

Drought Disaster Livestock Water Supply $s00,000

Valley City Water Treatment Plant $586,350

USGS Cooperative Hydrologic Monitoring $5s3,790

Wildlife Services - ND Dept. of Agriculture $125,000

Yellowstone Irrigation District $692,500

NPS Pollution - Dept. of Health $200,000

Red River Basin Commission $200,000

Painted Woods Lake Flood Damage Reduction $284,768

Kathryn Dam $754,875

AEM $42s,000

Assiniboine Outreach $r00,000

Various State Engineer Approvals $829,686

Matacjek Dam $279,750

Brummond-Lubke Dam $3 l7,l I 1

PMP Update $600,000

Garrison Diversion MM 0 and 0.4 krigation Project $1,673,793

USGS Cooperative Gaging Network $422,870

Odland Dam Engineering $l10,055

Karey Dam Rehabilitation Engineering $67,916

Silver Lake Dam Improvements 874,625

Bouret Dam Rehabilitation $67,234

Remaining Balance $4"672,470

Money Turned Back $591,243

Remaining Balance $5,263r713

Originally Budgeted for
This Biennium

Devils Lake Outlet Operations $5,ooo,ooo

Remaining Balance s263,713

12
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FEDERAL MUNICIPAL, RURAL, AND INDUSTRIAL WATER 
SUPPLY PROGRAM APPLICATION FOR COST-SHARE 
NORTH DAKOTA STATE WATER COMMISSION 
SFN 60796 (3/2015) 

Submit application to Garrison Diversion Conservancy District and ND State Water Commission. 

Project Sponsor Date 

Northeast ReQional Water District 12/21/18 
Contact Person Name Title 

Gordon Johnson ManaQer 
Address City State ZIP Code 

13532 Hwy 5 W Cavalier ND 58220 
Telephone Number Email Address 

701-265-8503 NVH20@polarcomm.com 
Engineering Firm Name 

AE2S 
Project Engineer Name Telephone Number 

Geoff Slick 701-746-8087 
Email Address 

Geoffrev.slick@ae2s.com 
Project Name 

NRWD: 2017 User Expansion 
Project Needs, Objectives, & Benefits 

Updated from Previous request. Over past year, users have increased from 200 to 276 users. 
The project is currently bid with 251 users included within the project. All 251 users/pipelines have 
been archaeologically reviewed. Currently, 9 out of the additional 25 users have undergone 
archaeological review. 

Area To Be Served 

Cavalier & Towner Counties 

Preliminary Engineering Report Included OYes ONo 

SOURCE FEASIBILITY STUDY DESIGN CONSTRUCTION TOTAL 

Federal $ 26,250.00 $ 354,750.00 $ 8,224,380.00 $ 8,605,380.00 
Cl 
C =s State $ $ $ $ 
C 
:I 
LL, 

u Local $ 8,750.00 $ 118,250.00 $ 2,741,460.00 $ 2,868,460.00 
(I) 

II"!"'\\", e 
D,; 

other $ $ $ $ 0.00 

TOTAL $ 35,000.00 $ 473,000.00 $ 10,965,840.00 $ 11,473,840.00 

Describe Efforts To Secure Other Funding For Project 

NRWD has availability of up to $3M in matching loan dollars from the ND SRF program. NRWD 
also has requested similar grant funding from the ND SWC in the 2019-2021 biennium. 

SWC Date Received : 1/3/19

APPENDIX B



SFN 60796 (3/2015) 
Page 2 of 2 

Base Rate 

GI 

CURRENT 

$ 55.00 

:i Cost Per 1,000 Gallons $ 6.00 'C 
GI 
.c 
I.) 

en Gallons In Base Rate 0 .e 
& ... Cost For 5,000 Gallons $ 30.00 .e 
i 

Service Connections 940 

Population 2,350 

Feasibility Study Start 

January 2018 
Design Start 

April 2018 
Construction Start 

June1,2019 

AFTER PROJECT NOTE 

$ 55.00 New users will pay local share of pjct. 

$ 6.00 

0 

$ 30.00 

1,216 Addition of 276 users 

3,022 

End 

March 2018 
End 

March 2019 
End 

November 30, 2021 



Northeast Regional Water District 
User Expansion Phase 2 

Post Bid Summary - January 2, 2019 

Total Bid Estimated 

Project Costs Total Project Cost 
To Date 

Base Bid $6,188,912.00 $6, 188,912.00 
Alternate 1 $617,249.00 $617,249.00 
Alternate 2 $1,192,004.50 $1,192,004.50 
Additional User/Pipeline $0.00 $849,176.00 
SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS: $7,998,165.50 $8,847,341.50 

Administrative Costs 
Crop Reimbursement/Archelogical $843,500.00 $843,500.00 

Engineering (Design, Report, and Bidding) $508,000.00 $508,000.00 
Enqineeinq (Easements Acquiston) $215,000.00 $215,000.00 

Engineering (RPR) 
(Construction Period and Post Construction) $1,060,000.00 $1,060,000.00 

CONTINGENCIES $0.00 $0.00 

SUBTOTAL NON-CONSTRUCTION COSTS: $2,626,500.00 $2,626,500.00 
TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT COST = $10,624,665.50 $11,473,841.50 

I 
I 

W:\MNortheast RWD\ 11799-2015-008\Project Oata\Funding Requests\SRA5\Federal Pay Request #5.xlsx 

SWC Date Received : 1/3/19
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211 Ninth Street South, Box 2806. Fargo, ND 58108-2806 STATE WATER
P h o n e 7 0 1 - 2 4 1 - 5 6 0 0 F a x 7 0 1 - 2 4 1 - 5 7 2 8 COMMISSION

January 24, 2019

Mr. James Ternes Engineer Technician
N o r t h D a k o t a S t a t e W a t e r C o m m i s s i o n

900 East Boulevard Avenue, Department 770
Bismarck, ND 58505-0850

Email : lpternes@nd.gov

RE: February 14 NDSWC Cost-Share Request

D e a r M r . Te r n e s :

The Diversion Authority, including the City of Fargo and Cass County would like to request that the $66.5 Million cost-
share agreement for the FM Area Diversion Project be on the agenda for consideration at the February 14 State Water
Commission meeting. In addition, we request that the cost share agreement for these funds incorporate as many of the
cost share efficiencies presented to the State Water Commission at the December 7, 2018 meeting. The list of requested
cost share efficiencies Is attached to this cover letter.

As you are aware, there has been considerable progress on the efforts to obtain permanent flood protection for the
Fargo, Moorhead, West Fargo, Horace, Harwood metro area. Thanks to Governor Burgum, along with Minnesota
Governor Dayton, a variety of collaboratively developed changes have resulted in a revised version of the FM Area
Diversion Project. The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) issued a Dam Safety and Public Waters
Work Permit (Permit 2018-0819) for the Project on December 27, 2018.

With the receipt of the MDNR Permit, the Diversion Authority is taking steps to proceed with the Project, Including a
focus on acquisition of necessary property rights, mitigation of impacted properties, detailed design of project features,
resuming the procurement of the private developer for the P3 portion of the Project, and pursuing funding
commitments from the Project partners. As such, the Diversion Authority would like to officially request the $66.5
Million appropriation that was made by the ND Legislature during the 2017 legislative session.

Thank you for your consideration of this cost-share request. Should you have any questions, please contact Michael
Redlinger, Fargo Assistant City Administrator (701-476-4135, MRedlinger@FargoND.gov) or Robert Wilson, Cass County
Administrator (701-241-5770, WilsonRo@casscountvnd.gov).

Sincerely,

Mary Scherting
Cass County Commissioner
Diversion Authority, Chair

APPENDIX  F



COST-SHARE REQUEST FORM 
NORTH DAKOTA STATE WATER COMMISSION 
DEVELOPMENT DIVISION 
SFN 60439 (3/2017) 

Th is form is to be filled out by the project or program sponsor with State Water Commission staff assistance as needed. Applications for 
cost-share are accepted at any time . However, applications received less than 30 days before a State Water Commission meeting will be 
held for consideration at the next scheduled meeting. 

Please answer the following questions as completely as possible . Supporting documents such as maps , detailed cost estimates , and 
engineering reports should be attached to this form. If additional space is required , please use extra sheets as necessary . 

For information regarding cost-share program eligibility see the State Water Commission Cost-Share Policy, Procedure , and General 
Requirements - available upon request or at www .swc .nd.gov. 

Project, Program, Or Study Name 
Fargo-Moorhead Metro Area Flood Risk Management Project 

Sponsor(s) 
Metro Flood Diversion Authority 
County I City I Township/Range/Section 

Cass Fargo 

Descript ion Of Request 0New Updated (previously submitted) 

Specific Needs Addressed By The Project , Program , Or Study 
Provide the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Area with protection against the 1 % annual chance flood 

If Study, What Type D Water Supply D Hydrologic 0 Floodplain Mgmt. D Feasibility D Other 

If Project/Program 

0 Flood Control 0 Multi-Purpose D Bank Stabilization 0 Dam Safety/EAP 

D Recreation D Water Supply D Snagg ing & Clearing D Property Acquisition 

D Irrigation 0 Water Retention D Rural Flood Control D Other 

Jurisdictions/Stakeholders Involved 
The Metro Flood Diversion Authority is made up of the local governing bodies of City of Fargo, City of Moorhead, Cass County , 
Clay County, and Cass County Joint Water Resource District. The Diversion Authority is formalized by a Joint Powers 
Agreement in June of 2016. The City of Fargo is the fiscal agent of the Diversion Authority . 

Description Of Problem Or Need And How Project Addresses That Problem Or Need 
The Fargo-Moorhead metropolitan area has a high risk of flooding that affects the local communities . The source of the flooding 
is from the Red River of the North, Sheyenne River, Wild Rice River , Maple River, Rush River and Lower Rush River. The 
Project includes three main components of construction: (1) in-town flood protection, (2) diversion channel, and (3) southern 
embankment with control structures and the temporary staging of floodwaters upstream. The Project will result in decreased 
flows into the protected area of the metropolitan area that will result in protection against the 1 % annual chance flood (100-year 
flood) on the previously mentioned rivers. This Project accomplishes this by temporarily storing floodwater immediately 
upstream of the southern embankment, and releasing these floodwaters into the diversion channel that will route the 
floodwaters to the west and north of the metropolitan area. The diversion channel will connect back into the Red River north of 
the metropolitan area at approximately Georgetown, MN. The Project also includes levees and other flood protection systems 
along the river and drainage channels throughout the metro area . 

Has Feasibility Study Been Completed? Yes ONo 0 Ongoing D Not Applicable 

Has Engineering Design Been Completed? OYes ONo 0 Ongoing D Not Applicable 

Have Land Or Easements Been Acquired? OYes ONo @Ongoing D Not Applicable 



SFN 60439 (5/2017) 
Page 2 of 2 

Have You Applied For Any State Permits? 

If Yes, Please Explain 

@Yes 0No D Not Applicable 

In-Town Levee, Oxbow-Bakke-Hickson Levee, and Diversion Inlet Control Structure Construction Permits 

Have You Been Approved For Any State Permits? Yes 0No D Not Applicable 

If Yes, Please Explain 
In-Town Levee, Oxbow-Bakke-Hickson Levee, and Diversion Inlet Control Structure Construction Permits 

Have You Applied For Any Local Permits? ~Yes ~No D Not Applicable 

If Yes, Please Explain As applicable, floodplain development permits & 404 permits are applied for in regards to in-town levees ar 
n~R I 0\100 r.nndn 1r-tinn nPrmit A .in.11 nPrmit h<><> hi:>Pn ~nnliorl fnr in rA~~-,1~ tn tho n · lnlA• ('An.rAI Ch, ,,..t, ,.,.. -
Have You Been Approved For Any Local Permits? !;Z!Yes !;21 No D Not Applicable 

If Yes, Please Explain 
As applicable, floodplain development permits & USAGE 404 permits are being applied for . 

Briefly Explain The Level Of Review The Project Or Program Has Undergone 
There has been a tremendous level of review of the Project through Federal and State environmental impact statements, 
supplemental environmental assessments, a Governors' Task Force, and hundreds of public meetings. The Project received 
congressional authorization in 2014 through the Water Resources Reform And Development Act of 2014. 

Do You Expect Any Obstacles To Implementation (i.e., problems with land acquisition, permits, funding, local, opposition, environmental 
concerns, etc.)? The Diversion Authority is continuing to work with all affected parties during the development of the project. 
Funding Timeline (carefully consider when SWC cost-share will be needed) 

Source Total Cost 2015-2017 2017-2019 Beyond 7/1/19 7/1 /15-6/30/17 7/1/17-6/30/19 

Federal $ $ $ $ 

State Water Commission $ $129,000,000 $66,500,000 $ 499,500,000 

Other State $ $ $ $ 

Local $ $ $ $ 

Total $ $ $ $ 

List All Other State Of North Dakota Funding Sources (Grant or Loan), For Which You Have Applied 

Please Explain Implementation Timelines, Considering All Phases And Their Current Status 
Final Project design and implementation is expected to be on-going for 6-8 years. Construction of in-town levee features has 
been ongoing for several years. Construction of the Diversion Inlet Structure was started in 2017 and is expected to resume in 
2019. The Diversion Authority in 2019 will procure a Developer to design, construct and maintain the Diversion Channel. 

Have Assessment Districts Been Formed? Yes 0No D Ongoing D Not Applicable 

Submitted By I Date 
Michael Redlinger 1/24/2019 

Address City State ZIP Code 
225 4th Street North Fargo ND 58102 

Telephone Number I Sponsor Email I Engineer Email 
701-476-4135 MRedlinger@FargoND.gov NBoerboom@FargoND.gov 

I Certify That, To The Best Of My Knowledge, The Provided Information Is True And Accurate. 

Signature ft,1,tl1f}ilAii 
V V 

I Date 

MAIL TO: 
ND State Water Commission • ATTN: Cost-Share Program 

900 E Boulevard Ave. • Bismarck, ND 58505-0850 

1/i-11111 

d 



Desired Changes for FMDA or Ultra Large Project Management: 12/3/2018 

Category Current Restrictions Program Request FMDA Priority 
Home Acquisitions Not Past and present legislation Allow State funding to be used High - Financial 
Currently Eligible for Cost contain restrictions that do for purchase of structures and Efficiency 
Reimbursement not allow us to use State relocation of displaced 

funds to purchase persons required for the 
structures. They are project. Project includes $500 
categorically not eligible, million in land purchases, of 
which is not consistent which $243 million are for 
with other flood projects structures. 
across the State. 

