
MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
LONG RANGE PLANNING SUBCOMMITTEE 

50TH LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The meeting of the Long Range Planning Subcommittee was 
called to order by Chairman Rep. Robert Thoft on February 
18, 1987 at 8:00 a.m., in Room 202B of the State Capitol. 

ROLL CALL: All members of the Long Range Planning Subcom
mittee were present except Rep. Donaldson who was excused. 

Tape 80:A:000 

RENEWABLE RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 

Arnold Peterson submitted written testimony (Exhibit #1). 

Executive Session 

Grant #4 Hill County Conservation District: (066) 

Action: Rep. 
recommended. 
no. 

Bardanouve MOVED to APPROVE grant #4 as 
The MOTION CARRIED with Sen. Aklestad voting 

Chairman Thoft said the contingencies are included with the 
approval of projects. 

Grant #17 DNRC - Conservation District Division: (140) 

Action: Rep. Bardanouve MOVED to APPROVE $9,300 for grant 
#17. The MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 

TIMBER STAND IMPROVEMENTS 

Executive Session 

Grant #2 Madison Conservation District: (242) 

Action: Rep. Bardanouve MOVED to APPROVE 
recommended. The MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 

Grant #1 Anaconda - Deer Lodge County: (300) 

grant #2 as 

Action: Rep. Bardanouve MOVED to APPROVE $63,000 for grant 
#1. The MOTION FAILED with Chairman Thoft and Rep. 
Bardanouve voting yes. Sen. Walker MOVED to reconsider 
action on grant #1. The MOTION CARRIED with Sen. Aklestad 
voting no. (517) Sen. Walker MOVED to APPROVE $63,650 for 
grant #1. The MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 
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(80:B:000) 

WATER RESERVATION DEVELOPMENT 

Executive Session 

Grant #2 DNRC Conservation District Division: 

Action: Rep. Bardanouve MOVED to APPROVE $50,000 for grant 
#2. The MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 

WATER DEVELOPMENT 

Executive Session 

Grant #9 Rural Water Users Association: (236) 

Action: 
mended. 

Sen. Aklestad MOVED to APPROVE grant #9 as recom
The MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 

Discussion: Gerald Smith, Rural Water Systems, said he is 
in favor of this project. 

(81:A:000) 

Grant #42 Town of Cascade 
Grant #52 Shelby: 

Action: Sen. Aklestad MOVED to APPROVE grants #42 and #52 
as recommended. The MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 

Caralee Cheney, DNRC, submitted two fact sheets (Exhibit #2, 
#3). (145) 

Sun Prairie Village Water and Sewer Association: 

Action: Rep. Bardanouve MOVED to APPROVE $162,000 for a 
General Obligation loan to the Sun Prairie Village Water and 
Sewer Association. The MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 

Lakeside Water District: 

Action: Rep. Bardanouve MOVED to APPROVE $133,300 for a 
General Obligation loan to the Lakeside Water District. The 
MOTION CARRIED unanimously. 

ADJOURNMENT: There being no further business the Long Range 
Planning Subcommittee adjourned at 9:50 a.m. 

law 
Chairman Rep.~ob Thoft 
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APR.. I rANT NA~: Sun Prairie Village Water and Sewer 

PROJECT/ACTIVITY NAto£: Wastewater Lagoon Dike Repair 

AM)U~ REQUESTED: $162,000 Loan 

OTHER FU~I NG SClJRCES 
AND AM)UNTS: None 

TOTJIl PROJ ECT OOSTS: $162,000 

PROJ ECT OESCR I Pf ION: 
Sun Prairie Village Is a county subdivision located In Cascade County, 

approximate I y 5 miles west of Great Fall s. Sewage treatment for the 290 hanes 
In the subdivision Is provided by a facility consisting of a 2 million gallon 
pr·lmary aerated cell and a 25 mil lion gallon secondary detention cell. 
Wastewater fran the subdivision Is pllllped to the primary cell with overflow 
discharging by gravity Into the secondary cell. Earthen dikes form the 
18-foot deep cells with a common dike located between the primary and 
secondary cell s. 

