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1891 – U.S. Department of Agriculture conducts initial 
investigations on diverting water from the St. Mary River to 
the Milk River.

1902 – Passage of Reclamation Act.

1903 – Congress authorizes construction of the Milk River 
Project.

1905 – Congress authorizes construction of St. Mary 
Diversion Dam and Canal. 

1909 – Boundary Waters Treaty

1916 – Water is diverted through the St. Mary Canal for 
delivery to the Milk River Project.

Project History



St. Mary Rehabilitation Project

Milk River Basin

Courtesy of US Bureau of Reclamation
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Project Area
Blackfeet Reservation, Glacier County MT
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Sherburne Dam
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Swiftcurrent Creek Dike

Swiftcurrent
Creek Dike

St. Mary
Diversion Dam
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Diversion Dam & Headgates
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St. Mary Siphons
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St. Mary River Bridge
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Canal System
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Hall’s Coulee Siphons
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Hydraulic Drop Structures
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Authorized & Incidental Benefits
St. Mary Diversion and Canal

System diverts 160,000 acre-feet per year (average)

Irrigated Agriculture
– Supports 110,306 acres in Milk River Project
– 70% - 90% of irrigation water from Milk River
– Milk River would run dry in 6 of 10 years

Municipal, Residential & Industrial (MR&I)
– ~ 4,664 acre-feet per year (contracted)

– ~ 18,600 people served from Milk River and 
associated aquifers (Duffield, 2006).
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Contemporary Benefits
St. Mary Diversion and Canal

Recreation

Wetlands

Ecosystem Services – instream flows, endangered 
species, fish & wildlife, Bowdoin NWR.

Water Quality

Carriage water – 31,000 acres

Ft. Belknap Compact

Blackfeet Compact

1909 Boundary Waters Treaty – loss of U.S. asset
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Estimated Annual Benefits 
St. Mary Diversion and Canal (million $)

Duffield (2006)
Bureau of Reclamation 

(2004)

Low High

Benefit Category

Agricultural production $7.7 $11.0 $7.7

MR&I $3.3 $5.4 Positive

Recreation $6.0 $12.0 Positive

Wetlands $4.7 $6.9 ----

Total Estimated Annual $21.7 $35.3 $7.7

Ecosystem services Not estimated Positive

Water quality Not estimated Slightly positive

Carriage water Not estimated ----

Ft. Belknap Compact ---- ----

Blackfeet Compact ---- ----

1909 Boundary Waters Treaty ---- ----
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Estimated Annual Benefits 
St. Mary Diversion and Canal

Duffield (2006)
Bureau of Reclamation 

(2004)

Low High

Benefit Category

Agricultural production 35% 31% 100%

MR&I 15% 15% Positive

Recreation 28% 34% Positive

Wetlands 22% 20% ----

Total Estimated Annual 100% 100% 100%

Ecosystem services Not estimated Positive

Water quality Not estimated Slightly positive

Carriage water Not estimated ----

Ft. Belknap Compact ---- ----

Blackfeet Compact ---- ----

1909 Boundary Waters Treaty ---- ----
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Challenge of Aging Infrastructure

$130 - $140 million – Estimated cost to rehabilitate 
the St. Mary Facilities (TD&H 2006).

Milk River Project irrigator’s are required to repay 
full cost of OM&R in the year costs are incurred.

Irrigator’s are subsidizing benefits enjoyed by 
public.

Irrigator’s are willing, but unable, to pay full cost of 
their share in the year costs are incurred.
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Challenge of Aging Infrastructure

Bureau of Reclamation is constrained by OMB 
from taking a leadership role. 

No federal programs exist to assist with capital 
repayment.
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Building Partnerships

Lt. Governor’s Forum, 
Havre, MT  November 18, 2003
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Building Partnerships



St. Mary Rehabilitation Project

Raising Awareness
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Raising Awareness
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Raising Awareness
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Raising Awareness
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2007 Water Resources Development Act

Section 5103 – Authorizes the Army Corps of 
Engineers, in consultation with the Bureau of 
Reclamation, to construct and rehabilitate the St. 
Mary Diversion and Conveyance Works. 

Total authorized project cost is $153 million.

75% federal / 25% non-federal cost share.
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St. Mary Project Cost Share

TOTAL COST SHARE RESPONSIBILITIES
Federal 
Responsibility

$114,750,000 75%

Non-Federal 
Responsibility

$38,250,000 25%

Total 
Authorization $153,000,000 100%

NON-FEDERAL COST SHARE BREAKDOWN
State of Montana $10,000,000 26%
Unresolved Non-
federal Portion

$28,250,000 74%

Total Non-federal $38,250,000 100%

CURRENT ST. MARY REHABILITATION 
COST SHARE ALLOCATION 

($ 153 M illio n in '05 do llars)

Unresolved Non-
federal Port ion, 
$28,250,000

State of  M ontana, 
$10,000,000

Federal 
Responsibility, 
$114,750,000
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Next Steps

Secure FY09 federal appropriations.

Negotiate and sign non-federal sponsorship 
agreement with Army Corps.

Develop Project Management Plan.

Start NEPA compliance activities.

Identify preferred alternative.
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Contributing Partners
Milk River Joint Board of Control

Blackfeet Nation

Fort Belknap Indian Community

Glacier, Hill, Blaine, Phillips and Valley Counties

Communities of Havre, Chinook, Saco, Harlem, and 
Malta

Phillips County Conservation District,

Walleyes Unlimited

Two Rivers Economic Growth

Bear Paw Development Corp.

Individual Irrigators and individuals across the Hi-line

State of Montana



St. Mary Rehabilitation Project

Additional Information

DNRC Contacts
Paul Azevedo
State Coordinator
Ph: 406-444-6635
Email: pazevedo@mt.gov

Mike Dailey
Field Coordinator
Ph: 406-228-2561
Email: mdailey@mt.gov

St. Mary Working Group Web Site
http://www.dnrc.state.mt.us/St_Mary/default.htm

St. Mary Working Group Contact
Larry Mires
Two Rivers Economic Growth
Ph: (406) 263-8402 (cell)
Email: smrwg@nemont.net
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Summary of Local Support

$416,632 in local contributions raised to support the 
efforts of the St. Mary Rehabilitation Working Group 
(as of 12/07).

$156,000 of in-kind contributions in the form of time 
and travel to attend meetings and promote the 
project (as of 10/07).
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