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LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY
Board of Directors Meeting

Fargo City Commission Chambers

June 26, 2025
DRAFT AGENDA

Call to Order & Roll Call — Chair Mahoney
Introductions — Chair Mahoney
>Approval of Agenda — Chair Mahoney
Reading and Consideration of the Minutes — Chair Mahoney
A. >April 16, 2025 (Tab A)
LAWA Financial Report — Merri Mooridian
A. >*Budget Analysis Statement (Tab B)
1. >Bills Paid (Tab C)
B. >Summary of Dues and Cost Share Paid (Tab D)
Project Financial Reports & Updates
A. Consultant Work Plan Review — Vice Chair Bochenski
1. >Consultants Billing Summary (Tab E)
>Series C Reimbursement Requests — Merri Mooridian (Tab F)
>Series D Reimbursement Requests — Merri Mooridian (Tab G)

Interim Financing Agreement Series F — Merri Mooridian & Brent Bogar

moow

State Water Commission Update — Merri Mooridian
1. $150 Million Cost Share Request
2. $55 Million Cost Share Request

a. *>SWC & Water Infrastructure Rev. Loan Fund Submission (Pocket)
Red River Valley Water Supply Project Update
Construction Update — Kip Kovar
>Work Plan Update — Kip Kovar/Kurt Ronnekamp (Tab H)
>2023-2025 Biennium Work/Plan Budget — Kip Kovar/Kurt Ronnekamp (Tab 1)
>2025-2027 Biennium Work/Plan Budget — Kip Kovar/Kurt Ronnekamp (Tab J)
>Program Schedule — Kip Kovar (Tab K)

mmoow>»

User Engagement — Steve Burian

1. >Prospective Users Update (Tab L)

2. Memorandum of Commitment Approvals
a. >*Richland County (Tab M)
b. >*Walsh Rural Water District (Tab N)
c. >*Agassiz Water Users District (Tab O)

1



2
2:15p.m. VIIl. *Project Participation Agreement Update & Plan — John Shockley
1. LAWA and GDCD Operations Delineation
2. Project Agreement(s) Updates
2:35p.m. IX. Unfinished Business — Chair Mahoney

A. >*LAWA Bylaws Revision Update — Katie Schmidt (Tab
P)

2:55 p.m.
X.  New Business — Chair Mahoney
A. *LAWA Administrative Support Agreement (Handout)
3:00 p.m. B. Resolution of Condolence for Bill Bohnsack (Handout)
XI.  Adjourn
Bold = Action Item * = Roll Call Vote



The following minutes are in draft form subject to review and approval by the LAWA Board of Directors
at its next meeting.
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LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Fargo Commission Chambers
April 16, 2025
A meeting of the Lake Agassiz Water Authority (LAWA) board of directors was held April 16,

2025. The meeting was called to order by Chair Mahoney at 2:58 p.m.

INTRODUCTIONS

Chair Mahoney introduced United States Congresswoman Julie Fedorchak.

Representative Fedorchak thanked everyone for their hard work for their communities and for
the cause of delivering good, clean and affordable water to the people of North Dakota and
this region. She offered her and her staff’s help on the federal side with moving the Red River
Valley Water Supply Project (RRVWSP) toward fruition.

Representative Fedorchak also provided an update on various activities in Congress.

Chair Mahoney next introduced Alan Idso as the new board member representing Cass Rural
Water Users District (CRWUD) on the LAWA board.

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT

Chair Timothy Mahoney

Vice Chairman Bochenski

Director LaVonne Althoff

Director Rick Bigwood

Director Bill Bohnsack (attended virtually)
Director Ann Broussard

Director Dave Carlsrud

Director Tom Erdmann

Director Alan Idso

Director Jim Schmaltz

Director Travis Schmidt

Alternate Brian Reilly for Director Keith Nilson (attended virtually)
Associate Member Bernie Dardis
Secretary Duane DeKrey

MEMBERS ABSENT

Associate Member Brett Lambrecht
Associate Member Jim Moe
Associate Member Carol Siegert
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A copy of the registration sheet is attached to these minutes as Annex |.
The meeting was recorded to assist with compilation of the minutes.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Motion by Vice Chair Bochenski to approve a change to the proposed board meeting
agenda, making Item VI. A. Consultant Work Plan Review an item for Executive Session.
Second by Director Broussard. Upon voice vote, motion carried.

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES

Motion by Director Schmaltz to approve the November 27, 2024, LAWA Board,
December 18, 2024, Special Board, January 15, 2025, Special Board and January 16,
2025, Special Board meeting minutes as distributed. Second by Director Bohnsack.
Upon voice vote, motion carried.

FINANCIAL REPORT

2024 Budget Analysis Statement - - Merri Mooridian, Deputy Program Manager, RRVWSP
Administration, Garrison Diversion, reviewed the Budget Analysis Statement for the period of
January 1, 2024, to December 31, 2024, a copy which is attached to these minutes as Annex
Il.

Ms. Mooridian stated total income through December was $37,619. Expenses were $166,855.
The total bank balance at the end of 2024 was $251,616.

Motion by Vice Chair Bochenski to approve the Budget Analysis Statement for the
period of January 1, 2024, through December 31, 2024. Second by Director Schmidt.
Upon roll call vote, the following directors voted aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski,
Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, Idso, Mahoney, Schmaltz and Schmidt.
Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none. Motion carried.

Bills Paid - - Ms. Mooridian reviewed 2024 bills paid since the November meeting, which
include consulting fees, legal fees and the audit payment.

Summary of Dues Paid - - Ms. Mooridian stated the table listing membership dues received
for 2024 can be found in the meeting packet.

Draft 2025 LAWA Budget - - Ms. Mooridian referred to the Draft 2025 LAWA Budget, stating
it was developed similarly to the 2024 budget. The proposed income budget for the year is
$36,945. Expenses are estimated at $227,050. A copy of the budget is attached to these
minutes as Annex lIl.

Motion by Director Carlsrud to approved the proposed 2025 LAWA budget. Second by
Director Erdmann. Upon roll call vote, the following directors voted aye: Althoff,
Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, Idso, Mahoney,
Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none. Motion
carried.
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2025 Budget Analysis Statement - - Ms. Mooridian reviewed the Draft Budget Analysis
Statement for the period of January 1, 2025, to March 31, 2025, a copy which is attached to
these minutes as Annex IV.

Total income received through March is $3,410. Expenses are $85,639.
The total bank balance at the end of March 2025 is $169,387.

Motion by Director Schmaltz to approve the Budget Analysis Statement for the period
of January 1, 2025, through March 31, 2025. Second by Director Bigwood. Upon roll
call vote, the following directors voted aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack,
Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, ldso, Mahoney, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates
voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none. Motion carried.

2025 Bills Paid - - Ms. Mooridian reviewed the bills paid for 2025, including membership dues,
legal fees and consultant services.

Motion by Director Schmidt to approve the 2025 bills paid for the period of January 1
through March 31, 2025. Second by Director Schmaltz. Upon roll call vote, the following
directors voted aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud,
Erdmann, Idso, Mahoney, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those
voting nay: none. Motion carried.

2025 LAWA Membership Dues - - Ms. Mooridian referred to the draft letter, along with the
2025 dues statement, proposed for mailing to the LAWA members to collect annual
membership dues. She asked the board to approve billing for the 2025 LAWA membership
dues.

Motion by Director Broussard to approve billing LAWA members for 2025 membership
dues. Second by Director Erdmann. Upon roll call vote, the following directors voted
aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, ldso,
Mahoney, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none.
Motion carried.

PROJECT FINANCIAL REPORTS AND UPDATES

Consultant Work Plan Review - - Executive Session

Katie Schmidt, Ohnstad Twichell, said the next item on the agenda, “Consultant Work Plan
Review,” has been requested by the Vice Chair to be moved to Executive Session. Ms.
Schmidt read the statement of topics and purposes for the Executive Session as including
contract negotiation strategies and attorney consultation regarding ongoing contract
negotiations related to the project partnership and water supply agreement for the RRVWSP.
Discussions on these items in an open meeting could adversely impact the board’s contract
bargaining positions and could ultimately result in adverse fiscal effects on the board’s
bargaining positions; therefore, an Executive Session is necessary and warranted.

Motion by Director Carlsrud to enter into Executive Session to discuss contract
negotiation strategies and attorney consultation regarding ongoing contract
negotiations related to the project partnership and water supply agreement for the Red
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River Valley Water Supply Project in accordance with N.D.C.C. § 44-04-19.1, 2, 5 and 9.
Second by Director Broussard. Upon roll call vote, the following directors voted aye:
Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, Idso,
Mahoney, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none.
Motion carried.

The board went into Executive Session at 3:15 p.m. and returned to regular session at 3:50
p.m.

Interim Financing Agreement Series C - - Ms. Mooridian referred to the funding
reimbursement requests 62, 63 and 64 made to the State Water Commission (SWC) through
March 31, 2025, for Interim Financing Agreement Series C cost share. State funding paid
since the 2019-2021 biennium has been $73.7 million. The amount approved was $84.7
million. The amount remaining is $11 million.

Interim Financing Agreement Series D - - Ms. Mooridian next referred to funding
reimbursement requests 23 through 28 made to the SWC through March 21, 2025, for Interim
Financing Agreement Series D cost share. These are for the 2023-2025 biennium. Of the
$180 million total state cost share, $116 million or 65 percent of the cost share is remaining.

Ms. Mooridian stated these are being provided for the board’s information.

PPA Status and Operation Review - - Vice Chair Bochenski commented the genesis of this
started with the review of the Project Participation Agreement (PPA). Grand Forks hired
Colorado water attorney Brian Nazarenus and Fargo hired Colorado water attorney John
Dingess to assist them with a review of the PPA and related exhibits. Vice Chair Bochenski
introduced Brian Nazarenus and Shane Coors of Precision Water Resources Engineering
(PWRE) to review their comments on the PPA and on the Operational Plan, Phase Il.

Mr. Nazarenus, who is a water rights attorney, reported he was retained by the City of Grand
Forks to review the PPA, its exhibits and related documents, as well as Operational Plan Il.
Through that process, he has collaborated with John Dingess, Fargo’s water attorney.

Mr. Nazarenus admitted he was generally unaware of the history of what the Garrison
Diversion consulting team had worked on in the past and what they were currently working
on. His comments were solely limited to a review of the July 18, 2022, version of the PPA,
and the Operational Plan Phase Il. He provided a PowerPoint presentation summarizing the
issues included in the letter Chair Mahoney and Vice Chair Bochenski submitted to Garrison
Diversion in February 2025.

Legal Opinions Regarding Draft PPA

Issue One: LAWA Control

Mr. Nazarenus recommended that LAWA and its members should have control over
operations and administration of the Project after an agreed-upon “break point” (i.e., the biota
plant, break tanks or the Sheyenne River discharge facility). LAWA should enter into a water
supply contract with Garrison Diversion to deliver Project water to the break point. LAWA and
its Project participant members should have a separate agreement between themselves for
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the distribution, administration and operation of the Project water after an identified break point
and in the Sheyenne and Red River Basins, including Lake Ashtabula operations.

Mr. Nazarenus said Garrison Diversion obviously has an incredibly important role in terms of
operating the Garrison Diversion Unit and the Missouri River side of the project and dealing
with the Bureau of Reclamation and its facilities. However, he suggested it would make sense,
and it is good governance for local users to be responsible for the local Project operations.
Particularly with some of the issues the Project will be facing in the Red River and the
Sheyenne River Basins.

Issue Two: Lake Ashtabula Water Supply Contracts

Mr. Nazarenus recommended that, pursuant to the Federal Water Supply Act of 1958, a water
supply contract should be obtained from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for the
storage and release of water from Lake Ashtabula. This may require two contracts:
Thompson-Acker (TA) account holders would be parties to the contract with regards to their
native basin water rights; LAWA would be party to the contract with regard to Project water.
The contract should be obtained before the agreement between LAWA and the Project
participants is finalized.

Mr. Nazarenus added it is important that the Project water operate in a manner that respects
the TA accounts. There are issues on the priorities of those accounts and how they relate to
each other, and those issues need to be settled.

Mr. Nazarenus is unaware of what has been done by Garrison Diversion consultants with
regard to the USACE or the Department of Water Resources (DWR) pertaining to water rights
and USACE’s storage and dam operations but recommended these are areas to work
through.

Issue Three and Four: Specific Operational Plan and Improved Dispute Resolution

Three: Mr. Nazarenous recommended that a specific Operational Plan acceptable to LAWA
members should be developed before the agreement between LAWA and the Project
participants is finalized.

Mr. Nazerenous did not recommend entering into a PPA before knowing how the Project will
operate. Water users are entitled to know what they are going to get, how they are going to
get it and how the Project is going to operate.

Four: Mr. Nazerenous recommended that both the LAWA-Garrison Diversion agreement and
the LAWA PPA need to contain a robust, equitable and clear dispute resolution process. He
noted that the current draft PPA dispute resolution language is pretty one sided favoring
Garrison Diversion and suggested that language changes should be discussed.

Issues Five and Six: LAWA Cost Sharing and ND Department of Water Resources

Administration

Five: Mr. Nazerenous suggested seeking cost share for LAWA’s expenses as part of the
RRVWSP.
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Six: Mr. Nazerenous suggested there should be full engagement with the DWR regarding
Lake Ashtabula administration and operations, including water rights for TA accounts and the
administration and “shepherding” of releases of water, whether TA or Project water from Lake
Ashtabula to lawful users. This directly relates to points 2 and 3.

Mr. Nazerenous stated this is an important issue from an administration perspective since
North Dakota case law on water rights is pretty sparse. There has not been a lot of conflict in
the state at least as far as litigation on water. The point is that scarcity is what drives
administration and resolution or conflict. That is where it is important to get the state engaged
and have them thinking about the hard questions as to how the water is actually going to get
down the river from Lake Ashtabula from the Project without being taken by people who are
not entitled to the water.

Mr. Nazerenous admitted he had not discussed with any attorneys or consultants for the
RRVWSP Project what efforts had been engaged in or were ongoing by Garrison Diversion
with the DWR. He was simply making observations based on a review of the PPA and the
Operational Plan Phase Il.

Review of Operational Planning — Phase 2

Mr. Coors shared his background as a civil engineer, as well as experience PWRE has with
water projects. Precision Engineering develops state-of-the art water management tools for
large water systems throughout western United States. Mr. Coors said PWRE does not
purport to know the history, the nuance or uniqueness of this basin and have simply looked
at the Operational Plan Phase Il; however, they have worked in some complicated places that
are bumping into issues earlier because of scarcity. He thinks there is value in bringing
perspective to this situation from the outside.

Mr. Coors stated PWRE has reviewed the documents and has the following critiques and
comments, which he shared via PowerPoint.

Critical Regulatory Prerequisites:

Mr. Coors indicated North Dakota has limited regulatory authority established, which makes
developing an operating plan impossible since he can’t predict what the regulatory agency will
do in many situations. For instance, there is no regulatory authority to define Ashtabula TA
accounts, develop a water shepherding plan below Lake Ashtabula or complete Lake
Ashtabula and Red Lake River Control Manual updates.

o Mr. Coors observed that it would be difficult to ask for signatures on a PPA without
more specificity in the Operational Plan Phase Il and without legal regulatory authority
adopted by DWR. He commented that pipeline sizing would rely on some of the
modeling assumptions that are rooted in the DWR regulatory approach. As such,
Grand Forks’ need for any supplemental water could not be confidently predicted
without the DWR regulatory authority completely established. He thinks a more
specific operating plan is needed. He also believes the Water Control Manual revision
process is wrapping up, and the critical issues of water appropriations in the
conservation pool are still not resolved by DWR.
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o Mr. Coors acknowledged he has not been involved and is generally unaware of the
efforts of Garrison Diversion staff and consultants, who have been and are working
with DWR in this regard.

Lack of Specificity and Engagement

Mr. Coors observed the Operational Plan Phase Il has much to say about who makes the
decisions and about decision-making protocol but is lacking specifics as to how operational
decisions will be made. Stakeholders are dependent upon operators to make critical decisions
about their water supply based solely on their judgement in critical times.

o Mr. Coors recommended the development process should be more collaborative
among the stakeholder process. Stakeholders should be able to comment on and
participate in the development of the key operational criteria and protocols along the
way.

Administrative Concerns
Mr. Coors had the following observations about Lake Ashtabula Operation Criteria:

o Lake Ashtabula is arguably the most important feature in the basin.

o Heis unaware of how TA and Project accounts will be filled.

o He is unaware of what happens to Project water at the end of the year and whether
it carries over.

o He is unaware of the priority for release amongst the accounts when release capacity
is limited.

o He is unaware of how evaporative losses are addressed.

The Operational Plan Phase |l states “Water below the conservation pool (or below 1,245 ft)
may be available for water supply but will require a competing-use analysis to identify the
greatest need. Release requests may require no longer than two weeks to process.”

o Mr. Coors recommended that TA account owners should seek more certainty as to
the availability of their water.
o Thisis largely a USACE issue, but should be addressed.

Lack Pipeline Operational Criteria

o  Mr. Coors suggested more information should be included on pipeline operation,
including an agreement amongst Project participants on the precise conditions for
when the pipeline will and will not be operational.

o Pipeline operations should be clearly defined to maximize the benefit and minimize
the spill.

Return Flow/Bypass Requirements

o Mr. Coors observed that return flows and minimum bypass requirements are an
important water supply source for downstream of the large municipal users on the
Red River, specifically Grand Forks. Grand Forks would like to see more criteria
included in the Operational Plan for both of these items.
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Transit Losses

o  Mr. Coors is unaware of how the Garrison Diversion team has incorporated losses in
the Project operations, but he raised this as an issue not spelled out in the Operational
Plan. He questioned if it would be a DWR issue.

Technical Tool Concerns

Mr. Coors suggested some technical tools that might be considered for use in administering
the Operational Plan, including:

1. Water Accounting Model
2. Drought Management Dashboard (DMD)
3. Predictive Model

Mr. Coors provided a comparison of his suggested tools versus the tools being suggested by
the Garrison Diversion team. He suggested if PWRE were hired by LAWA, they would rework
the recommended technical tools to be more fit-for-use to support this Project.

Conclusions

In conclusion, it is PWRE’s assessment that the operating agreement needs to be more
collaborative and have a more effective forward-looking component and be a bit more of a
collaborative effort technically of the parties that will be impacted by it, yet he is unaware of
what collaboration Garrison Diversion’s consultants have engaged in with Grand Forks,
Fargo, the technical team and other users.

Chair Mahoney stated a couple of motions were developed from these conversations. He
called on Vice Chair Bochenski to suggest them.

Vice Chair Bochenski offered the following motion:
With respect to the RRVWSP (the “Project’), to authorize and direct LAWA, with the
assistance of Grand Forks and Fargo and current LAWA legal counsel, to assume control of
the drafting and development of agreements and technical matters for the operation of the
Project, including but not limited to:
1. A Project Participation Agreement relative to the construction of the Project,
2. An agreement between LAWA and Garrison Diversion for the delivery of Project water
3. Operating agreement among LAWA and LAWA members participating in the Project
for the operation of the Project and Project water from and after Garrison Diversion’s
delivery of Project water (including shepherding and use of Project water and water
rights).

4. Agreement with state and federal agencies for operation of Lake Ashtabula, and
Project and TA water and water rights, and

5. Other matters for the operation of the Project that are acceptable to LAWA and LAWA
members.

10
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Director Broussard seconded Vice Chair Bochenski’'s motion.

Director Edrmann asked if Garrison Diversion has been contacted regarding the PPA and
LAWA'’s intentions other than the letter received from Chair Mahoney and Vice Chair
Bochenski.

Vice Chair Bochenski said meetings have been held with Mayor Mahoney, himself and the
officers of Garrison Diversion to discuss project issues. Vice Chair Bochenski stated that the
PPA conversations have been going on for three years, and we have not been able to move
that forward. It has been three years’ worth of work, and it has definitely accelerated just trying
to get to a PPA in the last several of months.

Tami Norgard, Vogel Law, advised that the offered motion is contrary to the Cooperation
Agreement between Garrison Diversion and LAWA, dated May 8, 2020, in which the two
agreed how to move the planning and operations of the RRVWSP forward. Garrison Diversion
worked very closely with Grand Forks and Fargo, along with their attorneys, in developing the
agreement. That document governs the relationship between Garrison Diversion and LAWA,
and it specifically states that Garrison Diversion will plan and construct the project, own and
operate and specifically do the operations at the beginning of the project. We also suggested
and agreed there is a timeframe as to when Garrison Diversion and LAWA will meet to finalize
the operating plan. She raised the concern this motion would constitute a breach of contract
on behalf of LAWA, advising that the LAWA attorneys should look closely at the motion.

Ms. Norgard explained how agreements have been developed in the past between Garrison
Diversion and LAWA. In the case of the PPA, there were meetings in Mayor Mahoney’s office
with Fargo, Grand Forks and LAWA in order to discuss operations with the cities’ technical
people, who asked a lot of questions seeking their input on operations, so there has been a
long history of collaboration between Garrison Diversion and these users on the PPA and
operations. LAWA'’s counsel was involved in many meetings to talk through the development
of the PPA. Once Garrison Diversion and LAWA were comfortable, they sent the PPA to
Grand Forks and Fargo to initiate their legal review in July 2022. Garrison has not received
any comments back from Fargo or Grand Forks in that two and a half years. The distribution
of the draft PPA was solely to obtain input on the language for further edits that the users are
comfortable with. No one handed the draft PPA to Fargo and Grand Forks and asked them to
sign it as is. It was sent for the sole purpose of collaborating and engaging in revisions, just
as these parties have done in the past.

The only response Garrison Diversion has received on the PPA is the letter from Mayors
Mahoney and Bochenski dated February 7, 2025, with the five points for discussion that Mr.
Nazerenous has outlined today. Chairman Anderson of Garrison Diversion then replied to that
letter saying Garrison Diversion would like to work with LAWA on this; suggesting the
attorneys get together to discuss it.

Ms. Norgard stated she has asked to get the attorneys together many times like what has
been done in the past, and she has been met with a complete wall. There has been no input
provided from Grand Forks’ or Fargo’s attorneys.

The observations to the LAWA board from the Grand Forks’ consultants are a bit concerning

since the consultants admit they have no information regarding what Garrison Diversion has
been working on with the USACE and the DWR.

11
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Ms. Norgard said the USACE has come a long way, from the point where the USACE refused
any suggestion that the Project or DWR would have any role in managing the operation of
Baldhill Dam. The Garrison Diversion team has had a long history of working with the USACE
on project operations, and discussions are continuing. The USACE has implemented our
comments into their operating manual. Progress is being made, but it has taken years of work.
Garrison Diversion has been meeting with the DWR on TA rights for years. In looking at the
priority dates, Grand Forks has top priority for TA; however, DWR said all five TA rights holders
were given the same priority dates. The Garrison Diversion team pointed out concerns over
the DWR’s position since it is inconsistent with the seniority of the permits prior appropriation
system. We asked for the basis of the DWR’s position and whether the TA right holders were
aware of that. Garrison Diversion’s concern is that the model needs to work and have the right
inputs. If there is controversy between the TA rights holders, that needs to be addressed
sooner rather than later.

Mr. Norgard stated the DWR provided information to Garrison Diversion regarding TA
priorities. Garrison Diversion recommended getting Grand Forks and Fargo involved. It was
surprising to hear the Colorado attorney and engineer comment that TA rights weren’t being
addressed, since Garrison Diversion has a long history of working with both the USACE and
the DWR on TA rights, the operations of the dam, the opportunity to acquire water storage
contracts or contracts for operational control of Baldhill Dam, the Master Manual edits and
developing an entire chapter of the ND Administrative Code to address RRVWSP Project
operations and water rights. The Colorado attorney and engineer acknowledged that they had
no idea what Garrison Diversion was doing on either topic, but suggested that more needs to
be done. She would have expected the Grand Forks and Fargo attorneys to engage with the
Garrison Diversion and LAWA attorneys, as requested, to discuss PPA edits. She would have
expected the Colorado engineers would seek more information from the Garrison Diversion’s
engineering team on the operating plan before erroneously commenting that things are
lacking when they do not actually know what has been or is being done.

Ms. Norgard underscored that Garrison Diversion has constantly been collaborating with
Fargo, Grand Forks and their engineering teams, asking for information, meetings and input.
There is a Technical Advisory Committee made up of the users’ public works and engineers
that spends a lot of time discussing operations. Precision Engineering asked Garrison
Diversion a handful of questions, but did not seek to understand what the Garrison Diversion
consulting team is working on with the USACE or DWR before issuing their comments. In fact,
Garrison Diversion would be open to discussing adding Precision Engineering as a
subcontractor to BV if Grand Forks wants to have them involved in the Operating Plan. Can
we be collaborative and move this forward together? We need to be on the same team as we
go before the legislature and the SWC to request funding.

Chair Mahoney asked Vice Chair Bochenski if his lawyers drafted the proposed motion.

Vice Chair Bochenski said yes, he believes this has been reviewed by legal counsel so there
should be no concerns with the motion.

Chair Mahoney asked for the legal team to respond to this. LAWA wants to review our

previous agreements, and if it would be a breech, we need to discuss this. Chair Mahoney
suggested waiting on this motion.

12
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Chair Mahoney stated discussions have occurred at leadership meetings regarding the
operations and looking into contracts in order to write a revised PPA because LAWA had
concerns with operating how it is. He was under the impression at the last meeting this was
discussed.

Garrison Diversion Chairman Anderson said the general topic was discussed, but he has been
disappointed that the attorneys have not reached out to Garrison Diversion to discuss any
changes that they would like to see as to how and where the users would have a larger role
in operations. He is very disappointed in how this was handled, and now Mayor Bochenski
brings some uninformed comments and criticism before the board, followed immediately by a
motion to take over the operations. This has literally blindsided Garrison Diversion.

Vice Chair Bochenski said Garrison Diversion has been doing this on behalf of LAWA, but
they have not really collaborated with the users of LAWA. The LAWA board would not be
doing their job unless they are looking out for LAWA and its users.

Ms. Norgard stated the comments made about Garrison Diversion needing a better
understanding of filling, spilling and things like that are not really topics that would be
specifically negotiated by the mayors and Garrison Diversion officers. They should have first
been made from the Colorado engineering team to the Garrison Diversion engineering team,
or questions from the Colorado lawyer to the Garrison Diversion lawyers, so they could seek
to understand what has been done in that regard before implying that nothing has been done.
Grand Forks’ Colorado consultants acknowledged that they didn’t have any other information
except the 2022 draft PPA and a draft Operational Plan Phase Il to look at.

Ms. Norgard added that budgets have been prepared every two years indicating what the
Project is prioritizing its spending on, including how much pipe is constructed versus how
much money to invest in finalizing the Operational Plan, which is reviewed and approved by
the LAWA board. Garrison Diversion’s engineering firm, Black & Veatch, is a national
engineering firm that has built many large projects, including preparing many operating plans
for large projects. They have a fairly specific plan according to a timeframe and budget for
finalizing operational planning. So far, with the input from Grand Forks and Fargo, getting pipe
in the ground has been prioritized. There is a timeframe and budget for more detailed
operational planning, which has been a decision that both LAWA and Garrison Diversion have
made with help from the technical teams.

Ms. Norgard said if Grand Forks or LAWA takes this to the SWC requesting cost share funding
independently, as addressed in the proposed motion, the SWC will likely ask if LAWA talked
to Garrison Diversion and tried to collaborate with them on the legal language and technical
details of the timeframe of more in-depth operational planning, and ask if LAWA tried to have
a larger role in operational planning. Since Grand Forks’ consultants have not engaged in any
collaboration with the Project consultants, this is not a smart approach with the SWC.

Vice Chair Bochenski said LAWA is interested in taking a larger role as the Project moves
forward. There are a lot of users deciding whether they want to be a part of the Project, and
they want to be able to have a voice. He believes some MOCs will not get signed if they do
not have some control over the Project.

Chair Mahoney said we can delay a decision on the motion at this time. There needs to be
clearer communication between LAWA and Garrison Diversion.
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Director Schmaltz said a lot of information has been presented today between LAWA and
Garrison Diversion. He thinks it should be discussed with their attorneys and brought back to
the board.

Chair Mahoney stated if there is a lot of information that could be shared, we do not to need
rehire or repay for that. Garrison Diversion and LAWA need to have discussions and share
the needed data. The discussions we have had is when the water is delivered then who would
manage where the water goes. LAWA is becoming more involved so they have to figure out
how to have those conversations. We may have agreements that need to be modified so a
different motion would be needed.

Duane DeKrey, General Manager, Garrison Diversion, said Garrison Diversion has always
worked well with LAWA until recently. If LAWA wants to suggest hiring additional engineering
firms to augment the team we already have, he does not believe that would be a problem;
they just need to ask. Garrison Diversion has cost share with the SWC, and LAWA would not
have to go to the SWC and ask for their own cost share.

Mr. DeKrey reminded everyone that at the beginning of the Project when we talked about
focusing on either construction or engineering, we thought spending two biennia on
engineering and legal matters would not look good to the legislature if no construction was
taking place, and we kept requesting more funding. The decision was made to get some pipe
in the ground and prove to the legislature we are capable of constructing the Project.

Vice Chair Bochenski said he disagrees. He does not think we can get a comfort level with
enough local control with LAWA. Grand Forks is going to have to question its participation if
we cannot find some path moving forward that has enough control with the users. He is
speaking for the people who are going to use this Project in Grand Forks and the other users.
It has clearly been identified there is not enough local control, and that scares him. That would
definitely put Grand Forks in a situation to ponder.

Chair Mahoney said the two teams need to work together on some issues and bring it back
to the next meeting so all points are understood clearly. He thinks Vice Chair Bochenski would
like to see how operations work before signing a PPA, and LAWA wants to have a bigger role
in that since they are fronting 25 percent of the Project. Garrison Diversion is committed to
getting them the water. LAWA would like to know how the water will be managed once it gets
to that point. He understands some of the objections raised by Ms. Norgard. It should be a
discussion with both teams involved.

Mr. Anderson said that is his request. The right people need to be in the room making the
decisions. We cannot exclude people or have personality issues. We have to be a team going
forward, and he has tried to put his best foot forward and include everything. If LAWA wants
to take a larger role, Garrison Diversion has welcomed that from day one.

Director Erdmann stated he appreciates the expertise of the information we just heard, and
that it could help us with our Project or even build onto the agreement that we already have.
He believes this could be integrated with what is already put in place to reach an agreement
on the PPA.
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Vice Chair Bochenski said this conversation is not over. He sees this as LAWA stepping up
as a bigger partner. So much talk has centered around collaboration, and he sees this as
further collaboration. There is more discussion to be had.
Vice Chair Bochenski withdrew his motion. Director Brossard withdrew her second.
Chair Mahoney asked Vice Chair Bochenski what are the wishes for the second motion.

Vice Chair Bochenski said the second motion is no longer relevant.

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Al Grasser, Chair, LAWA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), reported the committee met
on March 27. At that time, the agenda topics included a report from the LAWA TAC
Operational Planning Subcommittee, which involved an explanation of the biota water
treatment plant layout and operational control.

The TAC received a recap on the project operational cost scenarios and heard updates on
2024 construction, which included review of two change orders. One with Garney
Construction on Contract 5B and the other with Oscar Renda on Contract 5C. Both are
recommended for approval by the board.

The committee was provided plans and specifications for pipeline Contracts 6B/6C and 7A/7B.
These are pipeline segments west of Carrington associated with the Eastern North Dakota
Alternate Water Supply (ENDAWS). The committee recommends these contracts for bidding.
The discussion about bidding allowance has to be done at the board level because the
legislative intent was not clear at that time. The technical pieces should not change.

Six task orders were also reviewed, which he summarized, relating to the ENDAWS portion
of the project. All six are recommended for board approval.

A brief introduction was provided on the electrical components of the Biota Water Treatment
Plant (BWTP). They will delve deeper into that at the next TAC meeting, along with the
operations side.

RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Legislative Update

Brent Bogar, Consultant, LAWA, referred to a copy of HB 1162 included with the meeting
materials. This is the bill that adds another city with a population over 40,000 to the LAWA
board, which basically means West Fargo. The bill has been passed by the House and the
Senate. It now goes to the governor for signature and will go into effect in August.

The major legislative update is with HB 1020, which includes funding for the RRVWSP. The
Senate has passed this bill, and it is headed to Conference Committee. The House had $260
million in the bill, and the Senate changed that to $150 million. We went into the session
following the legislative intent plan. That was a $221 million request. There will be a lot of
discussion next week with the House and Senate in Conference Committee related to the
carryover dollars the DWR has and how they are used. Also, with the change in revenue
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forecast, there has been about a $100 million reduction in oil tax revenues to the Resources
Trust Fund for funding water projects in the next biennium. There are concerns in regard to
whether that is going to continue to decline.

Federal Funding Update - - Mr. DeKrey reported federal funding is basically in a holding
pattern at this time. Congress is trying to get a budget passed right now, and then they go to
budget reconciliation. Our national lobbyists are saying it could be months before anything
moves on the funding bill.

Construction Review - - Kip Kovar, Deputy Program Manager, RRVWSP Engineering,
Garrison Diversion, recapped the progress made on the various RRVWSP pipeline
construction contracts in 2024.

Contracts to date add up to $270.6 million. Change orders total ($332,709) for a revised
contract price of $270.2 million.

Contract 5B - Task Order 5532, Change Order No. 6

Change Order No. 6 results in a $918,029 contract price addition. The contractor is Garney
Construction.

Major items are stock piling restoration, dewatering, road maintenance, drain tile replacement
and a 25-day schedule extension.

A copy of the change order is attached to these minutes as Annex V.
Contract 5C - Task Order 5533, Change Order No. 1

Change Order No. 1 is a no cost impact change order and no time extension. The contractor
is Oscar Renda Contracting.

Road maintenance costs are running over; however, costs on artificial trench foundation are
running under budget.

In the bid document, a $440,000 allowance was included that has not been used to date. The
recommendation is to move this funding over to the road maintenance line item.

A copy of the change order is attached to these minutes as Annex VI.

Motion by Vice Chair Bochenski to approve Change Order No. 6 on Task Order 5532,
Contract 5B, with Garney Construction in the amount of $918,029.08 and Change Order
No. 1 on Task Order 5533, Contract 5C, with Oscar Renda Contracting at a zero-cost
impact. Second by Director Carlsrud. Upon roll call vote, the following directors voted
aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, Idso,
Mahoney, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none.
Motion carried.

