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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
. ' 

1':994 ANNUAL REPORT 

Robert E. Roberts 
. D~partment Secretary 

The mission 

A Reese Peck 
Deputy Secretary" · 

of the Department of Environment and Natural Resources is. 
to manage the allocation, use, development and quality of the state's water resources; : 
... to ooalyze ,and.evaluate surface and underground water and mineral resources; 

. to promote and regulate mineral,. oil and gas e~ploration and production; 
. and to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment~ 
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Secr:etary'_s -~eport 

· .lwillbe leaying state gov~rnm~nfwith the change in administrati~q on January 7. 
This is a_ natural time to look at what we have:accomplished overthe last several 
years. · ' - · · - · 

we 1iave accomplishecjan these_ things, and mo~e, with an agency which did not 
grow. Fiscafyear 1996 will be the 10th consecutive year that staffing inDENR _ 

_ . remained within a plus ~fminustwo anclone-half percent range. We actually have - _ 
fewer people in the Department than we did ten years ago: -

· Here is abrieflook at some of our major achievemehts: 

Legislati~e Acti9~::: ·-The niostcomp;eh~n;lve'enviro~mentalprotection act in South:Dakota . 
history. While that bilfaffecte{ alniost eyerything we do, her~ is orie exampleofits 

- - Helping Small 
towns·· 

'Awards. 

4 

· long-:-tenn importance:: Because \'ve had an approved solid-waste management plan, 
we were able to establishJandfill desigri requirements rather than have the federai" ' 
govern"merit do it. We have saved local communities more than $1,23 million per . 
yeadn-landfill --requirements: thaf \\'.Ould'have .been necessary if the-federal-, 
government-had beert.rurirungthe progra~._ ' . . 

- ' - - - ' ' ,, 

; The firs{-ever dedicated rev.enue for water. development. Because we ''put our 
. tnoney where o~r inout~· was"_ by providing in adyand~ where our share would come 

fr_om: we·have.almost a half billion dollars in water construction approved for the 
state -'- on te_rin_s whicli make it. possible for South Dakota to contribute its share. 

' ' ~, ' - ' < • • ' - ' 

A niaj of program to assist sinaUtowns. Included are ·pilot programs in allowing 
' local go~ernment offo~ials to prioritizetheir erivirbnmental problems in the order 

they. think. is important, not inthe-ord(?r that the state or the federal government . 
· thinks is-important. - · ··· · · · 

• · A self-help program which can reduce the cost ofinfr~structure projects more 
' than a thircl, making it possibf e for the small~st of towns to have good drinking 

water and wastewater systems. . . · · 

.- -Representation bri the nati.omil Small To~ Task F&ce and national Local 
Government Tasl{Forcethat advises EPAon this subject. . 

Award-winning ·educat.ion · 3:nd ~utreach progra~~. such.as the Water F esti~als. 
.and Project SAVEwhich are nowj11both elementary and high schools (EPA · 
. OotstandingAchievell1entAwards): Other ~ccomplislunents which have received 
-outside recpgnition i11clude: · · - · · 
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ommori Sense 
eguh1tion . : 

ther 
ccomplishmenis ... 

' • ' < ' -

• ·· . Innovations in funding ofinfrastructure projects (regional award from the 
Council of State Governments). · · 

- • · The ·first~ever ~epartment-wide EPA Outstanding Achievement Award . 

. ·Examples where we forced some sense into .environmental regulation.· 
~ ~ ' • ' - I ' 

• . . -EPA proposed to establish an enforceable level of sulfate in drinking water'. -. 
· Mqre 'than 30 percent of South Dakota's drinking .water systems would have 

. -. been out of compliance, and the costto fix them would have been tietween : · .• -
·.· · $40 and $50 million. We.led the effort to oppos~ the rule be~~use we dori't. 
. believe sulfateis dangerous, and its effects are tempoq1ry. ,The final rule, riow 
. . being announced, will provide alternatives that do not require· spending ,the 

Jens of minions of dollars which might have been required. . . . . . . 

• .· · EPA. proposed classifying petrnleum· contaminate.d material as a hazardous 
waste. Again, we would have been severely impacted. Our best estimate was 
about $200 million of cleanup would have been required. Aqhe same time 

)hat EPA would have classified-material contaminated from: an aboveground 
tank as-hazardous, they would have classified material. contaminated from an 
underg~ound tank as regular non-hazardous waste. We saidJhat didn't make 

. any sense, and after a while,.EPAwithdrewthe:rule. · · 

i\host of small~r.projects: ,. The.Governor's Envi~onmentally·Safe Schools Initiative,whic~ gave ev.ery 
· school inthe state the opportunity. to test its drinking water and to test its air -· 
for radon. 

• A directory of recycling activities ·across the state. 
- - ' , : ~ 

• A successful .Toxic Cleanup Day project which established how such proje9ts < 

. should be done. 

• - ·. Successfulresolution of the potential conflict betwe~~ environme~tal .•· 
· regulations and feedlot operators.. · 

• Completion of the Floyd· L. .Matthew Environmental .Education anq Training 
Center. · · 
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Customer Service . Putting Customers First Most important, we provided service for customers. 
When you callDENR, you really dcm't care what otir acdomplishments are, and you 
don't care what percentage we have of the state budget. What you care about is the 
problem you call about. You want response to your concerns -- we knowthat, and 
we are much better atit now than w~ were four:. 'years ago. · 

As you read,this report, you will find programs and projects described which touch 
the lives of almost all Bouth Dakotans: . DENR affects the cleanliness of the water 
wedrinkand the air we breathe. And increases our knowledge aboutthe.nature and 
extent of our naturalfesourcei And protects the public health helps to finance 
drinking water and '.waste~at.er systerps and faciliti~s for handling solid .waste, · And . 
pro~ects o~r natural res9urces by administering water rights: And provides 
education and information programs which make people smarter about. our natural .. 
resources aricl better able to. participate .. with the Departme11t in deciding what to do· 
next. · · · ··· · · · · · · · 

Almost every day, almost:~very orie in this state is affected 'in some'way by how we 
do our job.· We never forget that fact. · 

' , ~ ' ,. ) 

Finally,lwarit to th~nk allthe men and women of the Department whose hard 
work, dedication and skiUhave made possible,these accomplishments. The state has 
awonderful resource in ~hese j>eople; they deserve our thanks.and respect. 

And to all the pe~ple acros~ the state who h~ve made 'the last four year~ and five 
months so enjoyable for me andfor my family, thank you for making us feel at 
home. Good-bye. · · · · 

Robert E. Roberts 
. Secretary 
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Division of 
Environmental Regulati~n 

The mission of the Division of Environmental 
Regulation is to provide environmental regulation that 
is service and customer oriented, prQtects the public 
health and preserves natural resources, and promotes 
economic .development. 

The Division is· composed of engineers, scientists, . 
geologists, hydrologists? and secretaries. The highly 
motivated staff is dedicated to achieving all aspects of 

· the Division mission. Highlights in each category of 
the Division mission are listed below.· · · 

Steve Pirner 
Division Director 

11ality Customer. 
irvice 

Providing information is one of the Division's most important services, and many . 
. efforts were made throughout the year to improve communication and interaction 

with custor,ners. Some of the ways the Division has.enhanced its services include: 

• Public Workshops: .More than 2,500 people attended workshops and · 
presentations by Division staff to educate and help the public solve problems 
related to \environmental. compliance. . 

• Acce~sibility of Personn.el: Face-to-face contact is often the best way to 
·· provide assistance to our customers. By transferring many vacant positions to . 
Rapid City, Watertown and Sioux Falls, regulatory service personnel are even. 
more accessible. 

• . Speak and Write in Plain English: Average acronym use in Division 
correspondence has decreased from 3. 7 per page to 1. 7 per page.· · 

Other.initiatives to imprnve the service·provided by the Division include: 

• .Federal Program Delegation: The Division continued to work to obtain· 
delegation of all possible EPA-administered programs. Better customer service 
is achievedbecause.the Division administers those programs witij flexibility to.·. 
meet the needs of South Dakota. 

" ) . 
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.. • :. Environme~tal Fees:.·. To .irialce the payment ~f ~nvironmental fees as easy as. 
·. : possiqle, the Diviston calculated drinking water, surface water discharge, and air .. 

quality_ fees·for. all facilities. Th~ response was excellent -- more than.99 percent 
offees due in 1993.were collected .. : , ·., . . ·• · , ... 

· --\Protection of By~providing technical·assist,anc~ a.nd information.first, ~d using enforcement onl}' 
· .. Public-Health and . when necessary, the'Division·hetped achieve high,rates'ofcompliance in 1994. . 

· Preservation of 
Natural Resources 

. Figurel 

8-

•· D~inking'\Vater.: Over 90 pe,rce~tofcominunity water suppliers had all water. 
samples rneet the Drinking Water Standards: These:systems supplied safe water 

. for 206,344,56Qcustomedlays,for a compliance rate of more than 98 percent. . 
. _ There were no wateroome disease_ outbreaks .. · . . . 

• .· Wastewater Discharges: Permitted tref1tment plants pfov.ided {57,080,506 . 
customer days_that ine~all standards, for 98.1 percent compliance. 

·• 

• . Ai~' Quality St~~dards: )51,670,320 custo~er.days ~f clean air were· 
provided; foracoinpliancerafe of99.8 perc;ent. · · . 

'- ' . . ' - - ·,-<··_ ,_-, ,, ' -C-

• Mineral and Mining Op~rations: Mining, oHan.d gas operators had 8,398 
permitted acres 10 full compliance, for a 99 percent compliance rate . 

. • The·status.of SouthDakota;senvironnient canbe·measured by __ many.different _· 
_ factors. Below are descriptions o(the condition of contaminated sites, a11:d. what the 
. Qivision is doing tcLensure.!haUhey are prop~rly cleaned up. . . 

. 300 

200 

·. 100 

.. ·spill/Release Dc1ta . . _ 
Comparison of ProduCts Released .. -
. '. " ' ,. ' -• . - L: .' ' ' ~ ,, ' - '-'. ~ . 

o===-===-===-==-==-==-===-== 
a Petroleum 

- ~. ·- ' ,-

' •lndust.rial Ch_emicals_Y 
· ll!llllAgricultural Chemicals 

'Edited s·epbmibe!:zs, 1994 

. • ·. Spills:: Fifty"'.eiglifpercerit~ or 2,229, of identified sit~s have been cleaned up 
.and closed out. Eiwjre l sliows'the type of spills that occurred in 1994, as 

. compared to other years; ' . . . 
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. ·· • The Division instituted a new procedure to i11crease closeout& and reduce 
dean..;up·costs. A site can now be designated as "inactive" if the probability. 
of the contamination affecting.anything is low and monitonng'has shown no 
movement of the contamination. ... . 

• . \V~lliams Pipeline Spill Near Renner: More thari 172,000 gallons of . 
petroleum.have been recovered and about 157,000 cubic yards ~fccmfaminated · · 

. ,. soil has been excavated to be treated onsite: As a result of the settlement 
. agreement \.vith the Department, Williams. installed. anew seamless 'pipeline 

across the Big,Sioux Aquifer and a high technology leak detection·system .. 
" , . , . 

:_ ,( ·, - . 11 Whitewood CreekSuperfund Site: During 1994, countyordinan'ces banning 
' future excavation and construction on tailings remaining a.long tlie' creek were . 

adopted by Lawrence, Butte and Meade counties:· The site has ertterecf the 
. Operations and Maintenance phase~ and is expected to be deJete.dfrom the EPA 
National Priorities _Superfund List soon. · · ·· 

. . 

•. William~ Pipe Line Superfund Site: EPA completed all smnpling necessary io 
_ docuinentthe extent of nonpetroleum contamination-from the 12th Street·,· 
···facility's urilined · "burn pit." No solvents, pesticides, or PCBs above regulatory · 

concern were identified by this sampling effort; ·arsenic w,as identified in onsite 
groundwater.With the concurrence of DENR, EPA plans no further remedial 

.. action with a minimum of two years of quarterly mon!toring: 

• .. Ells"'.orth. Air Force BaseSuperfund Site: Field work performed inl.994 .·. 
concentrated on delineating groundwater contaminant-plumes, filling hydrologic 
· and ecologic data gaps; and initiating pilot-scale treatability studies: Site specific 

.•. · human health and ecological risk. assessments 
0

were also performed. The project . 
.. · management team from the Department, EJ>Aand the U.S.· Air Force is studying.·· 
· severalalternatives to expedite cleanup. · · · · 

' - ,- ' 

• Black Hills Ar~y Depot: Results of the Corps of Engineers' Phase I of the· 
Ordnance and Explosive Waste Investigation were reported in 1994. Many · ' 
surface and subsurface metal objects were fotinl on most of the areas surveyed, . 

.. . . including the proposed location of Fall River Properties'ash monofill. The .. 
contractor for the Corps began.field.work for PhaseI·ofthe Hazardous and 
Toxk Waste Investigation in. September .. Soil, surface and. groundwater 
sampling is expected to be completed by mid-December. . 

· • ··. Annie C~eek Mine Tailings Proposed Superfund Site: This site was 
proposed for inclusion on the EPA Superfund List in .1991 due.tohighlevel~pf .. 

·. arsenic.-To.perform investigations and complete remediation.prior to··~nal .. 
listing,; Wharf Resources, EPA and the Department applied.innovative 

·· procedures. Dirt work was completed this past summer, and institutional . ·· · 
controls were being implemented.· 
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• Acid Mine Drainage at,the Rid1mondlliU Gold Mine: In February the 
Board. of Minerals arid Environment approved the mine's long-term mitigation 
plan.and increased the rec:lamation bond to $10. 7 million. Richmond Hill 
backfilled the waste dmnpinto.the open pit and began placing a cap· over it to 
prevent acid ge'neratiqn;' The reclamation project should be completed next year. 

'• ( -~ , c > 

• Acid MineDrainage.at the Brohm Gold Mine:' Brohm was issued.a Notice 
of Violation foracidmine drainagetha(occurrecl in 1993,,The NOV.has not yet 
been settled; butBrohm has taken interim measures and has submitted .a long­
term mitigationj,lan. Brohmremoved 110,000 cubic y~rd,s of old relic tailings, 
removed old. tailings in Strawb~rry Creek,· and began sealing off old· 
undergrqund.workings in the pit areas.' 

~ ' '> , ' 

.· The DiJisi6n operates se~er~l programs and.undertakes many activities.to protect 
and enhancetht: high quality of.our\mvfronm_ent ' 

• Environmentally S~fe Schools lnit!atiye: Th~ Department launched this 
program in late 1993,tcHes~ thelead·iridrinking water andradonlevels in the air , 
in South Dakota schools. The Division is in the process of evaluating the results 
and working' with the schoolswiihhigh readings .. About seven percent of the 
water samples are higher than the re~ommended standards for lead, while about 
20 percent of the radon saniples.arn high. . , 

·• Wellhead Protection: Thi; program is des_igned to help locaJgovernqients, 
establish preventative programs to· protect their drinking water suppHes. Thirty­

. eight percent of South Dakotans use public water supplies that rely on 
_groundwater which is covered by local wellhead protection ordinances. 

• Storage Tanks: Qi~isionirispectioris hate show~ about.77 percent of the. 
underground facilities are'in compliance.:nivision staff approve' both .· .· . 
·underground and aboveground tank systems before installation and conduct 
compliance inspection~ to }ris~re the requirements an:hnet. ' ' ' . 

• · .. Leaking Underground Storage Tank T~ust Fund:· The Division uses these. 
· ' federal funds to deal with specia}petroleum releases: Thirty-one projects are 

·underway, with 22 more pending. In the pas{year;the.Division has used the 
funds to relocate families from honies with 'high benzene levels, provide drinking 
water filter systems for rural homes with contaminated groundwater, install 

. vapor extraction. systems where 'explosive levels of gasoJi,ne vapors existed,' and 
' remove gasoline th~t was floating on topof groundwater. 

' • _TribaliState Meetings:,Division staff organized two ~,eetings with Tribal . 
officials to discuss mutual environmental.concerns, prntection efforts, and .· 
impr~vement projects.The. meetings provecivery successru1 inex~hanging , 
information and creatirig ideas for future cooperative efforts. 

''- \ I 
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Figure 2 

• · Minuteman· II Missile Deactivation:: The Division has spent much time 
working to ensure that environmental concerns.of adjacent landowners are 
addressed· a.s 150 missile launch facilities and 15 launch control facilities are · 
deactivated; 

• . ,Discharges from Large Scale Gold. Mines Permitted: The Division developed 
. surface water discharge permits last year for all· discliarges. from large. scale gold 
mi~es. Surface.Water Discharge Permits help d~tectpollution proh,lems so they 

' are addressed before the environment is affected. . 
. . 

• Major.discharges to Big Sioux River Permitted: The Divisionuseci new 
. computer modeling it developed to set site specific standards that could be met . 
by John Morrell and the City of Sioux Falls, and yet also ensure protection of . 

. Jhe downstream' beneficial uses of the. river. · · 

· • Landfills: Twenty-five small town dumps were properly closed out in 1994, 
bringing the totaLto 60. Eleven regional landfills are now in operation, with 1,he 

· final four tobe constructed in.1995 (see Figtire·2). . 

LOCATION OF REGIONAL. SOLID WASTE FACILITIES 

.1 

••• .•. ~ ... 
1• C • 

; ~ - . . .­
, .. --

• Waste Oil: The program, initiated in· 1993 by the Division and Amoco Oil · · 
Company, continued to open:1te. Participating service stations across ·the state · 

· actept used·oil free of charge for recycling. 
, , ' • - - ! . 

' ~ . - ',__ ' .~ / ; 

·, • ·Hazardous Waste Minimization: .This has been a special focus for manyyears 
because waste minimization reduces the amount of raw materials needed, 

· · , reduces waste, prevents pollution and' creates a safer working enviro~ent. The 
latest figures show a continuingdecline in the amount ofhaza.rdouswaste 
generated, even: though industry production did not decrease' (Figure 3).' 

-. ~ ' ' ' ' , ' 
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, Figure 3 

. . Promoting , . 

Economic 
. . Development, 

12 

',' 

HAZARDOUS WASTE 
GENERATION 

•Tons Generated 

.· Froffiwork on 'specific proje~ts' to changes in the way ,we conduct business, the 
Division staff macle many efforts to provide environmental regulation that also. 
assists economic development, ' ,, 

• Workwith Govemor'S Office ~f:Economic Development: · Major projects 
. worked on in '1994 include the: proposed Minnesota· Corn Processors feedlot· in 

' I.Jxookings .County, the Dt:mbar Resort near Deadwood, and the proposed 
)~roGold Cori1Processing Plantnear Milbanic . . . 

- . -,, '., ,_. 

• .· Big Savings for Regfo~:ll Laridfills:, )3y hl,l;ving a state solid waste program: 
·, the Division was able. to save fandfillflastyear an· estimated $1.23 million. These· 
' .·. savings r~sult from §.ite~speci,fic( risk assesslllerit permittfog versus the one-size­
.. fifs;;all ·standards that are applied by EPA. ·,. , ·. . 

