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Govern . eorge S..Mickelson
E and Members - of the Leglsla,

e “her ‘is the 1992 State Water Plan andf,
-~ the 1991 Annual’ Report of “the -Board of Water and._ Natural}»
- Resources. The State Water Plan outlines: the- prOJects in
~ the State = Water = Facilities Plan and = gives  the
Vrecommendatlons ‘on--projects for inclu51on in” the State
~Water Resources Management System. _The Annual Report
_describes- the past year's: water~ﬂresources management
o Vact1v1t1es throughout the state:' . ,W”,W[e e

. As I beg1n the second yea f my app01btment as theV .
: ,;[Secretary of  the Department of Environment and Natural
. Resources, I am constantly ‘reminded of how: important our
- role is in the state. Our: ‘activities ‘have ‘a bearing -on
~{rthe llves of every Sout ko an one form-oh another.‘p,

= In 1991 we ha ‘focused our efforts on "protectlng
‘South Dakota 5 tomorrow...today" o In Aprll ; the

, L'Department' “name--was . changed by executlve order to
- reflect the broader env1ronmenta1 issues that we work: wlth
‘ . With~ that change we focused our agenda on the
192", * Some  of the major issues were water
a fflnanc1ng,_ non-p01nt source
groundwater

- Wiconi- - rural ‘wate
approprlatlon $2.15

- -irrigation. pro:ect -rece
“:frehabllltatlon; efforts. s

- Belle' Fourchefv
gj$7 8 ~million -

-Dakota’ ruralvwater projects 1ntroduced revised federal

fleglslatlon in 1991. Congresslonal hearings were held on -
-both projects in June of 1991. ~ The Mid-Dakota and. Lake
",Andes—Wagner/Marty IT leglslatlon passed the U.S. House 1n,
~ June of 1991, but d1d not?pass the U. S. Senate.jj] - S

f:Englneers ‘was awarded $235 000*# e
: n'the~James R1ver Env1ronmental

” ;7 The U.S. Army Ccor
“ for continued effort




,;?%InitiatiVe.[*iAdditionally,, the Corps of Englneers was;j,,f,~‘
»,,;.iactlve in four  flood control rogects.‘ one . -on - the i iz.~ :
. Vermllllon River, two on the Blg Sioux River, and one: near,,,m?~«;f
‘Aberdeen. - The Corps received $145,000 for the Vermillion =
- River, $280 ‘000 -for the Sioux- Falls/Blg Sioux study,- - =~
$314,000 for - the Watertown/Blg 51oux study,‘and $96 000g,_~frir”
*,for the Aberdeen study. , '

iy The Department was successful in gettlng the Bureauwirf;“"
- of -Reclamation involved in the Black Hills Hydrology -~

"~ study. The Bureau of Reclamation also. recelved study?ur

‘\'approprlatlons for two rural water systems. i

B The Board of Water and Natural Resources contlnued_,
},efforts to move forward with upgradlng the Oahe and Ft. = = -
~ Randall dams and retained financial- consultants to. analyze - - - - =

o opportunities to fund the $35 million effort. The staff - :
-~ . .-+ and Board members  met with public and prlvate power -
b koff1c1als to dlscuss the merlts of the upgrade projects.;¢*ew

R In addition to the major pro;ect accompllshments,.zsf,,“
. water and wastewater ‘projects totaling over $8 m;lllon e
"were funded u51ng state and local funds.uia_”_; o

S The lake restoratlon program 1mplemented 11 Lakeii!i'f; :
]‘;~Assessment Studies in South Dakota lakes-and continued ~—~ =~ o0
.. work on 4 lake restoration progects.p The non-p01nt source
'rﬁfi;;gprogram contlnued efforts on 23° projects statewlde., = ’

ol Flnally, the new Groundwater Research -and ”Publlct'ﬁ»Qg*f77
v,Educatlon P ogram funded 7 projects tota11ng $315 633. S

: , "contlnue to work toward the 'successful}a,, S
1mplementatlon of these programs. With your help we can;;,f»‘
protect the env1ronment for all South Dakotans. .
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Preface S

The purpose of thlS docurnent is to year and fundtng recommendatzons neces- : o
_.f'fulflll the statutory requirements placed on .~ Saryfo zmplement the water plan =
: the Board of Water and Natural Resources - The report consists of two pr1nc1pal .

- sections: the 1992 State Water Plan and the =~ — -
11991 Annual Report. The first section sets -
~forth the state water planning process. o
“those prOJects enumerated within the pr i
and Governor a yearly Also it sets forth recommendations for the
i on the State Water Plan . State Water Resources Managernent System -
: _and for the funds necessary to lrnplement th
- State Water Plan. The second section is.

¢ State tor - annual report which. provides- the- - progre:
rnzng pr0]ec y for the’ State Wa er: report on. each prOJect ‘and Board act

; R ' -
esources Management System - durlng 1991










e ic1u51on onto the State Water Plan,

: -~ and. wastewater facilities.

onto’ the StateWater .
~ sufficient - fundrng,

Program (SDCL 46A-1 63. 1) - the State

Revolv1ng Fund (SDCL 46A-1-60.1);

tion Program (SDCL 46A-1-85); and the

ent dam : safety, water conservatron or lake:

- of Environment and Natural Resources -

“(DENR), and the Water Development Dis-
~tricts when considering the projects for in- -
= SWFP to be consrdered for fundrng ’

The State Water Facllltles Plan 1den—57{ -
t1f1es those prolects such as rural and
mun1c1pa1 water supply, 1ndustr1a1 ‘water
S .supply, dam safety, storm water, water conser- -
_ vation, lake restoratron/nonpomt source pol- -

“;sanltary/storm sewer prolects
tion control, solid ‘waste planmng, solid- '

~ plicants must also be’ nthe St
waste management groundwater contamina- - Facilit‘iesPlp : :
_tion, pollut1on Pprevention or- remed1atlon o f
“The Board of

- Water- and Natural Resources is respon51b1e'-fv

for approving all’ prolects wh1ch are | placed[' '

~ finance certain prolects But equally 1mpor-l
: 'tant the Board can s1gn1f1cant1y 1nﬂuence

”Protect1on Act and prov1des assis

Water. Pollution Control Revolv1ng Fund:;f'ﬁcltleS and counties for the develop me

~ Program, commonly known as the State
the

roun dwater Research an d Pubhc E duca-'v‘" working in cooperation w1th c1t1es and coun-

- ties are eligible to apply. Preference will
Sol1d ETWaste Mana ement Program (SDCL :

- policy. hlerarchy, reduce the cost and number,i .
- of landfills through shared facilities or use of -

- areas which are subject to groundwater or - - =
- surface water contamination; or will reduce -~
~ long-term operating, closure, or post-closure
f,;’,costs ‘Projects must be on the SWFP to be

: restoratlon/nonpomt source pollut1on con—‘rk " e11g1b1e for fundlng

“trol.- These are normally prolects wh1ch can 1_
‘be accomphshed w1th1n two years from I

receiving funding. A project mustbeonthe - - = :

The State Revolv

SRF a

decisions from other state agenc1es “There- e
fore any prolect wh1ch needs state support for

comprehens1ve sohd waste plannmg and
management programs. ‘Public agenc

given to solid waste management programs. = - -
which: are high on the waste managementf_'——*

innovative or alternative technlques 1nvolve', o




, The State Water Resources Manage-”"
'ment System (SWRMS) identifies typically
large, costly water projects that require
specific state or federal authorization and/or

the Governor: and the Leglslature from -
: recommendatlons made by the Board of
Water and Natural Resources as necessary*

remains on the l1st unt1l it is removed by
Leglslat1ve act1on :

, State Water Plannmg Process :

_prove the qual1ty of the waters of the Stat
~ meet water supply needs of the citizens. of the

' State and to effect1vely manage the water
e resources of the State in order to protect and;
- enhance the public health, the environment, -
L and the economlc vitality of the State -

One way to achieve these goals 1: to

contlnually update the water plannlng proces
to meet the needs of the ‘State, the loc

project sponsors, and the plannmg and water;

development d1str1cts and to 1ncorporate th

document which assists p

In 1988 the Department estabhshed a p rojects funded through the GRPEP progra

- Division of Water Resources Management;

(WRM). The goal of the Division is to im- ‘:"ffNO p rOJect has rece1ved fundm through th

_fsubrmttmg apphcatlons for the State Waterif o
Plan. e b

, State Water Facllltles Plan

_ Projects which. receive fundlng from.

~the Groundwater Program are automatlcally i " S
: placed onto the SWEFP. Prolects Whlch re- e

proved for the SWFP. by the Board Those

in 1991 may be found on Page 21 Table 1

i ed 73 appllcatrons for the SWFP .

_:vBased on water development district and -
DENR staff recommendations, the BWNR e
proved 62 pI‘OJCCtS totahng over $37 m1111on S

gram, or a combination of these funds T

The Board reviews these appllcatlons;: ; o
1 basis. The Board approvesor =~
fi Th ~ on an annua pp S
inancing. These prOJects are established by . denies applications | for the SWFP and makes
recommendations to the Governor and
Leglslature for projects eligible for the =~

: f—{.,SWRMS component of the State Water Plan o
goals for water resource management 1n; -

South Dakota accordlng to SDCL 46A-1-10.
The SWRMS will serve as the preferred' s

~ priority list to accompl1sh optimum water .
resources management in the State.: Once a-

t is placed onto the SWRMS list, it P
project is placed onto e > l'g,qu1re fundmg through other State programs E

~~° or through other funding sources, such as =~ .
- Farmers Home Administration, must be ap- -

bmmumty}Development Block Grant Pro-'}'ﬂ' g o



TABLE 1
1992

e ;}STATE WATER FACILITIES PLAN

Project Sponsor

§ewater Lo
risto.
‘Britton Development Corp :

roo0. ésun cuel

g I'Garretson

“Groton ™~

{1t¥:thcock
= Huron o e
“"Kadoka = - o
-~ Kadok Eie

= Kimb -
~ ,(mgbrook RWS
Lake Preston . -
Langford -
1en OX :

,”Le -
Mc(,ook County
McCook Lake
Mina Lake Samtary Dist
Minnchaha County -
Oacoma i
vPenmngton Coun
. Platte

t Po%ock ,
Punished Woman ’s AssoC.
andall C ommumty Witr D1s
. Ra id C ;ﬁ
prd Valley Wir Svc C
erts County Comm1
roux Falls y

- Sisseton:

- Sisseton: - :
-~-South Brown Conserv Dist
— Spearﬁsh D
7 earfish
= %mber Lake : i
; Trrp(f) Eounty Wtr Usr Dlst

Tyllxlll Rural Water Drstrrct

’ rWater System

PLANNING STAGE

i mPro_|ect Descrrptlon
- Industrial Park Water/Sewer Expansmn -

Wastewater Facilities Improvements la

- 5 Year Water System Improvement P
- Treatment P -

Water Drstrrbutron System Impr

- Wastewater Treatment Fac

Water/Sewer Industrial Park %pgrade
System Expansion- -
Sewer Expansion into Brown County Farrgrounds

Water/Sewer Improvement Pro_|ect
Lake Dred, I=ge Project ©
i;Douglas Coun ansion -

/Storm Sewer Improvement Project -

' Water istribution System Improvemen Prolec :
~“Water Treatment Plan

treet Improvement
‘Water and Sewer. Lme eplacement - :

~~Wastewater Treatment Facrhty Improvement

Water Improvement Project -

-—Water Distribution Upgrade™ ;- ==

Rura] Water Procurement Prolect

o = > Rural Water System Connection
st East amtary ewer Extension’
Hanson Rural WaterS tem

Supplemental Source Proj ect

: Sewer Lift Station Projec
: Water System Improvements

James Raver Water Line - -~

L Water System Improvements - .
- Sewer System Improvements -

Water Line Improvement
xpansion - subproject 3 -

~ Water System Improvements

‘Waste Treatment and Collectron Upgrad

- Water Procurement Project
~Wastewater Treatment Plant U ade
“-Hanson RWS Water Tower Pro;ect
-‘Dredge Project

- Wastcwater Collectron System Expansron R

e
‘:'Water Line Reh%b S

Rapid Valley Drainage Improvements e

“Water System Rehab Pro eet Phase

Wastewater Treatment Fac ty

Dredge Prozect : '
.Water Trealment- Plant and Transmissjon L1ne
‘5 Year:Wastewater Expansion and Rehab - -

i Water Distribution System Improvement Prolect
: %}g Stone Lake Restoration

ater/Sewer Improvement Pro;ects

- Water Distribution Improvements -

ater System Im rovements

Richmond Lake Project- - el
== Sewer Interceptor xtensron T
- Water System Extension ,
-~ Water Line/Storm Drainage Pr%cct

Wastewater Treatment Facrllty pgra e
Water M Lp acemen .