Work Plan Update - - Mr. Kovar referred to the RRVWSP Work Plan Update dated March 6,

2025, which summarizes ongoing construction projects. A copy of the update is attached to
these minutes as Annex VII.
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2025 Construction Outlook - - Mr. Kovar reported work will continue on Contracts 5B, 5C
and 5D this summer. Work will also begin on Contract 6A. Contracts 6B/6C and 7A/7B are
shovel ready, and bidding is anticipated on these contracts in May. Contract 4C is also shovel
ready. The goal is to install 13.5 miles of pipeline this summer; however, to stay on track for
project completion in 2032, that needs to increase to 15 miles per year.

The engineering team has been discussing the potential of varying the bidding strategy for
these upcoming contracts and possibly bundling them into larger projects to promote savings
and generate a larger bid pool. They are contemplating bundling Contracts 6B/6C and
Contracts 7A/7B as larger, single projects. Vogel Law has reviewed this concept, and they
have found nothing that would prohibit this approach.

Approval of Contract Plans and Specifications

Contracts 6B/6C and Contract 7A/7B

The plan is to bid and award pipeline Contracts 6B/6C and 7A/7B this spring pending
emergency authorization and adequate funding by the SWC. Bidding is anticipated to take
place in May. Bids would be opened and awarded in July, and the notices to proceed would
be issued in August. Also, in order to do all this, the local cost share is needed.

Mr. Kovar pointed out if advertising and bidding happen this spring, work could potentially
begin on these contracts yet this fall.

Mr. Kovar stated the plans and specs for these contracts were provided to the board in a
Dropbox link.

Contracts 6B/6C are about 17.6 miles combined and Contracts 7A/7B are 13.6 miles. Total
length of the pipeline is 31.2 miles. In that 31.2 miles, there are eight trenchless crossings and
a fairly significant length of tunneling work. The overall estimated cost per the engineering
team is $262 million, which averages out to approximately $8.4 million per mile. The cost that
was carried in the program estimate was $232 million, which is up $30 million on the estimate
from the program cost.

Motion by Director Althoff to approve the plans and specifications for RRVWSP
Contracts 6B/6C and 7A/7B. Second by Director Bigwood. Upon roll call vote, the
following directors voted aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard,
Carlsrud, Erdmann, Idso, Mahoney, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye:
Reilly. Those voting nay: none. Motion carried.

MR&I/ENDAWS Task Orders - - Mr. Kovar explained the following task orders are related to
Interim Finance Agreement Series E. The funding is coming from the Federal MR&I Grant
Program for these task orders and can only be used for ENDAWS and design. Funding totals
approximately $6 million and includes the local cost share from Series E.

Task Order 2150 McClusky Canal Hydraulic & Water Quality Investigation

Task Order 2150 is for study and conceptual design associated with the McClusky Canal as
part of the ENDAWS Project. The benefit of this task order will be to develop conceptual
designs to address hydraulic limitations, an overall operating plan for the McClusky Canal,
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and a cost for operations that will be integrated with the overall project operating plan and
costs. A breakdown of the cost was provided. The fee for this task order is $443,000. A copy
of the task order’s executive summary is attached to these minutes as Annex VIII.

Task Order 2350 McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station Wetwell and BWTP Site
Development, Contract 1, Final Design Services and Bidding Assistance

Task Order 2350 is for design and bidding services associated with the McClusky Canal Intake
Pumping Station wetwell structure, BWTP site development and access roads. The benefit of
this task order is to allow construction to start at the BWTP site. A breakdown of the cost was
provided. The fee for this task order is $877,000. A copy of the task order’s executive summary
is attached to these minutes as Annex IX.

Task Order 3150 ENDAWS BWTP Piloting and Treatability Study

Task Order 3150 is for pilot testing and treatability studies for the BWTP as part of the
ENDAWS Project. The pilot testing will result in final recommendations for equipment sizing,
operating parameters, and chemical use for the final design. A cost breakdown was provided.
The fee for this task order is $872,000. A copy of the task order’s executive summary is
attached to these minutes as Annex X.

Task Order 3220 ENDAWS Facilities Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation

Task Order 3220 is for a supplemental geotechnical investigation associated with the
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station, the BWTP and the McClusky Main Pumping
Station as part of the ENDAWS Project. The borings will be used to support design of access
roads, the re-grading of the canal embankment by the McClusky Canal Intake, and
foundations of the BWTP, the McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station, McClusky Main
Pumping Station, and other facilities and appurtenance located on the common site. In
addition, geotechnical borings will be completed on the proposed Ground Storage Reservoir
site, which have not been completed to date. A cost breakdown was provided. The fee for this
task order is $886,000. A copy of the task order’s executive summary is attached to these
minutes as Annex XI.

Task Orders 5315 ETP, Contract 1 and 5325 ETP, Contract 2, Partial Final Design Services

Task Orders 5315 and 5325 are for 90 percent design of the ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline
(ETP) Contracts 1 and 2, which are the last two segments of the RRVWSP pipeline. Contract
1 is an 11-mile segment with four trenchless crossings of wetland easements. Contract 2 is a
10-mile segment of pipeline with one trenchless crossing. A cost breakdown was provided.
The fee for Task Order 5315 is $1,950,000 and $1,780,000 for Task Order 5325. Copies of
the task orders’ executive summaries are attached to these minutes as Annex Xl and XllI
respectively .

Motion by Vice Chair Bochenski to approve of Task Orders:
2150 McClusky Canal Hydraulic & Water Quality Investigation $ 443,000

2350 ENDAWS Facilities Site Development, Contract 1 $ 877,000
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3150 ENDAWS BWTP Piloting & Treatability Study $ 872,000
3220 ENDAWS Facilities Supplement Geotechnical Investigation $ 886,000
5315 ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 1 $1,950,000
5325 ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 2 $1,780,000
TOTAL $6,808,000

Second by Director Schmaltz. Upon roll call vote, the following directors voted aye:
Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, Idso,
Mahoney, Nilson, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting
nay: none. Motion carried.

2023-2025 Biennium Work Plan/Budget Revisions - - Mr. Kovar said the last biennium work
plan presented to the board was dated November 14, 2024, with a total budget of $246 million.
He referred to the revised RRVWSP 2023-2025 Biennium Work Plan dated April 8, 2025,
included in the meeting packet, pointing out the highlights indicate where the budget changes
will take place due to the task orders just presented. A copy of the revised biennium work plan
is attached to these minutes as Annex XIV.

Motion by Director Erdmann to approve the revised 2023-2025 RRVWSP Biennium
Work Plan/Budget. Second by Director Schmidt. Upon roll call vote, the following
directors voted aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack, Broussard, Carlsrud,
Erdmann, Idso, Mahoney, Nilson, Schmaltz and Schmidt. Alternates voting aye: Reilly.
Those voting nay: none. Motion carried.

2025-2027 Draft Biennium Work Plan/Budget - - Mr. Kovar referred to the 2025-2027 Draft
Biennium Work Plan/Budget included in the meeting packet. Since there have been different
levels of funding discussed, this draft work plan has been color coordinated. The green is
referred to as the base option, and by adding up these items, it is very close to a $200 million
budget, which is the state and local share. Green and blue lines get you to a $266 million
budget, which would be adding another pipeline contract. Adding the orange, green and blue
comes very close to a $300 million budget, which is close to the legislative intent. If you were
to add up all the colors, should there be extra funding, the total budget is $346 million. A copy
of the draft 2025-2027 biennium work plan is attached to these minutes as Annex XV.

Mr. Kovar said depending where things end up with the state legislature, adjustments can be
made. If the board sees something they would like changed, it can be discussed at the next
meeting.

Chair Mahoney asked if funding is included for Washburn in this budget.

Mr. Kovar said yes, Washburn has been included.

Chair Mahoney reported the federal BRIC grant for Washburn was lost, but Governor
Armstrong is working on having the state provide the funding instead.
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Program Schedule - - Mr. Kovar next referred to the RRVWSP Program Schedule. Contract
6A has been updated with construction beginning this summer. Contracts 6B, 6C, 7A and 7B
have also been updated anticipating bidding to start on these contracts soon.

User Engagement Update - - Steve Burian, Burian & Associates, reported as the user
engagement and Memorandum of Commitment process is winding down, the outreach team
was asked to consider three different approaches. One was to do an abrupt stop; another was
to try to contact all the various users they could and the third was to stay in contact with
everyone they had already reached out to. The consensus on the best approach was the third
approach.

Prospective Users Update

Mr. Burian reviewed the RRVWSP prospective users map included in the meeting packet
showing the status of previous responses and new user additions, along with projected
nominations.

Mr. Burian said the last time he presented to the board up to 168 cfs was anticipated in
nominations. At this point, the current projection would be 165.14 cfs.

In terms of looking at this from an accounting perspective, there was 115.5 cfs signed up
through Series D2 prior to October 25, 2024. Another 37.27 cfs was approved and MOCs
submitted. As of this afternoon, Richland County has submitted their MOC for 4 cfs. A few
others are still projected to come in at some capacity, including Northeast Regional Water,
Walsh Rural Water, Agassiz Water Users, Dakota Rural Water, Ransom and Traill Counties
and potentially the City of Lakota.

Mr. Burian provided an update on RRVWSP prospective users, reporting a total of 91 user
meetings have been held. The total projected nominations are 169.92 cfs.

Memorandum of Commitment Capacity Maps

Mr. Burian said when looking at the user nomination, it is important to understand where the
water is going to get taken off in the system and what the usage will be. Four different user
scenarios have been developed based off the MOCs representing the minimum and
maximum, as well as using and not using the James River, according to MOC signups. He
explained how each of these scenarios would operate.

Memorandum of Commitment Approvals

Ms. Mooridian referred to the eight MOCs included with the board meeting materials. These
have been signed and submitted by four cities, one county and three rural water districts, each
indicating their anticipated nominations for future water needs from the project. The board’s
approval is required on the MOCs.

Motion by Director Broussard to approve the RRVWSP Memorandums of Commitment
by and between the Lake Agassiz Water Authority, Garrison Diversion Conservancy
District and the City of Grafton, City of Jamestown, City of Lisbon, City of Wahpeton,
LaMoure County, East Central Regional Water District, McLean Sheridan Rural Water
District and Southeast Water Users District. Second by Director Erdmann. Upon roll
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call vote, the following directors voted aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack,
Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, ldso, Mahoney, Nilson, Schmaltz and Schmidt.
Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none. Motion carried.

FINANCIAL UPDATE

Interim Financing Agreement Series E - - Ms. Mooridian referred to Interim Financing
Agreement Series E, which addresses the local cost share funding for further design of the
ENDAWS portion of the Project. This includes $4.5 million in federal MR&I funding and $1.5
million in Water Infrastructure Revolving Loan Funds. Fargo and Grand Forks have already
approved the agreement. She asked for LAWA'’s approval today before going to the Garrison
Diversion board for approval next week. At that time, Garrison Diversion’s board will also
approve the $1.5 million bond resolution.

Motion by Direction Bigwood to approve Interim Financing Agreement Series E by and
between Garrison Division Conservancy District, Lake Agassiz Water Authority, the
City of Fargo and the City of Grand Forks. Second by Director Schmidt. Upon roll call
vote, the following directors voted aye: Althoff, Bigwood, Bochenski, Bohnsack,
Broussard, Carlsrud, Erdmann, ldso, Mahoney, Nilson, Schmaltz and Schmidt.
Alternates voting aye: Reilly. Those voting nay: none. Motion carried.

Interim Financing Agreement Series F - - Ms. Mooridian indicated the next interim financing
agreement will be Series F. This is for the RRVWSP 2025-2027 biennium funding, which could
be between $150 million to $260 million. The work plan was explained by Mr. Kovar earlier
today, including bidding for Contracts 6B/6C and 7A/7B. In order to award those contracts, a
notice to proceed needs to be issued by August 7. This means work needs to begin on Series
F. Ms. Norgard has begun drafting this document and will be sharing it with LAWA's attorneys.

Ms. Mooridian stated the LAWA board approved moving forward with Contracts 6B/6C and
7A/7B, and a cost share application will be submitted to the SWC following approval of these
contracts by the Garrison Diversion board next week. She reviewed a timeline to be followed
for the Series F agreement if the contracts are let. The application will be submitted on April
25 to the SWC for the cost share and WIRLF.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

LAWA Bylaws Revisions - - Katie Schmidt, Ohnstad Twichell, reviewed the April 2, 2025,
redline version of the proposed bylaw changes, which include the following.

NEW SECTIONS:
» Section | (statutory basis, purpose, and authority);
» Section Il (definitions); and
« Section XIII (governing law)

SECTIONS WITH MINOR CLEAN-UP ITEMS:
» Section Il (place of business);
« Section IV (membership);
» Section VI (officers and staff);
» Section IX (expenses of directors);
+ Section X (deposits, funds, and fundraising);
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» Section XI (financial records review); and
+ Section XII (amendment to bylaws)

SECTIONS WITH SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES:
» Section V (election of directors) — included additional city member;
+ Section VI (meetings) — TBD for weighted voting and supermajority items; and
» Section VIII (committees) — TBD for membership on committees

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS:
* Weighted vote based on nomination with 48% cap; and
* At least three (3) Directors must vote in favor

ALTERNATIVES?
* Assignment of voting percentage to other sub-nomination Directors?
* Veto powers within a nomination?
+ Other sub-nomination Directors given a percentage of vote?
+ Others?

Ms. Schmidt said under the current bylaws, each director has one vote.

Proposed amendments have a weighted cap based on nominations at 48 percent so that no
one exceeds that and then having at least three directors voting in favor of that. There has
been discussion about entities that are sub-nominations, i.e., West Fargo, Cass Rural Water,
part of Fargo as well as Moorhead. If Moorhead does not have a homination, how do they
vote as a director? There are some options mentioned. One was that a director with no
nomination or a sub-nomination gets one vote as a weighted vote. Something to think about
if they do that if there is anyone who has a nomination that may be less than one vote.

Director Erdmann pointed out in Section 1V, Foster County is not listed nor is Sheridan or
Wells County.

Ms. Schimdt said these counties are set statutorily and would have to be changed statutorily.
Chair Mahoney stated no changes will be voted on today.

Ms. Schmidt said the intent today is for review and discussion. There must be a first reading
and a second reading before the bylaw changes can be approved.

Director Erdmann said he has concerns with Section V to increase the number of directors
from 12 to 13. He also has concerns with weighted voting in Section VI. He does not feel there
should be a weighted average vote. With a 13-member board, he feels the members work
well together and anything that comes before the board should be discussed and voted on
accordingly, whether we have a large or small user. There has usually been a unanimous vote
in favor of after we know all the facts. It is similar to an old cooperative; it is one vote for one
membership.

Director Schmidt said he agrees with Director Erdmann. He sits on another board with Director

Carlsrud for energy supply. That is a 61-member board, and there are 13 directors. It does
not matter how many meters you have; you have one vote, and that board works very well.
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Director Carlsrud commented he has been exposed to a couple of situations where you have
large and small. One is Class A and Class B schools. There are 18 big schools and over 100
small schools. It did not work very well because they could gang up on each other. He also
understands Director Erdmann’s thoughts. We all see where we are going. We are all shooting
for the same goal, but we have to protect each other as well.

Director Carlsrud said he could see some sort of weighted vote. Valley City will be a small
user. He is speaking as a small user but not for the small user. We cannot have the large
users ruling the roost, but we cannot have all of the small users being able to gang up on the
large users either. So, we have to figure out a way. His thought for a weighted vote might be
as simple as two plus three small users. If Fargo and Grand Forks were to have a good plan
they want passed, he would think at least three of the small users would be willing to support
it, which would be about 30 percent of the board. The two larges and 30 percent. There is no
math in that. If you were to do the super majority, you could go with two and five or some
number like that. At the risk of over simplification, maybe that is something to be considered.
He does not have an answer for how Moorhead, East Grand Forks, Breckenridge and West
Fargo would be represented as they do not have the nomination.

Chair Mahoney asked Director Erdmann and Director Carlsrud to work with Ms. Schmidt and
try to come up with a couple of options regarding voting.

Ms. Schmidt next referred to committee members. Right now, as the bylaws are drafted, there
is just an Executive Committee. In the proposed bylaws, there is also a Finance Committee
and Technical Committee. The proposed committee members are shown below.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

+ Executive Committee: Chair, Vice-Chair, and others as appointed

* Finance Committee and Technical Committee:
- 3 - City w/ population greater than 40,000 E of SH 1 and N of SH 200
- 4 > City w/ population greater than 40,000 E of SH 1 and S of SH 200
- 2> TBD

Vice Chair Bochenski said he would like to see the committees be a bit smaller and more
effective but still have a broad enough group. Keeping this tight and moving things forward
are going to be important. His only recommendation would be maybe going down to two and
three and two to be determined and maybe identify some small users.

Chair Mahoney asked the Technical Advisory and Financial Advisory Committees to come up
with some ideas for committee sizes and who should be included as members and also work
with Ms. Schmidt.

Vice Chair Bochenski added it is important that these committees and the work that gets done
gets brought to the board.

Ms. Schmidt said by the next meeting, they will assemble all of the comments and have
another reading of the bylaws.
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NEW BUSINESS

Cass Rural Water Users District

Resolution of Appreciation

Chair Mahoney presented and read the resolution of appreciation for Mark Johnson, who
served on the LAWA board until recently retiring from the Cass Rural Water Users District
board. A copy of the resolution is attached to these minutes as Annex XVI.

Motion by Director Carlsrud to approve the resolution of appreciation for Mark
Johnson, Second by Director Schmaltz. Upon voice vote, motion carried.

New Board Member

Chair Mahoney welcomed Alan Idso as the new LAWA director representing CRWUD.

New Board Alternate

Jerry Blomeke was the previous board alternate on the CRWUD’s board. Since Mr. Blomeke
has retired as the manager of the CRWUD, the board has selected the new manager, Brent
Brinkman, as the new board alternate. A letter has been submitted to LAWA confirming this
replacement.

OTHER
Mr. Anderson requested Garrison Diversion’s attorney and LAWA'’s attorney start working
immediately on the PPA and with the consultants, adding let’s not get stalled out. We need to

get the PPA moving.

The meeting adjourned at 6:01 p.m.

Timothy Mahoney, Chair Duane DeKrey, Secretary
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LAWA Board Meeting
Fargo Commission Chambers

April 16, 2025
. NAME ORGANIZATION
/4//00 7 Sso Crewi
_/:)? [ Grusf(’/ City 6f (arwne/ ,%;/('QS
ﬂfck Blﬁwoo&p NE, R[(/ﬁ)(;?“
Brc}'}/v/;%“‘/ . A&es
e e HACA
‘Mt N o 0D
v Nog ared \neek
& wgrns 3} = G0 L0
A Lop

[ endol\ oo Lpny

lori- A Fore

K S dmichet™

o1

/l"f&\/-\s S )(\YV\- UH'/

Mochheed Dublie Setyice

0 Ko~

= Joress e

GDCN
i

o, Ay Ak s A

4P

On Line

Brian Johnson

East Grand Forks Water & Light

Brian Reilly

Walsh Rural Water District

Mike Tweed

Garrison Diversion

Jarret Bauer

Garrison Diversion

Sabrina Scherr

Garrison Diversion

Reice Haase -

Department of Water Resources

John Dingess

Citvy of Fargo

Jeremy Schuler

Northeast RegionalWater .Dist.

Lisa Brown

Wilson Water Group

Maureen Storstad

City of Grand Forks

Cory Drevecky

Department of Water Resources

Melanie Parvey

Citvy of Grand Forks

Joe Nett
Dan Portlock

Department of Water Resources
Eéty of Fargo




Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

27

2024

For the period of January 1, 2024 - Dec 31, 2024

Actual as

Income 2024 12.31.24 Balance of Budget
Dues Income S 30,000.00 $ 33,300.00 $ (3,300.00)
Miscellaneous S - $ - $ -
Cost Share-Interim Finance S 50,000.00 $ 431974 $ 45,680.26
Total Income $ 80,000.00 $ 37,619.74 $ 42,380.26
Expenses
Dues Expenses S 6,500.00 $ 6,315.00 $ 185.00
Accounting S 7,875.00 $ 7,875.00 $ -
Directors Expense S 500.00 $ - $ 500.00
Insurance S 550.00 $ 461.00 $ 89.00
Construction S - $ - $ -
Engineering S 50,000.00 $ - $ 50,000.00
Property Acquisition/Easements $ - $ - $ -
Adm/Legal/Financial/Pro Service S 141,500.00 $ 152,204.17 ' $ (10,704.17)
Total Expenses $ 206,925.00 $ 166,855.17 $ 40,069.83
Net Income (Loss) S (126,925.00) $ (129,235.43) $ 2,310.43

Account Activity
Beg. Bank Balance 1-1-2024 $ 380,851.56
Income Received $ 37,619.74
Total Funds Available $ 418,471.30
Ck#1243 Ohnstad Twichell $ 4,800.00
Ck#1244 ND Water Coalition $ 1,000.00
Ch#1245 ND Water Users $ 5,000.00
Ch#1246 Ohnstad Twichell $ 4,675.50
Ch#1247 Ohnstad Twichell $ 5,656.50
Ch#1248 ND Rural Water Systems $ 315.00
Ch#1249 GDCD - Legal Expense(BHFS) Void $ -
Ch#1250 Ohnstad Twichell $ 6,961.50
Ch#1251 Ohnstad Twichell $ 11,485.50
Ch#1252 Insure Forward $ 461.00
Ch#1253 GDCD - Legal Expense(BHFS) $ 23,062.50
Ch#1254 AE2S $ 15,150.39
Ch#1255 Ohnstad Twichell $ 12,005.54
Ch#1256 AE2S $ 9,737.30
Ch#1257 Ohnstad Twichell $ 13,999.50
Ch#1258 GDCD - Legal Espense(BHFS) $ 7,687.50
Ch#1259 Ohnstad Twichell $ 9,788.32
Ch#1260 AE2S $ 11,616.37
Ch#1261 AE2S $ 15,577.75
Ch#1262 Eide Bailly $ 7,875.00
Total Expenses $ 166,855.17
Ending Bank Balance $ 251,616.13
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Lake Agassiz
Water Authority
Draft Budget Actual as of Balance
Income 2025 3.31.25 of Budget
Dues Income $ 30,000.00 | $ - $ 30,000.00
Miscellaneous $ - $ - $ -
Cost Share-Interim Finance $ 6,945.00 | $ 3,41049 % 3,534.51
Total Income $ 36,945.00 | $ 3,410.49 | $ 33,534.51
Expenses
Dues Expenses $ 6,500.00 | $ 6,000.00 | $ 500.00
ND Water Users Association| $ 5,000.00 | $ 5,000.00 | $ -
ND Water Coalition| $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ -
ND Rural Water Systems Assoc.| $ 500.00 | $ - $ 500.00
Accounting $ - $ - $ -
Insurance $ 550.00 | $ - $ 550.00
Legal/Prof Serv $ 220,000.00 | $ 79,638.98 | $ 140,361.02
Ohnstad Twichell, P.C.| $ 87,982.00 | $ 26,761.27 | $ 61,220.73
AE2S| $ 93,768.00 | $ 4144021 | $ 52,327.79
Garrison Diversion - BHFS| $ 30,750.00 | $ 7,687.50 | $ 23,062.50
Garrison Diversion - Effertz Law| $ 7,500.00 | $ 3,750.00 | $ 3,750.00
Total Expenses $ 227,050.00 | $ 85,638.98 | $ 141,411.02
Bank Activity
Beginning Bank Balance 1-1-25 $ 251,616.13
Income Received $ 3,410.49
Total Funds Available $ 255,026.62
Check #1263 ND Water Coalition $ 1,000.00
Check #1264 ND Water Users $ 5,000.00
Check #1265 AE2S $ 15,568.25
Check #1266 Ohnstad Twichell $ 16,267.77
Check #1267 Ohnstad Twichell $ 6,017.00
Check #1268 Garrison Diversion (BHFS) $ 7,687.50
Check #1269 Garrison Diversion (Effertz Law) $ 3,750.00
Check #1270 AE2S $ 10,696.32
Check #1271 AE2S $ 15,175.64
Check #1272 Ohnstad Twichell $ 4,476.50
Total Expenses $ 85,638.98
Ending Bank Balance $ 169,387.64
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Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

Budget
Draft 2025 2024 Actuals
Income
Dues Income $ 30,000.00 | $ 33,300.00
Miscellaneous $ -
Cost Share-Interim Finance $ 6,945.00 | $ 4,319.74
Total Income $ 36,945.00 | $ 37,619.74
Expenses
Dues Expenses $ 6,500.00 | $ 6,315.00
ND Water Users Association| $ 5,000.00 | $ 5,000.00
ND Water Coalition| $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
ND Rural Water Systems Assoc.| $ 500.00 | $ 315.00

Accounting $ - $ 7,875.00
Insurance $ 550.00 | $ 461.00
Adm/Legal/Financial $ 220,000.00 | $ 152,204.17

Ohnstad Twichell, P.C.| $ 87,982.00 | $ 69,372.36

AE2S| $ 93,768.00 | $ 52,081.81
Garrison Diversion - BHFS| $ 30,750.00 | $ 30,750.00
Garrison Diversion - Effertz Law| $ 7,500.00

Total Expenses $ 227,050.00 | $ 166,855.17

Anticipated Bank Activity
Beginning Bank Balance 1-1-25 $ 251,616.13 | $ 380,851.56
Income Budget $ 36,945.00 | $ 37,619.74
Expense Budget $ 227,050.00 | $ (166,855.17)
Anticipated Bank Balance 12-31-25 $ 61,511.13 | $ 251,616.13
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CHANGE ORDER

Annex V
25-57

Change Order No. 6

DATE OF ISSUANCE April 25, 2025

EFFECTIVE DATE April 25, 2025

Owner: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

Contractor: Garney Companies

Project: Red River Valley Water Supply Project, Transmission Pipeline East

Owner’s Contract No.: 5B
Owner's Task Order No.:_5532

The Contract is modified as follows upon execution of this Change Order:

Change Order Requests (CORs) Description:

1. COR21: Road Maintenance July 2024 $13,016.71
2. COR25: Road Maintenance Aug 2024 $12,868.35
3. COR27: Road Maintenance Sept 2024 $51,755.78
4. COR30: Road Maintenance Oct 2024 $19,780.96
5. COR33: Road Maintenance Nov 2024 $7.841.93

Subtotal $105,263.73
6. COR20: Topsoil Maintenance July 2024 $13,068.68
7. COR23: Topsoil Maintenance Aug 2024 $3,006.15

Subtotal $16,163.83

8. COR19: Offsite Dewatering Disch July ‘24 $133,003.29
9. COR22: Offsite Dewatering Disch Aug ‘24 $115,992.76
10. COR28: Offsite Dewatering Disch Sept ‘24 $115,056.42
11. CORB31: Offsite Dewatering Disch Oct '24 $180,560.31
12. COR34: Offsite Dewatering Disch Nov '24  $71,989.42
13. : i i i '

Subtotal $676,599.77

14. COR24: Zink Drain Tile Replacement ____$120,001.75

GRAND TOTAL $918,029.08

Attachments: Garney COR Nos. 19 to 25, inclusive, 27, 28, 30, 31, 33, 34, and 36.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE:

Original Contract Price:

$45,961,700.00

Increase from previously approved Change Orders
No. 1to 5:

$1,657,639.79

Contract Price prior to this Change Order:

$47,619,339.79

Increase of this Change Order:

$918,029.08

Contract Price incorporating this Change Order:

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIMES:

Original Contract Times:

Substantial Completion:
Ready for final payment:

September 30, 2023
November 29, 2023

(days or dates)

Increase from previously approved Change Orders No. 1
to No. 5:

Substantial Completion: 97
Ready for final payment: 97
(days)

Contract Times prior to this Change Order:

Substantial Completion:
Ready for final payment:

January 5, 2024
March 5, 2024
(days or dates)

Increase of this Change Order:

Substantial Completion: 25
Ready for final payment: 25
(days)

Contract Times with all approved Change Orders:

Substantial Completion: January 30, 2024

$48,537,368.87 Ready for final payment: March 30, 2024
(5.6% Increase Over Original Contract Price) (days or dates)
ACCEPTED: ACCEPTED:
By: By:

Owner (Authorized Signature) Contractor (Authorized Signature)
Printed:__Duane DeKrey Printed:
Title: General Manager Title
Date: Date:

Pag3 @of 1
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CHANGE ORDER

Change Order No. 1

DATE OF ISSUANCE April 25, 2025

EFFECTIVE DATE April 25, 2025

Owner: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

Contractor: Oscar Renda Contracting, Inc.

Project: Red River Valley Water Supply Project, Transmission Pipeline East

Owner’s Contract No.: 5C
Owner's Task Order No.:_5533

The Contract is modified as follows upon execution of this Change Order:

Change Description: This change order will move allowance funds from Bid Item 30 — Artificial Trench Foundation
(Allowance), which is underrunning estimated quantities included in the Contract Documents (1% used to date with job
about 45% complete), to Bid ltem 24 — Road Maintenance (Allowance), which is overrunning estimates included in the
Contract Documents (92% used to date with job about 45% complete).

Bid Item 24 Increase — Road Maintenance (Allowance) $440,000.00
Bid Item 30 Decrease — Attificial Trench Foundation (Allowance) ($440,000.00)

Net Change in Contract Price

Attachments: Work Change Directive No. 1.

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE:

Original Contract Price:

$76,663,355.00

No previously approved Change Orders:

$0.00

Contract Price prior to this Change Order:

$76.,663,355.00

No change_this Change Order:

$0.00

Contract Price incorporating this Change Order:

$76,663,355.00

(0.0% Increase Over Original Contract Price)

ACCEPTED:

By:

Owner (Authorized Signature)

Printed: Duane DeKrey

Title: General Manager

Date:

$0.00

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIMES:

Original Contract Times:

Substantial Completion: May 29, 2026
Ready for final payment: July 31, 2026

(days or dates)

No previously approved Change Orders:

Substantial Completion: 0
Ready for final payment: 0
(days)
Contract Times prior to this Change Order:
Substantial Completion: May 29, 2026
Ready for final payment: July 31, 2026

(days or dates)
No change_this Change Order:

Substantial Completion: 0
Ready for final payment: 0
(days)
Contract Times with all approved Change Orders:
Substantial Completion: May 29, 2026
Ready for final payment: July 31, 2026

(days or dates)

ACCEPTED:

By:

Contractor (Authorized Signature)

Printed:
Title

Date:

31
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RED RIVER VALLEY
\AJ’ WATER SUPPLY PROJECT kg BLACK&VEATCH

05.2 Work Change Directive

DATE OF ISSUANCE: 10.22.2024 06:29PM EFFECTIVE DATE: 10.01.2024

Owner: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
Contractor: Oscar Renda Contracting, Inc

Contract: Project: Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C
Owner’s Task Order No.: 5533

The Contractor is directed to proceed promptly with the following:
Description:

Bid Item 24 — Road Maintenance (Allowance) in the amount of $200,000 will be exceeded for road maintenance
and repair work directed by Garrison Diversion and/or Black & Veatch. The funds available under this allowance
are presently more than 80% spent. Additional funds are therefore necessary for continued road maintenance and
repair activities. This WCD directs an increase of the Road Maintenance Allowance by $440,000 and a reduction
of Bid Item 30 — Artificial Trench Foundation (Allowance) by $(440,000). The quantity under Bid Item 30 shall
be reduced from 16,000 cubic yards to 12,000 cubic yards thereby reducing the extended cost the $(440,000)
amount. Less than 1% of Bid Item 30 has been used with nearly 25% of the pipe has already been installed.
Black & Veatch expects the actual quantity of rock used for trench bottom stabilization to be a fraction of the
allowance quantity.

Purpose for Work Change Directive:
Directive to proceed promptly with the Work described herein, prior to agreeing to changes in Contract Price and
Contract Times and other stipulations as so included herein, is issued due to:
Non-Agreement on pricing of proposed change.
X Necessity to proceed for schedule or other Project reasons.

Estimated Change in Contract Price and Contract Times (non-binding, preliminary)
*Estimated increase or decrease in contract pricing:

e Bid Item 24 Increase: $440,000.00

e  Bid Item 30 Decrease: $(440,000.00)
Estimated increase or decrease in contract time:

e Substantial Completion: 0 Days

e Ready for final payment: 0 Days

*If the change involves an increase above the amount noted above, the estimated amount is not to be exceeded without further authorization.

Cost of the Work
Define if other

Supporting Documentation:

PrESTRIZED BY:
ki bvar
N——DC2F044B3B184FF ...

RedRiverValley Water Supply Project Work Change Directive Form
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C 10/14/2024
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RRVWSP Work Plan Update
March 6, 2025

CONSTRUCTION

Pipeline Construction
Contract 5B
The original pipe delivery of June 15, 2021, was delayed due to a surface blemish in the steel coil.

In year one (2022), 7,761 feet of pipe was installed out of the total nine miles. High groundwater
slowed the pipe installation progress.

In the second year (2023), 21,120 feet of pipe was installed.

In the third year (2024), using two pipe crews, approximately 18,500 feet has been installed, which
completes the pipe installation.

To date, $37,493,645.10 has been paid on the original contract amount of $45,961,700.00. Change
Orders No. 1, 2, 3 and 4 have been approved, leaving the current contract price at $46,899,055.88.

Contract 5C
The contract price is $76,663,355.00 for 8 miles of pipe awarded to Oscar Renda Contracting.

Oscar Renda was not meeting their install targets so a
second pipe crew was sent out on July 10. To date,
19,402 feet has been installed. The Kelly Creek tunnel
is complete.

To date, $37,281,590.59 has been paid on the original
contract amount of $76,663,355.00.

Stripping Topsoil Trench Box w/ Dewatering Pipes

33
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Contract 5D

The contract price is $61,677,275.00 for 10 miles of pipe awarded to Carstensen Contracting. To
date, the contractor has installed 22,725 feet with one pipe crew.

To date, $28,976,412.48 has been paid on the original contract amount of $61,677,275.00. Change
Order No. 1 has been approved, leaving the current contract price at $59,375,495.00.

Stored Pipe on Site Placing Dewatering Pipe

DESIGN
The design team is also working with Reclamation on the location for the BWTP and pump stations.

Bid opening on Contract 6A was held on November 7, 2024. Final design efforts have started on
Contracts 7 and 4. Additional geotechnical data is complete.

