
Notice is given to individuals with disabilities that this meeting is being held in a physically accessible 
location.  Please notify the Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources at least 48 hours before the 
meeting if you have a disability for which special arrangements must be made.  The telephone number for 
making arrangements is (605) 773-4216. 
 

 
 
 
 

Board meeting attendees are encouraged to follow appropriate CDC guidelines. If you are not feeling 
well, please stay home and utilize the available livestream or call-in information for the meeting. The 
public may participate in-person, by live audio, or by streaming through a computer or other mobile 

device. The full board packet and directions for access to the meeting and live streaming can be found on 
the South Dakota Boards and Commissions Portal at 

http://boardsandcommissions.sd.gov/Meetings.aspx?BoardID=108 
 

AGENDA 
**Scheduled times are estimates only. Some items may be delayed due to prior scheduled items or may be 

moved up on the agenda.** 
 
September 30, 2021 
1:00 p.m. CT 

1. Call meeting to order and roll call 
2. Approve Agenda 
3. Approve Minutes of June 24, 2021 and August 3, 2021 meetings 
4. Public Comment Period 
5. Public Hearing to Adopt Brownfields Revitalization and Economic Development Program Work Plan 

– Nayyer Syed  
6. Game, Fish and Parks update on Aquatic Invasive Species – John Lott 
7. Amendments to State Water Plan, 2021 Clean Water SRF and 2021 Drinking Water SRF Intended 

Use Plans – Tyler Zettl 
8. Sanitary/Storm Sewer Facilities Funding Applications – Mike Perkovich 

a. Sioux Falls (20)   
9. Solid Waste Management Program Funding Applications – Tyler Zettl 

a. Brookings 
b. Roberts County  

10. Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program Small System Technical Assistance Request for 
Proposals – Mike Perkovich 
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location.  Please notify the Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources at least 48 hours before the 
meeting if you have a disability for which special arrangements must be made.  The telephone number for 
making arrangements is (605) 773-4216. 
 

11. State Fiscal Year 2021 State Revolving Funds Report to the Interim Bond Review Committee – Mike 
Perkovich 

12. Election of Officers  
13. American Rescue Plan Act Discussion – Mike Perkovich/Andy Bruels 
14. November 4, 2021 Meeting 
15. Adjourn 



 

The audio recording for this meeting is available on the South Dakota Boards and Commissions 
Portal at http://boardsandcommissions.sd.gov/Meetings.aspx?BoardID=108. 
 

 
Minutes of the 

Board of Water and Natural Resources 
Matthew Training Center 

523 E. Capitol 
Pierre, SD  

and 
Via Audio/Visual Conference 

 
June 24, 2021 

1:00 p.m. Central Time 
 

CALL TO ORDER:  Chairman Jerry Soholt called the meeting to order.  A quorum was present. 
 
Chairman Soholt announced that the meeting was streaming live on SD.net, a service of South 
Dakota Public Broadcasting.   
 
Chairman Soholt acknowledged former board member Paul Goldhammer’s service on the board.  
Mr. Goldhammer recently passed away. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS PARTICIPATING:  Jerry Soholt, Dr. Paul Gnirk, and Todd Bernhard 
participated in person.  Dr. Kathryn Johnson, Karl Adam, Gene Jones, Jr., and Jackie Lanning 
participated remotely. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT:  None 
 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE:  Representative Mike Weisgram.   
 
OTHERS:  See attached attendance sheet. 
 
APPROVE AGENDA:  Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Bernhard, to approve the agenda.  A roll 
call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously.   
 
APPROVE MINUTES OF MARCH 25, 2021, AND MAY 4, 2021, MEETINGS:  Motion by 
Gnirk, seconded by Bernhard, to approve the minutes of the March 25, 2021, and May 4, 2021, 
Board of Water and Natural Resources meetings.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD:  None. 
 
AMENDMENTS TO THE FY 2019 DRINKING WATER SRF INTENDED USE PLAN:  Tyler 
Zettl reported that the FY 2019 Drinking Water SRF Intended Use Plan was approved by the 
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Board of Water and Natural Resources in November 2018 and amended in March, June, and 
September 2019 and in March 2020. 
 
The state of Wyoming has chosen not to request its 2019 Drinking Water SRF allocation.  EPA 
is reallocating Wyoming’s funds to the other Drinking Water SRF programs throughout the 
nation and, as a result, the South Dakota Drinking Water SRF program is receiving an additional 
$99,000.  This will require an additional $19,800 in state matching funds. 
 
No additional funds are proposed for the Small System Technical Assistance, Administration, 
State Program Management, or Local Assistance set-asides.  All additional funds will be used for 
Drinking Water SRF loans, with up to $54,450 being provided as principal forgiveness. 
 
The 2019 Drinking Water SRF Intended Use Plan must be amended to address these additional 
funds for the program before an application can be submitted to EPA. 
 
Staff recommended that the board approve the proposed amendments to the 2019 Drinking 
Water SRF Intended Use Plan. 
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Jones, to approve the amendments to the 2019 Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund Intended Use Plan.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
AMENDMENTS TO STATE WATER PLAN, 2021 CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING 
FUND INTENDED USE PLAN, AND 2021 DRINKING WATER STATE REVOLVING 
FUND INTENDED USE PLAN 
 
Amendments to State Water Plan 
 
Tyler Zettl reported that water projects which will require state funding or need state support for 
categorical grant or loan funding need to be on the State Water Plan.  The Board of Water and 
Natural Resources annually approves projects for placement onto the State Water Facilities Plan 
and provides for amendments of projects onto the plan on a quarterly basis.  Placement of a 
project on the State Water Plan by the board provides no guarantee of funding.  The projects 
placed on the plan at this meeting will remain on the facilities plan through December 2022.  
 
Projects seeking a Clean Water or Drinking Water State Revolving Fund loan must be included 
on the project priority list of the Intended Use Plan (IUP).  The State Water Plan applications are 
used to determine which projects should be amended onto the State Revolving Fund Project 
Priority Lists. 
 
Seven State Water Plan applications were received by the May 1, 2021, deadline.  As he 
presented the State Water Plan applications, Mr. Zettl identified the projects to be placed on the 
Clean Water SRF and Drinking Water SRF project priority lists. 
 
Box Elder requested placement onto the facilities plan to replace the sewer interceptor line along 
Highway 14/Highway 16 interchange and to install a new sewer interceptor line to serve the land 
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to the east.  The estimated total project cost is $5,800,000.  The project will be placed on the 
Clean Water SRF IUP with 10 priority points and an estimated loan amount of $5,800,000 at 
2.125 percent interest for 30 years. 
 
Brookings requested placement onto the facilities plan to construct a new six MGD lime 
softening water treatment facility and install 28,500 feet of raw water line and 20,000 feet of 
water main. The estimated total project cost is $54,000,000.  The project will be placed on the 
Drinking Water IUP with 58 priority points and an estimated loan amount of $54,000,000 at 
1.875 percent interest for 30 years. 
 
Chamberlain requested placement onto the facilities plan to install a screen on the raw water 
intake and a chemical treatment system at the intake entrance to prevent zebra mussels from 
plugging the intake pipe.  The estimated total project cost is $670,000. the project will be placed 
on the Drinking Water IUP with 28 priority points and an estimated loan amount of $670,000 at 
1.875 percent interest for 30 years. 
 
Hermosa requested placement onto the facilities plan to rehabilitate the existing lagoon system 
and construct a new lagoon cell.  The estimated total project cost is $3,531,727. The project will 
be placed on the Clean Water IUP with nine priority points and an estimated loan amount of 
$3,531,727 at 2.125 percent interest for 30 years. 
 
Kimball requested placement onto the facilities plan to replace approximately 1,800 feet of 
sanitary sewer around the I-90/Highway 45 interchange.  The estimated total project cost is 
$978,471.  The project will be placed on the Clean Water IUP with eight priority points and an 
estimated loan amount of $978,471 at 2.125 percent interest for 30 years. 
 
Meadow Crest Sanitary District requested placement onto the facilities plan to drill a new 
well.  The estimated total project cost is $514,000.  The project will be placed on the Drinking 
Water IUP with 17 priority points and an estimated loan amount of $514,000 at 1.875 percent 
interest for 30 years. 
 
Perkins County Rural Water System requested placement onto the facilities plan to construct 
two new water towers to provide sufficient pressure during peak times and provide adequate 
storage.  The estimated total project cost is $4,106,500.  The project will be placed on the 
Drinking Water IUP with 96 priority points and an estimated loan amount of $4,106,500 at 1.625 
percent interest for 30 years. 
 
Staff recommended that all seven projects be amended on to the facilities plan. 
 
Motion by Johnson, seconded by Gnirk, to amend the seven projects onto the State Water 
Facilities Plan.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously. 
 
Amendments to the 2021 Clean Water SRF IUP 
 
Staff recommended that the board approve the addition of the Box Elder, Hermosa, and Kimball 
projects onto the Project Priority list of the Clean Water SRF IUP.   
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Motion by Bernhard, seconded by Gnirk, to approve the addition of Box Elder, Hermosa, and 
Kimball onto the Clean Water SRF Intended Use Plan Project Priority List.  A roll call vote was 
taken, and the motion carried unanimously.   
 
Amendments to the 2021 Drinking Water SRF IUP 
 
Staff recommended that the board approve the addition of the Brookings, Chamberlain, Meadow 
Crest Sanitary District, and Perkins County Rural Water System projects onto the Project Priority 
list of the Drinking Water SRF IUP.   
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Adam, to approve the addition of Brookings, Chamberlain, 
Meadow Crest Sanitary District, and Perkins County Rural Water System onto the Drinking 
Water SRF Intended Use Plan Project Priority list.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion 
carried unanimously.   
 
AVAILABLE FUNDING:  Mike Perkovich reviewed available funds for the Consolidated 
Water Facilities Construction Program, Drinking Water SRF Loans, Drinking Water SRF 
Principal Forgiveness, Clean Water SRF Water Quality Grants, Clean Water SRF loans, and 
Clean Water SRF Principal Forgiveness. 
 
SANITARY/STORM SEWER FACILITIES FUNDING APPLICATIONS:  Mr. Perkovich 
presented the sanitary/storm sewer facilities applications and staff recommendations for funding. 
 
Lennox requested funding to replace four blocks of aging and deteriorated storm and sanitary 
sewer infrastructure on Boynton Avenue from SD Highway 17 to Juniper Street.  This involves 
approximately 2,300 feet of storm sewer and 2,000 feet of sanitary sewer. 
 
Lennox anticipates bidding the project in March 2022 with project completion in November 
2022. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $2,809,000, and the amount requested is $2,809,000. 
 
Lennox has a flat rate of $58.92. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a $2,299,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 2.125 percent interest for 
30 years and awarding a Consolidated grant for 18.2 percent of eligible costs not to exceed 
$510,000. 
 
The city has pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  The surcharge required for 
repayment of the loan is $9.25.  Staff analysis indicates that by restructuring rates the current 
rates are sufficient for debt repayment and to operate the system. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at a 
level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
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Staff also recommended a Special Condition to the Consolidated Grant stating that grant funds 
will be drawn concurrently with the Clean Water State Revolving Fund loan awarded for this 
project. 
 
Motion by Bernhard, seconded by Gnirk, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-65 approving a Clean 
Water State Revolving Fund loan up to a maximum committed amount of $2,299,000 at 2.125 
percent interest for 30 years to the city of Lennox for Boynton Avenue sanitary and storm sewer 
improvements, and authorizing the execution of the loan agreement, the acceptance of the Local 
Obligation, the assignment of the Local Obligation to the Trustee, and the execution and delivery 
of such other documents and the performance of all acts necessary to effectuate the loan 
approved in accordance with all terms as set forth in the Indenture of Trust, contingent upon the 
borrower adopting a bond resolution and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon 
the borrower establishing a surcharge at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage, 
and Resolution No. 2021-66 approving a South Dakota Consolidated Water Facilities 
Construction Program grant agreement for the city of Lennox for up to 18.2 percent of eligible 
costs not to exceed $510,000 for Boynton Avenue sanitary and storm sewer improvements with 
the special condition that grant funds will be drawn concurrently with the Clean Water State 
Revolving Fund loan awarded for this project.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried 
unanimously.   
 
Canistota requested funding to replace approximately 2,700 feet of sanitary sewer lines and to 
install approximately 2,700 feet of new storm sewer.   
 
The city anticipates bidding the project in January 2022 with project completion in October 
2022. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $1,758,000, and the amount requested is $1,758,000. 
 
Rates in Canistota are $36.57 based on 5,000 gallons usage. 
 
Mr. Perkovich noted that Canistota has also applied for a Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) for this project and for the water line replacement project, which was presented later in 
the meeting. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a $1,758,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 2.125 percent interest for 
30 years.  
 
The city has pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  The surcharge required for 
repayment of the loan is $23.50.  Staff analysis indicates that by restructuring rates, rates of 
approximately $51.00 would be sufficient for debt service and to operate the system if the CDBG 
grant is denied. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at a 
level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
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Darin Nugteren, city of Canistota utility manager, thanked the board for consideration of funding 
for the project. 
 
Motion by Lanning, seconded by Johnson, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-67 approving a Clean 
Water State Revolving Fund loan up to a maximum committed amount of $1,758,000 at 2.125 
percent interest for 30 years to the city of Canistota for sanitary and storm sewer improvements, 
and authorizing the execution of the loan agreement, the acceptance of the Local Obligation, the 
assignment of the Local Obligation to the Trustee, and the execution and delivery of such other 
documents and the performance of all acts necessary to effectuate the loan approved in 
accordance with all terms as set forth in the Indenture of Trust, contingent upon the borrower 
adopting a bond resolution and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the 
borrower establishing a surcharge at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage.  A 
roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously. 
 
Crooks requested funding to construct two new lift stations to replace an existing lift station that 
experiences surcharges during wet weather events.  The project will also involve installing 
approximately 5,000 feet of force main and gravity sewer, which will allow an area south of the 
city to be developed. 
 
The city anticipates bidding the project later this summer with project completion in the summer 
of 2022. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $1,823,000, and the amount requested is $1,823,000. 
 
Current rates in Crooks are $56.25 based on 5,000 gallons usage. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a $1,173,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 2.125 percent interest for 
30 years and awarding a Consolidated grant for 35.7 percent of eligible costs not to exceed 
$650,000.  
 
Crooks has pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  The surcharge required for 
repayment of the loan is $9.20.  Staff analysis indicates that by restructuring rates, the current 
rates are sufficient for debt service and to operate the system. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective; and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at 
a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
 
Staff also recommended a Special Condition to the Consolidated Grant stating that grant funds 
will be drawn concurrently with the Clean Water State Revolving Fund loan awarded for this 
project. 
 