, • - . I ~ 

' •. Advocating Flexible:Environmental Regulations: .. The Department has 
•. ' advocated major changes in EPAproposed rules over the years, and 
. · ·consequeritlysaved smaUtownsandbusinesses,millions of dollars. During· 1994, 
· t~e Division worked to get c~anges made to the F eclerai Safe Drinking Water 
r Act for the benefit of South .Dakota' systems. Congress worked on a bill until the 

last day, but was unabte'to '.come to a coinpromise. ' 

• , Streamlined Permif Process: The Division staff are evaluating existing 
pencitti~g processes, looking,forways to streamline'the process, and identify 
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improved methods that save time and money. Several improvements were 
implemented in 1994. · 

• l>ublic notice procedures for 401 water quaHty certification: 401public 
notfoes are now included with those for Surface Water Discl1arge Permits. 
The change saved the Division about $12,000 this year alone, and also saves 
time and money for, permittees. . 
, " ,- ' 

• . GeneralPermits: General permits contain standa(d siting and operating 
· ·criteria for.activities that are relatively generic, routine/and low risk: Iri 
· 1994, the Division covered both the air emissions and stormwater discharges 
from small cq,ncrete batch plant operations under one. permit. If this general 

. permit is issued, it will be the first time in the nation that air and water ·· 
discharges have been combined into one perm~t, .• 

. . . 

• · O~e-stop Industrial Permitting: The Divisio.n st~worked to issue all 
permits for a particular industry at the same time: This is more convenient 

. for both industry officials and. for those members of the interested. public 
because they can have all issues addressed at one public hearing. 

. ' 

• One Permit for Livestock'Production: In those. cases where a proposed 
livestock production facility is not located· over .a shallow aquifer, the. 

· ·. Department has been able·to·issue just one permit for the facility. The . 
controls needed for animal waste have been incorporated into the water 

· right.Facilities permittedin this manner last year include the proposep 
~nnesota Com Processor's 40,000 .head feedlot near Elkton and four hog 
confinement units. 

C e "- ,_ C / < 

• Small Town Environmental Programs: Division staff helped the Department 
. initiate two pilot programs that focus on solving environmental. problems 
without ruining a town's economic viability. The Small Town Environment 

·· Program and the ACTIVE Cities Program (Holistic Environmental. 
Management) use different approaches to help small towns identify their 
resources, prioritize their environmental needs, and solve their environmental 
compliance ·problems. · · · 

. . 

/• . P;nnington County Air Quality: The Division has worked to try to get two. 
violations of the air quality standard for dust in Rapid City thrown out. The . 

·· Division believes these.samples are not representative of the air quality in Rapid 
City. IfEPA uses the readings, Rapid City would become a ';nonattainment .· . 

C area," which could then resultin economic·sanctio'ris and increased controls on 
industry. EPA has not yet announced its decision. . .. 

• Inn~vative Cleanup Technologies:· The Black Hills Army Depot has been .. 
narned·a Munitions Waste Demonstration Site to test innovative technologies 

· and processes to promote faster, safer, cheaper, and more effective cleanups. 
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Figure4 

Also, an inventory and ranking system fo! abandoned mines in the Black Hills 
was named as an Abandoned Mine Waste Demonstration Site: From this work, , 
it is hoped. that innovative cleanup technologies will be developed for use in. 
western states; 'and th~t these. technologies can be used to also promote . 
economic development.·· · · · · 

' ' ' ' ' 

Below·are some bfthe_most.recent production figures available:· 

' ' , ' -

• Gold Mining: The permitted gold mines in the state produced 604,787 ounces 
of gold in 1993, as shown in Figure 4. This made South DaRota the fourth 
largest gold: producer in the United States. At an average s~lling price of 
$357.54 per ounce, the gold produced was worth $216 million dollars. The 
precious metal severance'tax was $5,032,000 in 1993, and $6,014,000 in 
1994. Figure 5 shows that only23 additional acres were permittedin 1994. 

• · Sand and Gravel: About 15 million tons of raw construction materials were 
milled froni 2,010 active ficensed si~es in the state during 1993. · 

• Oil and.Gas: .Over 63 million gallons of oHwere_produced from 147 permitted 
wells, and 7 ,l 00 million cubic feet of gas were produced from 49 permitted 
wells in 1993. 

SOUTH DAKOTA GOLD PRODUCTION 

1993. -
Figure 5 
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Division of 
Geological Survey 

The primary function of the Geological Survey is 
to locate; map, and evaluate the natural resources of 
·the state andto provide the.resulting information.arid 
interpretations to all interested consumers, 

Cleo Christensen 
Divisio·n Director 

itandardization · of The Department began an effort in 1994 to standardize the way it stores and 
itilatural Resources. · disseminates electronic data. As one of the state's primary agencies for collecting, 
)atabases maintaining, and evaluating natural resources data, the quality and accessibility of 

databases in use by the Department is extremely important. 

:;eologic and 
Iydrologic · 
nvestigatlons · 

• A task force lead by Geological Survey is working on a plan to improve user 
accessibility to data from the Department and other agencies . . 

Statewide .Groundwater Quality Monitoring ,~etwork: This program will assess 
(1) the present water quality, (2) the impact of agricultural chemicals on water, and 
(3) long-term trends in water quality in 26 sensitive aquifers acrossSouth Dakota. 

• Division staff installed 20 new monitoring sites in.the Big Sioux, Skunk Creek, 
and Ogallala/Sand Hills aquifers, and took water samples from 28 sites. . 

• · Jnformation from ·this program will .be used to assess regulations and land-use 
practices, and to protect groundwater quality in these aquifers, all of which are 
used for drinking water. 

Mellette-'J'odd Counties Water Resource Assessment: This six-year study with 
the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) will evaluate the geology and water resources 
in Mellette and Todd Counties. The project began in 1992. 

• Nineteen monitoring wells were installed t.his year, primarily in southern Tod~ . 
. County: Several previously undocumented water bearing zones in the Arikaree 
aquifer were discovered. · 
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•. The Department will spend $;350,000 to $400,000 overthe life of this project: . 
' ' . . - ' - - - ~ 

Lake Traverse Resenrationand Roberts County.Water Resource Assessment: 
TheDivisiqn hegariwork onthe projectthis.year with USGS. This six-year project · 

. is designed to evaluate water resources in this area.· . J • 

\ . 

• Field work this.year .includ.ed the drilling of 17 test holes and the installation of 
three monit()ring wells. . . . 

'• Costs forthis project will be shared bi the County ($110,000), the Lake 
Traverse Rese~atfon ($310,000), theU.S, Geological Survey ($230,000) and 
the DivisionofG~ofogical Survey ($233,000): · · 

' - -· ~ ' 

: Spink County.Water Reso~rce Assessmen.t: Field ~ork on)he project is .. 
· . :complete. Staff worked to analyze data, _draft maps.and cross sections;.and write the 
· final report.Publication of the report is expected iii' fis'calyear 1996. · ·· 

\, c - ~ > > J > • o O - l ~ < 

. . 

Minnehaha County.Water Resource Assessment: The project was completed, 
and the repoitis publi,shecL · . . . . 

. . Split Rock Cre~k Aquifer: .' This projict is designed t~ determine the. viability of 
. using this aquifer as a supplemental water scmrce forthe

0citf of Sioux FaHs and . 
otherhearby communities. . . 

• Waterlevels arebeing mon~tored from about 50 ~ells completed in the aquifer. 
Aquifer test sites have been identified~ but aquifer testing ha.s currently been·put 
onhold. · ' · · · 

·Lake Cochrane: ·'fhis project is designed:to·dete~ine the hydrogeology·ofthe 
. Lake Cochrane area. The main emphasis is the determination of what impact 

pumping fro,m the buried aquifer Jhat underlies cake Cochrane would have on the 
· .water resources of the area~ 

• This summer, 35 test holeswere grilled, .16 of which had monitoring wells 
. 'installed in them. All of the new wells were developed, sampled, and surveyed . 

. · Additional watersampling ,of surface water bodies and existing wells also took 
place. · 

• . Presently, the' d~ta collected thi_s summer is being analyzed to produce updated 
geologic maps; cross :sections,. and .water-budget calculations. 

Research ofLow-:Per~eabHitySedinient~ aflhe Sioux Falls Landfill: Field 
woikis nearing completion on a cooperative research project at the Sioux Falls 
landfill that is e~amining-groundwatergradients and chemistry as well as physical 

· aspects gf the clay:-rich sediments at the landfill.·' · 
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• Research results will provide valuable information regarding the.use of clay-rich, 
sediments for waste disposal sites and will provide regulators, and landfill 

· ·. · owners and operators, with a better und~rstanding of how to deal with landfills 
in low-permeability settings. 

nteragency · Black HiHs Hydrology Study and Black Hills Water Management Study:· 
,upport and Other · T~chnical expertise and liaison support continues to be provided by _the Division for 
~ctiviti.es the BlackHills Hydrology Study and the Black Hills Water Management Study:. 

·.·which are included in the State Water Plan. · ·· 
. . 

' - - ' 

·· .. • During 1994, this effort was enhanced by inclusion of the State ofWyonung. 
This importanfaccomplishment finally provides the mechanism to implement an 
area:.wide conceptual approach and cooperative effort for development and ·· 

. management of water resources. · 

• ·The Division also provided technical expertise ahd liaison support with ~ther 
Department divisions and local Black Hills groups for developmerit of proposals · 
for a Rapid Creek.Assessment Project and a French Creek Water Project . 
District Watershed Plan. · · 

Lake Lakota: At the request of the Department of Game, Fish, and Parks, this . 
study is being ccmducted to determine why Lake Lakota was often _dry or contained · .. 
very littlewater.Project emphasis is on determining the lake's water budget, and on 

. loc.ating and developing a supplemental water source to maintain the levelofthe · ... 
lake. ·. · · 

· •: Monitoring of water levels in the lake and streamflow into the lake ha~e been 
. the main activities of this project in the past year. 

· Solid Waste Permit Review: The.· Geological Survey continues to be. an integral 
· part of the Department's effort to· assist permit applicants through the process while 
also serving the general public by ensuring the protection of the state's aq'uifers. · 

• . bi vision staff reviewed several solid waste permit applications, most notable of · 
which were the applications for the Southern Missouri Waste Management . 
Association and the Tri-County Landfill Association. 

• Staff also provided expert witness service; to the Division of En\/ironmental 
Regulation in the contested case hearing,s for these permits. . 

State Ge.ologk Map: The publication ~fanew state geologic m~p .is expected in 
. fiscal year 1996. This map will be the culmination ofsevera[years ofworkand will 

replace the old map that was published in 1953. 
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· . Basic Data Management System: Information generated by the Geological 
Survey and other divisions provides the basis for sound management decisions 

· regarding the state's. geologic and hydrologic resources· and will be an integral part 
of the Department's geographic.information system. The basic dat.a management · 

. · system contains aboutJ2,000 lithofogicfogs, 3,600 inorganic water quality / 
analyses, and 210,000 water levels. . 

' • ,, ; ' ' < •; , C 

• Recently, the Division of Geological Survey designed an organic water quality 
database. This databhse will contain results from, pesticide, volatile organic 
compound and immunoassay analyses. 

• Historical data from:'several research projects in the Department are.currently 
being inputto this database. TJus database will act as a repository for future 
information from·projects such as the statewide groundwater quality monitoring 
network. . . . 

. Grouridwate.r Research and Public Education Grants Program: The Division 
· admi~ist~rs this progrfimwhich.was ~reated iri'f989.·Fouigiants were awarded for 
a total of $160,320 under this program in fiscal year 1994. There are currently 16 
active projects: In tota(43.grants were made from the program providing more 
than $1. 7 million i~ support for. groundwater research and .. education projects. This 

· program was discontinued on March 15, 1994. . 

· "Public Education( 

• The Vermillion Water Festival was a tremendous success again this year. 
Twenty-one schools from five coun~ies were represented by 750 fourth-grade 
students at the even(· One huridred · enthusiastic presenters exposed the students 
to a wide variety ofwater:.related topics and activities. 

• Division staff dev~loped written materials, provided graphic arts services, and 
· helped conduct a workshop for'project SA VE, the· Department's hands-on 
education outreach program about air quality; solid waste, and water. 

• Staff prepared nine fact sheetsfor The}fdtura(Source, an environm.ental 
education· reso'urce book abour South Dakota for 'kindergarten through 12th 

· grade .classroom teachers, and 'made numerous presentatiorts at schools and 
. other educational functions. . 
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Division of Technical 
· & SupportServices 

The Division of Technical and Support Services 
provides assistance in all personnel matters, 
furnishes budgetary and fisccµ information, manages 
information resources, supplies field support for -
environmental monitoring and compliance activities, 

· and conducts environmental· education activities. -
- -

Pat Rice 
Division Director 

~uality · 
;overnment 

;overnor's -
:nvironmental 
:xcellence Awards 

--The Department has been active in the statewide Quality Government Improvement 
Proc_ess since it began iil 1993. The process is designed to help Department 
employees fine-tune their skills, improve their work processes and provide· a_higher 
level of satisfaction to their customers -- the citizens of South Dakota_ 

• About 70 Department employees have graduated from the Quality Education 
System, a· 10-week class detailing ways to-improve customer service and work 

· _ quality. Division staff taught the classes in Pierre and Vermillion. 

• Several Division staff members serve on Step Teams that recommend the 
methods and time lines by which the Quality Improvement Process is 
implemented. · 

This awards program was started by Governor Mickelson in the spring of 1990 as a 
way to honor individuals, organizations and communities that have made a positive . 
impact on the environment. 

• · The program was brought back-in 1994 after a two year break. Division staff 
worked to publicize the program, put together an in-house committee to review 
nominations, select a blue ribbon panel to pick the winners, and organize a 
ceremony to honor the recipients. -· 

• Governor Walter D. Miller presented plaques to the winners ina ceremony at 
the Capitol Rotunda during "Environmental Action Week.II Chief of Staff Frank 

-- Brost .also spolcetothe group at a luncheon in Pierre. The winners included: 
' - --
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··. · · · T 6m Merrill ofYarikton, Huron Cleaners, Rapid City Street Department staff; . . · 
. Children's Care Ho~pital and School Vocational Education classes and Clarence . 
. Mortenson of Pierre; . . . . . 

. ' - ' 

State/EPA Liaison . The Division serves as th~ liaison betwe6n the state and the Environmental· ·. 
Prot~ction Agency. As the ce~tralpoint ofcontact,Jhe Division works to maintain 

.·.· Interagency· 
Planning 

·Facilities 
Management . 

. 20 

open and effective communication between EPA arid the state, . . . 

• . As.part of the effort to improve the way w~ d~ business;Division staff 
coordipatedthe Department· effort to develop· the first multi;.year agreement 
with EPA.· Previously rewritten every year, the State/EPA Agreement (SEA) . · 
contains work plans develope<;l jointly with EPA. By combining all the EPA 

.. grants and requirements into one multi~media.,, multi:.yeacdocument,;a: . 
tremendous amount of paperwork and duplication w~re eliminated. ' . 

. ,, ' .·' ., ' 

~- -- ";, , ' . ! 

. • . ;Division staff helped organize the EPA mid-year review in April. This is an 
... ·, opportunity for state environmental officia]s to meet face-to.:face with the 

~egional ~p A officials and,discuss progress on the SEA work:plans . 

. The Division continued administration of a grant from the Department of 
· Commerce Economic Development Adminis.tration. The grant funds are being used 
on a project jointly sponsored. by three Sioux Nations in. Scmth Dak9ta and the 
Wind.River Nation.in )\'yarning fo .assemble ec.onomic planning data for use in 
geographic information systems (GIS). ' 

• , In 1994. the tribal nations worked. to d~vel6p pilot projects utilizing the planning . 
data. The South Dakota cooperators include the Sisseton-Wahpeton, Yankton 
arid Cheyenne Rive~ Sioux Nations.· . . .· . , 

' ; ·-' . . , '' ' . ' 

... ~ • In relatecl geographic information system plamling efforts, the Division worked 
with federal, state,. regional and l~cal planning entities to assemble a data 
dictionary for GIS data in the state. · · · 

. In J9g9 theDepartment b~gan.participation in afa~ilities upgrade processwith the 
South Dakota.Bureau of Administration;.The project was designed to remove 
asbestos frointhe Joe Foss Building and:renovate the interior of the structure. The 
Division of Technical and Support Services overseesand coordinates these· 
activities. r ' . • . . 

• .. Work on the third floor of the Foss Building was· completed in early January · 
1994. Several staff members were moved to new }~cations within.the building, 

. and.the Waste Management program moved from a location in downtown 
.·.Pierre.All Department staffin Pierre are now located in the Foss Building. · 

J 
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• The Rapid City Regional Officewas also moved to a new location. In February; 
the Regionaf Office staff moved from 36 East Chicago Street to a new building 
at2050West Main. · 

• . In rec~nt years, staff ha~e been transferred from Pierre to the Regional Offices · 
in order to provide better customer service and move· staff expertise closer to 
the towns 'an.d bu~inesses that.need our help. Figure 6 shows the areas covered 
by each office. 

DENR Regional Office Service Areas 

Project SA VE • 

/ • C ' C" ~ ) 

• . As/part of the overall facilities upgrade, computer local area networks (LANs) 
· were installed at each of the regional offic~s. The regional offices now have . 
. access to software identical to that in the Pierre .office, including electronic mail, 
··word processing and data base applications, and the Internet. 

Proje.ct SA VE (Studies, Awareness; and Values of the Environment) 'is, now in it's. 
· third year, and has continued to spread to schools throughout the'siaie: About 400 

·. Jeachers from 4 5 schools have beer(trained to use the dozens of activities re1ated to 
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. · Training and 
Public 

. Education 

22 

. air quality, water quality, solid waste, hazardous waste and pollution prevention. 
· Along with the activities, the program provides.teachers with bac~ground and· 

supporting.materials;needed ·to implement environmental education in their classes. 

·. • A new game called SA VE·WENDY-WATERwas published this summer. The 
game wa~ designed by educators from Sully Buttes Schools as part .of a Project 
SA VE workshop.:An air game is now on the drawing boards for printing next 
summer.· 

• Several Project SA VE workshops arid college credit dasses were held over the 
past year. The total number of teachers attending was 200. ·· 

' ;: -. . --- ' 

• The Divisicm is working with Soµth Dakota State University to design and 
deliver a Project SA VE program specifically.for secondary teachers. The class 

· wiH be held at the. SDSlJ Northern Plains Biologic~l .Research 'center northeast 
.. of Brookings. 

• Five schools are participating in a South Dakota National Science.Foundation 
grant with Capital University Centerand the Division on math and science staff 

. development using the Project SAVE program. The participating schools will be 
· linking their scientific findings at. each site through use of electronic bulletin 
boards. · · 

' ' . -

The Division runs the drinking water and wastewater. operator assistance arid· 
training program; In order to become a certified water or wastewater operator, an 
indiv;idual must be ~mployed by a water pr waste~atersystem, have the necessary 

. education and experience; and pass the appropriate exam. · 

· • . More than 525 people attended the 2 loperator training classes conducted 
across the staiethis y~ar. 

• An,intemal survey showed that operators who took a training class from the 
Department gave themselves a 20 · percent advantage over those who took the 

· exam cold: · · · · 

Division staff helped promoteawareness·ofDepartment programs in several ways 
· throughout the year, including: . · · 

• Displays at the State Fair, Commm1ity-State Day, and other. events;. ·· 

• Various brochures and pamphlets; 

• .A quarterly newsletter; and 

• Graphics and ~aterials·for numerous presentations. 
' ' _I ~ ' ,? 
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Division of Water Rights 

The Division· of Water .Rights is primarily. 
responsible for managing the allocation and 
regulation of the state's water resources, and . 
promotion of conservation; economic ·development 
and project safety in the use of water. 