RRVWSP Awarded Contracts
No. Contract Name Contractor Bid Price

1 Mlssourl River Intake Wet Well & ICS $4.089 405.88 $4.721.446.47
Site Development

Sheyenne River Outlet Discharge

Structure & Site Development

Missouri River Intake, Screen

Final Contract
Price

1 Industrial Builders | $1,516,955.00 $1,521,884.00

2 Michels $18,896,900.00 | $19,444,156.60
Structure & Tunnel

5A | Transmission Pipeline East (TPE) | Garney $8,366,201.00 $8,393,396.44

5B | TPE Carrington to Bordulac Garney $45,961,700.00

5D | TPE Sykeston to Carrington Carstensen $61,677,275.00

5C | TPE Bordulac to James River Oscar Renda $76,663,355.00

ga | JPE James Riverto McKinnon | 40 ncan $52,528,500.00
Township

34
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BLACK&VEATCH 3}«
Building a world of differencer \J HE; B U R I A N Eﬂ
ENDAWS Task Order 2150 — McClusky Canal Hydraulic and Water Quality Investigation

Task Order Effective Date: April 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

REQUEST

Consideration and approval of a task order in the amount of $443,000 for study and conceptual design
associated with the McClusky Canal as part of the Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply
(ENDAWS) project.

NEED AND BENEFIT

Previous task orders have addressed the operational planning for the ENDAWS/RRVWSP project, including
the biota water treatment plant, Lake Ashtabula, other reservoirs, and coordination with the Department
of Water Resources, and the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. To date, there has been no operational planning
with the McClusky Canal or cost developed for operating the Canal, even though the costs are expected
to be minor compared to the rest of the project. Furthermore, there are known hydraulic limitations to
the McClusky Canal delivering the required flows to support ENDAWS, which are not considered
significant, but need to be addressed. The benefit of this task order will be to develop conceptual designs
to address hydraulic limitations, an overall operating plan for the McClusky Canal, and a cost for
operations that will be integrated with the overall project operating plan and costs.

TASK ORDER SUMMARY
The services to be provided by the engineering team are fully described in the attached Task Order. The
following summarizes each of the major tasks.

Basic Services:

Fee
1) Task Order Management and Administration $58,432
2)Special Project and Third-Party Meetings $22,822
3)Data Collection $59,702
4)Canal Improvements $95,887
5)Draft Operating Plan $49,665
6) Canal Water Quality Improvements $93,927
7)GIS ArcMap to ArcGIS Pro Conversion $62,575
Totals $443,000

Special Services: There are no unique or specialized services required under this Task Order.

PROJECT OVERVIEW
This task order authorizes Engineer and its’ Consultants to address the following challenges with the
McClusky Canal as currently configured.

1. The first challenge is water conveyance. Currently, the Canal cannot convey the approximately 470
cubic feet per second (cfs) of flow necessary to supply all existing canal withdrawals and the future
ENDAWS withdrawal as there are several hydraulic limitations that limit water flow in the Canal. This
task will evaluate canal hydraulics, ice impacts to canal hydraulics, hydraulic limitations in the Canal,
and develop feasibility level designs and capital costs for addressing the hydraulic limitations. The
feasibility level design will be used to determine the best contractual method by which Garrison
Diversion and/or the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) can
complete the hydraulic improvements in the next three years.

March 20, 2025 ES-1 of 2 ENDAWS Task Order 2150
endaws to 2150 - mcclusky canal hydraulics and water quality exec sun35 McClusky Canal Hydraulic and Water Quality Investigation
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ENDAWS Task Order 2150 — McClusky Canal Hydraulic and Water Quality Investigation

Task Order Effective Date: April 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

2. The second challenge is the lack of a comprehensive canal operating plan. Currently, a
comprehensive, integrated operating plan for the Canal infrastructure and water supply assets does
not exist. This task will assess and develop recommendations regarding Canal operations during ice
conditions, develop a draft operating plan, and prepare recommendations for Canal operating
improvements so that Garrison Diversion has the operational and monitoring control needed for
continuous delivery of water in the Canal to the ENDAWS/RRVWSP water intake.

3. The third challenge is water quality. The water quality in the Canal is currently of lower quality than
Lake Sakakawea and Lake Audubon. Historic studies have been completed by the Reclamation on
canal freshening, which will be used as a reference during this study. This task will focus on operations
and use of the Painted Woods Outlet, existing and planned Canal withdrawals, and the Snake Creek
pumping plant to improve water quality in the Canal. Recommendations will be developed to identify
means by which the McClusky Canal water quality can be improved prior to the ENDAWS/RRVWSP
startup. These recommendations are expected to build on the recommendations presented in the
Draft Operational Plan for the RRVWSP prepared in 2010 for Garrison Diversion by Black & Veatch
and AE2S.

4. Finally, this Task Order includes the migration of ArcGIS Map to ArcGIS Pro. ArcGIS Map had a
customized GDCD GIS tool developed in a programming language called VB.Net. The functionality of
the GDCD GIS Tool will be transitioned to a cloud reporting solutions web map application and ArcGIS
Pro desktop application.

March 20, 2025 ES-2 of 2 ENDAWS Task Order 2150
endaws to 2150 - mcclusky canal hydraulics and water quality exec sun36 McClusky Canal Hydraulic and Water Quality Investigation
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Building a world of difference:

ENDAWS Task Order 2350 — McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station Wetwell and
Biota Water Treatment Plant Site Development Contract 1
Final Design Services and Bidding Assistance

Task Order Effective Date: May 1, 2025

TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

REQUEST

Consideration and approval of a final design and bidding services task order in the amount of $877,000
for the design associated with the McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station wetwell structure, biota water
treatment plant site development, and access roads. See figure on next page.

NEED AND BENEFIT

The Task Order advances the preliminary design currently being completed under Task Order 2250 and
Task Order 3210 by providing final designs and bidding assistance for the following three parts of the
BWTP site:

e Improvement of existing roads and construction of new site access roads (about 3 miles long).

e Mass grading of the site and the adjacent slope going down to the McClusky Canal. About 500,000
cubic yards of soil are expected to be moved.

e Construction of the McClusky Intake Pumping Station wetwell (similar in size to what was done
for the Missouri River Intake Pump Station wetwell). The wetwell excavation support system will
be a performance-based specification with design provided by the construction contractor. The
final liner of the wetwell (aka structural walls) will be completed under a future contract and the
detailed design of the liner will be prepared by Engineer.

The benefit of this task order is to allow construction to start at the biota water treatment plant site.
Construction of these improvements will occur in 2026. It is expected the McClusky Canal intake and
intake tunnel will be constructed in 2027. The full biota water treatment plant construction will start as
early as Spring 2028. The estimated cost of the construction for the work of this design is $12 million.

TASK ORDER SUMMARY
Basic Services: The services to be provided by the engineering team are fully described in the attached
Task Order. The following table summarizes the fee for each of the major tasks:

Fee % of Construction
Task Order Management and Administration $89,241
Special Project and Third-Party Meetings $50,338
Land Services $20,986
Field Services $47,977
Final Design Services $566,681
Bidding Assistance $101,776
Totals $877,000 7.3%

Special Services: There are no special services required of the work of this Task order.

PROJECT OVERVIEW
This project will be located adjacent to the McClusky Canal and the ENDAS BWTP campus site near
McClusky, North Dakota. Elements of this final Task Order are:

March 24, 2025 1of2 ENDAWS Task Order 2350
endaws to 2350 - mcips ww & bwtp site dev ct 1 dn & ba exec sum MCIPS Wetwell & BWTP Site Development Ctl
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ENDAWS Task Order 2350 — McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station Wetwell and
Biota Water Treatment Plant Site Development Contract 1
Final Design Services and Bidding Assistance

Task Order Effective Date: May 1, 2025

TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

¢ Supplemental surveying services to complete the design,

e Coordination with counties, townships, and ND DOT,

e Final design of the McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station wetwell excavation support system,
site mass grading, and access roads,

e Coordination with the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

e Bidding assistance, and

e Post award services, including a pre-construction conference, and drone videography of the site
to document existing conditions right prior to construction.

PROJECT SCHEDULE

The Project’s design will be complete within 8 months or by January 2026 so the project can be
advertised, and a construction contractor can begin work at the start of the construction season on
April 1, 2026 weather permitting.

¥ I

RED RIVER VALLEY

T146N
R77 W McClusky

ENDAWS BIOTA WATER PLANT:

OVERALL SITE IMPACT
- Biota WTP Site and Intake Structure == == Access Road Improvements
Lake Agassiz

[E] Excess Material Stockpile Area === RRVWSP/ENDAWS Alignment Water Authority
[ Jrarcens e Potential Future Route S —————
[ 8ureau of Reclamation Parcels 0 025 05

I ] Miles A

Date: 3/7/2025
March 24, 2025 ES-2 of 2 ENDAWS Task Order 2350

endaws to 2350 - mcips ww & bwtp site dev ct 1 dn & ba exec sum
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_ Building a world of difference:

ENDAWS Task Order 3150 — Biota Water Treatment Plant Piloting and Treatability Study

Task Order Effective Date: April 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

REQUEST

Consideration and approval of a task order in the amount of $872,000 for pilot testing and treatability
studies for the Biota Water Treatment Plant as part of the Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply
(ENDAWS) project.

NEED AND BENEFIT

The task order builds on the preliminary design completed as part of Task Order 3210 by verifying the
sizing and treatment efficiencies of proposed treatment processes. The pilot testing will result in final
recommendations for equipment sizing, operating parameters, and chemical use for the final design. Pilot
testing is a normal part of the design process for a new water treatment plant and is similar to what Fargo
performed for its new water treatment plant design. Pilot testing is also a requirement of the U.S.
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation’s Record of Decision. Pilot testing and bench scale
testing will use water from the McClusky Canal. See photograph on the next page for a representative
view of pilot testing unit.

TASK ORDER SUMMARY
The services to be provided by the engineering team are fully described in the attached Task Order. The
following summarizes each of the major tasks.

Basic Services:

Fee
1) Task Order Management and Administration $30,404
2) Special Project and Third-Party Meetings $32,608
3) Pilot Study Protocol $33,045
4) Pilot Equipment Procurement $259,242
5) Pilot Preparation and Setup $123,006
6) Pilot Start-Up and Operation $315,958
7) Pilot Decommissioning $15,789
8) Pilot Study and Treatability Report $61,948
Totals $872,000

Special Services: There are no unique or specialized services required under this Task Order.

PROJECT OVERVIEW

Task Order 3210 provided for the completion of preliminary design for the Biota Water Treatment Plant.
The Biota Water Treatment Plant consists of turbidity removal, ultraviolet (UV) disinfection, and chlorine
disinfection. The primary treatment goal of the plant is to limit the likelihood that Aquatic Invasive Species
(AIS) would be transferred from the Missouri River watershed to the Hudson Bay watershed. In the
Summer of 2024, Garrison Diversion and Black & Veatch started a water quality Sampling program to
determine water quality at various points in the McClusky Canal. It was determined that the water quality
degraded significantly further along the canal, and it was recommended that a pilot program be developed
to test pretreatment technologies to make sure proper water conditioning prior to irradiation with the
UV system.

March 20, 2025 ES-1 of 2 ENDAWS Task Order 3150
endaws to 3150 - bwtp pilot & treat study exec sum 39 BWTP Piloting and Treatability Study



40 Annex X

25-69
L] S, AES

ENDAWS Task Order 3150 — Biota Water Treatment Plant Piloting and Treatability Study

Task Order Effective Date: April 1, 2025

TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The objective of this Task Order is to complete an ENDAWS Biota Water Treatment Piloting and
Treatability Study verifying the capability of pretreatment technologies to maintain turbidity less than 10
NTU and UVT greater than 70 percent prior to the UV and chlorine disinfection processes. The Task Order
will also measure the decay rate of chlorine residual through a series of decay rate tests.

The study will perform pilot testing at two separate locations, representing worst case (startup of the
facilities) and normal operating inlet water quality. Pilot testing will be performed on Lake Audubon and
along the McClusky Canal near Highway 200. The water quality influent to the pilot at Lake Audubon is
expected to be representative of normal operating conditions for the Biota Water Treatment Plant when
operating on a regular basis. The water quality influent to the pilot at along the McClusky Canal is expected
be representative of initial startup conditions or in situations where minimal flow through the facility has
occurred. Pilot testing will include evaluations of all three treatment processes — pretreatment, UV
disinfection, and chlorination. The work under this task order will conclude with a pilot study report
making final recommendations for process equipment sizing during the plant’s final design.

Figure 1 - Representative Pilot Testing Unit

March 20, 2025 ES-2 of 2 ENDAWS Task Order 3150
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Building a world of difference: \\)
ENDAWS Task Order 3220 - Facilities Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation

Task Order Effective Date: April 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

REQUEST

Consideration and approval of a task order in the amount of $886,000 for a supplemental geotechnical
investigation associated with the McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station, the Biota Water Treatment
Plant, and the McClusky Main Pumping Station as part of the Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water
Supply (ENDAWS) project.

NEED AND BENEFIT

A preliminary geotechnical investigation was completed concurrent with these facilities’ preliminary
design. This Task Order is for supplemental investigations to support development of the final design and
Contract Documents. The borings will be used to support design of access roads, the re-grading of the
Canal embankment by the McClusky Canal Intake, and foundations of the Biota Water Treatment Plant,
the McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station, McClusky Main Pumping Station, and other facilities and
appurtenance located on the common site. In addition, geotechnical borings will be completed on the
proposed Ground Storage Reservoir site, which have not been completed to date.

TASK ORDER SUMMARY
The services to be provided by the engineering team are fully described in the attached Task Order. The
following summarizes each of the major tasks.

Basic Services:

Fee
1) Task Order Management and Administration $34,885
2) Land Services $30,152
3) Geotechnical Services $500,877
4) Report Services $320,086
Totals $886,000

Special Services: There are no unique or specialized services required under this Task Order.

PROJECT OVERVIEW

The purpose of this Task Order is to complete additional borings and tests to characterize subsurface soil
conditions not covered by the ENDAWS preliminary design Task Order 3210. Relevant existing soils data
from previous work will be used to in conjunction with the data obtained under this task order to support
final design activities. Supplemental geotechnical investigations under this Task Order will be completed
for the following:

e Additional geotechnical data at the Biota Water Treatment Plant site for the new intake tunnel,
McClusky Canal Intake Pumping Station, Biota Water Treatment Plant facility and backwash pond.
A preliminary layout drawing of the facilities developed during preliminary design is included as
Figure 1. It shows the previous borings and the locations of the new borings contemplated under
this Task Order. Geotechnical data being obtained for onsite and offsite access road construction
are shown in Figure 2.

e Geotechnical data at the Ground Storage Reservoir site. The tank arrangement is currently still
under development. However, it has been determined that the geotechnical data required will
remain the same for either arrangement. A preliminary layout developed under preliminary

March 20, 2025 ESA $f 5 ENDAWS Task Order 3220
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Building a world of difference:
ENDAWS Task Order 3220 - Facilities Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation

Task Order Effective Date: April 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

design is Figure 3. A final site location and arrangement will be identified prior to performing the
field work.

e The information gathered from these geotechnical investigations will be presented and
summarized in a Geotechnical Data Report. The information in the Geotechnical Data Report will
be used by Engineer in development of the Geotechnical Baseline Reports tailored to specific
project bid packages. Geotechnical Data Reports and Geotechnical Baseline Reports will be
included in the Contract Documents. A Geotechnical Design Memorandum will also be developed
based on the geotechnical data collected and provided to the design team for the Biota Water
Treatment Plant and Ground Storage Reservoir facilities.

PROJECT SCHEDULE
Work under this Task Order is expected to be complete by March 31, 2026.

March 20, 2025 ESZDf5 ENDAWS Task Order 3220
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Building a world of difference:

ENDAWS Task Order 5315 — Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply
Transmission Pipeline Contract 1
Partial Final Design Services

Task Order Effective Date: May 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

REQUEST

Consideration and approval of a partial final design services task order in the amount of $1,950,000 for
the design of the Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply (ENDAWS) Transmission Pipeline (ETP)
Contract 1 project.

The Task Order advances the ETP Contract 1 preliminary design to a 90-percent complete final design for
the 11-mile portion of the ENDAWS segment along with four trenchless crossing of wetland easements.
Services will begin in May of 2025 with a 90-percent submittal package delivered mid-2026. These
professional services are provided on an hourly basis, and the fee is an estimate based on the scope and
nature of the work.

TASK ORDER SUMMARY

Basic Services: The services provided by the engineering team (Black & Veatch, AE2S, Materials Testing
Services, and Ulteig) are fully described in the attached Task Order. The following table summarizes the
fee for each of the major tasks and provides the fee as an estimated percentage of construction for the
estimated $84 million project.

Fee % of Const
Task Order Management and Administration $215,087
Special Project and Third-Party Meetings $82,338
Landowner and Easement Modifications $48,570
Field Services $489,163
Final Design Services $1,114,842
Totals $1,950,000 2.4%

Special Services: There are no unique or specialized services required under this Task Order.

PROJECT OVERVIEW
The adjacent map shows the limits of the ETP Contract 1 project and is included in the background
information of the attached Task Order. Elements of this final design Task Order are:

e Supplemental surveying services to complete the design,
e Coordination with counties, townships, and the ND DOT,
e Soil borings and a completion of geotechnical reports,

e Final design of the open cut portions of pipeline and final design of four trenchless crossings under
USFWS easements, and

e Coordination with the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation.
PROJECT SCHEDULE

The duration of this Task Order is 15 months from the effective date of the Task Order finishing in mid-
2026.

March 21, 2025 ES-1 of 2 ENDAWS Task Order 5315
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, Building a world of difference:

ENDAWS Task Order 5315 — Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply
Transmission Pipeline Contract 1
Partial Final Design Services

Task Order Effective Date: May 1, 2025

TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PROJECT LOCATION

The Project is in Sheridan County as shown in Figure 1 below.

Figure 1 — ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 1 Location Map
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Building a world of difference:

ENDAWS Task Order 5325 — Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply
Transmission Pipeline Contract 2
Partial Final Design Services

Task Order Effective Date: May 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

REQUEST

Consideration and approval of a partial final design services task order in the amount of $1,780,000 for
the design of the Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply (ENDAWS) Transmission Pipeline (ETP)
Contract 2 project.

The Task Order advances the ETP Contract 2 preliminary design to a 90-percent completion stage for a 10-
mile portion of the ENDAWS segment along with one trenchless crossing of a wetland easement. Services
will begin in May of 2025 with a 90-percent submittal package delivered mid-2026. These professional
services are provided on an hourly basis, and the fee is an estimate based on the scope and nature of the
work.

TASK ORDER SUMMARY

Basic Services: The services provided by the engineering team (Black & Veatch, AE2S, Materials Testing
Services, and Ulteig) are fully described in the attached Task Order. The following table summarizes the
fee for each of the major tasks and provides the fee as an estimated percentage of construction for the
estimated $64 million project.

Fee % of Const
Task Order Management and Administration $187,266
Special Project and Third-Party Meetings $86,180
Landowner and Easement Modifications $46,391
Field Services $467,304
Final Design Services $992,859
Totals $1,780,000 2.8%

Special Services: There are no unique or specialized services required under this Task Order.

PROJECT OVERVIEW
The adjacent map shows the limits of ETP Contract 2 and is included in the background information of the
attached Task Order. Elements of this final design Task Order are:

e Supplemental surveying services to complete the design,

e Coordination with counties, townships, and the ND DOT,

e Soil borings and a completion of geotechnical reports,

* Final design of the open-cut portions of pipeline and final design of one trenchless crossing under
a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service easement, and

¢ Coordination with the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation.

PROJECT SCHEDULE
The duration of this Task Order is 15 months from the effective date of the Task Order finishing in mid-
2026.

March 24, 2025 ESA4 &f 2 ENDAWS Task Order 5325
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ENDAWS Task Order 5325 — Eastern North Dakota Alternate Water Supply
Transmission Pipeline Contract 2
Partial Final Design Services

Task Order Effective Date: May 1, 2025
TASK ORDER EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Annex XIll|
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PROJECT LOCATION

The Project is in eastern Sheridan County as shown in Figure 1 below.

Figure 1 — ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 2 Location Map
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INTERIM FINANCING AGREEMENT
SERIES E

BY AND BETWEEN
GARRISON DIVERSION CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
AND
LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY
AND
CITY OF FARGO, NORTH DAKOTA
AND
CITY OF GRAND FORKS, NORTH DAKOTA

Dated as of 2025

-
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INTERIM FINANCING AGREEMENT, SERIES E

THIS INTERIM FINANCING AGREEMENT, SERIES E (the “Series E Agreement”), is
entered this dayof , 2025 (the “Effective Date”), by and between GARRISON
DIVERSION CONSERVANCY DISTRICT, a governmental agency, body politic and corporate of the
State of North Dakota (“Garrison Diversion™); LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY, a governmental
agency, body politic and corporate of the State of North Dakota (“LAWA”); CITY OF FARGO, NORTH
DAKOTA, a municipal corporation and political subdivision of the State of North Dakota (“Fargo”); and
CITY OF GRAND FORKS, NORTH DAKOTA, a municipal corporation and political subdivision of the
State of North Dakota (“Grand Forks™); individually, a “Party,” and collectively, the “Parties.” This Series
E Agreement addresses the local cost share funding agreement for further design of the Eastern North
Dakota Area Water Supply (“ENDAWS”).

WHEREAS, the State of North Dakota, acting through the legislature, created Garrison Diversion
in order to, among other things, construct, own and operate the Garrison Diversion Unit (the “GDU”) of
the Missouri River basin project, and to develop municipal, rural and industrial water supplies, irrigation
and recreation. The legislature also authorized Garrison Diversion to acquire, construct, improve and own
the Red River Valley Water Supply Project (the “Project”) and sell a bulk water supply to end users; and

WHEREAS, the State of North Dakota, acting through the legislature, created LAWA to, among
other things, acquire, construct, improve, own, and utilize the Project, to store and distribute water to
eastern and central North Dakota, and to provide for the supply and distribution of water to the people of
eastern and central North Dakota through the bulk purchase of water from Garrison Diversion for
beneficial and public uses; and

WHEREAS, the State of North Dakota, acting through the legislature, authorized LAWA to enter
one or more contracts to acquire bulk water from Garrison Diversion; and

WHEREAS, Garrison Diversion intends to finance, construct, own and operate the Project, and
thereafter to sell to LAWA, and LAWA intends to purchase from Garrison Diversion all or a portion of
the water derived therefrom as determined in accordance with a Project Participation and Water Supply
Agreement (“PPA”, which is currently being negotiated), as well as this, prior and possibly more future
mterim financing agreements for design, planning, construction and operations before the PPA is entered

into; and

WHEREAS, Garrison Diversion and LAWA agree to have Garrison Diversion finance, construct,
own and operate a water supply and distribution system that will ultimately convey water from the
Missouri River and/or the GDU System to LAWA, with initial construction governed by the terms set
forth herein; and

WHEREAS, the Parties have not completed negotiations of the PPA and are still identifying
which entities will ultimately participate in the Project. Garrison Diversion, LAWA, Fargo, and Grand
Forks enter this Series E Agreement subject to the Parties’ obligations in certain previous Project financing
agreements, including the Cooperation Agreement dated May 8, 2020, Interim Financing Agreement
Series A dated November 15, 2020, Interim Financing Agreement Series B dated November 15, 2020,
Interim Financing Agreement Series C dated August 5, 2021, Interim Financing Agreement Series D dated
November 1, 2023, and Interim Financing Agreement Series D — Small Systems Amendment dated
January 1, 2025. Through this Series E Agreement, the Parties wish to continue with design of the
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ENDAWS component of the Project (“ENDAWS Project Costs,” see Exhibit A) despite not having final
agreements in place on the PPA; and

WHEREAS, Fargo and Grand Forks herein agree to pay the entire local cost share of the
ENDAWS Project Costs not otherwise covered by the State cost share, including any other non-
reimbursable costs (collectively referred to as “Local Project Costs™). Fargo and Grand Forks” respective
financial obligations are prorated between them based upon each city’s water supply nomination and their
resultant cost allocation percentages from the most recently adopted Tiered Cost Allocation Model. These
payments are made by Fargo and Grand Forks on behalf of LAWA. Their respective payment obligations
for the ENDAWS Project Costs are identified herein on Exhibit B, subject to reimbursement from other
Project participants through the PPA once all Project participants are identified and the PPA is signed.

WHEREAS, Garrison Diversion and LAWA entered into a Cooperation Agreement dated May 8,
2020, which governs their general relationship. The terms of the Cooperation Agreement are incorporated
herein by reference as if the terms are stated herein, and they apply to Fargo and Grand Forks in the same
manner they apply to LAWA. If the specific terms of this Series E Agreement are inconsistent with the
Cooperation Agreement in any manner, the terms of this Series E Agreement govern; and

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants made herein and for other
valuable consideration, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, Garrison Diversion, LAWA, Fargo,
and Grand Forks agree as follows:

ARTICLE L.
DEFINITIONS AND INTERPRETATION

Section 1.01 DEFINITIONS: All capitalized terms used, and not otherwise defined herein,
shall have the meanings given to them in this Series E Agreement and as defined in the Cooperation
Agreement unless a different meaning clearly applies from the context.

“CFS” shall mean cubic feet per second.

“Cooperation Agreement” means an agreement entered into between Garrison Diversion and
LAWA dated May 8, 2020, which governs their general relationship.

“Debt Obligation” means any loan, note, bond, credit facility or other security instrument issued
by a party to this Series E Agreement to provide either temporary or permanent financing of the Project.

“ENDAWS” means the Eastern North Dakota Area Water Supply, which is a Federal component
of the Project that runs from an intake on the McClusky Canal to the RRVWSP main transmission pipeline.

“Interim Financing Agreement Series A” means the Interim Financing Agreement, Series A, by
and between Garrison Diversion, LAWA, City of Fargo, and City of Grand Forks, dated November 15,
2020.

“Interim Financing Agreement Series B” means the Interim Financing Agreement, Series B, by
and between Garrison Diversion, LAWA, City of Fargo, and City of Grand Forks, dated November 15,
2020.
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“Interim Financing Agreement Series C” means the Interim Financing Agreement, Series C, by
and between Garrison Diversion, LAWA, City of Fargo, and City of Grand Forks, dated August 5, 2021.

“Interim Financing Agreement Series D” means the Interim Financing Agreement, Series D, by
and between Garrison Diversion, LAWA, City of Fargo, and City of Grand Forks, dated November 3,
2024.

“Interim Financing Agreement Series D — Small Systems Amendment” means the Interim
Financing Agreement, Series D — Small Systems Amendment, by and between Garrison Diversion,
LAWA, City of Carrington, City of Cooperstown, City of Fargo, City of Grand Forks, City of Hillsboro,
City of Mayville, and City of Valley City, dated January 1, 2025.

“Interim Financing Agreement Series E” or “Series E Agreement” shall mean this Agreement.

“Project” means the Red River Valley Water Supply Project.

SECTION 1.02 INTERPRETATION. The headings of articles and sections are provided
for convenience of reference only and will not affect the construction, meaning, or interpretation of this
Series E Agreement. Any and all exhibits to this Series E Agreement are hereby incorporated by reference.
The definition of terms herein shall apply equally to the singular and plural forms of the terms defined
herein. Whenever the context may require, any pronoun shall include the corresponding masculine,
feminine, and neuter forms. The words “include,” “includes,” and “including” shall be deemed to be
followed by the phrase “without limitation.” The word “will” shall be construed to have the same meaning
and effect as the word “shall.” Unless the context requires otherwise (i) any definition of or reference to
any agreement, instrument, or other document herein shall be construed as referring to such agreement,
instrument, or other document as from time to time amended, supplemented, or otherwise modified
(subject to any restrictions on such amendments, supplements, or modifications as set forth herein), (ii)
any reference herein to any person shall be construed to include such person’s permitted assigns, (iii) the
words “herein,” “hereof,” and “hereunder,” and words of similar import, shall be construed to refer to this
Series E Agreement in its entirety and not to any particular provision hereof, (iv) all references herein to
articles, sections, exhibits, and schedules shall be construed to refer to articles and sections of, and exhibits
and schedules to, this Series E Agreement, and (v) the words “asset” and “property” shall be construed to
have the same meaning and effect and to refer to any and all tangible and intangible assets and properties,
including cash, securities, accounts, and contract rights. In the computation of periods of time from a
specified date to a later specified date, the word “from” means “from and including” and the words “to”
and “until” mean “to and including.”

(b) This Series E Agreement is not to be interpreted or construed against the interests of a Party
merely because that Party proposed this Series E Agreement or some provision of it or because that Party
relies on a provision of this Series E Agreement to protect itself. The Parties acknowledge and agree that
this Series E Agreement has been prepared jointly by the Parties and has been the subject of arm’s length
and careful negotiation, that each Party has been given the opportunity to independently review this Series
E Agreement with legal counsel, and that each Party has the requisite experience and sophistication to
understand, interpret, and agree to the particular language of the provisions of this Serics E Agreement.
Accordingly, in the event of an ambiguity in or dispute regarding the interpretation of this Series E
Agreement, this Series E Agreement will not be interpreted or construed against the Party preparing it
simply as a consequence of preparing it.
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ARTICLE IL.
CONSTRUCTION CONTEMPLATED

Section 2.01 INTENT. Through this Series E Agreement, Garrison Diversion, subject to
reimbursement from Fargo and Grand Forks, agrees to finance the local cost share to allow Garrison
Diversion to continue the development of the ENDAWS design and planning. The budget for the
ENDAWS Project Costs is attached as Exhibit B, and the items to be financed through this Series E
Agreement from ENDAWS Project Costs are identified in detail in Exhibit A.

Section 2.02 MEMBER ENTITY REPRESENTATIVE AND POINT OF CONTACT. As
indicated in the Cooperation Agreement, LAWA will work collaboratively with Garrison Diversion in the
planning, construction, and operation and maintenance for the Project. Additionally, LAWA and LAWA
Members will continue to negotiate the PPA with Garrison Diversion that addresses capital repayment
and operation and maintenance agreements on the full Project, as well as a water supply component
outlining the agreement and terms on which LAWA and/or its member entities will purchase a bulk water
supply from Garrison Diversion. Regardless of which member entities participate in this Series E
Agreement, LAWA will be the point of contact for the users and will represent all LAWA member entities
in discusston. Garrison Diversion will apprise LAWA of any LAWA user meetings on the Project and
offer LAWA an opportunity to participate in any such user meetings.

Section 2.03 PROJECT GENERALLY. As indicated in the Cooperation Agreement and
unless otherwise agreed between the Parties, Garrison Diversion shall finance, design, build, construct,
own, maintain, and operate the features contemplated by this Series E Agreement. Garrison Diversion, in
cooperation with LAWA as identified herein, may choose to use any legally authorized project delivery
method to design, construct, own, maintain, and/or operate the construction features, as agreed under the
terms of this, past and future agreements.

Section 2.04 CONTRACT INPUT. As indicated in the Cooperation Agreement, Garrison
Diversion will present all draft contracts and consultant task orders to LAWA for review and seek input
from LAWA on the terms of the agreements and financial considerations. The provisions governing
Garrison Diversion and LAWA engagement provided in the Cooperation Agreement apply to this Series
E Agreement and are not restated herein, including those provisions governing contracts, task orders,
consultant communication, and decision-making.

ARTICLE III.
COST SHARE COMPONENTS

Section 3.01 COST SHARE FOR ENDAWS PROJECT COSTS. Up to $4.5 million is
available from Federal Municipal, Rural and Industrial Funding (“MR&I”) and up to $1.5 million is
available from the Water Infrastructure Revolving Loan Fund (“WIRLEF”) for the ENDAWS Project
Costs. The Parties plan to utilize these funds to continue designing the ENDAWS components of the
Project. The available MR&I Funding will provide the seventy-five percent (75%) State cost share of
eligible costs, with the 25% local cost share and any non-reimbursable costs paid by Garrison Diversion
using the WIRLF loan proceeds, subject to reimbursement of loan payments by Fargo and Grand Forks
on behalf of LAWA. Garrison Diversion will obtain LAWA’s approval of task orders that will obligate
local cost share payments under this Section. After obtaining LAWA’s approval of task orders, Garrison
Diversion will diligently pursue the work contemplated thereunder. Garrison Diversion will manage
contracts and consultants. Garrison Diversion will initially pay all related ENDAWS Project Costs, subject
to seventy five percent (75%) reimbursement from the State and twenty five percent (25%) paid for

6
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through the WIRLF loan proceeds, with loan payment reimbursement from Fargo and Grand Forks. Fargo
and Grand Forks’ payments will be included and offset upon execution of the PPA, which will true up and
recalculate each Participant’s share of the overall Project Costs. The Local Project Cost will consist of the
local 25% cost share of reimbursable costs plus any non-reimbursable costs.

Section 3.02 INITIAL COST RESPONSIBILITY. This Series E Agreement solely addresses
Fargo and Grand Forks’ responsibility for their share of the initial costs associated with and limited to the
specific categories identified in Exhibit A through the earlier of (1) the date the PPA is fully executed, or
(2) the completion of the scope of work and so long as there are budgeted funds available to complete the
approved budget items.

Section 3.03 GARRISON DIVERSION WILL OBTAIN LOAN FOR LOCAL PROJECT
COST. As set forth herein, Garrison Diversion is responsible for initially financing the Local Project
Costs and will do so by obtaining financing from the Bank of North Dakota (the “BND Loan”). The
legislatively authorized repayment terms of the Bank of North Dakota financing will include a forty (40)
year loan repayment term, two percent (2%) interest rate, a 2-year deferral period upon closing of the loan,
and 3 year repayment of interest only in years 3 through 5 after the closing of the loan, and a period of
shaped principal and interest in years 6-40 of loan repayment. The Parties understand and agree that Fargo
and Grand Forks will repay their respective proportions of Garrison Diversion’s cost of financing and debt
service on the financing as part of their payment obligations to Garrison Diversion, details of which will
be included in the BND loan package.

Section 3.04 PAYMENT BY FARGO AND GRAND FORKS. Fargo and Grand Forks will
each reimburse Garrison Diversion for their respective proportion of Local Project Costs, subject to the
maximums identified in Exhibit B, plus debt service and financing costs identified herein. Once the loan
payment schedule is established in an Addendum that includes the loan package, Fargo and Grand Forks
will be responsible for payment of their proportionate percent share of each loan payment as identified in
Exhibit B, to be paid at least 10 days in advance of Garrison Diversion’s loan payment due date. Fargo
will make payment to Garrison Diversion amounting to 78.75% of each loan payment due for the BND
Loan from legally available revenues which are irrevocably pledged to payment thereof, and Grand Forks
will make payments amounting to 21.25% of each loan payment due for the BND Loan from legally
available revenues which are irrevocably pledged to payment thereof. . All payments made by Fargo and
Grand Forks will be deemed to be made on behalf of LAWA and will meet Fargo and Grand Forks’
contribution requirements for Local Project Costs on behalf of LAWA. Fargo and Grand Forks do not
have the authority to seek reimbursement from the other LAWA member entities for the funds they pay
pursuant to this Series E Agreement, but the payments will be used to offset their contribution obligations
when the funding responsibilities are trued-up amongst all Project participants in the PPA.