Jesse Morris, DGR Engineering, thanked the board for consideration of funding for the project. 
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Motion by Adam, seconded by Jones, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-68 approving a Clean Water 
State Revolving Fund loan up to a maximum committed amount of $1,173,000 at 2.125 percent 
interest for 30 years to the city of Crooks for sanitary sewer expansion and lift stations, and 
authorizing the execution of the loan agreement, the acceptance of the Local Obligation, the 
assignment of the Local Obligation to the Trustee, and the execution and delivery of such other 
documents and the performance of all acts necessary to effectuate the loan approved in 
accordance with all terms as set forth in the Indenture of Trust, contingent upon the borrower 
adopting a bond resolution and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the 
borrower establishing a surcharge at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage, and 
Resolution No. 2021-69 approving a South Dakota Consolidated Water Facilities Construction 
Program grant agreement for the city of Crooks for up to 35.7 percent of eligible costs not to 
exceed $650,000 for sanitary sewer expansion and lift stations with the special condition that 
grant funds will be drawn concurrently with the Clean Water State Revolving Fund loan awarded 
for this project.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously.   
 
Salem requested funding to make improvements to its storm sewer system by replacing a rock 
archway with reinforced concrete pipe and replacing approximately 650 feet of undersized storm 
sewer pipe. 
 
The city anticipates bidding the project in the summer of 2021 with project completion in 
December 2021. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $847,000, and the amount requested is $847,000. 
 
Salem has a $5.00 per month storm water fee.   
 
Staff recommended awarding an $847,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 2.125 percent interest for 30 
years.  
 
The city has pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  A $5.30 per month 
surcharge is required for repayment of the loan, which will require the storm sewer fee to be 
increased.  All or part of the $5.00 currently being collected could be dedicated to the surcharge. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at a 
level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
 
Lori Heumiller, Salem finance officer, thanked the board for consideration of funding for the 
project.   
 
Jake Morris, DGR, and Mr. Perkovich answered questions from the board. 
 
Motion by Lanning, seconded by Jones, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-70 approving a Clean 
Water State Revolving Fund loan up to a maximum committed amount of $847,000 at 2.125 
percent interest for 30 years to the city of Salem for sanitary sewer improvements, and 
authorizing the execution of the loan agreement, the acceptance of the Local Obligation, the 
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assignment of the Local Obligation to the Trustee, and the execution and delivery of such other 
documents and the performance of all acts necessary to effectuate the loan approved in 
accordance with all terms as set forth in the Indenture of Trust, contingent upon the borrower 
adopting a bond resolution and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the 
borrower establishing a surcharge at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage.  A 
roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously. 
 
DRINKING WATER FACILITIES FUNDING APPLICATIONS:  Andy Bruels presented the 
applications and the staff recommendations for funding. 
 
Lennox requested funding to replace aging and deteriorated water mains to add looping and 
correct shallow burial depths.  The portion of the system addressed in this project includes four 
blocks of Boynton Avenue from SD Highway 17 to Juniper Street.  Approximately 2,000 feet of 
water main will be replaced.  This project will be done in conjunction with the sanitary storm 
sewer project.   
 
The city anticipates bidding the project in March 2022 with project completion in November 
2022. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $868,000, and the amount requested is $868,000. 
 
Rates in Lennox are $54.23 per 5,000 gallons. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a $868,000 Drinking Water SRF loan at 1.875 percent interest for 
30 years. 
 
The city has pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  The surcharge required for 
repayment of the loan is $3.20.  Staff analysis indicates that by restructuring rates, the current 
rates are sufficient for debt service and to operate the system. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at a 
level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
 
Mitch Mergen, Stockwell Engineering, thanked the board for consideration of funding for this 
project.  Mr. Mergen and Mr. Bruels answered questions from the board. 
 
Motion by Bernhard, seconded by Adam, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-71 approving a 
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund loan up to a maximum committed amount of $868,000 at 
1.875 percent interest for 30 years to city of Lennox for Boynton Avenue water main 
improvements, and authorizing the execution of the loan agreement, the acceptance of the Local 
Obligation, the assignment of the Local Obligation to the Trustee, and the execution and delivery 
of such other documents and the performance of all acts necessary to effectuate the loan 
approved in accordance with all terms as set forth in the Indenture of Trust, contingent upon the 
borrower adopting a bond resolution and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon 
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the borrower establishing a surcharge at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage.  
A roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously.   
 
Canistota requested funding to replace approximately 2,100 feet of aged 4-inch water main with 
8-inch PVC pipe.  The improvements will increase distribution capacity and will bring the 
system into compliance with current design standards.  The project area follows 5th Avenue and 
Pine Street then extends south. 
 
Canistota anticipates bidding the project in January 2022 with project completion in October 
2022. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $667,000, and the amount requested is $667,000.  The city 
has also applied for a CDBG, which, if awarded, would reduce the amount of the SRF loan. 
 
Rates in Canistota are $53.98 per 5,000 gallons. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a $667,000 Drinking Water SRF loan at 1.875 percent interest for 
30 years. 
 
The city has pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  The surcharge required for 
repayment of the loan is $8.65.  Staff analysis indicates that by restructuring rates, the current 
rates are sufficient for debt service and to operate the system regardless of receipt of the CDBG 
grant. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at a 
level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
 
Darin Nugteren, Canistota utilities manager, thanked the board for consideration of funding for 
the project.  Mr. Bruels answered questions from the board regarding contingencies that are built 
into the funding estimate for projects in general.   
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Jones, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-72 approving a Drinking 
Water State Revolving Fund loan up to a maximum committed amount of $667,000 at 1.875 
percent interest for 30 years to city of Canistota for water main improvements, and authorizing 
the execution of the loan agreement, the acceptance of the Local Obligation, the assignment of 
the Local Obligation to the Trustee, and the execution and delivery of such other documents and 
the performance of all acts necessary to effectuate the loan approved in accordance with all terms 
as set forth in the Indenture of Trust, contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution 
and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge 
at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage.  A roll call vote was taken, and the 
motion carried unanimously.   
 
Mitchell requested funding for improvements to its west water tower and its valve vault.  The 
primary work will consist of re-coating the exterior, repairing coatings inside the dry portions of 
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the tower, installing a tank mixing system, and replacing valves and small amounts of process 
piping in the tower’s valve vault. 
 
The city anticipates bidding the project in August 2021 with project completion in October 2022. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $1,175,000, and the amount requested is $1,175,000. 
 
Rates in Mitchell are $36.88 per 5,000 gallons. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a $1,175,000 Drinking Water SRF loan at 1.875 percent interest 
for 30 years.  
 
The city has pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  The surcharge required for 
repayment of the loan is $0.85, bringing overall rates to $37.73. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at a 
level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
 
Camden Hofer, SPN, answered questions from the board.   
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Jones, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-73 approving a Drinking 
Water State Revolving Fund loan up to a maximum committed amount of $1,175,000 at 1.875 
percent interest for 30 years to city of Mitchell for the west water tower rehabilitation project, 
and authorizing the execution of the loan agreement, the acceptance of the Local Obligation, the 
assignment of the Local Obligation to the Trustee, and the execution and delivery of such other 
documents and the performance of all acts necessary to effectuate the loan approved in 
accordance with all terms as set forth in the Indenture of Trust, contingent upon the borrower 
adopting a bond resolution and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the 
borrower establishing a surcharge at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage.  A 
roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried with Adam, Bernhard, Gnirk, Johnson, Lanning, 
and Soholt voting aye.  Jones abstained.   
 
SMALL WATER FACILITIES FUNDING APPLICATION:  Mr. Bruels presented the 
application and staff recommendation for funding.   
 
Canova requested funding for improvements to its existing water storage and treatment facilities 
to improve water quality and safety.  The water tower riser pipe and elbow are failing and need 
replacement.  Improvements at the treatment facility will include building updates, filter cleaning 
and media replacement, and piping modifications at the potassium permanganate injection 
location. 
 
Canova anticipates bidding the project in October 2021 with project completion in May 2022. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $190,000, and the amount requested is $190,000. 
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Rates in Canova are $34.50 per 5,000 gallons. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a $140,000 Consolidated loan at 2.125 percent interest for 30 years 
and awarding a consolidated grant at 26.4 percent of the total project cost not to exceed $50,000. 
 
Canova pledged a project surcharge for repayment of the loan.  A surcharge of $9.80 is required 
to provide the 100 percent debt coverage requirement for a consolidated loan.  Staff analysis 
shows the town has been operating the water utility at a loss for the past several years, and the 
application shows the town operating at a loss going forward.  Staff believes that with the 
recommended funding package, overall rates of approximately $55.00 would be needed for debt 
service and to operate the system. 
 
Staff recommended the loan being contingent upon the borrower adopting a bond resolution and 
the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower establishing a surcharge at a 
level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage. 
 
Megan Gassman, Canova finance officer, and Jake Morris, DGR, discussed the project and 
answered questions from the board. 
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Johnson, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-74 approving a South 
Dakota Consolidated Water Facilities Construction Program revenue obligation loan up to a 
maximum committed amount of $140,000 at 2.125 percent interest for 30 years to the town of 
Canova for water storage and treatment improvements, contingent upon the borrower adopting a 
bond resolution and the resolution becoming effective and contingent upon the borrower 
establishing a surcharge at a level sufficient to provide the required debt coverage, and to adopt 
Resolution No. 2021-75 approving a South Dakota Consolidated Water Facilities Construction 
Program grant agreement for the town of Canova for up to 26.4 percent of eligible costs not to 
exceed $50,000 for water storage and treatment improvements.  A roll call vote was taken, and 
the motion carried with Adam, Bernhard, Gnirk, Johnson, Lanning, and Soholt voting aye.  Jones 
abstained.   
 
Mr. Bruels provided a recap of available funds for the next funding round. 
 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM FUNDING APPLICATIONS:  Tyler Zettl 
provided an overview of available funds.   
 
Mr. Zettl presented the applications and staff recommendations for funding.   
 
Custer Fall River Regional Waste Management District requested funding for a landfill cell 
closure and drainage improvements project.  The proposed project will entail constructing a final 
cover over the Phase II municipal solid waste landfill cell and implementing stormwater drainage 
improvements around the rubble site and white goods areas.  
 
Custer Fall River Regional Waste Management District anticipates bidding the project in the 
summer of 2021 with project completion in November 2021. 
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The estimated total project amount is $393,500, and the amount requested is $78,700. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a Solid Waste Management Program grant at 17.8 percent of 
eligible project costs not to exceed $70,000.  
 
Mr. Zettl noted that for landfill projects and equipment purchases, grant awards have historically 
been between 15-25 percent of total project costs.  Custer-Fall River Waste Management District 
indicated they are not interested in a Solid Waste Management Program loan to fund the 
remainder of the project costs. 
 
Motion by Johnson, seconded by Jones, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-76 approving a South 
Dakota Solid Waste Management Program grant agreement for the Custer Fall River Regional 
Waste Management District for up to 17.8 percent of eligible costs not to exceed $70,000 for 
landfill cell closure and drainage improvements.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion 
carried unanimously.   
 
Rapid City requested funding for a berm and litter control project.  The project entails 
constructing an earthen perimeter berm along the northern limits of Cell 18 and installing litter 
control netting to prevent windblown litter from exiting the landfill.  
 
Rapid City anticipates bidding the project in the summer of 2021 with project completion in the 
winter of 2021. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $1,378,700, and the amount requested is $275,600. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a Solid Waste Management Program grant at 20.0 percent of 
eligible project costs not to exceed $275,600.  
 
Mr. Zettl stated that for landfill projects and equipment purchases, grant awards have historically 
been between 15-25 percent of total project costs.  Rapid City indicated they are not interested in 
a Solid Waste Management Program loan to fund the remainder of the project costs. 
 
Eddie Lopez and Stacey Titus, engineers with the city of Rapid City, discussed the project and 
answered questions from the board.   
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Adam, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-77 approving a South 
Dakota Solid Waste Management Program grant agreement for the city of Rapid City for up to 
20.0 percent of eligible costs not to exceed $275,600 for a berm and litter control project.  A roll 
call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously.   
 
South Eastern Council of Local Governments (SECOG) requested funding to pass through to 
the South Eastern Development Foundation to recapitalize its revolving loan fund program.  This 
program assists with economic development and makes loans to for-profit entities that request 
assistance for eligible projects that advance South Dakota’s Solid Waste Hierarchy. 
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Since 2010, SECOG has used previous Solid Waste Management Program grants and other 
funding to leverage approximately $22,500,000 in total funding and the creation and retention of 
65 jobs in the solid waste industry.  The funding is available to eligible entities in SECOG’s 
region, which includes Clay, Lincoln, McCook, Minnehaha, Turner, and Union counties. 
 
Since 2010, the board has awarded $2,345,000 to SECOG for these projects. 
 
The estimated total project amount is $625,000, and the amount requested is $500,000. 
 
Staff recommended awarding a Solid Waste Management Program grant at 80.0 percent of the 
total project cost not to exceed $500,000.   
 
Mr. Zettl noted that historically, the Board of Water and Natural Resources has awarded 80 
percent grants to the South Eastern Council of Governments for this type of pass-through project. 
 
Mr. Bruels answered questions from the board regarding the Solid Waste Management Hierarchy 
and the SECOG revolving loan program. 
 
Motion by Johnson, seconded by Adam, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-78 approving a South 
Dakota Solid Waste Management Program grant agreement for South Eastern Council of 
Governments for up to 80.0 percent of eligible costs not to exceed $500,000 for the Regional 
Revolving Loan Fund Recapitalization project.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion 
carried unanimously.   
 
Mr. Zettl provided a recap of available funds. 
 
PLANNING DISTRICT JOIT POWERS AGREEMENT CONTRACTS:  Stephanie Riggle 
reported that the board has contracted with the planning districts to assist entities with State 
Revolving Fund (SRF) applications and administration since 2005 and with Davis-Bacon 
monitoring since 2009.  Pursuant to Intended Use Plans and Omnibus bills, the board has 
allocated funds to each of the planning districts to continue to provide this assistance to 
recipients of SRF funding. 
 
The agreements limit the SRF application/administration reimbursement rate to $10,500 per loan 
application, subject to three installment payments: (1) approval of loan by BWNR, (2) first 
disbursement of funds to borrower, and (3) final disbursement of funds to borrower.   
 