The earthen embankments form Ing these cell s had become weakened and 
damaged with failure occurring In 1982 and again In 1985. Extensive damage to 
the dike and the adjacent rangeland and farmland resulted. With each failure 
the dl ke was tanporar Ily repal red. The Department of Heal th and Env I rormental 
Sciences, In an April 4,1986 letter, notified the Sun Prairie Village Water 
and Sewer Association that permanent repairs to the dl kes must be made and a 
clv II penal ty of $10,000 must be pal d. 

TEa-tNlCAL ASSESS~NT: 
The Association contracted an engineering firm to conduct an engineering " 

study regarding the wastewater lagoon dl kes, make recanmendatlons for dl ke 
repair, and prepare final engineering plans and specifications for dike 
reconstruction. A subsurface solis Investigation was conducted by a 
geotechnical engineering firm to obtain physical and engineering properties of 
the dike material. The Investigations concluded that the dikes were 
constructed of poor I y compacted, expansive cl ay s. The combl nation of 
construction and materl al has allowed cracks to form and propagate, thus 
weakening the dikes. The lack of Interior erosion protection has resulted In 
serious sloughing of the embankments canpoundlng the situation. 

" 



The recommended measures to correct the exl st I ng embankment probl ems 
Include partial dike reconstruction which entails removing a portion of the 
cross-sect I on of the dl kes and repl acl ng the mater I al In desl gnated I ayers and 
canpactlng each I aVer. The top 8 feet around the I arger secondary cell and 
the top 3 feet around the primary cell woul d be removed and repl aced. lime 
woul d be ml xed I nto the outer one-foot I ayer to form an encapsul atl n9 layer. 
RI prap woul d be pi aced on the I nter I er embankments fer erosion protect I on to 
prevent conti nual slough I ng. These correct Ive meas ures can be Impl emented 
without takl ng the wastewater facIlIty out of serv Ice. 

No other al ternat Ives were I nvestl gated because the reccmnended pi an Is 
technIcally and econanlcally feasIble and properly addresses the problem. 
PrelIminary cost estimates have been developed. The design of all 
Improvements w II I be rev I awed and approved by the Water Qua I Ity Bureau (~B) 
of the Depar1ment of Heal th and Env I ronmental Sci ences prior to startl ng 
construction. The WQB agrees that there Is a need for the project. 

FI NANCI pt ASSESS~NT: 
The total cost of the project Is estimated at $162,000 of which $144,000 

are costs of construction and conti ngencles and the bal ance Is engl neerl ng, 
InspectIon, testing, and financIng. The applIcant requested a loan fer the 
entire anount. The estImated project costs appear to be realistIc and 
reasonabl e and I t appears as though the most cost-ef feet Ive al ternatlve was 
chosen. 

ENV IRON~NTJl ASSESS~NT: 
The onl Y' adverse I mpacts that w II I resul t fran th I s project are those 

mInor, short-term effects typIcally associated wIth munIcIpal utll Ity 
construction projects. The positive effect!> will be long term stebllity of 
the embankments thus el Iml natl ng the potentl al of another dl ke fa II ure and 
consequent discharge of wastewater to the adjacent lands or the Sun River. 

REOOM~NDAT IONS AND caNT INGENCI ES: 
A I can for the total project costs of $162,000 Is recommended contI ngent 

upon ONRC approval of the- project scope of work and budget and on the 
Associ atl on campi etl ng the steps necessary for bond I ssuance. Any reduct Ion 
I n the scope shoul d resul tin a proportIonately small er grant and shoul d not 
affect prIorIty Improvements. The recommendatIons In the geotechnical 
I nvestl gatlon shoul d be foil OIted and the Water Qual I ty Bureau must approve the 
desl gn of the sel ected al ternatlve before DNRC funds w II I be dl spersed. 