Section 3.05 REFUNDING. Fargo and Grand Forks agree that the funds they pay pursuant to
this Series E Agreement are non-refundable in any and all cases except in the event Garrison Diversion
does not award a contract for the construction of the infrastructure described in Exhibit A. If no
construction contract is issued or if the Project is delayed indefinitely, as determined by Garrison
Diversion and LAWA, Garrison Diversion will return any remaining unused funds remitted to Fargo and
Grand Forks in proportion to the amounts each paid.

Section 3.06 PROJECT RISKS. The Parties acknowledge and agree that there are a number of
risks, any or all of which could occur, that could have the effect of increasing the cost of the Project and/or
delaying and/or terminating the Project. This includes, by way of illustration and not limitation, the
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following: (i) litigation; (ii) court order; (iii) changes in legislation affecting the Project, LAWA, and/or
the Garrison Diversion; (iv) environmental risks; (v) increased labor costs or costs of materials; (vi) the
need to obtain Federal approvals, Federal permits, or additional Federal environmental review; (vii) the
Federal Government’s decision regarding any permitting or approvals required for the Project; (viii) a
change in the State of North Dakota’s financial ability to fund its portion of the Project; (ix) climate change
and variability; and (x) political interference at the local, state, federal, or tribal level. That said, any
increase in the identified budgeted costs would require approval of the LAWA Board and Garrison

Diversion.

Section 3.07 ASSIGNMENT. This Series E Agreement (and any interest herein or hereunder)
may not be assigned, transferred, pledged, hypothecated, or encumbered without the prior written consent
of the other Parties.

ARTICLE 1V.
FINANCING AND INVOICING

Section 4.01 FINANCING ADMINISTRATION. Garrison Diversion will lead planning,
design, construction, operation and maintenance of the items that are subject to this Series E Agreement.
Garrison Diversion will advance funds for the initial work, subject to reimbursement from the State and
LAWA through Fargo and Grand Forks. Fargo and Grand Forks will use whatever sources of funds
available to them to make payments, with no expectation that they will issue Debt Obligations.

Section 4.02 SEPARATE PROJECT FUND. Garrison Diversion has a Project Fund for the
financial administration of the Project. The Project Fund is a separate fund used by Garrison Diversion
only to pay costs and expenses that, under accepted accounting practices, constitute costs necessarily
incurred to construct the Project, including but not limited to land, easements, buildings, structures,
administration costs, office space, vehicle costs, and all other costs related to Project implementation,
along with machinery and equipment, and the cost of all architectural, engineering, legal and other
professional services, printing and publication, and other costs reasonable, necessary, and incidental
thereto, including issuance costs as it relates to the work contemplated under this Series E Agreement.

Section 4.03 INVOICES AND PAYMENT. Garrison Diversion will use the proceeds of a
BND WIRLF loan to pay for labor, material, services, or other expenses relating to the work contemplated
under this Series E Agreement, with bond payments made to Garrison Diversion upon the scheduled
identified on the loan documentation that will be added as an Addendum to this Agreement. If the Parties
jointly agree to issue any contracts prior to the loan actually being funded, any contractor payments due
prior to loan funding will be paid by Fargo and Grand Forks, subject to later credit on loan payment
obligations. If that happens, Garrison Diversion will submit timely invoices to Fargo and Grand Forks
for reimbursement. Subject to any dispute by Fargo or Grand Forks, each will remit their respective
percentage payment on an invoice for any undisputed balance within thirty (30) calendar days after
receiving an invoice.

Section 4.04 DISPUTE. If Fargo or Grand Forks disputes any portion of a Garrison Diversion
mvoice, any undisputed portion of the invoice must be paid within thirty (30) days of the receipt of invoice.
For any portion of an invoice in dispute, the disputing party must provide an explanation in writing
regarding the specific basis of the dispute. Garrison Diversion will review the explanation and provide a
written response within thirty (30) days of the receipt of the disputing party’s explanation. If the Parties’
staff members are unable to help the Parties reach consensus, representatives of each Party will follow the
dispute resolution process outlined in the Cooperation Agreement.

8
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Section 4.05 2021-2023 BIENNIUM CREDIT AGREEMENT.

The Parties agree that the financing arrangements set forth in the 2021-2023 Biennium Credit
Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. The Parties intend that the 2021-2023 Biennium Credit
Agreement and the financing arrangements set forth in this Series E Agreement shall remain in effect until
the Parties enter into a PPA or as otherwise agreed to in a future interim financing agreement. Provided,
the 2021-2023 Biennium Credit Agreement shall remain in full force and effect until terminated in
accordance with Section 2.07 of the 2021-2023 Biennium Credit Agreement. The parties agree that Bank
of North Dakota’s rights as a third-party beneficiary, as set forth in Section 3.01 of the 2021-2023
Biennium Credit Agreement, shall remain in full force and effect.

ARTICLE V.
TERMINATION AND STAY

Section 5,01 TERM. This Series E Agreement will be valid through June 30, 2027, or until the
funds authorized and approved hercunder are spent on the identified construction expenses, whichever
occurs later, provided that any and all payments due and owing by Fargo and Grand Forks at the time of
termination of this Series E Agreement must be fully paid before Fargo or Grand Forks’ responsibilities
to make payments hereunder pursuant to the loan agreement will terminate.

Section 5.02 TERMINATION BY MUTUAL AGREEMENT. The Parties may mutually
agree, In writing, to terminate this Series E Agreement. Any and all payments due and owing by Fargo
and Grand Forks at the time of termination of this Series E Agreement must be fully paid before Fargo’s
and Grand Forks’ responsibility to make payments hereunder will terminate.

Section 5.03 COST SHARE THRESHOLD. The Cost Share Threshold termination provision
of the Cooperation Agreement does not apply to this Series E Agreement.

ARTICLE VI
MISCELLANEOUS

Section 6.01 ENTIRE AGREEMENT. This Series E Agreement contains the entire and
exclusive understanding of the Parties with respect to the subject matter thereof, and this Series E
Agreement supersedes all prior agreements, understandings, statements, representations, and negotiations,
in each case oral or written, between the Parties with respect to the subject matter of this Interim Financing
Agreement Series E. This Series E Agreement incorporates all provisions of the Cooperation Agreement
between LAWA and Garrison Diversion, as if all provisions were included herein unless a contrary
provision is included herein.

Section 6.02 NOTICE. All notices under this Series E Agreement will be in writing and: (a)
delivered personally; (b) sent by certified mail, return receipt requested; (c) sent by a recognized overnight
mail or courier service, with delivery receipt requested; or (d) sent by facsimile or email communication
followed by a hard copy and with receipt confirmed by telephone or return receipt (in the case of email
communication), to the following addresses:

If to Garrison Diversion: General Manager
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Headquarters

PO Box 140
9
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Carrington, ND 58421

Ifto LAWA: LAWA Board Chair
Lake Agassiz Water Authority
PO Box 140
Carrington, ND 58421

If to Fargo: City Administrator
Fargo City Hall
22540 St N
Fargo, ND 58102

If to Grand Forks: City Administrator
Grand Forks City Hall
255N 4% St.

Grand Forks, ND 58203

Section 6.03 GOVERNING LAW. This Series E Agreement shall be controlled by the laws of
the State of North Dakota. Any action brought as a result of any claim, demand, or cause of action arising
under the terms of this Series E Agreement shall be venued in Cass County in the State of North Dakota,
and the Parties waive any objection to personal jurisdiction.

Section 6.04 SEVERABILITY. Each provision, section, sentence, clause, phrase, and word of
this Series E Agreement is intended to be severable. If any provision, section, sentence, clause, phrase,
and word hereof is held by a court with jurisdiction to be illegal or invalid for any reason whatsoever, such
illegality or invalidity shall not affect the validity of the remainder of this Series E Agreement.

Section 6.05 MODIFICATIONS. Any modifications or amendments to this Series E
Agreement must be in writing and signed by all Parties to this Series E Agreement.

Section 6.06 BINDING EFFECT. This Series E Agreement shall be for the benefit of and may
be enforced only by the Parties and is not for the benefit of and may not be enforced by any third party.

Section 6.07 REPRESENTATION. The Parties, having been represented by counsel or having
waived the right to counsel, have carefully read and understand the contents of this Series E Agreement,
and agree they have not been influenced by any representations or statements made by any other parties.

Section 6.08 HEADINGS. Headings in this Series E Agreement are for convenience only and
will not be used to interpret or construe its provisions.

Section 6.09 REPRESENTATION OF AUTHORITY. Each Party signing this Series E
Agreement represents and warrants that he or she is duly authorized and has legal capacity to execute and
deliver this Series E Agreement and that the Series E Agreement is a valid and legal agreement binding
on such Party and enforceable in accordance with its terms.

Section 6.10 FORCE MAJEURE. A Party shall not be held responsible for any delay or failure
in performance of any part of this Series E Agreement to the extent such delay or failure is caused by fire,
flood, explosion, war, embargo, government requirement, civil or military authority, act of God, or other
similar causes beyond its control and without the fault or negligence of the delayed or non-performing

10
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party. The affected Party will notify the other Parties in writing within ten (10) days after the beginning
of any such cause that would affect its performance. Notwithstanding, if a Party’s performance is delayed
for a period exceeding thirty (30) days from the date the other Parties receive notice under this section,
the non-affected Parties will have the right, without any liability to the other Parties, to terminate this
Series E Agreement. Ongoing litigation and any construction injunction do not qualify as force majeure
events. A force majeure event identified for the purposes of this Agreement will not impact the obligations
of Fargo and Grand Forks to pay any loan obligations required to be paid by Garrison Diversion.

Section 6.11 COUNTERPARTS; ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES. This Series E Agreement
may be executed in two or more counterparts, each of which together shall be deemed an original, but all
of which together shall constitute one and the same instrument. In the event that any signature is delivered
by facsimile transmission or by e-mail delivery of a ".pdf" format data file, such signature shall create a
valid and binding obligation of the Party executing (or on whose behalf such signature is executed) with
the same force and effect as if such facsimile or ".pdf" signature page were an original thereof.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Garrison Diversion, LAWA, Fargo, and Grand Forks caused this
Series E Agreement to be executed.

(Remainder of page intentionally left blank.)
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Signature Page for the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

The governing body of the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District approved this Series E Agreement

on the day of , 2025.
GARRISON DIVERSION CONSERVANCY
DISTRICT, a governmental agency, body politic and
corporate
By:
Jay Anderson, Chair
ATTEST:
Secretary

12
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Signature Page for the Lake Agassiz Water Authority

The governing body of the Lake Agassiz Water Authority approved this Series E Agreement on the

day of - , 2025,
LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY, a
governmental agency, body politic and corporate
By:
Dr. Timothy Mahoney, Chair
ATTEST:
Secretary

13
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Signature Page for the City of Fargo

The governing body of the City of Fargo approved this Series E Agreement on the / g day of

E«&bm%l 2025,

City of Fargo, a governmental agency, body politic
and corporate

ATTEST:

Secretary

14
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Signature Page for the City of Grand Forks

The governing body of the City of Grand Forks approved this Series E Agreement on the 3rd day of
March, 2025.

City of Grand Forks, a governmental agency, body
politic and corporate

By: ﬁm&w Bochumski

FHESET RS -
Brandon Bochenski, Mayor

ATTEST:

Signed by:

Mareun Sterstad — Finanee Dircder

DR341FERAZA4473

Finance Director/City Auditor

15
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EXHIBIT A

ENDAWS BUDGET FEATURES

Project Project Development Budget
Biota WTP Site Development, Mass Grading, and Tunnel Shaft/Wetwell

| Excavation Design

Biota WTP Piloting (6 months)

Electrical Service Extension Study {Central Power/HDR)

ENDAWS TM Contract 2 Design and Bidding Assistance

1,400,000
.t L
150,000
450,000
3,100,000

73

TOTAL: $6,000,000
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EXHIBIT B

MR&I approved funding: $6 million

Local Cost Share Required: $1.5 million

Local ENDAWS Project Cost Distribution

Annex XVI
25-101

74

ENDAWS Project Costs
$6,000,000
Local Cost Share — 25%
City Percentage Local Cost Share
Fargo 78.75% $1,181,250
Grand Forks 21.25% $318,750
Total 100.00% $1,500,000
B
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ADDENDUM NO. 1
FINAL LOAN PACKAGE

[To be added upon execution of loan package]

75



76 Annex XVII
25-103

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, Mark Johnson served with distinction representing Cass Rural Water
Users District since 1995, and as a member of the Lake Agassiz Water Authority from 2015 to

2025; and,

WHEREAS, Mark Johnson recognized the need for the Red River Valley Water Supply
Project and its importance to the state of North Dakota; and,

WHEREAS, Mark Johnson has served to support the development of rural water; and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of the Lake Agassiz Water
Authority duly assembled in Fargo, in the state of North Dakota, on April 16, 2025, do hereby
express our sincere appreciation for the dedication demonstrated by Mark Johnson throughout

his career.

; IR
el :

Timothy Mahoney, Chair Duane DeKrey, Secretary
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Lake Agassiz

Water Authority

Budget Actual as of Balance
Income 2025 5.31.25 of Budget
Dues Income $ 30,000.00 | $ 18,500.00 | $ 11,500.00
Miscellaneous $ - $ 99.00 | $ (99.00)
Cost Share-Interim Finance $ 6,945.00 | $ 341049 | $ 3,534.51
Total Income $ 36,945.00 | $ 22,009.49 | $ 14,935.51
Expenses
Dues Expenses $ 6,500.00 | $ 6,000.00 | $ 500.00
ND Water Users Association| $ 5,000.00 | $ 5,000.00 | $ -
ND Water Coalition| $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ -
ND Rural Water Systems Assoc.| $ 500.00 | $ - $ 500.00
Accounting $ - $ - $ -
Directors Expense $ - $ -
Insurance $ 550.00 | $ - $ 550.00
Construction $ - $ -
Engineering $ - $ 3,410.49 | $ (3,410.49)
Property Acquisiton/Easements $ - $ -
Admin Expense $ - $ 83.46 | $ (83.46)
Legal/Prof Serv $ 220,000.00 | $ 127,578.27 | $ 92,421.73
Ohnstad Twichell, P.C.| $ 87,982.00 | $ 42,409.77 | $ 45,572.23
AE2S| § 93,768.00 | $ 62,293.50 | $ 31,474.50
Garrison Diversion - BHFS| $ 30,750.00 | $ 15,375.00 | $ 15,375.00
Garrison Diversion - Effertz Law| $ 7,500.00 | $ 7,500.00 | $ -
Total Expenses $ 227,050.00 | $ 137,072.22 | $ 89,977.78
Bank Activity
Beginning Bank Balance 1-1-25 $ 251,616.13
Income Received $ 22,009.49
Bank Fees $ (7.24)
Total Funds Available $ 273,618.38
Check #1263 ND Water Coalition $ 1,000.00
Check #1264 ND Water Users $ 5,000.00
Check #1265 AE2S $ 15,568.25
Check #1266 Ohnstad Twichell $ 16,267.77
Check #1267 Ohnstad Twichell $ 6,017.00
Check #1268 Garrison Diversion (BHFS) $ 7,687.50
Check #1269 Garrison Diversion (Effertz Law) $ 3,750.00
Check #1270 AE2S $ 10,696.32
Check #1271 AE2S $ 15,175.64
Check #1272 Ohnstad Twichell $ 4,476.50
Check #1273 AE2S $ 9,538.71
Check #1274 Ohnstad Twichell $ 2,095.50
Check #1275 Garrison Diversion (Effertz Law) $ 3,750.00
Check #1276 Garrison Diversion (BHFS) $ 7,687.50
Check #1277 Garrison Diversion (CS 33) $ 3,410.49
Check #1278 AE2S $ 11,314.58
Check #1279 Ohnstad Twichell $ 13,553.00
Check #1280 Countryside Creations $ 83.46
Total Expenses $ 137,072.22
Ending Bank Balance $ 136,546.16
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Mr. Duane DeKrey March 25, 2025
Lake Agassiz Water Authority Project No: P00214-2024-001
PO Box 140 Invoice No: 101702

Carrington, ND 58421

Project Manager Brent Bogar

Project P00214-2024-001 2025 Legislative Strategy Support
Egofe_ssigﬂ__gl Services for tng_ period: February 15, 2025 to March 14, 2025 _
Phase 130 Communications Services
Professional Services
Hours Rate Amount
Boe, Andrea 1.25 242,00 302.50
Bogar, Brent 33.00 269.00 8,877.00
Totals 34.25 9,179.50
Professional Services Total 9,179.50
Reimbursables
Meals 29.21
Reimbursables Totals 29.21 29.21
Expenses
Transportation
2/7/2025 Bogar, Brent 440.0 Miles @ 0.75 330.00
Expenses Totals 330.00 330.00
Contract Maximum Current Billing Previous Billings Total Billings To
Against Maximum Against Maximum Date
Total Billings 9,538.71 93,522.02 103,060.73
Maximum 145,778.00
Remaining 42,717.27
Phase Total 9,538.71
Project Invoice Total 9.538.711 fh (4

Please make checks payable to; Advanced Engineering and Environmental Services, LLC « 4050 Garden View Dr, Ste 200, Grand Forks, ND 58201

We accept most major credit cards for payment: 8 3.5% convenience fee will be added to all credit card transactions.
To pay by credit card please cak 701-746-8087.
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Project P00214-2024-001 LAWA 2025 Legislative Strategy Support Invoice 101702
SR

Think 8ig. Go Beyond,

Invoice Summary:

- Legislative strategy with Garrison/Lobbyist

- Special GDCD and LAWA board meetings

- Financial planning with legislators

- Legislative session tracking and updates (RRVWSP work plan and funding priority. Defend RTF funding from proposed
changes)

- LAWA PPA discussions and planning

- LAWA committee/board meeting prep, attendance, follow-up

3/5 - LAWA/GDCD Leadership meeting (in Person)
3/13 - GDCD Executive Committee meeting

TOTAL BILLING = 70% of contract amount.

Plesse make checks payable to: Advanced Engineering and Environmental Services, LLC ¢ 4050 Garden View Dr, Ste 200, Grand Forks, ND 58201

We accept most major credit cards for payment: a 3.5% convenience fee will be added to all credit card transactions.
To pay by credit card please call 701-746-8087.

Page 2
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OHNSTAD TWICHELL, P.C. 180014 KIS Invoice # 202273
Attorneys at Law
P.0 Box 458 Date:  April 10, 2025

West Fargo, ND 58078-0458
701-282-3249

Jo: Lake Agassiz Water Authority
Email to: BGrubb@FargoND.gov

LAWA L{"Y“‘J 5&7@&21”}”

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED
Hours Rate Tatals
ITS 0.5 $475.00 $237.50
KIS 4.1 $440.00 $1,804.00
AR 0.2 $270.00 $54.00
Total Fees: 4.8 _£$2,095.50
Grand Total 7$2,095.50 | 744
Rates - 2025
KIS Katie J. Schmidt, Partner, Supervising Attorney $440.00
JTS  JohnT. Shockley, Partner $475.00
AJR  Andrea J. Roman, Paralegal $270.00
OHNSTAD TWICHELL, P.C. COST ADVANCES BY US FOR YOUR ACCOUNT, FOR WHICH WE HAVE NOT
WEST FARGO, NORTH DAKOTA 58078 BEEN BILLED, WILL APPEAR ON YOUR NEXT STATEMENT.

QL e
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Invoice

April 21, 2025

GARRISON DIVERSION From:
sgNi:;:ﬂz peTReT Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
CARRINGTON, N.D. 58421 P.O. Box 140
(701) 652-3194 Carrington, ND 58421
gdcd@gdcd.org
www.garrisondiversion.org

To:

Lake Agassiz Water Authority

P.O. Box 140

Carrington, ND 58421

Effertz Law

25% Invoice #4 $ 3,750.00

$ 3,750.00

Please make check payable to:

Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
P.O. Box 140
Carrington, ND 58421

o v e
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GARRISON DIVERSION

CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
P.O. Box 140
CARRINGTON, N.D. 58421
(701) 652-3194
gdcd@gdcd.org

www.garrisondiversion.org

82

Invoice

April 21, 2025

From:

Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
P.O. Box 140

Carrington, ND 58421

To:

Lake Agassiz Water Authority
P.O. Box 140

Carrington, ND 58421

Brownstein, Hyatt Farber-Schreck-Strategic Counseling

25% Cost Share January 2025 $ 2,562.50
25% Cost Share February 2025 $ 2,562.50
25% Cost Share March 2025 $ 2,562.50

$ 7,687.50

Please make check payable to:

Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
P.O. Box 140
Carrington, ND 58421

QA AL
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Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

PO Box 140, Carmrington, ND 58421 Phone 701-652-3194 Fax 701-852.3195

Cost Share Invoice -Fargo RRVWSP 33
RED RIVER VALLEY PROJECT
December 2023-Dacember 2024
State of ND Funds from LAWA-Grand Forks Total
Vendor Invoice # Invoice Amount 0% 2.2785% Expenditures
Invoice #7 2021 {Fargo overpaid)} $ {917.04)
Invoice #14 2022 (Far, GF overpaid $ (128.02)
Black & Veatch 12-3-23 1414657 $6,939.72 | § 6,245.75 $158.12 | $ 6,939.72
Black & Veatch 2-6-24 1419027 $17,016.44 | § 15,314.80 $387.72 | $  17,016.44
Black & Veatch 3-22-24 1423110 $10,516.97 | § 8,465.27 $ 23963 | $ 10,516.97
Black & Veatch 7-1-24 1431768 $3,771.66 | § 3,394.49 $ 8594 | & 3,771.66
Black & Veatch 8-27.24 1436296 $1,919.38 | § 1,727.44 $ 43.74 | & 1,919.38
Biack & Veatch 11-15-24 1448187 $14,411.38 | § 12,970.24 $ 32837 | $ 1441138
Expenditures Expenditures
Paid from Reimbursement
State of ND Funds from LAWA-Grand Forks Total

75% 6% Expenditures
Arnston : 23113 (99,676.38}| $ (7.182.25)‘ (8545.48)| § (9,576.38)
GRAND TOTALS $44,999.17 | $ 41,935.70 $ 1347.02) $44,999.17
Total Due from Fargo

oL v—
g v 1
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Mr. Duane DeKrey April 22, 2025
Lake Agassiz Water Authority Project No: P00214-2024-001
PO Box 140 Invoice No: 102367

Carrington, ND 58421

Project Manager Brent Bogar

Project P00214-2024-001 - " 2025 Legislative Strategy Support
Professional Services for the period; March 15, z”‘__gzg to April 11. 2025 - ,
Phase 130 " Communications Services
Professional Services
Hours Rate Amount
Bogar, Brent 40.75 269.00 10,961.75
Totals 40.75 10,961.75
Professional Services Total 10,961.75
Reimbursables
Meals 21.33
Reimbursables Totals 21.33 21.33
Expenses
Transportation
3/5/2025 Bogar, Brent 442.0 Miles @ 0.75 331.50
Expenses Totals 331.50 331.50
Contract Maximum Current Billing Previous Billings Total Billings To
Against Maximum Against Maximum Date
Total Billings 11,314.58 103,060.73 114,375.31
Maximum 146,778.00
Remaining 31,402.69
Phase Total 11,314.58
Project Invoice Total 11,314.58 %

oW s

Please make checks paysble to: Advanced Engineering and Environmental Services, LLC » 4050 Garden View Dr, Ste 200, Grand Forks, ND 58201

We accept most major credit cards for payment: a 3,5% convenience fee will be added to all credit card transactions.
To pay by credit card please call 701-746-8087

84



85

Project P00214-2024-001 LAWA 2025 Legislative Strategy Support Invoice 102367

doAES

Invoice Summary:

- Legislative strategy with Garrison/Lobbyist

- Financial planning with legislators

- Coordination with DWR director

- Legislative session tracking and updates (RRVWSP work plan and funding priority. Defend RTF funding from proposed
changes)

- LAWA PPA discussions and planning

- LAWA committee/board meeting prep, attendance, follow-up
3/27 - LAWA TAC meeting

4/3 - LAWA Finance review meeting

410 - LAWA/GDCD Leadership meeting (in Person)

TOTAL BILLING = 79% of contract amount.

Please make checks payable to: Advanced Engineering and Eoviren mental Services, LLC « 4050 Garden View Dr, Ste 200, Grand Forks, ND 58201

We acceptmost major credit cards for payment: a 3.5% convenience fee wil be added to all credit card transactions.
To pay by credit card please call 701-746-8087.

Page 2
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OHNSTAD TWICHELL, P.C. 18-0014
Attorneys at Law

P.O Box 458
West Fargo, ND 58078-0458
701-282-3249

To: Lake Agassiz Water Authority
Email to: BGrubb@FargoND.gov

KIS

Date:

Invoice # 202811

May 5, 2025

LAHA Leapl Sugport

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED

Hours Rate Totals

iTs 9.8 $475.00 $4,655.00
KIS 20.1 $440.00 $8,844.00
AJR 0.2 $270.00 $54.00
Total Fees: 30.1 $13,553.00
Grand Total ¥ $13,553.00
Rates - 2025

KIS  Katie J. Schmidt, Partner, Supervising Attorney $440.00
JTS  JohnT. Shockiey, Partner 5475.00
AJR  Andrea J. Roman, Paralegal $270.00
OHNSTAD TWICHELL, P.C. COST ADVANCES BY US FOR YOUR ACCOUNT, FOR WHICH WE HAVE NOT

WEST FARGO, NORTH DAKOTA 58078

m Y 1994

86

BEEN BILLED, WILL APPEAR ON YOUR NEXT STATEMENT.
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g7 MAY 12 2005

Invoice
Countryside Creations Invoice #: 002912
28 Main St. W. Invoice Date: 5/8/2025
Mayville, ND 58257 Transaction Date: 5/8/2025
(701) 788-3523 Customer ID: 7447
countrysidecreationsnd@gmail.com Reference/Contact:
Bill To: Lake Agassiz Water Authority
PO Box 140
Carrington, ND 58421
Order# Del. Date Recipient Qty. Description Price Discount Ext. Price
41294 5/9/2025 Bill Bohnsack 1 Sympathy $75.00 0.00% $75.00
Arrangement
Subtotal $75.00
Delivery Fee $3.00
Service Fee $0.00
Tax $5.46
Order Total $83.46
Monies Tendered $0.00
Original Invoice Total $83.46
invoice Transactions
Invoice Balance Due $83.46

Due Upon Receipt

“Thank Ve -
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Sabrina Scherr

From: Lisa Schafer
“ant: Friday, May 9, 2025 7:49 AM
: Dianna Baumann
«C: Merri Mooridian; Sabrina Scherr
Subject: RE: Flowers
Dianna:

Sounds good. Have a nice weekend!

Lisa Schafer
Executive Assistant
Garrison Diversion
FO1.652.5144

lisasgded.ore
www.garrisoudiversion.oro

From: Dianna Baumann <dbaumann@FargoND.gov>
nt: Friday, May 9, 2025 7:44 AM
2: Lisa Schafer <lisas@gdcd.org>
Subject: Flowers

Good morning, Lisa — | ordered flowers for Bill Bohnsack’s funeral from Countryside Creations in Mayville. They said they
would send the invoice to you for payment. Please let me know if you don’t receive it.
Thank you!

Dianna Baumann

Principal Office Associate

THE CITY OF FARGO | CITY COMMISSION
Office: 701.241.1310
DBaumann@FargoND.gov

At The City of Fargo, We Work for You.

’ CITY
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Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

Name 2017 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025
Dues Cost Share Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues

City of Aneta
City of Argusville
City of Binford $ 100.00($ 100.00|$ 100.00|$ 100.00|$ 100.00 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00
City of Briarwood $100.00 $ 100.00($ 100.00|$ 100.00|$ 100.00 |$ 100.00 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00
City of Buffalo $250.00 $ 250.00[$ 250.00|$ 250.00 $ 250.00 250.00 [ $  250.00
City of Buxton
City of Carrington $ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Casselton $250.00
City of Clifford $100.00 $ 100.00 100.00 [ $ 100.00 | $ 100.00 100.00
City of Colfax $100.00 $ 100.00 $ 100.00|$ 100.00|$ 100.00 250.00
City of Cooperstown $250.00 $1,758.60 $ 25000 (% 250.00|$ 250.00|$ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 [ $  250.00
City of Davenport $100.00 $ 100.00 [$ 250.00 $ 250.00 | $ 250.00 250.00 [ $  250.00
City of Devils Lake $8,793.00 $ 500.00 | $ 2,000.00
City of Drayton
City of East Grand Forks $2,000.00 $18,465.30 $2,000.00 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 | 2,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00
City of Emerado $ 100.00
City of Enderlin $250.00 $ 250.00
City of Fairmount $ 250.00 250.00 [ $  250.00
City of Fargo $4,000.00] $648,044.10 $4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 [ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00
City of Forman $250.00 $ 250.00 (% 250.00$ 250.00|$% 250.00 % 250.00 250.00 | $ 250.00 [$ 250.00
City of Galesburg $100.00 $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00
City of Gilby
City of Grafton $2,000.00 $17,586.00 $2,000.00 [ $ 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00 2,000.00 | 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00
City of Grand Forks $4,000.00]  $228,618.00 $4,000.00 [ $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 4,000.00 [ $ 4,000.00 4,000.00
City of Grandin $100.00 $ 250.00 $ 100.00 100.00
City of Gwinner $ 250.00 100.00 100.00 250.00 100.00 100.00
City of Hannaford $439.65
City of Havana 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
City of Hillsboro 5250.00 $ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Hope 5250.00 $ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Horace $ 250.00 | $ 250.00 250.00
City of Hunter 5250.00 $ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Kindred 5250.00 $ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Langdon $ 500.00 | $ 500.00
City of Larimore $2,637.90 $ 250.00 | $ 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Lisbon $250.00 $ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Mantador
City of Manvel 5100.00 $ 100.00|$ 100.00 250.00 | $§ 250.00 | $ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Mapleton 5250.00 $ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 | $§ 250.00 | $ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of Mayville 5250.00 $ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 | $§ 250.00 [ $ 250.00 250.00 250.00 250.00
City of McVille $ 250.00|$ 250.00 b 250.00 [ $ 250.00 250.00
City of Minto $100.00 $ 100.00 100.00
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Name 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025
Dues Cost Share | Cost Share Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues Dues
City of Mooreton $100.00 $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00
City of Mountain $100.00 $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00
City of Munich
City of Neche
City of Nekoma
City of Oxbow $100.00 $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00
City of Park River $250.00 $3,517.20 $ 250.00($ 250.00|$ 250.00|$ 250.00 250.00 | $ 250.00
City of Pillsbury
City of Sibley $100.00 $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00 [$ 100.00 | $ 100.00 100.00 | $  100.00
City of Tuttle $100.00 $175.86
City of Valley City $2,000.00 $13,189.50 $2,000.00 [ $ 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00 [ $ 2,000.00 [ 2,000.00 [ $ 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00
City of Wahpeton $2,000.00 $2,000.00 [ $ 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00 | $ 2,000.00 $ 2,000.00
City of West Fargo $4,000.00 $4,000.00 $ 4,000.00 [ $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 | 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00
Richland County JDA
Agassiz Water Users District $500.00 $8,793.00 $ 500.00 ($ 500.00 $ 500.00|$% 500.00 500.00
Barnes Rural Water District $500.00 $4,396.50 $ 500.00 $ 500.00 | $§ 500.00
Dakota Rural Water District $250.00 $ 250.00|$% 250.00[% 250.00|$% 250.00|% 500.00 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 500.00
Cass Rural Water Users District $4,000.00 $4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 [ $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00 [ 4,000.00 | $ 4,000.00
Central Plains Water District $500.00 $5,275.80
East Cental Regional Water District
Grand Forks Traill Water District $26,379.00
Greater Ramsey Water District $500.00 $8,793.00 $ 500.00 [$ 500.00
Langdon Rural Water District
McLean Sheridan Rural Water $3,693.06 $ 250.00[$ 250.00[$ 500.00$ 500.00 500.00 [$ 500.00 | $ 500.00
Moorhead Public Service b 4,000.00
Northeast Reg. Water District $500.00 $ 500.00 (% 500.00[$ 500.00|$% 500.00|% 500.00 500.00 | § 500.00
North Valley Water District
Ransom-Sargent Water Users
South Central Reg. Water Dist $4,396.50
Southeast Water Users District $500.00 $21,982.50 $ 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 500.00 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 500.00
Stutsman Rural Water District $500.00 $131,895.00 $ 500.00 [ $ 500.00 b 500.00 [ $§ 500.00 500.00 | $ 500.00 | $ 500.00
Traill Rural Water District $9,672.30 $ 250.00
Tri-County Rural Water District $250.00 $8,793.00 $ 250.00
Walsh Rural Water District 5500.00 $ 1,000.00 b 1,000.00 | $ 500.00 500.00 | $§ 500.00 | $ 500.00
TOTAL $33,050.00| $1,177,294.77| $87,930.00| $34,250.00| $31,500.00( $ 30,700.00 | $33,000.00 | $26,400.00 | 30,650.00 | $ 33,300.00 | $ 18,500.00
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JANUARY - MAY 2025 A RED RIVER VALLEY
MONTHLY BILLING REPORT \J. WATER SUPPLY PROJECT
RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY PROJECT Servg the Watar Supphy Nasds o Eentrat Horth Dskots and e fed Eiver Valey
E BLACK & VEATCH
PROGRAM BILLING SUMMARY ;

Firm Name / Task Order Name January February March April May FIRM TOTALS
Black & Veatch Corporation $ 690,230.60 [ S  668,273.32 [$  608,791.09 [ $  754,257.27 | $  737,491.87 | S 3.459.044.15
Advanced Engineering and
Enviormental Services, LLC S 382,593.65|$  447,09045|$  420,537.27 |$  427,33232|$ 49417534 [|$  2,171,729.03
Materials Testing Services, LLC | - |$  9828000|$ 425011.00[$ 1610000 - |S 53935100
Burian & Associates, LLC S 12967179|S 7936161 |$  49,90897 |$ 5110286 |5 56532373 366,577.60
Ulteig Engineers, Inc. |s 2686556 | ¢ 580.00 | $ 22,086.98 | §  11,94850 | $ - s 61,481.04
Prairie Soil Consulting, LLC S 4,460.56 | $ - S - S - S - S 4,460.56
American Eng?neeringTesting,lnc. S 2,040.00 | S - S 1,015.00 | $§ 4,150.00 | $ 9,725.50 || $ 16,930.50
Veteran Testing and Ins;;ecting, e | 435000 % - S - s - S - S 4,350.00
Material Testing Consultants, Inc. S_ B 518E_$ o S - s s $ 518.00
Accurate Inspections, LLC S - S - S - S 3,314.20 | § - S 3,314._20
Wilson Water Group, LLC S 1,275.00 | § - S - |3 3,315.00 | § 6,895.00 || $ 11,485.00
Docusign, Inc. s - s 3300003 - s - s RE 3,300.00
Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. $ . - S 3481985 |5 - s s - $  34,819.85
Moore Engineering, Inc. S 5242428 $ 2,675.00 | $ - s 25732408 33,649.82
Houston Engineering, Inc. S 14,448.00 | § - S 19,052.00 | $  5,887.00 ¢ - S 39,387.00
Apex Engineering Group | 26029008 6582200 47,961.00 | $  87,51400|$  8297950[$  310,305.50
MONTHLY TOTALS $ 1,287,724.58 | § 1,397,527.23 [$ 1,597,038.31[$ 1,364,921.15 | $ 1,413,531.98 S 7,060,743.25