10% Cap on Administrative Past and present legislation Remove the biennium High - Financial 
Costs and Cash Holdback limits administrative restriction and measure the Planning 
Due to Restrictive expenditures to 10% of the administrative expenditure 
Administrative Caps amount appropriated by cap on a total project 

the State of North Dakota commitment since 
each biennium. administrative expenses are 

high in early years and will be 
Because of the 10% dwarfed by construction costs 
administrative restrictions as this project nears 
in previous funding bills, completion. 
the FMDA is sitting in 
unreimbursed eligible We would draw our 
expenditures of $6.65 administrative costs that are 
million. in excess of the current 

legislative cap to catch up on 
unreimbursed costs. This 
clause increases the 
complexity of our 
reimbursement requests. 

Processing of State Water Past and present funding Remove the requirement that High -Administrative 
Commission legislation contains all SWC reimbursement Efficiency 
Reimbursement Requests provisions that Cass requests be approved by Cass 

County, City of Fargo, and County, City of Fargo and the 
the Cass Joint Water Cass Joint Water Resource 
Resource District must District in advance of sending 
approve SWC to the State for 
reimbursement requests. reimbursement. 
This language was inserted 
before the FMDA was Change language to require 
formed and was intended the FMDA Fiscal Agent to 
to help keep stakeholders submit reimbursement 
informed. The Diversion requests directly to the SWC 
Authority now has a Joint staff for payment. Going 
Powers Agreement forward payment requests will 
amongst these three become much larger than in 
entities making the original the past and therefore there is 
intent obsolete. a strong need to streamline 

this dated bureaucratic 
process. 



Category Current Restrictions Program Request FMDA Priority 
Cost Share Measurement Past and present Remove the cost share High - Financial 

legislation, along with SWC requirement as currently Planning 
polices dictate how cost imposed by the SWC and 
shares operate. This is allow the FMDA to spend the 
done on a reimbursement State funds first. This will 
basis presently. improve our cash flow and 

reduce the need to borrow 
funds. The FMDA has 
presently borrowed $150.3 
million to overcome some of 
the State imposed restrictions. 

Cash Management by SWC The SWC presently Modify procedure to allow for High-Cash 
manages their own project an expedited cash delivery Management 
cash investments pools, system that could include 
which can result in delayed sending the annual 
processing of appropriation amounts to the 
reimbursement requests FMDA Fiscal Agent on July 1 of 
for ultra large payments on each legislative year. If 
flood control projects. necessary, we would agree to 

refund investment income on 
idle funds to the State of 
North Dakota. 

Loan Provision There presently are not any Legislative amendments to Very High - Financing 
State low interest loan develop low interest loan 
provisions for large water programs to reduce local 
projects. There are several borrowing using traditional 
very large projects that financial markets with 
could benefit from low expanded amortization term 
interest infrastructure loan and flexible repayment 
programs similar to what options over long time periods 
was passed last legislative of up to fifty years. 
session. 

Land Purchase The SWC currently requires Large projects that require High - Administrative 
Documentation detailed documentation for extensive land acquisitions Efficiency 

each parcel of land should have a streamlined 
purchased. process to report and be 

reimbursed for land 
acquisitions. 





Chapter 54 Appropriations

game and fish department for law enforcement activities on sovereign lands in the 
state, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2015, and ending June 30, 2017.

SECTION 4. SOVEREIGN LANDS RECREATION USE GRANT. The water and 
atmospheric resources line item in section 1 of this Act includes $1,000,000 from the 
resources trust fund which the state water commission shall provide as a grant to the 
parks and recreation department for developing recreation opportunities on sovereign 
lands in the state, for the biennium beginning July 1, 2015, and ending June 30, 2017.

SECTION 5. ADDITIONAL INCOME - APPROPRIATION - BUDGET SECTION 
APPROVAL. In addition to the amounts included in the estimated income line item in 
section 1 of this Act, any additional amounts in the resources trust fund and water 
development trust fund which become available are appropriated, subject to budget 
section  approval,  to  the state water  commission for  the purpose of  defraying the 
expenses  of  that  agency,  for  the  biennium  beginning  July 1,  2015,  and  ending 
June 30, 2017.

SECTION  6.  GRANTS  -  WATER-RELATED  PROJECTS  -  CARRYOVER 
AUTHORITY. Section 54-44.1-11 does not apply to funding for grants or water-related 
projects included in the water and atmospheric resources line item in section 1 of this 
Act. However, this exclusion is only in effect for two years after June 30, 2017. Any 
unexpended funds appropriated from the resources trust fund after that period has 
expired must be transferred to the resources trust fund and any unexpended funds 
appropriated from the water development trust fund after that period has expired must 
be transferred to the water development trust fund.

SECTION 7. BANK OF NORTH DAKOTA LOAN - BOND PAYMENTS. The state 
water commission shall obtain a loan from the Bank of North Dakota in an amount 
that  may  not  exceed  $56,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  paying  off  or  defeasing 
outstanding bond issues, for the period beginning with the effective date of this Act, 
and ending June 30, 2017.

SECTION 8. FARGO FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT FUNDING - EXEMPTION. 
Of  the  funds  appropriated  in  the  water  and  atmospheric  resources  line  item  in 
section 1 of this Act, $69,000,000 is for Fargo flood control projects, for the biennium 
beginning July 1, 2015, and ending June 30, 2017. Any funds not spent by June 30, 
2017, are not subject to section 54-44.1-11 and must be continued into the next or 
subsequent bienniums and may be expended only for Fargo flood control projects, 
including levees and dikes. Except as otherwise provided, these funds may be used 
only for land purchases and construction, including right-of-way acquisition costs and 
may not be used for the purchase of dwellings. No more than ten percent of these 
funds may be used for engineering, legal, planning, or other similar purposes. The 
city of Fargo, Cass County, and the Cass County joint water resource district must 
approve  any  expenditures  made  under  this  section.  Costs  incurred  by  nonstate 
entities for  dwellings or other real property which are not paid by state funds are 
eligible for application by the nonstate entity for cost-sharing with the state.

SECTION 9.  LEGISLATIVE INTENT -  FARGO FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT 
FUNDING. It is the intent of the sixty-fourth legislative assembly that the state provide 
one-half of the local cost-share of Fargo flood control projects, including constructing 
a federally authorized Fargo flood control project, and that total Fargo flood control 
project funding to be provided by the state not exceed $570,000,000. It is the intent of 
the sixty-fourth legislative assembly that $120,000,000 of the $570,000,000, be used 
for Fargo interior flood control projects and that any funds spent for Fargo interior 
flood control projects after July 1, 2017, require 50 percent matching funds from the 
Fargo flood authority. It is the intent of the sixty-fourth legislative assembly that the 

2015 Session 64th Legislative Assembly - Senate Bill No. 2020

Jeffrey Mattern


Jeffrey Mattern


Jeffrey Mattern




Appropriations

the state of North Dakota. An advance funding agreement between the United States 
army corps of engineers and the local Fargo flood control sponsor must precede any 
state  funding  used  to  advance  construction  work  considered  to  be  a  federal 
responsibility.

SECTION 10. LEGISLATIVE INTENT  - FARGO FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT 
FUNDING. It is the intent of the sixty-third legislative assembly that the state provide 
one-half  of  the local  cost-share of  constructing a federally authorized Fargo flood 
control project and that total Fargo flood control project funding to be provided by the 
state not  exceed $450,000,000.  It  is  further  the intent of  the sixty-third  legislative 
assembly that the $275,000,000 yet to be designated by the state for the Fargo flood 
control project be made available in equal installments over the next four bienniums.

SECTION 11. FARGO FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT FUNDING - EXEMPTION. 
Of  the  funds  appropriated  in  the  water  and  atmospheric  resources  line  item  in 
section 1 of this Act, $100,000,000 is for Fargo flood control projects, for the biennium 
beginning July 1, 2013, and ending June 30, 2015. Any funds not spent by June 30, 
2015, are not subject to section 54-44.1-11 and must be continued into the next or 
subsequent bienniums and may be expended only for Fargo flood control projects, 
including levees and dikes. Except as otherwise provided, these funds may be used 
only for land purchases and construction, including right-of-way acquisition costs and 
may not be used for the purchase of dwellings. No more than ten percent of these 
funds may be used for engineering, legal, planning, or other similar purposes. The 
city of Fargo, Cass County, and the Cass County joint water resource district must 
approve  any  expenditures  made  under  this  section.  Costs  incurred  by  nonstate 
entities for dwellings or other real  property which are not paid by state funds are 
eligible for application by the nonstate entity for cost-sharing with the state.

SECTION 12. LEGISLATIVE INTENT - RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY. 
Of  the  funds  appropriated  in  the  water  and  atmospheric  resources  line  item  in 
section 1 of this Act, $11,000,000 is for the Red River valley water supply project, for 
the biennium beginning July 1, 2013, and ending June 30, 2015.

SECTION  13. LEGISLATIVE  INTENT  - BOND  PAYMENTS.  Of  the  funds 
appropriated  in  section 1  of  this  Act,  $60,000,000  in  the  water  and  atmospheric 
resources line item is from the resources trust fund for the purposes of paying off or 
defeasing outstanding bond issues. The state water commission may expend funds 
for  this  purpose  only  if  available  funding  from the  resources  trust  fund  for  water 
projects  for  the biennium beginning July 1,  2013,  and ending  June 30,  2015,  has 
exceeded $287,000,000.

SECTION  14. STATE  WATER  COMMISSION  PRIORITY  PROJECTS  LIST  - 
REPORTS TO THE BUDGET SECTION. The state water commission shall report to 
the  budget  section  every  six  months  during  the  2013-14  interim  regarding  any 
changes made to the state water commission priority projects list presented to the 
sixty-third legislative assembly for the biennium beginning July 1, 2013, and ending 
June 30, 2015.

SECTION  15. FARGO  FLOOD  CONTROL  - REPORTS  TO  THE  BUDGET 
SECTION. During the 2013-14 interim, the Fargo-Moorhead area diversion authority 
board  shall  report  to  the  budget  section  biannually  regarding  an  update  on 
congressional authorization of the diversion project and the status of the self-insured 
crop insurance pool; mitigation efforts, alternatives, and costs; easements; and the 
project  budget.  The MNDak  upstream coalition  shall  report  to  the  budget  section 
biannually regarding an update on the impacts of the Fargo flood control project and 
mitigation efforts, alternatives, and costs.
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Request for Proposals – Southwest Pipeline Project Transfer of Ownership 
February, 2019 

The North Dakota State Water Commission (NDSWC) is requesting proposals from qualified 
firms to conduct a Study regarding the Transfer of Ownership of Southwest Pipeline Project 
(SWPP) from the State Water Commission (SWC) to Southwest Water Authority (SWA).   

The purpose of the Study is to determine the advantages and disadvantages of the State divesting 
ownership of the SWPP.   

A full copy of the request for proposals and additional information are available at 
http://www.swc.nd.gov/project_development/swpp.html  

Draft Scope of Services – SWPP Transfer of Ownership RFP 

The NDSWC seeks an independent review of the transfer of ownership of SWPP to the 
SWA.  The chosen firm(s) will evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of transferring the 
ownership from the State of North Dakota to the SWA.  The firm(s) will provide a report to the 
NDSWC, which addresses the following: 

1) CAPITAL REPAYMENT – Review the existing capital repayment model for
SWPP, and evaluate potentially equitable options for adjustments if ownership were
transferred.

2) OWNERSHIP OF LAND AND ASSOCIATED FACILITIES – Evaluate a
potential process for transferring all land interests and associated facilities from
NDSWC to SWA, including a quantification of anticipated costs.

3) CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS – Evaluate the effect of transfer of ownership
on open construction contracts.

4) WATER SUPPLY CONTRACTS – Evaluate a process, including a quantification
of costs, for amending the existing water supply contracts with cities, bulk users, and
other entities.

5) EASEMENTS AND PERMITS – Evaluate a process, including a quantification of
costs, for amending the easements and permits (Examples include Main
Transmission Line easements, USACE Easements, BNSF Railroad Crossing permits,
DOT permits, County road crossing permits, US Forest Service permits) issued to
NDSWC for SWPP, and any associated impacts to SWPP.

6) OTHER AGREEMENTS – Determine the cost and steps required to amend all
other agreements (Examples include agreement with Basin Electric for the intake,
Western Area Power Administration and agreements with other rural electric
cooperatives) issued to NDSWC for SWPP.

7) WATER RATE – Evaluate the potential impact of rates to existing water users.
8) EVALUATION OF RESULTS – Based on the analyses above, evaluate the

relative merits or lack thereof of the State divesting ownership of SWPP to SWA.
9) COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS - Complete a comparative analysis of the funding

framework currently used for the SWPP with that currently used by other regional
water systems in North Dakota, including Western Area Water Supply (WAWS),

APPENDIX H



Northwest Area Water Supply (NAWS), and the proposed Red River Valley Water 
Supply Projects (RRVWSP). 

10) LEGISLATION CHANGES – Identify legislative changes required to transfer the 
ownership of the SWPP. 

  
The NDSWC reserves the right to modify the draft scope of work with the successful firm, but 
the NDSWC expects that it will generally conform to the above described items. 
  
This RFP is to be used only as a guide for prospective firms in developing a proposal and may not 
include all tasks necessary to complete the required work.  The scope of services may be modified 
as necessary throughout the project if agreed upon by the NDSWC and the prospective firm(s). 
 
Minimum Qualifications 
Interested applicants should possess the following minimum qualifications: 
 

• Minimum of 3 years of experience doing comparable projects. 
 

• Demonstrated experience working with large regional water systems and various financial 
models and analyses used for project development.  

 

• Firms working on SWPP, NAWS, WAWS or RRVWSP will not be considered eligible for this 
RFP. 

 

• As required by NDCC § 43-19.1-01, project managers responsible for completion of 
engineering work must have a valid Professional Engineer licensure in the State of ND.    

 

• Interested applicant must assemble a highly qualified professional team with appropriate 
backgrounds and experience to conduct the required work and produce professional products 
on time and within budget. 

 

• At the time of contracting, the firm must be able to provide general liability insurance in the 
amount of one million dollars.   

 
 
Contract Schedule and Funding 
 
Project work by the selected applicants is anticipated to commence upon notice to proceed issued 
by the NDSWC once funding is secured.  Price will be negotiated with the successful firm.  
Contract duration may vary between 4 and 6 months.  Extensions may be considered based on 
justification.  State contracts must be accepted and signed by the Chief Engineer to the State Water 
Commission.   
  