Valkermn nc Sewer Extensmn

~Supply

Wastcwater Treatment Facility Expansron g
Wastewater Treatment Facility Improvement :
ater Distribution Improvements - Phase II

- ~Water/Sewer Expansron to Blue Dog Lake i
- Wastewater Faci o o

ity Refinance- .
Lagoon Sealmg Prolect e

. - f{TVotalCost




© SRR
- LOANS

' SPONSORf

Alexandrla
pcna -
.z Aurora=i=: oo
Aurora-Brule RWS :
Belle Fourche = =+
Belle Fourche -
Belle Fourche -
grg SlOllX RWS

GRPEP PROJECT -
W DS OST:

$ 423249‘

“WW.Treatment -
" Geothermal Well
= Collection - +7
E Water Treatment
S Water.. NG

D)(()Iuglas Co Ext
“"Water System =
: Tréatment
ham erlam > Water & Sewerlme

2

O

- Water:®
i Irngatron
- Davison RWS
TRWS=-TM:=

L%

s

Custer (%lf course)
Davison ounty
" Dolton :
Douglas Count
Doug as County
- Eden .t
Ethan
“"Fort P1erre
: Ga{tretgon :
ettysburg -
S : reyory(',go nty'
-~ Harttord :
Hazel -+
Hill City
Hudson -~ - . o
Humboldt-- -
Huron
Huron 20 =
looiProvo

Wastewater ileﬁnance
- Wastewater.

Hanson RWS

McCook CountY Wastewater-—

"~ McCook Lake
iller

M .
anehaha County‘
Minnehaha County-
Mission .+ Lo
Mitchell -7
Mobridge -




TABLE 2 (Contmued)

- PROJECT -~ CDBG CWFCP . SRF. GRPEP PROJECI‘f -
~ SPONSOR_ - Q_’*DESCRIPTION AWARDS AWARDS LOANS - AWARDS

i Montrose - Water Tank '. o 30000 o 40000
Qacoma -~ . -Water - o 70000
Phlip: .- -<. .- Wastewater- =" . 160,()00

< Plerre Do crermrnaTreatment. o .
—-Platte - ~Water - cnrr 660,000
:Pumshed WomansAssocDredge st
Randall RWS -Water :
Rapid Ci
Ra 1dV :
-~ Roberts Coun - Stone -
=8 Brown Con 1st s eR.,storatlon
SmeolnRWS P E sion-;:
- Sioux Falls - S abutatlonf
Sioux Falls =
~-.-Sioux Falls % =7+
= Sloux Falls e
" South Shore T

. Collectron"fv -

. Storm Sewer-
—:Collection - :
Collection -

"+~ Expansion S
: ,,;,H,é)pwes Addmon e
- Water .0
“L Water .
S :Collectlon :
A Treatment
. o - WW Treatment
;Watertown g Water :
““Watertown-- -~ Wastewater .
b 'Whltewood - eri-WWeTreatment; :
: che ~=-= . Baseline Orgamcs S

, -D R  Aquifer Permeability -
: J Blschoff “i =Soil Type/Land Use™ -

o Dr. Helhckson = Fert est-Use - =
o) Siegels s it Groundwater Protect.
ceioe DreMotts o s _’;“",PetroleumRemoval

Dr, Schaefer Feedlot Clay Liner -

SEAL Ehlers -“Water Fact Sheets*

e Road Ditch Contamm
. Nitrate Removal ~
r Nifrogen ﬁductlon -
: cismic Reflection -7 =
y rs y & Schumacher Alachlor Degradation -

r. Cla 1llage Microrelief = -
rs Webb&Rahn ~-Hazards Mining Sites - ===
;Lauritsen - .. - Groundwater I§LE Proj -

“J.Siegel = i : ; Education Prog.
- Dr. Davis - f Nrtrate Degradatlon

- TOTAL G

| $7,553,146  $1,645925 $20297.044  $726,546 $72,393,819




= j_State Water Resources Management System

st _7 The State Water Resources Manag
- "'.;:ment System (SWRMS) is the priority system

. norto achleve needed ob]ectlves for optlmum -
water resource development in- South

- Dakota.: These projects may requ1re ‘specifi
federal or State authorization and f1nanc1n
~-and may be developed in- phases or tak
several years because of their des1gn or. cost

. Each prolect must be reviewed by the water
[ development district hav1ng ]lll‘lSdlCthH over
©it, receive a positive recommendation from
7 the Board, and be approved by the Leg1sla
ture and the Governor before it may be*m’
cluded 1n the SWRMS :

, Recommendatlons for SWRMS e

The Board passed resolutlon “(Ap:
pend1x A) requesting that the Leglslature
authorize the construction of the Mni Wiconi -

- and M1d Dakota rural ‘water- systems ‘the™
Sioux Falls and Watertown flood: control .
prolects and the Lake Andes/Marty ITi 1rr1ga-f ~
tion project. ' The BWNR requested that the

Legislature authorize the James River Res-- .

toration program and the. Black Hills Water

‘ Management and Hydrology studies. In’ ad-
dition to requesting legislative authorlzatlon
the resolutions provide a total prOJect cost
estimate and recommend non- -federal cost
share commltments through e1ther state“
grants or loans » :

In accordance w1th the South Dakota
‘Water Resources Management Act as

- established by the Legislature and the Gover- -

mended and the State water ;;plann1ng
ocess the Board of Water andiatural

. Resources on November 13 1991 took act1on

Water Management System and ma1nta1n all

-~ other projects that are- currently in the

_WRMS component of the State Water Plan.-
(hose projects - currently authorized- -and-
ecommended for retention in the System are

Add1t10na11y, the system would prov1de water
- to Game Fish & Parks’ Angostura recreat1on
area and for nearly 18, 000 11vestock un1ts

~total - pro;ect cost-. plann1ng estimate is.-
- $4,900,000. Orgamzers anticipate the forma- E

--tion of a water project district.. The pr0]ect is- :
sponsored by Fall River County and coor- -
i~2d1nated by the Black Hills Counc1l of Local

Governments S : e

isted in Table 3. The prOJect belng recom- S
mended for 1nc1u510n 1n the system 15 e

FALL RIVER COUNTY RURAL WATER .

;f:The Fall R1ver County Rural Water
~System is a proposed domestic water system
~which will prov1de high quality Mad1son
a qurfer water to people in pOI‘thDS ‘of Fa
_River County The service area lies south an o
east of the Angostura Reserv01r ‘and covers -~
._470 000 acres. The design populatlon iss00 - -
“people and includes the town of Oelrichs. e

The ant1c1pated prOJect fac111t1es 1n-
clude 2 Madison aquifer wells, 5 reservoirs,
v.:and 250 m11es of distribution p1pe11nes The




= , TABLE 3 T
STATE WATER RESOURCES MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

iszrolect Descrrptlon R e

e Rehablhtatlon of Belle Fourche pro;ect
- Watertown Flood Control Dam*~
L Hydrologic study of the Black Hnl]s , :
'Management of water flows i in Raprd Creek
Irngatron prolect in central SD
" Planned commumty in Union County
Irrigation research project: : :
- Proposed rural water system in Fall R1ver.Co
-~ Study of effects of North Dakota Garrison uni
- Multi purpose. water utrhzatlon
Study ofi lmprovement programon James River:
Irrigation projects in Charles Mix County

- Belle Fourche Irrigation Project - .

. - Big Sioux Flood Control Study -

- Black Hills Hydrology Stud' j

:,Brennan Reservorr R
<CENDAK Irrlgatlon Pro;ect
‘Dakota Dunes- Lo
‘Dakota Lakes Imgatlon Rese A 4ch Farm :
Fall River County Rural Water System
‘Garrison  Diversion Unit Extenslo
_Gregory County Pumped Storage Slte
;_J ames River Improvement Program e
. Lake. Andes-Wagner/Marty n Irrlgatlon Umt R
: ~ Lake Herman Restoration PrOjCCt " Lake restoration and watershed management Proje
- Mid-Dakota Rural Water System g BETET 'Proposed rural water system in central South Dakota
:MlSSOllrl Rlver Natlonal Recreatlonal Rlver i i Stablllzatlon & enhancement of Mo Rlver Recarea:
Mni Wiconi Rural Water System ; ; SEiiy ~. .- “Proposed rural water system for: western South Dakota
Pick-Sloan F Riverside Irrigation =~ . Pick-Sloan integration of i nrlgatlonf Sl
. _ﬂSloux Falls Flood Control PrOJect MERHR ;;V;Increased flood protection -~
Slip-Up Creek - iET Reservoir near Sioux Falls -
~Southeastern SD WaterSkupply System - Supplemental water supply system -
o '{,Vermllhon Flood Control Prolect ==~ Flood control study on Vermillion Rlver .
- -—Water for Energy Transport (WET) System ' f = Water for energy transport system S
" WEB Plpelme Project e Constructlon of rural water system
',j7West River Aqueduct = -~ , Water supply system for western South Dakota =







ANNUAL REPORT

“An annual report of the Board of

RN Water and Natural Resources is statutorily -
- required. under SDCL 46A-1-14 and SDCL

- 46A: '2'2; Th¢ report is presented mn four S'ec‘f’iprotectlon grant requests - and held pubhc -

- hearings regarding the rules governing these = o
grants. The Board: revised rules re1at1ng to. .

: : va1nd1rect cost and submission dates for e
I 1991 Water Development Leglslatlon ; | o

e trons

o Lo Board of Water and Natural Resourcesf',

';, " Report ST

Report

- Progress Report e
' ,!,,State Water Fac111t1es Plan f St

~struction Program ‘ ,
: ‘Sohd Waste Management Program
State Water Resources Management Sys-

IV W State Revolvrng Fund

lutlon Control Program S

S Educatlon Program

SEhes Board’s purv1ew

| y;,fv't‘f*RESOURCES REPORT -

_ of funds for the Consolidated Water Facility

1029 pro_]ects in 1990.

. Water Fac111t1es Constructron Fund T year operating costs for the Vermillion Basin - -» .

- Water Development District which was
 formed in 1990. ~Through coo‘

Consohdated Water Fac111t1es Con—-" cooperatlon Wlth the State S Wi

: I;V Envrronmental Protectlon Agency Was-r‘t:;
= tewater F ac111t1es Constructlon Program o

VI Lake Restoratron/Nonpomt Source Pol-:,;;; T
VII Groundwater Research and Publlcf}

s Each sectron shows the progress on
o the State s water development pl‘O]CCtS and in
~“the varrous fmancmg programs w1th1n the"

f‘,fmancmg alternatlves for: the $3
~proposal.
& ‘;sentatrves met w1th federal agency rep

 BOARD OF WATER AND. NATURAL':

S "sz‘lprOJect
s Although a portlon of- the Water’»_

e ,Development goals and objectives were ac-
~.complished in 1991, Board efforts to. effec-
~tivel h th e V
_%%tlve Y address the needs: of the State’ S»; ~ Storage Project.. The BWNR will not“pursu
,_,mfrastructure were hampered due to the lack

- licensing the prOJect ‘until further. environ-

‘ Construction Program. The Board was able | mental Studlescanbe cqmplggfefd QIEQEHIIU_% S

to partrally fund only 2 prOJects as compared :

The Board funded 7 groundwater o

" The Board approved a loan for the frrst

matron and

Addrtlonally, Boardf

The Board submrtted its f1nal report to o
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commissio
(FERC) for the ~Gregory County Pur




rural water systems, the Sioux Falls and

~and Hydrology studies.

ments through e1ther state grants or loans

. Construction
- Belle Fourche Rehablhtatlo
- Mni'Wiconi rural water system

- Rapid Valley project - :
_ = General Investigations -

-7 " -Technical assistance to SD

~_“Black Hills hydrology study -
. Mid-Dakota rural water system -
- Lewis & Clark rural water system. ==
: Operatron and Mamtenance SD facilities -

Constructlon ET A
Missouri National Recreatlon R1ver
. General Investlgatlons o
Aberdeen & Vicinity flood control
. James River Environmental -~ :
- “.“Vermillion River Basin flood control
~ Lake Sharpe wildlife restoration

- ,LakeOahewﬂdllferestoratlon L ie

v Pre~construction:
7. -7 Sioux Falls flood control pro;ect
e B1g Sioux (Watertown & Vlcrmty)
= flood control project =7 L
. Operatlon and Mamtenance
" Missouri River mainstem dams

" Other SD dam facilities: = o o

Missouri National Recreation Rlver Ly

Mlssoun RlVCl’ Master Manual Rev1ew S e

, _rare 1dent1f1ed to part1c1pate 1n the pro;ect‘i ’;’::Pollutlon Control Revolv1ng Fund (SRF) for

o k;;development

i _ projects.
'I'heBoardpassedresolutlons request—i:; p J o

i ing that the Legislature authorize the con-
struction of the Mni Wiconi and Mid-Dakota:

In addition to re-
questing leglslatlve authorlzatlon the resolu-
tions provide a total pro_]ect cost estlmate andj it
recommend non—federal cost share commrt-, f
: ;'and water approprlatlons bill (H.R. 2427) was

" The Board approved 9 loans totahng} 1 fapproved by Congress inJuly 1991 The fund- -

: .in:excessfof, $5 million from the State Water.

flnglevels for South Dakota water pro_]ects are
listed in the table below. =

1 of Reclamation

i Corps‘of Engmeers

wastewater COIlStI'UCtIOIl and refmancmg,

Add1t1ona1 activities undertaken by"’ff’ff :
the BWNR are presented in detail

: througho'ut the context of the Annual Report.
Watertown flood control pro;ects, and the
Lake Andes/Marty I irrigation project. The
BWNR requested that the Leglslaturef; ~
- authorize the James River Restoration ; pro--
~ gram and the Black Hills Water Management - the federal and state leglslatlon passed durlng“ Sales

199 1.