2023-25 RRYWSP Billing Summary 1 6/12/2025

91



92

State Water Commission - Payment Request

1. Type of Request

2. Project Name: Red River Valley Water Supply

2a. Project Number

3. Payment Request No.

[ X ) PARTIAL () FINAL |Planning, Property Acquisiton and Construction 0325 65
4. ID Number (SWC) 5. Recipient Account No.
6. Name of Recipient Organization
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District-RRVWSP
Address City State Zip Code
PO Box 140 Carrington ND 58421
7. Period Covéred by Request| 12/25/2020 to 4/2/2025
CLASSIFICATION (a) SWC (Grant) LOCAL (c) Total SWC Ineligible Costs
a | Administrative Expenses $ 1,381,453.76 | $ 46048449 | $  1,841,938.25
b Not Used - Freliminary :
|~ [Exoenses $ - 1% - 1% =
¢ |Land, Structures, Right-ofway | ¢ 2,868,454.67 | $ 956,151.35 | $  3,824,606.02
d.|Engineering Fees $ 12,682,80543 | $ 3,798,88541 | $ 16,481,780.84
Not Used -Cther Engineering
_e'_ Fees $ = $ = $ =
Not Used - Project Inspection
| Jfees $ - s - s )
9. |Legal Expenses $ 436,756.28 | $ 145,585.28 | $ 582,341.56 | $ :
h. |Not Used - Relocation Expenses $ v $ . $ =
. [Not Used - Geotechnical
| " |Ex; ns:ds o = $ = $ = 3 &
- |Not Used - Architectu
; or _ $ - |s - |s -
] ey $ 56,500,059.38 | $§  16,709,174.87 | $ 73,209,234.25
Improvement Cost f s . s f - s f .
I. |Not Used - Equipment $ = $ = $ =t
m. [Not Used - Miscellaneous $ E $ i $ =
Total Cumulative to Dat
Mkt o Dottty b $ 73,869,619.52 | $ 2207028140 | § 95,939,900.92
o.|Payments Previously Requested| ¢ 73,788,558.14 | $ 22,043,260.95 | $ 95831,819.09 | $ -
Amount Requested for
' |Payment $ 81,061.38 | $ 27,020.45 | $ 108,081.83 | $ B
State Funding % 90% 75%
State Funding Paid $ 73,869,619.52 | $ 11,488,158.97 | $ 62,381,460.55
State Approved Funding 84,737,500.00 13,000,000.00 71,737,500.00
State Funding Balance $ 10,867,880.49 | $ 1,511,841.03 9,356,039.46

9. CERTIFICATION:

tcertify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the billed costs or disbursements are in accordance with the terms of the grant agreement, the payment represents

an amount which has not been previously requested, and all work is in accordance with the terms of the grant agreement.

a. Recipient

Slgnatuteylthornziiejfyu@fvﬁcl?ﬁ

Date Request Submitted
April 16, 2025

Typed or Printed Name and Title
Duane DeKrey, General Manager

Telephone

701-652-3194

b. Representative
certifying to Line 8p

Signatune of Authoriz Certlfylng Official Date Signed
M\.QJ.M April 16, 2025
Typed or Printed Name and Title Telephone

Ashley Reisenauer, Lead Accountant

701-652-3194

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

10a. Date of State Water Commission Approval:

Authorized By:

10b. Date of Approval:

Authorized By:
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State Water Commission - Payment Request

1. Type of Request

2. Project Name: Red River Valley Water Supply

2a. Project Number

3. Payment Request No.

9. CERTIFICATION:

(X ) PARTIAL () FINAL |Planning, Property Acquisiton and Construction 0325 66
4. ID Number (SWC) 5. Recipient Account No.
6. Name of Recipient Organization
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District-RRVWSP
Address City State Zip Code
PO Box 140 Carrington ND 58421
7. Period Covered by Request| 12/25/2020 to 5/9/2025
CLASSIFICATION (a) SWC (Grant) LOCAL (c) Total SWC Ineligible Costs
2 fAdminististive Expenses $ 1,381,453.76 | $ 460,484.49 | $  1,841,938.25
b \Not _Used - Prefiminary $ . $ ) $ ]
¢ |Land, Structures, Right-of-way | ¢ 2,868,454.67 | § 956,151.35 | $  3,824,606.02
d. |Engineering Fees $ 12,682,895.43 | $ 3,798,885.41 | $ 16,481,780.84
. Not Used -Other Engineefing :
— Not Used - Project Inspection 3 : ® = 3 -
- Project Ins|
| Jrees $ - |$ - |8 -
g. |Legal Expenses $ 436,756.28 | $ 145,585.28 | $ 582,341.56 | $ -
h. [Not Used - Relocation Expenses| ¢ - $ - $ .
; ‘Not Used - Geotechnical
| [Expenses $ - |$ - 18 :
. iNot Used - Architectural
! |Eval $ - $ - $ -
Construction and Project
) Imorqvt;n':entVCosrt J $ 58,046,102.26 | $ 17,224,52250 | $ 75,270,624.76
1. {Not Used - Equipment $ - $ = $ =
m. [Not Used - Miscellaneous $ L $ 1 $ !
b Total Cu_mulative to Date
(sum of lines a thru m) $ 75,415,662.40 | $ 2258562903 | $ 98,001,291.43
o. |Payments Previously Requested| ¢ 73,869,619.52 | $ 2207028140 | $ 9593990092 | $ -
Amount Requested for
P |Payment $ 1,546,042.88 | $ 515,347.63 | $ 2,061,39051 | $ -
State Funding % 90% 75%
State Funding Paid $ 75,415662.40 | $ 11,488,158.97 | § 63,927,503.43
State Approved Funding 84,737,500.00 13,000,000.00 | $  71,737,500.00
State Funding Balance $ 9,321,837.60 | $ 1,511,841.03 [$  7,809,996.58

| certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the billed costs or disbursements are in accordance with the terms of the grant agreement, the payment represents
an amount which has not been previously requested, and all work is in accordance with the terms of the grant agreement.

a. Recipient

Slgn?ur f Authorized Certlfyné 1116% /

Date Request Submitted
May 12, 2025

Typedor Prmted Name and TTile
Duane DeKrey, General Manager

Telephone

701-652-3194

Ashley Reisenauer, Lead Accountant

b. Representative aturg of Authoriz Cert:fymg Official Date Signed
certifying to Line 8p i i A I !i May 12, 2025
Typed or Printed Mame and Title Telephone

701-652-3194

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

10a. Date of State Water Commission Approval:

Authorized By:

10b. Date of Approval:

Authorized By:
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State Water Commission - Payment Request

1. Type of Request
{X) PARTIAL () FINAL

2. Project Name: Red River Valley Water Supply
Planning, Property Acquisiton and Construction

2a. Project Number
0325

3. Payment Request No.
67

4. ID Number (SWC)

5. Recipient Account No.

6. Name of Recipient Organization
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District-RRVWSP

Address
PO Box 140

City

Carrington

State
ND

Zip Code
58421

7. Period Covered by Requesti

12/25/2020

to

5/15/2025

CLASSIFICATION

(a) SWC (Grant)

LOCAL

{c) Total

SWC Ineligible Costs

i)

. [Administrative Expenses

1,386,200.41

462,066.70

1,848,267.11

2]

Not Used - Preliminary
[Expenses

Land, Structures, Right-of-way

2,868,454.67

956,151.35

3,824,606.02

Engineering Fees

12,794,103.02

3,834,190.50

16,628,293.52

Not Used -Other Engineering
Fees

INot Used - Project Inspection
fees

Legal Expenses

436,756.28

145,585.28

582,341.56

Not Used - Relocation Expenses

Fa

INot Used - Geotechnical

Expenses
INot Used - Architectural
val

Construction and Project
Improvement Cost

58,046,102.26

17,224,522.50

75,270,624.76

. iNot Used - Equipment

Not Used - Miscellaneous

| |{sum of lines a thru m)

°

Total Cumulative to Date

75,5631,616.64

22,622,516.33

98,1564,132.97

Payments Previously Requested

75,415,662.40

22,585,629.03

98,001,291.43

i Payment

Amount Requested for

€ |H 89 168 14p &P |8 |8 |68 |0 |88 |op |8 | lem |

115,954.24

@» |8 (e B [P lin |8 |8 |88 (on |9 (B |on |en [ |ep

36,887.30

B R (A |60 A |10 |n |6A |0 [n [ |&n |48 (&0 |ea |

152,841.54

State Funding %

90%

75%

State Funding Paid

$ 75,631,616.64

11,496,097.38

$ 64,035519.26

State Approved Funding

84,737,500.00

13,000,000.00

$ 71,737,500.00

State Funding Balance

$ 9,205,883.36

A

1,503,902.62

$ 7,701,980.75

9. CERTIFICATION:

| certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the billed costs or disbursements are in accordance with the terms of the grant agreement, the payment represents
an amount which has not been previously requested, and all work is in accordance with the terms of the grant agreement.

a. Recipient

Slgnatur(z;@honzfllrtp; Omu?? /

Date Request Submitted
May 16, 2025

Typed or Printed Name and Title
Duane DeKrey, General Manager

Telephone

701-652-3194

Typed or Prlntc;e}iarhe"and Title

Ashley Reisena

r, Lead Accountant

b. Representative Signatyre of Authorized Certifying Official Date Signed
certifying to Line 8p { r ; ok L/L/\ May 16, 2025
Telephone

701-652-3194

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

10a. Date of State Water Commission Approval:

Authorized By:

10b. Date of Approval:

Authorized By:
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GARRISON DIVERSION

CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
P.O. Box 140
CARRINGTON, N.D. 58421
(701) 652-3194
gded@gdcd.org

www.garrisondiversion.org

95

April 8, 2025

Reice Haase, Secretary

North Dakota State Water Commission
1200 Memorial Highway

Bismarck ND 58504

Re: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023 to 2025 Biennium Work Plan
Funding Reimbursement Request No. 29

Dear Mr. Haase:

The attached packet of information contains proof of the expenditures to date for the above
referenced project. The attached documentation is provided to reflect the costs associated
with the project.

Included is a breakdown of the various funding mechanisms, including the State Water
Commission and the local share (funded with the Bank of North Dakota).

The amount of this request for Red River Valley Water Supply Project 2023-2025
Biennium Work Plan is $1,943,758.43. Previous submittals requested total
$63,238,101.51. The total amount requested to date is $65,181,859.94.

Thank you for your cooperation regarding the above-referenced project. If you have any
questions, please feel free to contact Ashley Reisenauer at (701) 652-3194.

Sincerely,

Joedo

Duane DeKrey
General Manager
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

95
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2(23-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request
4/2/2025

96
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Serving the Woter Supply Meeds of Ceatral North Dakora and the Rad Rivar Vallay

Reimbursement Request # 29
SWC Amount
Current Previous
CLASSIFICATION ‘Submittat Submittals TOTAL Budget $ Remaining | % Remaining
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD $ - 18 - 1% - 1% 750,000.00 | $ 750,000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP 3 - |8 707,819.52 | § 707,819.52 | $  1,657.500.00 | § 949,680.48 57.30%
Property. Easements and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS '3 - 1% - |8 - 18 367.500.00 | $ 367.500.00 100.00%
Property. Easements. and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities $ - 1% - |3 - |$ 150000000 | $ 1500000.00 100.00%
Property. Easements. and Crop Damage Payments - Crp Dma $ - 13 - |8 - 1% 585.000.00 | $ 585 .000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng $ - |$ 214553994 |$ 214553994 |$ 423000000 |$ 2084 460.06 49.28%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin $ - 1% 2516507365 |$§ 25165073.65 | § 57,495000.00 | $ 32329 926.35 56.23%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract SD - Prof Srvs - Const Eng $ - |$ 1749,03367 |$ 174903367 |$§ 4,102,500.00 |§ 2353.466.33 57.37%
Transmission Pigeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin $ 194375843 |$ 25551687.18 | $ 2749544561 | $ 44,532,000.00 | $ 17.036.554.39 38.26%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng $ - 1% 9823664 | $ 9823664 | $ 4,102500.00 | $ 4,004 .263.36 97.61%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin $ - 18 676012.50 | $ 676.012.50 | $ 39,396,750.00 | § 38.720737.50 98.28%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Desian $ - 1% 640280.71 | $ 640,280.71 |$ 2,292,000.00 |$ 1651,719.29 72.06%
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design $ - |$ 187238559 |§ 187238559 |$ 5392500.00 |$ 3520114.41 65.28%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design $ - 1% 136418781 |$ 136418781 |$ 2,194,500.00 | $ 830.312.19 37.84%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ - |8 200,945.66 | $ 20084566 | § 563,250.00 362.304.34 64.32%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ - 18 991,052.85 | § 991,052.85 | $§ 2155,275.00 1.164 222.15 54.02%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs $ - 1% 59,460.46 | § 5846046 | § 277,500.00 218,039.54 78.57%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint’/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs $ - 13 299451.07 | § 299,451.07 | § 373,500.00 74,048.93 19.83%
Pra Mamt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs $ - 13 218.464.10 | § 219.464.10 | § 490,500.00 271,035.80 55.26%
Qutreach, PIng, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs $ - |8 971548.31 | 8 971,548.31 | $§ 1.644,750.00 673,201.69 40.93%
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs $ - |3 213,266.31 | § 213,266.31 | $ 346,500.00 133,233.69 38.45%
Financial Planningz Support - Prof Srvs $ - 18 312655.54 | § 312,655.54 | § 442,500.00 129 844.46 29.34%
Contingency - GDCD $ - |8 - | $ - |$ 510847500 5,108 475.00 100.00%
— SWCToal §  1,8437504AT [§ 63,298,101.651 | $ ©6,187,850.94 | , 000,000, 114,818,740.08 BLTE%
Check==> $ - % -8 $ - $ -
BND Amount
Current Previous =
- X CLASSIFICATION Submittal Submittals TOTAL Bu $ Remaining | % Remaini
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD - - - 250 000.00 250.000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP - 235 939.81 235,939.81 552,500.00 316,560.19 57.30%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS - - - 122 500.00 122,500.00 100.00%
|Property, Easements, and Cror Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities - - 500,000.00 500,000.00 100.00%
Praperty, Easements, and Croo Damape Payments - Crp Dmg - - - 195,000.00 195.000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 715.179.94 715.179.94 1.410.000.00 694,820.06 49.28%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin - 8388 357.88 8.388,357.88 19,165,000.00 10,776 642.12 56.23%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 583.011.19 583,011. 1.367 500.00 784.488.81 57.37%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin 647,919.47 8,517,229.04 9.165,148. 14,844,000.00 5678.851.49 38.26%
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 64 - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 3274553 32,745, 1,367.500.00 1,.334,754.47 87.61%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin - 225,337.50 225 337.50 13,132 250.00 12,906,912.50 98.28%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design - 213 426.88 213.426.88 764.000.00 650,573.12 72.06%
Transmission Piceline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Desion - 624 128.51 £24.128.51 1.797,500.00 1,173 371.49 65.28%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Desion - 454 729.25 454 729.25 731,500.00 276 770.75 37.84%
cClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs - £6.981.86 66 981.86 187,750.00 120.768.14 64.32%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs - 330,350.93 330,350.93 718 425.00 388.074.07 54.02%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs - 19,820.16 19.820.16 92 500.00 72,679.84 78.57%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continuea Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs - 99,816.99 99.816.99 124 500.00 24,683.01 19.83%!
Pra Maomt to Support Laroer Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs - 73.154.66 73.154.66 183 500.00 90.345.34 55.26%
Outreach, Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs - 323.849.41 323.849.41 548,250.00 224.400.59 40.93%
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs - 71.088.76 71,088.76 115.500.00 44.411.24 38.45%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs - 104,218.50 104 218.50 147,500.00 43 281.50 29.34%
Contingency - GDCD | - - - 1,702 825.00 1,702,825.00 100.00%
BND Total [ A7 218 AT 21,075,355 E0 IR ,000,000.00 | NALR
Check==> § $ - $ 3 $ -
| Previous |
Submittal Submittals TOTAL Budget $Remaining | % Rsmllnln; I
SWC Total $ 1,943,758.43 § 63,238,101.51 $ 65,181,859.94 $ 180,000,000.00 $ 114,818,140.06 63.79%
BND Total $ 647,919.47 § 21,079,366.80 $ 21,727,286.27 $ 60,000,000.00 $ 38,272,713.73 63.79%
Federal MRI Total $ $ - 3 - $ - $ - #DIV/O!
Federal SRF Total $ - 3$ 3 $ - $ - #DIV/0
Grand Total § 2591,677.90 $ 8431746831 $ 86909.146.21 $ 240,000,000.00 $ 153.090.853.79 63.79%
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

R L, Ly reo mives vaues

4/2/2025
Serving the Water Supply Neads of Cantral Nerth Duketa and the Red Rivar Vails

Reimbursement Request # 29
Invoice Invoice
Work Plan Category i ] = Vendor Number Date  Invoice Total SWC Amount BND Amount
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin Carstensen Contracting 5D 15 04/02/25 $2,591,677.90 $1,943,758.43  $647,919.47
Transmis_§ion Pipeline*E_&_asLQontra_ct 5D - Const 2026 Fin Total $2,591,677.90 $1,943,758.43 $647,919.47

Grand Total $2,591,677.90 $1,943,758.43  $647,919.47
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GARRISON DIVERSION

CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
P.O. Box 140
CARRINGTON, N.D. 58421
(701) 652-3194
gded@gdcd.org
www.garrisondiversion.org
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April 15, 2025

Reice Haase, Secretary

North Dakota State Water Commission
1200 Memorial Highway
Bismarck ND 58504

Re: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023 to 2025 Biennium Work Plan
Funding Reimbursement Request No. 30

Dear Mr. Haase:

The attached packet of information contains proof of the expenditures to date for the above
referenced project. The attached documentation is provided to reflect the costs associated
with the project.

Included is a breakdown of the various funding mechanisms, including the State Water
Commission and the local share (funded with the Bank of North Dakota).

The amount of this request for Red River Valley Water Supply Project 2023-2025
Biennium Work Plan is $1,349,562.02. Previous submittals requested total
$65,181,859.94. The total amount requested to date is $66,531,421.96.

Thank you for your cooperation regarding the above-referenced project. If you have any

questions, please feel free to contact Ashley Reisenauer at (701) 652-3194.

Sincerely,
%M‘- {Y\w\? '\/"\

Merri Mooridian
Administrative Officer
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

98
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request
4/16/2025

99

N

RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Swrving the Woter Suppty uuds vl lﬂmcl Narth Dakora and the Rad River Vallay

Reimbursement Request # 30
SWC Amount
Current ~ Previous

CLASSIFICATION Submittal Submittals TOTAL Bud $ Remaining | % Remalning
Ganison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD $ - 18 =13 - 18 750,000.00 | $ 750 000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP $ 243,067.50 | § 707 819.52 | § 950,887.02 |$ 165750000 [$  706612.98 42.63%)
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS $ - 1% - 1% - |3 367,500.00 367.500.00 100.00%
Progerty, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Faciliies $ 3 - 1% - |$ 1.500,000.00 1,500,000.00 100.00%
Progerty, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - Crp Dmg $ - | & $ - |§ 585,000.00 585 000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng $ 47.288.14 | $ 2145.539. 94 $ 2192828.08 | $ 4,230000.00 2.037.171.92 48.16%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin $ - |$ 25165073.65 | § 25165073.65 | $ 57,495,000.00 | $ 32320 926.35 56.23%
Transmission Pigeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng $ 4516540 |$ 174903367 |$§ 1794198.07 |$ 4,102500.00 | $ 230830093 56.27%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin $ 2749544561 | § 2749544561 | § 44,632,000.00 | $ 17.036 554.39 38.26%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Ena $ 40662.32 98,236.64 | $ 138898.96 | $ 4,102,500.00 |$ 3963 601.04 96.61%
RRV Transmission Pigeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin $ - 676,012.50 | $ 676012.50 | § 39,396,750.00 | $ 38720737.50 98.28%
ENDAWS Transmission Pigeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design $ 181.736.87 640280.71 | $ 822017.58 |$ 2,292000.00 |$ 1,469982.42 64.14%
Transmission Pigeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design $ 324,911.15 1.872,385.59 2197,296.74 | $ 5,392,500.00 | $ 3195203.26 59.25%
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Desian $ 111,200.06 1.364,187.81 1475387.87 | $§  2,194,500.00 | $ 719,112.13 32.77%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ 55,257.73 200.945.66 256,203.39 | $ 563,250.00 | $ 307.046.61 54.51%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ 177.075.18 991 052.85 1,168128.03 | $§ 2,155275.00 | § 987.146.97 45.80%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs $ 2192210 | § 59 460.46 8138256 | § 277,500.00 | $ 196 117.44 70.67%|
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Uparades - Vend & Prof Srvs $ 12378.29 | $ 299 451.07 311820.36 | $ 373500.00 | $ 61.670.64 16.51%
Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs $ 28288.16 | % 219,464.10 247752.26 | & 480,500.00 | § 242 747.74 49.49%
Qutreach, Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs $ 3127247 | § 971,548.31 1002820.78 |$ 1644,750.00 | $§ 641,929.22 39.03%
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs $ 16,007.18 | § 213,266.31 22927349 | § 346,500.00 | $ 117.226.51 33.83%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs $ 13,329.47 312,655.54 325985.01 | 8 442,500.00 | $ 116,514.99 26.33%
|Contingency - GDCD $ - - - |% 510847500 | $ 5,108.475.00 100.00%

i SWC Total ¥ 1,AEEI0Z [ ¥ 6578185954 [§ BEE¥ 42156 | ;] K i

Check==> § - 8 -8 $ - $
BND Amount
Current Previous |
X CLASSIFICATION Submitta) ‘Submittals TOTAL Budget $ tain
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD - - - 250.000.00 250,000.00 10G0.00%
Property, Easements. and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP 81.022.49 235.939.81 316,962.30 552,500.00 235.537.70 42.63%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS - - - 122.500.00 122 500.00 00.00%!
|Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities - 500,000.00 500.000.00 00.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - Crp Dmo - - - 195,000.00 195,000.00 00.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Ena 15,762.72 715.179.94 730,942.66 1,410,000.00 679,057.34 48.16%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin - 8,388.357.88 8388.357.88 19,165,000.00 10.776,642.12 56.23%|
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 15,055.13 583,011.19 598 .086.32 1.367.500.00 769,433.68 56.27%
Transmission Pigeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin - 9,165,148.51 9,165,148.51 14,844,000.00 5,678 851.49 38.26%
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 13,554.10 32,745.53 46,299.63 1.367.500.00 1.321.200.37 96.61%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin - 225 337.50 225 337.50 13,132 250.00 12,906.812.50 98.28%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design 60,578.96 213,426.88 274,005.84 764.000.00 489,994.16 64.14%
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design 108,303.71 624.128.51 732.432.22 1,797 500.00 1,065,067.78 59.25%
RRV Transmission Pigeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Desian 37.066.68 454.729.25 491.795.93 731.500.00 239,704.07 2.77%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs 18419.24 66 981.86 85401.10 187.750.00 102,348.90 54.51%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs 59.025.08 330,350.93 389,375.99 718.425.00 329,049.01 45.80%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs 7.307.36 9,820.16 27,127.52 92,500.00 65,372.48 70.67%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs 4,126.09 9.816.99 103,843.08 124 500.00 20.556.92 16.51%
|Prg Momt to Support Larper Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs 9,429.38 73,154.86 82.684.04 163.500.00 80,915.96 49.49%
Outreach. Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs 10,424.15 323.849.41 334 273.56 548,250.00 213 976.44 39.03%
Orerational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs 5335.72 71.088.76 76.424.48 115,500.00 39,075.52 33.83%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs 4,443.16 104 218.50 108.661.66 147,500.00 38.838.34 26.33%
Contingency - GDCD - - - 1,702 825.00 1,702 825.00 100.00%
| BHD Total 445,853 05 2T IR 2T ANz | 000,50 | 3 & ]
Check==> $ $ $ $ $
[ stbmina_ | o Ix

Sub! Submtw-ls TOTAL $ Remainin Rmnp_tg]
SWC Total § 1,349,562.02 65,181,859.94 § 66,531,421.96 § 180 000,000.00 $ 113,468,578.04 63.04%
BND Total $ 449,853.95 $ 21,727,286.27 $ 22,177,14022 § 60,000,00000 $ 37,822,859.78 63.04%
Federal MRI Total $ SR - 8 $ - $ - #DIvio!
Federal SRF Total $ . $ - 3$ : - 3 - $ = #DIV/O!
Grand Total § 1,799,415.97 $ 8690914621 $ 8870856218 § 240,000,000.00 $ 151,291437.82 63.04%
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

Red River Valley Water Supply Project A
2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request ' RED RlVER VAI'I'E‘

411612025 WATER SUPPLY PROJEC
Serving the Water Supply Needs of Cantral North Dokota end the Red River Valls
Reimbursement Request # 30
Invoice Invoice
‘Work Plan Category Vendor Number Date  Invoice Total SWC Amount BND Amount
Operahonal Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1460449 04/02/25 $21,342.90 $16,007.18 $5,335.72
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs Total $21,342.90 $16,007.18 $5,335.72
Flnan0|al Planning Support - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1460457 04/02/25 $17,772.63 $13,329.47 $4,443.16
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs Total $17,772.63 $13,329.47 $4,443.16
Outreach, Plng, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch B 1460458 04/02/25 $41,696.62 $31,272.47 $10,424.15
Outreach, Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs Total $41,696.62 $31,272.47 $10,424.15
Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1460448 04/02/25 $37,717.54 $28,288.16 $9,429.38
Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs Total $37,717.54 $28,288.16 $9,429.38
'ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design Black & Veatch 1460454 04/02/25  $242,315.83 $181,736.87 $60,578.96
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design Total B $242,315.83 $181,736.87 $60,578.96
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design Black & Veatch 1460456  04/02/25 $148,266.74  $111,200.06 $37,066.68
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design Total $148,266.74 $111,200.06 $37,066.68
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Black & Veatch 1460485 04/02/25 $54,825.51 $41,119.13 $13,706.38
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng GDCD O&M JC1354 02/27/25 $8,225.35 $6,169.01 $2,056.34
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Total $63,050.86 $47,288.14 $15,762.72
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Black & Veatch 1460484 04/02/25 $52,217.40 $39,163.05 $13,054.35
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng GDCD O&M JC1355 02/27125 $8,003.13 $6,002.35 $2,000.78
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Total $60,220.53 $45,165.40 $15,055.13
Transm|ssmn Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Desugn Black & Veatch 1460455 04/02/25  $433,214.86  $324,911.15 $108,303.71 B
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design Total $433,214.86  $324,911.15 $108,303.71
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Black & Veatch 1460496 04/02/25 $54,216.42 $40,662.32 $13,554.10
'RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const  Eng Total B ] $54,216.42 $40,662.32 $13,554.10
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1460452  04/02/25  $73,676.97 $55,257.73 $18,419.24
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs Total $73,676.97 $55,257.73 $18 419.24
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1460486 04/02/25  $236,100.24  $177,075.18  $59,025.06
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs Total $236,100.24 $177,075.18 $59,025.06
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1460453 04/02/25 $29,229.46 $21,922.10 $7,307.36
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs Total $29,229.46 $21,922.10 $7,307.36
_ISMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1460450  04/02/25 $16,504.38 $12,378.29 $4,126.09
"PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs Total B $16,504.38 $12,378.29 $4,126.09
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Legal March 25 3/1/2025 03/31/25 $78,890.21 $59,167.66 $19,722.55
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Easements Mar 25 3/1/2025 03/31/25 $80,259.00 $60,194.25 $20,064.75
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Crop Dmg Mar 25 3/1/2025 03/31/25  $164,940.78 $123,705.59 $41,235.19
_Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Total _ o ) $324,089.99  $243,067.50 $81,022.49
Grand Total $1,799,415.97 $1,349,562.02  $449,853.95
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GARRISON DIVERSION
CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
P.O. Box 140
CARRINGTON, N.D. 58421
(701) 652-3194
gdcd@gdced.org
www.garrisondiversion.org
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April 17, 2025

Reice Haase, Secretary

North Dakota State Water Commission
1200 Memorial Highway

Bismarck ND 58504

Re: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023 to 2025 Biennium Work Plan
Funding Reimbursement Request No. 31

Dear Mr. Haase:

The attached packet of information contains proof of the expenditures to date for the above
referenced project. The attached documentation is provided to reflect the costs associated
with the project.

Included is a breakdown of the various funding mechanisms, including the State Water
Commission and the local share (funded with the Bank of North Dakota).

The amount of this request for Red River Valley Water Supply Project 2023-2025
Biennium Work Plan is $4,407,135.75. Previous submittals requested total
$66,531,421.96. The total amount requested to date is $70,938,557.71.

Thank you for your cooperation regarding the above-referenced project. If you have any

questions, please feel free to contact Ashley Reisenauer at (701) 652-3194.

Sincerely,
(Y\eﬂ\.. (Y\' ~c k_/

Merri Mooridian
Administrative Officer
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

101 North
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District 1 O 2
Red River Valley Water Supply Project

2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request

4/17/2025

WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Serving the Woter Supply Needs of Lantre) Narth Dakatn and the Red Rivar Valley

0’ RED RIVER VALLEY

Reimbursement Request # 31
SWC Amount
Current Previous

CLASSIFICATION Submittal Submittals TOTAL Budget $ Remaining l % Rermaining

Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD 3 - 1% - 1% — - 18 750.000.00 | $ 750,000.00 | 100.00%
Properiy, Easements, and Cror: Damage Payments - RRVWSP $ - |8 950,887.02 | % 950887.02 | $ 1657,500.00 | § 706,612.98 42 63%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS $ - |$ - |8 - 367,500.00 | § 367.500.00 100.00%
Property. Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities - $ - 18 - 1% - 1,500,000.00 | $ 1.500,000.00 100.00%
Property. Easements, and Crop Damape Payments - Crp Dmp $ - |8 - |8 - 585,000.00 | $ 585,000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng $ - /% 219282808 |$ 2,192828.08 4,230000.00 | $ 2037171.92 48.16%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin ' 3 - 1% 2516507365 | § 25165073.65 57,495 000.00 | § 32329 926.35 56.23%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng = $ - 1% 1794199.07 |$ 1794,199.07 4.102,500.00 | $ 2308,300.93 56.27%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin $ - | $ 2749544561 | $ 27,495445.61 44 532.000.00 | $ 17.036,554.39 38.26%
RRV Transmission Pigeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng $ $ 138.898.96 | § 138,898.96 4.102,500.00 | § 3.963.601.04 96.61%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin $ 440713575 | $ 67601250 | § 5,083,148.25 39,398750.00 | $ 34313601.75 87.10%,
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design [ - 18 822017.58 | § 822,017.58 2292000.00 | § 1469982.42 64.14%|
 Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design $ - 1§ 219729674 | $§ 2,197,296.74 5392500.00 | § 3195203.26 59.25%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Desjan - |$ 147538787 |$ 1,475387.87 |$ 2194500.00 | § 719.112.13 32.77%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs - 13 256,203.39 | $ 256,203.39 | $ 563.250.00 | § 307.046.61 54.51%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs - |$ 1168,128.03 | $§ 1,168,128.03 |$ 2.155275.00 | $ 987.146.97 45.80%
|Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs 3 - | 81,382.56 | § 81,382.56 | $ 277.500.00 | $ 196.117.44 70.67%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/lUpgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs 3 - |8 311,829.36 | § 311,829.36 | § 373,500.00 | § 61670.64 16.51%
Prit Momt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs $ - |8 247,752.26 | $ 24775226 | $ 490,500.00 | $ 242.747.74 49.49%
|Outreach, Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs $ - |$ 100282078 [$ 100282078 |$ 1644,750.00 |$ 641,929.22 39.03%
Ogperational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs $ - 1% 22927349 | § 22927349 | § 346,500.00 | § 117.226.51 33.83%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs $ - |3 325,885.01 | § 325985.01 | $ 442,500.00 | $ 116.514.99 26.33%
Contingency - GDCD $ - 13 - 3% - |$ 510847500 |§ 5108475.00 100.00%

SWT Total ¥ 40713875 | i 86 [ § T0SIEEETIT | X Lk X
Check==> § - 8 - % . $ -8 -
BND Amount
Current Previous 5
CLASSIFICATION _Submittal Submittals TOTAL Budgat § Remalning | % Remaini

Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD - - - 250.000.00 250.000.00 700.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP - 316,962.30 316,962.30 552,500.00 235 537.70 42.63%
Property, sements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS - - - 122 500.00 122 500.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities - - - 500,000.00 500,000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements._and Crop Damace Payments - Crp Dmg - - - __195,000.00 195,000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 730,942.66 730.942.66 1.410,000.00 679,057.34 48.16%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin - 8.388,357.88 8,388 357.88 19.165,000.00 10.776,642.12 56.23%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 598,066.32 598,066.32 1,367,500.00 769 433.68 56.27%
Transmission Pigeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin - 9,165,148.51 9,165,148.51 14.844,000.00 5678.851.49 38.26%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract BA - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 46 299.63 46 299.63 1,367.500.00 1,321 200.37 96.61%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin 1,469,045.25 225,337.50 1,694 382.75 13,132.250.00 11,437,867.25 87.10%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design - 274 005.84 274,005.84 764,000.00 489,994.16 64.14%

Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design - 732 432.22 732432.22 1,797,500.00 1,085 067.78 59.25Y

RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design - 491.795.93 491 795.93 731,500.00 239 704.07 32.77%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs - 85.401.10 85,401.10 187,750.00 102.348.90 54.51%
|Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs - 389,375.99 389,375.99 718,425.00 329.049.01 45.80%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs - 27,127.52 27.127.52 2,500.00 65372.48 70.67%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs - 103,943.08 103.943.08 124,500.00 20,556.92 16.51%
Prg Momt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs - 82 584.04 82.584.04 163,500.00 80,915.96 49.49%
Qutreach, Plng, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs I - 334 .273.56 334.273.56 548,250.00 213,976.44 39.03%
Ogperational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs - 76.424.48 76,424.48 115.500.00 39,075.52 33.83%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs - 108 661.66 108,661.66 147 500.00 38,838.34 26.33%
Contingency - GDCD - - - 1.702 825.00 1,702,825.00 100.00%

BN Total TAGSHET0 [§ ZZATTIa0.22 |5 2564618547 ,000,000.00 1 3,81 &0,
Check==> § - $ . $ . $ . $

] Sms l WTO‘I,'AL _—r Budget

SWC Total § 4,407,135.75 § 66,531,421.96 $ 70,938557.71 § 180,000,00000 $ 109 061,442.29 60.59%

BND Total § 146904525 § 22,177,14022 $ 23,646,18547 $ 60,000,00000 % 36,353,814.53 60.59%
Federal MRI Total $ = $ $ $ ] $ . H#OIV/O!
Federal SRF Total $ = $ 3 $ - $ - $ . #DIV/o!
Grand Total § 5,876,181.00 $ 8870856218 $ 94584743.18 § 240.000,000.0_0 § 145415 2566.82 60.59%
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District A

Red River Valley Water Supply Project R E D RlVE R VAI_LE‘
2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request .
4/16/2025 d ’\J' WATER SUPPLY PROJEC

Serving the Water Supply Nesds of Central Narth Dokote and the Red Rivay Valie

- - Reimbursement Request #! A
Involce nvoice
Work Plan Category Vendor Number Date  Invoice Total SWC Amount BND Amount
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin Carstensen Contracting 6A 03 04/15/25 $5,876,181.00 $4,407,135.75 $1,469,045.25
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin Total - - i _ $5,876,181.00 $4,407,135.75 $1,469,045.25
Ll Grand Total = $5,876,181.00 $4,407,135.75 $1,469,045.25
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GARRISON DIVERSION

CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
F.O. Box 140
CARRINGTON, N.D. 58421
(701) 652-3194
gdcd@gdcd.org
www.garrisondiversion.org
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May 12, 2025

Reice Haase, Secretary

North Dakota State Water Commission
1200 Memorial Highway

Bismarck ND 58504

Re: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023 to 2025 Biennium Work Plan
Funding Reimbursement Request No. 32

Dear Mr. Haase:

The attached packet of information contains proof of the expenditures to date for the above
referenced project. The attached documentation is provided to reflect the costs associated

with the project.