The agreements limit the Davis-Bacon reimbursement rate to $1,600 per loan application subject 
to two installment payments: (1) first disbursement of funds to borrower and (2) upon receipt of 
the contractor’s payrolls and employee interviews.  Davis-Bacon monitoring payments are made 
to the planning districts only if no Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) has been 
awarded for the project, because the planning districts are already required to perform that 
monitoring for CDBG recipients. 
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Staff proposed to enter into a five-year Joint Powers Agreements contract with each of the 
planning districts for SRF application and administration and Davis-Bacon monitoring in the 
following amounts: 
 
Black Hills Council of Local Governments $240,000 
Central South Dakota Enhancement District $110,000 
First District Assn of Local Governments $250,000 
Northeast Council of Governments  $300,000 
South Eastern Council of Governments $725,000 
Planning and Development District III $250,000 
 
Staff recommended board approval of the Joint Powers Agreements with the planning districts 
for SRF loan application and administration and Davis-Bacon monitoring. 
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Jones, to adopt the following resolutions: 
 
Resolution No. 2021-79 approving a Joint Powers Agreement for the preparation of applications 
and the administration of SRF loans and for the completion of Davis-Bacon wage rate 
verification and certification between the state and Black Hills Council of Local Governments 
in an amount not to exceed $240,000, and authorizing the chairman of the Board of Water and 
Natural Resources to execute the agreement; Resolution No. 2021-80 approving a Joint Powers 
Agreement for the preparation of applications and the administration of SRF loans and for the 
completion of Davis-Bacon wage rate verification and certification between the state and 
Central South Dakota Enhancement District in an amount not to exceed $110,000, and 
authorizing the chairman of the Board of Water and Natural Resources to execute the agreement; 
Resolution No. 2021-81 approving a Joint Powers Agreement for the preparation of applications 
and the administration of SRF loans and for the completion of Davis-Bacon wage rate 
verification and certification between the state and First District Association of Local 
Governments in an amount not to exceed $250,000, and authorizing the chairman of the Board 
of Water and Natural Resources to execute the agreement; Resolution No. 2021-82 approving a 
Joint Powers Agreement for the preparation of applications and the administration of SRF loans 
and for the completion of Davis-Bacon wage rate verification and certification between the state 
and Northeast Council of Governments in an amount not to exceed $300,000, and authorizing 
the chairman of the Board of Water and Natural Resources to execute the agreement; Resolution 
No. 2021-83 approving a Joint Powers Agreement for the preparation of applications and the 
administration of SRF loans and for the completion of Davis-Bacon wage rate verification and 
certification between the state and South Eastern Council of Governments in an amount not to 
exceed $725,000, and authorizing the chairman of the Board of Water and Natural Resources to 
execute the agreement; and Resolution No. 2021-84 approving a Joint Powers Agreement for the 
preparation of applications and the administration of SRF loans and for the completion of Davis-
Bacon wage rate verification and certification between the state and Planning and Development 
District III in an amount not to exceed $250,000, and authorizing the chairman of the Board of 
Water and Natural Resources to execute the agreement.   
 
A roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously. 
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SRF FINANCIAL ADVISOR CONTRACT:  Mr. Perkovich reported that the contract with PFM 
Financial Management to serve as the Conservancy District’s financial advisor expires on June 
30, 2021.   
 
At the March 2021 meeting, the board approved the release of a Request for Proposals (RFP) to 
Serve as Financial Advisor for the State Revolving Fund Programs.  The RFP was released on 
March 29, 2021, and proposals were due on May 7, 2021.   
 
PFM Financial Management was the only firm to submit a proposal to serve as the SRF financial 
advisor.   
 
With assistance from the Office of the Attorney General, a contract for financial advisor services 
was prepared, and it has been reviewed by PFM and DANR.  The contract period is from July 1, 
2021 to June 30, 2025. 
 
Staff recommended the board adopt a resolution authorizing the execution of the financial 
advisor contract with PFM Financial Management. 
 
Mr. Perkovich and Mr. Ruhnke answered questions from the board. 
 
Motion by Bernhard, seconded by Gnirk, to adopt Resolution No. 2021-85 which approves 
entering into a contract with PFM Financial Advisors LLC, to serve as financial advisor to the 
South Dakota Conservancy District for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving 
Fund Programs and authorizing the chairman of the board of Water and Natural Resources to 
execute the consultant contract.  A roll call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously.   
 
BRANT LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT INTERCREDITOR AGREEMENT:  Ms. Riggle 
reported that the Brant Lake Sanitary District is preparing to finance a new loan with USDA 
Rural Electric Services to pay off a recent judgement.  DANR received a letter requesting the 
Conservancy District agree to parity with the new loan.  
 
Staff recommended that the board authorize the chairman to execute the Intercreditor 
Agreement. 
 
Motion by Adam, seconded by Bernhard, to authorize the chairman of the Board of Water and 
Natural Resources to execute the Intercreditor Agreement.  A roll call vote was taken, and the 
motion carried unanimously.   
 
SEPTEMBER BOARD MEETING:  The next meeting is scheduled for September 29-30, 2021.  
Mr. Perkovich discussed possible agenda items for that meeting.   
 
Mr. Perkovich announced the Dr. Kathryn Johnson had submitted her resignation from the board 
effective June 30, 2021.  He thanked Dr. Johnson for her time on the board.   
 
Dr. Johnson stated that she has enjoyed her time on the board. 
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Chairman Soholt thanked Dr. Johnson for serving on the board. 
 
Mr. Perkovich acknowledged Representative Mike Weisgram’s presence at the meeting.  
Representative Weisgram is a member of the Legislative Oversight Committee.   
 
ADJOURN:  Motion by Bernhard, seconded by Johnson, to adjourn.  Chairman Soholt declared 
the meeting adjourned. 
 
Approved this ____ day of September 2021. 
 
 
(SEAL)          
      Chairman, Board of Water and  

   Natural Resources 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
     
Secretary, Board of Water and 
   Natural Resources 



 

The audio recording for this meeting is available on the South Dakota Boards and Commissions 
Portal at http://boardsandcommissions.sd.gov/Meetings.aspx?BoardIDis108 
 

 
Minutes of the 

Board of Water and Natural Resources 
Telephone Conference Call Meeting 

 
August 3, 2021 

2:00 p.m. Central Time 
 
 
CALL MEETING TO ORDER:  Chairman Jerry Soholt called the meeting to order.  The roll 
was called, and a quorum was present. 
 
Chairman Soholt announced that the meeting was streaming live on SD.net, a service of South 
Dakota Public Broadcasting.   
 
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:  Jerry Soholt, Todd Bernhard, Paul Gnirk, and Jackie Lanning. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT:  Karl Adam and Gene Jones, Jr. 
 
APPROVE AGENDA:  Motion by Bernhard, seconded by Gnirk, to approve the agenda.  A roll 
call vote was taken, and the motion carried unanimously. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD:  There were no public comments. 
 
BRANT LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT INTERCREDITOR AGREEMENT:  Stephanie Riggle 
reported that on June 24, 2021, the Board of Water and Natural Resources approved an 
intercreditor agreement between Brant Lake Sanitary District, USDA Rural Electric Services, 
and the South Dakota Conservancy District.  
 
Brant Lake Sanitary District has found a better rate and term with First Premier Bank to pay off 
the sanitary district’s judgement and has requested that the Conservancy District agree to parity 
with the new lender.  
 
Staff recommended that the board authorize the chairman to execute the Intercreditor 
Agreement. 
 
Motion by Gnirk, seconded by Bernhard, to authorize the chairman of the Board of Water and 
Natural Resources to execute the Intercreditor Agreement between Brant Lake Sanitary District, 
First Premier Bank, and the South Dakota Conservancy District.  A roll call vote was taken, and 
the motion carried unanimously.   
 
 
 

http://boardsandcommissions.sd.gov/Meetings.aspx?BoardID=108
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ADJOURN:  Motion by Lanning, seconded by Gnirk, to adjourn the meeting.  Motion carried. 
 
 
Approved on September ____, 2021. 
 
 
(SEAL)      
           
      Chairman, Board of Water  

and Natural Resources 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
     
Secretary, Board of Water 
 and Natural Resources 
 



   September 30, 2021 
Item 5 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TITLE: Public Hearing to Adopt Brownfields Revitalization and Economic 

Development Program Work Plan 
  
EXPLANATION: In accordance with ARSD 74:05:12:02, the Board of Water and Natural 

Resources adopts the annual work plan including a list of projects being 
funded this year.   
 

  
RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

Adoption of FFY 2022 Brownfields Work Plan 

 
CONTACT: 

 
Nayyer Syed, 773-5058 
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SOUTH DAKOTA 
BROWNFIELDS REVITALIZATION AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

PROGRAM 
FY 2022 WORK PLAN 

 
INTRODUCTION 

 
The state of South Dakota proposes to adopt the following Work Plan for federal fiscal year 2022 as 
required under ARSD 74:05:12:02. The primary purpose of the Work Plan is to identify proposed 
annual Brownfields projects to be funded through the Brownfields Revolving Loan Subfund and 
Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup Subfund and amounts available to fund such projects.  The 
Board of Water and Natural Resource’s intent to adopt the Work Plan has been publicly noticed in 
three state papers: Rapid City Journal, American News - Aberdeen, and Capital Journal-Pierre.  
Copies of the Work Plan have been provided to those parties requesting a copy. This Work Plan 
reflects the results of the public’s review. 

 
The Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources (DANR) currently has no funds 
available to capitalize the revolving loan fund. 

 
DANR does however have limited funding for the Assessment and Cleanup Subfund.  These funds 
will be used by DANR to hire contractors to perform assessment and cleanup work on eligible 
Brownfields sites.  The work plan provides a list of projects and the work that is being performed on 
each project by DANR.  In addition, DANR may supplement Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup 
funds with other available funds such as Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Trust Funds 
and other appropriate funds.  DANR estimates that $100,000 in LUST Trust funds will be used 
through the Assessment and Cleanup Subfund on LUST eligible activities at Brownfields sites in 
calendar years 2022-2023.  These funds will be used to assess and cleanup petroleum contaminated 
properties that meet the requirements of both the Brownfields Program and the Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank Program. 

 
 
WORK PLAN ELEMENTS: 

 
1. Information on the Assessment and Cleanup Subfund. 

 
2. Inventory of the Brownfields Sites. 

 
3. Board approval of the annual work plan. 

 
4. Table 1 - List of projects being assessed or cleaned up using the Brownfields Assessment and 

Cleanup Subfund. 
 

5. Public Review and Comment. 
 
6. Information on the Brownfields Revolving Loan Subfund. 
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  Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup Subfund 
 
DANR has received funds from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for the development 
and enhancement of a state Brownfields program.  DANR has the ability to use a portion of these 
funds (up to 50%) to perform assessment and cleanup activities at eligible Brownfields sites. 

 
DANR has been using these funds to assist eligible entities with work to assist in the 
redevelopment of Brownfields sites.  Table 1 lists projects that have been funded or are being 
funded with Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup sub-funds.  Each year DANR prepares a work 
plan and budget which is submitted to EPA.  Funding to the states fluctuates each year and is not 
guaranteed.  For federal fiscal year 2022, DANR has received $506,800 in funds for the 
Brownfields Program.  EPA limited state’s ability to apply for additional funds based on the 
amount of unexpended funds that each state has remaining.  DANR will prioritize the work that is 
performed in the next year to ensure that remaining funds are used to complete the projects that are 
already in progress.  Table 1 contains a list of qualifying projects where assessment and cleanup 
actions are currently being conducted. 

 
DANR currently has selected projects based on the qualifying applicant/project, availability of 
funds, environmental merits of the project, and public benefit.  All projects have been funded based 
on a first come basis.  Due to the increased awareness of the program and the limited funds 
available, DANR will prioritize assessment activities over cleanup activities.  Property held by 
public entities (cities or counties) or non-profit organizations will receive priority over privately 
held properties.  Assessment work will only be performed on privately owned property if the 
project can be shown to provide a significant public benefit to the community.  If funds are 
available, cleanup activities will be performed on those projects where the cleanup provides a clear 
public benefit and provides significant protection to human health or the environment. 

 
DANR typically hires a contractor to perform the necessary work.  DANR can contract or grant 
funds directly with a City or County to fund assessment and cleanup activities under certain 
circumstances. 

 
To be eligible for Assessment or Cleanup assistance from DANR, the following must occur: 

• Assessment and Cleanup funds must be available 
• An application must be submitted to DANR. 
• DANR must review the application and determine that both the project and the applicant 

are eligible to receive funding under the federal act. 
• The applicant must have a letter of support from the Mayor or City Commission or, if the 

site is located in a rural area, the County Commission. 
• EPA must approve of each applicant, project, and the work plans for each phase of the work 

performed if the property is owned by the State of South Dakota. 
• DANR must meet or have a conference call with the applicant to discuss the work 

needed and to discuss prospective redevelopment plans. 
• DANR and its designees must have access to the property to perform the necessary work. 
• The work plan and budget for each project must be approved and signed by the Secretary of 

the Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources, or the Secretary’s designee. 
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• The applicant must agree to comply with the cleanup requirements of the DANR. 
 

Inventory of the Brownfields Sites 

The South Dakota Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources has again received an additional grant 
of $20,000 from EPA to perform inventory of the Brownfields sites in disadvantaged communities.  This 
work will help in compiling the information and data the small towns need to inventory abandoned or 
blighted properties in their communities and move their redevelopment efforts forward.  DANR has 
identified six rural communities to target this inventory outreach and effort: Britton, Doland, Faulkton, 
Groton, Redfield, and Waubay.  These towns are located in six different counties in rural South Dakota.   

Board Approval of the Annual Brownfields Work Plan 
 

It is anticipated that DANR will provide Assessment and Cleanup Subfund assistance in those 
circumstances where the costs of performing the project are low, cleanup could be completed with 
available funds, and there is strong community support of the project. 

 
With the approval of the annual work plan, the Board grants approval to DANR to proceed with 
the expenditure of the funds to perform work that is eligible under federal and state laws. 
Projects that meet the eligibility requirements of the state and federal law may be added at any time 
to Table 1: List of Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup Projects. The addition of projects to Table 
1 allows DANR to proceed with the expenditure of funds to perform the assessment and cleanup 
work as necessary at each site.  This work may be initiated prior to the next board hearing as long 
as the project expenditures are within the guidelines established by EPA.  DANR will provide the 
Board with an updated list of projects at each scheduled board hearing when new projects are listed. 

 
 
See page 4 for Table - 1 
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Table 1-                   List of Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup Projects 08/30/2021 
 

Bold = new projects 

Start 
Date Applicant Site Name/Location 

Assessment, 
Cleanup, or 
Other Funds 

 

Amount Anticipated 
/ the Amount Spent 

as of 08/30/2021 

2020 DENR Inventory of the Brownfields 
Sites Data Gathering $20,000/ 

-20,000 - complete 

2020 Pathways Shelter for the 
Homeless 

Pathways Shelter 
Yankton Assessment $10,000/ 

-3,865 - complete 

2020 Lake Preston Development 
Corp Alvord-Polk Inc., Property Assessment $25,000/ 

-20,172.49 - complete 

2021 City of Mitchell Kaeminsk Property  Assessment $5,000/ 
-1,344.38 - complete 

2021 City of Mitchell Downtown Building Assessment $20,000/ 
-16,032.14 - complete 

2021 City of Sioux Falls 4th Street Extension Assessment $10,000/ 
-8,698.66 - complete  

2021 
Wessington Springs  
Area Chamber and 

Development 
Old Fish Hatchery Assessment $10,000/ 

-0.00 

2021 DANR Inventory of the 
Brownfields Sites Data Gathering $20,000/ 

-0.00 
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   Public Review and Comment 
 

In accordance with ARSD 74:05:12:02 DANR shall develop an annual work plan which will be 
provided to the Board of Water and Natural Resources within 30 days of the effective date of the 
rules and prior to January 1st of each year thereafter. Upon completion of the work plan by the 
DANR, the board shall conduct a public hearing and receive comments from the public.  The Board 
shall provide notice of the public hearing prior to adoption of the work plan.  This work plan has 
been provided to the public at least 30 days prior to the Board hearing.  Comments to the work plan, 
if any were provided, will be attached.  See Attachment 1. 