1991 WATER DEVELOPMENT LEGISLA-*’-P S
TION ' =

ThlS section g1ves a br1ef summary of e

: Federal Leglslatlon

The federal flscal year 1992 energy,‘

s

©26,443,000
..342,000 ~ i
973000 B I D




-~ On June'2 991, the T mted States_-
- House of Representatrves passed H R. 429,

,'the Reclamatron Prolects Authonzatron and

 Adjustment Act of 1991, Title XIX ofthe Act
prov1des for the federal authorlzatlon of the__‘ e

- ts tem. - Th t urces
M1d Dakota rural wa er sys em. The cost (the Boar d) to develop o nonfederal:

~sponsorship proposal to upgrade the -
~.~Oahe and Ft. Randall hydroelect
- facilities; - _

been completed and analyzed

:' Senate actlon on H R 429 was pend_ i
ng when Congress adjourned on November_ S
22, 1991 due to. concerns regarding Reclama-;

tron Reform 1ssues The Senate w1ll consrde '

' M1d Dakota Rural Water S_

Big Sioux Flood Control Pr _
grant to provide non-federal cost share t

Lake Andes Wagner /Marty 11 researchiéi . complete a Corps of Engineers feasrblhty

demonstratlon program The S-year, $30 mil- fltlut(lil); vavf; rt?r)gs‘f,g g?eo ad con
lionfield demonstratlon program will address - - v
rainage needs in glacial till soils, selenium
management techniques, and best manage-
ment practices for 1rr1gat10n “The House -
decided not to- authorlze the full 1rr1gat1on =

: 'pI'O]eCt until the demonstratlon program has o

structures in Sionx Fall

o Black Hrlls Hydrology Study -
- . grantto prov1de non-federal
ol

System - $75,000 grant to-
feasibility study of a south

"”pro_rect and to 1mplement the

h research demonstratlon progra

:s:}“"cost share for constructlon of the'
e Wrcom prolect and




: Q;;Agrlculture to conduct research on'
“‘native practlce of ,blologlcal pestlc

water development dlstnct board

~ vacancies occurrlng through resrgnatlon orif %
- no successor qualifies for the offlce ‘HB 120

amended SDCL 46A—9-52 to-require- wate
- user dlstrlct tofollow competltlve biddi

" Hy dro Upgrade

: Consohdated Water Facilitie

- Construction Program

State-Water Resources - -
Management Syst

© $800,000




~ BWNR has authorlty to issue short-term (in-
: ,terrm) notes for water resources prolects
~_within the State. Water Resources Manage-

. ment System and the State Water Facilities

~ Plan.

- ‘gram - the Environmental Protection Agency
Wastewater Fac111t1es Constructlon Program

The following reports are detalled ac-

~counts of all expendltures made in 1991 in $ 1 1 0 000 in CWF CP grants for two projects

' f'7_46A- -29 to 30 the BWNR may issue long-:
- —term bonds upon Leglslatlve approval, for -
" the construction of projects within the State -
= WaterResources Management System or for - .
- the purpose of funding a revolving fund pro-
. gramunder the federal Clean Water Act. As’
~well, the BWNR has discretionary’ ‘bonding .

~ struction Program to provide grants or’ loans
-~ for water development projects- 1ncluded in

fauthonty for small bond i issues under $5 mil- - the State Water Facilities Plan. The Con-

lion.  Under SDCL 46A-1-17 to 27, the

s In add1t10n to: the programs the,
,_{,BWNR adrmmsters ‘the DENR adrmmsters -
©oone federal water development grant pro-

Consolldated Water Facnhtles Constructlon vr o
Program (CWFCP) DA

. The 1986 State Leglslature estab-~~
: hshed the Consohdated Water Fac1llt1es Con- :

_solidated Program replaced the construcuon.f-,, .
loan programs (Table 5) and several smaller
prograrns in an effort to 51mp11fy the State’s
financing process for small water projects -

The BWNR establlshed program rules -

~ to govern the program.. Under these rules,

‘projects on the current State Water Fac1ht1es
Plan are eligible to apply for available funds. -

- The application cycle has ‘been set. up on a
quarterly basis with applications due on the SRR
first day of June, September December and
"March o '

Durmg 1991 the BWNR approved

‘ each program o
‘TABLES e
S 1991 '
CONSTRUCTION LOAN PROGRAM , e
o : CURRENT  TOTAL = TOTAL
O . AMOUNT ~ PRINCIPAL - PRINCIPAL  INTEREST = — =
" PROJECT AUTHORIZED . = BALANCE © REPAID ~ ~ PAID .
 BDMRWS $.500000  ©  $ 456497 . $43503 $200654f" S
B-Y RWS 200000 188346 11,654 61279 -
Clark RWS 380,000 . 339,062 40938 193246
‘Davison RWS 200,000 - 183837 - 16163 69451
‘Deadwood 400000 205568 194432 - 103591
East Gregory - 125,383 S023,021 02362 C9217
.. Keystone .= 120,000 -0 108,836 11,164 49,859 - -
- Mclntosh o 100000 - 91951 8049 . 33403
© MinnehahaRWS =~ 120,000 - 110984 9016 37684 :
- SouthLincolnRWS = " 100,000 88797 11203 44058 . o
o TMRWS 400000 ‘367675 32325 148955
~ TotAL $2545383: o $2164574 $951397 -

14

. $380,809




Lake.

_‘ SPONSOR

DESCRIPT ION
‘Minnehaha County ‘ Wall Lake Dredge
Punished WomansAssoc S Dredge S
TOTAL ‘ b

- The 1989 State Leglslature esta

‘ program

15 years.

- prehensive solld waste management plan in
- January, 1991 S

w1th a total cost of $658 000 (Table 6) These«!}?{; from the Enwronmental Protecnon Agency

projects ‘were ongoing lake restoration to fund the replacement of their failed was- - ST

prolects at Wall Lake and Punished Woman sjff,:tewater treatment system. The Board ap-- . o

The Board also rescinded a $65,000 5
grant made in 1990 to Mina Lake Samtary ~ to the Town of Oacoma for $65 000 to cover

_District becausethe District received a grant

Cleanup Day pllot program -The purpose of
- the program was to collect: and dispose of

VSolld Waste Management Program (SWMP)

: lrshed the Solid Waste Management Program
“to prov1de grant assistance to cities and coun-
~ ties for the development of comprehensweﬁ_ '
~solid waste plannlng and . management;
-programs.- The Board of Water and Natural
e $80,173. The Department is preparinga
’;,report for the 1992 Leglslature summarizing
f»_'fthe event and recommending whether the

The 1990 Leglslature ap p rop rlated‘,j‘; »program should be cont1nued expanded or; e

$100, 000 for the preparat1on of a. statew1de‘< dlS contlnued

comprehensrve solid waste management plan- -

"1ngs County on May 18, 1991, at a cost of

to assess the existing solid waste situation 1n;,j
the state and the. projected solid waste treat- =~

ment, storage, and dlsposa needs for the next _the authorlzed projects in the 1991 State . .

1 L T T
‘The Board of Mlnera 5 and En ‘Water Resources Management System -

: hi L o :
vironment - adopted ‘this statew1de .com- (SWRMS) "Tables 7 and 8 are prov1ded BT
- to show prOJect authorizations for 1991. A

- ;(,jbrlef summary of each pI‘O_]eCt and 1ts status 1s, L

7 The 1991 Leglslature approprlated;
~ $100,000 from the Groundwater Research
and Publ1c Educatlon Fund to conduct a tox1c? e

proved an amendment toa 1990 grant made

1ncreased costs and pI'O_]eCt expansmn :

TABLE 6

1991 CONSOLIDATED GRANTAWARDS S .
. CWFCP 'P‘ROJECT»Z o
FUNDS - cosT

o $60000 - $408,000 :
o soe00 250000 -
'f'{‘7=f$110000' 5 $658,000 o

small amounts of hazardous wastes. from,
i’re51dences schools small busmesses and

: VThe p1lot program was held 1n Bro

k State Water Resources Man J.Lment System,“.‘if'.:;j’?f' =

Thls sectlon reports the progress- of;"'fi LR

:presented below




TABLE 7

WATER RESOURCES MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
FUNDING SUMMARY B
- o 1991 f S g
L LEGISLATIVE'; *’fAGREEMENT._ S TYPEO :
. AMOUNT AGREEMENT,,;

8 50000 sl
100000
25000 oo

C125000 :

120,000 -
75000
145000

CENDAK
Gregory County
-+ Lake Andes-Wagner
< Mid-Dakota R

: e agrlcuhural lands affected by
ses, and protect the econom

) ederal approprlatlons began in 1984 and

. project’ was authorized b Congress in =
p9014 and completed in 1514 togdehver s }he project has recelved -$33, 684,000 in

; Iblserve Water prov1de safety features, f"to the prOJect
essen. risk of system fa11ure, reclalm’fﬁ o




e - "‘;The prolect is d1v1ded 1nto three fea51b111ty
P ~Histudy phases :

:LEngmeers representatwes from the d1str1ct‘f.f'

A draft report for the Big. SlOUX Flood
‘Controlk Study ‘Watertown and V1c1n1ty 1s

ABlnglOllX Flood Control Study
"‘(SWRMS 1989)

o ,The federal interest i 1n constructing
- flood control project was investigated and -
* established in a 1987 Reconnalssance"f”aauow const1tuency 1nput 1nto the f1nal
- Report by the Corps of Engmeers '

;wrll be held when ‘the report is released to

« constructron of : a dry dam on Mahoney Creek
re $13.4 million. A benefit to cost ratio of
2 has been estimated for-the project. The
1§'feas1b111ty report should be finalized by Aprllf
£1992: Congress appropriated $314,000 in
federal fiscal year 1992 for the Corps to con-f
uct preconstructron act1v1t1es

e Black Hllls Hydrology Study.
- SWRMSI982)

* The prolect will prov1de flood protectlon
- for Watertown, Lake Kampeska, and
~ Pelican Lake: through the constructron of
~adry dam on Mahoney Creek

e —:;’phase one efforts 1nclude‘hydrolog1-
..o cal, hydrauhc and geotechmcal
;,vstudles S

- :phase two cons1sts of 1nvest1gat1ng the
- social and" env1ronmental aspects of

~ The ob]ectlve of the pI‘O_]eCt 1s to comprle«,
‘prel1m1nary dam sites; e

the water resource data necessary to make
informed management decisions- con-
s ]cermng the development of water resour-
~ ces in the Black Hills area related to the -
~expansion of mining, municipal, recrea--

"f;phase three entalls dam desrgn and
- _assessment- of the 1mpacts of the
,selected site.. - ~

* The total cost’ of the fea51b111ty study is tional, and urban Water development
estimated at $824,230 with the cost to be S -;needs S

* shared. on ? 50/50 federal 5 nonfederal « - State legrslature approprlatrons to the

basis. - Al - project began in 1988 with $50,000 dedi-

~* Phase One studles were. 1n1t1ated in 1988 -~ cated towards funding the establishment -
by the Corps of Engineers in cooperation - of a groundwater and surface water
with the City of Watertown, East Dakota -~ monitoring network: - >
_Water Development District, Codington -
- County, and the Department of Env1ron- :
ment and Natural Resources

',,*flocal pro_]ect sponsors contrlbuted
- $50,00 for this effort;

x Leglslatwe aPProprlatlons have totaled . Hran addltlonal $100 000 s prowded
| - fromthe US Geological for the
- $150,000 between 1989, 1990, and 1991 to ;fjl,~r1reotrwnor1§ 2 Oglca S“r"ey Or't :

assist local sponsors in meeting the non- i G
. federal cost Share requu'ements : > Partlc1pat10n at the State level Contlnued;
- in 1989 with a $50,000 legrslatrve ap-
~if;_'propr1at10n for monitoring network ef-
- forts and $75,000 for drilling monitoring
~wells in critical areas within the Blackﬂ
~ Hills to assist hydrologic evaluatlons

A total of $185,000 through state fund1ng

A techmcal and fea51b111ty conference
‘was’ held in November 1991 with Corps of

 and division offices i in Omaha, Nebraska and
headquarters staff in Washmgton D. C The '
conference allowed - part1c1pat1ng pr()Ject,;; ~~was provided in 1990. The State legisla-

onsors th tunity ta eviewall ts - ture appropriated $50,000 and $135,000 ~
ZI; ﬂrllz ;: OJ eec':) PP or urty O r Vevya aspec vs*‘ was contr1buted from the Department of




-+ $200,000 during 1990. -

. gress in 1990 through an $100 000 ap-
gz proprlatlon -

s matched by local sponsors

Water Management Study by the Bureau of

o Reclamat1on continued in 1991 with an addl-,

- For 1991 act1v1t1es the State Legrslature
. appropriated $100 000 wh1ch was

e Envrronmentand ‘Natural Resources ;
 Local sponsors contributed $100,000 and -
~ the US Geological Survey prov1ded

BRI
x

used to irrigate about 5000 acres located -
-in the Rapid Valley Water Conservancy

~ . District (RVWCD). This would supply.:

’:'Support for the US Bureau of Reclama-'ift
= tion to develop the Black Hills Waterﬂ; .
aroy Management Study was provrded by Con-

. Reclamation conducted an archaeolog1cal
vstudy of the site. The engineering site study =~
is expected tobe completed in March of 1992. -~

 tional $200,000 for FFY92. The Black Hills

(0 ; '?AWater Management Study will prov1de local
= ;,,;‘proyect sponsors with a tool to assist them in
.. making water development and management -

- decisions. Data gathered during the Hydrol-

b Study

S A Black Hrlls Hydrology Steermg' ’
~ Committee was established in 1991. Mem-

: bershlp is comprised of individuals repre-

~ senting different areas within the Black Hills
- and from adjacent areas in Wyoming. The
- Steering Committee will provide local input -

into the development of the hydrology and ,

- management studles
Brennan Reservonr (SWRMS 1991)

* The Brennan Reserv01r is located on Dry

~Creek approxrmately 9 rmles southeast of -

- Rapid City.