The division consists of administrative; 
engineering, .groundwater, and surface water . 

. sections with a total of 21 FTEs: 

John Hatch. 
Division Director 

~rotecting South 
Dakota's Water. 
R.esources 

Major Accomplishments and Issues 

Interstate Activities: 

• Missouri River Mainstem Reservoirs: Providing technical input for the 
Missouri River Main Stem Reservoirs Master Water Control Manual Review 
and Update. The manual identifies criteria used. to establish the Annual 
Operating Plan for the reservoirs. The draft·environmental•impact statement 
for the manual has been released and identifies a preferred alternative for 
· operating the reservoirs: Staff attended meetings to make the case for South 
Dakota's interests. The manual update is scheduled for completion in 1995 . . 

· Participated with the U:S. Army Corps ofEnginee~s, Omaha Division, and the 
Missouri River Basin Assodation in developing the 1995 Annual Operating 
Plan for the Missouri River Main Stem Reservoirs. 

· • Belle.Fourche River Interstate Compact: Negotiating with the Wyoming · 
State Engineer, Belle Fourche Irrigation District, U.S: Bureau of Reclamation, 
and Wyoming irrigatorsto establish a recreation pool for Keyhole Reservoir. 

•• North Dakota Garrison Project: Working with the Bureau ofReclamation, 
Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish.and Wildlife Service, and the North Dakota 
Water Commission to resolve James River issues. These issues.include water 

··availability for: 1) the Oakes test area (an advance feature··ofNorth Dakota's 
.. Garrison project)~ 2) operation of Jamestown and Pipestem reservoirs, 3) a 
· riational waterfowl refuge, and '4) other wat.er right holders in.both states . 
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•- . Lake Cochrane: Monitod~g development of the groundwater supply for the 
Liricoln"'.Pipestone RuraLWater System located in Minnesota. The state of 

. Minnesota has approved a permit forthe rural water system: The wells ai-e ' 
located in Yellow Medicine county about one mile from Lake Cochrane in 

' · .. '_South Dakota.' A draft Amended Environment~ Asse~sment documenfhas 
been prepared and distributed for comment., Area residents are concerned that 
diversion of water in Minnesota will lower water le".,'els in the lake. A total of . 

. 20 observation wells have·beenidriUed to monitor groundwater fluctuations. 
· and a.continuous recorder has been installed on Lake Cochrane to monitor lake . 
)evels. A deeper aquifer is also bei!}g investigated as a potential water source. 

I" _, - ' 

In-st~teActivities: ·· 

ii._ Water,Mamigeme~t: Prof~cting domestic water use.and more than 6,000 ·. 
water rights from interference. 

' ' 

' •. Pactola and Angostura_ Contract Negotiations: Participating in.contract 
renegotiations betwee11th~'U.S. Bureau oQleclamation,·water right holders, 

· · . ~ and other intereste~ parties for water stored in Pactola and Angostura : 
, Reservoir: . . . . 

... • . Safety ofDams: Approved plans and specifications for'repai( of flood 
··. damaged dams: ·, Elm Lake Dam; Brown County; East Vermillion Dam; · 
· McCook.County; Jones'Lake _Dam;Hand County;·and Lake Alvin Dam, 

· Lincoln County: · · ··· 

• . Well Plugging: Prepared educati~nal materials in cooperation with SDSU Ag. 
. . Extension concerning the importancdof plugging abandoned wells: Field 

. demonstrations were used te>. instruct participants oh proper well· plugging 
techniques: Abandoned wells pose. safety hazards (last year~a child fell into a . 
well), and can allow coritaininates to enter groundwater supplies; . . 

·- ' ' , , , ,- -

')Vater. Rights an<f .... ·. • ProGold Corn Processing: Assisting P;foGold with water p~rn,iitting issues 
. Beneficial Use· of · ·and availability of water resources as part of the site _selection for a proposed .• 
South D~kota .. ·· --· ·corn processing,facility.:rhe Giant County site is one of three sites being . 

· considered by ProGold for construction of a $250 million corn processing 
Water Resources .' .. plant. The',other two sites afe in North Dakota. ., . ' . 

24 

. • .~un_barProject:Assisted the•punbar Project; a$I00 !Dillion project.to be 
located at Deadwood,·i11' applyiiigfor a,waterrighrfromWhitewood Creek to 
jtrigate a golf course for the. r~sort. Approval' ofthe water right followed 

. :-development:of a cons~nsus agreeinerit~etween existing water rights holders, ' 
. fishery interests and the Dunbar Project own.ers .. 

• Lewis ?1tcl ClarkWat~r System: Prdce~dirig with an application filed by 
Lewis and Clark Water Syst~m for 30,000 acre feet of water from well sites · . ' - ' ' ~' . . - - ;, 
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Nater. 
\1:anagement ·. 
[ssues 

alongthe Missouri River nearVermillion. The system will serve counties in· 
southeastern South Dakota, southwestern Minnesota, .and northwestern Iowa. 
The Water Management Board, following a public nearing, recommended . 
approval of the appµcation to the 19?5 Legislature. The Legislature must 
. approve any water permit application for more than 10,000 ~ere feet. 

· • Minnes~ta Corn.Processors: Assisted Minnesota Com Processors.in applying 
for a water right to use groundwater to supply a 40,000 head cattle.feedlot. · 
The water right contained several qualifications designed to ensure compliance 

· · with environmental reguJations and to protect the· environment. 
,- ' -. . 

•·· Black Hills Hydrology Study: Participating in the BlackHills Hydrol~gy 
. Study with the Geological Survey and most recently with the state of , .. 
. Wyoming: Data collected via monitoring we\ls and· 3 8 stream gaging stations is 
being. used to assess the water resources in the Black Hills area: The 
information \\Till also be used in the BlackHills Water Management Study 
being. conducted by the Bureau of Reclamation: · · 

.Installed three new monitoring wells for.the Black HillsHydrology·Study.·One 
well is in the Madison formation, one in .the Minnek~hta formation~ and one iri . 
the Minnelusa Formation .. The wells will provide valuable information on water 

. Jevel,quantity,, 'and quality. .. ·. . . 

. . . 
• · La Creek Wildlife Refuge: Participating in a Coord_inated Resource 

. Managemeni(CRM) proceeding to address water.management activities on 
· · the LaCr.eek Wildlife Refuge. Area landowners are concerned about impacts to 

private property by refuge water control. structures. The goal of the CRM · 
. prncess is to involve allint~rested parties in'negotiations to.reach a mutually 
acceptable agreement resolving all issues. A contestecl water permit application 
filed by the refuge is on hold pending completion o(the CID4 process. 

' \ C , / 

111 Crow Creek Ditch: Providing technical expertise to 3:ssist in solving drainage 
problems associated with the Crow Creek ditch located in Brown and Marshan i 
Counties."The ditch drains approximately 600 square miles into the James 

. River at a point. about 15. miles northeast of Aberdeen. Lower reaches of the 
drain continue to be flooded due to excess rainfall in 1993-1994 .. A report 

. addressing the inter-county drainage issue and possible remedies has been 
developed and distributed to Brown and Marshall county officials. 

• Flooding: Completed investigations on numerous flooding complaints in 
eastern South Dakota. For example: Crow Creek Watershed, Brown-Marshan· 

· .· Counties; Dry Lake and Grass Lake, Codington County; Lake Albert, Grant 
County; Waubay Lake, Rush Lake and Bitter Lake, Day County; and.Lake . 
Thompson in Kingsbury and Miner. C~mnties. . 
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• · Homestake Vested Water Right Claims: Validating Ho~estake's vested· 
water right claims cohtinuesto require considerable staff time and effort to 

. address technical, procedural/ and legal issues in preparation for a hearing 
before the .Water Management Board. Homestake Mining Company has filed 
vested water right claims for watef from several drainage basins in the Black 
Hills for mini~g and municipal uses: . 

• Lake Cochrane/Lake Oliver: Assessing Lake Oliver/Lake Cochrane options 
to address concerns about poor quality water in Lake Oliver entering Lake 
Cochrane. Lake Oliver is experiencing high water levels and is upstream from 

' ,. ' ' , 

lake·cochrane. Lake.Cochrane home·owners do not·.want the lower quality 
water and are seeking ,to establish an outlet that will .drain Water around Lake ·. 

· . Cochrane: Culverts co~necting the lakes have been plugged, . . 

. Customer Servfoe In conjunction with the Department's commitmentto quality customer service, the . · 

26 

· .. Division continues to make a speciaLeffort to .enhance· and streamline· services · 
provided to our customers. . . . 

In 1993, the Division received approval· of legislation to significantly reduce the 
·. length of time to process ari imcoritested application to appropriate water. The 

number of days to process an uncontested application has been cut by as many as .. 
90 days.. · · · 

' 'Iri l '994, the Division· supported .legislation to allow changes in location of· 
' pumping points. ~n additional pumping points without the need of submitting an 

application. Minor orroutine chai:iges to existi11gwater rights are now handled 
administratively without.the experise and time of processing an application. 

Who·are our customers? ·. 
General Public 
Irrigators 
· Municipalities 
Industries 
Businesses 

· Rural Water Systems 
Mobile Home Parks 
Suburban Housing 

··Mining Companies .. · 
State and Federal Agencies 

What services do we provide? 
Protect Domestic Uses ofWater · 
Protect Existing Water Rights 

. Process Applications'for New Water Rights 
·water Project Safety .. . 
Certify Safety of Dams 

· · Set Ordinary High and Low Water Marks and 
Outlet Levels. on Lakes · .. 

· Flood Control 
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!uriding·· 

· •-Jim Raysor 
Pivision Director 

·Division ofWater· 
Resources Managemen~ 

The mission of the Division ofWater Resources 
Management is to provide technical and financial 
• assistance for the protection, restoration, and 
development of South Dakota's water resources. 

The Division of Water Resources Management 
accomplishes this mission by managing a number of 
state and federal programs. They are the State Water · 
Pollution Control Revolving Fund. Program,. the 
Consolidated Water.Facilities. Construction Program, 
the Construction Grants Program, the Solid Waste 
Management Grant Program, the State Water.Resources 
Managemerit System, the Clean Lakes Program, and the 
Nonpoint Sourc~ Water Pollution Control Program. 

Programs managed by the Division supplied $23.0 million for project development · · 
in 1994. 

• The Division reviewed and made recommendations on 66 applications for 
· funding from the Consolidated Water Facilities Construction Program. The 
.Board ofyYater and Natural Resources awarded $6:3 million to 54 projects. 
This funding l~veraged more than $30.3 million in project development. 

• The Division reviewed 71 applications for Solid Waste Management Program. 
funding. Of these, 37 grants were awarded for a total of$894,916. This · 
funding leveraged more than $5.5 million in project development .. · 

• Due to the phaseout of the $180 million EPA Constru~tion Grants Program, 
no new grants.were awarded in 1994. The Divlsioncontinues to administer 15 . 

active grants. 
. . 

• The Division reviewed and recommended funding on 18 State Revolving Fund · 
loans totaling $11.7 million. This funding leveraged more than.$27.2 million in 
project development. Since1989, this program has provided $52.2 million in. 
low interest loans to 40 communities, sanitary districts and ·solid waste · 
mariagemeht districts. . 
. , , , ' -- ,' ', ,, 

· .· • ··on behalf of project sponsors, the Division applied for an,d received five· · 
implementation grants of more than $1.3 million for Nonpoint Source Pollution 
Projects. These funds resulted in more than $4.1 million in implementation of 
Best Management Practices... . . 
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Customer Seryice: 

28 

• · AnriuatlYthe Division administers'$] 00,000 for projects using EPA Nonpoirit 
·. Source Development Funds. · , · .. · . . . > . · 

• The Division prepared$2.35 inilliorri~funding ·agreements for State Water 
.Resources Management System. project. devel()pment and. construction. These 
funds levl!raged more than,$19:Q million in federal funds, · 

• On behalf of project spori~ors, the Division applied for and received three EPA 
Section 314 Clean Lakes ~ssessment grants totaling $252,000 for new projects 
this year. 

. Water Resources Management statrmust mai~tain a close w<>rking relationship 
.· with a variety of customers--· local. officials, federal agencies, and other state 
agencies. Throughout the year, efforts w~re made toimpr~ve customer _service and 

... · provide direct assistance to communi_ties. . . 

· • On the advice of Division staff;Jhe.Board of Water and Natural Resources 
·· advancerefundeq its 1989 and 1992 · State Revolving Fund Program bond 
issues: This resulted in·an ~dditiona($500,000Tor project development. 

· • To help communities co~plywith more. stringent environmental regulations, 
.. ·. Division staffreguested and recei~ed EPA approval to use the State Revolving 
· .Fund. for nonpoint source/groundw~ter protection projects: This made landfills 

and transfer stations eligible'for the lqw interest loans, providing an inn·ovative 
. source e>ffunding for anunfimded.mandate. Because of this.expanded use, the 

SRF'programwon first runner-:-rip inthe 1994 CouncilofState Governments 
.·Innovations Awards program:· . .. . 

, · • .. Staffchaired the'Rur~l :b~~elopment Task EC>rce. as'part of Governor Miller's 
· Quality Government Initiative: ; : · . . 
'' • '.- - - - ~ I - • 

•- A us~r-friendly guicle ~as developed to assist, applicants with the Solid Waste 
Management· Program grant• process;· Special eff9rts 'were made· in. the planning 
proces~ to incorporate suggestions. from affected groups.· 

-- ' , { ' 

• Administratiye rules and the.State WaterPlanrii~g Pr~cess guidelines for the 
·· Consolidated, SRF, and Solid.Waste Programs were revised to make the 

progra~s ~nd applicatio11 processes·moreconcise: · , .. 

• State Water Resources ManagemenfSystem project sponsors were involved in 
the formulation of the Omnibus. BiU by providing input through a public 
meeting on their funding n~eds. ' 

• Extensive staff time was devoted fo the South Dakota Flood Hazard 
Mitigation.Team.The team revised the state's hazard mitigation plan and made 
. funding recommendations for FEMA Flood Hazard Mitigation grant funds. 
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Project 
Dev~lopment/ 
:Implementation 

; - ,·-'- -, ', "-

~ • The 1?~vision ~pons~rs the Adopt-A-Stream programand the storm drain 
stencdmg prnJect. Sixteen groups,are involved in these activities. · 

' -, I ' -, 

· • The staff c;onducted .Water F.estivals for 5~91 i fourth gr~de students in Pierre 
.. · Spe_amsh, V:rmillion: Sioux Falls, Brookings and Huron. Sponsbrsof all six, 
·. . fe,stivals received national EPA awards. 

· · · • . inro~ational videos and a public advertising campaign ;ere produced for 
... n~npomt sourc.e control e.duca.tion. The program received· two Adcly awards 
··. from.the South Dak<>ta Advertising Association. · 

• . The Di~ision pres~nted public displays .011 pollution prevention at eight state 
.. an~ n.ational locati~ns .. One of the displays is an interactive video kiosk which 

· teaches people about water quality management through video games. 

·, · .. • The Division assisted in the production of two videos· th~t provided wide . ·· 
.exposure and national acclaim for. the grazing andriparianmanagement oil the 
Foster Creek Demonstration project. · · · · 

• . The Division produced 12 segments on the Dakota Farm 'falk radio. prngram 
to highlight nonpoint source control activities and opportunities.· ·· · ·· 

· • . Staff coordinated and sponsored three conferences -- . the annual six stat~ EPA 
Region VIII Alt States Meeting, the N onpoint S6ur~e Coordinators, meeting, 
and the first annual Region ~II Lakes Conference. · 

• · The Division secured EPA funds, to established the Citizen's Volu~t~~r Lake 
Monitoring Program involving 26 lake grcmps. AVideo was produced and is 

· available to schools or private citizen groups upon request: 

• · A Citizen's Guide to Lake and Watershed Projects was published by the 
Division to assist. citizens with the steps involved with a re.storation project;. 

·•· The Division has been active in establishing the Small TownEnvircmmental . 
. Program (STEP) in South Dakota. This program helps small towns wi~h water 

and wastewater projects by using·local resources to reduce costs. Belvidere 

. was selected' as the pilot community: 

• The Division received a $50,000 grapt to implemenuhe newMunicipal Warer .. 
. Pollution Prevention program. This provides"commtinities with thetool.sto. .· 
· ·. voluntat:ily assess the operational• and financial capability of W~S!~water utilities 

andaddress critical issues. . . 

·. • · Th~ Division worked withthe congressional delegation ancLtheBure~u oL · 
Reclamation to expand the Belle Fourche Irrigation Rehabilitation prnject. The 

~ . project ceiling was raised by Congress based on tliese discussio.tJS. . . 

29 
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• . Coordination with the Mni.Wiconi Rural Water Systeinparticipants.continues.· 
Staff assisted in :discussionson'tlie; cost share requirements for the project. 
Negotiations between the Division staff, project sponsors and the Bureau of 
Reclamation resulted in'C6ngre'ss reducing the nonfederal cost share. 

. -:-- -

•. Staff have been activelYinvolved in the formulation.of the Mid-Dakota Rural 
Water. System. · Staff members participate in. the lilteragenci Mitigation 
Assessment team arid .the team negotiating the Project repayment agreement. 

• The Division testified in theCbngressional Appropriations committee hearings 
. in favor of funding for the South Dakpta· authorized projects. More than $20 
· million was appropriated forwater development .efforts in the state. Staff also 

provided.testimony on the'autl:ibnzation.ofthe Lewis·and Clark project. 
' ' . - . ,,:1.. ' 

• . The Divisi6n mariaged grnnts. fot and. provided technical assistance to 3 0 active 
watershed/lake ijlld groundwater implementation projects and to 21 projects 

., under development. .Tlie Division also provided·plan:Oing and technical 
.. assistance to an additional 21.potentfal watershed/lake projects .. 

·• A comprehensive report ori the asse~sment ofl l O lakes was published this 
year. The statewide lakes assessrnent>project is an,ongoing annual activity and 
has been in existence since 1989, · · ·· ; 

. •~·Staff compiled ~n~ publis?e~.the:Secti~nJQ~(b) Reportt~Congressfor the 
. · ... DepartII1enLThis IS~ r~port on the quality.ofSotith'Dakota Water.resources 
. . a~d a .summary of the activities ~f state water:pol~~ti~n control programs. 

-- , .. i I . - . ' -.,_-- . ,. 

•• Ten representative lakes were ~ampl~d f or'ioxins in fish fles~ .. This was a 
coo~erative proje~t w~th Game,· Fish and Parks and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. . · · . · ; · · ·. . . . 
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Contested Case 

Board of Minerals and Environment 

TheBoa~dofMinerals and Environmenti.s a nine-member citizen's board 
appointed.by the Governor. Members of the Board are appointed for four year 

· .. terms and are responsible for protecting the environment and natural resources of 
South Dakota in the areas of mining, ai_r quality, hazardous and;solid waste 
asbestos,' and oil and gas. ' . . ' ' ' ' .· ' ' ' 

The past year has seen a change in the membership of the Board with the ,- .... 
resignationofMaryWiese and the appointment of Patrick :Healy;·Mr. Healy,--:.· 
Sioux Falls, is Presi.dent of Diesel Machinery, Irie. The nine Board members . · 
combined have more than 80 years of experience in_ dealing with the . . 
environmental issues of South Dakota. · · · . · · 

During this past year, Jhe Board held seven meetings that were attended by a~out 
200 people. Follov.:ing is.a summary of major actions.taken by the Board. 