APR. I CANT NAt-£: 

PROJ ECT fACT I V ITY NAt.E: 

AMJUNT REQUESTED: 

OltlER FUNDI NG SOORCES 

Lakesl de Water 01 str I ct 

Lakesl de Water Well and Ma In Extensl Qn Pt"ojec:t_ ,1:.-
1

- ___ --

$33,300 Grant----~ "'i¥~-~1.1 
$ 100,000 Loan 

AND AM)UNTS: None 

TOT Pl PROJ ECT mSTS: $133,300 

PROJ ECf LeSCR I pr ION: 
The Lakeside Water District Is located In Flathead County along the west 

shore of Flathead Lake and services approximately 400 area users. The 
existing water system consists of a 200,000 gallon storage tank, two water 
wells producing approximately 120 gallons per minute, and a distribution 
systan consisting of 2" and 4" PVC pipe and 6" AC pipe, fire hydrants, and the 
appurtenant structures. 

The District experiences periodic Inabilities to supply sufficient water 
for domestic needs during July and August each year when users Irrigate lawns 
and gardens and occasslonally exceed the supply. With the anticipated future 
growth of the area the water shortage situation will continue to deteriorate. 

The proposed project wll I drll I another wei I, estimated to produced 150 to 
200 gallons per minute, I n a location different from the present well s and add 
new telemetry. Other wells In this area produce similar capacities and the 
District expects to use this new well as the primary supply while using the 
present wei I s for peak demand. An extension of the 6" water mal n w II I feed 
water from the proposed source Into the storage tank. 

TEQ-INICAL ASSESSt-£NT: 
The District hired a consulting engineering firm to complete a 

"Preliminary Engineering Report for the Lakeside Water District Water Well" 
that Identified the present project, population projections, design flows, and 
the proposed alternative. Since other wells In the vicinity of the proposed 
well have developed capacities In the 150-200 gallon per minute range It Is 
expected that a slm II ar capacl ty can be developed. 

The proposed al ternatlve Is appropr I ate, technl cal I y feasl bl e, and shoul d 
produce the desired results. A detailed construction cost estimate of the 
proposed well has been developed. The Water Quality Bureau of the Department 
of Heal th and Env I rormental Sciences I s aware of the current water shortage 
sl tuatl ons at Lakesl de and agrees with the al ternatlve recommended. Water 
rights and land rights for the well and water main extension will have to be 
obtained prior to construction. 

FINANCIAL ASSESSt.ENT: 
The cost of the project Is estimated at $133,300 of which $119,650 are 

costs of construction and conti ngencles "6nd the bal ance Is engl nearl ng, 
construction Inspection, legal, accounting, and administration. The applicant 
Is requesting a $33,300 grant and a $100,000 loan. The estimated project 
costs appear to be realistic and reasonable and It ~ppears that this Is the 
most cost effect Ive al ter nat Ive. 

There are 130 service connections presently paying an S8.00 per month 
water user fee. The average user's rate wll I Increase to approximately $12.00 
per month with the new ImprCNernents. 



ENV IRONMENTIt. ASSESS~NT: 
The onl y adverse Impacts 

ml nor, short-term effects 
construction projects. 

that w II I resul t fran th I s project are those 
typically associated with municipal utll Ity 

REOOM~NDATIONS AND CONTINGENCIES: 
SI nce I t appears that there w III be a shortage of grant funds avail abl e 

the DNRC recanmends a loan for the total project cost of $133,300 conti ngent 
upon DNRC approval of the project scope of work and budget and on Lakesl de 
canpl etl ng the steps necessary for bond I ssuance. The water rl ghts and I and 
rIghts for the well and main extensIon must be approved prior to 
construction. Any reduction I n the scope shoul d resul tin a proportionately 
smaller grant and shoul d not affect prIorIty Improvanents. The desIgn must be 
approved before DNRC funds w" I be dispersed. 

" 