- Unused ﬂows in Rap1d Creek could be u

S _stored for use during peak demands or
- winter releases from Pactola Reservo1r,

-~ could be stored and reused.

S ,?ﬂows 1nto the reservo1r

~ Limited flood protectlon may also be
achieved through the d1versron of storm S COmmumty

~““over half of the current demands forfj“’{

RVWCD.

Reclamation for lab testing. Additionally, °

CENDAK Irrlgatlon Pro_)ect;,_:};

(SWRMS 1982)

E 3

mumc1pal and rural domestic use, recrea-

~ tion, fish and wildlife enhancement and ey

stream flow augmentatlon '

Features of the Oahe: Irrlgatlon prOjeCt:f o
would be used including the Oahe pump S
plant and the Pierre canal. - R

Estimated cost of the proyect is $1 12 bll-' j 7
lion. - o , oE

thtle act1v1ty occurred on the prOJect if, k
in 1991. South Dakota supports development =

of the project and will pursue development

‘when federal policies are more supportwe of ':

large~scale irrigation proyects |

Dakota Dunes (SWRMS 1989)

*

_the development of a master planned” :

~ Water stored in Brennan could also be .~ - -

* The 1990 State Ieglslature prov1dedfflj =
j$25 OOO to assist local sponsors'in an en- -
: 'gmeerlng study of the Brennan Reservoirsite. -~ - -
Access easements to the site were. obtalned’:”f?;’r-‘ o
~and four test holes were drilled with the core - .~ -
= ~ samples forwarded to the Bureau of
S Congresslonal appropnatlons to fur-rf-r L
S [ther the ‘development of the Black: H1lls

This lrrlgatlon prOJCCt is to SUPPIY Mls- ﬁ, =
~ souri River water to 474,000 acres in =~ -
ogy Study w111 be utlllzed in the Management - Hughes, Hyde Hand, Spmk Beadle, and -~

. e - Faulk counties in central South Dakota :

‘Additional project purposes 1nclude‘ o

The proyect is 1ntended to provrde water‘; R
- and wastewater system construction for =




icipated economic bene

-$125, 000,000 payroll. .

"The- pro_]ect recelved a $250 00 Cc
- solidated Water Facilities Construct1
o Program grant in 1989 :

o Dakota Dunes was connected to SlOllX s
e C1ty for its water source and developed its
.. ownwater storage and d1str1butlon system

f‘1n 1990

road construct1on

Dakota Lakes Research Farm“";

(SWRMS 1987)

~adjacent to the Missouri River near Pierre

*H R. 1116 was amended in 1986 andihﬁr‘f"g‘
techniques and cropping practlces onir- - passed into law as the Garrison Diversion

- Unit Reclamatlon Reformulatlon Act of e

* designed to evaluate different farm1ng

- rigated and dryland crops.

* - The project mission is to research iden- ;
tify, and demonstrate the best methods of = =
stabilizing the agr1cu1tura1 economy: -
through agricultural diversity, increased -
‘productlon efficiency, and reduced nega—

tive env1ronmenta1 effects

_layout, constructing the water delivery -
system and: seedlng permanent f1e1d bor
ders to grass. - e

* - The first year of operat1on began in’ 1990
- and included the constructlon of a head _

g : quarters bu11d1ng

o " Increased research operat1ons con--

tinued in '1991. Farmer/rancher shareholders
in the Dakota Lakes Research Farm corpora—f
h tlon own the land and lease 1t to SDSU wh1ch o

' ““ Union County area are. 5 000 Jobs anc : |

Dakota’s Garrison Diversion Unit into
project that could provide flood cont

and deliver additional high quality water
~for 1rr1gatlon, ‘industrial, and municipal -

£ ‘RIVCI' basm could also be achleved

& o .+ In 1981, G Jankl teda
‘In 1991 s1gn1f1cantprogresswas made n: overnor Janklow appointed a

in busmess and residential development and_»?j

_ five member Garrison Study Manage- -

. [fmendat1ons

-1986. -

: nat1ves

Pro_lect (SWRMS 1981)

Hydroelectrlc Component

1n northern Gregory County

~* "The GCPS project will use off-peak e
;;electrlclty to pump water from Lake Fran- = =
cis Case to an upper reservoir on the river - =
bluff over-700 feet above the lake. Peak =
power is generated by releasmg water - .

_ uses in South Dakota. Improvedrecrea-~
tional opportunities within the James

-~ ment Board to assess the Garrlson Exten- Sl
'—’-;smnconcept BN e Tt

~* Preliminary fmdmgs were prov1ded in an =

1983 report prepared by the Garrison. =
~ Study Management Board. Included in

] The project IS a 463 acre research Slte = the report Wel'e prOJCCt COStS aIld recom":':‘ o

* ,The “James Rlver Comprehenswe Sestn
- Report, Garrison Diversion Unit” was .~

_released to the public in 1989. It givesa =~ -
~ summary of all the Garrison Unit James .~
- River stud1es and discusses prOJect alter- e

 * The 1989 season was spent conduct1ng7; :,if

necessary soil sampling, determining farm -~ Gregory County Pumped Storageff T

Gregory County Pumped Storagew‘j
55‘; (GCPS) project is a proposed peak = .- -
e generatlon hydroelectric fac111ty located L




: fback to the lake

'”1982"‘

mit appl1cat1on

flnancmg for new hydro development

' necessary economic, environmental, and

e for license : are conducted

o funds. The Board of Water and Natural

feas1b111ty analys1s

fac111t1es is est1mated at $95 rrulhon An ad-"'

f ;from the upper reserv01r through turbmes S

The Corps of Engmeers 1mt1ated studres
~‘on the GCPS project site inthe mid 1970s
with an interim: teport and an environ- =
* mental’ 1mpact statement completed in.

s . * In1 d 1 ” 11
11 1982 t e South Dakota Conservancy: n 986 Congress passe 2 $ 39 bl i

District filed 2 preliminary Federal Ener-
8y Regulatory Comnuss1on (FERC) per-

= ~.- tionof MR&I water supply and 1rr1gatron
n 1986, Congress passed a $1 39 b1ll1on7. - -
authorization for construction ‘of the -
project (P.L. 99-662); however, present" -
federal policy is to provide no. federal»
: - irrigation features.-
In 1988, FERC issued to the BWNR the]_f, :
: prehnunary permlt for the pro_|ect The
-~ preliminary permi reserves a priority for -

- development for three years while the

~ technical studies to support an apphcatlon :

i “The 1989 State Leglslature approprlated =
- $50,000for a feasibility study of the GCPS
‘hydro component with a requ1rement that -

l - for completlon of a $638 000 study;:
_ the state funding be matched with private - e

- Resources entered- into a contract with-
- Ebasco. Services Inc to conduct the’—:i

-~ The Gregory County Pumped Storage e
Hydroelectr1c Project Power Marketing =~

= St_u_dywas completed in August 1990 and the
Feas1b111ty Study was completed in Januaryf"f;f
1991. The: study fmdmgs recommend the f;
;constructlon of a 1,200 MW fac1llty with a
construction cost of $790 million. Construc-

tion -of associated power transmlssmn)
rural water systems Reclamat1o

- the various study components and comple
- adraft Special Report on the Gregog Uni
; “the Pick-Sloan’ Mlssour1 Basin: Pr(yrram"‘" ;

Water Supply Component G

- The pro_|ect has potentlal to prov1de water;,
for irrigation and - mumapal rural, and’
~ industrial (MR&I) purposes utilizing the -
hydroelectr1c pro_|ect s upper forebay asa-

. .water. supply source.. - -

author1zat1on for -construction of the
~ project (P.L.99-662). Of the $1.39 billion,
$100 million was identified for construc- -

, 'features

* The 1987 State Leglslature appropnated -
. funds to provide a $150,000 loan for
_fea51b111ty studies of the water supply and;;

* The Bureau of Reclamatlons FY 198
" budget contained $500,000 to conduct an -
--appraisal ‘level analys1s of the potential ~— -
~ development of irrigation and MR&I-
~water supply features and potent1al en

vironmental consequences. In 1989, th
- Bureau, State, and local sponsors ex- -
~ ecuted a Gregory Unit Special Report -

‘Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)

- workplan.

~ In 1990, the State Leg1slature approved a
- $15,000 grant to complete the non-federal
- cost share package for the appraisal level -
~ study of the associated water supply fea-
‘tures. Local funds have been provided
: throu gh 1n-k1nd services, landowner inter

South Dakota in - August 1991,




four alternative: plans of action for the:-:

nued'rn the1r efforts to meet the goals estab- :
shed in the1r three staged approach for r1ver S

Th1sp gr has been des1gned to pro.
~_vide flood control as well as' municip:
7‘,1ndustr1al agr1cu1tura1 ‘Tecreational, an

* ";A draf hylronmental Impact Stateme
was completed in 1987 which presented- -
e James River:
' ‘1o actlon :

11m1ted chann cleanout
channel restoratlo 1
ﬂood bypass

) The James RIVCI' Water Deve :
"D1str1ctadoptedathree stage approach to rigation ‘project are proposed Pick
river restoration as a result of public inpu Sloan Missouri Basin Units located
to the draft EIS. e t 1S Charle -Mix County Estlmated con
- C n and $2

bond issue to study the feas1b1hty; ,
ederal- 1rr1gat10n development» .

a re-analy51s of the: pr1vately sponsore
feasibility study, funded. in: part by
$500,000 study loan from the Sout

Dakota Water ‘Facilities Construct' 7

Bu Reclamation com-
leted 1 Feasibility. Study and Draft En-
Study on the 45 000

__tion activities 1nc1ud1ng limited. channel -
* cleanout, wildlife ‘enhancement, ‘and
recreatronal ‘development.- In- addrtro

fundlng has been prov1ded through the




o Project.

he Marty 1II Unit project-as a SWRMS
omtly with Lake Andes-Wagner '

"‘ff‘A formal cost sharing package was sub-
rmtted to the Bureau of Reclamation and

~-to.the House and Senate authorization
“committees in 1987 which mcluded:‘i"

- $45,950, 000 of State and local money.
o
identification of high levels of the element

tions on both the lands and groundwaters’

latlon from mov1ng forward..

cluded in the Senate’s version of the leglsla-i
- tion- wh1ch will fully authorize both projects

~*Senate version once the: leglslatlon is moved
“out of the Senate. The Senate failed to take -

- -action prior to" Congress S adjournment for
‘theendof1991 o , :

apphcatlon of best management practices

J"':: acre Lake Andes Wagner Irrlgatlon '

~project that would seek authorization

"A Congressional subcommittee hearing
‘was held on the projects in-1989, but the

-selenium during trace element investiga-

of the projects stopped authorizing leg1s-

_contingent on favorable research results. Ttis
—expected the House will concur with the -

Lake Herman Restoratlon Pl'OJBCNt’_'; *water system which will provide high -

e ‘quality Missouri River water to 30, 000

f : R people in Beadle, Buffalo, Hand, Hughes
' Thepurpose oftheprOJectwas toalleviate

- the degradation of water quality by the.

- inthe watershed (87% treated) the con- - |

‘ In 1986 the State Ieglslature authorlzed CELE
: shorelme

Durmg the spring of 1990 local state and
federal ‘agencies developed a 5000 acre.

I earch demonstration program. There-

earch was des1gned to determine best -~ Water Resources Act (PL 99 662) by

management practices for irrigating gla-:i.;,
~cial till soils containing selenium which. -~
~will protect the environment from poten- =

b developed to evaluate the effectiveness of the -
dredgmg project and sediment control ef
'forts ‘In addition to the development_jo

"plan of study, data collectron instrume
were purchased and mstalled dur1ng 19
- Data will be collected in 1992 and 1993.  The
Phase III study is bemg supported by,c
~ fundmg and state m—kmd techm

(SWRMS 1988)

Tk

~Resources.

~the State was unsuccessful in securin, sup

Estlmated r

~ struction of three sediment control struc- : iy
- tures on major tributaries to the lake, and-- o

‘r1prapp1ng a major portlon of the L

In-lake sediment removal began in 1985
-near the City of Madison. S

Dredgmg was completed in. 1990 with ap-~
proximately 670,000 cubic yards of sedi- -

" 'ment being removed from the northeast
~ bay, the swimming beach area of Lake
- Herman State Park, and the Herman :

Slough located in the State Park.