 
Selection Process and Interviews 
 
The selection process will be conducted in accordance with North Dakota Century Code § 54-
44.7-03.  All complete submittals will be reviewed and evaluated by a designated selection 



committee.  Proposals will be evaluated based on qualifications, experience, project approach and 
other criteria as described in this RFP.   
 
Based on the selection committee’s rating of responding firms, the top-ranked applicants may be 
required to complete an interview process to clarify their RFP responses.  This interview will be 
held by the NDSWC at a location designated by the NDSWC.  Any costs associated with the 
interview are the responsibility of the applicants.   
 
If a contract cannot be negotiated between the NDSWC and the top ranked applicant, the NDSWC 
will negotiate with the next qualified applicant.     
 
Submittal 
 
Submittals should emphasize general qualifications for conducting the study described in the RFP. 
 
Applicants must organize their written submittal into a single, bound document (one-volume, 8.5” 
x 11”) and must respond, sequentially, to the items listed below in a manner that is clear and 
concise for review and evaluation by the selection committee.  Divider pages or tabs must be 
provided to indicate the sections of the proposal that pertain to the individual evaluation criteria.    
 
Cover Letter: Submittals must include a cover letter from the prime applicant expressing interest 
in the project and stating potential conflicts of interest or bias, if any, regarding the SWPP or other 
major regional water systems in ND.  When a potential conflict of interest or bias exists, the cover 
letter should also include the procedures and practices the applicant will follow to mitigate the 
potential conflict of interest or bias. 
 
SF 330: Submittal must contain a completed General Services Administrative Form SF 330, which 
may be downloaded from the forms library at http://www.gsa.gov.   
 
Proposed Deliverables: The submittal must include the proposed work schedule and tasks, 
including the approximate earliest starting date and estimated completion date.   
 
Project Team: Applicants may assemble teams that include qualified subconsultants, as 
necessary, for one or more of the required project tasks.  Submittals must identify the applicant 
that will serve as the prime applicant and whom on the team will be responsible for managing 
project team members, including all subconsultants.  Joint ventures will be permitted; however, 
the prime consultant will be responsible for all coordination between project team members and 
subconsultants. 
 
Project Approach: The submittal should include a description of the project approach proposed 
to address the items listed in the scope of services with a detailed schedule showing the timeline 
for completing each item.  
 
Project Management: The submittal should include a description of the proposed project 
management approach, including sub-consultant roles and responsibilities and interaction with the 
NDSWC.  Identify the team expert who will take a lead role.  The submittal should contain an 
indication of the firm’s willingness and ability to work flexibly with NDSWC staff, along with the 
firm’s ability to commit appropriate staffing and resources, including tasks by sub-consultants, for 



successful and timely project completion.  A table or chart indicating current and projected 
workload and manpower availability, including sub-consultants, for contract duration period.   
 
Relevant Experience: In addition to the information contained SF 330, submittals should 
emphasize general qualifications for performing the study.  The submittal will include a 
description of the specific qualifications and strengths of the firm which includes: financial 
analysis, contract documents review. 
 
Willingness to sign contract documents: All applicants providing submittals are required to 
review, understand, and confirm willingness to sign the standard “Contract for Engineering 
Services” (including the indemnification and insurance clause) document enclosed with this RFP.  
Submittals will not be evaluated without the signed “Willingness to Sign Standard Contract 
Documents” form guaranteeing that the standard contract document has been read, understood, 
and will be signed if offered SWPP transfer study work. 
 
An appendix within the submittal must be included for any additional relevant materials.  The 
number of pages to be included in the submittal will not be limited; however, the submittal may 
not exceed one single bound volume.  Six copies of the submittal must be provided for NDSWC 
review. 
 
Evaluation  
The Selection Committee will evaluate submittals based on the minimum qualifications outlined 
above, the overall quality and completeness of the proposal, and the requisite information included 
in the proposal. 
 
Right of Rejection 
The NDSWC reserves the right to reject any submittal. 
 
Disclosure of Submittal 
Upon completion of the selection process, the submittals will be subject to North Dakota’s open 
records laws and may be open to inspection by interested parties.  Any information believed to be 
confidential under N.D.C.C. § 44-04-18.4 (trade secret, proprietary, commercial, or financial 
information) should be clearly identified in the proposal.  If this information is recognized as 
confidential, it may be exempt from disclosure.  
  
Submittal Due Date and Requirements 
Written submittals from qualified consultants will be accepted until 4:00 pm CST on ???. Submit 
(6) copies of the submittal to: 
 

Sindhuja S.Pillai-Grinolds 
SWPP Project Manager 
North Dakota State Water Commission 
900 East Boulevard Avenue 
Bismarck, ND  58505-0850 
Telephone: (701) 328-4954 
e-mail: spillai@nd.gov 

 



PLEASE NOTE:  It is the responsibility of the firm to hand deliver their submittal by the due 
date and time or allow sufficient time for the submittal to transit through the US Postal Service 
or other carrier and the State Mail System.  Late submittals will not be evaluated. 
 
 



$0

$5
0

0

$1
0

0
0

$1
50

0

$2
0

0
0

$2
50

0

$3
0

0
0

$3
50

0

$4
0

0
0

$0

$5
0

0

$1
0

0
0

$1
50

0

$2
0

0
0

$2
50

0

$3
0

0
0

$3
50

0

$4
0

0
0

Millions Of Dollars

W
at

er
 P

ro
je

ct
St

at
e 

Fu
nd

in
g

 N
ee

d
s

Re
ve

nu
e 

&
 N

ee
d

s
C

om
p

ar
is

on
 E

st
im

at
es

10
-Y

EA
R 

W
AT

ER
 P

RO
JE

C
T 

FU
N

D
IN

G
 N

EE
D

S 
&

 R
EV

EN
U

E 
CO

M
PA

RI
SO

N
S

Fl
o

o
d

 C
o

nt
ro

l

W
at

er
 S

up
p

ly

O
th

er
 F

lo
o

d
 C

o
nt

ro
l &

 C
o

nv
ey

an
ce

A
g

en
cy

 O
p

er
at

io
ns

G
en

er
al

 W
at

er
 M

an
ag

em
en

t

Ir
rig

at
io

n

Re
so

ur
ce

s 
Tr

us
t F

un
d

 (R
TF

)

W
at

er
 D

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t T
ru

st
 F

un
d

St
at

e 
Sh

o
rt

fa
ll

St
at

e 
Su

rp
lu

s

$3
00

M
 P

er
B

ie
nn

iu
m

 R
TF

E
st

im
at

ed
10

-Y
ea

r
$4

00
M

 P
er

B
ie

nn
iu

m
 R

TF
$5

00
M

 P
er

B
ie

nn
iu

m
 R

TF

$2
.0

8 
B

$1
.5

8 
B

$1
.0

8 
B

APPENDIX I



$0

$1
00

0

$2
00

0

$3
00

0

$4
00

0

$5
00

0

$6
00

0

$0

$1
00

0

$2
00

0

$3
00

0

$4
00

0

$5
00

0

$6
00

0

Millions Of Dollars

W
at

er
 P

ro
je

ct
St

at
e 

Fu
nd

in
g

 N
ee

d
s

20
-Y

EA
R 

W
AT

ER
 P

RO
JE

C
T 

FU
N

D
IN

G
 N

EE
D

S 
&

 R
EV

EN
U

E 
CO

M
PA

RI
SO

N
S

Fl
o

o
d

 C
o

nt
ro

l

W
at

er
 S

up
p

ly

O
th

er
 F

lo
o

d
 C

o
nt

ro
l &

 C
o

nv
ey

an
ce

A
g

en
cy

 O
p

er
at

io
ns

G
en

er
al

 W
at

er
 M

an
ag

em
en

t

Ir
rig

at
io

n

Re
so

ur
ce

s 
Tr

us
t F

un
d

 (R
TF

)

W
at

er
 D

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t T
ru

st
 F

un
d

St
at

e 
Sh

o
rt

fa
ll

St
at

e 
Su

rp
lu

s

$3
00

M
 P

er
B

ie
nn

iu
m

 R
TF

E
st

im
at

ed
20

-Y
ea

r
$4

00
M

 P
er

B
ie

nn
iu

m
 R

TF
$5

00
M

 P
er

B
ie

nn
iu

m
 R

TF

$1
.5

7 
B

$0
.5

7 
B

$0
.4

3 
B

Re
ve

nu
e 

&
 N

ee
d

s
C

om
p

ar
is

on
 E

st
im

at
es



\-
/

)
\.-

/

T
R

U
E

 F
A

C
T

S
 A

B
O

U
T

W
A

W
S

A
N

D
N

O
R

T
H

W
E

S
T

 R
U

R
A

L

v

U
U

A
T

E
R

.h
iA

M
E

 A
F

F
E

C
T

E
D

 M
E

 A
N

D
 M

Y
 W

A
T

E
R

 C
O

M
P

A
N

Y

APPENDIX J



C
O

N
C

LU
S

IO
N

 O
F

 T
H

E
 H

O
U

S
T

O
N

 E
N

G
IN

E
E

R
IN

G
S

T
U

D
Y

 F
O

R
 T

H
E

 P
O

P
U

LA
T

IO
N

 S
T

U
D

Y

r 
H

ou
st

on
 E

ng
in

ee
rin

g 
st

ud
y 

an
tic

ip
at

ed
 p

ro
je

ct
ed

po
pu

la
tio

n 
in

 2
O

4O
 fo

r 
th

e 
W

A
W

S
 a

re
a

. 
E

xp
ec

te
d 

po
pu

la
tio

n 
pr

oj
ec

tio
 n

 o
f 

79
,3

25
 p

eo
pl

e

. 
W

A
W

S
 c

ur
re

nt
 n

ew
s 

le
tte

r 
st

at
es

 1
O

0I
-O

O
0 

pe
op

f,e

Ja
rt

 W
irt

z 
st

at
€d

, 
ln

 2
-O

it5



C
O

N
C

LU
S

IO
N

S
A

N
D

 F
IN

D
IN

G
S

F
R

O
M

 T
H

E
H

O
U

S
T

O
N

S
T

U
D

Y

)

3
3

. 
P

ag
es

 8
5 

pa
rt

 7
 s

ta
te

s:
 "

lf 
W

A
W

S
 tr

ie
s 

to
 c

om
pe

te
 w

ith
 t

he

in
de

pe
nd

en
t 

w
at

er
 p

ro
vi

de
rs

 f
or

 in
du

st
ria

l s
al

es
, 
it 

m
ay

ha
ve

 s
om

e 
m

ea
su

re
 o

f 
su

cc
es

s 
in

 th
e 

ne
ar

-t
er

m
. 

B
ut

 th
e

lo
ng

-t
er

m
 f

re
e 

m
ar

ke
t 

fo
rc

es
 m

ay
 r

es
ul

t 
in

 W
A

W
S

 lo
si

ng

m
ar

ke
t 

sh
ar

e 
an

d 
no

t 
be

in
g 

fin
an

ci
al

ly
 s

us
ta

in
ab

le
."

o 
ln

 r
es

po
ns

e 
to

 a
 q

ue
st

io
n 

fr
om

 R
ep

re
se

nt
at

iv
e 

Z
ub

ke
 a

t 
th

e

W
at

er
 T

op
ic

s 
O

ve
rv

ie
w

 C
om

m
itt

ee
 o

n 
Ju

ne
 1

3,
 2

01
-8

 M
r.

M
ar

tin
 f

ro
m

 H
ou

st
on

 E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

st
at

ed
,

"t
he

 W
A

W
S

ho
itv

no
t 

ha
ve

ca
oa

ci
tv

 to
 m

ee
t 

th
e 

de
m

an
d 

fo
r

do
es

a
f

in
du

st
ria

l 
w

at
er

 s
al

es
."



IS
S

U
E

S
 W

IT
H

N
O

R
T

H
W

E
S

T
R

U
R

A
L

W
A

T
E

R
D

IS
T

R
IC

T

)

:)
3

F
R

A
N

C
H

IS
E

 P
R

O
T

E
C

T
IO

N

. 
N

W
R

W
D

 i
s 

as
se

rt
in

g 
fr

an
ch

is
e 

pr
ot

ec
tio

n 
ag

ai
ns

t 
th

e 
co

m
pa

ny
 t

ha
t 

I 
pr

ov
id

e 
w

at
er

 f
o4

T
hi

s 
co

m
pa

ny
 w

as
 p

ro
vi

di
ng

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
w

at
er

 f
or

 t
he

 m
un

ic
ip

al
 a

irp
or

t 
co

ns
tr

uc
tio

n

. 
S

ta
te

 W
at

er
 C

om
m

is
si

on
 h

ad
 p

er
m

itt
ed

 f
or

 t
hr

ee
 y

ea
rs

 a
 c

on
st

ru
ct

io
n 

pe
rm

it 
fo

r 
ou

r

w
at

er
 c

om
pa

ny
 t

o 
se

ll 
w

at
eL

 t
hi

s 
la

st
 y

ea
r 

N
W

R
W

D
 a

ss
er

te
d 

fr
an

ch
is

e 
pr

ot
ec

tio
n 

in

th
is

 a
re

a 
w

he
n 

al
l t

he
y 

ha
d 

w
as

 r
ur

al
 w

at
er

 l
in

es
 t

o 
se

rv
e 

th
is

 a
re

a,
 a

nd
 t

he
y 

w
er

e 
go

in
g

to
 u

se
 t

re
at

ed
 w

at
er

 f
or

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
pu

rp
os

es
 o

n 
th

e 
ai

rp
or

t.

r 
eu

ot
e 

by
 th

e 
S

W
C

 "
S

te
ve

, 
ge

ne
ra

lly
 t

92
6b

 r
eq

ui
re

m
en

ts
 

ar
e 

as
so

ci
at

ed
 w

ith
 d

om
es

tic

se
rv

ic
e 

w
he

re
 t

w
o 

sy
st

em
s 

ar
e 

co
m

pe
tin

g 
fo

r 
th

e 
sa

m
e 

do
m

es
tic

 u
se

rs
. 

Y
ou

 t
yp

ic
al

ly
 s

ee

it 
w

he
n 

ru
ra

l w
at

er
 s

ys
te

m
 i

s 
se

rv
in

g 
us

er
s 

ar
ou

nd
 a

 c
om

m
un

ity
 a

nd
 t

he
 c

om
m

un
ity

w
an

ts
 t

o 
ex

pa
nd

 o
r 

an
ne

x 
a 

po
rt

io
n 

of
 t

he
 a

re
a 

se
rv

ed
 b

y 
th

e 
ru

ra
lw

at
er

 s
ys

te
m

."