, • . The Board of Minerals and Environment held sev~ral contested case hearings ' 
on applications for solid waste facilities,· and:: · 

• Approved Tri-County Landfill Ass9ciation's application for the 
construction and operation of a regional landfill 'facility .at Pukwana; 

• Approved Rapid City's application for a resource recovery facility and 
municipal solid waste landfill;. and · · 

• Approved the application for renewal of a solid waste permit for Walworth 
County. · · · · · 

• .The Board also approved the release of$25,500 of a $31,100 reclamation 
surety for South Dakota Disposal Systems,Inc. The r~maiiling $5,600 was 
retained for possible reclamation of seven acres at the proposed Lonetree 

· Balefill site that had not been reclaimed by SDDS. · 

• . A contested case hearing was held in February to .consider an application by · 
LAC Minerals (USA), Inc. (Richmond Hill)Jor an amendment t~ its ~ne . 
permiL·The amendment application to implement a long:term acid mane 
drainage plan was approved with conditio~s ~nd amend~ents asprnposed by 
the Department, which included a $10 .7 million reclamatmn bond. · 

' . ' 

· • The Board approved an application for Wyoming Resour~es Corporatio~ of 
Rapio City requesting temporary spacing units in ~~ew 01,l and gas field m · .. 

Harding County.. . 
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· • . Two additional oil and g~s hearin~s were held :at which: , 

. · Ii . An extension ofa field -was grantedfor compulsory pooling for Bowers Oil 
and Gas, Inc: of.Grand Junction, Colorado, and 

• An application f6r a'. directional drilling peimitwas approved for Apache 
Corporation, Denver,· Colorado .. ·· . 

,,· 

, • -In other acti~ities, the Boa~d: · .· , 

.··• Approved financial assurance instrumentsforNationalTire Services, Inc., 
· Brooklrn Park, Mirmesbta, :rdr the ·operation of a waste tire storage facility 
located i.n Milbank($80,0QO);. 

. • · Approved financial assurance :instruments for New Deal Tire, Groton, 
($15,000) for the operatioriofawaste tire storage:and handling facility; 

• .. Approved changes to the hazardous waste rules; ancl 

• . Was.~ot required t9 bolcf a; hearing for updating the preliminary list of 
,Special,_Exceptiona(Crittcal or Unii}ue Land~ as no petitions were 
received. · · · · 

~em:;s of the Bo~d of~ner'als andErvironmentpictured left to right (front row) Craig 
rot . ~use, ~ob, Hayes; Ricliard S\Veetmen (Chaimtan), Lee McCahren,· (back row) Pat ·, . 

. Healy,· Lmda Hilde; Grace Petersen; and Wilbert Blumhardt · · 
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Major· Issues 

~ i ·. 

Water Management Board 

The Water ManagementBoard is a citizen's board appointed by the Governor. 
Members of the Board .are appointed for four year terms and represent various 
interests ofthe public: Two Board members represent the public at large, and the 
remaining five represent municipal government, irrigation, domestic, industrial, and 

. fish.and wildlife interests. · · · ' · · · · · · 

•:·The Board is responsible for managingthedevelopment, conservation,·and··· · . 
. allocation of the waters of the state and controlling water pollution: The major 
:issu~s that the Board handled in 1994 include the following: · · 

• A pending issue before the Board is validation of Homestake Mining. 
. Company's vested water right claims. Seven validation applications.have been. 
filed for Homestake's water collection system. These vested right claims 

. predate statehood. Lead residenf Richard Fort. has filed a. request for a 
declaratory rulingtliat proposes water managemenJ.changes for the.Spearfish 
·creek watershed; Thirty-four petitioners are parties to Homestake's 

· applications and Mr. Fort's declaratory ruling request. . 

• The Board approved a contested water permit application filed, by Paul Miller· 
Sr: Trust and Paul Miller. The water permit allows year around.use of two . 
existing Minnelusa wells,. currently used for irrigation, for' use i.n a fish. farming 
operatiort in Lawrence County. . . .. 

· • The Board approvedwater permit applications·for the Great Plains Swine, 
Pearl Creek Colony, Heartland Pork, and Mid River Pork hog confinement 
facilities. AH of the applications requ~sted relatively small appropriations of 
water. 

• The Board approved a contested water permit.application filed by ¥innesota · 
Corn Processors. This application requested use of 400. gallons per mimite of · 
groundwater for a 35,000 head cattle confinement operation near Elkton: 

• The Board approved a water permit application for the proposed Dunbar . 
resort at Deadwood. The application requested use of675 gallons of water per 
minute from Whitewood Creek for irrigating a.golf course and landscaping 
around the facility. The Board.approved the application with'qualifications.to 
protect domestic water uses, existing water rights, and the trout fishery ... 

• The.Board approved petitions to delete the Little Missm1ri River .and ~ 
. . segment of the Belle Fourche River from.the list of navigable streams where·.· 
.. gates are required in fences crossing the streams. After a hearing, ihe Board . 

found that the public did not make sufficient use of the stream segments to be 
. ~lassified as navigabfo. 
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• . The ·Board approved a numbef ·of other w~ter permit applications, several of 
'whic:hwere contested .. · , 

• The Board updated the sJate drinking water rules to include new federal 
··. ' ' reqµirements. ... . . ' 

, _I/,' 

• The B~ard updated.the ;urfacewater quality·standard rules to.streamline the 
process for issuing,publfonotice for water quality certifications. . 

·.Members of the Board of Water Man~geiti6itpictured left toiight (front row) Bernita · 
Loucks,Dwayne RoJiag (Chairman),Joel Rickenbacli; (back row) Leo'Holzbauer; Marian 
Gunderson, and Francis Brink Not pictured .is Rodney Freeman. · 

' . . ' - -< .,, --, - , ;- ~ ,, 
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·state Water . · 
Resources . 

. 'I\1anagement -
:System 

.:Board ofWater and Natural Resources 

An annualreport of the Board of Water and.Natural Resources is requir~d by 
· S9uth l)akota Codified Law (SDCL) 46A-l-14.The report contains all ofthe. 

Board's 1994 activities, including a detailed account of expenditures from the 
Water ancl Environment Fund. · · · .· · · · · 

· · In November 1993, the Board placed 74 projects onto the 1994 State Water .· .. 
Fa~ilities Plan: Duringthe year, the Board,amended an additional 60 projects onto 

. · the plan: This rnade the projects eligible for financial assistance from a variety of , · 
· federal and state sources. · · , · 

.The Board awarded more than $23. 0 million in 'grant and loan funds fo( 
construction of municipal drinking water systems, wastewater facilities,• . 
lake/watershed projects, rural water systems~ irrigation projects, landfill closures 

· .· and recycling projects,.These awards.resulted iri more than,$85.6 million in total 
. ~onstruction activity. These loan and grant funds provided South Dakotans with 

safe aild dependable 'environmehtal infrastructure. . ' 

Iii 1994, the Board approved $2.35 millionin state funding.assistance for projects 
onJhe State'Water,Ilesources ManagenientSystem component of the State Water . 

: Plan (Table 1 ). These awards leveraged more.than $19. 0 million in federal funds. , 
--'~- , \ - ', ' ' ( - -- .. . 

We~t River/Lyman-Jones Rural Water will use $LO million ofloan funds forlhe 
'. construction of distribution system facilities as advanced features of the Mni 
. Wiconi project:· The advanced features use .interim groundwater sources for their 
water supply. !n 1994, installation of the Creighton 3:rea(north of Wall) and the 
Elbon·area (north of Philip }distribution systems were completed. This included 
construction of more thim400 miles of distribution ·pipeline seivir1g 230 hookups 

· and the'Badlands National Park, an elevated ~torage tank, a ground st6r?ge tank, . 
· and a wen producing 3 00 gallons p.er minute. Final planning and engineering work. 

·. }or the Kadoka and Griridstone area distribution systems is being completed. · 
- - - ,· , J ' - .- , 

- ' , -

Mid-DakotaRWS was awarded $LO million in state grarit funds to be us~d for. 
administrative, engineering; and construction efforts during 199?. Mid-Dakota 

· awarded its initial· construction contracts in the fall of 1994 for the Oahe reservoir 
intake facility and the Oahe water treatment plant. Construction of the $:3.9 million 
intc1ke fac:iiity is schediiled·to be completed in June 1996: The $9.9 million-water 
treatment plant is projected to be in service by April 1997. 

. . . 

. -,- . 
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Table I' 
· .. ·· S;rATE WATER REso'uRCES MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

ll 994 FUNDING AWARD SUMMARY 

Project 

Black Hills Hydrology Study 
Lake Andes:.Wagner Irrigation.System 
Lewis & Clark Rural Water System: 
Mid-Dakota Rural Water.Systf:!rn 

' Mni Wiconi Rural Water System 
Perkins County Rural Water System'· 

TOTAL 

. Award Amount 

$100,000 
75,000 

125,000 
1,000,000 .· 
1,000,000, 
,· 50,000 

· $2,3,50,000 

State'Revolving. 
. Fund Loan 

. The 'state Revolving Fund Loan Program; which b~gan in 1988, is designed to 
. ·. provide low1interesdoans to governmental entities including municipalities,' . 

sanitary districts and.waste ina~agement districts: The loans are used for . . Program 
,, 'I 

36 

construction ofwastewate(facilhies, storm s.ewersand nonpoint source pollution. 
controlprojects. < . . ' ' 

,'' -~,. ':_, , > - ' • ~ - - ' ' ' " : - • - ' ' 

During:1994, th.e Boarlapproved.18loan~ and one amendment totali~g $11.7 
million, leveraging $27.2 mjlli9n (Table 2). To date, 67 loarls have been made from 
the program totaling $52.2 million .. The 1994 inte.rest rates were three percent for 
10 years,. four percent for 15 .years, arid five. percent: for 20 years: These· rates are 
undergoing review for }995: . · · · · 

The]3oard,. acting in its capacity as the.SotithDakot~ ConservancyDistnct, 
.· completed an.advance re.funding ofthe1989 and··199i Series'WaterPollution 
.· Control StateRevolvingFund Reyenue Bonds iriFebruary. The advance refunding 
>not only provided cost savings of $500~000 by securing a lmve/interest rate, but 
. ' also decreased the various management, r~qujiemerits by combining the 

administrationof the program, under one bond issue. . 
. - ' ' 

. .· .. : In a continuing effortto protect the st~teis ground~ater resources, the Department 
worked with EPA to make inunicipaJ solid waste facilities eligible for State 

·· ·· · Revolviqg Fund Program loans as a nqnpoint source/groundwater protection 
activity. Revolving Fund loans for mu'nicipalsolid waste projects will assist 

· communities in. complying with federal regulations a11d help protect the state's 
. groundwater .resources through· envirorunentally sour1d waste fllanagerrient. The . 

. . need for assistance will continue through the next three to five years as South. 
Dakota establishes a network oftrarisfer statio~s andregional landfills .. Total costs. • 
for these facilities have· t,·een estimated ·at inore than $20 million. Of loans awarded .. 
in 1994, $1. 9 million \Vere made f~r solid waste ~divities. 
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Table 2 

. Sponsor .. 
: Custer/fall River 

Custer: :Amendment · 
, Deadwood 
.·D~ll~ids 

Ft. Pierre 
·Garretson 
Groton 
Groton 
Ho(Springs , .. 

.. Northdale San. Dist. 
Rapid Valley . 
Rapid City 

·· Sioux Falls 
Sioux Falls 

· Sioux Falls 
Southern Missour:i 

· Sturgis 
:Tea· 
Vermillion · 

. I 9945TATE REvOLVING .FUND LOANS 

· Description 
· r:,Jewlandfill 
' Secondary treatment ' 
· Major rehabilitation 

Storm sewerfrnajor rehab 
Storrn s~wer ;inter~eptor . 

· T reatrrient 
New interceptors 

. New interceptors. 
T rarisfer station/closure. 

. New interceptors . 
· . Major rehabilitation 

Storm sewer,.interceptor 
Major, rehabftreatment 
Storm sewer . 
Treatment 
New landfill 
Treatment 

·. Storm sewer· 
Storm sewer 

. TOTAL· 

Loan Amount.· 
.· $. 250,000 

45,000 . 
582,000 
300,000 
330,294 
510,000 
192,000 
106,000 
930,000 
315,000 
460,000, 

1,214,861 
1,000,000 
1,250,000 
1,500,000 

700,000 
936,250 
,600,000 

· 500,000 
$11,721,405 

.· lnterestRate 
5% 

·3% 
5% 
3% 
3% 

'4%' 
3% 

. 3% '' 
5% 
5% 

. 4% 
'4% 

. 3% 
3% 

.3% 
5% 
5% 
4%., 
4% 

·· Lake Restora'tion/ 
N~npoin(Source · 
Pollution · 

"The South pakota Clean Lakes and Nonpoint Source Pollution Control Programs · 
are designed" to assess the status of pollution sources and their subsequent effect ' 
on ·water bodies throughout the state; provide technical assistance to locai project . 

· sponsors in th~ design a.nd implementation of individual projects; provide·firiancial 
support to individual projects through the management of staieand'federal'grants;, 

· .·. and provide assistance in monitoring the effectivene~s ofiinplementation projects,. 
) • " l_ --

- J - - ' ' 

The Board has oversight authority of EPA grants for Clean Lakes and N,onpoint 
Source projects. Applications forEPA implenientationgrants.(Table 3) must be. • 

.. approved by the Board prior to submission to EPA. . 

. Table3 

Project 
. · Animal Waste T earn 

Lake Kampeska 
· NPS Information & Education 

Ravine Lake Restoration Project , 
. Swan Lake Restoration'Project · 

' . ' 

- - ' • - 0 

· 1994 kJnual Report 

.. 1994 EPA IMPLEMENTATION AWARDS · 

Description 
Pollution control 
Pollution control 
NPS Education 
Lake restoration 
lake restoration ' 
TOTAL. 

Grant Amount 
$ 243,000 

250,000 
192,040 · 
246,800 
425,250 

$ 1,357,090 

. Project Cost ~ 

·•. $ I ,248,000 
804,000. 

'455,237, 
565,050 . 

1,070,120 • 
$4,142,40~ 
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Table 4 

Project 

The D~partment als~ has over~ight • of project. development grants. These activities. 
are critical. for the development of effective implementation projects. Following ar 
the projects funded through the EPADevelopment grants (Table 4) as well as the 
EPA 314.Clean,Lakes'Program. · ·· 

- ,' I 

. . 

1994 EPA DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 

· Description 
Big Sioux River Bank Stabilization , . 
Elm Lake 

. Riprapfor erosion control 
Watershed assessment 

Grant Amount 
$ 14,802 

IQ0,000 ..• 

Project.Cost 
$. 23,508 

.142,857 
17,500 
7,630 

. 71,428 
142,857· 

. $.405,780 

Forestry BMP Pamphlets . Public ed~cation 13,125 
5,250 

52,500·· 
100.000 

·$ 285,677 

Lake Andes Watershed Treatment 
Lake Water Qµality Assessment · · 
Madison/Erandt Cake 

· Watershed assessment · 
Statewidalake assessment 
Watershed· as'sessment 

Managemenf . · 
.Program 

Table 5 

Sponsor 
Aurora County 
Brookings· 
Chelsea 
Dawson 
Dupree 
Herreid 
Irene 
Kadoka 
Lake Andes 
Lebanon 
Martin 
Moody County .. 

'Nothville ' 
Orient 
Reliance 
Roberts County 
Spring Valley 
Vilas 

38 

· TOTAL . 

.. The 1994 State Legislatur:e authorized: $1.15 million for· Solid. Waste Managemerit 
Program grants. These funds are 'generated from two dedicated sources -. a $1. 00 
per-ton landfill surcharge on municipal ·solid waste and a $0.25 per:.tire vehicle 
registrationfee.. . . . . . . 

;, 

. This year 71 applications were reviewed. The Board awarded 37 grants totaling 
$894,916 which leveraged more'.tha.n $5.5 million of constructio·n. Of the 37 grants 
awa:rded,>17were for landfill.closures, one was for new landfill,construction, and 
thefemaining awards assistedrecycling projects;Table 5 shows the grantsthe 
·Boa.rd awarded in Decemberl99land JtineJ994.. , . . .. 

. 1994 Souo WASTE MANAGEMENT GRANT AWARDS 

Municipal Solid Wast~ Grants. 
Description · · .•. Grant Amount Total Project 
Oosure $ . 2,500 $ 5,480 
Closure 40,000 375,000 

·closure· ·1,000 2,235 
Oosure . 7,000 21,500 
Closure. '6,200 10,500 
Closure 4,900 9,000 · 

· Closure, 8,500 17,300 
Oosure 5,000 8,000 
Oosure· 4,000 9,500 
Closure·. . 6,000 13,450 
Oosure 4,000, 10,000 
Closure 21,000 .. 35,000 
a_osure '3,500 7,000 
Closure· 3,500. 5,300 

· .. aosure 3,500 6,800 
Landfill liner ' 33,316'. 129,828 
Oosure 

. . .. 15,000 20,000 
. ·Closure 

'· \. . ' 4,000.' 7000 
TOTAL; $ 172,916_ $692,893 
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Sponsor 
Ace Steel 
Addy Disposal 
Dependable Sanitation 
Gate City Recyding 
GFIAmerica 
Haarstad/Heartland Recyding 
Hamlin Recyding · 
Hot Springs 

. Kadoka 
Pierre 
Platte· 

· Rapid lmportSalvage. 
Rapid City·. 
Sioux Falls 
SiouxVocational Services 
Wall 
Walworth County · . 
Waste Reduction System 
Yankton · 

.1994 Solid Waste Management Grant Awards (continued) 

· Recycling Grants 
Description 
Regional process facility 
Baler 
Newsprint~ animal bedding 

. Animal bedding equipment 
Rendering plant expansion 
Material recovery facility 
Recyding center 
Municipal solid waste composting 
Recyding center · 
Paper baler 

.. Recyding facility 
. . White goods recyding 
· Compost trommel 

. . Hazardous waste 
. Paper recyding 
Baler 

. Tub grinder 
Compost grinder 

· Recyding center 
TOTAL . 

Grant Amount 
$ 105,000 

16,000 
25,000 
4,000 

50,000 
50,000 
30,000 
70,000 
12,000 
10,000 
15,000 
20,000 
50,000 . 
57,000 
30,000 
10,000 
68,000 
40,000 
60,000 

. $722,000 

Total Project. 
$ 241,200 

59,400 
· 89,558 

9,850 
1,075,000 

843,268 . 
1:49,583 

·122.000 
57,100 
46,500 
30,000 
70,000 · 

110,000 
. 198,000 

67,950· 
15,000 

. 90,600 
240,500 
692,600 

. $4,808,109 

:onsolidated 
NaterFaciliti~s 
::onstruction 
>rogram 

The 1994 State Legislature appropriated $6.3 million forthe Consolidated Water 
. FacilitiesConstrudion Program to provide grants and loans for water development 
projects included on the State Water Facilities Plan .. 

The Board awarded 48 new grants totaling $5:3 million;. amended two previous 
grants.totaling $415,000, and awarded five loans totaling $617;500 (Table 6). · 
These a'Yardshelped leverage more than $30.3 million in construction activities. 

Table 6. · 

~ 
B-YWater District 
Belle Fourche 

· Big Stone City 
Bristol . 