 
Brownfields Revolving Loan Subfund 

The Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources (DANR) currently has no funds available to 
capitalize the revolving loan fund.  If DANR would receive Brownfields Revolving Loan Funds, the 
Work Plan will be modified to clearly outline the following details: 
1. Goals and objectives of the program; 
2. Eligible activities as outlined in ARSD 74:05:12:06; and 
3. Criteria and method for distribution of the Revolving Loan Subfund. 
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Attachment 1 
Public Comments on the Annual Work Plan 



   September 30, 2021 
Item 7 

  
 

TITLE:  Amendments to State Water Plan, 2021 Clean Water State Revolving Fund and 
2021 Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Intended Use Plans  

  
EXPLANATION:
   

Water projects which will require state funding or need state support for 
categorical grant or loan funding need to be on the State Water Plan. The Board of 
Water and Natural Resources annually approves projects for placement onto State 
Water Facilities Plan and provides for amendment of projects onto the plan.  
Placement of a project on the State Water Plan by the board provides no guarantee 
of funding. The projects placed onto the plan at this meeting will remain on the 
facilities plan through December 2022.  
 
Projects seeking a Clean Water or Drinking Water State Revolving Fund loan must 
be included on the project priority list of the Intended Use Plan.  The State Water 
Plan applications are used to determine which projects should be amended onto 
the State Revolving Fund Project Priority Lists. 
 
The following is the list of State Water Plan applications received by the August 1, 
2021 deadline.   
 

a) Apple Springs Sanitary District – Water 
b) Apple Springs Sanitary District - Wastewater 
c) Aurora-Brule Rural Water System 
d) Box Elder – Water (Reservoir Replacement) 
e) Box Elder – Water (New Well) 
f) Box Elder – Water (Main Extension) 
g) Box Elder - Wastewater 
h) Timber Lake 
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 Staff is recommending that the following projects be amended onto the 2021 Clean 

Water State Revolving Fund Project Priority List: 
  
  

Priority 
Points 

 
 
Loan Recipient 

 
Estimated 

Loan Amount  

Expected 
Loan Rate 

& Term 
 9 Box Elder $1,800,000 2.125%, 30 years 
 7 Timber lake $3,513,400 2.125%, 30 years 
     
 
  
 Additionally, staff is recommending that the following projects be amended onto 

the 2021 Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Project Priority List: 
  
  

Priority 
Points 

 
 
Loan Recipient 

 
Estimated Loan 

Amount  

Expected 
Loan Rate 

& Term 
 46 Aurora-Brule Rural Water System $4,170,000 1.625%, 30 years 
 22 Box Elder (Reservoir Replacement) $1,700,000 1.625%, 30 years 
 22 Box Elder (New Well) $4,129,600 1.625%, 30 years 
 17 Box Elder (Main Extension) $670,400 1.625%, 30 years 
 
 
 

 
 

RECOMMENDED 
ACTION:  

Approve amendments of projects onto the State Water 
Plan, 2021 Clean Water State Revolving Fund and 2021 
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Intended Use Plans 

  
CONTACT: Tyler Zettl, 773-4216 

 



_̂

_̂

_̂

Timber Lake

Apple Springs Sanitary District

Aurora-Brule Rural Water System

Box Elder
§̈¦29

§̈¦90

State Water Plan Funding Applications
September 2021
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Item 8 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TITLE: Sanitary/Storm Sewer Facilities Funding Applications 
  
  
EXPLANATION: The following applications have been received by DANR for funding 

consideration at this meeting.  The project priority points shown in 
the Intended Use Plan are listed in parentheses.   
 

a. Sioux Falls (20) 
  
  
COMPLETE 
APPLICATIONS: 

The complete applications, summary sheets, and financial analysis 
are available online and can be accessed by using the link on the 
Board Agenda. 
 
If you would like a hard copy of the applications, please contact 
Mike Perkovich at (605) 773‐4216. 

 



!(
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Sioux Falls

Sanitary/Storm Sewer Facilities Funding Applications
September 2021



FUNDING REQUEST EVALUATION FORM 
SANITARY/STORM SEWER FACILITIES FUNDING APPLICATION 

APPLICANT:  CITY OF SIOUX FALLS 
Project Title: Water Reclamation Facility – Phase III 
  
Funding Requested: $87,500,000 
  
Other Proposed Funding: None 
  
Total Project Cost: $87,500,000 
  
Project Description: The City of Sioux Falls is undertaking the expansion of the Water 

Reclamation Facility (WRF) which is estimated to cost 
$159,000,000.  The $87,500,000 funding application is the third of 
four anticipated loans to fund the project. A $41,625,000 loan was 
awarded in September 2019 and an $18,500,000 loan was awarded 
in September 2020. 
 
The project includes improvements to the influent flow 
equalization, headworks facilities, primary clarifier facilities, 
aeration basin, final clarifiers, return activated sludge (RAS) and 
waste activated sludge pumps, tertiary filter, disinfection, effluent 
flow meter, solids handling, thickening, new generator, site piping 
and site work, Phase 1 high priority items and Phase 1 medium 
priority items as noted in the facilities plan. 
 
The project will address the need to improve reliability due to age 
and condition to avert a risk of failure, increase hydraulic and 
organic capacity for growth, meet future regulations, and improve 
treatment operations at the WRF. 

  
Alternatives Evaluated: The “No Action” alternative was rejected.  Failure to implement the 

recommended improvements could have significant adverse 
impacts on the WRF, including: 
 

1. Non-compliance with discharge permit requirements, 
2. Non-compliance with pre-treatment allocation ordinance, 
3. Raw sewage spills, and associated public health issues, 
4. Water quality impairment of the Big Sioux River, and 
5. Inability to handle wastewater generated by the 

community. 
 
The city evaluated four activated sludge treatment alternatives: 
 

1. Biological phosphorus removal at the WRF, 
2. Chemical phosphorus removal at the WRF, 
3. Membrane bioreactor at the WRF, and 
4. Chemical phosphorus removal at the WRF with a 

membrane bioreactor at Pump Station 240. 
 

 



Applicant:  City of Sioux Falls 
Page 2 of 2 
 

Alternative 1 is the preferred alternative based on factor weighing, 
alternative scoring and cost-benefit development. 
 
The city evaluated eleven alternatives for biosolids ranging from a 
lagoon with liquid storage and land application to dewater sludge 
to 24 percent, dry 50 percent of sludge to 92 percent solids, and 
store the cakes in above-ground pads/bunkers for 200 days.  The 
preferred alternative is to store the dried cake in an aboveground 
pad/bunker for use by residents and for contracted land application 
on existing land application sites. 
 
The city has not selected an alternative at this time.  The city is 
working with a Construction Manager-At-Risk to finalize the design 
and oversee the construction of the entire Water Reclamation 
Facility project. 

  
Implementation Schedule: Sioux Falls anticipates bidding the project in winter of 2021 with a 

project completion date of fall of 2024. 
  
Service Population: 195,850 
  
Current Domestic Rate: $38.35 per 5,000 gallons 
  

Interest Rate: 2.0% Term: 20 years Security: 
 
Wastewater Revenues 

  
 

DEBT SERVICE CAPACITY 
  
Coverage at Maximum Loan Amount: If funding is provided as all loan, Sioux Falls would have 

140% coverage based on the 2023 rate of $41.06/5,000 
gallons.  This coverage includes the additional loan of 
$35,500,000 (CW-45) to be considered at the same time. 

 

ENGINEERING REVIEW COMPLETED BY: DREW HUISKEN 

FINANCIAL REVIEW COMPLETED BY:  DAVE RUHNKE 
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1 Project Executive Summary 

1.1 Project Description 
This Facility Plan presents the recommended capital improvements for the City of Sioux Falls Water 
Reclamation Facility (WRF).  The selected facilities improvements for implementation are as 
follows: 

• WRF Equalization Basins
• Headworks Facilities
• Primary Clarifier Facilities
• Primary Clarifier Influent Diversion Facilities
• Activated Sludge Facilities

o Existing Aeration Basin Upgrades
o Step Feed Improvements at Aeration Basins
o Aeration Basin Splitter Boxes
o New Aeration Basins
o New Aeration Basin Blowers and Building
o New RAS and WAS Pumping
o New Final Clarifiers

• Disinfection System Improvements and Expansion
• Effluent Flow Meter Improvements
• New Thickening
• Biosolids Dewatering and Drying Improvements
• Dewatering Building Rehabilitation
• Sidestream Treatment
• New Campus Electrical and Generators
• Site Piping Improvements, Connection of New Pump Station 240 Force Main to WRF
• Medium and High Priority Condition Assessment Items (Appendix E: Items identified as

reliability risks due to age and condition)
• Stormwater Handling Improvements
• Filter Building Improvements
• Hauled Waste Receiving

Final prioritization of improvements will be completed in preliminary design coordinating with the 
Construction Manager at Risk (CMAR).  
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1.2 Project Need 
The improvements listed above are required to address the following needs: 

• Need to provide reliability due to age and condition, avert risk for failure for WRF. 
• Need to increase existing and hydraulic capacity for growth for the WRF. 
• Need to increase organic capacity for growth at the WRF. 
• Need to meet future growth and regulations at the WRF. 
• Need to improve WRF treatment operations. 

1.3 Proposed Project Cost 
The total estimated project cost, which includes undefined construction costs and engineering 
costs, is $159,000,000.    

1.4 Project Schedule 
The project’s anticipated schedule is as follows:  

 Consultant Selection – June 2019  
 CMAR Selection – August 2019 
 Begin Construction of GMP 1 – 2020 
 Begin Construction of GMP 2 – 2022 
 Complete Construction 2024 

1.5 Environmental Impacts of Project 
An assessment of environmental impacts for the No-Action and Selected Alternatives was 
completed for each environmental resource (See Section 8.0, Environmental Considerations). 
The summary of issues discussed in the resource sections includes: 

• The project would not impact noise, public services and facilities, air quality, regulated 
materials. 

• The project may result in impacts to floodplains, wetlands and waterways, water quality, 
threatened or endangered species.  Each of these environmental resources require 
commitments to follow through on during the design phase as described in Section 8. 

• The impacts to cultural resources are not yet fully known.  A cultural resources survey is 
pending for all areas that are currently undisturbed. 
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2 Introduction/Project Background  
The City of Sioux Falls is planning upgrades to its Water Reclamation Facility.  These upgrades 
are necessary in order to replace equipment that has reached the end of its useful life, to 
increase capacity and to ensure that this facility is capable of meeting future discharge permit 
limits. 

2.1 Purpose/Scope of Report 
The scope of services for the Facility Plan includes the following: 

1. Environmental review 

2. Existing and future conditions evaluation 

3. Development and evaluation of principal alternatives 

4. Selected plan, description and implementation arrangements 

5. Public information and meeting assistance 

6. Submittal to SD DENR for review and approval 

 

Figure 2-1 shows the location of the proposed project. 

 

Figure 2-1 Project Location Map 
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3 Existing and Future Conditions  
The City of Sioux Falls WRF is located on the northeast side of Sioux Falls on Sycamore Avenue, 
south of the intersection of Sycamore Avenue and 60th Street. The WRF facility receives pumped 
flows from Pump Station 240, LS #200 Brandon Road (Main) Pump Station (BRPS), the City of 
Brandon, the Humane Society, and flow from an adjacent industrial park. The WRF discharges 
treated water to the Big Sioux River.  

The original facility was constructed in phases beginning in 1980. The final phase was 
constructed in 1986. Several improvements have been made to the facility since the final phase 
was completed. The original facility was designed to accommodate an average day flow of 13.4 
MGD and a peak instantaneous flow of 27 MGD. The history of the major WRF improvements is 
summarized in Figure 3-1.  

As part of the 2009 WRF master plan the re-rated capacity of the facility was increased to 21 
MGD average day flow and 35 MGD peak equalized flow. Refer to Table 3-1 for associated rated 
loading capacities. 

 
Figure 3-1 Water Reclamation Facility History of Major Improvements 
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Table 3-1 Re-Rated Sioux Falls WRF Capacity – 2009 

Parameter  Value 

Average Daily Flow 21.0 mgd 

Peak Hourly Flow (Equalized) 35.0 mgd 

TBOD 51,240 lb/d 

TSS 43,900 lb/d 

TKN 9,440 lb/d 

3.1 Process Overview 
The WRF consists of primary treatment followed by a trickling filter train which is pumped to the 
activated sludge train which discharges to tertiary gravity filtration and on to chlorine disinfection. 
Solids handling consists of gravity thickeners which discharge to anaerobic digestion followed by 
liquid sludge storage which is then land applied.  

The following section identifies and provides descriptions of each WRF process which are 
illustrated and tabulated as follows: 

• Figure 3-2 illustrates the general location of each component at the Water Reclamation 
Facility and the numbering system use to identify each component. 

•  

• Figure 3-3 is a liquid and solids process flow schematic for a visual of how these flows 
proceed through the WRF. 

• Table 3-2 summarizes the major unit processes at the Sioux Falls WRF including each 
unit process, number of units, and the installation or latest major improvement date. 