Included is a breakdown of the various funding mechanisms, including the State Water
Commission and the local share (funded with the Bank of North Dakota).

The amount of this request for Red River Valley Water Supply Project 2023-2025
Biennium Work Plan is $1,978,659.88. Previous submittals requested total
$70,938,557.71. The total amount requested to date is $72,917,217.59.

Thank you for your cooperation regarding the above-referenced project. If you have any

questions, please feel free to contact Ashley Reisenauer at (701) 652-3194.

Sincerely,

Merri Mooridian

Administrative Officer
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request
4/17/2025
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O

RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Sarviny the Wotes Supply Nawds of Leatic! Narth Dakita and the Red Kivar Yaliay

Reimbursement Request # 32
SWC Amount
Current Previous
I CLASSIFICATION Submittal Submittals TOTAL Budgét $ 1
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD - - 13 - 18 750,000.00 750,000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP - 950,887.02 | $ 950887.02 | $ 1657.500.00 706,612.98 42.63%
Property. Easements, and Crop Damaae Payments - ENDAWS - - 13 - 1§ 367.500.00 367,500.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Fagilities - - |8 $ 1.500.000.00 1,500,000.00 100.00%
\Property. Easements. and Crop Damage Payments - Crp Dmg - - 13 - 13 585,000.00 585,000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pigeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 2,192828.08 | $ 2.192828.08 [§ 4,230.000.00 2037,171.92 48.16%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin - 2616507365 | $ 2516507365 | $§ 57.495000.00 32,329 926.35 56.23%
Transmission Piceline East Contract 50 - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 1,794199.07 |$§ 1794,199.07 | $ 4,102,500.00 2.308,300.93 56.27%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin 1,278 522.88 2749544561 |$ 2877396849 | $ 44532 .000.00 15,758 031.51 35.39%
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 138.898.96 | $ 138.898.96 | $ 4.102500.00 3,963,601.04 96.61%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Cantract 6A - Const 2027 Fin 700137.00 5,083,14825 |$§ 578328525 |$ 39.396.750.00 33,613 484.75 85.32%!
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design $ - 82201758 | § 822,017.58 | $ 2.292000.00 1.469,982.42 64.14%
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design $ - 219729674 | § 219729674 | $ 5392,500.00 3,195.203.26 59.25%
RRV Transmission Piceline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design $ - 1,475,387.87 |$ 1475387.87 |$ 2.194,500.00 718.112.13 32.77%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ - 256,20339 | $ 256.203.39 | $ 563,250.00 307,046.61 54.51%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ - 1,168,128.03 | § 1.168.128.03 |$ 2155275.00 987 .146.97 45.80%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs $ - 81,382.56 | § 8138256 | § 277.500.00 196.117.44 70.67%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs $ - 311,829.36 | $ 311,829.36 | § 373.500.00 61.670.64 16.51%
Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs $ - 247,752.26 | $ 247752.26 | $ 490.500.00 242,747.74 49.49%
Outreach, Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs $ - 1,002,820.78 |$ 100282078 |$ 164475000 | $ 641,929.22 39.03%
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs $ - 229,27349 | $ 22927349 | § 346,500.00 | $ 117 226.51 33.83%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs $ - 325,985.01 | $ 32598501 | § 442500.00 ! $ 116.514.99 26.33%
Contingency - GDCD $ - - |3 - |$ 5108475.00 | $ 5.108.475.00 100.00%
| SWT Total Y TE7EEEUBE [§ 70,936,667.71 [ $ T2,517.217.80 | 0,01 f
Check==> $ - 8 - 8 $ $
Current Previoun |
TION Submittal Submittals TOTAL $ =~ 4
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD - - - 250,000.00 250.000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP - 316,962.30 316.962.30 52,500.00 235,537.70 42.63%
Praperty, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS - - = 22,500.00 122 500.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities - - 500.000.00 500.000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - Crp Dmg - - - 195,000.00 195,000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Canst Eng - 730.942.66 730,942.66 1.410.000.00 679.057.34 48.16%|
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin - 8.388,357.8 8,388,357.88 19,165,000.00 10.776,642.12 56.23Y
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 598,066.32 598,066.32 1.367.500.00 769,433.68 56.27%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin 426 174.29 9.165,148.5 9.591.322.80 14.844,000.00 5252677.20 35.39%
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 8A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng - 46.299.63 | 46,299.63 1,367 500.00 1,321,200.37 | 96.61%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin 233,379.00 1,694 382.75 1927 761.75 13,132,250.00 11,204,488.25 85.32%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design - 274.005.84 274,005.84 764,000.00 480 994.16 64.14%
Transmission Pigeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Desizn - 732,432.22 73243222 1,797,500.00 1,065 067.78 59.25%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Desian - 491.795.93 491,795.93 731.500.00 39.704.07 32.77%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs - 85,401.10 85401.10 187 750.00 02,348.90 54.51%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumging Station - Prof Srvs — - 389.375.99 389.375.99 718.425.00 29,049.01 45.80%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs - 27.127.52 27,127.52 92,500.00 65372.48 70.67%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs - 103.943.08 103 943.08 124,500.00 20,556.92 16.51%
Pro Mamt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs - 82,584.04 82,584.04 163,500.00 80,915.96 49.49%
Qutreach Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs - 334,273.56 334.273.56 548,250.00 213,976.44 39.03%
Ogperational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs - 76,424.48 76,424.48 115.500.00 39.075.52 33.83%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs - 108.661.66 108 661.66 147 500.00 38.838.34 26.33%
Contingency - GDCD - - - 1.702 825.00 1,702,825.00 100.00%
BND Total [§ DIBA6E6AT |5 24.305,738.78 000 : L
Check==> § 5 $ $ - $
Submittal Submittais TOTAL Budget § Remainir % Remaining
SWC Total § 1,878,650.88 $ 7093855771 $§ 72,917,217.59 $ 1B0,000,000.00 $ 107,082,782.41 59.49%
BND Total § 659,553.29 $ 23646,18547 $ 24,305738.76 $ 60,000,000.00 $ 35694,261.24 59.49%
Federal MRI Total $ $ S - $ - $ #DIVIO!
Federal SRF Total $ : 3 -8 3$ 3$ . #DIV/0!
Grand Total § 263821317 $ 9458474318 $ 97,222956.35 § 240.000,000.00 $ 142,777,043.65 §9.49%
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District A

Red River Valley Water Supply Project RED R'VER VALLE‘
2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request .
511212025 a \r WATER SUPP'.Y PROJE(

Swrving the Wates Supply Needs of Central North Dokota and tha Red Rivar Yalle

Reimbursement Request # ' 3z
Invoice Invoice
Work Plan Category Vendor Number Date  Invoice Total SWC Amount BND Amount
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin Carstensen Contracting 5D 16 05/09/25 $1,704,697.17 $1,278,522 .88 $426,174.29
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin Total $1,704,697.17 $1,278,522.88 $426,174.29
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin Carstensen Contracting  6A 04 05/09/25  $933,516.00  $700,137.00 $233,379.00
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin Total B $933,516.00  $700,137.00  $233,379.00
=i iy ] Grand Total 3 $2,638,213.17 $1,978,659.88  $659,553.29
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GARRISON DIVERSION

CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
P.O. Box 140
CARRINGTON, N.D. 58421
(701) 652-3194
gdcd@gdcd.org

www.garrisondiversion.org
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May 16, 2025

Reice Haase, Secretary

North Dakota State Water Commission
1200 Memorial Highway

Bismarck ND 58504

Re: Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023 to 2025 Biennium Work Plan
Funding Reimbursement Request No. 33

Dear Mr. Haase:

The attached packet of information contains proof of the expenditures to date for the above
referenced project. The attached documentation is provided to reflect the costs associated
with the project.

Included is a breakdown of the various funding mechanisms, including the State Water
Commission and the local share (funded with the Bank of North Dakota).

The amount of this request for Red River Valley Water Supply Project 2023-2025
Biennium Work Plan is $1,017,078.33. Previous submittals requested total
$72,917,217.59. The total amount requested to date is $73,934,295.92.

Thank you for your cooperation regarding the above-referenced project. If you have any
questions, please feel free to contact Ashley Reisenauer at (701) 652-3194.

Sincerely,
Mo M —
Merri Mooridian

Administrative Officer
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District
Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request

\Af RED RIVER VALLE)

5/16/2025 WATER SUPPLY PROJEC
‘Sarving the Water Supply Needs of Centra Notth Dokota and the Red Rivar Valle
Reimbursement Request # 33
invoice Invoice
Work Plan Category Vendor Number Date  Invoice Total SWC Amount BND Amount
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1463537 05/07/25 $21,719.84 $16,289.88 $5,429.96
o Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs Total $21,719.84 $16,289.88 $5,429.96
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1463532 05/07/25 $26,711.10 $20,033.33 $6,677.77
I Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs Total $26,711.10 $20,033.33 $6,677.77
Outreach, Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1463531 05/07/25 $41,925.40 $31,444.05 $10,481.35
Outreach, PIng, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs Total $41,925.40 $31,444.05 $10,481.35
Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs N Black & Veatch 1463530 05/07/25 $62,403.22 $46,802.42 $15,600.80
R _Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs Total $62,403.22 $46,802.42 $15,600.80
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design Black & Veatch 1463528  05/07/25 $90,042.96 $67,532.22 $22,510.74
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design Total $90,042.96 $67,532.22 $22,510.74
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design Black & Veatch 1463529 06/07/25  $118,093.58 $88,570.19 $29,523.39
o RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design Total $118,093.58 $88,570.19 $29,523.39
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Black & Veatch 1463540 05/07/25 $88,145.16 $66,108.87 $22,036.29
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng GDCD O&M JC1369 03/31/25 $9,783.22 $7,337.42 $2,445.80
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Total . $97,928.38 $73,446.29 $24,482.09
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Black & Veatch 1463539 05/07/25 $90,810.13 $68,107.60 $22,702.53
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng GDCD O&M JC1370 03/31/25 $9,766.72 $7.325.04 $2,441.68
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Total $100,576.85 $75,432.64 $25,144.21
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design. Black & Veatch 1463796  05/07/25 $164,654.50  $123,490.88 $41,163.62
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design Total $164,654.50 $123,490.88 $41,163.62
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng _ Black & Veatch 1463541 05/07/25 $74,124.59 $55,593.44 $18,531.15
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng Total $74,124.59 $55,593.44 $18,531.15
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs B Black & Veatch 1463534 05/07/25  $108,444.51  $81,333.38 $27,111.13
McClusky Canal intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs Total B $108,444.51 $81,333.38 $27,111.13
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1463535  05/07/25  $307,905.68  $230,929.26 $76,976.42
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs Total $307,905.68  $230,929.26 $76,976.42
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs B Black & Veatch 1463536 05/07/25 $23,080.61 $17,310.46 $5,770.15
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs Total o $23,080.61 $17,310.46 $5,770.15
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Uparades - Vend & Prof Srvs Black & Veatch 1463538  05/07/25 $15,765.37 $11,824.03 $3,941.34
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs Total $15,765.37 $11,824.03 $3,941.34
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Easement Apr 25 4/25/2025 04/30/25 $29,897.50 $22,423.13 $7,474.37
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Crop Dmg Apr 25 4/25/2025 04/30/25 $13,413.40 $10,060.05 $3,353.35
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Legal April 25 Legal Apr 25 04/30/25 $57,349.90 $43,012.43 $14,337.47
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP Total $100,660.80 $75,495.61 $25,165.19
‘Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD BNSF/Capital One ~ PERMIT 5D 02/17/25 $2,067.00 $1,550.25 $516.76
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD Total 3 $2,067.00  $1,550.25 ~ $5186.75
Grand Total B S = $1,356,104.39 $1,017,078.33  $339,026.06
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Garrison Diversion Conservancy District

Red River Valley Water Supply Project
2023-2025 Biennium Reimbursement Request
4/17/2025

109

O

RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Serving the Water Supply Needs of Centiol North Dakota and the Red Rivar Valley

Reimbursement Request # 33
SWC Amount
Curment Previous
CLASSIFICATION Submittal Submittals TOTAL Budget $ Remaining | % Remaining
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget - GDCD 1,550.25 | $ - |8 1,5650.25 750,000.00 | $ 748,449.75 99.79%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP 75,49561 | § 950,887.02 | $ 1,026,382.63 1,657,500.00 | $ 631,117.37 38.08%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS - ' § $ - 367,500.00 | § 367,500.00 100.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities - $ $ - 1,500,000.00 | $ 1,500,000.00 100.00%
Property, Easements. and Crop Damage Payments - Cro Pmg - 13 - 18 - 585,000.00 | $ 585,000.00 100.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 73,446.29 | $ 2,192,828.08 | § 2,266,274.37 4,230,000.00 | $ 1,963725.63 46.42%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin - $ 25,165,073.65 | § 25165,073.65 57,495,000.00 | § 32,329.926.35 56.23%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 7543264 | $ 1,794,199.07 | $ 1,869,631.71 4,102,500.00 2,232,868.29 54.43%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin - | $ 28,773,968.49 | § 28773,968.49 | $ 44,532,000.00 15,758,331.51 35.39%
RRYV Transmission Pipeling Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 55593.44 | § 138,898.96 | $ 194,492.40 | $  4,102,500.00 3,908,007.60 95.26%
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Const 2027 Fin $ - |$ 578328525 |% 578328525 (% 39,396,750.00 33,613,464.75 85.32%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Design $ 67.532.22 | $ 822,017.58 | $ 889,549.80 | $  2,292,000.00 1,402,450.20 61.19%
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Desian $ 12349088 | $ 2,197,296.74 |§ 2,320,787.62 | $ 5,392,500.00 3,071,712.38 56.96%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design $ 8857019 | $ 147538787 |$ 1,563,958.06 | $ 2,194,500.00 630,541.94 28.73%!
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ 81,333.38 | $ 256,203.39 | § 337,536.77 | $ 563,250.00 225713.23 40.07%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs $ 230,929.26 1,168,128.03 | § 1,399,057.29 | $ 2,155,275.00 756,217.71 35.09%
Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs $ 17,310.46 $1,382.56 | § 98.693.02 | § 277,500.00 178,806.98 64.43%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs $ 11,824.03 311,829.36 | § 32365339 | § 373,500.00 49,846.61 13.35%
Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs $ 46,802.42 247,752.26 | § 294,554.68 | § 450,500.00 | 195,945.32 39.95%
Outreach, Ping, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs $ 31,444.05 1,002,820.78 | § 1,034,264.83 |$ 1,644 750.00 610.485.17 37.12%
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs $ 16,289.88 229,273.49 | $ 245563.37 | § 34£,500.00 100,936 63 29.13%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs $ 20,033.33 325985.01 [ $ 346,018.34 | § 442 50000 | $ 96 481 66 21.80%
Contingency - GDCD $ - | $ - 13 - |$ 510847500 [§ 510847500 100.00%|
SWC Total ¥ T OITOVENS [§ TEEIT TR | 000, i
Check==> § - 8 - % - % - $ -
BND Amount
[ — Current Previous
__C FICATIO] Submittal Submittals JOTAL Bud $ Remaining _ | % Remainlng
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budaet - GDCD 516.75 - 518.75 250,000.00 249,483.25 99.79%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - RRVWSP 25,165.1¢ 316,962.30 342,127.49 552,500.00 210,372.51 38.08%
Property, Easements, and Croo Damage Payments - ENDAWS - - - 122,500.00 122,500.00 00.00%
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments - ENDAWS Facilities 500,000.00 500,000.00 00.00%
Property, Easements. and Crop Damage Payments - Crp Dmg - - - 195,000.00 195,000.00 00.00%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 24,482.09 730,942.66 7565,424.75 1.410,000.00 654,575.25 46.42%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C - Const 2026 Fin - 8,388,357.88 8,388,357.88 19,165,000.00 10,776,642.12 56.23%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 25,144.21 598,066.32 623,210.53 1,367,500.00 744,289.47 54.43%
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D - Const 2026 Fin - 9,591,322.80 9,591,322.80 14,6844,000.00 5,252,677.20 35.39%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A - Prof Srvs - Const Eng 18,531.15 46,299.63 64,830.78 1,367,500.00 1,302 669.22 95.26%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 8A_- Const 2027 Fin - 1,827,761.75 1,927,761.75 13,132,250.00 11,204,438.25 85.32%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 - ENDAWS - Final Desian 22,510.74 274,005.84 296,516.58 764,000.00 467,483.42 61.19%|
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B - Prof Srvs - Final Design 41,163.62 732,432.22 773,595.84 1,797,500.00 1,023,904.16 56.96%
RRYV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 - Prof Srvs - Final Design 29,523.39 491,795.93 521,319.32 731,500.00 210,180.68 28.73%
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station - Prof Srvs 27,111.13 85,401.10 112,512.23 187,750.00 75237.77 40.07%
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station - Prof Srvs 76,976.42 389,375.99 466,352.41 718,425.00 252,072.59 35.09%
| Hydraulic Break Tanks - Prof Srvs 5,770.15 27,127.52 32,897.67 92,500.00 59602.33 64.43%
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades - Vend & Prof Srvs 3,941.34 103,943.08 107,884.42 124,500.00 16,615.58 13.35%
| Pra Mamt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team - Prof Srvs 15,600.80 8§2,584.04 98,184.84 163 500.00 65,315.16 39.95%
Outreach, PIng, and Design to Secure User Commitments - Prof Srvs 10,481.35 334,273.56 344 754.91 548 250.00 203,495.09 37.12%
Ogperational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 - Prof Srvs 5,429.96 76.424.48 81,854.44 115 £G0.00 33,645.56 29.13%
Financial Planning Support - Prof Srvs 6,677.77 108,661.66 115,339.43 147 500 00 32,160.57 21.80%
Contingency - GDCD - - - 1 40 1,702 825 00 100 00%
BND Tofal 33902608 [ § 2430573078 |3 'Y 60,000,000.00 |3 B
Check==> § x $ - $ - $ - $ -

Submittal ] _Submi:;:ls J

SWC Total
BND Total

Federal SRF Total

I $ Remaining |ngmmJ

$
$
Federal MRI Total $
$
$

Grand Total

TOTAL Budget !

1,017,078.33 § 7291721759 § 73,934,29592 $ 180,000,000.00 % 106,065,704.08 58.93%
338,026.06 $ 24,305738.76 § 24,644,764.82 $ 60,000,000.00 $ 35,355,235.18 58.93%
$ $ - $ - $ . #DIV/0!

i $ - s $ - s . #DIV/O!
1,356,104.38 $ 97,222,956.35 $ 98.579,060.74 $ 240.000,000.00 $ 141,420,939.26 58.93%
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A Resolution of the Board of Directors of the Lake Agassiz Water Authority (LAWA) Approving
the Submittal of an Application to the Department of Water Resources and State Water
Commission

WHEREAS, the Lake Agassiz Water Authority (LAWA) is committed to ensuring the completion of
the Red River Valley Water Supply Project (RRVWSP); and

WHEREAS, the Department of Water Resources and State Water Commission provide funding
opportunities to support water resource projects that align with state and regional water
management goals; and

WHEREAS, HB1020 designated funding in the amount of $205,000,000 in the 2025-2027
biennium for the RRVWSP, of which $150,000,000 was requested from the State Water
Commission and of which $55,000,000 remains to be approved for disbursement; and

WHEREAS, LAWA has engaged qualified consultants to prepare an application for funding to the
Department of Water Resources and State Water Commission; and

WHEREAS, the LAWA Board of Directors has reviewed the 2025-2027 RRVWSP work plan as part
of the application prepared by the consultants and finds it to be in the best interest of LAWA and
the communities it serves.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Lake Agassiz Water Authority
as follows:

1. Approval of Application: The Board of Directors hereby approves the submittal of the
application prepared by the consultants to the Department of Water Resources and State
Water Commission for the remainder of the 2025-2027 biennium RRVWSP funding.

2. Authorization to Submit: The General Manager, or its designee, is hereby authorized and
directed to submit the application on behalf of LAWA and to take any necessary actions
to complete the application process.

3. Effective Date: This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Directors of the Lake Agassiz Water Authority on this 26th
day of June, 2025.

Tim Mahoney, Chairperson Duane DeKrey, Secretary/Treasurer
Board of Directors Board of Directors
Lake Agassiz Water Authority Lake Agassiz Water Authority
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RRVWSP Work Plan Update
June 13, 2025

CONSTRUCTION

Pipeline Construction
Contract 5B
The original pipe delivery of June 15, 2021, was delayed due to a surface blemish in the steel coil.

In year one (2022), 7,761 feet of pipe was installed out of the total nine miles. High groundwater
slowed the pipe installation progress.

In the second year (2023), 21,120 feet of pipe was installed.

In the third year (2024), using two pipe crews, approximately 18,500 feet has been installed, which
completes the pipe installation.

Currently, the contractor is building out the manholes and filling the pipe getting ready for
hydrotesting.

To date, $39,090,882.28 has been paid on the original contract amount of $45,961,700.00. Change
Orders No. 1, 2, 3 and 4 have been approved, leaving the current contract price at $46,899,055.88.

Contract 5C
The contract price is $76,663,355.00 for 8 miles of pipe awarded to Oscar Renda Contracting.

Oscar Renda was not meeting their install targets so a second pipe crew was sent out on July 10.
To date, 19,402 feet has been installed. The Kelly Creek tunnel is complete.

To date, $37,281,590.59 has been paid on the original
contract amount of $76,663,355.00.

o

Stripping Topsoil Trench Box w/ Dewatering Pipes
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Contract 5D

The contract price is $61,677,275.00 for 10 miles of pipe awarded to Carstensen Contracting. To
date, the contractor has installed 32,451 feet with one pipe crew of which 9,300 feet installed this
year.

To date, $38,365,291.29 has been paid on the original contract amount of $61,677,275.00. Change
Order No. 1 has been approved, leaving the current contract price at $59,375,495.00.

Stored Pipe on Site Placing Dewatering Pipe
Contract 6A

The contract price is $52,528,500.00 for 7.1 miles of pipe awarded to Carstensen Contracting. To
date, the contractor has started stripping topsoil and installing dewatering discharge pipe.

DESIGN
The design team is also working with Reclamation on the location for the BWTP and pump stations.

Bid opening on Contract 6A was held on November 7, 2024. Final design efforts have started on
Contracts 7 and 4. Additional geotechnical data is complete.

RRVWSP Awarded Contracts

Final Contract

No. Contract Name Contractor Bid Price .
Price

Missouri River Intake Wet Well &

! Site Development

ICS $4,989,405.88 $4,721,446.47

1 Sheyenne River Outlet Discharge

Structure & Site Development Industrial Builders | $1,516,955.00 $1,521,884.00

> Missouri River Intake, Screen

St Michels $18,896,900.00 | $19,444,156.60
ructure & Tunnel

5A | Transmission Pipeline East (TPE) | Garney $8,366,201.00 $8,393,396.44
5B | TPE Carrington to Bordulac Garney $45,961,700.00

5D | TPE Sykeston to Carrington Carstensen $61,677,275.00

5C | TPE Bordulac to James River Oscar Renda $76,663,355.00

6A TPE James River to McKinnon Carstensen $52.528.500.00

Township ’ e
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Water Authority

Lake Agassiz

June 5, 2025

2023-25 Bien ENDAWS Project 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP
Date Task Development Budget Project Development Budget Project Constr Budget
No. Scope of Work Feature Orders | Note (mil $) (mil $) (mil $)"**
Auth Total Fed/Sta| Local Total State Local Total State Local
75% 25% 75% 25% 75% 25%
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget Garrison Diversion's costs for the
: i ison Di jon i RRVWSP, including internal mgmt,
Scope Account for all cos'ts for which Garr|son' iversion is : g erns g GDCD 1.00]$s 075 | 025
1. [responsible not included in other Task Orders listed here. admin, legal, communication, insurance
Need: Budget allocation for GDCD direct costs associated with the advisory, misc., etc.
Red River Valley Water Supply Project.
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments4 Acquire easements in Sheridan and RRVWSP 2.211$ 1.66 [$ 0.55
: i i i Wells County for 32-mi pipeline. Pa
chpg Costs to obtain easements and acquire property for associated Yy pip Y enpaws | ¢ 049|¢ 037 |3 012
facilities. Crop damage payments to landowners. bonus payment to all easement
2. |Need: Secure land for installing future pipeline segments staying holders. Acquire property for Biota ENDAWS
years ahead of pipeline design/construction needs. Purchase property WTP, Hydraulic Break Tanks, McClusky Facilities $ 20015 1.50 |5 050
on which to build all remaining facilities so property will be in hand  [canal Intake, and James River sites. Pay
before final design begins. for crop damage. Crp Dmg 0.78]|$ 0.59 [$ 0.20
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5C 8+ mi of 72" pl, including two 96"
: Pipeline i ion, i i i tunnels. Pipeline extends eastward
Sco;.)e Pl_pelme |r_|stallat|on _mcludmg construction phase p Jul-23 | prof srvs 5648 423 1.41
3. |engineering services by Engineer. from Contract 5B NE of Bordulac to a
Need: Continue progress of transmission pipeline installation for termination point just east of the Const,
-2 . . 19.1
completion of RRVWSP by the target end date. James River. Nov-23 2026 Fin 76.66 | $ 57.50 9.17
Transmission Pipeline East Contract 5D 10+ miles of 72" pl, including several
: Pipeline i ion, i i i 96" tunnels. Pipeline section extends
Sc0|.)e Pl'pellne |r'15tallat|on,'|nclud|ng construction phase p Jul-23 Prof Srvs 547|¢ 410 1.37
4. |engineering services by Engineer. westward from Contract 5A south of
: i issi ipeline i i Carrington to a termination point Const,
Need Cc'mtlnue progress of transmission pipeline installation for g p Oct-23 » 59.38 | ¢ 44.53 14.84
completion of RRVWSP by the target end date. south of Sykeston. 2026 Fin
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 6A 6+ mi of 72" pl, including several 96"
: Pipeline i ion, i i i tunnels. Pipeline section extends
Sco;.)e Pl_pelme |r_|stallat|on _mcludmg construction phase |4 ¢ Jul-23 | prof srvs 547|$ 410 1.37
5. |engineering services by Engineer. eastward from Contract 5C just east of
: i issi ipeline i i the James River to a termination point Const,
Need C?ntmue progress of transmission pipeline installation for ‘ P Dec-24 / 5253 || ¢ 39.40 13.13
completion of RRVWSP by the target end date. southwest of Glenfield. 2027 Fin
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 3 11+ mi of 72" pipeline, including 96"
: Fi i % i tunnels. Pipeline section extends west
S?op.e Flna.l design (30% docs to biddable plans and specs) and p Aug-23 |ENDAWS| $ 3.06]$ 229 | 076
6. |bidding assistance. from the west end of Contract 4 to the
Need: Continue progress of transmission pipeline installation for Sheridan Wells County line.
completion of RRVWSP/ENDAWS by the target end date.
Transmission Pipeline East Contracts 4A and 4B 271 mi of 72" pl, including several 96"
:Fi i 9 i tunnels. Pipeline extends from the
Sfop'e Fma'l design (30% docs to biddable plans and specs) and p Feb-24 | Prof Srvs 7.18(% 539 |§ 1.80
7. |bidding assistance. west end of Contract 5D south of
Need: Have the next pipeline section bid-ready when State funding |Sykeston west to a termination point
becomes available (likely the 2025-27 biennium). NE of Hurdsfield at HBTSs.
RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium Workplan, 2023 Bien Budget $246M 25-6 1 st 6/5/2025
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

June 5, 2025

2023-25 Bien ENDAWS Project 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP
Date Task Development Budget Project Development Budget Project Constr Budget
No. Scope of Work Feature Orders | Note (mil $) (mil $) (mil $)"**
Auth Total Fed/Sta| Local Total State Local Total State Local
75% 25% 75% 25% 75% 25%
RRV Transmission Pipeline Contract 7 14+ mi of 72" pipeline, including
:Fi i 9 i several 96" tunnels. Pipeline extends
Sfop'e Fma'l design (30% docs to biddable plans and specs) and p Aug-23 | Prof Srvs 293(s 219 |§ 0.73
8. |bidding assistance. from the east end of Contract 6B to
Need: Have the next pipeline section bid-ready when State funding |the outfall on the Sheyenne River
becomes available (likely the 2025-27 biennium). southeast of Cooperstown.
McClusky Canal Intake and Pumping Station Siting; passive intake screens,
Scope: Conceptual and preliminary design of an intake and pumping [pumping station similar to MRI, and Feb-24 | Prof Srvs| 075]s 056 |$ 0.19
9. [station at the McClusky Canal. utility extension design can begin for ’ ’ ’
Need: Preliminary designs are necessary so site acquisition can new facility to be located near
begin and final design can commence when land is secured. McClusky, ND.
Biota Water Treatment Plant and Main Pumping Station 165-cfs biota WTP, with chlorine and
Scope: Conceptual and preliminary designs for a Biota WTP and UV disinfection to meet NDPDES Feb-24 | Prof srvs| 287($ 215 s 072
10. [Main Pumping Station, including hydraulic surge facility. permit and FEIS requirements per ’ ’ ’
Need: Complete design to a point where land acquisition can begin |Reclamation. Chloramines for residual
and project can move into final design next biennium. disinfectant in pipeline.
Hydraulic Break Tanks Two 5 MG above-ground storage tanks
Sco'p'le': Preliminary design o'f above-g'rt')und tanks and associated and ?cce'ssories, sit-e- piping an'd valves, Feb-24 | Prof srvs| 037]s 0.28 | 0.09
11. |facilities at or near the continental divide. monitoring, and utility extensions
Need: Complete design to a point where land acquisition can begin |necessary for a new greenfield site.
and project can move into final design next biennium.
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades Vendor fees (e-Builder & DocuSign) for
Scope: Annual software license renewal for expanded team and Ilcensest of expanded tearr.l z.md Feb-24 Vend & 0.50(($ 037 |$ 0.12
12. |consulting support for training and configuration services. consulting support for training of Prof Srvs
contractors/ subcontractors and
Need: Create greater efficiency and documentation for voluminous workflow/report additions and
amount of construction related documents. modifications.
Prg Mgmt to Support Larger Spend and Expanded Team Overall planning, management,
. . . administration, scheduling, budgeting,
Scope: Overall program management, planning, budgeting, o ) Aug-23 | Prof Srvs 0.65]¢ 0.49 |$ o0.16
13. scheduling, and other support for Garrison Diversion. coordlna.tlon, meeting
Need: Consulting services of a broad programmatic nature not !)reparatlon/atte.ndance, regulatory
included under project-specific design or construction TOs. interface, reporting, etc.
Outreach, PIng, and Design to Secure User Commitments Size pipelines, pumping stations,
: iefi i i channels, storage, etc. and other
Sco!)e User briefings ?nd necess_ary support, including conceptual > g ¢ Aug-23 | Prof Srvs 169)s 1.27 | ¢ o042
14. |designs, to secure project commitments. necessary infrastructure to deliver raw
Need: Define pipeline extensions to identify for users how and a water to end users. Update capex to
what cost water will be delivered to their communities. reflect current market.
RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium Workplan, 2023 Bien Budget $246M 25-6 1 Jfﬂ- 6/5/2025
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