Brookings Cons. District 
Campbell County (amendment) · 
Canton 
Oaremont 
Claremont 
Oay Rural Water System· 
Day Conservation District 
Deadwood 

. Dell R.lpids 
DeSmet 
Eagle Butte 
Elm Lake Dam ·. 
Emery· 
Eureka 
Garre1son·. 

- - --- .. ~ ' .. - ' , ,·. . - . 
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. 1994 CONSOLIDATED AWARDS 

Description .. 
Ground storage reservoir 
Water/sanitary & storm sewer 
Wastewater facility 
Water distribution 
Lake Campbell protection 
WEB expansion 
Water/sanitary & storm sewer 
Wastewater system repair 

. Wastewater system repair 
Supply/treatment improvements 
Pickerel Lake protection .. 
Utility expansion/sewer upgrade 
Utilities improvements 
Water/sanitary & storm sewer 
Water/system sewer improvements 
Spillway repairs 
Water tawer repair 
Lake Eureka restoration 

· · . . Wastewater facility 

Award Amount 
$ 40,000 

75,000 
60,000 
65,000 
40,000 

165,000 
15,000 
62,500 
62,500 

300,000 
40,000 

978,000 
50,000 
40,000 
40,000 
76,000 . 
7,000 

75,000 
50,000. 

Pr*ctTotal 
$ 116,400 

317,965 
· 1.101.000 

195,985 
125,200 

2,855,235 
185,100 

_ 125,000 

946,000 
101,000 

1,560,000 
1,059,500 

200,000 
117,200 
228,000 
. · 19,480 
125,000 
750,000 

w 
Grant 
Grant 
Grant 
Grant 
Grant 

_Grant 
Grant 
Grant 
Loan 
Grant 
Grant 
Grant . 
Grant 
Grant 
Grant 
Gr1nt 

. Grant 
. Grant . 

Grant 
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1994 Consolidated,·A~rds (continued) 

~ 
' Herreid , · 

HiUCity 
Hughes County· 

'Huron 
Isabel 

Description . 
Water distribution 
water/sewer upgrade 

. wastewater facility · 

. . Water/sanitary & storm sewer · 
Water treatmerrt plant . · · 

Isabel . : . : Water treatment plant · 
Kingbrook RWS 
Lake Wannalain . 
Lead. 

. . . • Arlington connection 
spillway repairs • · ... 

, Lead . , .. 
Lead-Deadwocxl San Dist (amendment) 
Lead-Deadwocxl San Dist (amendment) · 
Madison . 

·Marion .. -. . . .· . ,. 
McCook Lake Izaak Walton League '. 
Montrose . . · · 
North Central RC&D 

' . Northdale Sanitary District 
Northeml:lills Community Development 

. Parkston · · · 

. · Utility upgrade/dept start~up • 
· Utility l!pgradefdept start~up 

.. Water treatment plant · . • ' 
Water treatment pla~ , ,· 
Watersupply/treatme~ 
Wastewater collection. 
'Lake restoration · 
Water pu1J1p station , ,. .. · 
Foster Creek demonstration · 

· Connect system toJ~..ipid City . · 
Water/wast-ewater · 

. Elevated storage ta~k 
Lak~ restoration . 

· AV:,a~d Amount· 
$ 34,000 
. · 35,000 

10,233 
50,000 
·75,ooo··.·· 

110,000 
. 75,000 
126,204 

'.150,000 
200,000 
250,000 

, 250,000 
.· , . 30;000. 

45,000 
120,000 
24,000 • ,, 

. ' . Water treatment plant automation : , 
Punished W~an's Lake Association 

·· Rapid Valley Sanitary District. 
. Rapid City ·' . · 'Cany~ Lake rest~tion . · · . . · · 

,, 15,500 ,,, . 
. 200,000 
772,000 

50,000 
67,000 ' 
15,000 · 

162,500** 
55,000. 

.15,000 
16,684' 

Revillo . . 
Pdierts County 
P-oberts County · 
Sioux Falls 
South Lincoln RWS '· . 
Springbrook Water Assoc. 

.. Sturgis 
· Swan Lake Assoc 
'Vale ,Sanitary Water & Sevyer District 
Vale Sanitary Water_& Se.wer District 
Wall . . . 

·, Walworth Conservation District 
West River WDD 

* prior year appropriation .· , 
" ' · $ I 12,0~0 prior year appropriation 

Connect to Brookings/Deuel RWS · 
Big Stone Lake watersh~d 
HDPE landfill liner 

' Wastewater trea~rit upgr~d~ : 
· System upgrad~ • . . , . . 

System upgrade/Rapid City)ookup. • 
• Water~wer expansion : : · · 
. Lake restoration: . 

Wastewater facility 
Wastewater facility . 

. · Solid waste transfer station 
Lake Hiddenwood restoration::' 
White River channel repair · 
TOTAL .. 

,1994Water·· .·· 

Development . 

' ' -; - ·--

; ' FederalLegi~lati~n 

. Legislation- ... · Authoriza.tions · 

. 500,000 
:125,000 

• 150,000 ·.· 
55,boo . 

100,000 
. 71,500 

· 30,000 
18,300 
·70,000 

. 7000, 
. · $6,330,921 

' Prgject Total ~ .. 
. ,$ 613,700' Grant 

212,000 Grant 
467,257 . <:;rant 

. 536,219 Grant 
Loan' 

. 185,000 Grant 
700,000 Grant 
157,755 Grant 
400,000 Grant 

Loan . . 
5;250,000· Grant 

Loan 
816,000 · Grant " 

'168,032 Grant 
240,000 Grant 
40,800 Grant 
45,500 Grant 

715,000 Grant 
4,272.000· Grant 

285,150 Grant 
9·6.000 Grant 

· 90,000 , .· , , , Grant 
1,460;105 . · · 'Grant 

295,205 -Grant· 
188,571 Grant 
129,828 Grant 

· 625,000. Grant 
527,500 . Grant 
475,000 Grant 

• 290,000 , Grant 
,· 332,200 Grant 

111,500 Grant 
Loan 

346,247 Grant 
125,000 Grant ·, 
33,450 .Grant 

$30,358,084 

_Congress amended the Belle.Fourche Irrigation Rehabilitation,project 
··authorization (P.L. 98~157rand the .Mni·Wiconi Rural Water Supply project 
construction authorization (P.L. J 00-516): The BeUe.Fmirche amendment 
increased the project ceiling by. $14.5 rnillidn to provideforthe ~e~~bilitation of 
additional project safety and water: conservation features:iThe amendment , 

'. language providedtora.federal cos(shareof$i0.5 milHo~ and a state'costshare 
of $4.0.milliqn .. 

40 

J '; ' ' 

'fhe Mm. Wiconi afuendlllenis iu1thoriied t'Wo additional distribution system 
components to provide service to the ltcisebud<Indian Reservation and the Lower 

. ~"Brnle Indi~ Reservation. The project ceiling was increased to $263 .0 million from 
· $100. 0 million for the. ~dditional service areas and. to me.et the .total identified 
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water supply needs of the Pine Ridge Indian Reseryation and the West . 
.. River/Lyman-Jones service area. The cost share for construction of the West 
. River/Lyman-Jones system was adjusted to 80% federal and 20% nonfederal froni 

65% federal·and 35% norifederal .. An operation & maintenance. cost for core 
system·expenses was added for the West River/Lyman-Jones system.·· 

Appropriations · 

.· The.federal fiscal year 1995 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Bill 
was sig11ed by the President on August 26, 1994 (Public Law 103-~ 16). T4e 

. funding levels for South Dakota water proJects are listed in Table 7; · ·: .· · 
' C ', 

Table 7 

1995 FEDERALFISCALYEARAPPRQPRIATIONS 

Bureau of Reclamation 
· General Investigations 
. Black Hills Water fvlariagementStudy 

Lake Andes~WagnertMarty II Demonstration Program 
.. Tri~Courity Rural Water Association 
Construction · 

Belle Fourche Unit Rehabilitatio'n 
MniVYiconi RuralWater.System. 

. Mid-Dakota Rural Water System 
Oahe Unit (Maintenance) 
Rapid Valley (Maintenance) 

5)peration and Maintenance 
. Mni Wkoni Rural.Water System . 

General Investigations .. 
Aberdeen and Vicinity· Flood Control 
James River Environmental 
Sioux Falls Flood Control 
Watertown & Vicinity Flood Control · 
Oahe Dam to Lake, Sharpe · · 

Operation and. Maintenance 
Big Bend DamA.ake Sharpe . 

. Cold Brook Lake · · 
.• Cottonwood Springs Lake · 

Ft Randall Dam/francis Case · 
. Gavins' Point/lewis & Oark 

Lake Traverse: SD & MN· 
Oahe Dam;lake Oahe . · 

· · Construction, General 
. · Missouri National Recreational River 

J994 Annual Report 

Corps of Engineers 

$ 100,000 
. 250,000 . 

150,000 

3,064,000 
14;500.000 
4,000,000 

100,000 
335,000 . 

492,000 

$ 20,000 .. 
73,000. 

400,000 
170,000 
73,000 .. 

5,887,000 
474,000 
201.000· 

7,s20.qoo 
5,071,000 

614,000 
· 9,610,000 

100,000. 

4/ .' 
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.. State.Legislation 

· Expemliture Authorizations" 
. ' 

The 1994 Legisl~ture adopted .Senate Bill 265, the Omnibus Water Funding Bill, 
authorizing the following expenditures from the Water and Environment Fund and 
Groundwater Protection-Fund: · . . . 

• Mid-DakotaRurnlWater System- $1.0million grant to provide nonfederal 
cost share for Mid~Dakota pre-construction and construction~ . 

• MniWiconi RuraLW~ter Supply System - $LO million loan to provide 
nonfederal cost share forMitl Wiconi project construction; 

• Consolid~t~d Water facilities Construction P~ogram- $6.3 million to provid~ .. 
grants and loans for community drinking water, wastewater, solid waste and 
fake improvement projects; . ' 

• James River Restoration project..; $120,000 grant for restoratio.n activities; 

• Black Hills Hydrology and Water.Manag~ment Study .:. $100, O~O grantto local 
project sponsors to provide nonfederal cost share for ongoing hydrological 
studies of the Black Hills; · · 

• Black Hills Hydrology and.Water Mariageme~t Stud)'.: $100,000 grant to the 
. Department for direcfservices related to the Black Hills surface and 

·. groundwater monitoring.efforts; 

· • Lewis & Clark Rural Water: Supply System - $125,000 grant to complete 
feasibility studies and see_k.corigressional authorization; 

. • Lake And.es-Wagner/Marty II Irrigation System~ $75,000 loan to implement . 
the research de111onstration program; · 

~ . " ~ 

•.·.Perkins CountyRuraLWater System - $50,000grant for project planningand 
feasibility studies; · · ' · 

• · Solid Waste Management Program - $1.15 million to provide grants for 
municipal solid waste and recycling projects; and · · · 

• Groundwater Research·- $250,000 to provide a grant to the Department for 
groundwater research.,-... ' 
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State Water Plan 

Se~ate Bill 265 added the Bad River Watershed project to the State Water 
. Resources Management System as a priority water development project and 
· removed the.WEB Pipeline project. The WEB project was deleted because 
. construction of the federally authorized WEB project has been completed. The 
balance of the pr9jects were retained on the list. 

. Environment·& Natural Resources Fee Fund 

Senate Bill 40 amended SDCL 1-40-30 to establish the Environment and Natural 
Resources FeeFuncl (Fee Fund). The Fee Fund is maintained as a.separatetlmd. 
and.is used to pay the expenses associated with administration of Department . 

. · programs'. ·Fee Fund expenditures are budgeted through the normal state budg,et · 
process.· 

Senate.Bill40 also directed that $400,000 or the interest deposited in the Water 
and .Environment Fund, whichever is less, be transferred annually to the Fee Fund. 

. from the Water and Environment Fund, · 

. Drinking Wa.ter SRF 

The South Dakota Legislature passed House Bill 1097 authorizing the 
establishment.of a Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) Program to 
provide loans for drinking water projects. The.programwill complement the.··. 
Wastewater/Nonpoint Source SRF program that is administered by the Division of. 
Water Resources .Management. · · 

.There have been several bills introduced in Congress to reauthorize the federal . 
Safe·DrinkingWater Act to include a Ddnking Water SRF. The Drinking Water 
SRF Program would provide loans for the construction and upgrading of drinking . 
water systems .. The state legislation will permit South Dakota to implement a 
Drinking Water SRF. Due to delay at the federal level, the state legislation may 
need modification regarding the effective date of the program; 

43 
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. 1994 LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGf-:IT COMMITTEE.· 

· Senator Frank J .. Kloucek . 
Senator M. Michael Rounds 

·· Rep>William F. Cerny.Jr. . 
Rep. EawardE Van.Gerpen 

· Scotland 
Pierre 
Burke 

. Avon 

. ' BOARD OFWATERAND NATURAL RESOURCES . 

James G. Bell, Chairman · · 
Steven Lowrie, Vice:.Chairrnan. 

. Dale Kennedy, Secretary·· 
John Loucks .· 

. Wayne Gu~fson 
: George ?Cully··· . . . . 

. Mary Ellen Garrett (March:'- August) 
.· Don Bollweg (September - December) 

·Rapid City 
' ' > < 

Watertown 
Beresford 
Rapid City 

. , Rapid City .. 
· Madison· 

Pierre 
·· Harrold 

Members of the Bo~d o(Water and Natural Resources ~ictuied left to right (fr~rit row) .. 
George Scully, James Bell ( chairmrui}, John Loucks, (back row) Wayne Gustafson, Steve 
fowrie, Dale Kennedy, and Don Bollweg. ·· · · · · · · · 
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' :.-: -. ~ ·- .. - ., : 

·To· 
· .. ·GovernorWilliam J. Janklow 

· and the 
·. Seventieth Session,.Legi.slative Assembly 

' - J • • ' 

... f,995.STATE WATER PLAN 

· Board o(Water and Natural Resources 
January 1995 · 

. . l995State WaterPlan 
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· Recommendations 
to.the State 
Legislature and ~ 

·. Governor' . 

46 

The 1972 State Legislature·establishedthe Sta.te Water Plan to ensure the 
optimum ovenillbenefits ofthe' state's water resources for the general health, 
welfare; safety, and economic weil~being of the people. of South Dakota through 
the· conservation, development, management, and.use of those resources. The · 
Legislature placed.the responsibility for this plan with the Board,ofWater and 
N aturalResoiirces. . 

. -
' - ' - ' s>, ,- 0/ ,' -' , 

The State. Water Pfan,as established iri SDCL 46A.;1-2, ccmsists of two 
compon~nts -- theState Water i,·adlities Plan and the State Water Resources 
Management System. In order to be considere_d for the State Water Plan,· projects 

. must meet certain criteria established by the Board. These eligibility criteria are 
used as guidelines for-the Board, the Department, and the WaterDevelopment 
Districts when considering a project for indusion on the. State Water Plan. 

· During Novemper, the Board. conducted a public meeting on the funding needs of 
··the.State Water Resources Management System.projects and other Water and 
Environment F"und programs.· The Board. adopted a number of resolutions 
providing iecommendationsto the.State Legislature arid Governor. A summary of 
the Board's recommendations are providea below. The full resolutions are . 
provided in Appendix A: . 

' - • < '_· ' 

·Resolution #94-142-:.: requests the.Legislature to authorize the Bad River 
· Waters~edproject and to establish a state cost share commitment of$875,000. 

< - ,_' , ' ', ' -' ' ~ , 
Resolution #94 -143-- requests theLegislature to authorizethe construction 
of the Belle Fourchelrrigation RehabiHtation project and to estabHsh a state 
cost share· commitment of $4 million. · · 

Resolution #94 - 144 -- i-~quest_~ the Legislature to amend tlie state 
· ,construction authorization of the Fall River County Rural Water System to 
·. revise the pfoject,cost·estimate and to increase the state cost share 

commitment to $800,000 from $500,000: . ' 

Resolution #94 - 145 -- requests theLegislature to amend the state. 
construction authorization of the Mni Wiconi Rural WaterSystem to reflect 
servic~ area and cost share adjustments made in the-project by the United · ·· · 
. States Congress through passage of the· Mnf Wico11i Act Amendments of 1994. 

- - ' -

Resolution #94 -. 146-- provides to the Legislature and Governor the Board'8 
recommendat_ion~_for Water.and Envirnnnierit Fund fiscaIYeai-·1996 
expenditure authorization levels:. · . . . 
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, State Water 
Facilities·.Plan 

State Water Resources Management System Projects . 
Bad River Water Quality Project 
Belle Fourche lnigatioJ!. Project 
Black Hills Hydrology and Water Management Study 
James River Improvement Program 
Lak~ Andes-Wagner/Marty II Irrigation Unit 

. Lewis and Clark Rural .Water System 
Mid~Dakota Rural Water System 

• Mni Wiconi Rural Water System 
Sioux Falls Flood Control Project 
Total. 

Consolidated Water Facilities Construction Program 

Solid Waste Management Grant Program 

$87,500 
1,000,000 

260,000 
75,000 

· 75,000 . 
75,000 

1,000,000 
1,800,000 . 

300,000 
$4,672,500 

$3,500,000 

$1,150,000 

Resolution #94-152 -- provides t.o the Legislature and Governor the Board's 
recommendation that all projects remain on the State Water Resources 
Management System component of the State Water Plan. The Board also 

. recommends that the School and.Public Lands Dam Safety project,.the 
Statewide Abandoned Well Plugging project, the Statewide.Groundwater 
QualityMo_nitoring project, and the Statewide Water Quantity 
Mo~itoring Network project nof be placed on the list; instead, these four 
prnjects should be supported with state General Funds. 

Resolution#94-153 -- providesto the Legislature and Governor the Board's · 
recommendation for state General Fund support of the Department of . 
Environment and Natural Resources and. the recommendation that there be rio · 
reduction of the funds currently dedicated to the Water and Environment Fund 
for support ofwater.and·natural resources projects and programs. 

Resolution #94-156 · -- requesting the Legislature .to· appropriate all remaining 
:money from the.Groundwater Researchand Public Education Program to the · 
Department of Environment and Natural Resources for the Statewide · 
Groundwater Quality Monitoring Network Project (adopted in Decemqer) . 

. • ' . . 

• The State.Water Facilities Plan identifies future projects such as rural, municipal, 
. . and industrial water supplies; dam safety; storm water; water conservation; lake 

restoration/nonpoint source pollution control;· solid waste planni.ng; solid waste 
management; groundwater contamination; pollution prevention or remediation; 
and wastewater facilities. The Board is responsible for placing projects on the 
Facilities Plan. The Board can also provide direct financial assistance and 

' significantly influence federal categorical grant decisions or funding decisions from 
other state agencies. · · 

In November, the Board reviewed and approved 120 ,applications for the 1995 
State,Water'Facilities Plan (Table 8). These projects are now eligible to seek 
state/federal financial assistance. Additional projects may be amended on. the· 
Facilities Pfan during the year. · · 

. - -. 
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Table 8. · 

. ·SPONSOR. 
Alexandria 
Alpena 
Arlington 
Ashland Sanitary District 

·. Avon 
B-YWater District 

. BDM Rural Water. 
· Belle F01,1rche 
Belle Fourche 
Big Sten~ City 
Box Elder .· 

'Box Elder 
Brookings Cons Dist 

·. Brookings Cons Dist 
Chamberlain 
Chamberlain: 
Chamberlain , : · 
Charles Mix Lake.Assn 

·ChesterSanitary Dist ' .. · 
.. Claremont· ·· 

Columbia 
Corsica 
Custer 
Davis 
Divison RN$ 
Davison County 
Edgemont . 