 

Figure 3-2 Existing Water Reclamation Facility Process Components 
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Figure 3-3 Water Reclamation Facility Existing Process Flow Schematic 

 

Table 3-2 Summary of Major Unit WRF Processes 

Unit Processes Quantity Details 
Installation / 
Improvement 

Date 

Influent Flow Measurement 1 42-inch magnetic flow meter 2016 

Drum Screens 3 ¼-inch bar spacing 2007 

Aerated Grit Units 2 27 ft x 27 ft, 14 ft SWD 1986 

Aerated Grit Blowers 3 15 hp, 224 scfm 1986 

Primary Clarifiers 4 90 ft diameter, 8 ft SWD 1986 

Primary Sludge Pumps 4 175 gpm (approximate) 2016 

First Stage Trickling Filters 4 135 ft diameter, 7 ft SWD 1986(1) 

First Stage Intermediate Clarifiers 2 105 ft diameter, 10 ft SWD 1986 

Second Stage Trickling Filters 4 145 ft diameter, 7 ft SWD 1986(1) 

Second Stage Intermediate Clarifiers 2 105 ft diameter, 10 ft SWD 1986 

Process Pump Station Transfer Pumps 4 250 HP, 31,250 gpm 2014 

Aeration Basins 6 43 ft x 280 ft, 15 ft SWD 1984 

Activated Sludge Blowers 4 800 HP, 15,500 scfm 1984 

Final Clarifiers 4 100 ft diameter, 14 ft SWD 1984 
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Unit Processes Quantity Details 
Installation / 
Improvement 

Date 

Return Activated Sludge Pumps 5 40 HP, 4,700 gpm 1984 

Waste Activated Sludge Pumps 2 10 HP, 300 gpm 1984 

Tertiary Filters 8 17 ft x 34 ft, 36” anthracite depth 1984(2) 

Chlorine Contact Basins 2 18,900 cubic ft 1984 

Effluent Flow Measurement 1 4-ft Parshall Flume 1984 

Cascade Aerator 2 10 steps @ 36 feet long x 4 feet wide x2 feet 
high 1984 

Gravity Thickeners 2 55 ft diameter, 12 ft SWD 1986 

Anaerobic Digesters 4 65 ft diameter, 31 ft SWD 1986 

Sludge Lagoons 2 Two 8.4 MG Earthen Cells at 16.8 MG 1995 

3.1.1 Headworks 
Several force mains discharge into the WRF influent box. The combined flow travels through a 
42-inch magnetic flow meter and then to the screenings channel. 

Three Huber drum screens with integral screenings wash/press systems remove debris from the 
influent wastewater channel and then transport the collected screenings onto a conveyor belt. 
The drum screens are 6 ft in width and have ¼ in spacing between the bars. 

A grit removal system is located downstream of the screening units. The grit removal system 
consists of a splitter box with weir gates which split the flow evenly between two aerated grit 
tanks. Four grit pumps draw settled grit off of the bottom of the grit tanks. The grit is pumped to 
the grit cyclone and then disposed of in a dumpster.  

3.1.2 Primary Treatment 
The existing primary clarifiers at the WRF include four 90 feet diameter, 8 feet deep clarifiers. 
Flow is split equally to each unit through Splitter MH No. 3. Skimmer arms in the clarifier collect 
scum off the top of the clarifier. The scum and oil and grease is pumped to the digesters. Waste 
Activated Sludge (WAS) and primary sludge are co-settled in the primary clarifiers. The solids 
that settle to the bottom of the primary clarifier are pumped to one of two gravity thickeners. Four 
double disk pumps are used to pump the primary sludge.  Sludge is then pumped from the gravity 
thickeners to the anaerobic digesters. 

3.1.3 Secondary Treatment 
The WRF utilizes trickling filters primarily for BOD removal and activated sludge processes for 
nitrification.  

3.1.3.1 Trickling Filters 
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From the primary clarifiers, flow is conveyed from the primary clarifiers to Splitter MH No. 4. The 
splitter manhole divides flow evenly among four first stage trickling filters by the use of weir gates. 
Each first stage trickling filter is 145 ft in diameter and 8 ft in depth. The trickling filter distributor 
arms were replaced in 2013.  

Downstream of the first stage trickling filters, the flow combines and enters Splitter MH No. 5. The 
splitter manhole splits flow evenly between the two first stage intermediate clarifiers. Each first 
stage intermediate clarifiers is 105 ft in diameter and is 10 feet deep.  

Downstream of the first stage intermediate clarifiers the flow combines and enters Splitter MH No. 
6. The splitter manhole splits flow evenly among four second stage trickling filters by the use of 
weir gates. Each second stage trickling filter is 145 ft in diameter and 8 ft in depth. The trickling 
filter distributor arms were replaced in 2013.  

Downstream of the second stage trickling filters, the flow combines and enters Splitter MH No. 7. 
The splitter manhole splits flow evenly between the two first stage intermediate clarifiers. Each 
first stage intermediate clarifiers is 105 ft in diameter and is 10 feet deep.  

The WRF has pumps and piping in place to allow for trickling filter effluent flows to be recycled 
back to each set of trickling filters. However, the facility is typically not operated with these recycle 
flows in service. 

3.1.3.2 Process Pump Station 

The WRF Process Pump Station Process Pump Station contains four sets of pumps: 

1. Four Transfer Pumps  
2. Three Humus/In-plant Pumps 
3. Three First Stage Recirculation Pumps 
4. Two Second Stage Recirculation Pumps 

 
The Transfer Pumps receive flow from the second stage intermediate clarifiers and conveys it to 
Splitter MH No. 1. The transfer pumps were replaced in 2008. The transfer pumps wet wells and 
piping were also retrofitted at this time. 

The Humus/In-plant Pumps convey humus from the intermediate clarifiers and in-plant waste to 
the head of the plant.  

The First Stage Recirculation Pumps recycle flow to the first stage trickling filter inlet splitter box.  

The Second Stage Recirculation Pumps recycle flow to the second stage trickling filter inlet 
splitter box. 

3.1.3.3 Activated Sludge Basins 

Splitter MH No. 1 contains six weir gates that split the flow evenly between the aeration basins. 
Splitter MH No. 1 also has six additional weir gates that are used to split RAS flow to the six 
aeration basins. Flow to an aeration basin can be stopped by raising one of the weir gates.  

Each of the six aeration basins is 280 ft long by 43.3 ft wide. The water depth is15 ft and each 
basin is divided into three cells. Four 800 HP, 15,500 scfm centrifugal blowers supply air to the 
aeration basins through coarse bubble diffusers. The aeration rate in each cell can be adjusted 
manually opening or closing valves on the air supply piping. 
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3.1.3.4 Final Clarifiers 

The flow leaving the aeration basins combines in Manhole No. 1 and is then conveyed to Splitter 
MH No. 2. Splitter MH No. 2 contains four weir gates which are used to split flow between the four 
final clarifiers. Each final clarifier is 100 ft in diameter and has a side water depth of 14 ft. The 
final clarifiers settle the MLSS. Five RAS pumps located in the RAS Building recycle the activated 
sludge to Splitter MH No. 1. Each RAS pump is has a capacity of 4,700 gpm. Two WAS pumps 
are also located in the RAS Building. The two (2) WAS pumps have a capacity of 300 gpm each. 
The WAS is either returned to the headworks building or is sent to the gravity thickeners.  

3.1.4 Tertiary Treatment 

3.1.4.1 Tertiary Filters 

Flow leaves the final clarifiers and combines in Manhole No. 2. The flow is then conveyed to the 
tertiary filters. There are eight tertiary filters each 34 ft in length by 17 ft in width. Weir gates are 
manually actuated to control flow to each filter.  

A new underdrain system was installed in the filters in 2011. The underdrain system is a nozzle 
type rated for 6 gpm/sq. ft. The filter media is anthracite at a depth of 36 inches. 

Three vertical turbine backwash pumps are provided to backwash the filters. The backwash 
pumps are 125 HP and have a capacity of 6,500 gpm each. The backwash pumps draw out of 
the backwash clear well. 

The backwash waste flows by gravity to the 1.3 million gallon backwash storage tank which are 
returned by one or two of three backwash return pumps rated at 850 gpm each. 

There is an overflow weir in the filter influent channel that allows high flows to bypass the tertiary 
filters and be diverted directly to the chlorine contact basin. 

3.1.4.2 Chlorine Contact Basins 

The flow leaves the filters and travels to a splitter box at the head of the chlorine contact basins. 
Weir gates in the splitter box split the flow evenly between the two chlorine contact basins. A 
Parshall flume is used to measure the chlorine contact basin effluent. Sodium hypochlorite is fed 
as the disinfectant upstream of the chlorine contact basins. Sodium bisulfite is fed to remove the 
chlorine prior to discharge to the river. 

3.1.4.3 Cascade Aerator 

From the chlorine contact basins, flow is conveyed to another splitter box. Weir gates in this 
splitter box split the flow between two cascade aerators. After aeration, the flow travels through a 
48-inch pipe and discharges to the Big Sioux River.   

3.1.5 Solids Handling 
The WRF has solids handling facilities made up of gravity thickeners, anaerobic digesters and 
sludge lagoons followed by land disposal of liquid sludge.  

3.1.5.1 Gravity Thickeners 

Primary Clarifier sludge is pumped to the two 55-ft diameter gravity thickeners.  The sludge is 
thickened prior to being pumped to the Anaerobic Digesters in order to reduce the volume of 
sludge sent to the digesters. 
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3.1.5.2 Anaerobic Digesters 

There are four 65-ft diameter anaerobic digesters at the WRF, each with a side water depth of 31-
ft.  The digesters reduce the volume of sludge that needs to be disposed, and in process 
generates biogas which is used to fuel engine generators. 

3.1.5.3 Sludge Lagoons 

There are two 8.4 MG sludge lagoons onsite.  Anaerobic digester sludge is pumped to these 
lagoons and stored until hauled away for land disposal. 

3.2 Project Need 
The rated capacity of the entire existing facility is a peak equalized flow of 35 mgd. It has been 
determined that the trickling filter train of the plant will not be utilized in the plant of the future for 
nutrient removal but will continue to be used through Phase 1.  Therefore, major improvements 
have not been recommended for the trickling filter process through process pumping.  The 
recommendation is to utilize the re-rated capacity of the trickling filter train of 35 MGD and add 
equalization and treat additional flows to the activated sludge side of the plant.  The trickling filter 
train can physically pass approximately 40 mgd through the Process Pumping Station but there is 
diminishing returns on treatment due to a drop in clarifier removal efficiencies. 

3.2.1 Preliminary Treatment 
According to Ten States Standards, where two or more mechanically cleaned screens are used, 
the design shall provide for taking any unit out of service without sacrificing the capability to 
handle the design peak instantaneous flows. Therefore, new screening capacity is recommended. 

Each of the three drum screens is rated for the peak hour hydraulic flow of 17.3 mgd. Therefore, 
the total rated capacity of the influent screens is 52 MGD, with a firm capacity of 34.6 MGD (one 
screen out of service). According to Ten States Standards, where two or more mechanically 
cleaned screens are used, the design shall provide for taking any unit out of service without 
sacrificing the capability to handle the design peak instantaneous flows; therefore, additional 
screening capacity will be required as part of the Phase 1 project.  

Substantial channel modifications along with bypassing are required to provide for 57 mgd 
through the facility. The grit influent channels are showing signs of deterioration. The preferred 
option is to rebuild and relocate the headworks building. 

According to Ten States Standards, facilities for larger plants serving separate sanitary sewers 
should have at least one grit unit with a bypass. The WRF grit removal system is rated for the 
peak hour hydraulic flow of approximately 73 mgd with both units in service. The minimum 
SDDENR peak hour detention time is met through the design year, but the basins are in poor 
condition. 

The main hydraulic bottleneck in the headworks building is the 36-inch pipe that conveys flow 
from the screening channel to the aerated grit basins. The headworks structures become 
freeboard limited at 48 mgd. 

The grit units have sufficient detention capacity. The grit influent pipe needs to be increased to a 
minimum of 48-inch.  

Modifications also need to be made to the hauled waste receiving station.  Considerations will be 
made to installing a new waste receiving station. 
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3.2.2 Primary Treatment 
The primary clarifier SOR is defined as the flow rate that overflows the surface area to the 
secondary treatment process. SOR is the main capacity rating measurement for primary clarifiers. 

The SDDENR criteria for primary clarifiers are 1,000 gpd/sf for average design flow and 1,500 
gpd/sf for maximum day flow.  The present day max day flows exceed the peak hour surface 
overflow rate limit. The average day SOR limit is expected to be exceeded by the year 2028.  

The primary clarifier splitter manhole (Splitter MH No. 3) is a hydraulic bottleneck in the WRF. 
There is less than 1 ft of freeboard in this structure at flows approaching 40 MGD. Also, the 
primary clarifier effluent weirs become submerged at 40 MGD. The primary clarifiers and primary 
clarifier splitter box are hydraulic bottlenecks in the WRF. At flows exceeding 40 MGD, the water 
surface in Splitter MH No. 3 approaches the top of the box. 

3.2.3 Secondary Treatment 

3.2.3.1 Trickling Filters and Activated Sludge Processes 

The WRF utilizes trickling filters and activated sludge processes in series for secondary 
treatment. As part of the 2009 WRF Master Plan, the WRF was formally re-rated at 35 MGD 
through SD DENR. Since that time, the WRF has demonstrated treatment for flows in excess of 
35 mgd on several occasions with no process related violations. However, the rated BOD and 
TKN loadings have not occurred in parallel with these high flows. 

The second stage trickling filter underdrain system begins to submerge at flows exceeding 30 
MGD. However, the demonstrated re-rated capacity of the second stage trickling filters is 35 
MGD even when partially submerged.  

The second stage intermediate clarifier effluent weirs begin to submerge at flows exceeding 28 
MGD. However, the demonstrated re-rated capacity of the second stage intermediate clarifiers is 
35 mgd even with submerged weirs.  

With expansion of the activated sludge process, improvements will be required for return 
activated sludge pumping, waste activated sludge pumping and aeration blowers. 

3.2.3.2 Final Clarifiers 

Ten States Standards requires the SOR for final clarifiers be less than 800 gpd/sf at average 
design flow and 1,200 gpd/sf at peak hour flow. These limits will be exceeded by the projected 
WRF flows. 

3.2.4 Tertiary Treatment   

3.2.4.1 Tertiary Filters 

There is currently a fixed overflow weir in the tertiary filter influent channel. The overflow weir will 
be overtopped at flows exceeding 48 mgd.  Age and conditions also need to be addressed within 
the tertiary filter building. 

3.2.4.2 Disinfection 

Chlorine contact basin DT and capacity is summarized as follows:  

• Ten States Standards requires 15 minutes detention time at peak hourly flow. 
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• The current chlorine contact basin volume is 0.28 MG, which equates to a rated peak 
hour capacity of 27 MGD.  
 

• 57 MGD peak flow: An additional 0.35 MG of capacity will need to be added to the 
chlorine contact basins in order to achieve 15 minutes of detention time at the design 
year projected equalized peak flow.  

• This will provide 30 minutes of detention time at the design year average day flow 
rate (30.1 MGD). 

• Additional contact time occurs in the pipe upstream of the chlorine contact basin, but 
this pipe volume was not included as part of the contact volume. 

3.2.5 Effluent Measurement 
The rated capacity of the Parshall flume is 43.9 MGD, however, the Parshall flume becomes 
submerged at flows exceeding 30 MGD.  The existing effluent flow measurement equipment is 
not sized appropriately for the future projected flows. 

3.2.6 Biosolids Handling 
Improvements need to be made to the WRF biosolids handling system to accommodate the 
increased flows and loadings.  Age and condition items will also be addressed in the existing 
biosolids handling buildings. 

3.2.7 Stormwater Improvements 
In order to comply with the requirements of the MS3 permit, modifications need to be made to the 
WRF storm water system.  These improvements will be incorporated into the design of the WRF 
Improvements Project. 