The dredgmg pro_|ect was funded by a U S
EPA 319 non-point source grant with - =
local match. provided by the City of -

~~Madison, Lake County, East Dakota -
- Water Development District, S.D. Dept.
. of Game, Fish, & Parks, and the S.D, -

Dept. of Environment and Natural
Additional funding wa
authorized by the 1986 federal Omnibu

: Mld Dakota Rural WatervSy

Mld-Dakota isa proposed rural domestlc

Hyde, Jerauld, Potter, Sanborn Sully, and

~--small portions of Spmk 7 ngsbury, and '
~ Aurora Count1es : ‘ IR R




o M1d Dakota recerved State approprra-
- tions of @ $100,000 loan in 1988, a $50,000 -
grant in 1989, and a $75,000 grant in 1990. -

* fCongressronal subcommittee. hearrngs;; e

L The 59-m11e reach of the M1ssour Rrve

. t";The MNRR pro_|ect combmes recreation
_al_development, wildlife- management

~ cultural resource preservation, scenic 4
- preservation, protection of threatened»;,assessment studies. Sl
and endangered species, and bank Assessment will be. completed inFFY 1992. = = -

stabilization. In a 1981 cooperative . The National Park Service has 1n1t1ated a3to . |

‘agreement with the National Park Ser- 5 year effort to update the managementplan

vice; the Corps agreed to plan desrgn,'

* In 1989 a detarled fea51b1hty report was
completed and authorlzlng Iegrslatlon was_
“introduced. SR s T o

were held on June 19 and June 21,1990in = =
the Senate and House of Representatlvesf o

respectlvely

“Title XIX of H.R. 429, the Reclamatlon;,t
Projects Authorrzat1on and Ad_]ustment Act -
- of 1991. The cost. sharlng prov1srons provide - -
for $85 million in federal grants, $15 million -
infederal treasury rate loans to the local spon- g In Aoril 198 LN
b t sh 1t
- sor, and $8.4 million in State grants. HR.429 n Apri 9, a cost s arrng agreemen

~was passed by the House of Representative

on June 20,-1991.- Senate action was: sti

~ pending when- Congress adjourned on

November 22 1991

MlSSOlll‘l Rlver Natlonal R‘ cl
al Rlver (SWRMS 1981) :

between- Gavins ‘Point Dam -Sout
Dakota, and Ponca State Park Nebras

was desrgnated a National - Recreatlonw

_River in 1978 by Section 707 of P.L.'

625, which amended the Wlld and Scen1c;fff

‘River Act, P.L. 90-542.  Authorize
:,ﬁpI'O_]eCt costs were llmlted to $21 millio

= construct and operate this project.

e In June: 1987 a plan to develop habrtat for:fzf s

- clearing sandbars was initiated as a 100 - S

~~vegetation using various techniques. The - TS
~islands will be monitored through Sep- -

" the Mld—Dakota project was contained: 1n _ addressing the effects of MNRR bank -

~for the MNRR. The Biological Assessment

g *fw111 be completed in: conjunction with - -

'+ InJune 1986, a 50/50 cost sharing agree—_ ﬂdevelo ment of the rev1sed management;r S
ik ment was signed between the. state of 1;;; Frisiy L T CEI

, :South Dakota and the Corps for construc- .
~_tion of a river access point-at Myron -
-Grove.  _Construction was completed 1n
May 1987 at a cost of $60,000. S

~threatened and endangered species by

- percent Federal activity. Since Novem-
~ ber 1987, two islands have been cleared of -

tember 1992. A Biological Assessment

- stabilization and recreation on the en- .

- dangered interior least tern and the =~ -
- threatened piping plover was initiatedas = .~
- part of an ongoing U.S. Fish & W1ldl1fe S
Serv1ce consultat1on process. - - S R

- was signed between the city of Yankton -
and the Corps for recreational develop-
ment of Riverside Park. Construction was
1t1ated in September 1989, with total
roject costs estimated at $1.2 million. In
990, $525,000 of federal funding was
ov1ded for completlon of the redevelo -

1 060, 000 s used for complet1on of the

~cost. sharing commitment on the Riverside |
“Park, island clearmg activities, and blolog1cal S e

“An interim Biological




i Wiconi Rural Water System

- $1. 5 mllllon grant by 1989 State Legls-::

7 Th ) OJeCtWillprowde highq lity'Mis&-’

ouri River water to approximately 20,000 -
western South Dakota citizens in an eight
” _county area extendmg from Ft. Prerre{ i

- ;'7$1 5 mlllron federal approprlatlon fo
FFY 1991

S In 1991 west Rrver and Lyman-J ones -

e completed distribution systemis’ needs assess-

~ ments, design criteria, distribution plan- and i

~ -cost estimates, water. conservat1on plan an
"’t"collectlon of basehne env1ronmental d
_under a cooperative agreement with th

~West River Rural WaterAssoc1atlon ~Bureau of Reclamation. The Oglala Sio

. Tribe entered mto a separate (638 Ind
'~1;Preference) agreemen ith Reclamat

Inc. (SWRMS 1981)

-~ and are completing the correspondmg stud
A components for- the OSRWSS dlStrlbutIO

00 rmles of p1pe11ne w1th 17 pump-tff

statrons and

e null1on gallons of water storage f: o

" 'PrOJect costs:

~$100 nnlhonauthorlzatlon level (J an.

1987 costs); -

1;107‘m11110n 1ndexed to October‘»i!—

5 % of prolect costs allocated to OST, f'

ystem as’ non-relmbursable federal o

v lcostshare of35%onnon-le =
Indlan portion of system-which - -
mounts to $12.5 million'at 1987 costs -+

r $13.8 mllhon on the 1990 index.

$300,000 in loans (1983 1988) fo West

iver RWS & Lyman-Jones RWS
hich were converted to grants by the -

e Legis




 benef
‘ '_;federal \

st-effective level of protect1on for the
ty. The total cost of the feasibility study
is $499,850, of which the City of Sioux
Falls is paying 50 percent. The State
eg1slature ‘provided two grants of
$50,000 in 1989 and 1990 and one grant of-
$20,000 in 1991 for the State s cost share” P
of the feaS1b1l1tyreport i S

‘ rSever

g :
: the Pick-Sloan system s
_~ Northwest, Central Charles Mix, We
- Brule, and New Evarts Irrigation Distri

- -and West Potter Water Project Distr
~ have been act1ve1yﬂpursu1ng Congres-
s1ona1 author1zat1on L

Headquart ‘A:’,'7;D1str1ct and D1v151on
—Corps of Eng1neers representat1ves State
: 7 ¢ ;representat1ves ‘and C1ty of Sioux Falls spo
(SWRMS 1989) o S - sors met in Omaha in November 1991 for
' 1b111ty and technical review of the Draft
s1b111ty Report.} ‘The feas1b111ty study
xpected to be completed by the 5]

992. The final version of the re ort
vlewed and sent to Congress for approva
ctual construction is expected to begin
Y 1996. The federal government will pr
de a max1mum contr1but1on of 75 percent

“* The project fwoﬁl’d? increase Sioux
- flood protection from Skunk Creek and
_ the Big Sioux River through modifi

'fof current flood control features =

'_The ex1st1ng project was authorized
~ 1954 and the Corps of Engineers co
pleted constructlon of the flood contr
“project in. 1965. - Ex1st1ng flood control
structures provide protection from flood-
ing frequencies of 43 years or less.-

‘The proposed project would st[ﬂ
- $26,923,000 and would provide- Sloux~;~:»-
Falls with 100-year protection fromflood- - -
ing on the- B1g S1oux R1ver and Sk nk
'Creek by e

= ra1s1ng the leCI‘SlOI’l dam"’

pumpmg plant on Slip-Up ( Creek a pum

: f—f?giralsmg the levees upstrear
: ing plant on the. B1g S1oux R1ver an

- dam along the d1vers1on channe

the ?Shp Up Creek site “and, when

eded, it would be pumped to the S10ux‘ S . i

x FFY 1992 approprlatlons of $280, 000 &
~ were ‘authorized for the Corps of E
: g1neers for pre- -construction act1v1t1e




Falls aqulfer

_the Shp-Up Creek Valley, k

onservation program.
s "prOJect in 1991."

i ‘(SWRMS 1989)

i * r-Formerly known as the Southeastern
-~ South Dakota Water Supply System
Project membersh1p took formal action in

 Lewis and Clark Rural Water System.

_ make the name change on the SWRMS
- liste

' : + A non—proﬁt corporatlon was formed in
in pursuing project development, an en-

~_authorization.

tems in southeastern South Dakota,
northwestern Iowa, and southwestern
' anesota for domestlc use. :

South Dakota membershrp includes 27
communities and nine rural water sys-
_tems.
- Dakotans would receive water from Lew1s
and Clark :

State leglslatlve approprlatrons have to-
-~ taled $125,000 to support development of
¥ »wLew1s and Clark during 1990 and 1991.

Congress provided $100,000 in FFY1991,
- and again in FFY1992, for the Bureau of
- Reclamation’s- techmcal assistance in the

S feasrbrhty study and pro;ect development

= fter a publ1c meetmg in 1986, the C1ty of
1oux'Fa11s passed a resolut1on calling for:

cont1nued development of the SlOllX e

~ Bureau also provided a technical rev1ew'f¥;
- continued planmng for a reservorr in

itiation of a -water educatlon and_’f

to the Lewis and Clark RWS board of direc-
“tors in April of 1991. In all, three diversion :

No s1gmf1cant actlon took place on the : :
sites, fourteen p1pe11ne alternatives, and three

~ Lewis and Clark Rural Water System .

~project design includes a surface intake lo- -~ o
~ catedin Lewis and Clark Lake behind Gavin’s -~ - .
‘Point Dam. The water delivery system is- <
, :_des1gned for a peak demand of75MGDand. =~ -

June of 1991 to change their name to the -

. Legislation will be introduced in 1992 to

- April of 1990 to provide local sponsorship -

- - gineering feasibility study, and project

Approx1mately 188,000 South

e Vermrlhon Rrver Basm

anarrly,' the Bureau has been 1nvolved;
~in assisting the consulting engineering
~firm in the environmental assessment °
- aspects of the feasibility report. - The:
ofthe feas1b111ty report prlor to 1ts f1na11za-
"t1on L : LR

A fma.l feasrblhty report was presentedff; i

water ‘treatment options were consrdered;
during the feas1b111ty study. Preliminary.

an average demand of 42 MGD. Allowancesj;; o : o
for delivering treated water only or treated - L
and raw water both by the system were also -

: 1ncluded Cost estimates for constructing the:fj;_i e
- project were approximately $690 million. =~

Lewis and Clark RWS members are now K e
refining their water demand needs from the el
system. It is expected the overalldemandwill - - -~ - -

~decrease dramat1ca11y and therefore lower;i el

~* Lewis and Clark RWS will be a bulk
- delivery system of Missouri River waterto
communities and existing rural water sys- -

prOJect costs

InDecember of 1991 sponsors hosted“ Al
a project management seminar aimed atal- =~
lowing the membership to discuss the
project’s scope and establish. a t1me11ne for'
ach1ev1ng major pro;ect goals

Vermllllon Flood Control PrOJectA'f,:_f;;l,.;;,f‘,;;'f;f

(SWRMS 1987) : e TR

* The pro;ect 1ntends to rectrfy ﬂoodmg?‘?
problems which have become much more -

- severe in the Vermillion RrverBasm area
over the last 30-40years. -

The 1988 State Leglslature appropnated
$50,000 to the Vermillion Water Project
D1str1ct for a flood control study of the :




* In 1989 the Vermllhon Water Proj
District: began act1vely pursuing the for.
: mat1on of a water development d1str1ct

* The 1990 State Leglslature approved the

- formation of the water _development d1s-,
- trict and d1rector elections were held in-
 November. - In 1991, the water develop- :

- ment district. rece1ved a State appropria
~ tion loan of $45,000 from the wa
. development spec1al revenue fund.

: ,' * A federal approprlatlon for $100 000 was

~ for FFY 1992,

In 1991, the Corps of Englneers,‘ S S e e
—*-In 1988, Congress authorized an increase -

d it h llion :
reviewe project sites within the Vermillion - in'the appropr1at1ons cei l1ng to $117‘ nnl-» ,

River Basin area to be 1ncluded in the recon-f’
A draft reconnals-l f:a.t, e
sance report is to be completed in February,
1992, with a final report expected to be com-

naissance level report.

pleted by July, 1992

Water for Energy Transport (WET) 4

- System (SWRMS 1981)

* This pI'O_]eCt is a proposal to transportf
treated municipal wastewater from nine -
Black Hills municipalities to Wyormng for,

" use ina coal slurry p1pe11ne

* The WET system was advanced as.an al-f
ternative to the proposal to use the

- ~Madison Aquifer as a source of water for - e
- providing service to towns and other pubhc G

o water supply systems

g jethe Energy Transportation Systems Inc
- (ETSI) coal slurry pipeline.-

* 'Estlmated 1984 costs were $149 m1lhonf
with an annual operation andmaln- ¥

tenance costs of $47 rmlhon

No act1v1ty has occurred on. thls
prOJect since 1988. The future of the project -
is linked to the development of the coal in=
dustry in Wyoming and the need to transport‘ g

the coal substantlal dlstances

e &
~secured for FFY 1991, A Corps of En- kThe project was author1zed for construc-

- gineers: General - Invest1gatlons Federal
appropriations- of $145 OOO was secured_;

Dakota e

WEB Pipeline Project (SWRM

_ temthat prov1des M1ssour1 River waterto
"332 000 people in Walworth, Edmunds, =~
Brown, Spink, Day, Campbell Mc-- =
Pherson 'Faulk, Potter, Beadle, Clark, . =
Hand, and Marshall counties in’ South -
Dakota and Emmons and D1ckey count1es
North Dakota.a:‘ i ,

-tionby the Rural Development Pohcy Act' e
~of1980. . - o

St Project construct1on was 1n1t1ated in 1983 fu e

*and the first customer was served in 1986.