• Emery . 
Enemy Swim San Dist 
Ethan · · 
Eureka 

·Garretson 
. '. Garretson 

·· Gayville· 
Geddes 
Gettysburg . 
Gregory . 
Gregory 
Gregory County' 
HansonRNS ' 
Harrisburg 
Hartfoid 

.Herreid : 
· Highmore. 

Hill City 
Hosmer 

H~iiey 
.Huron. 
· Interior 

Ipswich Devel. Corp .. 
Jeffersoo 
Kingbrook PWS: 
Kingbrook RWs . 
Lake Andes 
Lake Poinsett San Dist 
Lake Preston • 
Lane 
Lead 
Lennox 
Lennox 
Leola 
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1995~1996 STATEWATERFACIUTIES PLAN,. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Water storage reservoir 
Sewer system upgrade 
Water distribution 

.· .Watersuppiy, storage & distrib 
Storm sewer ·,, 

. System expansion/upgrade . 
· . System expansion 

Force main replacement 
.. · Utility upgrade project 
·Water· supply 

.. ·. WeH & transmission line 
Water distribution . . 

• Lak_e Campbell wat~rshed . 
Lake Hendricks restoration 

·waterk,.,astewater mains 
Water/wastewater expansion 
Wastewater treatment 
Lake Andes '.dredge . 
Sanitary sewer. J •• 

•Water d~bution 
Se~er lagoon restoration 

• ·: Wastewater system upgrade 
. water distribution. 
Water tower repair . 

· System expansion· 
Drainage ·, · 

,Water/wastewater mains 
. Watertowerupgrade .• 
. Sewerexpansion 
Water distribution 
Lake Eureka restoration 

.Water supply/treatment 
Dam repair · ' · · 

· Rural water connection· . 
Water/sewer replacement 
Water/sewer 

· · -Water/sewer upgrade 
Water storage ·reservoir·· 
Transfer station . . . 

· System expansion 
Water and sanitary/storm sewer 
Sanitary/storm sewer · 
Water distribution ·· .. 

·. Water and sanitary/storm sewer ·· 
· Waterstorage · 
Water storage tank 
Water imprwements ... 
Wastewater treatment 

· Wate~ storage/RVVS hook!Jp 
Water/sewer expansion . 
Wastewater treatment 

. . Arlington connection ·. 
.. lake Preston connection 
. Water dfatribution · 

Wastewatertreatment ; 
Water distribution 
Water distribution 
Waterh,ewer slid~ project 
Water supply_ well . . 
Wastewater treatment 
W,ater storage 

: PROPOSED FUNDING SOURCES* 
. ONFCP CDBG SRF 

$. 106,000 . $ $ 
J47,700 
100,000 : 300,000 
118,000 200,000 

'200,000 2SO,OOO: 
250,000 250,000. · 
600,000 .· 600,000 

300,000 
61,594 
60,000 . · 300,000 

'100.000· ~· . 200,000 
70,000 150,000 

.· 40,000 
29,000 

200,000 . · 300,000 811,740 
130,000. 130,000 
100,000 200,000 
250,000 · 
500,000 . <500,000 
337,200 
·34,030 
83,250 83;250 

107,000 
14,000 

100,000 200,000 . 
.. 

. 150,000 150,000 
. 5;610 . 

76,000·· 100,000 
50,000 
30,000 

· · 100,000. 

35;000 
· 32,900 
305,000 180,000 

14,630 
153,750 153;750 

... ,. 220,000 
100,000 

·, 
200,000. 
100,000 

100,000 200,000 ·.· . 
86,000 , 775,000 
88,000 

143,000 
418,000' 

310:000 440,000 500,000 
85,000 

162,300 
100,000 

·400,000 600:000 1,500,000 
150,000 . 75,000. 

87,200 
395,000. ioo.ooo 
100,000 250,ood 
75,000 · 200,000. 

200,000 70,000 200,000. 
1,780,000 

s~.ooo ··· ·so.ooo 

l,76i400. 
56,250. 

. 285,000 : 
'375,000 · . 375,000'· . 750,000 

!19,000,. 

TOTAL 
$ 176,700 

246,200 
.. 540,000 

530,000 
978,700 

14,600,000 
15,400,000' 

. 300,000 
228,409 ' . 

1,125,000 
885,000 · 
420,000 
491,075 

57,050 
1,811,740 
1,464,000 

500,000 
660,000 

2,143,750 
337,200 

34,030 
222.000 
214,000 

28,000 
-766'.900 

67,500. 
350,000 

9,450 
405,000 
250,000 

50,000 
441,630 

. 139,660 
511,000 

.. 36,530 

512,500 
352,465 

. 718,700 
250,000 
704,600 
861,000 

. 506,000 
613,700 ,· .• 

2,367,?SO 
185,000 
162,300 
836,000 

3,789,000 
241.183 
87,200 

610,000 
1,125,000 

192,000 
994,500 

3,560,000 
··m.ooo 

75,000 
.. 1,763,400 

285,000 
1,500,000 

238,500 
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1995-1996 State Water Facilities Plan (continued) 
. ,, 

SPONSOR 
' . Madison 

Martin 
. McCook ~ke • 
· McCook Lake San Dist 
McIntosh· 
Minnehaha Comm Water 

· Minnehaha Cons Dist·· 
Montrose 
Montrose 
Murdo 
Murdo 
Nisland 
North Sioux City . 
North Sioux City : · .. 

• Northshore Estates 
Parker 
Philip " 
Pickerel Lake San Dist 
Plankinton 
Rapid City 

'.Ravinia. · 
P-evillo 
Richmond Lake San Dist 
Pdierts County ' 

: Salem· 
Salem 
School & Public lands 
School & Pubiic Lan~ 
Selby . 

. Sioux Falls 
Sioux~ 
Sisseton 
So Missouri Wst.e Mngmt 
South Shore . 
Spearfish 

. · Springfield 
· Swan Lake Assn 
Tea 

. Toronto 
. .Tri-County Landfill Assn 

: Tripp, 
·· Tyndall 

Tyndall• 
Tyndall 

. Viborg 
Wall 

· _ - · /Walworth Cons. Dist 
: Warner 
· Watertown 

~·• Watertown• 
Watertown 

'Watertown 
= ~:: Webster . 

: Willow Water, Inc. 
·. Winner 

r Worthing 
·. Yale 

Yankton 
Yankton 

PROjECT DESCRIPTION 
Water supplyAreatment 
W~r distribution 
Lake restoration 

· Water/sewer exte~ 
· Water well refinance 
System upgrade 

· Sediment J)9lld reclamation 
Water distribution -
lagoon protection 
Water main reP!acement 
Sanitary sewer outfall 
Wastewate'r treatment . 
Storrn sewer 

·. Storm sewer 
Water/sewer service 
Sanitary se~r · 
Water & sanitary/storm sewer 
Sanitary sewer system . . 
Water distribution 
Canyon 'Lake restoration 
Water.tower rehab 
Sanitary sew~r 
Sanitary sewer system 

'·. Big Stone lake watershed . 
Storm drainage·. 

. Water distribution ' 
Lake Hanson spillway repai~ 
Richmond Lake spillway repair 
_Water reservoir 
Wastewater 
Source/transmission line 
Water/storm sewer 
Landfill ' 
Rural water connection 
.Wastewater treatment 
Sbm water drainage • 
l.alc.e restoration 

, Water tower · 
Sanitary sewer. 
landfill 
Water distribution . 
water distribution upgrade 
Transfer station ' • 
Storm water 
Water distribution 
Wastewater facility upgrade · 
Lake Hiddenwood restoration 
Storm sewer • 
Sanitary sewer 
Storm sewer • 

· Wastew.itertreatment 
Lake Kampeska watershed 
Water/sanitary sewer 
Flood control . 

: Main street & drainage rehab 
Wastewater lagoon 
Water distribution 
Water/se.wer 
Sewer interceptor 
TOTAL 

* CWFCP - Consolidated Water Facilities Construction Program 
CDBG - Community Development Block Grant Program 
.SRF • State Revolving F~nd Lo.in l'rog,ram . 
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PROPOSED. FUNDING. SOURCES* 
CWFCP . CDBG. SRF ' 

$ . 316,000 $ 300,000 $ -
150,000 300,000 
120,000 

53,250 
1,582,800 

35,000 
225,000 

55,000' 
39,410 
12,305 

292,105 
75,000 
50,000 

300,000 

652.290 
21;000 

300,000 
15,000 

100,000 
200,000 
144,000 
300,000 
245,500 

100,000 
106,000 
, 50,000 
78,000 

167,000 
133,000 
, 50,000 
510,000 

54,000 
270,000 
100,000. 
223,000 
101,000' 

. 250,000 
50,000 

75,000 
100,000 

1,000,000 
250,000 

60,000 

30,000 

177,000 

120,000 

150,000 
400,000 
200,000 

223,568 
400,000 

200,000 

200,000 
200,000 

153,000 

200,000 

126,000 

200,000. 

50,000 

1,500,000 

267,500 

so:ooo . 100,000 

45,000 

120,000 
850,000 
610,000 
266,567 
225,000 

, 246,000. 

500,000 

238,600 

. 1,500,000 

123,130 
700,000 

530,000 

. 450,000 

161,000 
1,000,000 
2.000.000. 
9,000,000 

190,000 190,000 
39,362 
45,000 

750,000 
$20,607,776 $13,192,188 $26,011,037 

TOTAL· 
$ BJ6,000 

.. 550,000 
240,000 
195,000 
53,250 

1,942)00 
35,000 

450,000 
110.000"' 
70,681 
'21,509 

240,QOO 
3,400,000 
3,260,000 

558,671 
300,000 
523,000 

2,068,425 
337,500: 

1,460.105 
35,000 

498,400 
1,545,600 

183,Q61 ' 
860,400 
636,500 
180,000 
375.000 
245,500 . 

2,500,000 
930,000 

1,060,680 
1,254,000 

255,000 
334,000 

}33,000 
. 72,000 

550,000 
210,000 

- : 1,300,000 
556,190. 
446,800 
102,800 
675,900 
97,200 

· 490,000 
100,000 
161,000 

3,900,000 
1,950,000 

. 10,000,000 
854,850 
535,000 

67,000 
950,000 
760,000 ·• 

65,602; • 
90,000 .· 

· 854,160 . 
.·. $113,331,509 
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State Water 
Resources 
Management 
System· 

... The State Water Resources Management System identifies large, costly 
water projects that require specific state or federal authorization and 
financing. These projects are placed on the list when.recommended by 
the Board. arid approvedby the Governor a11d the Legislature. The 
State Water Resources Management System (Table 9) serves as the 
preferred priority list to accomplish optimum waten::esources . 

· management in.the state. Once a project is placed on the list, it remains · 
until it is removed by legISlative action .. 

·.·.The Board has recommended (Resolution #94-152)to the State 
· · , Legislature ·arid Governor that all current projects remain on the list and 

... thatno new projects be added. ' . . 

Table 9 - '·-

1994 STATE WATER RESOURCES MANA(:;EMENT SYSTEM 

. . 
Bad Rive~Wate~shed Pr~ject .· 

.Belle Fourche lrrigati6n·Project 
· Big Sioux Flood Control Study 
. Black Hills Hydrology & Water Management Study 
Brennan Reservoir · 
CENDAK Irrigation Project· · 
Fall River County Rural Water System 
Gregory County Rural Water System 
James River Improvement Program ' 
Lake Andes7Wagner/1'1arty II Irrigation Unit 

. Lewis & Clark. Rural Water System . · 
Mid-Dakota Rural Water System 

. Mni Wiconi Rural Water System 
Perkins County Rural Water System 

· Pick~Sloan Riverside.Irrigation · 
Sioux Falls Flood Control Project 
Slip-Up Creek ·.· 
Vermillion Basin Flood. Control Project 

. Project Description 

Rehabilitation of the Bad River watershed 
Rehab of Belle Fourche Project 

· .· Wate'rtown Flood Control Dam 
· .• Study of the Black Hills water resources 
. · . Management of water flows in Rapid Creek · 

Irrigation project in central SD . . 
Proposed rural water'systein in Fall River County 
Multi.purpose water utilization 
Watershed and.channel improvement projects 
Irrigation in. Charles Mix County 
Supplemental water supply system in southeastern SD 
Proposed rural water system in central SD . . 
Proposed rural water system in western SD 
Proposed rural water system in northwestern SD 
~ick7$16an integration of irrigati6n 
Increased flood r,rotection · 
Proposed reservoir near Sioux Falls 
floqcl contt:61 study on Yer:million River · 

A brief summary ~f each project and its status is presented below. The year in the 
title indicates when the·projectwas· placed on the State Water Resources 

. Managelllent System. . . 
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Bad River.Watershed Project .. 1994 

• The Bad River drains 3,209 square miles from the Badlands between Wall and 
Kadoka to the Missouri River at Ft Pierre. The Bad River a~tially delivers 
about3 .25 miHiori tons of ~edimerifto Lake Sharpe, primarily from eroding . 
gullies and stream banks in g~aziriglands: > •• 
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• .. The sediment negatively impacts fishing and other recreation in the Pierre-Ft. 
Pierre area. Sediment deposits also cause flooding in the Pierre'.'"Ft. Pierre area 
·during winter peak power releases frointhe OaheDamwhen i~e cover restricts 
downstream flow. To reduce flooding, power generation from the Oahe dam 
must be reduced during .the coldest days of the year. Estimated economic 
losses.from decreased power and recreation are about $13 million annually. 

•. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has proposed building levees in the Pierre­
Ft Pierre area to allow greater releases from the Oahe Dam to generate more 
power. Local interests believe that a combination ofwatershed treatment and 
localized dredging in Lake Sharpe is a more acceptable and effective solution 

. ·than levees. 

Belle Fourch.e Irrigation Project - 1981 

• The original Belle F~urche Irrigation project was authorized by Congress in· 
1904 and completed in 1914 to deliver irrigation water to 57,000 acres in 
Butte County. 

·· · •. Congress authorized a $42 million rehabilitation project in 1983 to reduce 
operation and tnaintenance costs, ·conserve water, provide safety features,. 
lessen the risk of system failure, reclaim agricultural lands affected by seepage 
t'osses, and protect the economic welfare of the area. . ' 

• · Congress amended the federal authorization in) 994 to raise tlie construction 
ceiling by $14. 5 million. The amendment language provided for a federal cost 
share of $10.5 million and a state cost share of $4.0 million. ·· 

• The project has received $51. 9 million in federal appropriations through FFY 
1995.. . 

Big Sioux Flood Control Study - 1989 

• · The proposed $16 million project will provide flood protection for Watertown, . 
Lake Kampeska, and Pelican Lake through the construction of a dry dam on 

··the Big Sioux River at the Mahoney Creek site. 

• A feasibility study was initiated in 1988 by the Corps ofEngineen~ in 
cooperation with the City of Watertown, East Dakota Water Development 
District, Codington County, Lake Kampeska Water Project District; and the 
Department of Environment and Natural Resources. State legislative 
appropriations of $150,000 were provided to assist local sponsors in meeting· 
the rionfederal cost. share. . . 

. . 

· . • -. Jhe final draft feasibility report was1distributed in June 1994.for public review 
and comment. A public hearing was held in July in Watertown to present the. 
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findh1gs of the feasibility report and to~'.gather comments from the public and, 
govemme11tal agencies. . . 

Bl;ckHil.ls.Hydrology a~d \\' ater Man~gement Study - 1982 
,- ' ' 

• · The Hydrology Study willcmrtpile the water resource dat~ neces~ary to make. 
informed management decisions concerning the development of water 
resJurces in the Black Hills area related to the expansion of mining, municipal, 

'recreationa(and ~rban.watefdevelopment needs. The U.S. Geological Survey' 
has ptovided a total of $1,524,000 to establish the hydro,logic monitoring · . 

. system and collect .data. · · · · · 

,, • TheWater.M~age~ent Study will provid~ local project sponsors with tools to 
. assist them 11f making water development and management decisions. Data 

·. gathered during the Hydrology Study wilf be utilized in the WaterManagement 
··Study.Congress appropriatedfund~ inFFYJ991,toinitiate a federal Black 

.•. Hills'Water Management Study by the Bureau ofReclamation,.Federal . 
appropriations total $625,000 through FFY 1995 .. 

- ' .-- - - ,, 

• • A BlackHills Hydrology Steering Committee was established in 1991 to 
·_provide'lo~ai inputinto·the.developirient of(ht:hydrology and.water . 

mariagemerit studies;:rvfembership is comprised ofindiyiduals from the Black, 
Hills and from adjacent area:s.iri Wyoming. . · 
' . ~ 

• State legislative appr:-opriations to the project sponsors total$550,000 fro~ 
· 1988 thfough 1994. The DepartmentofE~vironmen(and Natural Resources 

received $355,000 in state legislative appropriation~ to drill monitoring wells · 
arid .establish arid operate.a stream gauging system;to.assist the hydrologic 
evaluations. · ·· · · · · 

Brennan Reservoir -1991 . 

• · The ptoposedBrerinan.Reservofr would be located onDry Creek nine miles 
southeast of Rapid City to store unused Rapid Creek flows ancl winter releases 
from Pactohi Reservoir for beneficial use.' Additionally, limited flood protection 
may be achieved,through th·e diversion ofstorm flows into the reservoir. 

- ; C • - - - - -, 0 .. _/ • ~ 0 S "• - ! ' 

• Water stored:in Brem1an could also be used to'irrigat~ about 5,000 acres 
located in the Rapid Valley Water Conservancy District.' This would meet more 
than halfofthe currenldemands·for theRapid Valley District. 

• · The 1990 State Legislature pr~vided $25,000 to assist local sponsors. in an . 
engineering ·study of the Brennan Reservoir' site. The Br~nnan Reservoir 

· PreHminary ProjedPianrepofrwas complet¢d in.July 1992. ·The Legislature. 
provided $25,000 in. l9~3to conduct additional Brennan Reservoir studies. 
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CEN,DAK Irrigation Project -1982 

· • This irngation project is to supply Missouri River water to· 474,000 acres in 
Hughes, Hyde, Hand, Spink, .Beadle, and Faulk Counties in central South . 

· :.· Dakota. No activity !)C.curred on.the project in 1994. South Dakota'will purs~e 
·. development of the project when federal policies are more supppriive of 

large-scale irrigation projects. · 

li'all River County Rural Water System - 1991 

· .• The proposed $4.4 million Fall River Rural Water System wilt'provide quality 
. Madisort'aquifer water to a s,ervice area covering the eastern half of the county. 
A history of poor water quality and droughts have left local r.esidents without a 
satisfactory. water supply for home use and livestock watering. 

· • · State legislative appropriations to the project include a $50,000 grant in 1992 
··for planning and a $500,000 grant 1ri 1993 for construction. The 1993 State· . 
.... · Legislature authorized construction of the project. . . 

· Gregory County Pumped Storage Project - 198L 

• Hydroelectric Component - The Gregory County Pumped Storage project is a 
. propo·sed peak generation hydroelectric facility located in northern Gregory 
County. In 19&,8, the Federal·Energy Regulatory Commission issued to.the 

· Board the preliminary permit for development .of the project.The state's 
preliminary permit expired in August J 991. . . . 