June 5, 2025

2023-25 Bien ENDAWS Project 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP
Date Task Development Budget Project Development Budget Project Constr Budget
No. Scope of Work Feature Orders | Note (mil $) (mil $) (mil $)"**
Auth Total Fed/Sta| Local Total State Local Total State Local
75% 25% 75% 25% 75% 25%
Operational Planning and Asset Management Phase 3 Refine details of diversions to/from
Scope: System modeling., evaluation,. pla'mning, and report Lake Ashtabula. Fi.n’fnl.iz.e stak.eholder Feb-24 | Prof Srvs $ 0.46($ 035 |$ 0.12
15. |development documenting results/findings/outcomes. roles and responsibilities as it relates
Need: Finalize Garrison Diversion, State Water Commission, and to system operation.
USACE roles for system operation.
Financial Planning Support Update financial models; address state
Scope: Fontinue to refine the financial model and provide scenarios [loan and finan'cing .progr'am changes; Aug-23 | Prof Srvs $ 0.59($ 0.44 |$ o0.15
16. |as required to support users and the program. end user funding, financing, and cost-
Need: Accurate water bill estimates and affordability for customers |share analyses; continued funding and
are necessary to gain approval from users. finance outreach.
ProtSevs s 5 5
ar to-oain | fram ucar H
y-t6-§ PP g necessary-to-secure-MOU-signatures:
McClusky Canal Hydraulic & Water Quality Investigation Evaluate canal improvements
Scc.>pe: Study and repot:t t?n operation of the McCIuskY Canal to neCESSf}ry to deliver flows. 'De.velop Apr-25 | Profsrs|s 0.44[¢ 0338 011
18. |reliably supply flow to irrigators and the ENDAWS project. operational plan to supply irrigators
Need: The McClusky Canal and the Snake Creek Pumping Plant are  |and ENDAWS/RRVWPS system while
critial components of the ENDAWS/RRVWSP system. improving delivered water quality.
ENDAWS Facilities Site Development Contract 1 Access roads to proposed site of new
Scope: Final d'esign and bidding assistance with partial execution of |Biota WTP, mass gradirjg to prepare Apr-25 | Prof srs| s 0s88l$ 066 |4 0.22
19. |the construction work by GDCD. for structure construction, and
Need: Provide site access for construction and ready site for temporary excavation support system
substantial facilities construction beginning in 2028. for intake pumping station wetwell.
ENDAWS BWTP Piloting and Treatability Study Pilot scale treatment train consisting
Scope: wate.r treatment piloting.of preliminarily selected treatment O_f ;.)relim'inary treé'itm('ent, uv ) Apr-25 | Prof Srvs s e s 087/$ 065 |¢ 022
20. |processes with a 3-month duration. disinfection, chlorination, and residual
Need: Process demonstration necessary to make sure water quality |chloramine treatment.
treatment objectives can be met with selections.
ENDAWS Facilities Supplemental Geotechnical Invest. Geotechnical borings; soil
'Sc'o'pe: Addition'al borings and soil sampl'ing' expandi_ng upon the charicteriz:j\tion, samp.ling and te:sting; Apr-25 | Prof srs| s 089[$ 066 |4 0.22
21. [initial program implemented during preliminary design. and reporting to fully inform design
Need: More data needed to properly design foundations, team and contractors of on-site insitu
structures, pavement, etc. for the new facilities. soil charactersitics.
ENDAWS Facilitios UtHity.E = Stud - "
Scope:Study-andrepert-ofelectrical i tension-toserve-th of 15 t0-25-miles-of-high-voltate power
22, i i . i ProfSrvs |S S S
Need-Thera have bean n. i f al ieal permittine and t reauirements
: permittingand-easementrequirements
in acilitios site.
RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium Workplan, 2023 Bien Budget $246M 25-6 1 Jf5 6/5/2025
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

June 5, 2025

GARRISON

2023-25 Bien ENDAWS Project 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium RRVWSP
Date Task Development Budget Project Development Budget Project Constr Budget
No. Scope of Work Feature Orders | Note (mil $) (mil $) (mil $)"**
Auth Total Fed/Sta| Local Total State Local Total State Local
75% 25% 75% 25% 75% 25%
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 2 10+ mi of 72" pipeline, including one
Scope: Final design (30% docs to 90% plans and specs). 96" diameter tunnels. Pipeline extends| Apr-25 |Prof Srvs|$ 1.78($ 1.34 |$ 0.45
23. |Need: Have next pipeline section nearly ready so when Federal from ND Highway 14 east to the
funding is secured/allocated design can quickly be completed and |connection point with Contract 3.
construction can proceed.
ENDAWS Transmission Pipeline Contract 1 11+ mi of 72" pipeline, including uup
S(.:op.e: Fina.l design (30% docs to biddable plans and specs) and to five 96" diameter tunnels. Pipeline Apr-25 | Prof srvs 1.95
24. |bidding assistance. extends from BWTP at McClusky Canal
Need: Have next pipeline section bid-ready so when Federal funding|east to ND Highway 14 connection
is secured/allocated construction can proceed. point with Contract 2.
Contingency Budget flexibility to adapt to work plan
Scople: A budget referve for task order additions to professional changes and to pa-yfor Const-ructl'on rrvwsP | s e e e e e s 6a5ls as4|s 161
25. |services, construction, legal, real estate, etc. TOs. change orders typically running from 3
to 5% of original construction costs at
Need: Address and pay for changes that are sure to occur. bid time. MR&I 5 00605 005)5 002
TOTAL PROGRAM BUDGET $ 15.48 [ $11.61|$ 3.87]$ 18.87 [ $14.15 | $ 4.72|$ 211.65] $158.74 [ § 52.91
Notes:
1. Construction costs include management, engineering services during construction, inspection, field quality control, and construction.
2. Projects indicated for construction funding in a given biennium will be shovel ready for construction at the start of the biennium.
3. Future capital costs are escalated to an anticipated midpoint of construction per Finance Team rates of 7, 6, 5, 5, and 3.5 percent per annum thereafter starting in 2022 with an anticipated 2032 finish. All future RRVWSP
construction projects and costs are not shown.
4. Land services costs are the amount likely to be paid for real estate, easements, including bonus payments, crop damage, and field obstructions. Estimates include pipeline easements required for the ENDAWS east/west pipeline
and remaining easements from the beginning of the Contract 4 transmission main to the Sheyenne River Outfall, with most located in Wells County.
5. ltems appearing in blue bold are progressing with task orders and contracts issued to the engineering team and contractors, respectively. ltems appearing in blue italics have been updated to reflect adjustments made for actual
amounts contracted. Items shown in black text are pending. Items highlighted in yellow have changed from the previous version of the Work Plan.

RRVWSP 2023-25 Biennium Workplan, 2023 Bien Budget $246M 25-6 1 Jf@ 6/5/2025
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

o

Lake Agassiz
Water Authority

June 5, 2025

2025-27 Bien ENDAWS Project 2025-27 Biennium RRVWSP 2025-27 Biennium RRVWSP
Date . .
Task Development Budget Project Development Budget Project Constr Budget
No. Scope of Work Feature orders | Note (mil $) (mil $) (mil $)*7
Auth Total Fed/Sta| Local Total State Local Total State Local
75% 25% 75% 25% 75% 25%
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District Budget Garrison Diversion's costs for the
Scope: Account for all costs for which Garrison Diversion is RRVWSP.
1. |responsible and not included in other Task Orders listed here. GDCD 1005 07515 0.25
Need: Budget allocation for GDCD direct costs associated with the
Red River Valley Water Supply Project.
Property, Easements, and Crop Damage Payments4 Easements for Washburn transmission
main. Pay for crop damages program
2. |Scope: Crop damage payments to landowners and easement costs. |wide. - Crp Dmeg 18205 1.37/5 046
Need: Treat landowners right and live up to commitments.
Red River Valley Transmission Pipeline Contract 6B 9.2+ mi of 72" pl, including one 96"
: Pipeline i jon, i i 1 tunnel. Pipeline extends east from
Scopl)e PIFE’/H‘IE’ mlsta/latlon, lmc/udmg construction phase P fi Jul-25 | Prof Srvs s70ls 428|s 1.43
3. |engineering services by Engineer. Contract 6A northeast of Kensal to a
Need: Continue progress of transmission pipeline installation for termination point southeast of Const,
completion of RRVWSP by the target end date. Glenfield. Oct-25 2028 Fin 64.26 5 48205 16.07
Red River Valley Transmission Pipeline Contract 6C 8.4+ miles of 72" pl, including three
: Pipeline i jon, i i 1 96" tunnels. Pipeline section extends
Scopl)e PIFE’/H‘IE’ mlsta/latlon, lmc/udmg construction phase p : Jul-25 | Prof Srvs s70ls 428|s 143
4. |engineering services by Engineer. east from Ct 6B near Glenfield to a
: i issi ipeline i 1 termination point south of Sutton. Const,
Need Cz?ntmue progress of transmission pipeline installation for p f Oct-25 7 7378 (|6 5534 |% 18.45
completion of RRVWSP by the target end date. 2028 Fin
Red River Valley Transmission Pipeline Contract 7A 6.5 mi of 72" pl, including three 96"
: Pipeline i ion, i i i i ing|tunnels. Pl section extends east from
Scor?e Plpelme-lnstallatlon, including construction phase engineering east 0ct-25 | Prof Srvs s70(¢ a28|¢ 143
5. |services by Engineer. Ct 6C near Sutton to a termination
Need: Continue progress of transmission pipeline installation for point south of Cooperstown. Const,
completion of RRVWSP by the target end date. Dec-25 2028 Fin 59.82( 5 44875 14.96
McClusky Facilities Final Design Services & Bidding Assist 165-cfs biota WTP, with chlorine and
Scope: Final designs for McClusky Intake Pumping Station, Biota UV disinfection to meet NDPDES
Oct-25 | Prof Srvs 15.00 (| S 11.25 3.75
6. |WTP, and McClusky Main Pumping Station. permit and FEIS requirements per 3 3 3
Need: Complete design so bids can be obtained for constructing the |Reclamation. Chloramines for residual
facilities. disinfectant in pipeline.
MO River Pumping Sta, Trans Main, & Utilities Ext Ct 3 Raw water pumping station and Jan-26 | Prof Srvs 0.40[($ 030($ 0.10
Ei : : : : transmission main from Missouri River
; Scope: F|r‘1al desgn, constructmr\, z-md construction phase services Pumning Station to the ity of Jan-27 | Prof Srvs 0408 030]% o0.10
- |for pumping station and transmission pl for Washburn. ping Yy
Need: Advar.me design, obtain bids, and construct new raw water Washburn water treatment plant. Jan-27 Const a00|s 300|s 1.00
supply for City of Washburn.

RRVWSP 2025-27 Biennium Workplan, 2025-27 Bien Bud $273.3M 25-6
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Water Authority

o

Lake Agassiz

June 5, 2025

Date 2025-27 Bien ENDAWS Project 2025-27 Biennium RRVWSP 2025-27 Biennium RRVWSP
Task Development Budget Project Development Budget Project Constr Budget
No. Scope of Work Feature orders | NOte (mil $) (mil $) (mil $)*7
Auth Total Fed/Sta| Local Total State Local Total State Local
75% 25% 75% 25% 75% 25%
McClusky Facilities Wetwell Excavation & Site Dev Ct 1 Access road improvements from
Sco.pe: Construct‘ion an‘d construction phase services for initial Highway 200 north to th.e future biota Apr-26 | Prof Srvs s 120 o090]s 030
8. |[project at greenfield stie. water treatment plant site. Mass
Need: Prepare site and ready it for future construction of the biota fexcavation of site and excavation of Apr-26 Const s 1200($ 900]¢ 3.00
water treatment plant. intake ps shaft.
McClusky Facilities Intake, Tunnel, & Shaft Liner Ct 2 Passive intake screens/structure on the| Jan-26 | ProfSrvs|$ 200($ 150|S$ 0.50
Scope: Final design services and bidding assistance for second McClusky Canal along with a 72" Prof Srvs
9. [construction project at the facilities site. tunnel to the shaft/pumping station
Need: Complete specialty work ahead of the main biota water wetwell. Concrete shaft liner inside Const
treatment plant construction. circular shaft excavated under Ct 1.
McClusky Facilities Utility Extensions Design Electrical system design to support a
o . . . . new power supply to the biota water
Scope: Final design services and bidding assistance for power, A Jan-26 | Profsrvs | s 150 ¢ 1.13|$ 0.38
10. |natural gas, water utility extensions to the new sites. treatmeint plant and associated ps
Need: There is no 3-phase power available at the site so one needs along W.Ith t.he new ground storage
to be developed to supply power needs of new facility. reservoirs site.
PMIS Annual Licenses & Continued Maint/Upgrades Vendor fees (e-Builder & DocuSign) for
. i licenses of expanded team and
Scope: -Annual software Il?e‘nse renewallfor e)i(pandedI team and > ne Jul-25 | Prof Srvs 050 |$ 0.38 0.13
11. |consulting support for training and configuration services. consulting support for training of
Need: Create greater efficiency and documentation for significant GCs/subs and workflow/report
amount of construction related documents. additions and mods.
Program Management Support Overall planning, management,
. . . administration, scheduling, budgeting,
Scope: Overall program management, planning, budgeting, T ) Oct-25 | Prof Srvs 075 |$ 056 0.19
12. scheduling, and other support for Garrison Diversion. coordlna.tlon, meeting
Need: Consulting services of a broad programmatic nature not Preparatlon/atte‘ndance, regulatory
included under project-specific design or construction TOs. interface, reporting, etc.
Project Participation Agreement Support Size pipelines, pumping stations,
Sco‘pe: User briefings z.md necess-ary support, including conceptual channels, s.torage, etc. and oth.er 0ct-25 | Prof Srvs 2.00|¢ 1.50 0.50
13. |designs, to secure project commitments. necessary infrastructure to deliver raw
Need: Define pipeline extensions to identify for users how and at water to end users. Update CapEx
what cost water will be delivered to their communities. estimates to reflect market.
Operational Planning Phase 4 Refine details of diversions to/from
Scope: System modeling-, evaluation: pI‘anning, and report Lake Ashtabula. Fi.nz.ll.iz.e stak.eholder 0ct-25 | Prof Srvs 150|s 1.13 0.38
14. |development documenting results/findings/outcomes. roles and responsibilities as it relates
Need: Finalize Garrison Diversion, State Water Commission, and to system operation.
USACE roles for system operation.

RRVWSP 2025-27 Biennium Workplan, 2025-27 Bien Bud $273.3M 25-6
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RED RIVER VALLEY
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

o

Lake Agassiz

Water Authority

June 5, 2025

2025-27 Bien ENDAWS Project 2025-27 Biennium RRVWSP 2025-27 Biennium RRVWSP
Date . .
Task Development Budget Project Development Budget Project Constr Budget
No. Scope of Work Feature orders | Note (mil $) (mil $) (mil $)*°
Auth Total Fed/Sta| Local Total State Local Total State Local
75% 25% 75% 25% 75% 25%
Financial Planning Support Update financial models; address state
Scope: Fontinue to refine the financial model and provide scenarios [loan and finan.cing .progr.am changes; 0ct-25 | Prof Srvs 060 s 045|$ 015
15. |as required to support users and the program. end user funding, financing, and cost-
Need: Accurate water bill estimates and affordability for customers |share analyses; continued funding and
are necessary to gain approval from users. finance outreach.
Contingency Budget flexibility to adapt to work plan
Sco;?e: A budget re'serve for task order additions to professional changes and to pa‘y for const‘ruction N/A eoep |8 093|s 070|s 023 043 (s 032]s o011 ls 123a]s 9265 3.09
16. [services, construction, legal, real estate, etc. TOs. change orders typically running from 3
to 5% of original construction costs at
Need: Address and pay for changes that are sure to occur. bid time.
TOTAL PROGRAM BUDGET S 19.43 | $14.57 | $ 4.86 9.00(1$ 6.75|$ 2.25]$244.90( $183.68 [ $ 61.23
INotes:
1. Construction costs include management, engineering services during construction, inspection, field quality control, and construction.
2. Projects indicated for construction funding in a given biennium will be shovel ready for construction at the start of the biennium.
3. Future capital costs are escalated to an anticipated midpoint of construction per Finance Team rates of 7, 6,5, 5, and 3.5 percent per annum thereafter starting in 2022 with an anticipated 2032 finish. All future RRVWSP
construction projects and costs are not shown.
4. Land services costs are the amount likely to be paid for real estate, easements, including bonus payments, crop damages, and field obstructions. Estimates include pipeline easements required for the Washburn transmission
main and remaining easements on pipeline Contracts 1 through 4 in Sheridan and Wells Counties.

RRVWSP 2025-27 Biennium Workplan, 2025-27 Bien Bud $273.3M 25-6
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25-6 GDCD RRVWSP 2020-32 Schedule

2023-2032 Schedule
Red River Valley Water Supply Project

ID Task Name Duration Start Finish % 2023 ‘ 2024 ‘ 2025
Complete|Q1/Q2/a3/q4 Q1 Q2/Q3/a4/a1/Q2
1 | EARLY-OUT PROJECTS 497 days  Mon 10/19/20 Tue9/13/22 100% /13 :
32 MRI, SCREEN STRUCTURE & TUNNEL, CT 2 727days  Thu10/1/20  Fri7/14/23  100% 1 714 1
48 | TRANSMISSION PIPELINE EAST, CT 5B 717 days Thu7/1/21 Fri 3/29/24 93% 3/29 i
49 Final Design Wrap-up 107 days Thu7/1/21 Fri 11/26/21 100% |
52 Bidding Assistance & Award 65 days Mon 11/29/21 Fri 2/25/22 100% :
59 Construction 5B - Garney (9 miles) 545 days Mon 2/28/22  Fri 3/29/24 91% 3/29 i
60 Substantial Completion 502 days Mon2/28/22 Tue1/30/24  99%  |[mme=e 1/30 | |
61 Final Completion 43 days Wed 1/31/24  Fri3/29/24 0% 3/29 |
62 ' TRANSMISSION PIPELINE EAST, CTS 5C&D 1261 days Fri10/1/21 Fri7/31/26 68% 3 1
63 Final Design Wrap-up 456 days  Fri 10/1/21 Fri 6/30/23 100% 6/30 |
67 Bidding Assistance & Award 109days Mon7/3/23 Thu11/30/23 100% l 11/30 |
74 Construction 5C - Oscar Renda (8 miles) 713 days Wed 11/8/23  Fri 7/31/26 51% : |
75 Initial Pipe Submittals, Fab, & Delivery 148 days Wed 11/8/23  Fri5/31/24 100% _— |
76 Pipe Installation 370days Mon 6/3/24 Fri 10/31/25 44% ;
77 Testing and Substantial Completion 43 days Wed 4/1/26 Fri 5/29/26 0% | -
78 Final Completion 45 days Mon 6/1/26 Fri7/31/26 0% i ‘0
79 Construction 5D - Carstensen (10 miles) 726 days  Fri10/20/23  Fri7/31/26 61% 10/20 _—
80 Initial Pipe Submittals, Fab, & Delivery 161 days  Fri10/20/23 Fri5/31/24 100% . |
81 Pipe Installation 370days Mon 6/3/24 Fri 10/31/25 58%
82 Testing and Substantial Completion 43 days Wed 4/1/26 Fri 5/29/26 0%
83 Restoration and Final Completion 45 days Mon 6/1/26 Fri7/31/26 0%
84 | RRV TRANSMISSION PIPELINE, CT 6A 1500 days Mon 11/1/21  Fri 7/30/27 56%
85 Final Design 695 days Mon 11/1/21 Fri6/28/24 100% I
90 Bidding Assistance & Award 86 days Mon 9/23/24 Mon 1/20/25 100%
97 Construction 670 days Mon 1/6/25 Fri 7/30/27 18%
98 Submittals; Initial Pipe Fab & Delivery 106 days  Mon 1/6/25 Mon 6/2/25 95%
99 Pipe Installation 369 days Tue 6/3/25 Fri 10/30/26 0%
100 Testing, Final Restoration, & Cleanup 87 days Thu 4/1/27 Fri 7/30/27 0%
1017 | RRV TRANSMISSION PIPELINE, CTS 6B&C 1805 days Mon 11/1/21  Fri 9/29/28 40%
102 Final Design 956 days Mon11/1/21 Mon 6/30/25 100%
107 Bidding Assistance & Award 66 days Mon 8/4/25 Mon 11/3/25 0%
114 Construction 759 days Tue 11/4/25  Fri9/29/28 0%
118 | RRV TRANSMISSION PIPELINE, CTS 7A&B 1891 days Mon 7/3/23 Mon 9/30/30 25%
119 Final Design 562days Mon7/3/23 Tue8/26/25 99% 7/3
120 Prepare& Deliver 60% Docs 240 days Mon 7/3/23 Fri5/31/24 100%
121 Prepare& Deliver 90% Docs 140 days Mon 6/3/24 Fri12/13/24 100%
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2023-2032 Schedule
Red River Valley Water Supply Project

25-6 GDCD RRVWSP 2020-32 Schedule Thu 6/5/25
ID  |Task Name Duration Start Finish % 2023 ‘ 2024 ‘ 2025 ‘ 2026 ‘ 2027 ‘ 2028 2029 ‘ 2030 ‘ 2031 ‘ 2032 ‘ 2033
Complete|Q1/02/03/Q4/Q1/Q2/Q3/04 1/Q2/Q3/Q4/Q1 Q2/03/04 Q1/Q2/Q3|Q4/Q1]Q2 Q1/Q2/a3/a4/a1/a2|a3la4la1/@2/a3/as 112 @3/a4/a1/a2/a3)q
122 Prepare& Deliver 100% Docs 44 days Mon 1/13/25 Thu 3/13/25 100% = | | |
123 Prepare& Deliver Final Docs 44 days Thu 6/26/25 Tue 8/26/25 95% i = i i i
124 Bidding Assistance & Award, Ct 7A 65days  Mon 10/6/25 Fri1/2/26 0% ! |10/6 mm 1/2 ! ! !
131 Construction, Ct 7A 715days Mon 1/5/26  Fri9/29/28 0% | 1/5 |
135 Bidding Assistance & Award, Ct 7B 65 days Tue 6/1/27 Mon 8/30/27 0% : |
142 Construction, Ct 7B 805 days Tue 8/31/27 Mon 9/30/30 0% i i
146 TRANSMISSION PIPELINE EAST, CT 4 1738 days Thu 2/1/24 Mon 9/30/30 32% r | |
147 Final Design 845days Thu2/1/24 Wed 4/28/27 74% 2/1 —:_ i
148 Prepare& Deliver 60% Docs 130days Thu2/1/24 Wed 7/31/24 100% —¢ | |
149 Prepare& Deliver 90% Docs 280days Mon 7/8/24 Fri 8/1/25 90% -t |
150 Prepare& Deliver 100% Docs 60 days Fri 8/29/25 Thu 11/20/25 0% | \’ |
151 Prepare& Deliver Final Docs 43 days Mon 3/1/27 Wed 4/28/27 0% i i
152 Bidding Assistance & Award 65 days Tue 6/1/27 Mon 8/30/27 0% ! !
159 Construction 805 days Tue8/31/27 Mon9/30/30 0% | |
163 | ENDAWS TRANSMISSION PIPELINE, CT 3 2152 days Mon7/1/24  Tue9/28/32  23% I i | | i
164 | Final Design 1283 days Mon7/1/24  Wed 5/30/29 65% m”m FA 5/30 |
165 Prepare& Deliver 60% Docs 130days Mon 7/1/24  Fri12/27/24  100% — | | |
166 Prepare& Deliver 90% Docs 151days Wed 12/4/24 Wed 7/2/25  80% - l l l
167 Prepare& Deliver 100% Docs 60 days Wed 7/30/25 Tue 10/21/25 0% i % 3 3 ¢ i
168 Prepare& Deliver Final Docs 43 days Mon 4/2/29 Wed 5/30/29 0% | | | |
169 Bidding Assistance & Award 65days  Fri6/1/29 Thu 8/30/29 0% | | | 6/1 mm 8/30 |
176 Construction 803 days Fri8/31/29  Tue9/28/32 0% i i i 8/31 e 9{28
180 | ENDAWS TRANSMISSION PIPELINE, CTS 1&2 1912 days Mon 6/2/25  Tue9/28/32 0% ! [ ; ; !
181 Partial Final Design 283days Mon6/2/25 Wed7/1/26 0% 36/ 2 _ 7/1 i i i
182 Prepare& Deliver 60% Docs 54 days Mon 6/2/25 Thu 8/14/25 0% : ¢ : : :
183 Prepare& Deliver 90% Docs 229 days  Fri 8/15/25 Wed 7/1/26 0% ! ! ! !
184 Design Wrap Up 103 days Thu11/30/28 Mon4/23/29 0% | | I 11/30 pumm 4/23 |
187 | Bidding Assistance & Award 65days  Fri6/1/29 Thu8/30/29 0% | | | 6/1 mm 8/30 l
194 | Construction 803 days Fri8/31/29  Tue9/28/32 0% i i i 8/31 I 9{28
198 | FACILITY ASSETS 457 days Thu 2/1/24 Fri 10/31/25 85% I ‘ 1 ! ! !
199 McClusky Canal Intake & Pumping Station 457 days Thu2/1/24 Fri 10/31/25 85% 2/1 HJF 10/31 i i i
200 Preliminary Design 457 days Thu 2/1/24 Fri 10/31/25 85% —_— | | |
201 Biota WTP and Main Pumping Station 457 days Thu2/1/24 Fri 10/31/25 85% 2/1 ## 10/31 | | |
202 Preliminary Design 457 days  Thu 2/1/24 Fri 10/31/25 85% _— | | |
203 | Ground Storage Reservoirs 457days Thu2/1/24  Fri10/31/25 85% 2/1 %h 10/31 l l l
204 Preliminary Design 457 days Thu 2/1/24 Fri 10/31/25 85% —_— 3 3 3
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RRVWSP Prospective Users Update Ly e e

Serving the Water Supply Needs of Central North Dakota and the Red River Valley

Northeast Regional
Water District

TEAM HAS ENGAGED WITH COUNTY Langdon @

Walsh Rural
Water District

GENERAL PROJECT RESPONSE PREVIOUS ASSUMPTION PROJECTED

Red

COUNTY HAS SIGNED A MOC Park Kiver River @  signed mocs 145.15 cfs 149.32 ofs*
Tri-County Rural Agassiz Water . Board/Commission Approval 1.00 cfs 1.00 cfs*
Water District - Users District -

Nomination Change*

ind

N

Devils Lake
Greater Ramsey Larimore rand Forks . Positive 3.95 «fs 3.95dfs
e Water D'“"“@ O Unknown/Has Concerns 2.53 dfs 0.00 cfs
-Sheri River F
Mc;:::| Swh::::un e MV Grand Forks-Traill East Centrnlv Re?ionql Q Declined 6.60 cfs 0.00 cfs
Water District Water District
| Subtotal: 2016 Development Agreements  159.23 cfs 154.27 cfs
Central Plains Carrington Mayville
Water District Traill Rural NEW USER ADDITIONS
Washburn 0_ Water Users, Inc. .|| County Addifions 8.00 cfs 8.00 cfs

0
4 " McClusky Canal

@ ===~ Intake&Biota WTP Hannaf o % Signed New Municipalities 0.45 dfs 0.45 s
e tutsimoi Rural Fargo/West Fargo/Cass
Misseuri River D Water District Iﬂth?nhuln Rural Water Users District O Interested Municipalities 0.20 fs 0.20 cfs
Pumping Station R OR ® New Municipality Declinations™* (0.60) fs (0.60) cfs
Bu Rural i
i Sarass Ruve) S . Engaged Counties 0.00 cfs 2.22 s
g ol ce::mfv:z;w o :_ 1 ToBe Engaged Counties 0.00 cfs TBD
outh Fentru| ) - " James Users District r_ i iti
Regional My Subtotal: Potential Additions 8,65 cfs 10.87 cfs
Water District \ ‘I.' B
| ol *Nomination Changes Included in Projected Valves TOTAL ~ 167.88 cfs 165.14 fs
| LaMoure

Wahpeton **Not Included in Total

%erinner I ° SoutheaskEast
orman -
Oakes ® l Water Usep§ District
Ellendall_ ) o

“Southeast-West
Water Users District’

-

Lake Agassiz
GARRISON|  Water Authority June 16, 2025
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RRVWSP Prospective Users Update ... ..

ANTICIPATED PROJECT PARTICIPANTS

Fargo/ West Fargo/ Cass Rural
Water District

Grand Forks

Jamestown

Wahpeton

East Central Regional Water District
(Grand Forks Traill, Traill Rural, Larimore)

Southeast Water Users District
Richland County

Northeast Regional Water District /
Langdon

NOMINATION (CFS)

83.70

28.10
11.00

6.00

4.40

(3.00, 1.10, 0.30)

4.00
4.00

3.20

GENERAL RESPONSE

Signed Series D2 MOC

Signed Series D2 MOC

Signed MOC
Signed MOC

Signed MOC

Signed MOC
Signed MOC with Nomination Increase

Positive

Grafton

Valley City

Lisbon

Walsh Rural Water District
Tri-County Rural Water District

Devils Lake

Dakota Rural Water District

Carrington

Mayville
Hillsboro
Barnes Rural Water District

Washburn
McLean-Sheridan Water District

Cooperstown

Hannaford

Tuttle

Forman

Sargent County
LaMoure County
Dickey County

2.00
2.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

0.70

0.50

0.50
0.50
0.50

0.45
0.42

0.20

0.05

0.02
0.01
1.00
3.00
4.00

Signed MOC
Signed Series D2 MOC with Nomination
Increase

Signed MOC
Signed MOC

On the Fence
On the Fence with Discussion of Branch
Pipeline Terminations

Positive

Signed Series D2 MOC with Nomination
Decrease

Signed Series D2 MOC

Signed Series D2 MOC

Previously Withdrew but Reconsidering

Signed MOC
Signed MOC

Potential Addition with Discussion of Branch
Pipeline Terminations
Signed Series D2 MOC

Will be served by Dakota Rural Water District
in the future
On the fence
Considering
Signed MOC
Signed MOC
Signed MOC

RansomCounty |- |TeamhasEngaged withthe County
 GrandForksCounty |- | TeamhasEngaged withthe County
TrailCounty |- | TeamhasEngagedwiththe County
 StutsmanCounty |- |TeamhasEngaged withthe County
[BamesCounty |- [ TeamhasEngaged withthe County

RED RIVER VALLEY
™7 WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

Serving the Water Supply Needs of Central North Dakota and the Red River Valley

Lake Agassiz
Water Authority |SARRISON
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RRVWSP MEMORANDUM OF COMMITMENT
AND NOMINATION

THIS RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY PROJECT (“RRVWSP” or “Project”)
MEMORANDUM OF COMMITTMENT AND NOMINATION (this “MOC”), dated
April 15,2025 | XX (the “Effective Date™), by and between Richland County, a county (the
“Participant” ), Lake Agassiz Water Authority (“LAWA?”), a political subdivision of the state of
North Dakota, and Garrison Diversion Conservancy District (“Garrison Diversion”), a political
subdivision and instrumentality of the state of North Dakota (collectively the “Parties”), is a
contingent acknowledgement of the Participant’s intent to financially participate in the RRVWSP.

Recitals

A, The RRVWSP is a forthcoming reliable, high quality supplemental water supply
project for central and eastern North Dakota for various purposes, including domestic, rural water,
municipal and industrial uses. The infrastructure making up the Project presently includes, by way
of illustration and not limitation, an intake, biota water treatment plant, buried pipeline, pump
stations, air release valves, discharge structure, and associated infrastructure used to transport a
supplemental water supply from the Missouri River and/or the McClusky Canal to the Participant
and other LAWA stakeholders.

B. LAWA is assisting in the development of the RRVWSP. LAWA is a governmental
agency, body politic and corporate with the powers set forth in Chapter 61-39 of the North Dakota
Century Code.

C. Garrison Diversion is a governmental agency, body politic and corporate with the
powers set forth in Chapter 61-24 of the North Dakota Century Code.

D. Participant is a county. The Participant along with each other municipality entering
into a MOC are together referred to herein as the “Participants.”

E. Participant acknowledges it intends to enter into a Project Participation Agreement
(“PPA”) with Garrison Diversion, LAWA, and other Participants to pay for its share of the past,
current and future design, construction, operation, and maintenance of the RRVWSP and to
nominate and reserve water supply capacity from the RRVWSP. The PPA is a voluminous
agreement, with significant appendices. The Parties are working through edits to the PPA and
appendices, so Participant is not yet comfortable signing the PPA. Participant, however,
acknowledges its intent to participate in the RRVWSP and sign the satisfactory final form of the
PPA upon timely completion of the editing process.

F. It is imperative to the timely and cost-efficient development to now identify as
accurately as possible which Participants will be part of the RRVWSP and to identify accurately
the PPA financial obligations for each of the RRVWSP Participants.

G. Throughout the development of this Project, Garrison Diversion has received at
least seventy-five percent (75%) cost-share funding from the North Dakota Department of Water
Resources, with an obligation to fund the twenty-five percent (25%) local cost share. Throughout
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the years, the local share of Project development costs has been paid by the Cities of Fargo and
Grand Forks, as well as by Garrison Diversion, with others committed to pay their respective
portions of the Garrison Diversion 2023-2025 Work Plan. Through the PPA, the investments of
all Participants for these past development costs will be trued up and assessed to all Participants
in accordance with their nomination proportion. The PPA will also set out each Participant’s
responsibility for future capital and operation and maintenance costs. All Participants have had an
opportunity to review the most recent version of the PPA and have an understanding of the
financial requirements and operational structure of the Project. Through its signature on this MOC,
the Participant sets forth its good faith intention to enter the final PPA once review and negotiations
satisfactorily are complete.

Agreement

In consideration of the foregoing and the covenants and agreements set forth herein, the Parties
agree as follows:

1. Participant has conducted and continues to conduct a meaningful review of its anticipated
future water needs and has had the opportunity to consult with engineers and legal
professionals of its own choosing, including having the opportunity to hire its own
independent and unbiased representatives to advise Participant regarding its anticipated
future water needs, the legal obligations under this MOC, and the draft PPA. The water
nomination provided by the Participant in this MOC represents the capacity the Participant
intends to contract for upon completion of PPA negotiations given the information known
at this time. To secure capacity in the Project and to better identify the financial
commitments expected of all Parties in the PPA, Participant hereby identifies its future
water needs from the Project at 4.00 cfs. Of this amount, Participant anticipates that its
nomination would include 0.00 annually for domestic needs and 4.00 annually for
industrial needs. Garrison Diversion will prepare the PPA financial obligations using this
nomination. The Parties recognize that this nomination may vary somewhat after additional
analysis prior to the PPA being signed; however, it is the best estimate and intent of the
Participant with information known today.

2. If Participant signs this MOC and ultimately chooses not to sign the PPA, the Participant
has no property right in the nomination and has no ability to assign its nomination, rights
and obligations under this MOC to any other entity.

3. There is no financial penalty to Participant if it signs this MOC and does not ultimately
sign the PPA. There is no credit to Participant or reimbursement of any prior amounts that
Participant may have paid to Garrison Diversion or LAWA for any Project contributions
or other Project support if Participant does not sign a PPA. If Participant signs the PPA
and thereafter no longer desires to receive water from the Project, Participant may be
eligible to have its nomination, and the associated financial commitment therefor, assumed
by LAWA or another LAWA member entity. The assumption of Participant’s nomination
may include the reimbursement to Participant for principal amounts contributed by
Participant for capital expenses of the Project to the point of assumption. Further details
on the assumption of a nomination will be outlined in the PPA.
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4. Participant acknowledges there are a number of risks, any or all of which could occur, that
could have the effect of increasing the cost of the Project and/or delaying and/or
terminating the Project, including by way of illustration and not limitation, the following:
(1) litigation; (il) court order; (iil) changes in legislation affecting the Project, LAWA
and/or Garrison Diversion; (iv) different environmental risks than those previously
identified; (v) increased labor costs or costs of materials; (vi) the need to obtain Federal
approval or a Federal permit; (vii) the Federal Government’s decision to support the
Project; (viii) a change in the State of North Dakota’s financial ability to fund its portion
of the Project; and (ix) political interference at the local, state or Federal level. As such,
there is always potential for delay of the Project, increases in the proposed Project budget,
and a change in the expected financial obligation of the Participant from what has been
provided. The Participant understands that the final PPA financial terms may differ from
what has been presented to Participant to date, but the information presented has been a
good faith estimate of the obligations that would be incurred at the nomination amount
discussed to date.