[l1on for the pI‘OjeCt

Constructron of the fe y

authorrzed WEB pI‘O_]eCt was completed on
e September 30, 1991, andaprOJect ded1cat1on s

- washeld in October 1991. Federal appropria- R
-~ tions for the project totalled $111.95 million - -
7'1nclud1ng $20.6 million in loans. Non- federal T
‘fund1ng totalled $7.25 m1ll1on for a- total SR T P

prO_]eCt cost of $119 2 m1lhon : =y
The prolect has over 5 000 hook—ups frir*:' k

‘ “‘prov1d1ng directservice torural homes, farms, ~
pasture taps, and residents of 21 towns. Ad-

ditionally, water is provided to 53 bulk users

West Rlver Aqueduct (SWRMS 1977) i

The West R1ver Aqueduct wasa proposed S
iE prOJect to deliver 20,000 acre-feet of Mis- =
~souri River water to Energy- Transporta- G
tion Systems, Inc. (ETSI) for use in a coal
~ slurry pipeline and 10,000 acre-feet of
~ water for delivery to rural communities -
~and water systems in western South'




fof haltmg the sale of MlSSOllrl R1ver water
to ETSI L

~ Corps_of Engineers was the proper
- authority:- to contract with ETSI and in

- a permanent injunction blocking South

- ETSL -

~ Kansas C1ty Southern Railroad charging
~ conspiracy to monopohze Powder River
= the ETSI contract. P

= In August, 1985; ETSI canceled its

- $5.2 million of the prOJected $1.4 b1ll1or1v
‘in payments from ETSL -

© * In1988, the US. District Court ruled g
damages of $600 million, however, this

. ~ Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals e

| This dec151on was appealed to the US. )
£ Supreme Court whrch refused to hear the’
case.. -~ :

mce  the U.S. Supreme Court refused to hear
-the case on ETSI. ©
“pected until new i
lurry plpehnes

An agreement was reached w1th ETSI and : *"STATE REVOLVING FUND

legislation was passed in 1981 approv1ng .

The Leglslature authorized a. one-tlme ex-
ETSI, the Dept. of ‘the Inter1or ‘and

rious federal officials with the objective = tjon. which was: ult1mately used asa reserve’

for the fund.

court decisions and appeals,: i
- the U.S: Supreme Court ruled that the tricts, and watershed districts. The loans are
to be used to upgrade wastewater treatment

- “facilities or for: nonpomt source pollutron;
- May, 1985, the U.S. District Court granted - ~

- Dakota’ s sale of MlSSOllrl R1ver water to :

, ' ~bonds for the first three year’s State match
= In 1983, South Dakota filed a su1t agamst

~ gram received its first Capitalization Grant of

- $4,577,200 from the Environmental Prote
— coal traffic and tortuous 1nterference w1th 7

~ of Huron received $1 656 000 for 20 years at
-~ proposed $3. bllllOIl coal slurry pipeline ,
~ and as a result, South Dakota received ~

received its second Capltahzat1on Grant: of
- $4,738,000 from EPA on March 30, 1990.
‘Seventeen loans were made by the Board of

« favor of South Dakota and awarded
‘ South Dakota Conservancy District, in 1990

_ decision was overturned by the US. }
R Cap1tahzat1on Grant, of $10,074,800,toSouth =~
. Dakota on Aprrl 3,1991.- Nme loans have =

- been made in-1991, as of November 30,1991. L
-~ The total dollar amount of all loans made is '
, : ' : 820,297,044, e :
No action has occurred on the prOJect B

-Intended Use Plan (IUP) hearmg was held on
“August 28, 1991 at the Board of Water and
‘Natural Resources meeting in Pierre.
~ Projects must be on the IUP.to be eligible for.
o SRF loans The FFY 1992 IUP was voted on

,;;No future actlon is ex-
nterest develops m coal;h

The South Dakota State Revolvrng;

pend1ture of $1,200,000 for. _program initia-

- The SRF is des1gned to prov1de low-f
1nterest loans to mumc1pa11t1es sanitary dis-

control prolects

~The South Dakota Conservancy D1
trict 1ssued $5,785,000 in mumclpal revenue

funds on August 9, 1989. The State SRF Pro-

tlon Agency (EPA) on March 6, 1989
“One loan was made in 1989. The City

a3 % interest rate. :
_The South Dakota SRF Loan Program

Water and Natural Resources; act1ng as the

The EPA awarded the th1rd~.;

The: Federal F1scal Year (FFY) 1992'




-and fmahzed, t the public ‘hearing held on

August 28 in Pierr le 10 is "

k commumtles/nonpo nt

trol prOJects that were approved for the FFY 10 years 4% for 15 years and 5 % for 20 years..
1992 IUP : _The interest rate review is required annually

Table 9 isa detalled hstlng of the loans
g ”rmade by the Board of Water and Natural
= Resources as of November 30”-1991 : The

~PROJECT
f:DESCRIPTIO
"Additions -+ *
" -Rapid Valley - -+ :fﬁ;Rchablhtatron/Collcctlon,
BoxElder. - - * 7. Refinancing - ~
- - Custer .~ “Land Appllcatxon
~ Lake Cochrane - ‘Refinancing >+ -+
Lemmon. & 550 ’Reﬁn'ancmg : :
- Sioux Falls ="~ " Rehabilitation/l reept '
" Lead-Dead : "~ Equipment-
- Vermillion - .2 Interceptors :
" Custer : :
Lead .-
Mobridge
- Sioux Falls
Belle Fourch
“Pierre 7
... Sioux Falls
Sioux Falls
~ Rapid City. -

Lake Madison

Madison - -

‘Brandon -~ ==

Brookmgs i ) Collcchon/lnterccptors
Huron - " Storm Sewers =75 i

,Mccook Lake» - Interceptors/Treatment-
- Wal - Treatment -




 TABLE10
_ INTENDED USE PLAN
'LIST OF POTENTIAL SRF PROJECFS

'7 ,;—VVMunlCIQa]lﬂ L
o Big Stone Clty* s Sl
: lrj ‘Brandon = -
" fj'Canton : o
:Chamberlam -
o Custer State Park :
- | Enemy Sw1m Samtary Dlstrlct
2 ~;:~Hayt1 : g
 Langford
C lead
k;__Madrson :
fﬁMrlbank b
"f'Mma Lake S -
‘Mobrrdge k;,ﬁ i
N SlOllX Clty

Pollock* e
Rapld Clty:'“

e Samt Lawrence G
SrouxFalls, T s

s
V01ga -

. ’;VWatertown*
o i”'f,,_"VV»au‘bay
. Worthing

E *Denotes enforceable prolect

WASTEWATER FACILITIES

- Samtary/Storm Sewers Ty
Collectron/Storm Sewers -

~New Samtary Sewer Collectlon and Treatment Syt

n Samtary Sewer Rchabllltati(:)ni. e
" Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation L
11 Correctron/Rehabllltatlon j Befh el

- Interceptors
= Interceptors ;f'*v " N
:,f Wastewater Factllty Laboratory Reﬁnancmg :
S Interceptors/’I'reatment —
Prairie Meadows Samtary Dlstrrct R fiSamtary Sewer Rehabllltatlon

S Treatment

e Interceptors/Rehabllltatron/Storm Sewers/

Lol T e Treatment/Refmancrng :
“Raprd Valley Samtary Drstrlct e : - New Samtary Sewer Collectron/Sewer Rehabllltatro
,Treatment : : :

i ﬁfj*rInterceptors/Rehabllltatron/
b Storm Sewers/Treatment_r o

e Treatment/Interceptors

~ Treatment

ir'I‘rre'atment :

R fi,_n,Treatment : ‘ ‘
: 7 Collectlon/Interceptors/’I' reatment

: ‘Treatment :

L (Pro;ects appearmg on the Prolect Pnorlty List may be added to this list at any tlme as r k
o kwﬁh the SRF rules adopted by the Board of Water and Natural Resources ) :

Prolect Descrlptlon . e

. Interceptors/’I'reatment '
~ Storm Sewers/Add. to Fac1lrty

' Collectlon/T reatment

Collectlon/Interceptors/Storm Sewers ey

Storm Sewers



MAC'[IYI'[ICS to be 1mplemented for the control‘ of the prOJect areas hsted for :

consideration include: : i ‘ (R
1. Agricultural Best Management Practices such as reduced trllage” od based crop rotatlon e
- terraces and fertrllzer/pest1c1de managment : S e

2 _",Urban Best Management Practlces such

, retentron/detention‘basins'[ St
-~ and non-vegetatlve s01l stablhzatlon b et T

s street cleaning,

B 3 ‘Sedrment Control Structures

4. Studies S

i A Groundwater 1mpacts from agr1cu ] :
B. Groundwater characterlzatlon from selected aqulfers

- G Wellhead protectlon area 1dent1f1cat10n Ll

' Shorehne/Streambank Er051on Control

' An1mal Waste Management Systems ‘ ,
Shoreline Waste Management Systems . et

~»Sllv1culture Best Management Pract1ces such as ground cover and debrls removal

R - N

: Mlmng Best Management Practlces such as water dlver51on and block cutt1ng




* ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGEN-

-~ CY WASTEWATER FACILITIES CON-";"

RUCTION GRANTS PROGRAM

ide grants to- ‘municipalities, sanitary

: ‘"prov151ons of the Federal Water Pollutlon

: Program S

The South Dakota Clean Lakes and

_ onwater bodies throughout the State; provide

plementation projects. -
management of lakes and NPS problems and

kes and the prevention of NPS pollutlon in
specific wate shed areas.. T

' replaced with the State Revolv1ng Fund.-
Chis program was estabhshed in 19721 1990, the Department received the last ap
ricts, and other political subdivisions to -
stthem in the planmng, de51gn and/or con-
ction of wastewater treatment facilities
‘which qualify for federal funds under the
. FFY 1991.

L TABLEll Sl
o EPA CONSTRUCTION GRANTS e
(Octoberl 1990 September 30, 1991)

~ CWFCP
- GRANTS

made w1th funds recovered from earher;

163487 oI

Control Act

The program AIS bemg phased out and
' propr1at10n of EPA grant funds ($4 107, ,400)
for cost share fundlng -Future grants will b

‘Table 11 is a llst of those
mumc1pa11t1es rece1v1ng EPA grants durmg

;grants

TOTAL-~
LOCAL =

"CDBG .-
E GRANI‘S

2307500 i ,
S 000007 1 4
il msie0155,550 5 n ik 327
© 300,000

et C616100
TR V249,2007:,j

188530
202,245 - -
894.190 -

D T f",‘;ir$779,950

el NAME ni ] . GRANTS - LOANS
E McCook Lake San stt LT 0$332,8800 $ 641 935 -
ot Colton - i e T 1120 7 ey
S57- - TimberLake . TETETBRR00
T T Peever SEetiE 99,420 TR
~x..7 Clear Lake LT 286,080 370,000 -
-7 Waubay : ST 426,020
.Hrghmore T 200,000
" Bristol’ o 171,450
" Lake Norden 293,000
~ Lyman County 172,040 s
- “Oacoma e et Q0,888 i T e Dl
S Watertown T 1105 810" 2,000,000 -
o rTOTALV ',;’3;3567475”‘? $1,175422
: :V'Proposed SR e i B

rﬁLakeRestoratlon/Nonpomt SourcePollutlon T
[ - ing dredgmg received State Consolldate
~funding totaling $110,000 in 1991. Wall Lak

i) ~ was granted $60,000 and Punished Woman’s -
i }Nonpomt Source (NPS) Pollution Control

Programs are designed to assess the status of

- pollution sources and their subsequent effect ~ from the Environmental Protection Agency.

- A third lake dredging project, McCook Lake

_technical assistance to local project sponsors - was partially funded-by a $52,500 grant from_

in the design and’ implementation of in-
- dividual projects; prov1de financial support to

_ individual projects- through the management,j, 'prov1ded locally for all three lake dredgmg
~of state and federal grants, and provide assis- -
nce in monitoring the effectiveness of im-
“Each program ‘has
‘general statewide respon51b111t1es in the

~ tional - “cash and inkind COI’ltI‘lbllthIlS were

- projects. The final state projectwith adredge

- Water Development District and local cash -
~and inkind contributions were used to fund

-also focuses on the restoration of - specrﬁc the James River project.

-ch also supphed -$53,500fc

$3 25016 §15,050863

Two lake restoratlon pro_|ects invo

Lake received $50,000. In addition, the Wall:
Lake project was awarded $223,310 in 1991

-the Environmental Protection Agency Add1-

‘was the James River Restoration Project.:
‘State appropriations to the James River

The Env1ronmenta1 Protectlon Agen
for a- Dlagnos




- Lake Protection -

~ Bad River-

. 3rd Street Dam

Dakota Lake jﬁiAssessment act1v1ty,k:'"
-$20,000 for reorganization of the Soutl

- Dakota State Iakes Assoc1at10n

o No new or ongoing NPS pro_;ect
received State Consolidated funds in 1991
~ Four new and three ongoing projects receive
funds through the EPA Section 319 Program

,'Pickerel;} 'Lake :ﬁrecerved;$95,740,<for -lak

PROJECT.