• Water Supply Component - ·The project has potential to provide water for 
. irrigation and mm1icipal, rural, and industrial•purposes utilizing th~ 

hydroelectric project's upper forebay as a water supply source. Reclamation 
conipleted·a Special Report on the Gregory Unitofthe Pick-Sloan Missouri 
Basin Program, South Dakota in. 1992. . 

James River Improvement Program .;. 1984 · 

• .This program has been designed to provid~ flood control as well as municipal, 
industrial, ,agricultural, recreational, and wildlife benefits . 

. • In J 986Jederal legislation (P.L 99:662) authorized $20:0 millionfor flood 
control and stream flow improvements. A draft Environment.al Impact . 
Statement was completed in 1987. · ·· 

• The James River Water Developm~nt District ( the District) has completed a 
significant number of improvement projects. Improvement proj~cts have 

··•··included channel cleanout of treesand other debris; tributary drainage control 
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through tree plantings and qtlier watershed'improvementsincluding the 
c~nsfruction and repair of small dams; and bank stabilization projects: 

• A Corps of Engineers' 1989. reconnaissance report established federal interest 
in conducting feasibility studies for flood· protection in the lower Elm River/ . 

. · Moccasin Creek basins and the Dry Run Creek basin. Project funding has been 
provided to assistthe City of Aberdeen and Brown County in meeting cost 
share requirements for a Corps of Engineers' flood control feasibility study. 

' • . State legislative apprnpriati~ns have totaled $1.1 'million through 1994. These 
. , funds have been utilized by the district for restoration and study activities .. 

; -- ' , . . ' 

Lake Andes-Wagnef:/Marty II Irrigation Unit- 1975 
I • - ~ ., 

• The 45,000 acre LakeAn<les-Wagnef Irrigation project and· 3,000 acre Marty 
II Irrigation project are federallyauthorized Pick-SloanMissouri Basin Units 
located in Charles-Mix County (PL 102~575). Estimated construction costs are 

· $1?5.0 million and $24.0 million,·respectively. · 
-- - ' 

· • . In 1992, the State Legislature authorized the construction 'of the Lake Andes­
Wagrier/Marty II project and provided a state c.ost share commitment of $7.0 
million; Both the state and federal projectauthorizations are contingent upon 
the successful completion of the rese~rch demonstration program. The research 
program is a to year, $30.0.million effort. . . . . . . , 

• .The 5,000 acre research delllo~stratiori program is designed to determine best 
. management practices for irrigating glacial till.soils containing-selenium which· 

will protect the environment from. potential contamination .. The. federal 
· government has appropriated $250,000 for~FY 1995 for the research 

program. 
. . 

. Lewis and Clark Rural WaterSystem· ~ . 1989 
' ' 

• The proposed Lewis ~d ClarkiWS will be a bulk delivery system providing 
treated Missouri River watertocomrm.mities and existing rural water systems 
in s.outhea.stern South Dakota, northwestern Iowa, arid southwestern . 
Minnesota. The 1993 feasibility :report details the project design, construction 
budget, water conse~ation plah, project.alternatives evaluation, proposed , 
funding•package, and a wetland and.wildlife ~nhancemeritplan. 

- ;;_ , \_ .,_ ' - -

• South Dakota membership inch.ides eighf communities and three rural water 
systems.· About 133,000 South Dakotans would receive water from Lewis and 
Clark. State l~gislative appropriations have totaled $500,000 io· support 
developm_ent ofLewis'and Clark. ·· -· .· • : · .. · .· .. . . 
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• The 1993 State Legislature authorized construction of$200.0.million of Lewis 
. and Clark's South Dakota project features and authorized the 'Governor and 

local project sponsors to. negotiate a nonfederal matching agreement with 
Congress. The state's cost share may riot exceed 50 percent ofthe·nonfederal 
•match .. requirement . 

.. • Iowa and Minnesota project sponsors have provided funding support for 
project development proportionate to their respective service capacity needs. 
Iowa and Minnesota have authorized the project for construction. · 

· • · Congress provided $350,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation's technical 
assistance to the feasibility study and project development. 

• OnMay3, 1994, Lewis and Clark submitted legislation fo Congress to become 
a federally authorized rural water system. The U.S. Senate conducted a hearing 
on the proposedLewis and Clark project on June 28, 1994. • 

Mid-Dakota Rural Water System -1988 

· • Mid-Dakota is a federally authorized (P L 102-575) rural domestic water 
system which will provide high quality Missouri River water to 30,000 people 
in Beadle, Buffalo,· Hand, Hughes, Hyde, Jerauld, Potter, Sanborn, Sully, and 
smaltportions of Spink, Kingsbury, and Aurora Counties. The cost sharing 
provisions provide for $85,0 million iri federal grants, $15.0 million in federal 
treasury rate loans, and $~.4 million in state funding. 

. . 

• . The 1992 State Legislature authorized the construction of a $108.4 million 
Mid-Dakota project and provided a state cost share commitment of$8.4 
million .. Mid~Dakota has received state appropriations totaling $5. 4 minion 
from 1988 through 1994 .. 

• The Mid-Dakota project completed a successful sign-up process in 1993 with 
· 2,400 rural sign-ups generating $1.2 million in hook-up fees. Negotiation <?f 

·.·.· municipal and special users agreem~nts is on schedule. · 

• Mid:.Dakota awarded the initial construction contractsjn the fall of 1994 for 
the Oahe rese~oir intake facility and the Oahe water treatment plant.. · 
Construction of the $3. 9 million intake facility was initiated iri the fall of 1994, 
and it is scheduled to be completed in June 1996. The $9.9 million water 
treatment plant is projected to be in service by April 1997. 

Mni Wiconi RuralWater System -1989 

· • · P.L; 100"."516, as amended in 1994, authorizes a $260.0 million federal project 
· . to provide high quality Missouri River water to 50,000 western South Dakota 
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citizen~ iila ten county area extending south.and west of Ft. Pierre through the· 
Pi~e Ridge Indian Rese1:Yation·. . ' , ' . , 

•. TheOglal~Water Supply,System component encompasses the distribution 
facilities oii'the Pine Ridge.Indian reservation.and the off-reservation core 
system facilities including the :Missouri River intake and water .treatment plant. . 

· The Rosebud and Lower Brule components include the delivery and . 
, distribution facilities associated with service to their respective reservations. 

Approximately $200.o nu1iion ofth~ project costs are allocated to the tribal 
systems as· non-reimbursable federal costs: . Operation and maintenance for the 

, tribal systerhs'are afederal trust responsibiHty. , . 
' . ·- ' .,, . ' . 

- " - ' - { - . 

• W,est River/Lyman:.Jones Rural Water System, Inc. is the non-Indian . 
. distribution component The cost sharef or construction. costs allocated to the · 

·.~West River/Lyman-Jones system is 80%Jederaland 20% nonfederal. West 
River/Lyman-:Jonesjs responsible for its-operation and maintenance costs .. 

. ~' ' - - . ' 

• The· 1992 State Legislatufo a~thorized the· construction of the Mni Wiconi. 
·, project and approved a state cos.t share commitment of $12.2_5 million in ioans · 

to provide' the entire nonfoderar match requirement. To date,·m.ore than $3.5 
million in state loans have· beeri authorized by the State Legislature. 

' A •',, ,l ' a • 

l • J C • • • ·\, C -

• Federal appropriations for planning arid construction activities totaled $19 .2 
millio}! through FFY 1994. Congress approved FFY , 1995 appropriation levels 
of $14.5 million for const~ction a~d $492;000 for operation arid maintenance. 

, ) ,-- . '-.-1 " - ' , - ;-

• In: June 1993; the Oglala Sioux WaterSupplySystem irtltiated construction of 
advanced features'in the White.Clay andWakpamnidistrict~ of the Pine Ridge 
reseryation. Construction of core' system facil!ties is scheduled to be initiated in 
the fall of 1995: · · · · 

• . WestRiyer/L~an:._Jones'initiated ~onstIUcti~nofthe Creighton. area_system in 
October 1993 and Elbon area system inJuneJ994.·€onstructed facilities 

· includ~'c>ver 4_00 miles of distribution pipeline s~rving 23 0 hookups and the 
·, Badlands National Park, an ele.vated storag·e tank, a ground storage tank: and a. 

well producing 300 gallons per minute. . . . 
- ' - -- ',- ' ',. ,_ ' 

.. Perkins County Rural '\V ater System,::.19.93 

• . The prnp6sed .Perkins County.Rt1ral Watt!r Syste~ \\'ould pro~iqe quality·· ·· 
.. , drinking ~ater tct the. cqmmunities of Lemmon, Bison, and Lodgepole. 

Additionally;·the system would provide 185 rural users with domestic and 
livestock .water needs. , . , . , , . . 

· .• A feasibility study identified the preferred ~temativ~ as hooking up with the 
Southwest Pipeline ;l~rojecfin North Dakot.a: · · 
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• State legislativ~ appropriations,fothe project included $50,000 in 1993 and 
$50,000 in 1994 for planning and feasibility study purposes. 

· -· Pick.;.SJoan Riverside Irrigation - -1987 
- ' ' - ' , 

• ·This proposal i's an attempt to int~~ate existing irrigators along the Missouri· 
, River c~rridor in,to the Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program. The project would: 

provide irrigators with an·opportunity to utilize Pick;.Sfoan power and the 
. potential to obtain power revenue assistance: No action occurred on this 
project iµ 1994, and future activities are uncertain. . 

Sioux-Falls Flood Control Project - 1989 . 

-- 11 The proposed $30 million project will -provide the City of Sioux Falls with 
· ' ; 100-year·protection from flooding on the Big Sioux: Riverind Skurik Creek 

through modification of current flood control features. ·· · , · 

. • The existing Hood_ control features v/ere constructed by the Corps ~f Engineers 
· ) in 1965 and provide 30.;.year flood protection on the Big Sioux River and 20:.. 

year protection on Skunk Creek. , . 

· • · Federal appropriationsfor Corps of Engineers project planning total $1.2 _ 
. million. The ~tate provided· $170,000 for cost share on the feasibility report.· 

• The draft feasibility report was completed in June 1993 and a public hearing 
· . was held in August 1993. 

-· • State authorization of the project was approved. in· 1 Q92 including a state. cost 
share commitment of.$4.55_ million in grants. · · · · 

· • · Construction is projected to begin in FY 1997. The federal government will 
provide a maximum contribution df 7 5 percent of the total project costs 
assigned to flood controL · · · · · 

· Slip-Up Creek- 1981 . . . 

•· · Thisprojectincludes a dam, reservoir, and pumping plant on Slip~Up Creek; a 
\pumpirigplant on the Big Sioux River; and pipelines connecting the riyer ·· 

· _· pumping plant to the reservoir and_ the city's ;water treatment plant. The . 
purpose of the project is to store Big Sioux River waters for municipal use by 
the City of Sioux Falls and for recreation and.fish~and wildlifoadivities: No' •. 
sig~ificant action took place on the project in 1994. . . . . . . 
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'. Vermillion Bas ii/Flood C~ntrolProj ect ..;}987 
' ' -,,-::o- - ' -

. -· • · The project objec;tive is·to addJ~ss the severe floodi~g p~oblems in the·. 
VermillionRiver·Basin. The basin is about 120 miles lohg,. 20 miles wide and 

· coyers.about 2,185,square,miles.< · · 

··• The.1988 State"Legislatur~ provided $50,000 to study the feasibility of flood 
. ·~: control structures. Federal appropriations totaling $362,000 were secured . 

. • • The Corp~ of Engineers Vermilli6ri basin flood control reconnaissance report 
was completed·in July i993.and did not identify a feasible federal project. The 

'project sponsors are re;evaiuating projec{alternatives for nonfederal .• 
· · development. · · · · · 

' ' "': 

• .Local project sponsors subtnitted a p~e-application notification for a Federal . 
Emergency Management Agency hazard mitigation'grant for a "Feasibility. 
Study of Flood. CoritroLAlterriatives''.' fot the basin: In June 1994, more than 70 
technical experts met 'to develop a muW-objective plan to reduce the impacts 
o(flooding in the Vermilliori-R,iver,Basin; The National Park Service compiled 
the group's issues and suggestions and formulated a multi-objective hazard . 

: mitigation management plan .. ' . . . . . 
- . / ' , . ' 
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DEPARTMENTOF1ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
WATER AND ENVIRONMENT FUND 
. COND.ITION STATEMENT 

For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 1994 

Investment Interest 
Lo·an Repayments - Interest. 

. Groundwater Protection Fees 
Solid Waste Fees 

·. Dr~dge Sale ~ 
Contractor's Excise Tax 

/ - , ' ,- - ' 

TOTALREVENUE ·· 

.. · EXPENDITURES: 
. Legislative Line Items:· 

James RiverRestoration R:.95 
· Big Sioux .Flood Cntr. Wtr. R-95 
·. Mid Dakota R-;96 · 
Lewis&.Clark RWS R-96 .. 
Black Hills Hydro R-96 

,Fall RiverRWS R~sa· . 
Black Hills Hydro.R-97 

, _ Perkins Co. RWS R-97 . 
· · · GW Monitoring R:.98 

Consolidated Program 
· Groundwater Protection Grants . -

~olid Waste Mngt. Grants. 
Solid Waste 10% Sec . 

. TOTAL EXPENDiTURES. 
r•"' 

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES): 
Capital Construction Fu.nd 
Reimbursement from Westport for Grant Overpayment · 

' I - -

·. TOTAL OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES): 

EXCESS OF. REVENUE AND OTHER FINANCING SOURCES OVER 
. · (UNDER) EXPENDffURES AND OTHER FINANCING USES. 

I 995.State' .Water Plan 

.. 
$431,654 
$110,470 
$448,505 

$.1,349,263 
$170,554 

. $61,815 

$2,572,261 

. $37,045 
$20,676 

$348,139 
$95,991 -
$25,000 
$15,963 
$75,000 
$45,290 
$11,562 , 

$1,498,110. 
$592,418 
$671,779. 
$104,626 

. $3,541,599 

$6,499,960 
$1,000 · 

. $6,500,960 

$5,531,622 
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INCREASE (DECREASE) IN FUND BALANCE RESERVES:•. 
Reserve for Appropriatfons '. . . . , .. . ..... . 

Consolidafedprojects .:. 94 Appropriation · · 
Mid'Dakota RWS :..9:4 Appropriation . 

' Mni Wiconi RVVS - 94 Appropriation 
. Lewis.& Clark':-. 94 Appropriation· · · ' 

. · James River Restoration -'.94 Appropriation · · 
GW Monitoring Net\york :- 94 Appropriation , 

. Hydrologic and Wtr ~ Mrigt: .BH -' 94 Appropriatic;>r1, . 
. Lake Andes .: Wagner/Marty II 7 94 Appropriation . _· • 

· .. Perki.ns Co'. SW Pipeline RWS- 94 Appropriation -
GW Mo.nitoringNetwork.-94 Appropriation~ · 
Solid.-Wst. Managerrie11tprogram · · · 
Consolidated Program Reversions 
Legislative .Line. Item Reversions ' - .. •· ,. I ' •• 

' Solid.Waste Mngt..Reversions :· ·.. . ' ' . 
. legislative Line. Item -)his Fiscal Year Expenditures ·. •. 
.Consolidated Projects -Jhis Fiscal Year; Expenditures 
. Construction/Study Loa tis .· - . . . . ..... 
Solid Waste Man~gement Program Expenditures 

' ·Reserve for Loans Receivable , · · . . . 
.. GroundwaterProtection·Fund· 

-·•. Beginni~g'Fund Balanc? 

· .' Ending Fu}1d Bala~ce . . . 
. ' - - -

... ($6;300,000)' 
($1,000,000) . 

- ($1,000;000) 
· : ($125,000) .' 
. ($120,000). 

($100,000) · 
:($100,000) . 

($75,000) • 
~-- ($50,00.0) 

($250,000) 
($1,150,000) 

. $44,598 .. · 
$2,626 
~· $512 . 

· $674,666 
$1;498,110 

. ' . $0 
$776,405 

. ($719,023) . 
$385,272 

($6,301,944) 

($8,377,156) 
", -_ - • • -. , , ; ' - , - . --.;,- ' ·, " ;· , - - .· _, ,-_.• ' ·. • .'( r - · .. ·. ~ , - - '"., 

Funding for94 Appropriation will be received in 1995, which explains the large negative fund balange. : 

: WATER AND .. ENVIRONMENT FUND· 
·. · •· · BALANCE SHEET . . · · 

, for the ·FiscalYear E~ded ·june·so, 1994: 
< - /, ~ ~ -• ·_ 0 ' '.' - • a ; ' 

ASSETS: . ·... ·· . 
· ·. ·. Cash .- .. ·., • · ·· · · · ·. .· 
. ·.· ·,. Loans Receivable "" Current Portion 

.. Loans Receivable - Long Term 
Loans Receivable Westport 

· Accounts Receivable . 

TOTAL ASSETS 

. LIABILITIES: . 
. Accounts Payable . 

FUND BALANCE; . ' .. 
Reserved for Appropriations . 
Reserved for Long.Term· Loans Receivable 
Unreserved . . . . . 

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCE·· 

60 .·· 

' 
$11,503;600 . 
. $2,269,067 

$3,350,651 
$1,00() 

· · s1;010.541 

$18:134,859 . 

· ... $1;145,895·· 

$22,015,000 
. $3,351,120 

'($8,377,156) 

. $18.134.859 · .. 
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STATE OF sourn DAKOTA 
BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

RESOLUTION# 94 - 142 

REQUESTING THE LEGISLATURE TO AUfHORIZE THE BAD RIVER 
WATERSHED PROJECT AND TO AllfHORIZE THE STATE COST SHARE 
.OF $875,000 FOR THE .BAD RIVER WATERSHED PROJECT. 

WHEREAS, the Bad River Watershed Project 'is· a proposed .watershed 
improvement project to decrease the amount of sediment flowing into Lake Sharpe; . 

· and; · 

. · WHEREAS, in 1994 the Bad River Watershed Project was made a part of the State 
Water Resources Management System; and, 

. WHEREAS, the estimated total cost of the project is $24.2 million, $875,000 of 
~ which is,the state of South Dakota's portion of the nonfederal cost share 
· · re<j1.!irement; and, · 

WHEREAS, the Board of.Water and Natural Resources finds the Bad River 
'· Watershed Project to be a necessary project, meeting an important public need in 

· · . reducing the sediment flow into Lake Sharpe.• 

NOW.THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD, that pursuant to the 
. • . · · provisions ofSOCL 46A, 1-ll; the Legislature is hereby requested to authorize the 

• • ' ,c' Bad River Watersh~ Project;and, .. -

Ins FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to tlie provisions ofSDCL 46A-1-l3, 
. the Legislature ls hereby requested to authorize from the South Dakota Water.and 
Environment Fund a grant of $875,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary,, 
to provide the state of Sou~ Dakota's portion of nonfederal cost share requirement. 

Dated this 10th day ofNoveniber, 1994 

(SEAL) 

Chainnan, Board of Water 
and Natural Resources 

STATE OF sourn DAKOTA 
BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

RESOLlJfION # 94 - 143 

· REQUESTING THE . LEGISLATURE TO . AlJfHORIZE THE 
CONSTRUCTION , OF THE . BELLE. FOURCHE .. IRRIGATION 
REHABILITATION PROJECT AND TO AUTHORIZE THE STATE COST 
SHARE OF $4 MIWON FOR THE REHABILITATION OF THE CRITICAL 
PROJECT FEATIJRES OF THE BELLE FOURCHE IRRIGATION PROJECT. 