3.3 Planning Area Identification 
Evaluation of the impacts of growth and development on wastewater service requirements is 
based on recent development planning documents, known development plans, land use and 
zoning information, undeveloped land, platting history, and unit densities. Concept-level locations 
and sizing for wastewater collection and treatment facilities was evaluated as part of the Master 
Planning effort. 

Wastewater flow is determined by the population served and the land use of the area to be 
served. Base wastewater flows are adjusted using peaking and infiltration and inflow (I/I) factors 
to establish design criteria for treatment capacity and collection systems. Within the Study Area, 
the wastewater service boundary establishes the area currently being served by the wastewater 
collection system, as well as the area identified as likely to be connected to the sewer system. 
Figure 3-4 shows the established wastewater service boundary for Sioux Falls as established by 
current growth tiers, which is approximately 91,000 acres for all basins (existing and within future 
identified service boundary).  

The Shape Sioux Falls growth tiers are presented along with a regional community inset map on 
Figure 3-4. 
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Figure 3-4 Study Area Boundaries - Growth Tiers 

  

Source: Table is based 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan and Traffic Model developed Traffic Analysis 
Zones with Sewer Basin Boundaries. 

3.3.1 Future Sioux Falls Service Area 
The master planning effort provided population and employment projections for 2026, 2036, 
2066, and 2116 at various scales including at the major basins level, major geographic basins 
(i.e. major growth areas), and the City as a whole. This population and employment data has 
been compiled by the major geographic basins, i.e. East and West Side as shown in Figure 3-4.   

The most notable growth is expected on the East Side system, which will add over 45,000 
persons to the City’s population in the next twenty years.  Second in growth was the West Side at 
a projected growth of approximately 15,000 persons. The South side will add approximately 
10,000 persons in the next twenty years. 

3.4 Existing Wastewater Flows 
Flow data from 2013 to 2015 is shown in Table 3-3.  This data was used as a basis for projecting 
the future flows as part of the proposed improvements evaluation. 
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Table 3-3 Existing Wastewater Flows 

 
Area 

 

2013 to 2015 Ave 

Flow 
MGD 

Average Day 16.1 
Maximum Month 23.7 
Equalized Peak 35 

3.5 Effluent Limitations 
A summary of the anticipated WRF effluent limits are listed in Table 3-4. 

Table 3-4  Prospective Effluent Limits 

 

Ammonia 
(Permit #2 – 
Year 2026) 

30-Day 
Average 

mg/l 

BOD/TSS 
30-day 

Average/ 
Max. 7-Day 

mg/l 

Dissolved 
Oxygen 
(D.O.) 
mg/l 

E. Coli. 
Limit 

Colonies/ 
100 

milliliters3 

Total 
Nitrogen 

(TN) 
Permit #3 

(Year 2030) 
Max. Month 

mg/l 

Total 
Phosphorus 

(TP) 
Permit #3 

(Year 2030) 
Max. Month 

mg/l 

January - 
March 2.1 30/45 5.5 126 10 1 

April - 
August 1.0 30/45 5.0 126 10 1 

September - 
October 1.3 30/45 5.0 126 10 1 

November - 
December 2.1 30/45 5.5 126 10 1 

Notes:  
1. pH limits are 6.5-9.0.  
2. Total Residual Chlorine (mg/L) are not measurable (≤ 0.1). 
3. Current Fecal Coliform limit is 200 Colonies / 100 milliliters. 

 
 

Table 3-5 identifies the anticipated regulatory activity. The regulatory timeline reflects the 
anticipated schedule for approval and implementation of nutrient standards. 
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Table 3-5  WRF - Projected Limitation with Corresponding Permit Recommended 
Activity Timing 

Permit Cycle 
(Year) Projected Limitations Recommended Activity 

Current Permit  NA 

Plan for anticipated more stringent ammonia 
standards. Identify how to achieve reliable ammonia 
removals and improve plant serviceability and 
reliability. 

Schedule for construction –major projects will be 
dependent upon issuance of a new discharge permit 
and its compliance schedule. 

Proactively evaluate if incorporating river flow based 
and mass vs. concentration limits are beneficial to the 
WRF. 

Permit #1             
2022 

Compliance Schedule for 
New Ammonia 
Standards based on 
2013 EPA Ammonia 
Criteria 

Begin design to construct modifications to achieve 
ammonia removals. Phase 1a and Phase 1 Project to 
be constructed by 2021 and 2025. 

Permit #2                
2027 

New Ammonia 
Standards 

Assuming required improvements for ammonia 
removals complete. 

Begin design to construct modifications to achieve 
nutrient removal (TN 10 / TP 1) to be constructed by 
2029. 

Permit #3               
2032 

New Nutrient Standards: 
Total Nitrogen and Total 
Phosphorus Limits @ 8-
10 mg/l TN and 0.5-1.0 
mg/l P 

Assuming modifications to achieve nutrient removal 
(TN 10 / TP 1) complete. Nutrient discharge limits 
have medium level of uncertainty. 

Track potential proposed changes in the nutrient 
standards. 

Permit #4              
2037 

Potentially more 
Stringent TN and TP Track potential for more stringent nutrient standards. 

 

The above permitting schedule reflects discussions with SD DENR and progress in similar states. 

3.6 Infiltration and Inflow (I/I) 
The City is committed to an I/I reduction program.  The City has installed over fifty permanent flow 
meters throughout its collection system in order to collect continuous flow data, and has a person 
on staff to manage these flow meters.  The City also has a sewer pipe lining program, in which 
additional sewer pipes are lined each year.  It has been decided not to include I/I reduction in 
planning costs for peak flow, and collection system improvements are not included as part of this 
facility plan. 



 
 

 

Water Reclamation Facility  
City of Sioux Falls Facilities Plan 2019  

16 

3.7 Future Conditions 

3.7.1 Population and Land Use Projections 
The wastewater service area includes the growth areas projected in the Shape Sioux Falls 2035 
plan and additional potential growth areas in the next 100 years as projected by the Sioux Falls 
Planning Department. The wastewater service area includes 34 major sanitary sewer basins. In 
addition, the wastewater service area includes projected flows and loadings from existing regional 
customers (Brandon, Harrisburg, Renner Sanitary District, and Prairie Meadows Sanitary District) 
and potential additional communities (Tea, Hartford, Wall Lake Sanitary District, Lennox, Crooks, 
Baltic, Garretson, Valley Springs, Corson, Rowena, Canton, and Worthing). Information provided 
by those communities’ engineers and/or population/employment data from the 2040 Long Range 
Transportation Plan traffic analysis zones (TAZs) was utilized to project flows and loads that are 
expected when a regional community ties into either the WRF or Sioux Falls’ collection system. 

The Shape Sioux Falls plan projected growth in three tiers: 

• Tier 1: 0-5 years out (present through 2021)  

• Tier 2: 6-15 years out (2022 through 2031) 

• Tier 3: 16-25 years out (2032 through 2041) 

This evaluation must consider the impact to long-life infrastructure such as sewer interceptors 
and trunk lines. Discussions with the City’s Planning Department led to the development of two 
additional tiers. These include:  

• Tier 4: 26-50 years out (through 2066) 

• Tier 5: 51-100 years out (through 2116) 
 

The intent of developing Tiers 4 and 5 was to provide a means to spatially allocate growth to an 
appropriate extent and expand basins as needed to assist the decision-making processes of 
corridor planning for sewers, pump stations and major treatment facilities. City Planning will 
develop future tiers as part of the Shape Sioux Falls in the customary planning periods of 25 
years or less.   

A graphic of the projected total potential wastewater system population, including the City of 
Sioux Falls and the potential regional communities, is presented in Figure 3-5 with the projected 
Sioux Falls and Regional Community Growth at a total design year service population of over 
295,000.  This is nearly double the current service population. 
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Figure 3-5 Sioux Falls and Regional Community Growth Projections 

 

3.8 Flow and Loading Projections 
Projected design year flows and loads are summarized in Table 3-6.  During predesign, the 
design year flow and load projections will be updated and finalized based on data collected from 
the previous twelve months.  This is the method recommended by Ten States Standards. 

Table 3-6  WRF - Expand Existing WRF Design Year Flows and Loads   

 
Flow BOD TSS NH3-N TKN 

 
MGD lb/d lb/d lb/d lb/d 

AADF 30.1 66,700 65,200 7,200 11,700 

MMF 42.7 75,000 81,600 8,300 13,200 

      

 
MGD mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L 

AADF 30.1 265 259 29 46 

MMF 
42.7 210 229 23 37 

AADF: Annual Average Day Flow 
MMF: Maximum Month Flow 
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3.9 Flow Reduction 
The City is planning annual improvements to its collection system based on numerous flow 
meters located throughout the system to reduce flows to the WRF.  The collection system 
improvements are not included as part of this facility plan. 

4 Development and Evaluation of Principal Alternatives   

4.1 Alternatives Evaluation  
The following section describes the alternatives that were evaluated for this facility plan. 

4.1.1 No Action 
Failure to implement the recommended improvements in a timely manner could have significant 
adverse impacts on the City of Sioux Falls WRF, including: 

• Non-compliance with discharge permit requirements. 

• Non-compliance with City Treatment Capacity per Ordinance. 

• Raw sewage spills, and associated public health impacts. 

• Water quality impairment of the Big Sioux River. 

• Inability to handle wastewater generated by the community. 

These consequences would likely lead to regulatory enforcement actions and fines, and may 
result in a moratorium on construction within the City’s service area. 

4.1.2 Regionalization or Consolidation of Systems 
The Sioux Falls WRF wastewater service area includes 34 major sanitary sewer basins. In 
addition, the wastewater service area assumed for this facility plan includes projected flows and 
loadings from existing regional customers (Brandon, Harrisburg, Renner Sanitary District, and 
Prairie Meadows Sanitary District).  Potential additional communities may be added in the future, 
but are beyond the timeframe and scope of this facility plan. 

4.1.3 Viable Treatment Technologies 
This facility plan presents alternative life cycle evaluations for activated sludge treatment and 
biosolids management.  Biosolids management present worth evaluation information was 
obtained from the 2014 Biosolids Management Evaluation Study which was conducted by HR 
Green. 

4.1.3.1 Activated Sludge Treatment Evaluation 

The following long-term activated sludge system expansion alternatives have been evaluated: 

Alternative 1-1 - 5 Stage Bardenpho Biological Nutrient Removal with Biological Phosphorus 
(BioP) removal with no carbon addition 
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Alternative 1-2 - 4 Stage Bardenpho Biological Nutrient Removal with ChemP and No Carbon 
(Base Alternative) 

Alternative 1-3 – MBR with Chemical Phosphorus Removal (ChemP) and no Carbon 

Alternative 2-2 – New East Side WRF Membrane Bioreactor (MBR) and 4-Stage Modified 
Ludzack Ettinger (MLE) System at existing WRF  

Alternatives 1-1, 1-2 and 1-3 expand the existing WRF to handle the design year flows and loads. 
Alternative 2-2 is a combination of modifications of the existing WRF and a new East Side WRF 
for treatment of flows from the East Side Sanitary Sewer Basins.  Refer to Figure 4-1 for locations 
of the existing WRF, potential East Side WRF and a general location for the omitted West Side 
WRF. 

New treatment process alternatives included the Permit #2 (2027) ammonia design target as well 
as the Permit #3 (2032) Total Nitrogen (TN) design target (8 mg-N/L). However, only Alternative 
1-1 includes a design component for biological phosphorus removal. The remaining alternatives
include chemical phosphorus removal. Long-term plans are focused on achieving steady-state
effluent quality meeting permit limits while maintaining stable operation during dynamic peaking
events. Again, as noted above, the goal when generating the alternatives was to reduce the need
to feed methanol. Secondly, modelling showed that there was no benefit in providing additional
primary clarifiers for the long-term as the carbon source was required for the anoxic nutrient
removal process. Therefore, all alternatives maintained four primary clarifiers with the ability to
bypass at flows exceeding the primary clarifier capacity.

The primary process consideration to shifting to an activated sludge process is that the process 
must then be sized to treat for BOD in the activated sludge system, which requires significantly 
more tank volume and additional final clarifiers. Currently, most of the BOD is removed in the 
trickling filters. 
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Figure 4-1  Potential Future WRF Locations 
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4.1.3.2 Biosolids Management Evaluation 

Eleven alternatives were considered and evaluated for biosolids management (processing, 
storage and disposal) in the 2014 Biosolids Management Evaluation Study.  The following is a 
summary of these alternatives:   

Alternative 1 – Lagoon with Liquid Sludge Storage, City Land Application 

Alternative 2 – Lagoon with Liquid Sludge Storage, Contractor Land Application 

Alternative 3 – Dewatered Sludge Cake with Covered Concrete Storage, Contractor Land 
Application 

Alternative 3A – Dewatered Sludge Cake with Covered Concrete Storage, Contractor Land 
Application, Modified Assumptions 

Alternative 4 – Dried Biosolids (Class A) with Covered Concrete Storage, Contractor Land 
Application 

Alternative 4A – Dried Biosolids (Class A) with Covered Concrete Storage, Contractor Land 
Application, Modified Assumptions 

Alternative 4B – Dried Biosolids (Class A) with Covered Concrete Storage, Contractor Lad 
Application, Modified Assumptions with Consumer Use 

Alternative 5 – Dried Biosolids (Class A) with Landfill Disposal 

Alternative 5A – Dried Biosolids (Class A) with Landfill Disposal, Modified Assumptions 

Alternative 6 – 50% Dewatered Sludge Cake with Covered Concrete Storage, Contractor Land 
Application, 50% Dried Biosolids (Class A) with Covered Concrete Storage, Consumer Use 

Alternative 6A – 50% Dewatered Sludge Cake with Covered Concrete Storage, Contractor Land 
Application, 50% Dried Biosolids (Class A) with Covered Concrete Storage, Consumer Use, 
Modified Assumptions 

4.1.4 New Facilities vs. Upgrade of Existing Facilities 
The existing aeration basins will be upgraded.  However, the volume of these basins is not 
sufficient to meet future WRF flows and loads.  Therefore, additional basins will be constructed. 

The existing biosolids management building will be retrofitted and additional biosolids 
management facilities will likely be added to the WRF. 