. 
N

W
R

W
D

 i
s 

en
co

m
pa

ss
in

g 
al

l 
of

 W
ill

ia
m

s 
C

ou
nt

y 
to

 u
se

 t
he

ir 
ab

ili
ty

 t
o 

as
se

rt
 f

ra
nc

hi
se

 p
ro

te
ct

io
n.

. 
E

xa
m

pl
e:

. 
lf 

a 
la

nd
ow

ne
r 

ha
d 

a 
la

rg
e 

da
m

 i
n 

W
ill

ia
m

s 
C

ou
nt

y 
an

d 
w

an
te

d 
to

 p
ro

vi
de

 t
ha

t 
w

at
er

 f
or

co
ns

tr
uc

tio
n 

w
at

er
 t

o 
a 

ro
ad

 c
om

pa
ny

, 
he

 w
ou

ld
 n

ot
 b

e 
al

lo
w

ed
 t

o 
be

ca
us

e 
he

 is
 in

 t
he

N
W

R
W

D
 s

er
vi

ce
 a

re
a,

 w
ho

 w
ou

ld
 c

la
im

 t
he

 r
ig

ht
 t

o 
se

ll 
th

e 
tr

ea
te

d 
w

at
er

 t
o 

th
e 

co
ns

tr
uc

tio
n

co
m

pa
ny

, 
th

at
 l

an
do

w
ne

r 
w

ou
ld

 h
av

e 
to

 p
ay

 a
 f

ra
nc

hi
se

 f
ee

 o
f 

.4
4 

pe
r 

ba
rr

el
.



P
R

IC
E

S
IS

S
U

E
S

 W
IT

H
N

O
R

T
H

W
E

S
T

R
U

R
A

L
W

A
T

E
R

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

A
N

D
W

A
W

S

)

3
3

o 
N

W
W

D
 c

os
t 

of
 w

at
er

 p
er

 b
ar

re
l 

is
 .

44
 p

er
 b

ar
re

l 
fo

r 
25

,0
00

ga
llo

ns
, 

to
 b

uy
 1

00
,0

00
 g

al
lo

ns
 o

f 
w

at
er

 t
he

 c
os

t 
is

 '5
6 

pe
r

ba
rr

el
 o

f 
w

at
er

.

. 
K

ra
ke

n 
oi

l c
om

pa
ny

 is
 p

ay
in

g 
.4

2 
pe

r 
ba

rr
el

. 
T

he
y 

bo
ug

ht

2,
34

2,
23

3 
ba

rr
el

s 
of

 in
du

st
ria

l w
at

er
, 

ta
ki

ng
 s

al
es

 o
f

5L
,2

34
2,

23
3 

fr
om

 t
he

 w
at

er
 c

om
pa

ny
 I

 s
ol

d 
w

at
er

 to
 ,w

hi
ch

ha
d 

in
ve

st
ed

 in
 p

ip
el

in
es

 a
nd

 p
um

ps
 b

ef
or

e 
W

A
W

S
 w

as
 e

ve
r

in
 th

is
 a

re
a,

 o
ur

 c
om

pa
ny

 is
 n

ow
 b

ei
ng

 d
ev

al
ue

d 
du

e 
to

 t
he

co
m

pe
tit

io
n 

fr
om

 W
A

W
S

.



IS
S

U
E

S
 W

IT
H

N
O

R
T

H
W

E
S

T
R

U
R

A
L

W
A

T
E

R
D

IS
T

R
IC

T

)

3
t\

a

E
A

S
E

M
 E

N
T

S

N
W

R
W

 a
re

 u
si

ng
 e

as
em

en
ts

 t
ha

t 
th

ey
 o

bt
ai

ne
d 

fr
om

 la
nd

ow
ne

rs

an
d 

m
ys

el
f 

w
he

re
 w

e 
re

ce
iv

ed
 n

o 
co

m
pe

ns
at

io
n 

fo
r 

an
y 

rig
ht

-a
w

ay

or
 d

am
ag

es
, 

an
d 

w
er

e 
to

ld
 t

ha
t 

th
es

e 
ea

se
m

en
ts

 w
er

e 
on

ly
 f

or

w
at

er
 li

ne
s 

to
 s

er
ve

 r
ur

al
 w

at
e4

 t
he

 s
ch

oo
l, 

an
d 

a 
na

tu
ra

l 
ga

s

ge
ne

ra
tin

g 
pl

an
t 

(w
hi

ch
 p

ai
d 

S
1.

2 
m

ill
io

n 
to

w
ar

ds
 t

he
 w

at
er

 li
ne

).

N
W

R
W

 is
 n

ow
 u

si
ng

 t
he

se
 w

at
er

 li
ne

s 
fo

r 
se

lli
ng

 in
du

st
ria

l w
at

er
 to

oi
l c

om
pa

ni
es

 a
nd

 d
ire

ct
ly

 a
ffe

ct
in

g 
m

y 
co

m
pa

ny
 t

ha
t 

se
lls

 w
at

er

pr
iv

at
e 

w
at

er
 s

el
le

rs
 i

n 
th

is
 a

re
a.

N
W

R
W

 is
 p

ay
in

g 
so

m
e 

la
nd

ow
ne

rs
 l

ar
ge

 s
um

s 
of

 m
on

ey
 f

or

ea
se

m
en

ts
 -

 o
th

er
s 

th
ey

 th
re

at
en

 w
ith

 e
m

in
en

t 
do

m
ai

n

a



IN
F

R
A

S
T

R
U

C
T

U
R

E
A

N
D

 W
A

T
E

R
 S

A
LE

S
P

R
O

V
ID

E
D

 F
O

R
N

W
R

W
 B

Y
 M

Y
D

E
V

E
LO

P
M

E
N

T
S )

I
3

a a o a a a

5 
m

ile
s 

of
 p

ip
el

in
e 

ea
se

m
en

ts
 =

 1
60

0 
ro

ds
 @

51
50

 
S

Z
+

O
,O

O
O

10
 m

ile
s 

of
 w

at
er

 p
ip

e 
in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 
51

,0
00

,0
00

W
at

er
 s

al
es

 f
ro

m
 c

om
m

er
ci

al
 l

oc
at

io
ns

, 
m

an
 c

am
ps

,

su
bd

iv
is

io
ns

, 
rv

 a
nd

 t
ra

ile
r 
co

ur
ts

 
56

50
,0

00

H
oo

ku
p 

fe
es

 f
ro

m
 t

w
o 

su
bd

iv
is

io
ns

 
S

tg
8,

+
gg

T
ot

al
 

52
,0

78
,4

88

N
W

R
W

 i
s 

us
in

g 
in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 I
 g

av
e 

th
em

 to
 to

 s
el

l i
nd

us
tr

ia
lw

at
er

 a
nd

co
m

pe
te

 w
ith

 t
he

 c
om

pa
ny

 th
at

 I 
se

ll 
w

at
er

 t
o.



Le
ge

nd
fr

 
F

ea
tu

re
 1

R
ur

al
 W

at
er

 E
as

em
en

ts
I 
re

ci
ev

ed
 n

o 
da

m
ag

es
 o

r 
co

m
pe

ns
ta

io
n 

fo
r

th
es

e 
ea

se
m

en
ts

 a
nd

 w
as

 t
ol

d 
th

ey
 w

er
e 

on
ly

 t
o 

pr
ov

id
e 

ru
ra

l w
at

er
 a

nd
 w

at
er

 t
o 

a 
ge

ne
ra

tio
n 

pl
an

t.

W
hi

te
 li

ne
s 

ar
e 

w
at

er
 in

fu
rs

tr
uc

tu
re

 I 
pa

id
 f

or
 a

nd
 i

ns
ta

lle
d 

an
d 

tu
rn

ed
 o

ve
r 

to
 r

ur
al

 w
at

er
 w

ith
 n

o 
pa

ym
en

t 
ba

ck
 to

 r
ne

.

Le
ge

nd
:

B
ro

w
n 

lin
es

 a
re

 1
6"

 r
ur

al
 w

at
er

 li
ne

s

'ri
ii



\-
/

.J

C
os

ts
 in

 M
ill

io
ns

\-
/

s0
00

00
v

4s
00

00
v 40

00
00

35
00

00

30
00

00

2s
00

00

20
00

00

15
00

00

.lW

F
A

C
T

S
 A

B
O

U
T

W
A

W
S

. 
T

O
T

A
L 

G
M

N
T

S
 G

IV
E

N
 T

O
 T

H
E

 W
A

W
S

 P
R

O
JE

C
T

:

. 
T

O
T

A
L 

LO
A

N
S

 A
P

P
R

O
V

E
D

 
A

N
D

 R
E

S
T

R
I,C

T
U

R
E

D
 

F
O

R
 W

A
W

S

. 
T

O
T

A
LO

O
S

T
T

O
D

A
T

E
IS

:



F
A

C
T

S
 A

B
O

U
T

T
H

E
E

N
G

IN
E

E
R

IN
G

C
O

M
P

A
N

Y
A

E
2S

)

J
3

. 
A

E
2S

 i
s 

lis
te

d 
a 

en
gi

ne
er

 o
n 

re
co

rd
 f

or
 t

he
 W

A
W

S
 p

ro
je

ct

. 
A

s 
of

 2
01

8 
A

E
2S

 h
as

 r
ec

ei
ve

d 
54

8.
00

0,
00

0 
fr

om
 t

he
 W

A
W

S
 p

ro
je

ct

. 
A

s 
of

 2
01

8 
V

og
el

 L
aw

 fi
rm

 h
as

 r
ec

ei
ve

d 
51

.5
00

,0
00

 
fr

om
 t

he
 W

A
W

S
 p

ro
je

ct
.

. 
O

ne
 o

f 
th

e 
ow

ne
rs

 o
f 

A
E

2S
 s

ta
rt

ed
 h

is
 o

w
n 

pr
iv

at
e 

w
at

er
 c

om
pa

ny
 in

 M
cK

en
zi

e 
C

ou
nt

y 
on

Ju
ly

 6
, 
20

t2
. 

C
he

rr
y 

C
re

ek
 W

at
er

 is
 a

ct
iv

el
y 

se
lli

ng
 i

nd
us

tr
ia

l 
w

at
er

 i
n 

th
is

 a
re

a.

. 
T

ho
ug

h 
it 

m
ay

 b
e 

le
ga

lto
 d

o 
th

is
, 

it 
is

 v
er

y 
un

et
hi

ca
l 

an
d 

a 
co

nf
lic

t 
of

 i
nt

er
es

t 
be

in
g 

th
e 

en
gi

ne
er

 o
f

re
co

rd
 f

or
 W

A
W

S
 a

nd
 h

av
in

g 
a 

co
m

pa
ny

 t
ha

t 
se

lls
 in

du
st

ria
l 

w
at

er
 a

nd
 d

es
ig

ns
 t

he
 p

ro
je

ct
 w

er
e

in
du

st
ria

l 
w

at
er

 c
an

 b
e 

pu
rc

ha
se

d 
fr

om
.

N
E

W
 B

U
S

IN
E

S
S

 C
R

E
A

T
E

D
 B

Y
 A

E
2S

 F
O

R
 W

A
W

S
A

E
2S

 C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
IO

N

A
E

2S
 W

A
T

E
R

A
E

2S
 O

P
E

R
A

T
IO

N
S

A
E

2S
 N

E
X

U
S

. 
T

H
E

 B
U

S
IN

E
S

S
 M

O
D

E
L 

T
H

A
T

 A
E

2S
 P

R
O

V
ID

E
D

 W
A

S
 W

R
O

N
G

 W
IT

H
 T

H
E

IR
 S

T
A

T
E

M
E

N
T

,,T
H

IN
K

 B
IG

 A
N

D
 G

O
 B

E
Y

O
N

D
" 

T
H

A
T

 IS
 W

H
Y

 W
A

W
S

 H
A

S
 S

O
 M

U
C

H
 D

E
B

T
 A

N
D

 H
A

S
 T

O

S
E

LL
 I

N
D

U
S

T
R

IA
L 

W
A

T
E

R
 T

O
 P

A
Y

 F
O

R
 A

 D
O

M
E

S
T

IC
 S

Y
S

T
E

M



T
H

E
 T

R
U

T
H

.T
W

A
W

S
 s

ol
d 

in
du

st
ria

l w
at

er
 t

o 
an

 o
il 

co
m

pa
ny

 %
 o

f m
ile

fr
om

 o
ur

 in
du

st
ria

l 
re

se
rv

oi
r 

fo
r 

S
.4

3 
pe

r 
ba

rr
el

 S
.1

7

ce
nt

s 
le

ss
 th

an
 o

ur
 s

el
lin

g 
pr

ic
e 

an
d 

S
.1

2 
lo

w
er

 t
ha

n

w
he

n 
w

e 
pu

rc
ha

se
d 

w
at

er
 f

ro
m

 W
A

W
S

 a
s 

a 
w

ho
le

sa
le

r

o 
T

he
 c

om
pa

ny
 I

 s
el

l w
at

er
 t

o 
an

d 
m

ys
el

f 
lo

st
 a

5L
,2

88
,2

28
 w

at
er

 s
al

e 
be

ca
us

e 
of

 t
hi

s

rS
E

N
A

T
E

 B
IL

L
22

33
 S

T
A

T
E

S
 r

N
 S

E
C

T
IO

N
 I

4.
S

E
C

T
IO

N
 5

1-

40
-0

1 
oF

 T
H

E
 C

E
N

T
U

R
Y

 C
O

D
E

:T
H

E
 W

E
S

T
E

R
N

 A
R

E
A

W
A

T
E

R
 S

U
P

P
LY

 A
U

T
H

O
R

IT
Y

 S
H

A
LL

 C
O

N
S

ID
E

R
 I

N
 T

H
E

P
R

O
C

E
S

S
 O

F
 L

O
C

A
T

IN
G

 I
N

D
U

S
T

R
IA

L 
W

A
T

E
R

D
E

P
O

T
S

T
H

E
 L

O
C

A
T

IO
N

 O
F

 P
R

IV
A

T
E

 W
A

T
E

R
 S

E
LL

E
R

S
 S

O
 A

S
 T

O

M
IN

IM
IZ

E
 T

H
E

 I
M

P
A

C
T

 O
N

 P
R

IV
A

T
E

 W
A

T
E

R
 S

E
LL

E
R

S
C

}

U
iJ

G



C
ha

D
le

.4
g0

t@
pr

€v
i 

qt
la

lit
y-

lo
su

fp
ly

i@
ia

fl 
d-

r€
€t

€a
tis

 i
F

lh
e-

R
€d

-R
iv

eF
+

ag
€y

*i
S

ri+
{S

is
-s

ta
+

e.
1_

,

a 
T

hi
s 

€h
aP

te
r 

d€
es

 n
et

 a
lfe

et
 t

he
 s

ta
t€

 w
at

er
 e

on
rf

t{
ss

io
n'

s 
?u

ltp
{it

y 
to

S
E

C
T

IO
N

 1
3.