WHEREAS, in 1981 the Belle Fourche Irrigation Project was made a part of the 
State Water Resources Management System; and, 

WHEREAS, the Belle Fourche Irrigation Project was reauthorized as a Unit of the 
Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program under Public Law 98~ 157 for the rehabilitation 
and bettennent of the irrigation facilities and for recreation, fish and wildlife 
measures; and, · · · · 

WHEREAS, Publi~ Law 98-157 was amended~ 1994 to expand the scope of the 
Belle Fourche Irrigation Rehabilitation !>!"Oject; and, · 

WHEREAS, the estimated total cost of the rehabilitation efforts is $14.S million, 
of which the federal share of the activities cost is $10.5 million and the state of · 
South Dakota's share is $4 million; and, '. 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the Belle Fourche Irrigation Project to be a necessary 
project, meeting. an important public. need by completing the critical project 
rehabilitation work/ providing safety and water conservation, as well as fish, 

' wildlife, and environmental benefits. ' 

NOW TIIEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD, ~t pursuant to the i 

provisions of SDCL 46A-l-ll, the Legislature is hereby requested to authorize 
construction of the Belle Fourche IrrigationRehabilitatio~ Project; and, 

IT IS RJRTIIER RESOLVED, that pursuant to the provisions of SDCL 46A-1-13, 
· the Legislature is hereby requested to authorize from the South Dakota Water and · 

Fnvironment Fund $4 million in funding assistance, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to provide the State of South Dakota's portion of nonfederal cost share 
requirements, 

' Dated this 10th day ofNovember, 1994. 

(SEAL) 
·- ,, 

' /) ~.14-~-
' Chauman, Board of Water 

and Natural Resources . 

I 



STATEOFSOUfHDAKOTA · 
BOARD OF WATER AND NATIJRAL RESOURCES. 

. RESOLUTION# 94.: 144 

,REQUESTING nm LEGISLA11JRE AMENti THE STATE CONSTRUCTI6N 
AUTHORIZATION OF THE FALL RIVER COUNTY RURAL WATER 
SYSTEM PROJECT REVISING THE PROJECT COST ESTIMATE AND · 
INCREASING .THE STATE COST SHARE COMMITMENT TO $800,000 . 
FROM $500

1
000. . . , . 

• WHEREAs, in 1991 theFal!RiverCounty Rural Water System was made'a part · .. 
. of the State Water Resources ¥anagement System; and,; . 

· WHEREAS,~ 1993 ~ Legislature authorized tlie' construction of a six million 
five hundred thousand dollar ($6,500,000) Fall River County Rural Water System 
project for the purposes of providing safe an~ adequate municipal; rural and •. 
industrial water supplies in Fall.River couno/, and, · . 

WHEREAS; the revised' cost estimates· for the Fall River County Rural Water 
System based on. signed water user service agreements provide for a four million , .. · 

-"four hundred thousand dollar ($4;400,000) project; and, . . . 
. ~ . .... . ' ' 

WHEREAS, the Farmers Home Administration his indicated eligibiHty for , 
submittal of an application for grant and Joan funding; and, : ' '. . 

'•, ( c / • " 

WHEREAS, thelooil pri>ject ~~ have requested an,additio~ $300,000 from 
the Sfate of South Dakota to provide the ni:cessary cost share commitment for the 
Farmers Home Adinixustration.apj>lication. · · '· 

; NOW TIIEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD, that the Legislature ' . 
., is hereby requested to amend Session Law 1993, chapter 48; section '12 to provide 

0 

a total Stale grant canmitinentfu the amount of eight hundr~ thousand ($800,000) : · ' 
'.: from the Water arid Environment Fund . .• , ·. · , , , , · . . . 

Dated this 10th 'dayof_N~vember;~l.~9~0--. ·· .. -' ; ·. · .. · .. : ··. , .. , 

',···· '·'.· ... ,: -~4~. 
· ' ' · · C~ of Water and Natural Resources 

r ' • -, ~ 

(SEAL)· 

• 

STATE OF sourn DAKOTA 
' BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES· 

RESOLUTION# 94 -145 

·. REQUES11NGTHELEGISI.Al1JREAMENDTHESTATECONSTRUCTION 
. AUfHORIZATION OF' THE MNI WICONI RURAL WATER.SYSTEM 

PROJECT TO REFLECT THE ADJUSTMENTS MADE IN THE PROJECT BY 
THE.UNITED STATES CONGRESS THROUGH PASSAGE OF THE !,,{NL 
,WICONI ACT AME,NDMENTS OF 1994. . . . 

WHEREAS, in 1989 the Mni. Wicorii Rural Water System was made a part of the 
. .. State Water Resources Managem.ent System; and, .. 

:, c w~iliEAS, the ~992 Statfl.egisiaiur~ auth~rized the co~cti~ of a one 
· hundred millioo dollar {$100,000,000) Mni Wiconi Rural Water System project for 

the plllJXNl of providing hish; quality Missouri River water to 20,000 people on the 
Pine Ridge Indian Reservation and in the counties of Stanley; Haakon; Lyman; 
Jones, 1ackson;, Mellette, and Peiirungton; and,. . 

' . ~. thiMni Wironi Rural Water Supply Project Final Engineering Report 
· · : dated May21; 1993 detailed a preferred alternative two hundred sixty-three million 

·. two hundred forty.:One thousand dollar ($263,141,000) project meeting the full 
.waia: supply requirements of the authorized service areas and expanding the project 
to.meet the water supply requirements of the Rosebud Indian Reservation and.the 
Lower Brul~ Indian Reservation; and, . . . . . 

. . .WHEREAS,the103rd Congress 2nd Stl$ion approved legi~lation amending tire 
. Mni Wiconi Authorization (Public La~ 100-516) to incorporate the provisions of 

the Final Engineering Report's preferred alternative; and, . 

·.; ''WHEREAS, the amended project will provide water supplies fo~ 50,000 people on 
. the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation; the Rosebud Indian Reservation;·the Lower 
. Bruie Indian Reservation; and in the counties of Stanley, Haakon; Lyman, Jones, 

· .· Jackson; _Mellette; and ~ennington; and, .· . . 

· WHEREASi the Mni \Vicorii Act amendments of 1994. adjust the cost sharing 
. provision for the .West. River/Lyman-Jones Rural Water Systems components to 

80% federal 1UJd 20% nonfederal; and,· • . 

WHEREAS.the amended cost shrufug provision decreases the nonfedeial ~ dlare 
commitment io twelve million.nine hundred one thousand eight hundred dollars 
($12,901;800) ·from. fourteen million five hundred ninety-three thousand. 
($14,593,000) iii OctoberJ992 doliars. · ·· · · 

NO\\'. THEREFORE Bf: ff RESOLVED. BY THE Bo ARD: that the Legislature 
is hereby requested to amend Sessiori Law 1992, chapter 254, section 13 to reflect · 

· the expanded project scope and the revised cost share 'commitment from the Water. · 
and Environment Fund. 

·• . Dated this 10th day ot:November, 1994:, 

. ~4~ 
, Chairman, ~fWater and Natural Resources 

(SEAL) 



. . .STATEOFSOUTHDAKOTA . 
. BOARDOFWATERANDNATURALRESOURCES 

·RESOLUTION# 94 -146 . 

PROVIDING TO THE sourn DAKOTA LEGISLATURE AND GOVERNOR 
. THE BOARD'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR WATER AND ENVIRONMENT 

·· ··.FUND FISCAL Y;EAR·l996 EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION LEVELS. 

• WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority provided in SDCL 46A-1-2, the Board of 
, .Watc:r and Natural Resources (the Board) annually provides reconunendations to 
• the State Legislature arid Governor regarding deleti.ons and additions to the State . 

Water Resources Management System component of the State Water Plan; and, 
" ""{' '' - ' ' - ' '- ~ - ~ - - ' 

"wiiE~EAS, p~ant to the authority provided in SDCL 46A+7, the Board is 
responsible for approving aU proj~ .which are placed onto .the .State Water 
Facilities Plan, an annual listing of potential water related projects; and, 

, WHEREAS,~ to the authority provided in SDCL 46A-l-l 2 and 46A-l-13, 
. the Board. may recommend State funding levels to the Governor and Legislature; and, . . .· . . . . .·. . . . . 

WHEREAS, th~ Board has. reviewed the State Water Plan applications of the 
projects currently .on the _State Water Facilities Plan; and, 

WHEREAs, the Board has reviewed the Projected Funding Need forms submitted 
· liy projects on the, State \\'.ater Resources Management System; and, 

.·.·. · WHEREAS.the Boa~dhas conducted a public ~~g on November 9, 1994 to 
•· . take the statements of all interested parties regarding water <ievelopment funding 

needs. · · · · · · · · 

· NO\V THEREFORE BE IT.RESOLVED, that the Board r~ends to th~ S~te 
· · . Legislature and Governor the following Water and .Environment Fund fiscal year 

.. }996 line-item. expenditure authorization levels. for projects on the State Water 
Resources Management System:. . . . . . . •. . 
. Bad River Water Quality Project $ 87;500 

Belle Fourche Irrigation Project · 1,000,000 
Black Hills Hydrology~ Water Management Study 260,000 
James River Improvement Program . 75,000 
Lake Andes-Wagner/Marty II Irrigation Unit · 75,000 

. Lewis&ClarkRuralWaterSystem . . 75,000 
Mid;Oakota Rural Water. Syst~ , 1,000,000 

.. Mni Wjconi Rural Water System 1,800,000 
Sioux Falls Flood Control Project·.· 300,000 

. SWRMS TOT AL . $4,672,500 

••.. IT IS FURTIIER RF.SOLVED, that the Bo;d reconunends to the State Legislature 
. and Governor the Water and Environment Fund fiscal year 1996 expenditure 

ai'ithorization leve}··of $3,500.000 for the. Consolidated Water Facilities. 
Construction Program; and,· 

' ... ,. . - -··' 

d IS FURTIIERRESOL VED, that the Board recomm~ds to the State Legislature 
. ·.and Governor the. Water and Environment Fund fiscal year·I996 expenditure 
· · · authcri7.atioo level ofSt,150,000 for the Solid Waste Management Grant Program. 

Dated this, iOth da. y'.'N~. ~.l:994> · . ··... _· · ... :. · 
. . . . ·. . j/ .. /) 

• • ,• /'• ~,,,,,'!"(JL~-• 

;: · · . . · . Chairman; Board of Water and 
· · · Natural Resources 

, STATEOFSOUTHDAKOTA • 
BOARD 9F WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES . 

RESOLUTION#. 94 • 152 
-, • J 

PROVIDING TO THE sourn DAKOTA LEGISLATURE AND GOVERNOR 
THE BOARD'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE STATE 'WATER 
RESOURCES MANAGEMENT SYSTEM COMPONENT OF THE STATE 
WATER PLAN AND RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING STATE. 
GENERAL FUND SUPPORT FOR STATE AGENCY WATER RESOURCE 
PROJECTS. . . . 

WHEREAS, the~ of Water and Natural Resources (the Board) pmsuant 
SDCL 46A-l-2 annually provides reconurieiidat.ions to the State Legislature ~d 
Governor regarding deletions. and additions to the State Water· Resources 
Management System component of the State Water Plan; and, 

. . -· --- ' - ,"·, ' 

.. WHEREM, the Board puJ:SUant s.DCL 46A-1~2 is responsiblefor placing 
projects on the State Water ,Facilities Plan component of the State Water Plan; and, 

. . 

·. WHEREAS, the Board has revi~ed Staie Wider Plan applications for·. • 
various water resource projects sponsored by agencies of the State of South Dakota; 
and, • . . . 

. . . 
. WHEREAS, the School and Public Lands Dam Safety project provides 

. · State cost sharing for the repair pf dams owned by the State throughout. South 
Dakota; and, . , • . 

WHEREAS, the Statewide Abandoned Well Plugging project provides for 
the plugging of abandoned and fafei~ wells pursuant to SDCL 46-6-18 and 46-6-
21; and, ·· · • · 

' r • ' ', .-, • 

. WHEREAS; th~Statewide Groundwater Quality Monitoring Network 
project provides for. the assessment of the. present water quality,· the impact of 
chemicals, and the long-tenn trends in water quality in twenty~six (26) sensitive 
aquifers throughout South Dak_ota; and, i . . 

WHEREAS, the Statewide W~ter Qi.umtlty Monitoring Network project . · 
provides for the operation of stream gages to monitor the conditions of South 
Dakota. streams and rivers and· operation and expansion of the groundwater 
observation well network for regulatory purposes . 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board reconunends to the. 
State Legislature and Governor that all water.resource projects currently on the 
State Water Resources Management· System be retained as preferred, priority 
objectives of the State; and, ' · • · ' 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends to.the State 
Legislature and Governor that the School and Public Lands Dam Safety project, 
the Sbltewide Abandoned. Well Plugging project, the Statewide Groundwater .. 
Quality Monitoring project, and the Statewide Water Quantity Monitoring ; 
Network project riot be placed on the State Water' Resources Management System 
because they do riot 'meet the definition of a State Water. Resources Management 
System project; and, , .. • . ·. . . . . . 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, ~t the Board reconilmmds to tiie State' .•..•.. 
Legislature and Governor that the.School and Public Lands Dam Safety project,:\ , 
the Statewide Abandoned Well Plugging project, the Statewide Groundwater :o~\ 
Quality Monitoring project, and the Statewide Water Quantity Monitoring·· 
Network project should be supported with State General Funds as responsibilities · .. · 
of the State of South Dakota providing public health, public safety, and regulatory. 
benefits throughout the State; and, ' · .· · . . . . . .. . 

· .. IT IS FURTHER RESOLYED, that th~.Board ~l place the School~.· ·. · 
. · Public Lands Dam Safety project and the Statewide Abandoned Well Plouin&. ·" · · 

· project on the State Water Facilities Plan ami'will consider state fiscal year 1996 ·,. 
I funding requests from these projects under the Consolidated Water Facilities 

Construction Program but will not consider future year funding req~ests for these ,· projects. . . . . . . .. . . 

Dated this 10th dayofNoiember, 1~94.: ·· 

BOARDOFWATER~D. A: .. . RES~~CE~, 

~~4-~., 

(SEAL) 

ATTEST. /;)ab.~ . . 
. _Seer~, Board of Water and Natural Resources 

-



. · ·STATE OFSOUfH DAKOTA 
BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

RESOLUITON #.94 ~ 153 

.. PROVIDING TO TIIE SOUTII DAKOTAtEGISLATlJRE AND GOVERNOR . 
THE BOARD'S RECOMMENDATIONS.REGARDING STATE.GENERAL 
FUND SUPPORT. FOR THE DEP AR1:MENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND 
NATURAL RESOURCES .... 

. . 

WHEREAS, J}ie So~th Dakota Department of ~virorun~t lllld N~al . 
~ (the Department) has prepared a state fiscal year 1996 operating budget 

. recommendation that requires an increase in the administrative fees to be charged 
on all deposits in the Water and Envirorunent Fund reducing funds to support the 
Comolidated WatJ:c Facilities Coostruction Program and the State Water Resources 
Management System projects; and,· ·• 

. WHEREAS;.the·Department's .state fiscal year 1996. operating budget . 
recommendation requires the redirection of the dedicafi4 Solid Waste Tonnage Fee 
further reducing the Water and Environment Fund deposits to wpport the Solid 
Waste Management Program; and, . . . • 

\. / - '·\.-

. WHEREAS, the ·Board. believes that 'the ~ds dedicated· to support .the · · 
projects and programs of the Water and EriY!fOrunent Fund should be used to fund •· · 

· · the planning and construction of conununity water resource projects providing for 
• the enhancement· of public health,. public _safety,• economic· development, water· 
.conservation,\vatershed management, water"supply, wastewater treatment, solid .. 
waste management, and groundwater protection; and, . . . 

' -- . ' . ,. ' 

WHEREAS; the Board 15elieves that the technical assistance arid regulatory ·. 
progrium of the Department provide public healthand public safety benefits to the 
citizens of South.Dakota. . . . . . 

. , . NOWTHEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board recommends to the 
State ugislature and Governor.that.then~ State.General Funds be provided 
to support staffmg of the South Dakota Department ofEnvirorunent and Natural 
Resouro:s to provide the required regulatory, public health, and technical assistance 
to the citizens of South Dakota;. and, 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends to the State 
Legislalure and Govemocthat there be: no reduction of the funds currently dedicated 

. to ~ater and Fnvironment FIUld to support water and natural resources proj~ and, 
programs; 

Dat_edthis 10th. dayofNovember, 1994. ~··./-··- .. : .· .. · .. · • •. 
.. ../ -·~1 /J . . , , . . ,n...:J,:Q:·f:-::0= 

· · -.. . . , , Chairman, Board of Water and 
. Natural llesources 

(SEAL} 

\ 

\ 

\ -

STATE OF sourn DAKOTA 
. BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

RESOLUI10N # 94 - 156 

IIBQUESTING THE LEGISLATURE TO APPROPRIATE ALLREMAINING 
. . MONEY FROM THE Groundwater RESEARCH AND PUBLIC EDUCATION 

PROGRAM TO THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL 
· ·. RESOURCES FOR THE STATEWIDE Groundwater QUALITY MONITORING 

NETWORK PROJECT_. . 
, ' , ~'. ' ; , - J" 

· WHEREAS, the · Statewide Groundwater, Quality Monito~g Network is· an 
. ongoing project which will (1) assess the present water quality, (2) the impact of 

·. agricultural chemicals on .water, and (3) long-tenn trends in water quality in 
· ·· sensitive aquifers covering the full expanse of South Dakota; and; · 

WHEREAS, this long-term monitoring ·effort will examine groundw~ for major · 
. .. ions, nitrate,: trace elements,, radionuclides,. ,volatile. organic compounds,. and 

. pestiddes, all of which are items important in drinking-water considerations; and, 

'w'.HEREAS, the total <fost ~fthis project will exceed $3 million over the next 12 
years, approximately $288,000 of which is currently anticipated to be funded by 
Federal 319 dollars; and, · · · 

> WHEREAS, this monit6ring effort will benefit municipalities, rural-water systems, 
private. citizens; industry including agriculture, and regulatory. programs in the 

> Department. of .Environment and Natural. R~urces and. the South Dakota 
. Departmentof; Agriculture; and, 

·· WHEREAS,pursuanttotheauthorityprovided in SDCL46A-l-12 and 46A-tcJJ, 
the Board may recommend State funding levels to the Governor and Legislature, 
and,·. - . . -

' ' ; , ' ' ' 

WHEREAS, the Departin~t ofEn~orunent and Nattiral Resources believes that 
this project is one of the top priorities regarding the development and management. 

. ·. of South Dakota's water resources. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD that the Legislature 
is hereby requested.to appropriate all reniaming.money from the. Groundwater 

, Research and Public Education Program to 'the Department of Envirorunent and 
·Natural. Resources. for the Statewide Groundwater Quality Monitoring Network 

·· Project. · · · · 

· Dated this 14 day of December, 1994 

: (SEAL) 

. · A~ .. ·.ST: --. ~· ..,• ._ .. ·_· -.. · . ,.;2,,- .. ·.. . . . ...µ ,· . > •.;.,_ 

' ~J<:-<<X.. g ~--> 
·.S~dofWater~ . 

. and Natural Resources 

ehllimian, Board of Water 
and Natural Resources 

/ 