5. This MOC may be executed in counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original,
but all of which together shall constitute one and the same instrument.

6. This MOC shall be governed by the laws of the State of North Dakota, without giving
effect to its choice of laws principles. Venue of any proceedings shall be in the state courts
located in Cass County, North Dakota.

7. In the event that any signature is delivered by facsimile transmission or by email delivery
of a “.pdf” format data file, including but not limited to a signature delivered through a
provider such as DocuSign®, such signature shall create a valid and binding obligation of
the party executing (or on whose behalf such signature is executed) with same force and
effect as if such facsimile or “.pdf” signature page were an original thereof.
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WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this MOC as of the Effective Date.

GARRISON DIVERSION CONSERVANCY DISTRICT

S\

Name: ' Jay P. Anderson
Title: Chairman
Date: April 24, 2025
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LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY

By:

Name:

Its:

Date:
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PARTICIPANT
Richland County

By: C/\ G5l o,
Name: % !
Title: %ﬂ\ NWQ‘ n,cfb

Date: 4 15 25

!
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RRVWSP MEMORANDUM OF COMMITMENT
AND NOMINATION

THIS RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY PROJECT (“RRVWSP” or ‘“Project”)
MEMORANDUM OF COMMITTMENT AND NOMINATION (this “MOC”), dated

April 25 , 2025 (the “Effective Date”), by and between Walsh Rural Water District, a water
district (the “Participant” ), Lake Agassiz Water Authority (“LAWA”), a political subdivision of
the state of North Dakota, and Garrison Diversion Conservancy District (“Garrison Diversion”), a
political subdivision and instrumentality of the state of North Dakota (collectively the “Parties”),
is a contingent acknowledgement of the Participant’s intent to financially participate in the
RRVWSP.

Recitals

A. The RRVWSP is a forthcoming reliable, high quality supplemental water supply
project for central and eastern North Dakota for various purposes, including domestic, rural water,
municipal and industrial uses. The infrastructure making up the Project presently includes, by way
of illustration and not limitation, an intake, biota water treatment plant, buried pipeline, pump
stations, air release valves, discharge structure, and associated infrastructure used to transport a
supplemental water supply from the Missouri River and/or the McClusky Canal to the Participant
and other LAWA stakeholders.

B. LAWA is assisting in the development of the RRVWSP. LAWA is a governmental
agency, body politic and corporate with the powers set forth in Chapter 61-39 of the North Dakota
Century Code.

C. Garrison Diversion is a governmental agency, body politic and corporate with the
powers set forth in Chapter 61-24 of the North Dakota Century Code.

D. Participant is a water district. The Participant along with each other municipality
entering into a MOC are together referred to herein as the “Participants.”

E. Participant acknowledges it intends to enter into a Project Participation Agreement
(“PPA”) with Garrison Diversion, LAWA, and other Participants to pay for its share of the past,
current and future design, construction, operation, and maintenance of the RRVWSP and to
nominate and reserve water supply capacity from the RRVWSP. The PPA is a voluminous
agreement, with significant appendices. The Parties are working through edits to the PPA and
appendices, so Participant is not yet comfortable signing the PPA. Participant, however,
acknowledges its intent to participate in the RRVWSP and sign the satisfactory final form of the
PPA upon timely completion of the editing process.

F. It is imperative to the timely and cost-efficient development to now identify as
accurately as possible which Participants will be part of the RRVWSP and to identify accurately
the PPA financial obligations for each of the RRVWSP Participants.

G. Throughout the development of this Project, Garrison Diversion has received at
least seventy-five percent (75%) cost-share funding from the North Dakota Department of Water
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Resources, with an obligation to fund the twenty-five percent (25%) local cost share. Throughout
the years, the local share of Project development costs has been paid by the Cities of Fargo and
Grand Forks, as well as by Garrison Diversion, with others committed to pay their respective
portions of the Garrison Diversion 2023-2025 Work Plan. Through the PPA, the investments of
all Participants for these past development costs will be trued up and assessed to all Participants
in accordance with their nomination proportion. The PPA will also set out each Participant’s
responsibility for future capital and operation and maintenance costs. All Participants have had an
opportunity to review the most recent version of the PPA and have an understanding of the
financial requirements and operational structure of the Project. Through its signature on this MOC,
the Participant sets forth its good faith intention to enter the final PPA once review and negotiations
satisfactorily are complete.

Agreement

In consideration of the foregoing and the covenants and agreements set forth herein, the Parties
agree as follows:

1. Participant has conducted and continues to conduct a meaningful review of its anticipated
future water needs and has had the opportunity to consult with engineers and legal
professionals of its own choosing, including having the opportunity to hire its own
independent and unbiased representatives to advise Participant regarding its anticipated
future water needs, the legal obligations under this MOC, and the draft PPA. The water
nomination provided by the Participant in this MOC represents the capacity the Participant
intends to contract for upon completion of PPA negotiations given the information known
at this time. To secure capacity in the Project and to better identify the financial
commitments expected of all Parties in the PPA, Participant hereby identifies its future
water needs from the Project at 1.00 cfs. Of this amount, Participant anticipates that its
nomination would include 0.00 cfs annually for domestic needs and 1.00 cfs annually for
industrial needs. Garrison Diversion will prepare the PPA financial obligations using this
nomination. The Parties recognize that this nomination may vary somewhat after additional
analysis prior to the PPA being signed; however, it is the best estimate and intent of the
Participant with information known today.

2. If Participant signs this MOC and ultimately chooses not to sign the PPA, the Participant
has no property right in the nomination and has no ability to assign its nomination, rights
and obligations under this MOC to any other entity.

3. There is no financial penalty to Participant if it signs this MOC and does not ultimately
sign the PPA. There is no credit to Participant or reimbursement of any prior amounts that
Participant may have paid to Garrison Diversion or LAWA for any Project contributions
or other Project support if Participant does not sign a PPA. If Participant signs the PPA
and thereafter no longer desires to receive water from the Project, Participant may be
eligible to have its nomination, and the associated financial commitment therefor, assumed
by LAWA or another LAWA member entity. The assumption of Participant’s nomination
may include the reimbursement to Participant for principal amounts contributed by
Participant for capital expenses of the Project to the point of assumption. Further details
on the assumption of a nomination will be outlined in the PPA.
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4. Participant acknowledges there are a number of risks, any or all of which could occur, that
could have the effect of increasing the cost of the Project and/or delaying and/or
terminating the Project, including by way of illustration and not limitation, the following:
(i) litigation; (ii) court order; (iii) changes in legislation affecting the Project, LAWA
and/or Garrison Diversion; (iv) different environmental risks than those previously
identified; (v) increased labor costs or costs of materials; (vi) the need to obtain Federal
approval or a Federal permit; (vii) the Federal Government’s decision to support the
Project; (viii) a change in the State of North Dakota’s financial ability to fund its portion
of the Project; and (ix) political interference at the local, state or Federal level. As such,
there is always potential for delay of the Project, increases in the proposed Project budget,
and a change in the expected financial obligation of the Participant from what has been
provided. The Participant understands that the final PPA financial terms may differ from
what has been presented to Participant to date, but the information presented has been a
good faith estimate of the obligations that would be incurred at the nomination amount
discussed to date.

5. This MOC may be executed in counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original,
but all of which together shall constitute one and the same instrument.

6. This MOC shall be governed by the laws of the State of North Dakota, without giving
effect to its choice of laws principles. Venue of any proceedings shall be in the state courts
located in Cass County, North Dakota.

7. In the event that any signature is delivered by facsimile transmission or by email delivery
of a “.pdf” format data file, including but not limited to a signature delivered through a
provider such as DocuSign®, such signature shall create a valid and binding obligation of
the party executing (or on whose behalf such signature is executed) with same force and
effect as if such facsimile or “.pdf” signature page were an original thereof.

132



133

WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this MOC as of the Effective Date.

GARRISON DIVERSION CONSERVANCY DISTRICT

By:

Name:

Title:

Date:
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LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY

By:

Name:

Its:

Date:
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PARTICIPANT

By:
Name: )@# : M:[gdh M &Jﬂké(/
Title: “;P;fg@;ée%%

Date: 4/ 25 /25
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RRVWSP MEMORANDUM OF COMMITMENT
AND NOMINATION

THIS RED RIVER VALLEY WATER SUPPLY PROJECT (“RRVWSP” or “Project”)
MEMORANDUM OF COMMITTMENT AND NOMINATION (this “MOC”), dated
May 21, 2025 (the “Effective Date™), by and between Agassiz Water Users District, a water district
(the “Participant” ), Lake Agassiz Water Authority (“LAWA?”), a political subdivision of the state
of North Dakota, and Garrison Diversion Conservancy District (“Garrison Diversion™), a political
subdivision and instrumentality of the state of North Dakota (collectively the “Parties”), is a
contingent acknowledgement of the Participant’s intent to financially participate in the RRVWSP.

Recitals

A. The RRVWSP is a forthcoming reliable, high quality supplemental water supply
project for central and eastern North Dakota for various purposes, including domestic, rural water,
municipal and industrial uses. The infrastructure making up the Project presently includes, by way
of illustration and not limitation, an intake, biota water treatment plant, buried pipeline, pump
stations, air release valves, discharge structure, and associated infrastructure used to transport a
supplemental water supply from the Missouri River and/or the McClusky Canal to the Participant
and other LAWA stakeholders.

B. LAWA is assisting in the development of the RRVWSP. LAWA is a governmental
agency, body politic and corporate with the powers set forth in Chapter 61-39 of the North Dakota
Century Code.

C. Garrison Diversion is a governmental agency, body politic and corporate with the
powers set forth in Chapter 61-24 of the North Dakota Century Code.

D. Participant is a water district. The Participant along with each other municipality
entering into a MOC are together referred to herein as the “Participants.”

E. Participant acknowledges it intends to enter into a Project Participation Agreement
(“PPA”) with Garrison Diversion, LAWA, and other Participants to pay for its share of the past,
current and future design, construction, operation, and maintenance of the RRVWSP and to
nominate and reserve water supply capacity from the RRVWSP. The PPA is a voluminous
agreement, with significant appendices. The Parties are working through edits to the PPA and
appendices, so Participant is not yet comfortable signing the PPA. Participant, however,
acknowledges its intent to participate in the RRVWSP and sign the satisfactory final form of the
PPA upon timely completion of the editing process.

F. It is imperative to the timely and cost-efficient development to now identify as
accurately as possible which Participants will be part of the RRVWSP and to identify accurately
the PPA financial obligations for each of the RRVWSP Participants.

G. Throughout the development of this Project, Garrison Diversion has received at
least seventy-five percent (75%) cost-share funding from the North Dakota Department of Water
Resources, with an obligation to fund the twenty-five percent (25%) local cost share. Throughout

136



137

the years, the local share of Project development costs has been paid by the Cities of Fargo and
Grand Forks, as well as by Garrison Diversion, with others committed to pay their respective
portions of the Garrison Diversion 2023-2025 Work Plan. Through the PPA, the investments of
all Participants for these past development costs will be trued up and assessed to all Participants
in accordance with their nomination proportion. The PPA will also set out each Participant’s
responsibility for future capital and operation and maintenance costs. All Participants have had an
opportunity to review the most recent version of the PPA and have an understanding of the
financial requirements and operational structure of the Project. Through its signature on this MOC,
the Participant sets forth its good faith intention to enter the final PPA once review and negotiations
satisfactorily are complete.

Agreement

In consideration of the foregoing and the covenants and agreements set forth herein, the Parties
agree as follows:

1. Participant has conducted and continues to conduct a meaningful review of its anticipated
future water needs and has had the opportunity to consult with engineers and legal
professionals of its own choosing, including having the opportunity to hire its own
independent and unbiased representatives to advise Participant regarding its anticipated
future water needs, the legal obligations under this MOC, and the draft PPA. The water
nomination provided by the Participant in this MOC represents the capacity the Participant
intends to contract for upon completion of PPA negotiations given the information known
at this time. To secure capacity in the Project and to better identify the financial
commitments expected of all Parties in the PPA, Participant hereby identifies its future
water needs from the Project at 1.00 cfs. Of this amount, Participant anticipates that its
nomination would include 0.00 cfs annually for domestic needs and 1.00 cfs annually for
industrial needs. Garrison Diversion will prepare the PPA financial obligations using this
nomination. The Parties recognize that this nomination may vary somewhat after additional
analysis prior to the PPA being signed; however, it is the best estimate and intent of the
Participant with information known today.

2. If Participant signs this MOC and ultimately chooses not to sign the PPA, the Participant
has no property right in the nomination and has no ability to assign its nomination, rights
and obligations under this MOC to any other entity.

3. There is no financial penalty to Participant if it signs this MOC and does not ultimately
sign the PPA. There is no credit to Participant or reimbursement of any prior amounts that
Participant may have paid to Garrison Diversion or LAWA for any Project contributions
or other Project support if Participant does not sign a PPA. If Participant signs the PPA
and thereafter no longer desires to receive water from the Project, Participant may be
eligible to have its nomination, and the associated financial commitment therefor, assumed
by LAWA or another LAWA member entity. The assumption of Participant’s nomination
may include the reimbursement to Participant for principal amounts contributed by
Participant for capital expenses of the Project to the point of assumption. Further details
on the assumption of a nomination will be outlined in the PPA.
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4. Participant acknowledges there are a number of risks, any or all of which could occur, that
could have the effect of increasing the cost of the Project and/or delaying and/or
terminating the Project, including by way of illustration and not limitation, the following:
(1) litigation; (ii) court order; (iii) changes in legislation affecting the Project, LAWA
and/or Garrison Diversion; (iv) different environmental risks than those previously
identified; (v) increased labor costs or costs of materials; (vi) the need to obtain Federal
approval or a Federal permit; (vii) the Federal Government’s decision to support the
Project; (vii1) a change in the State of North Dakota’s financial ability to fund its portion
of the Project; and (ix) political interference at the local, state or Federal level. As such,
there is always potential for delay of the Project, increases in the proposed Project budget,
and a change in the expected financial obligation of the Participant from what has been
provided. The Participant understands that the final PPA financial terms may differ from
what has been presented to Participant to date, but the information presented has been a
good faith estimate of the obligations that would be incurred at the nomination amount
discussed to date.

5. This MOC may be executed in counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original,
but all of which together shall constitute one and the same instrument.

6. This MOC shall be governed by the laws of the State of North Dakota, without giving
effect to its choice of laws principles. Venue of any proceedings shall be in the state courts
located in Cass County, North Dakota.

7. In the event that any signature is delivered by facsimile transmission or by email delivery
of a “.pdf” format data file, including but not limited to a signature delivered through a
provider such as DocuSign®, such signature shall create a valid and binding obligation of
the party executing (or on whose behalf such signature is executed) with same force and
effect as if such facsimile or “.pdf” signature page were an original thereof.
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WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this MOC as of the Effective Date.

GARRISON DIVERSION CONSERVANCY DISTRICT

Name:

Title:

Date:
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LAKE AGASSIZ WATER AUTHORITY

By:

Name:

Its:

Date:
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PARTICIPANT

Agaasy LWkl Y5 DisineT

Name: Erje SHony SerilS
Title: Bo.,,m Q/ //Z:J ( J{/—, 7

Date: 5"7&/\ ;7;‘
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Bylaws

Of

Lake Agassiz Water Authority
revised 2025

SECTION I — Statutory Basis, Purpose, and Authority

The Lake Agassiz Water Authority, hereinafter referred to as LAWA, was
established by the North Dakota Legislature in N.D.C.C. Chapter 61-39. LAWA was
designed to serve as a water authority needed to store and distribute water to eastern and
central North Dakota; to provide for the supply and distribution of water to the people of
eastern and central North Dakota for purposes, including domestic, rural water, municipal,
livestock, industrial, and other uses, with primary emphasis on domestic, rural water, and
municipal uses; and to provide for the future economic welfare and prosperity of the people
of North Dakota, and particularly the people of eastern and central North Dakota, by the bulk
purchase of water from the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District delivered by the Red
River valley water supply project for beneficial and public uses. N.D.C.C. § 61-39-01
generally authorizes LAWA to enter one or more contracts to provide for the authority to
acquire bulk water from the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District and to enter into water
supply contracts with Member Entities for the resale of water for consumption within or
outside the State of North Dakota; N.D.C.C. § 61-39-05 sets forth the specific authority of
LAWA to accomplish its intended purpose.

SECTION II — Definitions

Annual Meeting: means a properly noticed meeting of the Board of Directors held on the
third Thursday at 10:30 a.m. each and every January that these Bylaws are in effect or held
at such other time as may be determined by the Board of Directors.

Associate Member Entities: means any city, water district, or other water distribution system
designated as an associate, non-voting member of the Board of Directors.

Board of Directors: means the governing body of the Lake Agassiz Water Authority.

Director: means any city, water district, or other water distribution system elected or
appointed to serve on the Board of Directors.

Garrison Diversion Conservancy District: means the North Dakota governmental agency,
body politic and corporate, established by N.D.C.C. Chapter 61-24.

LAWA or Lake Agassiz Water Authority: means a North Dakota governmental agency, body
politic and corporate, established by N.D.C.C. Chapter 61-39.

Member Entity: means any city, water district, or other water distribution system satisfying
the qualifications set forth in Section IV.

NDLC Annual Meeting: means the annual conference of the North Dakota League of Cities
that is generally held in September each year.
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NDRWSA Annual Meeting: means the annual meeting of the North Dakota Rural Water
Systems Association that is generally held in February each year.

Project: means the Red River Valley Water Supply Project.

SECTION III — Place of Business

The principal office of LAWA shall be located within the State of North Dakota.

SECTION IV — Membership

LAWA membership shall consist of cities, water districts, and other water
distribution systems who pay dues to LAWA and are located in that part of the State of North
Dakota which is included within the boundaries of: Cavalier, Pembina, Walsh, Nelson,
Grand Forks, Griggs, Steele, Traill, Barnes, Cass, Ransom, Sargent, Richland, and Stutsman
Counties. Minnesota cities may join LAWA, provided a portion of the city is located within
five (5) miles of North Dakota, or if the city uses the Red River for its primary water supply.
Any other county, city, water district, or Canadian governmental entity or water supply
system may join LAWA upon application of its governing board and approval of the
application by the Board of Directors. LAWA shall require any new Member Entity to pay
for a pro rata share of the Project costs previously incurred by the Member Entities (“True-
up Expenses”). LAWA also may require an entity contracting for a water supply to pay an
additional fee if the entity joins the Project late. Membership dues will be determined by the
LAWA Board of Directors.

The Board of Directors may designate Associate Member Entities to LAWA who are
non-voting members of the Board of Directors. Associate Member Entities will be appointed
annually at the Annual Meeting and will sit on the Board of Directors for a one-year term.

SECTION V — Election of Board of Directors

A. Composition of the Board of Directors:

1. One (1) Member Entity from a city with a population greater than forty thousand
(40,000) located east of state highway 1 and north of state highway 200.

2. Two (2) Member Entities from differing cities with a population greater than forty
thousand (40,000) located east of state highway 1 and south of state highway 200.

3. One (1) Member Entity from a city with a population of five thousand (5,000), but
not more than forty thousand (40,000) located east of state highway 1.

4. One (1) Member Entity from a city with a population of less than five thousand
(5,000) located east of state highway 1.

5. Two (2) Member Entities from water districts located east of state highway 1 and
north of state highway 200.
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6. Two (2) Member Entities from water districts located east of state highway 1 and
south of state highway 200.

7. One (1) Member Entity from water districts located east of state highway 1.

8. One (1) Member Entity from a Minnesota city with a population of more than thirty
thousand (30,000) and which is located within five (5) miles of North Dakota.

9. One (1) Member Entity from water districts located west of state highway 1.

10. One (1) Member Entity from a city west of highway 1.

. Term and Election of Directors:

1. North Dakota city Directors must be selected for two-year terms by election by cities
during the NDLC Annual Meeting in every odd-numbered year beginning in 2003.
Cities that have paid dues in the calendar year the vote is taken, or that have signed
a development agreement or other application agreement with LAW A before the date
of the election, are eligible to vote.

2. Water district Directors must be selected for two-year terms by election by water
districts during the NDRWSA Annual Meeting in every even-numbered year
beginning in 2004. Water districts that have paid dues in the calendar year the vote
is taken, or that have signed a development agreement or other participation
agreement with LAWA before the date of the election, are eligible to vote.

3. For elections of Directors after July 1, 2017, a candidate for a Director’s position
must have a development agreement, water supply contract, or project participation
agreement with LAWA or the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District.

4. The initial Minnesota city Director is Moorhead, as Moorhead is an Associate
Member Entity of LAWA. Moorhead will serve in this capacity until the League of
Minnesota Cities’ annual conference in 2006. During even-numbered years
thereafter, Minnesota cities within five (5) miles of the Red River or that use the Red
River as a primary water supply may elect their Director.

. Vacancies. If a Director position on the Board of Directors becomes vacant because of
death, resignation, removal, disqualification, or for any other cause related to the person
filling that role on behalf of a Member Entity, the Member Entity shall appoint another
person to represent the Member Entity as a Director on the Board of Directors thereafter.
If a Director position on the Board of Directors becomes vacant because of death,
resignation, removal, disqualification, change in legislation, or for any other cause
related to the Member Entity no longer being eligible to have a seat on the Board of
Directors, the remaining Directors shall fill the vacant Director position on the Board of
Directors by appointment of a new city or water district Member Entity for the remaining
portion of the term. The Board of Directors shall fill the remaining portion of the term
by selecting a like Member Entity from a list of nominees suggested by the North Dakota
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League of Cities for a city Member Entity vacancy or from the North Dakota Rural Water
Systems Association for a water district Member Entity vacancy.

SECTION VI — Meetings

A. Regular Meetings. The Board of Directors shall meet at least four (4) times a year, at a
time and place designated by the Chair. The Board of Directors can, by majority vote,
cancel any of the regular meetings.

B. Special Meetings. Special meetings of the Board of Directors may be called by the
Secretary on order of the Chair or upon written request of a majority of the voting
Directors of the Board of Directors. The Chair and/or the requesting Directors of the
Board of Directors shall designate the time and place of the special meeting.

C. Meeting Notice.

1. Regular Meetings. At least ten (10) calendar days’ advance written notice, through
electronic communications, shall be given to all Member Entities of meeting dates.
This notice shall generally describe the subject matter to be considered at the
meeting. Any voting Director may place items on the agenda of a regular meeting
provided the request is submitted at least five (5) calendar days prior to the regular
meeting.

2. Special Meetings. Notice of a special meeting must be mailed or electronically
communicated to each Director at least three (3) calendar days before the meeting,
provided that a special meeting may be held at any time when all Directors are
present or consent in writing. The notice shall set out the purpose and business to be
considered at the meeting.

D. Quorum. A quorum shall consist of a majority of the voting Directors on the Board of
Directors. Any number of Directors shall constitute a quorum to adjourn a meeting for
want of a quorum.

E. Alternate Designation. A Director may officially designate an alternate to attend
meetings and to act on the Director’s behalf periodically during the year. The
designation shall be made in writing by each Director, submitted to the Secretary. While
the use of alternatives is acceptable, the Board of Directors strongly encourages each
Director to personally attend meetings. An alternate may vote in place of the elected
Director on any issues that arise during the course of a properly noticed meeting, with
the exception of votes on amendments to the bylaws.

F. Public Meetings. All meetings shall be open to the public in accordance with North
Dakota Open Meeting laws.

G. Meeting Minutes. The Secretary shall prepare and distribute meeting minutes to each
Director. Minutes of all meetings may be approved without reading if they have been
distributed prior to the next meeting.
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H. Parliamentary Rules and Voting Procedures.

1.

In the absence of the Chair or Vice-Chair, the Chair shall designate another Director
to preside over the meeting.

Meetings of the Board of Directors will be governed by the parliamentary rules as
outlined in Robert’s Rules of Order Newly Revised in all cases where current bylaws
and policies do not apply.

. All actions of the Board of Directors shall be decided by roll call vote.

Each Director shall be entitled to one (1) vote on all matters requiring a vote. Except
as set forth in Section VI.H.5 and Section VI.H.6, all votes will be decided by a
majority of the Directors present at a properly noticed meeting.

The following actions require an affirmative supermajority vote of all Directors of
the Board of Directors, with a supermajority vote being two-thirds (2/3) of all of the
Directors of the Board of Directors of LAWA (whether present or not at the meeting,
and under the current composition of Directors as described in Section V.A, a two-
thirds (2/3) vote requires an affirmative vote of at least nine (9) Directors:

a. Spending, including for:
(1) Contracts;
(2) Reimbursements, including to:
(A)  Individuals and
(B)  Entities, including for True-up Expenses; and
(3) Debt issuance;
b. Hiring and terminating consultants;
c. Amending these bylaws;
d. Electing, selecting, or removing LAWA officers and senior staff;
e. Establishing committees and electing members thereto;
f. Establishing or modifying operating plans;
g. Authorizing new construction;

h. Approving a Project Partnership and Water Supply Agreement for the Project;
and

146



L.

6.

8.
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1. Approving an agreement between LAWA and its Member Entities for the
Project.

In addition to requiring an affirmative supermajority vote described in Section
VI.H.5, all matters described in Section VI.H.5 must also receive an affirmative vote
from both (i) the Director from the city with a population greater than forty thousand
(40,000) located east of state highway 1 and north of state highway 200 and if such
Director is not from the City of Grand Forks, then also by the approval of the City of
Grand Forks; and (ii) a Director from a city with a population greater than one
hundred and twenty thousand (120,000) located east of state highway 1 and south of
state highway 200, and if such Director is not from the City of Fargo, then also by
the approval of the City of Fargo.

Designated alternates appearing on behalf of an absent Director may vote in place of
the Director on all matters with the exception of amendments to the bylaws. Voting
by proxies will not be allowed at any meeting of the Board of Directors or its
committees. Changes to these bylaws are more fully described in Section XII.

The Chair has a vote as a member of the Board of Directors.

Order of Business.

1.

Roll call

Reading of minutes of preceding meeting and action thereon
Consideration of communications to the Board of Directors
Officer reports

Committee reports

Unfinished business

New business

SECTION VII — Officers and Staff

. Officers. The Board of Directors shall elect a Chair and a Vice-Chair at the first meeting

of each calendar year from its Directors. Each Director shall hold office until a successor
has been duly elected.

Term of Office. Officers are elected for a one-year term or until a successor is elected.

Vacancies. If a vacancy arises in any office due to any cause including death,
resignation, removal, or disqualification of the individual representing the Director on
the Board of Directors, the Board of Directors shall appoint another Director to hold that
office for the remaining portion of the term.
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D. Removal of Officer. Officers may be removed from office for misconduct, malfeasance,
crime in office, neglect of duty in office, or of habitual intoxication or gross
incompetency. Any Member Entity or Director may file charges against an officer by
filing a written charges with the Secretary. The charges must be accompanied by a
petition asking for a hearing on the charges, which must be signed by at least forty
percent (40%) of the Directors. Such charges shall be voted on at a meeting called for
that purpose. The officer shall be informed in writing of the charges and shall have the
opportunity to be heard in person and to present witnesses. The Member Entity or
Director presenting charges against an officer shall have the same opportunity. A vote
of the Directors present at such special meeting is required for removal of an officer.

E. Chair. The principal officer shall be the Chair who shall in general supervise all business
affairs of LAWA and shall directly supervise all employees and consultants of LAWA.
The Chair will prepare meeting agendas and will preside over meetings of the Board of
Directors. When authorized by the Board of Directors, the Chair will appoint necessary
committees and committee chairpersons, sign official documents requiring signature,
and will represent LAWA in public and official capacities. The Chair shall also do and
perform such other duties as may be assigned by the Board of Directors.

F. Vice-Chair. The Vice-Chair will preside over meetings in the absence of the Chair and
assume the office of the Chair if the Chair can no longer serve.

G. Secretary/Treasurer. The Board of Directors shall elect a Secretary and a Treasurer,
which offices may be held by the same individual, on an annual basis at the Annual
Meeting, and either or both offices may be held by an individual who is not representing
a Director on the Board of Directors or a Member Entity of LAWA.

1. Duties of the Secretary shall be established by the Board of Directors and shall
include:

a. Record all votes and minutes of the Board of Director proceedings and any
meetings of any committees established by the Chair.

b. Prepare and distribute minutes of all regular and special meetings of the Board
of Directors and any other committees that may be appointed by the Chair.

c. Prepare and distribute notice of all regular and special meetings of the Board of
Directors, membership, and committees.

d. Attest signatures required on behalf of LAWA.

e. The Secretary shall see that all orders and resolutions of the Board of Directors
are implemented. The Secretary shall also be responsible for preparing any
reports that the Board of Directors requests.

f. Such other duties as the Board of Directors may deem appropriate.
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2. Duties of the Treasurer shall be established by the Board of Directors and shall
include:

a. Hold LAWA funds and securities and keep full and accurate accounts of the
receipts and disbursements in official books and deposit such funds in the
depository designated by law.

b. Perform all recording and fiscal duties relating to the billing and collection of the
annual dues.

c. Prepare all checks, drafts, or orders for payment of money issued in the name of
LAWA for signature by the Chair.

d. Prepare annual budgets for the operation of LAWA. The budget shall reflect
operational costs for such fiscal year as the Board of Directors shall determine.
The proposed budget shall be presented to the Board of Directors for review and
approval at any meeting.

e. Such other duties as the Board of Directors may deem appropriate.

. Staff and Consultants. LAWA may procure the services of engineers, attorneys,
contractors, consultants, and other persons, or entities to assist in the planning, design,
development, financing, construction, operation, and/or maintenance of the Project. The
Garrison Diversion Conservancy District shall, at the request of LAWA, provide
administrative, technical, and legal support for LAWA.

Electronic Signatures. Officers are authorized to utilize electronic means to affix their
signatures to documents requiring signatures on behalf of LAWA.

SECTION VIII — Committees.

. Establishing Committees. When authorized by the Board of Directors and as provided
in this section, the Chair is empowered to establish committees. Except as set forth
herein, the Chair shall appoint the chair of all committees. Termination of any committee
shall be by action of the Board of Directors.

Executive Committee. If the Board of Directors chooses to establish an Executive
Committee, it shall be comprised of a minimum of three (3) individuals and should
include: the Chair, the Vice-Chair, and other Directors who will be elected to serve on
the Executive Committee by vote of the Directors.

. Finance Committee. There is hereby created a Finance Committee of LAWA with the
powers and duties set forth in this section.

. Finance Committee Jurisdiction. The Finance Committee is responsible for making
recommendations to the Board of Directors regarding the budgets, expenses, funds, and
all other finance matters.
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E. Finance Committee Membership. The Finance Committee shall consist of:

1. Two (2) individuals from a city with a population greater than forty thousand
(40,000) located east of state highway 1 and north of state highway 200.

2. Three (3) individuals from a city with a population greater than forty thousand
(40,000) located east of state highway 1 and south of state highway 200.

3. Two (2) individuals selected by the Directors.

F. Finance Committee Chair and Vice Chair. The Finance Directors from the City of Fargo
and the City of Grand Forks shall serve as the chair and vice chair of the Finance
Committee on an alternating basis for one (1) calendar year terms. The Finance Director
from the City of Fargo shall serve as the chair for the remainder of the calendar year in
which these bylaws are adopted and for the subsequent calendar year. The Finance
Director for the City of Grand Forks shall serve as the vice chair during that same period.
At the commencement of the following calendar year, the Finance Director for the City
of Grand Forks shall serve as the chair and the Finance Director for the City of Fargo
shall serve as the vice chair, and each position shall thereafter alternate accordingly.

G. Technical Committee. There is hereby created a Technical Committee of LAWA with
the powers and duties set forth in this section.

H. Technical Committee Jurisdiction. The Technical Committee is responsible for making
recommendations to the Board of Directors regarding assessment, design, planning,
construction, and all other technical matters.

1. Technical Committee Membership. The Technical Committee shall consist of:

1. Two (2) individuals from a city with a population greater than forty thousand
(40,000) located east of state highway 1 and north of state highway 200.

2. Three (3) individuals from a city with a population greater than forty thousand
(40,000) located east of state highway 1 and south of state highway 200.

3. Two (2) individuals selected by the Directors.

J. Technical Committee Chair and Vice Chair. The Technical Committee shall select a
chair and vice chair on an annual basis by a majority vote of its members.

SECTION IX — Expenses of Directors.

Reasonable expenses will be reimbursed to Directors as allowed by state law. If the
constituency has an inability to reimburse a Director’s expenses, the Board of Directors may
agree to pay reasonable expenses of a Director upon request.
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SECTION X — Deposits, Funds & Fundraising.

A. Deposits. All funds of LAWA shall be deposited from time to time to the credit of
LAWA in such financial institutions designated as a depository for public funds pursuant
to North Dakota Century Code Chapter 21-04.

B. Gifts. The organization may accept gifts, grants, contributions, or bequest for the general
purpose or any special purpose of the LAWA.

SECTION XI — Financial Records Review.

The financial accounts and transactions of LAWA shall be reviewed biannually by a
Certified Public Accountant or by an internal review committee appointed by the Chair.

SECTION XII — Amendment to Bylaws.

These bylaws may be amended at any regular meeting of the Board of Directors by
a supermajority vote of the Board of Directors, as defined in Section VI.H.5, and voting
required under Section VI.H.6, and only after a second reading of the proposed change.
Proposed amendments to the bylaws must be submitted to the Secretary by a Board of
Directors member at least thirty (30) calendar days prior to the regular meeting at which they
are to be considered for a first reading. Notice of the meeting at which the Board of Directors
will consider this amendment must be mailed by the Secretary to each Director of the Board
of Directors along with a copy of the proposed bylaw amendment at least fifteen (15)
calendar days prior to any regular meeting at which the amendment will be considered.
Alternates will not be allowed to vote on proposed changes to the bylaws.

SECTION XIII — Governing Law

LAWA shall be governed by the laws of the State of North Dakota.
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