 A
M

E
H

D
ttE

tlT
. 

S
ec

t;o
n 

61
-2

4.
7-

05
 o

f 
th

e 
N

or
th

 D
ak

ot
a 

C
en

tu
ry

C
od

e 
is

 a
m

en
de

d 
an

d 
re

€n
ac

te
d 

as
 f

ol
lo

w
s:

61
-2

4.
74

5-
 S

ta
te

 f
un

di
ng

 P
ta

n.

t. 
T

he
 l

m
is

la
tr

ve
 a

ss
em

bl
v 

de
cl

ar
es

 
its

 in
te

nt
 t

o 
pr

ov
id

e 
st

at
e 

fu
nd

in
g 

fo
r

eq
€+

h*
a 

sh
ar

a 
ot

 t
he

 #
os

nf
cd

er
al

 s
r-

la
ea

L 
co

st
 o

f 
co

ns
tu

c{
in

g 
th

e 
R

ed

R
iv

er
 v

al
le

y 
w

al
er

 s
up

P
lY

 
P

rc
ie

ct
.

2.
 A

ny
 g

ef
ts

F
at

 f
un

ds
 a

pp
ro

pr
ia

te
d 

to
r 

th
e 

ct
ns

tr
uc

tio
n 

of
 l

he
 R

ed
 R

iv
er

 v
al

le
y

w
ai

er
 s

up
pi

y 
pr

oi
ec

t 
rn

ay
 b

e 
ca

rr
ie

d 
ov

er
 t

o 
fu

lu
re

 b
ie

nn
iu

m
s-

3.
 S

ta
te

 f
Li

nd
in

g 
fo

r 
ih

e 
R

ed
 R

iv
er

 v
al

le
y 

vr
€t

er
 s

up
pl

y 
pr

oi
ec

t 
m

ay
..b

e
ap

pr
op

ria
tB

d 
-a

t 
th

e 
iim

e 
an

d 
in

 t
he

 m
an

ne
r 

de
te

rm
in

ed
 

by
 t

hs
 -le

gi
sl

at
iv

g
,*

".
tr

y,
 

ei
lh

er
 c

on
cu

rr
en

tly
 

or
 s

ep
ar

at
el

y 
fr

om
 f

ed
er

al
 a

nd
 lo

ca
l 

fu
nd

in
g 

fo
r

th
e 

R
ed

 R
iv

er
 v

al
l€

y 
w

at
er

 s
up

pl
y 

pr
oj

ec
t

S
E

C
llO

l,l
 '!

4.
 A

llE
N

D
fn

E
N

T
. 

S
ec

tio
n 

61
40

-0
1 

oi
 t

he
 N

or
th

 D
ak

ot
a 

C
en

tu
ry

 C
od

e
is

 a
m

en
de

d 
an

d 
re

en
ec

t€
d 

as
 f

oi
lo

w
s:

61
40

-0
1"

 
L€

gi
sl

al
iv

e 
de

cl
ar

at
io

ns
 -

 A
ut

ho
rii

y 
of

 w
ea

te
m

 a
re

€ 
w

at
€r

 s
uP

P
ly

au
th

or
ity

.

T
h€

 l
eg

is
ia

tiv
e 

as
se

m
bl

y 
de

la
re

s 
th

at
 m

an
y 

ar
ea

s 
an

d 
lo

ca
lil

ie
s 

in
 w

es
te

rn
 

N
or

th

D
ak

ot
a 

dr
i 

no
t 

en
jo

y 
ad

eq
ua

te
 q

ua
nt

iti
es

 o
l h

ig
h"

qu
al

ity
 d

rin
ki

ng
 w

ai
en

 t
ha

t 
ol

he
r

ar
ea

s 
an

d 
to

ca
tit

ie
i 

i-n
 w

es
te

m
 N

or
ih

 D
ak

ot
a 

do
 n

di
 h

av
e 

su
lfi

ge
nt

 q
ua

nt
iti

es
 

oi
 w

at
er

io
 e

ns
ur

e 
a 

de
p€

nd
ab

le
, 

lo
ng

-t
er

m
 

do
m

es
tjc

 o
r 

in
du

sl
ria

l 
w

at
er

 s
up

pl
y;

 t
ha

t 
gr

ea
te

r

cm
no

m
ic

 s
cr

ur
ity

 a
nd

 t
he

 p
r;

te
ct

io
n 

sf
 h

ea
lth

 a
nd

 p
ro

pe
rt

y 
be

no
lit

s 
th

e 
an

d'
 n

at
ur

al

T
es

D
ur

ce
s.

 
sn

d 
w

;te
r 

re
so

ur
ce

s 
ol

 th
is

 s
ta

te
l a

nd
 t

ha
t 

th
e 

pr
om

ot
io

n 
of

 lh
e 

pr
os

pe
rit

y

an
d 

ge
ne

ra
l 

w
ef

fa
re

 o
t 

al
i o

l t
ho

 p
eo

pl
e 

of
 t

hi
s 

sl
at

e 
de

pe
nd

 o
n 

th
e 

ef
fe

ct
iv

e

de
ve

l"o
om

en
t 

an
d 

ut
ili

za
tio

f, 
oJ

 th
e 

la
nd

 a
nd

 w
at

er
 r

es
ou

rc
es

 
of

 t
hi

s 
st

at
e 

an
d

ne
ce

ss
ita

te
s 

an
d 

te
qu

ire
s 

th
e 

ex
er

ci
se

 o
f 

ih
e 

so
vg

r€
ig

n 
po

w
or

s 
of

 l
hi

s 
st

at
e 

an
d

co
nc

em
 

a 
pu

bl
ic

 p
ur

po
se

. 
T

o 
ac

co
m

pl
is

h 
lh

is
 p

ub
lic

 p
ur

po
se

, 
it 

is
 d

ec
la

re
d 

ne
ce

ss
ar

y
:h

at
 a

 w
at

er
 a

ul
hb

rif
i 

to
 t

re
at

, 
st

ar
e,

 a
nd

 d
is

ki
bu

te
 w

at
er

 t
o 

w
es

te
rn

 
N

or
th

 D
ak

ot
a 

be

es
ta

bl
is

he
d 

to
 p

ro
vi

d-
e 

fo
r 

th
e 

su
pp

ly
 a

nd
 d

is
tr

ib
ut

io
n 

of
 w

at
er

 1
]] 

th
e 

p€
op

le
 o

f 
w

es
te

rn

N
or

th
 D

ak
ot

a 
fo

r 
pu

rp
os

es
. 

in
cl

ud
in

g 
do

m
es

tic
, 

ru
ra

l E
E

te
r,

 m
un

ic
ip

al
' 

liv
es

to
ck

,

in
du

st
ria

l. 
oi

l a
nd

 g
ai

 d
ev

el
oo

rn
en

t, 
an

d 
ot

he
r 

us
es

, 
an

d 
pr

ov
id

e 
fo

r 
th

e 
tu

tu
re

ec
on

om
ic

 w
el

fa
re

 J
nd

 p
ro

sp
er

ity
 o

f 
th

e 
pe

op
lo

 o
f 

th
is

 s
ta

te
. 

an
d 

pa
rt

ic
ul

ar
ty

 t
he

pe
og

le
 o

f 
w

es
te

m
 N

or
th

 D
ak

ot
a,

 
by

 t
he

 c
re

at
io

n 
an

d 
d€

ve
lo

pm
en

t 
of

 a
 w

es
te

m
 a

re
a

w
at

er
 s

up
pt

y 
pm

je
ct

 f
or

 b
er

E
fic

ia
l'a

nd
 

pu
bl

ic
 u

se
s.

 T
he

 $
€s

te
m

 a
re

a 
w

at
er

 s
up

pl
y

au
th

or
ity

 
'n

ia
f 

ic
qu

ie
, 

co
ns

tr
uc

t. 
im

pr
ov

e.
 d

ev
el

op
, 

an
d 

gp
p 

tp
3l

6r
 s

uo
pl

y
in

fr
as

tr
uc

iu
re

 
-a

nd
 m

ay
 e

nt
er

 w
at

er
 s

up
pl

y 
co

nt
ra

ct
s 

w
ith

 m
€r

nb
€r

 c
iti

es
' 

w
at

er
di

st
ric

ls
, 

an
d 

pr
i'.

,a
te

 u
se

rs
, 

su
ch

 a
s 

oi
l 

an
d'

ga
s 

pr
od

uc
er

s,
 f

or
 t

he
 s

al
e 

of
 w

at
er

 f
or

us
e 

w
ith

in
 o

r 
ou

ts
id

e 
th

e 
au

$o
ril

v 
bo

un
da

rie
s 

or
 t

he
 s

ta
te

. 
T

h€
 r

u€
sl

F
 I

 a
t€

 f
fiB

r
su

F
pl

y 
au

lh
or

ity
 s

ha
ll 

co
os

id
et

 i
n 

th
e 

pr
oc

es
s 

of
 lo

ca
lin

g 
in

du
st

ria
l 

w
te

r 
de

po
rs

th
e

to
#t

i6
n 

of
 p

riv
ite

 w
at

er
 s

el
le

rs
 s

o 
a3

 lD
 m

in
im

iz
e 

th
€ 

im
pa

d 
on

 p
riv

# 
w

at
er

 s
el

le
rs

.
T

he
 i

nd
ep

en
de

nt
 

w
at

er
 p

rp
vi

do
rs

 s
ha

ll 
co

ns
id

er
 ;

D
-t

t&
-P

lg
-f

s5
-a

fja
ca

lin
C

-1
fu

u5
fii

al
rlr

af
er

-d
ci

qt
s-

lh
ql

ffi
tio

,0
. 

oi
-p

riv
al

c"
--

\4
,a

t€
l 

sB
lle

fs
la

-n
s 

to
 m

in
im

iz
e 

th
e 

itr
pa

ct
 o

n
pt

rv
at

e 
w

at
er

 9
€l

l-e
rs

.

or
de

l

ge
po

lq
la

te
ci

l!!
e.

ar
:r

-r
ql

nt
_F

 _
tlj

e.
m

em
!€

r€
g!

9e
!0

sl
lt

4 e'
 A

itd
 it

io
na

l 
0r

jo
dp

al
ea

l@
ed

-q
!,s

la
iF

gu
aB

E
le

cd
la

al
r

f 
pa

vm
en

l t
o 

th
e 

re
so

ur
ce

itl
lg

lu
!!4

2, S
E

C
T

IO
N

 
20

. 
A

 n
ew

 s
ec

tio
n 

to
 c

fia
pt

er
 6

14
0 

of
 t

he
 N

or
th

 D
ak

ot
a 

C
m

tu
ry

 C
od

e

is
 q

te
at

ed
 a

nd
 e

na
ct

ed
 a

s 
fo

llo
w

s:

W
at

ef
fe

te
i

a. L {)
,

? T
he

 a
ut

ho
rit

v 
sh

al
l 

de
ve

la
p 

-a
l-i

!-
d-

!S
tia

l 
w

at
er

 d
eo

o-
l3

ld
 l

al
er

al
 r

et
ai

l 
ra

te
: 

an
d

pr
c#

,@
( 

ap
pr

ar
eL

ar
vj

rd
lg

rie
ijo

el
er

uE
pg

l



\-
/

. 
W

hy
 w

as
 th

er
e 

no
 o

ve
rs

ig
ht

 o
n 

th
is

pr
oj

ec
t, 

ho
w

 w
as

 it
 a

llo
w

ed
 t

o 
be

 3
O

O
%

ov
er

 th
e 

pr
oj

ec
te

d 
co

st
?

r 
H

ow
 a

re
 th

e 
pr

iv
at

e 
se

ct
or

 s
up

po
se

 t
o

co
m

pe
te

 w
he

n 
W

A
W

S
 is

 s
el

lin
g 

re
ta

il

lo
w

er
 t

ha
n 

w
ho

le
sa

le
?

Q
U

E
S

T
IO

N
S

e)

U
G

v



\.-
/

M
Y

 C
O

N
C

LU
S

IO
N

\-
l

J

\./

o 
T

he
 G

ov
er

no
r 

an
d 

th
e 

ne
w

 a
pp

oi
nt

ed
 m

em
be

rs
 o

f 
th

e 
S

W
C

 d
id

 n
ot

 c
au

se

th
is

 p
ro

bl
em

. 
T

he
y 

in
he

rit
ed

 f
ro

m
 t

he
 p

re
vi

ou
s 

ad
m

in
is

tr
at

io
n.

o 
W

A
W

S
 i

s 
sa

dd
le

d 
w

ith
 t

oo
 m

uc
h 

de
bt

, 
th

e 
pa

ym
en

ts
 t

he
y 

w
ill

 n
ee

d 
to

 m
ak

e

in
 2

12
ow

ill
 m

ea
n 

th
ey

 w
ill

 n
ee

d 
m

or
e 

m
ar

ke
t 

sh
ar

e,
 a

nd
 a

ls
o 

w
ill

 n
ee

d 
to

ad
d 

m
or

e 
ca

pa
ci

ty
 t

o 
th

e 
tr

ea
tm

en
t 

pl
an

t-

B
y 

el
im

in
at

in
g 

de
bt

 w
aw

s 
co

ul
d 

be
co

m
e

pr
ov

id
e'

 b
et

te
 r.

 m
aq

gi
ns



\-
/

\-
/

\/
P

O
S

S
IB

LE
 S

O
LU

T
IO

N
\J

. 
M

ak
e 

W
A

W
S

 a
 w

ho
le

sa
le

r 
of

 w
at

er
. 

G
et

th
em

 o
ut

 o
f 

th
e 

en
tir

e 
re

ta
il 

in
du

st
ria

l

m
ar

ke
t 

fo
r 

oi
l d

ev
el

op
m

en
t. 