4.2 Evaluation of Monetary Costs 

4.2.1 Activated Sludge Treatment Evaluation 

4.2.1.1 Capital and Present Worth Project Costs 

Table 4-1 contains a summary of the opinion of probable costs and life cycle costs for each 
biological treatment alternative.  
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New Headworks  $                               5,500,000  $                           5,500,000  $                           5,500,000  $                          5,500,000 

Grit Influent Pipe Upsizing (1) (2)  $                                  800,000  $                              800,000  $                              800,000  $                             800,000 

New Primary Clarifiers  $                               8,900,000  $                           8,900,000  $                                          -  $                          6,800,000 

PC Diversion Box Process Bypass 

(1) (2)
 $                                  900,000  $                              900,000  $                              900,000  $                             600,000 

Aeration Basin Upgrades (1)  $                               1,900,000  $                           1,900,000  $                           1,900,000  $                          1,900,000 

Aeration Basin Splitter Box  $                               1,100,000  $                           1,100,000  $                           1,100,000  $                          1,000,000 

Aeration Basins  $                             18,500,000  $                         18,500,000  $                         17,000,000  $                        15,800,000 

Aeration Basin Blowers  $                               3,600,000  $                           3,600,000  $                           3,900,000  $                          2,900,000 

Chemical Feed  $                                              -  $                                          -  $                                          -  $                                        - 

MBR Headworks/Fine Screens  $                                              -  $                                          -  $                           1,700,000  $                          4,500,000 

MBR System  $                                              -  $                                          -  $                         34,400,000  $                        13,900,000 

Replace RAS and WAS Pumps  $                                  200,000  $                              200,000  $                              200,000  $                             200,000 

Rehab Final Clarifiers  $                               3,100,000  $                           3,100,000  $                           3,100,000  $                          3,100,000 

Final Clarifiers  $                               8,200,000  $                           8,200,000  $                                          -  $                          5,000,000 

Filter Expansion  $                               3,400,000  $                           3,400,000  $                                          -  $                          3,200,000 

Chlorine Contact Expansion (1) (2)  $                               1,500,000  $                           1,500,000  $                           1,500,000  $                          1,500,000 

Effluent Flow Meter Improvements  $                                  200,000  $                              200,000  $                              200,000  $                             200,000 

Pump Station 240 Disinfection 

Improvements
 $                                              -  $                                          -  $                                          -  $                          1,300,000 

PS 240 MBR Influent Pumping  $                                              -  $                                          -  $                                          -  $                             700,000 

Convert Biosolids Lagoons to 

Equalization Basins
 $                               3,300,000  $                           3,300,000  $                           3,300,000  $                          3,300,000 

Facilities & Infrastructure  $                                              -  $                                          -  $                                          -  $                          3,200,000 

Site Work/Demo  $                                  600,000  $                              600,000  $                              800,000  $                          7,200,000 

Site Piping  $                               1,200,000  $                           1,200,000  $                           1,500,000  $                          1,500,000 

Miscellaneous Improvements  $                                  600,000  $                              600,000  $                              800,000  $                             800,000 

 $                             63,500,000  $                         63,500,000  $                         78,600,000  $                        84,900,000 

 $                             15,900,000  $                         15,900,000  $                         19,600,000  $                        21,300,000 

 $                             79,400,000  $                         79,400,000  $                         98,200,000  $                      106,200,000 

 $                               4,000,000  $                           4,000,000  $                           4,900,000  $                          5,300,000 

 $                               4,200,000  $                           4,200,000  $                           5,200,000  $                          5,600,000 

 $                             13,000,000  $                         13,000,000  $                         16,300,000  $                        17,500,000 

 $                               2,000,000  $                           2,000,000  $                           2,500,000  $                          2,700,000 

 $                           102,600,000  $                       102,600,000  $                       127,100,000  $                      137,300,000 

 $                             24,700,000  $                         24,700,000  $                         30,400,000  $                        33,000,000 

 $                           127,300,000  $                       127,300,000  $                       157,500,000  $                      170,300,000 

 $                               8,800,000  $                           8,800,000  $                         10,800,000  $                        11,700,000 

Notes:

(1) High priority/immediate need.

(2) Hydraulic improvement.

(3) These costs assume that 48.3 MG of equalization basin capacity is in place.

(4) Miscellaneous Improvements include: architectural, structural, HVAC, electrical, SCADA, miscellaneous site structures and process related improvements identified during 

      the condition assessment (only equipment cost associated with the alternatives are included and those with a replacement timeframe of ten years or less).

Equivalent Annual 20-Year Project Cost at 

3.25% Interest

Excise/Sales Tax Allowance

Overhead & Profit

Bonds & Insurance

Total Construction Cost

Engineering, Administration, Legal, Permitting

Total Project Cost
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Alternative 2-2 - Chem P at 

WRF with MBR at PS 240
Description

Alternative 1-1 - Biological 

Phosphorus Removal at WRF

Alternative 1-2 - Chemical 

Phosphorus Removal at 

WRF

Alternative 1-3 - Membrane 

Bioreactor at WRF
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4.2.1.2 Operation and Maintenance Cost 

The estimated operation and maintenance costs associated with each activated sludge treatment alternative are 
summarized in Table 4-2. 

Table 4-2 Activated Sludge Alternatives Operation and Maintenance Costs 

Description 
Alternative 1-1 - 

Biological 
Phosphorus 

Removal at WRF 

Alternative 1-2 - 
Chemical 

Phosphorus 
Removal at WRF 

Alternative 1-3 - 
Membrane 

Bioreactor at WRF 

Alternative 2-2 - 
Chem P at WRF 

with MBR at PS 240 

Total Project Cost  $        127,280,000   $      127,280,000   $    157,550,000   $    170,280,000  
(process energy costs)  $            1,100,000   $          1,100,000   $        1,500,000   $        1,430,000  

(PS 240 pump power costs)  $               270,000   $             270,000   $           270,000   $             30,000  
(Cost savings for using siphon 
instead of MBR permeate pumps)  $                           -   $                        -   $             60,000   $                      -  

Energy Costs  $            1,380,000   $          1,370,000   $        1,560,000   $        1,460,000  
Material Costs  $                 60,000   $               50,000   $           190,000   $           170,000  

Labor Costs  $               870,000   $             820,000   $        1,330,000   $        1,750,000  

Total Operations & Maintenance  $            2,300,000   $          2,240,000   $        3,090,000   $        3,380,000  
 

4.2.2 Biosolids Management Evaluation 
HR Green conducted the Biosolids Management Evaluation Study for the City of Sioux Falls in 2014.  The present 
worth and non-economic ranking summary table was included in the study report; refer to Table 4-3. 

4.2.2.1 Present Worth Cost Analysis 
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Table 4-3  Biosolids Present Worth Evaluation 

Alt. Description 
Land 

Application 
Present Worth 

Land 
Application 

Present Worth 
Ranking 

Process & 
Storage 
Present 
Worth 

Process & 
Storage Present 
Worth Ranking 

Total 
Present 
Worth 

Total 
Present 
Worth 

Ranking 

Total Non- 
Economical 

Ranking 

1 
City to land apply biosolids at current rates on permitted land.  
Store biosolids as liquid up to 6.3% solids in the existing 
lagoons. 

$9,183,000 11 $1,851,000 3 $11,034,000 11 5 

2 
Store liquid sludge in the existing sludge lagoons and have a 
Contractor land apply liquid biosolids on existing land 
application sites. 

$7,069,000 10 $86,000 1 $7,155,000 6 4 

3 
Dewater sludge to 18% solids and store the dewatered cake in 
above-ground pad/bunker; 365 days.  Have a Contractor land 
apply dewatered cake on existing land application sites. 

$4,058,000 9 $5,962,000 5 $10,020,000 10 
6 

3A 
Dewater sludge to 24% solids and store the dewatered cake in 
above-ground pad/bunker; 200 days.  Have a Contractor land 
apply dewatered cake on existing land application sites. 

$2,757,000 8 $1,435,000 2 $4,192,000 1 

4 
Dewater sludge to 18% solids, dry sludge to 92% solids, and 
store the dried cake in above-ground pad/bunker; 365 days. 
Have a Contractor land apply dried cake on existing land 
application sites. 

($343,000) 3 $8,956,000 11 $8,613,000 8 

1 4A 
Dewater sludge to 24% solids, dry sludge to 92% solids, and 
store the dried cake in above-ground pad/bunker; 200 days. 
Have a Contractor land apply dried cake on existing land 
application sites. 

($127,000) 4 $6,976,000 8 $6,849,000 5 

4B 
Dewater sludge to 24% solids, dry sludge to 92% solids, and 
store the dried cake in above-ground pad/bunker; 100 days. 
Have a Contractor land apply 50% dried cake on existing land 
application sites and give away 50% dried cake. 

($999,000) 1 $6,476,000 7 $5,477,000 3 

5 
Dewater sludge to 18% solids, dry sludge to 92% solids, and 
store the dried cake in roll off dumpster.  Have a Contractor 
dispose of dried cake at the landfill. 

$411,000 5 $7,156,000 9 $7,567,000 7 
2 

5A 
Dewater sludge to 24% solids, dry sludge to 92% solids, and 
store the dried cake in roll off dumpster.  Have a Contractor 
dispose of dried cake at the landfill. 

($990,000) 2 $5,776,000 4 $4,786,000 2 

6 
Dewater sludge to 18% solids, dry 50% of sludge to 92% solids, 
and store the cakes in above-ground pads/bunkers; 365 days.  
Have a Contractor land apply dewatered cake on existing land 
application sites and give away dried cake. 

$985,000 7 $8,215,000 10 $9,200,000 9 

3 

6A 
Dewater sludge to 24% solids, dry 50% of sludge to 92% solids, 
and store the cakes in above-ground pads/bunkers; 200 days.  
Have a Contractor land apply dewatered cake on existing land 
application sites and give away dried cake. 

$433,000 6 $6,415,000 6 $6,848,000 4 
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4.3 Alternatives Evaluation  
Table 4-4 contains a summary of the equivalent annual costs for each activated sludge treatment 
alternative.   

Table 4-4  Activated Sludge Alternatives Equivalent Annual Costs 

Description 
Alternative 1-1 - 

Biological 
Phosphorus 

Removal at WRF 

Alternative 1-2 - 
Chemical 

Phosphorus 
Removal at WRF 

Alternative 1-3 - 
Membrane 

Bioreactor at 
WRF 

Alternative 2-2 - 
Chem P at WRF 
with MBR at PS 

240 

Operations & Maintenance - 20 
Year Present Value, 3.25%  $          33,430,000   $        32,580,000   $      44,880,000   $      49,150,000  

Construction, Operations & 
Maintenance Present Value  $        160,710,000   $      159,860,000   $    202,430,000   $    219,430,000  

Equivalent Annual 20-Year 
Project Cost and O&M Cost 
at 3.25% Interest 

$          11,100,000 $        11,000,000 $      13,900,000 $      15,100,000 

Notes: 
     (1) It was assumed that the WRF MBR permeate will be under siphon conditions at average flow, and that permeate pumps will be 

used at peak flow conditions only. 
 

As shown in Table 4-4, Alternative 1-2 Chemical Phosphorus Removal has the lowest cost 
equivalent annual 20-year project cost and O&M cost, however Alternative 1-1 Biological 
Phosphorus Removal is very close.  Either of these alternatives would be considered the most 
cost effective alternative. 

 

5 Selected Plan, Description and Implementation 
Arrangements 

5.1 Selected Improvements Summary 
The following is a summary list of the main selected WRF improvements: 

• WRF Equalization Basins 
• Headworks Facilities 
• Primary Clarifier Facilities   
• Primary Clarifier Influent Diversion Facilities   
• Activated Sludge Facilities 

o Existing Aeration Basin Upgrades 
o Step Feed Improvements at Aeration Basins 
o Aeration Basin Splitter Boxes 
o New Aeration Basins 
o New Aeration Basin Blowers and Building 
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o New RAS and WAS Pumping 
o New Final Clarifiers 

• Disinfection System Improvements and Expansion  
• Effluent Flow Meter Improvements 
• New Thickening 
• Biosolids Dewatering and Drying Improvements 
• Dewatering Building Rehabilitation  
• Sidestream Treatment 
• New Campus Electrical and Generators 
• Site Piping Improvements, Connection of New Pump Station 240 Force Main to WRF 
• Medium and High Priority Condition Assessment Items (Appendix E: Items identified as 

reliability risks due to age and condition) 
• Stormwater Handling Improvements 
• Filter Building Improvements 
• Hauled Waste Receiving 
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Figure 5-1  WRF – Proposed Site Layout 
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Figure 5-2  Proposed WRF Process Flow Diagram 
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The proposed WRF improvements are described in greater detail in the following sections. 

5.2 Justification and Description of Selected Plan 
This section presents the recommended improvements along with a preliminary capital 
improvements plan that reflects the timing for the following needs: 

• Provide reliability and avert risk for failure,

• Improve treatment operations,

• Increase hydraulic and/or organic capacity for growth,

• Meet future regulations along with growth.

The recommended WRF plan provides a long-term master plan for ultimate expansion of the 
plant, while identifying a phased construction program to meet capacity and treatment 
requirements for the next 20 years. The plan will be refined as part of preliminary design efforts 
with project costs to match the further defined scope(s).   

The most notable technology-based changes are the long-term switch to Biological Nutrient 
Removal to meet new regulations and the recommended change to biosolids dewatering to 
improve operability and practicality of the sludge handling operation. All of the recommended 
improvements involve conventional, commonly used wastewater treatment technologies. 

5.2.1 WRF Drivers for Improvements 
Based on the alternative evaluation that includes factor weighting, alternative scoring and cost-
benefit development, the preferred alternative for this project is Alternative 1-1, 5-Stage 
Bardenpho Biological Nutrient Removal at WRF. This alternative is comprised of expansion of 
activated sludge to provide biological nutrient removal for phosphorus and nitrogen and further 
polishing with chemical phosphorous removal, final clarification, tertiary filtration and chlorine 
contact basin expansion.   

When fully constructed, the Alternative 1-1 biological nutrient removal and polishing scheme will 
provide treated effluent of a quality suitable to meet the expected ammonia, total nitrogen and 
total phosphorus design effluent criteria.  Alternative 1-1 will likely be the build out facility.  There 
may be an interim phase of construction based on the pre-design. 

The long term recommended improvements and ultimately the capital improvements plan 
envisions the capital improvements described in the following sections. The implementation 
programming is designed to provide timely construction of the necessary improvements at the 
plant by integrating preliminary design for all projects required by 2025, also referred to as Phase 
1 project improvements. The recommended liquid process improvements are those that will be 
necessary to meet the federally adopted ammonia criteria. At this point, Phase 1 ammonia 
removal and related solids handling improvements would need to be constructed by 2025 to meet 
expected growth.  

Included in the Phase 1 projects are the liquid and solids plant process improvements and 
“reliability” improvements. 

The improvements address treatment capacity upgrades for treatment through 2036 along with 
the other noted high and medium priority reliability improvements. Phase 1 liquid improvements 
generally include headworks, primary clarifier influent diversion facilities, increased activated 
sludge, filtration and chlorine contact capacity. The trickling filter train will continue to be used 
until nutrient removal regulations are in place. However, due to timing, a Phase 1a project may 



 
 

 

Water Reclamation Facility  
City of Sioux Falls Facilities Plan 2019 

30 

need to be constructed immediately including grit influent piping, diversion of peak flows directly 
from grit removal to the aeration basins and incorporating step-feed into the aeration basins. Also 
included in Phase 1a is rehabilitating the final clarifiers and existing filtration high priority items, 
and new biosolids dewatering/handling improvements.  This phasing plan may be adjusted as 
CMAR is engaged in the project. 

