St. Mary Rehabilitation Project

Montana Hydrology Conferénce
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Presentation Outline

¢ Brief History of St. Mary Diversion Facilities

¢+ Description of Project Apeas e T
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Project History

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

¢ 1902 - Passage of Reelamatlon Act. —— B————
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Milk River Basin

5 The St. Mary Supply System and the greater Milk River Project
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Project Area

Blackfeet Reservation, Glacier County MT
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t. Mary Siphons
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St. Mary River Bridge
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Canal System
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Hall’s Coulee Siphons




Hydraulic Drop Structures
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Authorized & Incidental Benefits

St. Mary Diversion and Canal

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

é Irrigated Agriculture
— Supports 110,306 acres in Milk River Project

\ - — 70% - 90% of irrigation water from Milk River
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Contemporary Benefits
St. Mary Diversion and Canal

¢ Recreation
¢ Wetlands —— e SR AR
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Estimated Annual Benefits
St. Mary Diversion and Canal (million $)

Bureau of Reclamation

Duffield (2006)
Low High

(2004)

B ]
Benefit Category k
st suo0
s34
q.ﬂ Recreation $6.0 $12.0 Positive e N
. Wetlands $4.7 $6.9 Y |
Total Estimated Annual $21.7 $35.3 $7.7
;;’.}-:i Ecosystem services Not estimated Positive g
Water quality Not estimated Slightly positive
Carriage water Not estimated
'.;_ Ft. Belknap Compact

| 1909 Bo

| Blackfeet Compact
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Estimated Annual Benefits
St. Mary Diversion and Canal

Bureau of Reclamation
Duffield (2006) (2004)

Low High

| Benefit Category

| Blackfeet Compact

| Recreation 28% 34% Positive
_ Wetlands 22% 20%
Total Estimated Annual 100% 100% 100%
: Ecosystem services Not estimated Positive
o Water quality Not estimated Slightly positive d
Carriage water Not estimated

Ft. Belknap Compact

i 1909 Boundary Waters Treaty
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Challenge of Aging Infrastructure

¢ $130 - $140 million — Estimated cost to rehabllltate :
the St. Mary Facilities (TD&H 2006) g

¢ Milk River Project |rr|ga‘tbr s are requwed to repay B
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Challenge of Aging Infrastructure

¢ Bureau of Reclamation is constramed by OMB

from takmg a Ieadershlp role R o
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Building Partnerships

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




Building Partnerships




Raising Awareness




Raising Awareness
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Raising Awareness

\
Senator Burns e




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 =

‘&“ s *fMary‘Bwersron and an : ; """;eWorks e
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St. Mary Project Cost Share

TOTAL COST SHARE RESPONSIBILITIES — e

i Federal $114,750,000] 75% | ([ CURRENT ST. MARY REHABILITATION
Responsibility e COST SHARE ALLOCATION
Non-Federal ($153 Million in '05 dollars)

- $38,250,000 25% | | Federd
P ReSponS|b|I|ty B Responsibility
=X i;,._‘ Total $ZL‘I.4,750,000’

100%

uthorlzatlon 7 $153 000 000

State of Montana,
$10,000,000

NON FEDERAL COST SHARE BREAKDO W -. .'».“
~ |State of Montana $10,000,000] 26%
$28,250,000|  74%

Unresolved Non-
federal Portion,
$28,250,000

~ |Total Non-federal $38,250,000( 100%
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Next Steps

¢ Secure FYQ09 federal approprlatlons

e e
¢ Negotlate and sign non- federal spopsd“rfshlp -
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Contributing Partners

Milk River Joint Board of Control

Blackfeet Nation

Fort Belknap Indian Community

Glacier, Hill, Blalne Ph||||ps and VaIIey Countles
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Additional Information

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

" DNRC Contacts - St. Mary Work/nq Group Contact
| - Larry Mires

. Paul Azevedo , |
' o S T '_ Two |ver§iEconom|c Growth -
State Coordinator ’Iﬂ 5) 263-8402 (cell)” g R

Ph: 406-444-6635 RP) -

rwg@nemont.net By
Emall pazevedo @ mt gov w i i%ss -

Mlke Dalley i
Field Coordmator
Ph: 406-228-256




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- klnd contrlbutlons In the form of time
- and travel to attend meetrn S and promote the
prOject (as of 10/07) . ) . 72
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