T
he

 H
ou

st
on

E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

st
ud

y 
st

at
ed

 t
ha

t W
A

W
S

 w
ill

no
t 

ha
ve

 t
he

 c
ap

ac
ity

. 
W

or
ki

ng
 w

ith
 t

he

pr
iv

at
e 

se
ct

or
 w

ou
ld

 a
ill

ow
 r

no
re

fll
ex

ib
iil

ty



R
eg

io
na

l M
fa

te
r 

S
er

vi
ce

" 
LL

C
A

 iy
tID

'S
T

R
E

A
tV

l 
S

E
R

\,|
C

E
 g

O
ftI

P
A

N
V

.1
"

R
W

S



9v
m

rE
B

ry
^+

R
E

+
In

du
sf

ia
l 

A
cc

ou
nt

P
0 

B
ox

 2
34

3
w

ill
is

to
q 

N
D

 5
88

02
-2

34
3

R
eg

im
al

 W
at

ss
w

i@
A

th
: 

T
tr

sa
W

hi
ts

tir
e

61
25

 A
irp

G
t 

F
w

y 
S

ui
te

 2
00

A
H

al
tm

C
ity

,fi
 7

61
17

P
hq

E
 *

1o
rn

1'
6{

/J
6

ln
vo

ic
e

46
1 
l-l

h

16
n4

no
l7

D
r 

D
6e

D
lL

3n
0l

1

B
ili

q 
qd

c

9'
t+

t7
 l

G
2+

17

t5
.5

4t
.7

4

55
al

5l
.8

r

A
nn

tr
t

T
ot

el
s5

67
.6

93
.5

5

P
ry

qt
Jc

tr
dt

sA
fp

lic
d 

$o
.0

o

B
al

an
ce

 D
ue

 
95

67
,6

93
.5

5

R
de

0.
55

0.
55

Q
u&

tit
y

28
25

7.

l,@
39

12
.3

8

T
hm

k 
5r

cu
 f

c 
lo

rr
 h

si
ne

!
A

 l-
5%

 fr
cc

hr
gs

w
ill

 
bc

ad
d€

dt
o 

al
l p

6n
dr

eb
al

m
ce

s

E
en

D
irc

c*
 C

m
et

io
n 

fw
 I

nd
us

tr
is

l 
W

*s

S
ni

c 
Lm

tir
 

sM
G

 R
so

ir 
in

 t
be

S
W

@
S

ec
29

,T
m

 
15

5N
, 

R
m

ge
 l0

lW
W

ill
is

on
,N

D

D
at

eR
an

gq
 9

-1
4-

17
 l

O
-2

+
2A

17

F
iG

tM
et

E
 R

W
S

ts

M
ds

s{
E

t€
d 

- 
1,

83
7,

72
6"

6 
b4

G
ls

M
dq

 s
d 

ra
d 

- 
1,

86
5.

9E
4.

3 
ba

ds

S
@

d 
M

€n
c 

R
€p

hc
ed

R
W

S
b 

ffr
er

M
€t

as
6t

ra
d 

- 
0

M
d6

ad
 r

ad
 -

 4
2,

16
4J

20
 g

sl
l6

F
d*

itf
i

D
iG

tC
re

,-
-

D
irc

aC
l)l

@
-.

70
t-

n4
&

{D
w

*m
N

^+
m

In
dr

sk
ia

l 
A

cc
or

m
t

P
O

 B
ox

 2
34

3
w

ill
is

on
, 

N
D

 5
8E

02
-2

34
3

R
eg

ifi
d 

W
de

r 
S

dv
ic

c
A

fin
: 
T

m
w

hi
ts

tin
e

61
25

 A
irp

dF
w

y 
$u

iE
20

04
H

ab
m

C
ity

,T
X

 7
61

17

ln
vo

ic
e

ffi
t

55
80

-I

D
*

6/
J0

i?
X

lt8

Ib
D

*

8/
D

n0
rE

E
Ili

ry
C

!i5

Jm
20

18

D
si

pt
im

a
E

as
t

27
t0

58
.8

3
W

ill
is

to
n.

 N
D

R
rt

d 
21

Q
37

59
1

C
u$

sa
R

dd
 3

47
$,

06
5

i

T
bo

k 
yw

 fc
 ]

or
 b

qi
ns

l
A

 1
.5

%
 fi

rr
e 

cl
ur

gG
 
w

ill
 b

e 
ad

d.
d 

to
 a

ll 
p{

sf
i 
dr

c 
bd

as
.

:0
r-

7f
fi5

A
ffi

ou
rt

13
7,

W
.4

2

T
ot

al
8t

37
92

9a
2

?r
yn

ed
/C

E
dl

rr
A

pF
lir

d 
$0

.0
0

B
dl

ne
e 

ID
ue

N
r3

7,
@

9.
42

R
E

ar
dy

tr
6d

F
d*

vi
l.n

w

F
ts

€*



{
EPEND ENT WATER PROVIDERS

c"/v
IND

14018 49 St NW

Wliston, ND 58801

Home Phone (701 ) 57 2-587 3

Cell Phone (701) 770'0942

56smort@qlnail.com

To: Water Topics Overview Committee

Date: November 5, 2015

Legislature loaned them

Mr. chairman, members of the committee. my name is steven Mortenson. I am a lifelong resident and farmer rancher of

wiiliston North Dakota and chairman of the tndependent water providers. As we prepared for this meeting I asked

myself, "why are *" 
"u"n 

here", "what might we accomplish dUring the interim thatwe Couldn't dUring the 2015

Session,,? well, we want to accomplish three things: 1. Remind you of the history of wAWS, 2' Avoid making things

worse for wAWS, ND and members of wAWS, ,ni a. To offer solutions to help *AWS pay back the money the

our group was formed during the regisrative session of 201r. to protect the rights of private water providers from the

western Area water supply, whose mission was to provide treated water foithe northwest part of North Dakota that was

being affected by the impact of the oil industry. Their plan was to sell water to the oil industry to pay for it and built it has

fast as they courd; to seri as much as they courd to pay for this project. we objected because the market was mature; its

needs were being met; g0% of water came from the private sector and the balance from local communities' competition

was vigorou, .no gro*ing and we warned that oil industry would find ways to reduce water needs'

The private sector was the first to serve the oir industry. our members took the risk, with their own money to provide

a service the industry needed only to later find out we had a state project wanting to do the same thing' lt has been a

battle ever since'

The rwp never objected to a water project for this part of the state. we courd see that it was very much needed with

the popuration growth that was occurring. Nor did our group object to the communities seiling industrial water and

providing income for those communitjqs. rt was after the state project was approved and buirt rarge industrial depots

and direct lateral lines to oil compani#, that the private sector was harmed.

we sti, wourd rike for each and every one of you on the committee if this would have happened to your business

what wourd you think? you are competing against your own tax doilars for the right to do business in North Dakota'

HTSTORy: r,ve attached a 2 page summary of the history of the project that has grown from a $tso million project to

one now projected at 5480 mittion--and no one seems to blink an eye' Here is a quick overview:

2O!L: Cost: $150 million

Afterthedeb|ispaid,WAWSmembersretainprofitsless5%toND'
lntent was to build 12-15 water depots along major highways; not the spider web system seen in 2013'

2013: cost g230 million (g120 million n"*-funir; $go *ittion debu $40 million grants)-compromise sB 2233

-ND took responsibility for sr90 million of debt {absolving locals' in case of default)

-NDretainedallprofitsoncedebtswerepaid;tobepaidtoResourcesTrustFund
2015;WAWSprojectscostof$+g0million*WateroverviewCommitteepresentationg|2015.

S3OO million public funds provided THUS far'

AE2S Engineering firm has been paid over s25 million from wAWS las of L42oL4\



DON,T MAKE lT woRSE: Market conditions have changed which must be recognized by the Legislature, SWC wAWS and

iti *emUers. rey Energy has failed; American Eagle and samson have filed bankruptcy; all major oil producers have cut

capital expenditures ny soX or more; Halliburton, Nabors and Schlumberger have laid off employees; Target Logistics and

other man-camps have closed or suffered huge customer losses; hotels in Williston have 45% vacancy rates, and ND was

last in job growth in the region recently taccording to Prairie Public news report n/A3/2015). Apartment complexes, are

""..,p,v, 
some have chain-link fences around them and are not being finished; commercial projects are on hold.

Let's look at the Rig Count:

n/a4/2014 190

1L/04/201s 69 64% DECREASE

12L rigs x 120 jobs: = 14,520 JOBS lost; doesn't include other services

The water market is down by about I/3 fram a year ago---and impacts ALL providers, wAWS, IWP members and other

private water companies. SWC data shows:

2Ot4 30,000 acre feet of water used

2015 17,000 acre feet through September {estimate 21,000 by year end}

It,s also time to re-evaluate the population numbers being used to justify the huge cost increases-so we get this right'

WAWS is still building for a population of "160,000 people by 2035" P/A7/20t5 Water Overview Committee). Those

numbers were based upon an NDSU study from 4/2014. The attached chart shows 160,000 people is the "high" case. A
,,middle,, case of 120,000+ has a 200/o difference in the projections. More importantly, the population estimate was based

upon an 
,,Expected,, case of 2500 wells @ year. we've not been meeting that well estimate' The NDlc website shows the

number of wells produced recently are well below the "expected" case:

2OI3: 2153 Producing wells

20'J'4: 23!2 Producing wells

2OI5 908 wells through August (project 1-200 wells for 2015-HALF of the "expected" case).

Debt was to be paid over 20 years. The WAWS business plan itself called for a 20 year amortization as being the "most

sensible financing option,,. (WAWS Busplan 2/201.1, Ex.Sum., P.21) The wAWs business plan relied largely upon

industrial sales for debt service. {ln contrast the SWPP, according to recent news reports was designed to cash-flow based

upon municipal and domestic water sales to its members---and any revenue from the oil industry was surplus). SWPP is

financially solvent and is not reliant upon industrial water sales to service its debt.

WAWS now owes approximately $173,000,000.00 {after recent award from the SWC of S10,000,000}.

Paid S30,000,000 in principal and interest as of 1A/L9/2015

Lost 554,000.00 Q1, 2Ot5-2O17 biennium (see attached report from NDIC)

Annual debt service is $23,000,000 this year ($20.9 million annually in 2016-2020)

The continued expansion (and increased costs) is justified on the basis of meeting purported "rural demand". The

asserted demand is 
,,soft,' and should be re-considered and verified by an independent source, with no financial interest

in the outcome. Data provided by WAWS shows "r\)ral" build-out is for many projects that simply will not be built and do

not warrant unlimited expansion of this project, without some re-consideration. For example, WAWS shows projects in

Epping for 1000 people, and 5600 people in springbrook, and other rural subdivisions/growth that are simply invalid.

Size of the project itself should be re-evaluated. (What will we do with this massive infrastructure if the pipes are half

empty? who will pay for the higher-than-necessary maintenance and repairs for a system that is overbuilt? ND

taxpayers? WAWS residential and commercial customers? The oil industry?

{How does WAWS pay the debt the Legislature has extended)?sow ARE SOME ONS:

ln case WAWS can't meet debt service, current LAW PROVIDES:

-tf NDIC is uncertain of ability to meet debt service, then BND should consider revising terms of loans



-lf WAWS is in default then, Water Commission is to seek appropriation from the Legislature. (NDCC 61-40-09)

How should we proceed? Should we keep doing what we are doing-- not look ahead, and hope market returns along

with 200 drilling rigs? Let WAWS dominate the market---- and put private businesses OUT of business? STOP atl further

water permits for industrial use in NW N D*but not other parts of the state? None of that makes sense.

IWP proposes:

Begin to collaborate and apply critical thinking to the project, and expenditures

Apply Value engineering twhat DO we do lF it is too big)

Critical view of "rural build-out"..'..ruse for INDUSTRIAL capacity

NO MORE DEBT (adding debt while revenues are in decline doesn't make sense)

Review sales projections

New population projections--16Q000 people? (Market is saying otherwise)

lnsist upon verification of rural build-out for domestic and rural systems expansion.

Stay the course: capture a reasonable share of market (without running over the private sector). ND

treasury/general fund may have to make up the difference.

Section 27 of SB 2020 of the 2015 Session provides: During the 20L5-16 interim, the independent water provider:s and

the western area water supplv authority shall report to the legislative management's water to0ics overview committee on

a regular basis and collaborate with the commiltee and the state water commission to monitor water usaEe, ratQs.

engineering contract procedures. and market share. The water topics overview committee shall report to the legislative

management with recommendations to ensure western area water supply authority's ability to maintain its payment

schedule of the state's loan.

This meeting today, should be the beginning of IWP and others to work together, to collaborate and determine how best

to navigate this changing market, that impacts us all). We ask that the Committee appoint a sub-committee and begin the

collaborative process called for under the law. We think this sets a framework to work together and make more certain

that WAWS is the success we all want it to be.

The lWp hopes the market will return, for we are facing the same drop in market sales as WAWS but only we have lost

more due to the state project and it is our own money invested not the states. We have always known the oil industry

to be a roller coaster it's just we keep forgetting it. We thank the Water Topics Overview Committee for giving this

opportunity to present this testimony and listening to our thoughts.

Thank You

Steven Mortenson
Chairman of the IWP



WAWS historv: January 2015
REVISED: IWP: 2/09 /2015

2011: Cost $150 million
Authorized by HB 1205 to construct water system for NW ND, paid in part by sales of industrial water to
the oil industry for fracking. $tt0 million loan from ND; 540 million likely in 2013.
Afterthe debt is paid, WAWS members retain profits less 5% to ND.

lntent was to build L2-15 water depots along major highways; not the spider web system seen in 2013.

IWP objected and warned: oil industry would find ways to reduce water needs; market was mature;
needs being meg 8O% of water from private sector; balance by local communities. Competition was
vigorous and growing.

h ZAL1', ND used 9400 ac.ft. of water; 20,000 ac.ft. of new permits were pending. Today ND has

116,000+ ac.ft of permitted water available to the oil industry. (325,851 gal. = L acre foot)

Legislature mandated WAWS to "minimize impacts" upon private sector as it located water depots.

2AL3: Cost5230 million {StzO.million newfunds; $80 million debU $40 million grants}

WAWS had shifted strategy from water depots along highways to a broad network of lateral pipelines to
provide industrial water throughout the oil industry and failing to meet domestic water demands.

2013 Compromlse-a new model-SB 2233:
Controversy continued into 2013 and produced SB 2233-a compromise designed for resolution. IWP

supported SB 2233 as a comprornise to resolve the conflict. SB 2233 provided:
-ND took responsibility for $fso million of debt (absolving locals, in case of default)
-ND retained all profits once debts were paid--to be paid to Resources Trust Fund
-WAWS was to concentrate on domestic water supply
-No future industrialwater expansion was to occur, unless approved by State Water Commission
(SB 2233 Section L9(3))

The Compromise failed; controversy remains; WAWS continues expansion to industrial water supply.
SWC has regularly approved expansion of industrial water supply, in spite of the intent of SB 2233.

WAWS had4L% of the industrialwater market in McKenzie and Williams County (SWC presentation of
t!tS/z0tg), including a contract signed with Continental Resources, in May, 2013-before effective
date of SB 2233-- for up to 35 MILLION gallons @ month (about 25% of the water in Williams County).