© Pickerel Lake
- Burke Lake "
~Pest./Nitro. Samp ing

Riparian Workshop
Big Sioux Groundwater

' *_ Animal Waste Mgt.
- 'Wall Lake

N ' _ Lake Restoration -
. Punished WomansLake -~ Lake Restoration

~ McCook Lake - -

‘Lake Restoration

Big Stone Lake
Lake Restoration

- Richmond Lake

o "V’“: ’1nformat10n on sound groundwater manag
‘ment, and to develop methods for prevent1 ‘

'Departme’nt of Agrlculture afee
ill be 1mposed ‘and- dep051ted

South Dakota ‘Association’ of Conservatlon
Districts received $4,000 to hold a Rlpanan‘
Management Workshop and $25,368 to con-

“tinue animal waste . managernent activitie
- The East Dakota Water Development District

recelved $25 200 to contlnue act1v1t1es con-

. Groundwater Monitorir
- Lake Protection .=




Department of. Env1ronment and Natural Resources on March 1 and September 1 of- =
- Resources.. must submit complete: apphca- : each year
t10ns to the Board of Water and Natural TR P e

| TABLED3

1992 GROUNDWATER RESEARCH" o
AND PUBLIC EDUCATION FUND

PROJECT . AMOUNT . .
SPONSOR -+ = T o AUTHORIZED

i Davis . o e $16498*~ :
-~ Hellickson - Lo S e 46512 ‘
Rice. - L R T R e ,~16087

Bischoff - - : B s
- Mellette/Todd Cons Dlsts Sy

EDWDD =

Mott :

--Schaefer. .
- SDACD - -

- --Kohl- E e
~Rickerl N IR S R
=== Clay/Cl ﬁ/Schumacher Rl

.~ Roggenthen -

L Clay/Clay/Schumacher

~Clay -
’f",'f""‘*"Webb/Rahn D
‘ f“f‘Mellette/'I‘odd Conlests ,f’ T BN L
=" -EDWDD - i R
L ,.Dav15

e TOTAL -
. Ti*award has been closed = e S I
- **awarded in1991 S e










_ STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES
~ RESOLUTION *

EQUESTI THE“LEGISLATURE TO AUTHORIZE THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE MNI WICONI
URAL WATER SYSTEM AND TO AUTHORIZE A STATE LOAN OF $12.25 MILLION TO PROVIDE
HE NON-FEDERAL COST SHARE FOR THE MNI WICONI PROJECT

HEREA Mni'H , ural Water System s a propo
ystem “which will- prOV1de high qualtty H1ssouri'R1ver ‘water
n the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation and in the counties. of

onesr Jackson' HeTTette and:Penntngton an

etMnt H1c0n1 “Ru
, tate Hater Resources Managment System

. HEREAS the report 1988 PTanntng Report and Env1ronmentaT A ,
, erbruary 1988 "details. the feasibility and benefits of providing
- ~adequate - mun1c1paT “rural -and 1ndustr1aT water’isupplt

:;conservat1on 1n the proJect area, and

. FfiHHEREAS the e ated totaT cost of the proJect is
'.j”m1TT1on of which™ is ‘the non- federa] ‘cost share requ

.j,HHEREAS, the,Board finds ‘that it is,in;the,bestfinter ,
-~ Rural Water System to - prov1de the - nonfederal match1ng re u1rements ,
- enumerated in P.L. 100-516 as amended on January 1989, ~through loans
'*",author1zed from the South Dakota water fac1T1t1es constructton f d d-

N‘iflfFHHEREAS ‘the Board finds the Mni Wiconi RuraT Water System t
. project, meeting an ‘important public need in suppTy1ng quality. wate
- domesttc uses. and mak1ng effect1ve use of thTS state s water resour

':fNOH THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY. THE BOARD that purs pr
- SDCL 46A-1- 11, the Legislature is hereby requested to- authorize
iiconstructton of the Mn1 Wiconi. RuraT Water System, and ‘gr i

- IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Leg1sTature is hereby requested to convert to
- loans all grants author1zed for expenditure out. of the South Dakota: waterf
- facilities “construction fund for the Mn1 H1con1 RuraT Hater System 51nce
) :January 1, 1989 and = S S

A IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to the prov151ons of SDCL 46A 1 13 the h%A;V

. Legislature 1is hereby requested to authorize from the South -Dakota Hater

~_Facility Construction Fund a loan in amounts not to exceed total loans of -

©'$12.25 million, or so -much thereof as may be necessary, to prov1de the
non- federaT cost share requ1rements 5 : ,

 Dated this 13th day of November, 1991y ;,5f»quw",_jf”j} f}?ffyf‘{if,i?gj;}i

the ?_Li;

' a) man, Board of, ater.and
. Adtural Resources S

e ;—;f;(SEAL)
| ATIES

: -,
: Asst Secreta Board of Hater an
. Natur Resources >




"'uHEREAs “the 45,000 ,
ooracre Marty IT: Irr1gat1on' rOJe
,Q:in'Charles M1x County and =

“Water. Resources Managment System an
* WHEREAS, the Lake Andes-:

':"Plann1ng Report and Environmental

fu/’drought ‘conditions : natura]]
;;jiv1ab111ty, and 5

' WHEREAS, prior to con
~~ project the Board finds:

- respect-to glacial till soils an
~ooare: benef1c1a1 to a]] 1rr1gat1on 1n South Dakota;- and:

f§fHHEREAS th1s phase of the prOJect w111 herebyﬂ
WfAndes Nagner/Marty II research demonstrat1on program

~ non- federa] cost share requ1rement, and

”'-HHSREAS the est1mated tota] cost of the Marty II progect 1s 524'0‘ i
coand ,

7 HHEREAS the Board f1nds the Lake Andes Hagner/Marty II 1rr1gat10nrp J
~ be"a necessary project, meeting an important public need in supplying qualit
water for 1rr1gat1on and mak1ng effect1ve use of th1s state s water resources

= fnow THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD that pursuant. to
- --SDCL " 46A-1- 11 ~the Legislature - “hereb

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Leg1s]ature;1sfhereby&requested to"authorlz
- the Lake Andes- Hagner/Marty ‘11" research “demonstration program wh1ch shall
—conclude with-the acceptance of a ) esented te b

0ARD ' OF: WATER_AND NATURAL RESOURCES
~ . RESOLUTION # 91- 4(3 ke

'V?REQUESTING THE: LEGISLATURE -T0 '
- ANDES-WAGNER/MARTY 11 IRRIGATION PROJECT AND 0
- V»OF 57.0VMILLION FOR THE LAKE'ANDES WAGNER PROJ

in 1986 the Marty I

Env1ronmenta1 Statement" dated’ Se? ber: 1985 andithe Marty II AOJeCt report

Assessment” dated January “indicate
benefit-cost ratio ‘of 1.06 to-1 and details the benefits of St&bl]lZlng c
and forage product1on,1n»south central South Dakota to offset the effects of

( na 4 g

i pru ~to- deve]op curate an
“the: re11ab]e ‘drainage -requirements with-
“to develop sound management - ract1ce5‘that

it -ne
quantitative means of addressin

NHEREAS ‘the estimated tota] cost of ‘the Lake- Andes-Hagner proj ct is 5175 017 S
m11110n, $7.0- million of which is the state of South Dakota port1on of; R S

‘requested -

construct1on of the Lake Andes Hagner/Marty I *'rr1gat1on'

e Legtslat ’’’’’ ted Sta
IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED,




: eg1s]ature is hereby requested ‘to- author1ze fromf-the South Dakota~
Facility Construction Fund a loan of $7.0 million, or

e necessary, to prov1de the state

hare,requ1rements :

T BE ST ST WAt
§a€u2f¥* ,gﬁrcgs e er{;ﬁd,’




7i‘ STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
BOARD OF WATER_AND.NATURAL - RESOURCES
, RESOLUTION # 91 ‘iq

REQUESTING THE LEGISLATURE TO AUTHORIZE THE CONSTRUCTION OF . THE BIG SIOUXE
- FLOOD 'CONTROL: PROJECT AND TO' AUTHORIZE THE STATE COST SHARE OF SZ MILLION
FOR THE BIG SIOUX FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT" -5 ,

HHEREAS B1g SIOUX FTood Contro] pro ect is proposed dry dam on Mahon yjh?kﬁﬁt
Creek which will provide- flood control. protect1on a]ong the B1g S1oux R1ver“=*4'
and Lake Kampeska 1n Cod1ngton County, and prmlE

THHEREAS, in 1989 the B1g ‘Sioux Flood Contro] proaect was maderre

part of the:;"iﬂf_
‘State. Hater Resources Managment System, and- s

HHEREAS the report 'Draft Feas1b111ty Report and EnV1ronmenta1 Assessment:--ii oy
~ Flood Contro] for Watertown and Vicinity, South Dakota" dated September 1991 - -
indicates “a benefit-cost ratio of 1.2 to 1 and details the benefits of =
prov1d1ng flood control: protect1on aTong the B1g S1oux R1ver and Lake Kampeskavf o
1n Cod1ngton County, and - . S e - e

HHEREAS ‘the estimated totaT costd of the proaect is 513 4 m1TT1on, SZ 1ira;¥'?
million of which is the-state of" South Dakota portlon of non- federaT cost,:: 2
share requ1rement of $4. 2 m1111on and 5 o S : o

HHEREAS the Board f1nds the B1g S1oux F]ood Contro] proJect to be a necessary;ff‘:[
project,- meet1n§ 1mportant pub]' : need in. prov1d1ng f]ood contro,.;fx,g
protect1on in Co 1ngton County : : u s X -

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED 'BY THE BOARD, that pursuant to the;~provr1vs1ons of -
- SDCL ~-46A-1- 11 the  Legislature  is - hereby requested to author1ze “t
construct1on of the B1g S]OUX Flood ControT proaect and e :

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that pursuant to the prov1s1ons of SDCL 46A 1 13 the;i
Legislature is hereby: requested ‘to. author1ze from -the  South Dakota Hater;?
" Facility Construction Fund a grant of $2:1 million, or so much- thereof as may -
-be necessary, to provi the state of South Dakota port1on of non- federa] costiﬁ
share requ1rements 3 e : e

Dated thls l3th day of November, 1991

sy
<

AssfSecreta Board of'
: Nat Resourcesf




 STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES
. RESOLUTION # 91- lf5

, ¥?REQUESTING THE_ LEGISLATURE TO AUTHORIZE THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE s:oux FALLS
- FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT AND TO AUTHORIZE THE STATE COST SHARE OF $4.6 MILLION
- FOR THE SIOUX FALLS FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT.

VERI,VNHEREAS S1oux Fa11s Flood Control proJect is proposed mod1f1cat1ons of the
o= Sioux Fa11s diversion channel/levee system to provide flood control protect1on

‘»]‘fp',dur1ng a 100- year f]ood along the B1g S1oux R1ver and Skunk Creek 1n S1oux
»_V’Falls, and - - : : : :

‘R';”HHEREAS, in 1989 the S1oux Fal]s Flood Contro] prOJect was made a part of the S
- State Water Resources Managment System; and

s NHEREAS “the report "Draft Feas1b111ty Report -- Loca] Flood Protect1on B1g
~ Sioux River and Skunk Creek at. Sioux Falls, South Dakota" dated ‘September 1991
~_indicates a benefit-cost ratio of ‘1.4 to 1. for the Big .Sioux River flood -

. control structures and a benefit-cost ratio of 1.9 to 1 for the Skunk Creek: ,,;;

= flood control. structures and details the benef1ts of prov1d1ng 100 year f1ood» T

- .control. protect1on 1n S1oux Fa]]s, and e ,

;f,gf‘:»‘EiNHEREAS the est1mated tota] cost of the proJect is- 526 9 m1111on, 54 6 D
" "million of ‘which is the state of South Dakota port1on of non- federa] cost S
5 ,?share requ1rement of $9. 2 m1111on, and : . S e

‘*D*;HHEREAS ‘the Board flnds ‘the Sioux Falls Flood Control prOJect to be

'Qz‘ﬁnecessary project, meet1ng an 1mportant pub11c need in prov1d1ng f]ood>controlrﬂh
fpprotect1on in S1oux Fa]]s »

. NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY. THE BOARD that pursuant to the prov1s1ons of
- SDCL-~ 46A-1- 11 ~the Legislature is- hereby requested to- author1ze the'
',rconstruct1on of the S1oux Fa11s F]ood Control prOJect, and- - o

Sl T IS. FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to the prov1s1ons of SDCL 46A 1- 13 th :
i ereg1slature is -hereby requested -to authorize from the South Dakota VHater
- Facility Construction Fund a grant of $4.6 million, or so much thereof a:
7 be necessary, to prov1de the state of South Dakota port1on of non f d
e ‘share requ1rements - : b

Dated th1s 13th day of November,

7AssTSecretar‘ﬁ‘Board of Water a
s —vNatu Resources e




. STATE.OF SOUTH_DAKOTA _
BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES?T.*'
,,:;1€>RESOLUTION f91-He |

‘REQUESTING;THE LEGISLATURE TO AUTHORIZE?THEVBLACK HILLS HATER‘MANAGEMENT STUDY:
AND - THE -BLACK HILLS HYDROLOGY STUDY. AND-TO- AUTHORIZE THE STATE COST SHARE OF -
$2.5 MILLION FOR THE BLACK HILLS STUDIES

HHEREAS B]ack H111$ Hater Mana ement Study and:the B]ack H111$ Hydro]ogyr
Study are companion studies. for the purpose of assessing and meeting-present
and future water needs in ‘the count1es of Butte, Meade, Lawrence, ennington,
~~Custer,” and Fa]] R1ver, and s

ijfTHHEREAS, in 1982 the BTack§H1lls HydroIogy:Study:was made'a par of- the Stat
NIHater Resources Managment System, and - , '

fif-5'£*HHEREAS the “B]ack Hills. Hater Management P]an offStudy fdeta1ls:the scope of -
Vwaf;;stud1es and the benef1ts ‘the-Black Tls wate resources, and

f:HHEREAS the est1matedftota1?cost ofﬁthe study- pFOJECt? s,SlOVO m1111on,t$2.5f
~million of which is ‘the ‘state of South- Dakota portion .of non-federal cost

- ~share requ1rement ofES ‘million; and
lffiiHHEREAS the Board f1ndSathemBTack;H111sijdrology;Stud ;and the:BTack~H111s;
~ - Water Management Study to:be necessary stud1es,;meet1ng an*dmportant pub11cf

}{need 1n deveIop ng a lack Hills water managemen -plan..

* NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD, that pursuant to the provisions of =~
- SDCL. 46A-1-11, the ‘Legislature is. hereby requested to authorize the B]ackl e
’T;H1IIs Hydro]ogy Study an he/BIack‘H11]s Water Management Study, and . 2

S IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED t at;pursuan to the prov1s1ons of soCL. 46A 1 13, the.
“Legislature 'is - hereby requested to -authorize from- the. _South. Dakota Water:
Facility Construction Fund a grant of $2:5 m11110n, or-so much- thereof as may -
be necessary, to prov1de the state of South Dakota portton of ‘non- federa] costiﬁ "
share requ1rements e i R DT -

, Dated thts 13th day of November, 1991

~ o Lhairman oard of ter e TR e
R ;NaturaI Resources T AN G N R R Y

o (sEAL)
©OATTEST:

" Asst. Secretar Board of»Water agd/
- Naturz ResourceSﬁf




STATE. OF SOUTH DAKOTA
BOARD OF WATER AND ‘NATURAL RE! URCE
o - RESOLUTION # 91 41 o

"REQUESTING™ THE . LEG
_AND_TO AUTHORIZE Ly

Improvement P gram s a P
rainage control, wetlands enhancement, riparian hab1ta deve]opment |
-minimum -in- -stream flows in the counties of B Spink, Bead]e“v anbo,n*
ﬁDaV1son Hanson, Hutch1nson,,and Yankton, ‘

HEREAS, in 1984 the James River Improv
tate Hater Resources Managment System, and

EHHEREAS the James R1ver Improvement Progra
9-662; and :

3HHEREAS the est1mated totaI cost of
illion of which 1is the state of": South
share requ1rement of $5. 0 m1111on, and

v HEREAS the Board f1nds the James R1ver Improvement ro e,a,necessary
—project, meeting an important. public need by providing tr1butary : i
‘control, wetlands enhancement, riparian habitat development, min

aflows, and mak1ng effective. use of this state 'S water r .

'NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD, that pursuant to the'p wisions of
-SDCL  46A-1- 11 “the. Legislature-is- hereby requested to 2 h “the-J
jR1ver Improvement Program, and .. . , :

¢IS FURTHER RESOLVED that pursuant to the prov1s1ons-of SDCL ,
‘Legislature is: “hereby requested to authorize from the South™ Dakota ~Wat
acility Construct1on Fund a grant of $2.5 million, or 50 much thereof as: may
e-necessary, to prov1de the state of South Dakota Po
'share requ1rements S : :

Assti SEﬁreta







WATER FACILITIES CONSTRUCTION FUND CONDITION STATEMENT -

, FY® _ Fyor
REVENUE: "0 2o oo h e
'GeneralFundTransferIn }i TR ©'$ 300,000 b-{*'i $1,180,000 c .

"Loan Repayments (P& D i) | 978 FUe 221978
- Investment Council Interest =~ - oo 384153 Lot 542 632
“Transfers to WERF fromWFCF (17, 417) a- oo (8.273)
- Wear Element Replacement Fund R e rnm 030064 a2 79,368
L InterestonLoanOverpayment el co 8BS S
“ - WERFInviInt, 7 ?; S IR 2,049 - - o261
S GrantOverpayment s it e 1,000 e 1,000
e Mk &VetAffalrsDroughtPay B i T P 20 P 49364 R T s T
~--89 Int on-Union PacrﬁcSettlement S e e G QR et e T e () T e
- TOTALREVENUE oo e 01 027,599 ©2068580 o T T
,EXPENDITURES. ETE S v : R , R I '
Construction & Study Loans ‘ B 3,374 e 9,000 R s
Legislative Line Items = : 812,153 - oo 858,261 S : S
" WPC Revolving Fund Transfer Out SEEERER | RER e 0 R
" Transfer fromWFCF to WERF : L (AT AXT) e T (8,273) e L e e T
-+ “WERF i L = ' S LT8093 e 04,637 T e
- Sohd Wst Mngt Plan . u o Qe e 09,983 R e
© . Consolidated Constr. Prog. - i i 01254203 864,747 S ' e
L _TOTAL EXPENDITURES . SR 2130406 B s 771928 355

.~ REVENUE OVER (UNDER) EXPENDITURES (1102807) S 1025
"~ - - ‘BEGINNING CASH BALANCE = 631788 . 5215079
~—~ ENDINGCASHBALANCE -~ S jjg; 5215079 . 5355304

-~ .CURRENT YEAR APPROPRIATIONS - ' o
-~ Construction & Study Loans oo 015,000 d P LT TR
- - Legislative Line Items L L S 635,000 A 0 2,520,0000 e L
- Consolidated Constr. Prog. -~ - EELE i 1130000 d- 20110000 e e
%" "'Wear Element Replacement Fund = === 0 1 0 s 0 e e
~ TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS. SR : m 30 e m— ,000‘ L

oy

FOOTNOTES FOR WATER FACILITIES CONSTRUCTION FUND
~CONDITION STATEMENT FOR FY91. s

= o a. Represents the payments to WERF by the local pI'OJeCt sponsor and the matchlng monles;
~ . from the WFCF based on hours of use. WERF was set up asa contlnuously approprlated,
- fund equal to the funds recelved (SB44 FY87) :
ib Amount approprlated through 1990 SB341

o Amount appropnated through 1991 SB174 Lo ,ffi ~ e

C ;j;The 1990 Leglslature adopted SB341 whrch approprlated $1 780 OOO for the WFCF O
- this'amount, $300,000 is to be new state money from the general fund, and $1,480,000 is
_to be from existing"WFCF funds.” The projects to be included are $1 130,000 for

- Consolidated Water Facilities Construction Fund Program and $15,000 in Study Loans,:
- for the Gregory. County Pumped- Storage Study. The. remaining $635,000 is for the
~ following projects: James River Restoration Project, $260,000; Mid Dakota RWS Project;-
- $75,000; Big Sioux Flood Control - Watertown, $50,000; Big Sioux Flood Control - Sioux"
- Falls; $50 000; Southeastern S.D. Water Supply System, $50 000 Black Hllls Hydrolo
Study, $50 00() Drought A551stance Program $100 000. ,




e The 1991 Leglslature adopted SB174 whlch approprlated $2 630 OOO for the WFCF Of ; e
this amount, $1,180,000 is to be new state money from the general fund, $880,000 is*
- reauthorization for the Lake Andes-Wagner/Marty Il project, and $570,000is to come from -~~~
g ex15t1ng ‘Water Facilities Construction Fund Program, $125,000 for James River Restora- =
. tion, $145,000 for Mid-Dakota RWS, $100,000 for Hydro Upgrade, $50,000 for Big Sioux
~_ Flood Control - Watertown, $20, 000 for Big Sioux Flood Control - Sioux Falls, $100,000 ~
~  for the Black Hills Hydrology Study, $75,000 for the Lew15 and Clark RWS $1 000 000 fork St
{Mm chom and $25 000 for the Brennan Reserv01r : e : s




~ APPENDIXC




T T aeel
- WATER FACILITIES CONSTRUCTION FUND STATEMENT.
" DEPOSITSTOJUNEOI* ~  WFCFOBLIGATIONS*

 ETSI& UnionPacific ~ ~ $8763339 Conmsolidated -~ $4765000

. ,’GernéfalkFunds L ‘,1 U T $7,480,000 "Consti'Ui:tibn Grants ,,$4,558,489, e

Interest o $4,591,548 o "Constru‘ctionLognsk" $2,845,383 ' i
 Interim Note Defeasance.  ~ $2261,177  Dredg/WERF  $2762319
" LoanPayments $162225  StudyGrants $4428052

Mo _SI7aas o SwdyLoass o $3525000

T T R e o a84243

» SO T ‘i,f;:fUnobligatedBalanCe,f;,rfff; CUSII208 T
e T 824895451

" See WFCF Expenditure Obligations worksheet

. ** These funds are depositcd'With SRE trustee as prbgfam‘rgscrve.' For narrative; s'ce’pfég




WFCF EXPENDITURE OBLIGATIONS

 SCHEDULEA . = : ' Rl S
CONSOLIDATED WATER FACILITIIES CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM e e
r " CURRENT -~

— i : Gl AUTHORIZED + CONTRACTED - RESERVE . .
e f1986 Consolidatcd' ST EIE e $1000000j“j ' -$1,000000 - $0-
1988 Consolidated -~~~ 1,000,000 . ._’ 1000000 R 0
1989 Consolidated - -+ =~ e ~;1,525,000 ST 1525000 T T Qe
, Lo 71990 Consolidated - S 10130,0000 0 1130000 B i | R i s e
ORI S ',',;,1991 Consolidated e 110000 T 110,000 Q el

o 34765000 ¢ ﬁ 765000 30

SCHEDULEB Sl
’ CONSTRUCT ION GRANTS

Custer State Park/Stockade Lake S $625,000 - $625000 %0 e
. Muni WiconiRWS™ = 2,500,000 250,000 2250000V S
WEB Defeasance Grant e 1433489 1 433,489 . o Qe

S WM5BaY 030848 $2250000 e

' scHEDULE & L
CONSTRUCTION LOANS

R fr T f""BDM RWS Loan B
ATt 2 B-Y RWS Loan
nE . Clark RWS Loan , P

L Davison RWS o wmer s oe s 2o
" Deadwood = : SR e
-~ East Gregory RWS Loan e '
- 'EastLymanRWS - -~
- Keystone System Loan _

" LakeByron . .
Mclntosh e e
-~~~ Minnehaha RWS Loan S

~“So. Lincoln RWS Loan . -
~ .T-MRWS Loan: .- -

‘§o§ooco§cccccho”

SCHEDULED 1 |
DREDGE/WEAR ELEMENT REPLACEMENT FUND (WERF) ’. ;

1984 Dredge Purchase l L
1985 Dredge Program .~~~ oo
1986 Dredge Purchase e T
1987 WERF il

-1988 Dredge’ Operatlon, b
: o 1988WERF»; SRR




'SCHEDULEE
-STUDY GRANTS

ij— , e $150,0000 $150,000 - oo
N B1gSlouxHydrolo Soeemm e 827352 <. 827,352

"BlackHlllsHydro U L o381,875 . oo 381,875

‘Brennan - sk e e 25,000

: : R8L022 e T

1185000:, G

s Lyman-Jones RWS *
. Marty I1 Irrrgatron
e ‘"':‘Mrd-Dakota

coocooocoocad

g‘Prck-Sloan ,
' SiouxFalls FC-
- Solid Waste Mgmt Plan‘
-~ Turkey-Clay s R
~Upgrade .-~ ceties T 150,000
“Vermillion Flood Control st e 250,000
~Watertown Flood Control = = - #2150,000
. West Rrver RWS IR i Ry 150,000 2
S $4 278 052 ¢

ok Converted to grants from loans by chlslature/BWNR actron S e

- SCHEDULEF
STUDY LOANS _’

~ CENDAK =~ coelme s 0 $1.375,0000 - - $1,375,000
~....GCPS Fea51b111tyStudy : 150000 T :
<~ Lake Andes-Wagner Irrlgatlon Prolect S L,600,000

Mrd Dakota S S 100,000 -0

e Drought Dlsaster Program
.~ WDD Subdistrict Fund -
-~ WR Aqueduct Legal fees

$1200000{*

gee '$24884243 o em951 83149202

- OBLIGATIONTOTAL . =




1982 ETSI Payment
1983 ETSI Payment -

1983 ETSI Payment
1989 Union Pacific

1988 General Funds
:1990 General Funds -
1991 General Funds

:--1982 Interest -
1983 Interest:::
1984 Interest -
1985 Interest
1985 Interest Correctlo
1986 Interest .
1987 Interest” :
.-1987 Interest - Operatmg budget
~1988 Interest: -
1989 Interest
1990 Interest
1991 Intcrest

1985 Interlm Notc Defcasance
771985 Interim Note Defeasance -
= 1987 Interim Note Defeasance
i 1988 Interlm Note Defeasance o

-~ 1982 Loan Payinénts A
o ... 1983 Loan Payments-
Tommms s 1984 Loan Payments
- iorern 21985 Loan Payments
- 1986 Loan Payments -~
~—-:1987 Loan Payments -
771988 Loan Payments -
© 71989 Loan Payments -
©.:1990 Loan Payments : .
,1991 Loan Payments g

71991 WERF. - :
S ',1991 Mil & Vet ‘Affairs -

~ UNOBLIGATED BALANCE