2015: Cost 5gs0 million; WAWS wanted StzO million (530 million of debt) for further expansion,
purportedlyto meet population demands projected to 2035. The apparent goal is the expansion of
industrial water supply-via a spider web system never contemplated, nor approved by ND Legislature,

rather than getting water to people.

Leeislature Appropriated, SWC approved: $90,000,000.00 granB $L0,000,000.00 loan

WAWS now projects cost of $480 million-Water Overview Committee presentation 9120ffi.



WAWS: OTHER FACTS 9F INTEREST 2l0e/20t5

State Eneineer aoproved WAWS expansions since p.assaee of SB 2233 in 2013:
2013: 7 expansions 9,504000 gallons
2OL4: 18 expansions 448,700,000 gallons

Ensineers: AE2S did the study, lobbied for HB 1206, wrote the RFP aften passage, was the onlv
firm to bid on RFP; awarded 4 year contract, and then imposed 4-8% fee increase. Fees paid:

20L2: Sto.g million
2O!3 / t4: $L5,572,35 1.1 1+

AE2S CONSTUCTION 5118,091.29; AE2S division provides waterto oil industry; AE2S website.

Lawvers/lobbvists:

5500,000 on lawyers {Vogel law firm-201L-20121+ $344000 (2013 and 2014}

$50,000 annually for a lobbyist + $63,000 (2013 and 20141

Costs: Has grown from 5150 million to $350 million and headed to $480 million

Chqnge in the Marke* 201,1 and todav
ln 2011,-WAWS proponents argued they would have little impact on the private sector and that there
would be enough water sales for everyone:

- 2011 ND used 9,400 ac.ft.; WAWS {members} provided 579 ac.ft. 6% of market*
- zOtZ ND used 16,362 ac.ft.; WAWS provided L332 ac.ft. 8% of market *

- 2013 ND used 1"5,500 ac.ft.; WAWS provided 3507 ac.ft. L8% of market*
*SWC Report: July 203.4

- 2Ot4 ND used 25-28,000 ac.ft.;** WAWS provided 5905. ac"ft. ZLo/o ol market***
** estimate frorn 20L4 NDIC frac water repoft in consultation with SWC; excludes SWP
*** finalfigures for 2014 industrialwater are pending and will be provided

WAWS industrial sales revgnues:
2OL2 511,678,000
2013 s24,044000
20L4 s35,700,000 {wAWs 201.4 P & L}

Esqinent domain: Threats to landowners; WAWS policy is to NOT provide water if landowner
refuses to provide an easement {even if pipe is for the oil industry}. Threat gives advantage
over private sector-a likely violation of ND Constitution prohibition" {See Art l, Sectionl6}

Federal m_onqpolv:1926{b): WAWS asserted that it had a nronopoly to sell water, unden federal law t7
USC 1926{b)} controversy followed, threatening access to Lake Sakakawea and private water
development. WAWS knew of but did not disclose the issue in the 2011Session. {lnvoices Vogel Law
Firm|. SB 2233 resolved the issue.

DebJ service status: BND reports WAWS is 18 months and 510,000,000 ahead of schedule.

Most new capacitv for industfial water: Records through 2013, reveal 65-70% of new expansion of
WAWS is dedicated to- and utifized for industrial water supply! {See SWC website; WAWS minutes}
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North Dakota State Water Commission
9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770
(701)328-2750 Try 1-800-366-6888 or 71 1

BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850
. FAX (701) 328-3696 . http://swc.nd.gov

TO

FROM:
SUBJECT:
DATE:

MEMORANDUM

Governor Doug Burgum
Members of the State Water Commission
Garland Erbele P.E., Chief Engineer - Secretary

Devils Lake Update
Ianuary 29,2019

Hydrologic Update

The January 29ft Devils Lake water surface elevation is 1M8.2 feet. This elevation is approximately
L4 ft. below the lake level one year ago and over six feet below the peak elevation of 1454.3 which
was reache d in 20ll . Winter precipitation has been slightly below average, and the Devils Lake Basin

continues to be classified in the D0 and Dl (abnormally dry and moderate drought) categories.

The first Devils Lake probabilistic pool forecast was released on January 23'u and forecasted a 50

percent chance of a lake rise of 0.9 feet anda less than 10 percent chance of a lake rise of nvo feet.

this forecast was based on curent conditions at the time of preparation and will be updated monthly
throughout the spring. Currently, the long-range outlook for Feb-Mar-Apr shows no signal towards

either wetter or drier than normal conditions.

Outlet Update

A meeting of the Devils Lake Outlet Management Advisory Committee has not yet been scheduled

but typically takes place in late spring after the lake rise forecast is more certain. This committee
consists of seventeen stakeholders and provides outlet operation recommendations to the Governor
and State Water Commission.

In total, the Devils Lake Outlets have combined to discharge over 1.16 million-acre-feet of floodwater
since the first year of discharge in 2005. At the current lake elevation, this equals approximately 6.5

feet of water and corresponds to approximately 65,000 acres. The outlets are preparcd to continue

serving the region in20l9 and are capable of operating to minimum intake elevations of lM5 ft (West)

and1446 ft (East).

A project to repair or replace a small timber bridge is currently being coordinated with the Nelson
County Water Resource Board. The bridge is immediately downstream of the Tolna Dam spillway
and receives flow from the Devils Lake East End Outlet. The board is considering whether to repair
the existing bridge or replace the bridge with a reinforced low-water crossing. The bridge is used

primarily for dam inspections and recreation access, no permanent facilities rely on this bridge for
access. The project is being planned for this spring, prior to the stanup of the East Outlet.

GE:JK:TD:ph/416-10

DOUGBURGUM, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

GARLAND ERBELE, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER-SECRETARY
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North Dakota State Water Commission

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

DATE:

9OO EAST BOULEVARD AVENUE, DEPT 770 .
(7OL1328-2750 . TTY 1-800-366-6888 or711

MEMORANDUM

Governor Doug Burgum
Members of the State Water Commission

Garland Erbele, P.E., Chief Engineer-Secreta

Missouri River Update
January 30, 2019

Fort Peck fcet msl
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1.8 feet above the base of flood control.

Elevation in
feet msl

BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58505-0850
. FAX (701) 328-3595 . http://swc.nd.gov

Garrison feet msl
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System Storage MAF

-72.4
-67 J
- 56.1
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-0
0.1 MAF above the base of flood control.

GARLAND ERBELE, P.E. CHIEF

ENGI NEER-SECRETARY

Svstem/Reservoir Status
Reservoir elevations and system volume as of January 28th are presented in the schematics below and

identified by the red lines. System storage is presented in million acre-feet (MAF). Historical data for the

system is provided in a table on the following page.
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Table 7: Reseruoir Historicdl Data

Runoff and Reservoir Forecasts
Garrison Dam releases remain above average as the Corps continues to evacuate the above normal runoff
that occurred during 2018. Garrison Dam releases in 2018 peaked at 60,000 cfs and are currently about
25,2OO cfs. Flows are forecasted to remain around 26,000 cfs through the month of February. The January
runoff forecast predicts runoff above Sioux City for this year to be 25.7 MAF or 101- percent of average.

lce-Affected Flow on the Garrison Reach
The Missouri River has experienced high river levels through Bismarck-Mandan during the month of
January due to high reservoir releases and ice-affected flow. The peak stage of 12' occurred at the end of
December, and the stage continues to vary between 9' and 11'. The graph of the river's stage at Bismarck
is provided below. As a reference, the National Weather Service's "Action Stage" is 12.5'.

SWC staff will continue to monitor the river closely during the rest of the ice-affected flow season and
during the spring thaw in order to be as proactive as possible, should an ice jam occur.
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Mountain Snowpack
The Missouri River snowpack, as of January 28th, is below average. As shown in the figures below,

the snowpack in the "Above Fort Peck" reach is87o/o of average and the "Fort Peckto Garrison

Reach" (including the Yellowstone River basin) is 88% of average. The mountain snowpack

normally peaks around April 15th. SWC staff will continue to monitor the mountain snowpack in

preparation for the spring runoff.
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MissouriRiver lmolementation Com mittee IMRRICI

Section 5018 of the 2007 Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) authorized the Missouri

River Recovery lmplementation Committee (MRRIC). The Committee is to make

recommendations and provide guidance on activities of the Missouri River Recovery Program

(MRRP). MRRIC has nearly 70 members representing local, state, tribal, and federal interests

throughout the Missouri River Basin. The representatives for the State of ND on MRRIC are John

Paczkowski (primary) and Jesse Kist (alternate).

A Record of Decision was signed on November 20th for the Corps' Final Missouri River Recovery

Management Plan and Environmental lmpact Statement (MRRMP & EIS). This process involved

the development of a range of alternatives for the purposes of avoiding jeopardy of species on

the Missouri River that are protected under the Endangered Species Act, specifically the piping

plover, least tern, and pallid sturgeon.

An adaptive management workshop will be held in Nebraska City on February 25-28 for MRRIC

members and members of the Bird, Fish, and Human Considerations Work Groups to work with
the Corps of Engineers and the Fish and Wildlife Service as the Corps continues to implement

adaptive management into the operations of the Missouri River system.
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Emergent Sandbar Habitat Construction
Emergent Sandbar Habitat in the Missouri River remains a primary habitat metric for the Corps
of Engineers to achieve compliance with the Endangered Species Act regarding the threatened
piping plover and the endangered least tern. There are no near-term plans for an emergent
sandbar habitat (ESH) construction project in the Garrison Reach, as habitat is currently well
above the target acreage.

The Corps is currently performing a geomorphology study on the Garrison Reach in order to
better understand the dynamics of ESH and to improve their ability to model and forecast ESH

acreage.

Water Supplv Rule
ln October, SWC staff became aware that the Corps decided to delay finalizing the Water Supply
Rule until August 2019 to allow time to consult with states and tribes. The proposed rule attempts
to define how the Corps would require users to enter into storage contracts and be charged for
the use of water from Corps' reservoirs for domestic, municipal, and industrial purposes.

The state has previously submitted comments to the Corps that emphasize that the proposed
rule is fundamentally flawed due to the Corps' differing interpretation of state versus federal
jurisdictions with respect to water appropriation and western water law, and its interpretation
of the 1944 Flood Control Act. The proposed rule does not recognize states' rights to allocate
water, and it interferes with states' sovereign rights. Language within the proposed rule is also
cause for concern relative to the proposed use of Lake Ashtabula as a re-regulation reservoir for
the Red River Valley Water Supply Project.

GEJGK:ph/L392
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TO
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SUBJECT:

DATE:

MEMORANDUM

Governor Doug Burgum
Members of the State Water Commission

Garland Erbele, P.E., Chief Engineer-Sec

Mouse River Update
January 29,2OL8

Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection Proiect (MREFPP)

The Souris River Joint Board (SRJB) sponsored Mouse River Enhanced Flood Protection Project

(MREFPP) is a basin wide project looking to reduce flood risk in the Mouse River Basin within

North Dakota.

As of late January, construction of phases within Minot, Ml-l through Ml-3, are currently focused

on concrete work at the Perkett Ditch Pump and Broadway Pump Stations, and riprap placement

in key locations. Engineers with the project have also submitted 90-percent designs for the west

tieback levee to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and are looking to submit SO-percent

designs for the Maple Diversion to the Corps in midJuly.

Engineers with the project have also submitted 100 percent designs for the levee in the City of

Burlington to the Corps for final approval. Along with the final designs, a 408-permit application

for levee construction was submitted to the Corps. These submittals are also concurrent with the

Colton Avenue Bridge project (i.e. Burlington bridge) which is going out for bid on February 8th

with a bid opening date of March 5th.

lntegrated Feasibility Study

The lntegrated Feasibility Study with the Corps is being conducted to determine if the federal

government has interest in the MREFPP. lt is expected that the final report, the Chief's Report,

will be signed by the end of February. The draft version of the Chief's Report, which was reviewed

by commission staff, showed federal interest in the Maple Diversion and its north levee, along

with a tieback levee on the west side of Minot. After the report is signed, the components of the
project that warranted federal interest can be authorized in any federal congressional legislation.

Plan of Study

The lnternational Joint Commission's (lJC) Plan of Study will review and update the operating

agreements for Rafferty, Grant Devine (formerly known as Alameda), Boundary, and Darling

Dams. lt is anticipated that the study will be complete in 2020. An appointed Study Board, which

oversees the study, has begun work on some of the tasks detailed in their work plan. Currently,

DOUG BURGUM, GOVERNOR
CHAIRI,iAN

GARLAND ERBELE, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER AND SECRETARY
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the study is moving from the creation of tools and modelling platform phases towards the plan
formulation and alternative development phases.

The Study Board cancelled its January workshop with the IJC's Public Advisory Group (PAG) and
the Study Board's Resource and Agency Advisory Group (RAAG) due to the federal government
shutdown. The intent of the workshop was to display the performance indicators that were
developed for the study and get input from each group. Performance indicators relate interests
on the river to stage or flow so that the study can identify impacts due to alternative operating
plans. The Study Board plans to combine the content of the cancelled January workshop with
another to be scheduled in mid-March.

The Study Board has also been working to develop a First Nations, Metis and Tribes Advisory
Group. U.S. members of the Study Board along with water commission staff met with the United
Tribes of ND to provide a high-level overview of the study and have sent letters of invitation to
each Tribe. Canada hired a consultant who has reached out to eight First Nations that were
deemed to be those impacted by the Souris River flooding of zOL1. Of those eight First Nations,
the consultant held in-person meetings with three. The consultant recommends that the IJC and
Study Board members hold a collective meeting with the three First Nations that have been
engaged.

The Study Board is in its approval process of the study's hydrometeorlogical network report. The
report identifies the gaps in the hydrometeorlogical network and identifies improvements that
will help to facilitate water resource management decision-making within the basin. The
identified improvements include six real-time precipitation gages, three of which are in North
Dakota, and eight real-time stream gages, three of which are in North Dakota.

System/Reservoir Status Above Minot

Total Svstem

System volume on January 29 in the four reservoirs above Minot was approximately 523,OOO
acre-feet, with an available flood storage volume of nearly 523,000 acre-ft. The normal end of
February storage (for flood and non-flood years) is approximately 540,000 acre-ft.

Boundarv Rese r (Saskatchewan)

On January 29, Boundary Reservoir was at an elevation of 1833.0 feet msl, 7.0 feet below the full
supply level. The maximum allowable flood level, full supply level, and normal draw-down level
is 1840.0 feet msl.

Raffertv Reservoir (Saskatchewan)

On January 29, Rafferty Reservoir was at an elevation of 180L.8 feet msl, 4.3 feet below the full
supply level. The normal end of February or draw-down elevation (for flood and non-flood years)
is 1802.8 feet, and the maximum allowable flood level is LBLT.G feet msl.
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Grant Devine Reservoir saskatchewan)

On January 29, Grant Devine Reservoir was at an elevation of 1840.6 feet msl, 3.3 feet below the
full supply level. The normal end of February or draw-down elevation (for flood and non-flood
years) is 1840.6 feet msl, and the maximum allowable flood level is 1860.2 feet msl.

Darling Reservoir (North Dakota)
On January 29, Darling Reservoir was at an elevation of 1595.9 feet msl, 1.L feet below the full
supply level. The normal end of February or draw-down elevation (for flood and non-flood years)

is 1596.0 feet, and the maximum allowable flood level is 160L.0 feet msl.

G E:CK:ph/L97 412122
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Garland Erbele, P.E., Chief
NAWS - Project Update
January 28,2019

Manitoba & Missouri Lawsuit
Summary judgement was granted to North Dakota on August 10, 2017. Both plaintiffs filed
appeals in October, and initial filings were due November 27,2017 . The court issued a briefing
schedule January 3, 2018 with appellant's briefs due February 12, 2018, appellee's briefs due

March 14,2018, and appellant's reply briefs due March 28,2018. A joint motion was filed and

approved by the court to hold the case in abeyance for 90 days to allow settlement negotiations

between appellant Manitoba and the appellees. Another joint motion was filed and approved by

the Court to extend the abeyance further to allow further discussions. A joint motion by North
Dakota, Department of Interior, and Province of Manitoba moving to dismiss Manitoba's appeal

was filed June 22,20 I 8 and granted by the Circuit Court the following week. The State of Missouri
continued their appeal of the Court's decision briefing only on the issue of their standing in the

case. Oral arguments were held November 8, 2018 in the District of Columbia Circuit Court of
Appeals. A ruling is expected spring/summer of 2019.

Biota Water Treatment Plant Desisn
A value planning workshop was held July 30, 2018 through August 2,2018 for this project. The

30 percent design kickoff workshop was held October 3, 2018 through October 5, 2018. A value

engineering workshop will be required for the project and is tentatively scheduled for the first
week of June 2019. The project should be ready to bid early next year.

NAWS Contract 7-18 - Minot WTP Phase II Improvements
NAWS Contract 7-lB was awarded by the State Water Commission at its February 8, 2018

meeting to PKG Contracting and generally consists of construction of a new primary treatment

building at the Minot water treatment facility to replace the aging softening basins, chemical

storage and feed systems, a new laboratory, break room, and IT facilities. All contract documents

have been executed, and the notice to proceed was signed March 21,2018. A preconstruction

conference was held that same day in Minot. Work on this project is currently underway. The

substantial completion date for this contract is December 20,2019.

GARLAND ERBELE, P.E.DOUG BURGUM, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN CHIEF ENGINEER-SECRETARY
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NAWS Contract 2-2A-2 - 19th Ave Vault Relocation
NAWS Contract 2-2A-2 was awarded to PKG Contracting,Inc. inthe amount of $515,695. Work
performed under this contract was substantially complete in November. Final reclamation work
will be in the spring.

NAWS Contract 2-4A - Renville Corner to Westhope
This contract will involve roughly 16 miles of pipe and related appurtenances to extend the potable
distribution system from the comer of US Highway 83 and State Highway 5 to south of Westhope.
The NAWS Impact Mitigation Assessment team toured the proposed alignment November 6,
2018. Bids will be opened for this contract February 28,2019 with a substantial completion date
of October 31, 2019 and a final completion date of Jun e I , 2020.

NAWS Contract 2-3C - Lansford to Renville Corner
A 60 percent design review meeting for NAWS Contract 2-3C is scheduled for November 27,
2018. This contract will involve roughly 18 miles of pipe and related appurtenances to extend the
potable distribution system north of Minot near Lansford to tie into the existing pipeline along
highway 5. This will complete the 'looped' nature of the distribution pipeline greatly expanding
our hydraulic capacity and flexibility to serve our customers as well as adding redundancy to the
system. The NAWS Impact Mitigation Assessment team toured the proposed alignment
November 6,2018. We anticipate bid opening later this spring with a substantial completion date
of October 3I, 2019 and a final completion date of June l, 2020.

NAWS Contract 6-LA - Intake Modifications to Snake Creek Pumpins Plant
The design kickoff meeting for Contract 6-1A was held October 3-5 in Denver. Anticipated
design costs are roughly $2 million with a timeframe of approximately one year. This facility will
have to come on line coincident with the completion and commissioning of the Biota Water
Treatment Plant.

Remaininq proiect components
Preliminary design has begun for the two remaining pipeline contracts to Bottineau. Design has
also been initiated for numerous other critical project components necessary to deliver water to
Bottineau and deliver water from Lake Sakakawea to Minot.

GE:TFJ:ph/237-04
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Oliver, Mercer, North Dunn (OMND) RegionalService Area
Rural Distribution Gontract 7-9G Bid Schedule 1:

Final administrative items remain before final payments can be made on Contract 7-9G Bid

Schedule 1.

Other Contracts
Contract 8-1A New Hradec Reservoir:
This contract involves furnishing and installing a 296,000-gallon fusion powder coated bolted

steel reservoir. Olander Contracting Company is the contractor. The contract documents
were executed on May 16,2013, and the Notice to Proceed was issued on June 3, 2013.

The substantial completion date on this contract was September 15,2O13. The tank was
put into service on February 20,2014. The contractor disputed the liquidated damages

withheld. The contractor did not provide any justification for the delays. The contractor filed

a lawsuit against us and their tank sub-contractor in October 2016. Our legal counsel filed

an answer to their lawsuit. We did not hear anything regarding the lawsuit for many months.

ln October 2O18, the contractor filed the complaint in the District Court and requested a

scheduling conference for the lawsuit. The trial for this lawsuit is currently scheduled for

January 14 -20,2020.

Contract 3-2D Six (6) MGD Water Treatment Plant WTP) at Dickinson:
The water treatment plant started producing finished water on February 7, 2018. The

contract was considered substantially complete on March7,2018. Allthree contractors are

working on administrative and punch list items. An issue with delamination of concrete floors

was identified and a solution was provided to the General Contractor. The General

Contractor filed a claim disputing the decision by the Engineer on potential change order for

the concrete floor repair work. The contractor was directed to complete the repair work,

with responsibility for the cost to be resolved thereafter. The floor repair work is complete.
A meeting between BWAECOM, SWC and the contractor to discuss the claim was held.

The General Contractor was asked to provide more documentation to support their claim.

BWAECOM has determined the cost responsibility for the temporary and permanent heat

and electricity between SWC, General, Mechanical and Electrical contractors and fonrvarded

that information to the contractors. lt is incorporated in a change order. To date, seven

DOUG BURGUM, GOVERNOR
CHAIRMAN

GARLAND ERBELE, P.E.
CH IEF ENGINEER-SECRETARY
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change orders totaling $+t +,999.39 (2 percent of the contract amount) have been signed by
all parties.

The Electrical Contractor, Edling Electric, is working on administrative items and punch list
items. Two change orders totaling $56,663.26 (2 percent of the contract amount)have been
signed by all parties.

The Mechanical Contractor, Williams Plumbing and Heating, is working on administrative
items and punch list items. Three change orders totaling $t S8,6+4.+8 (6 percent of the
contract amount) have been signed by all parties.

Gontract 3-2E Residual Handlinq Building at Dickinson WTp:
The preconstruction conference for this contract was held on October 5,2017 with all three
contractors; Rice Lake Construction Group, Central Mechanical lnc., and Edling Electric.
The General Contractor, Rice Lake Construction Group, mobilized to site on October 16,
2017. The contract has a milestone completion date of September 1 , 2018 for having the
building enclosed and a Substantial Completion date of February 28,2019. The Milestone
Completion was considered achieved on October 19,2018. The General Contractor sent a
letter indicating that the Electrical and Mechanical contractors were able to begin work on
several areas on September 1st and were not impacted, so the intent of the Milestone
completion date was achieved on September 1 , 2018. BWAECOM responded to the letter
indicating that their statement regarding the Electrical and Mechanical contractors not being
impacted by the delayed Milestone completion requires concurrence from the Electrical and
Mechanical Contractors. lt was also noted that possible additional weather days and days
for work change directives have not been accounted for yet. Since then the General
Contractor has sent in a time extension request for 81 days on Milestone, Substantial and
Final completion date. Their request was based on submittal review delays and due to a
trucker strike in lndia. Their request is under review.

The General contractor is currently working on process piping, backfilling around the
building, equipment pads, and installation of doors and windows.

The Electrical contractor is progressing on the installation of conduits, emergency generator,
and control panels. The permanent utility power is available at the construction site now.
The electrical contract is approximately 26 percent complete. The electrical contractor has
informed us that the electrical switch gear delivery is delayed and would result in the delay
in the substantial completion. BWAECOM has advised the electrical contractor to pursue
the temporary switch gear option so the General and Mechanical contractors can still
achieve substantial completion.

The Mechanical contractor is making progress on the installation of vents, drains, plumbing,
heaters, HVAC and unit heaters. The pressure testing on the gas piping is complete. The
mechanical contract is approximately 50 percent complete.
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Contract 5-1A and 5-2A 2nd Richardton Reservoir and 2nd Dickinson Reservoir:

The State Water Commission (SWC), at its October 12, 2016 meeting, awarded

Contract S-2A,2nd Dickinson Reservoir, to John T. Jones Construction Company. A

preconstruction conference for this contract was held on March 30, 2017. The contractor

h". 
"orpleted 

work on the new reservoir, and the new reservoir came online on

Septembe r 7 ,2018. Work on the existing tank is mostly complete, and the tank is currently

being used. Work on the davit and platform on the existing tank remains to be completed.

The contract was considered substantially complete on December 5, 2018. The contract

completion date on this contract was November 1,2017. Contractor initially requested a

115-day extension to the contract due to weather delays and changes incorporated into the

contract. ln response to a request for more documentation, the contractor changed their

request to 67 days. We have responded to their request indicating a 45-day extension is

lusiitieO. Contractor has sent a request to waive liquidated damages for delay in completion

of the contract. The contractor attributes lack of available labor and weather as the reason

for delay. A response was sent to the contractor reducing the Liquidated Damages to the

additional construction administration costs incurred by the State Water Commission from

the contract completion date specified in the contract to the actual date of substantial

completion. The contractor has sent in a letter requesting only 75 percent of the field

observer's cost be assessed as Liquidated Damages as other construction administration

costs would be incurred irrespective of the delay.

The SWC at its December g, 2016 meeting awarded Contract 5-1A, 2nd Richardton

Reservoir, to Engineering America, lnc. A preconstruction conference was held on June 7,

2017. The contract was approximately 88 percent complete. Engineering America, lnc.,

went out of business as of the end of July. The bonding company has taken over

responsibility for the remaining work on the contract. The bonding company has directed

us to get quotes for completing the remaining work with them being responsible for any

costs above the remaining funds on the contract. The remaining work on the contract will

require five different contractors; a bolted tank contractor, cathodic protection contractor,

earthwork contractor, welded tank contractor and fencing contractor. We executed

contracts with a bolted tank contractor, welded tank contractor and cathodic protection

contractor. The bolted tank contractor and the cathodic protection contractor have

completed their work. The welded tank contractor has installed the supplemental overflow

for the existing welded tank. Painting of the supplemental overflow will be completed in the

Spring when the weather cooperates. Earthwork, general and fencing contractors have been

contacted for proposals for finishing the work.

Contract 2-1B Raw Water Line CapaciW Upqrade from intake to OMND WTP:

Th"*""p" 
"f 

work for Contract 2-18 generally consists of furnishing and installing 19,026

lineal feet of 30" diameter steel pipeline. The contract was substantially complete on

November 15, 2018. A few punch list items, administrative items and landowner releases

remain before the contract can be closed out. The contractor submitted a claim for

approximately $280,000 alleging differing subsurface condition. BWAECOM disagrees with

their claim. lt is our understanding that the contractor plans on dropping the differing

subsurface conditions claim. One change order totaling $170,866.50 (3 percent of the

contract amount) has been signed by all parties.
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Gontract 1-2A Supplemental Raw Water lntake:
The contractor, J.W.Fowler Company (JWF), launched the Microtunneling Boring Machine
(MTBM) along the current alignment in August 2017. On Octobe r S,2O1z, JWf had installed
approximately 1000 feet of intake pipe when employees observed some cracks on pipe
no. 58 located approximately 500 feet from the caisson. After pushing a few additional
pipes, the cracks worsened. On October 18,2017, JWF informed that the best course of
action to remediate the incident was to leave the installed pipe string in place and pursue
other options to complete the intake pipe to the screen location.

JWF's initial plan was to install a 65 X 2S-foot rescue shaft on top of the MTBM to retrieve
the machine and relaunch the machine from the rescue shaft. This information was conveyed
to the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to get permission for performing
geotechnical exploration. USACE's review indicated that the rescue shaft is located on an
established culturally significant site. USACE's ability to allow a rescue shaft at the location
would depend on consultation and review by other agencies and tribes and would involve a
significant amount of time. JWF explored other options which included constructing an
emergency rescue shaft on the shoreline approximately 150' lake side of the MTBM location,
installing the intake pipe by using Direct Pipe@ option from near the existing shaft to the
proposed screen location and using Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) foiinstalling the
intake pipe. JWF is working with the builder's risk insurance carrier to secure coverage.

HDD method is currently the primary focus for JWF. JWF considered 36" outside diameter
(OD) steel pipe and 42" OD HDPE pipe as options. JWF's diving subcontractor completed
the undenrvater topographical survey under the lake during th-e week of September 11.
Based on the topographical data obtained, 42" HDPE pipe along the first tunnel drive is the
preferred option for the contractor. The contractor has submitted their plan for completing
the project using the HDD method and that plan is under review. The schedule submitted
with the plan shows the start of HDD in July 2019 with the project completion in June 2O2O.

Contract 4-1V4-28 Upgrades at the Dodoe and Richardton pump stations:
Contract documents are executed for all three contracts - Generat, Mechanical and
Electrical. BWAECOM has started receiving submittals from the contractors for review and
approval. Preconstruction conference is expected to happen soon.

Future Contracts:
Specific Authorizations for the design of the 2nd Davis Butte reservoir, 2"d Belfield reservoir
and blowoff replacements along the main transmission required because of pump
station upgrades, have been executed. These contracts are planned for construction
next biennium.
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