The biosolids handling improvements address sludge thickening, post-digestion storage, 
dewatering, thermal drying and dewatered and dried sludge storage. 

Anticipating that regulatory requirements will change in the future, the plan provides flexibility to 
incorporate the plan in phases and also includes provisions for future process changes.  

5.3 Recommended WRF Improvements 
This section presents the recommended facility improvements for the proposed WRF. The 
ultimate liquids treatment scheme is comprised of influent screening, grit removal, primary 
clarification, nutrient removal using the 5-Stage Bardenpho process for nitrogen and phosphorus 
removal, final clarification, filtration, and chorine disinfection improvements. 

For process residuals, onsite solids handling includes thickening followed by anaerobic digestion. 
Following digestion, biosolids handling and disposal consists of dewatering via screw presses 
followed by thermal drying for Class A sludge to be disposed on the current land application sites 
and a portion through potential sale for domestic use. 

For visual reference, the site layout for the proposed WRF is shown in Figure 5-1 and the process 
flow diagram for the proposed WRF is shown in Figure 5-2. 

The specific improvements are designed to provide adequate capacity for the projected 20-year 
nominal 2036 planning year average flow of 30.1mgd, maximum month flow of 42.7 mgd and 
peak equalized flow of 57 mgd. The equalization volume included at the WRF assumes that a 
new 20 million gallon basin is constructed at the Chambers and Cliff site. 

Phase 2 improvements are included for new screenings and grit removal followed by new primary 
clarifiers. These recommended 20-year and beyond improvements allow for the elimination of a 
secondary pump station. The design duty point for all existing pump stations/force mains 
discharging into the new facilities would have to be reevaluated to add the roughly 6 feet of 
additional head required to flow through these facilities. These facilities are shown as dashed as 
they are not included in the 20-year CIP planning costs. 

5.3.1 General Civil/Site 
The Phase 1 improvements include clearing and grubbing, earthwork, erosion control, site 
drainage, site demolition, new roadways, new concrete sidewalks, site fencing, additional site 
lighting, site restoration, and any required modifications to the site utilities required to install the 
new secondary treatment facilities. The nonpotable water system will be extended to the new 
basins with yard hydrants for wash down. Influent and effluent piping to the proposed treatment 
processes are included in unit process cost estimates.  A stormwater retention basin will also be 
constructed as part of the Phase 1 improvements. 

5.3.2 General Civil/Site: Medium Priority Items 
Additional recommended medium priority improvements include removal and replacement of the 
concrete roadway pavement throughout the WRF. Removal of existing concrete sidewalks and  
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replacement with minimum 6 feet wide sidewalks. Removal of the steps in the sidewalks by the 
Filter Building, from the Primary Clarifiers to the Digester Building, and at Manhole No. 8 and No. 
10 and reconfiguring the sidewalks considered, allowing removal of the steps. 

5.3.3 Site Electrical: High Priority Item 
A high priority item is to replace the electrical duct bank feed loop from the activated sludge side 
of the plant. 

5.3.4 WRF Equalization 
Equalization improvements include converting the existing biosolids lagoons to equalization 
basins at the WRF. A total of 47 million gallons of equalization is required including Cliff and 
Chambers. With 32 million gallons at Cliff and Chambers, a 15 mg equalization basin is required 
at the WRF. 

Preliminarily WRF improvements include the following: 

• Construct 15 million gallons of equalization within the existing biosolids basin. 
• Construct tee and isolation valve at 42-inch force main. 
• Construct an automated valve to equalization basins. 
• Construct a dry-pit style 7 mgd return pump station complete with valving and metering to 

42-inch force main. 
• Update gate controls at headworks structure.  
• Update SCADA for coordinating Main Pump Station metering with headworks metering to 

provide a set diversion rate. 
• Route the new Pump Station 240 force main from the edge of the WRF site to the new 

headworks facility. 

Peak flows should continue to be monitored to determine if improvements to these processes 
need to be budgeted for in long-term planning. 

5.3.5 Preliminary Treatment (Headworks) (Building #3) 

5.3.5.1 Fine Screening 

The recommended Phase 1 Improvements for preliminary treatment for the WRF will consist of 
new higher capacity fine screens installed in a new Grit and Screenings Building. Phase 1 will 
also include new grit removal followed by new primary clarifiers to eliminate secondary pumping 
in the long-term. 

 
If funding does not allow for new headworks facilities, the Phase 1 Interim Improvements for 
preliminary treatment for the WRF will consist of new higher capacity fine screens installed in the 
existing Grit and Screenings Building. 

5.3.5.2 Grit Removal (Headworks) (Building #3) 

The purpose of grit removal is to remove particles that cannot be decomposed by the treatment 
process and that may damage pumps or other machinery in downstream processes. At the WRF, 
grit removal includes an aerated grit removal system. The grit that settles into the hopper is 
removed by grit pumps. The design capacity for the grit removal is sufficient as it is in excess of 
70 mgd, however, the performance of the current system is poor. 
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The recommended Phase 1 Improvements for preliminary treatment for the WRF will consist of 
new higher capacity grit removal installed in a new Grit and Screenings Building. Improvements 
will also include new grit removal followed by new primary clarifiers to eliminate secondary 
pumping in the long-term.  A new septage receiving station will be constructed adjacent to the 
new Grit and Screenings Building. 

 
Phase 1a improvements will include increasing the grit tank influent piping size to provide for 
60+mgd as currently this piping is a critical hydraulic bottleneck. 

If funding does not allow for new headworks facilities, the Phase 1 Interim Improvements for 
preliminary treatment for the WRF will consist of rehabilitating the following in the existing Grit 
and Screenings Building: 

• Sampler and Piping 
• Grit Chambers/Control Gates 
• Concrete Floor Rehabilitation 
• Building Structure Miscellaneous Rehabilitation 
• New Concrete Stairway and Railing 
• Electrical Rehabilitation 
• Replace Grit Blowers #1 and 3 
• Replace grit piping and valves 

5.3.5.3 Influent Sampling 

Influent sampling will be modified to be flow proportional and the sampling equipment will be 
removed and replaced as part of normal maintenance. 

5.3.6 Primary Treatment   
Primary treatment for the WRF will continue the physical removal of solids from the influent 
wastewater with the existing conventional primary clarifiers. 

5.3.6.1 Primary Clarifiers (Building #5)  

Screened wastewater contains suspended solids that have not yet settled out due to the 
turbulence of the process stream. Passing the wastewater through a conventional clarifier slows 
down the flow rate and allows the heavy particles to settle to the bottom where sludge rakes 
operate to remove the settled sludge. Conventional clarification not only removes the readily 
settleable solids but also the floating materials through surface skimmers. Overflow weirs allow 
the clarified liquid stream to pass to the next downstream process. Approximately 50 to 70 
percent of the suspended solids and 25 to 60 percent of the BOD are removed in the primary 
clarifiers.  

The primary clarifiers have a rated capacity of 35 mgd. The proposed plan is for Grit Basin 
effluent in excess of 35 mgd directly to the activated sludge system. 

The recommended Phase 1 Improvements for preliminary treatment for the WRF will consist of 
new primary clarifiers. Improvements will include new grit and screenings followed by new 
primary clarifiers to eliminate secondary pumping in the long-term. 

If funding does not allow for new primary clarifier facilities, the Phase 1 Interim Improvements for 
primary treatment for the WRF will consist of rehabilitating the existing Primary Clarifiers and 
diverting Grit Basin effluent in excess of 35 MGD directly to the activated sludge system. 
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5.3.6.2 Sludge Pumping Building (Building #4) Building  

a. High Priority 

Sludge Pumping Building improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Extend fiber optic line. 

• Replace electrical. 

b. Medium Priority 

Sludge Pumping Building improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• New Air compressor. 

• Repaint interior. 

5.3.6.3 Primary Clarifier Influent Diversion 

To address peak events, it is recommended to construct an automatically controlled weir 
diversion structure on the primary clarifier influent line to direct flow exceeding the capacity of the 
primary clarifiers directly to the aeration basins. This is recommended in Phase 1a. This will allow 
for 35+ mgd through the trickling filter train with 22 mgd diverted through the activated sludge 
system.  

In Phase 2, new headworks and primary clarifiers ultimately become part of the recommended 5-
Stage Bardenpho treatment flow scheme.  

These improvements will support an increase in the plant capacity to 57 mgd in Phase 1 and will 
ultimately direct all of the flow to the activated sludge process in Phase 2.  Primary clarifier 
influent diversion will not be constructed if budget allows the construction of a new headworks 
building and primary clarifiers. 

5.3.7 Secondary Treatment 
The purpose of secondary treatment is to facilitate biological conversion of organics in the 
wastewater to biomass that can be removed by sedimentation and filtration. The selected 
secondary treatment configuration for the proposed WRF is the 5-Stage Bardenpho Process 
which includes anaerobic, anoxic and aerobic zones for both nitrogen and phosphorus removal 
followed by final clarification. 

The trickling filter train will remain in service during Phase 1 to continue removing the 
carbonaceous biological oxygen demand, or CBOD, component of the wastewater with the 
following improvements. 

5.3.8 First Stage Intermediate Clarifiers (Building #7)  

5.3.8.1 High Priority 

First Stage Intermediate Clarifier improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace conduit and boxes on walkways. 

5.3.8.2 Medium Priority 

First Stage Intermediate Clarifiers improvements include the following medium priority items: 
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• Fill/grade under humus valve supports. 

5.3.9 Second Stage Intermediate Clarifiers (Building #9)  

5.3.9.1 High Priority 

Second Stage Intermediate Clarifiers improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace concrete at the guardrail posts. 

• Replace conduit and boxes on walkways. 

5.3.10 Process Pumping (Building #10)  

5.3.10.1 High Priority 

Process pumping improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Seal joints & repair concrete between wetwell & drywell. 

• Replace conduit and j-box near entrance. 

5.3.10.2 Medium Priority 

Process pumping improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Repair/ replace all exterior doors. 

• Replace Sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

• Install a landing /stairs on the rear exit. 

• Sealant/backer rod on all windows. 
 

A new blower building will be constructed as part of the Phase 1 aeration basin improvements. 
The existing control building, aeration basins and splitter structures and RAS Pumping Building 
require the following improvements. 

5.3.11 Control Building (Building #18)  

5.3.11.1 High Priority 

Control Building improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Blower replacement included in Phase 1 Project Cost. 

• Correct drainage on N & W sides of bldg. 

• Replace exterior sealant and tuck-point. 

• Replace the exterior access doors (2 single). 

• Replace entire HVAC system. 

5.3.12 Aeration Basin Splitter Structures (Building #18A&B)  

5.3.12.1 Medium Priority 

Aeration Basin Splitter Structures improvements include the following medium priority items: 
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• Cover concrete structure with aluminum tread plate to prevent splashing. 

5.3.13 Aeration Basins (Building #18C)  

5.3.13.1 High Priority 

Aeration Basins improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace electrical J-boxes and conduit. 

5.3.13.2 Medium Priority 

Aeration Basins improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Slope bottom of basins with grout. 

• Repair basin bottom and wall surfaces. 

• Replace dissolved oxygen sensor conduit. 

5.3.14 RAS Building (Building #19)  

5.3.14.1 High Priority 

RAS Building improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace electrical J-boxes and conduit. 

• Replace roof, coping, trim & flashing. 

• Upgrade electrical conduit and wiring. 

• Update/replace HVAC equipment. 

5.3.14.2 Medium Priority 

RAS Building (19) improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Pump costs included in Phase 1. 

• Mitigate settling. 

• Seal drywell. 

• Replace grating on north side of building. 

• Replace sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

• Replace exterior double door. 

5.3.15 Phase 1 Activated Sludge Ammonia Removal 
Secondary improvements will be required in order to meet the ammonia permit limits through 
2036. Alternative 1-1, Phase 1 improvements will include new aeration tankage (total 18 million 
gallons), new final clarifiers, and additional return activated sludge (RAS) facilities to be able to 
provide 100% of peak equalized flow at 57 mgd. The Phase 1 facility is comprised of the following 
major components: 

• Existing Aeration Basin Upgrades (in addition to “high” and “medium” priority). 
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• Aeration Basin Splitter Box. 

• Replace RAS and WAS Pumps. 

• New Aeration basins configured for future BioP/ nitrification / denitrification (NDN). 

• New RAS (mixed liquor) pumping. 

• New WAS and scum pumping. 

• New blowers and building for process aeration. 

• New lime chemical feed to supply needed alkalinity. 
 

All or a portion of the improvements will be made based on the available budget, with flexibility to 
optimize treatment and adaptability to future conditions.   

A summary of the required sizing for Phase 1 and 2 improvements is outlined in Table 5-1. 

Table 5-1  Alternative 1-1 – Planning Basis of Design for Phases 1 and 2 

Description Units Existing 
Total in Phase 1 
(Existing + Ph. 1) 

Total in Phase 2 
(Ph. 1 + Ph. 2) 

Average Day Flow MGD 21 30.1 30.1 

Peak Day Equalized Flow MGD 35 57.0 57.0 

Total WRF EQ Basin 
Volume MG - 15 15 

PC Effluent Diversion 
Capacity MGD - 57.0 57.0 

Total Aeration Basin 
Volume MG 8.1 18.0 (9.9 MG 

additional) 46.0 

EQ Basin At East Side 
Pump Station 240  MG  1.0 2.75 

Aeration Basin Blower 
Capacity1 SCFM 45,000 (Coarse 

Bubble) 79,550 (Fine Bubble) 79,550 (Fine 
Bubble) 

Total No. Final Clarifiers2 No. 4.0 7.0 7.0 

RAS Pumping2 MGD 27.0 57.0 57.0 

Total Filter Capacity MGD 34.0 57.0 57.0 
Notes: 
1. Assumes Phase 1 and 2 blower capacity will be constructed in Phase 1 complete with a complete new fine bubble 

aeration system. 

2. Existing Clarifiers and RAS Pumping will be refurbished. 
HDR recommends the following process considerations to be addressed during preliminary design as the 
recommended plan recommends chemical feed for “tying up” the phosphorus as the most economical solution to 
address the following: 

• Reducing struvite accumulation in anaerobic digesters,  

• Improving dewaterability of anaerobically digested biosolids and high phosphorus recycle loading from solids 
handling (up to 50% influent load).  

 

The phosphorus recycle content and associated challenges with solids handling for a biological phosphorus removal 
process warrant further consideration. Phosphorus handling alternatives may be considered during predesign 
including the following Phosphorus release (P-Release) from waste activated sludge (WAS). 
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5.3.16 Final Clarification 
Following the aeration basins, the flocculated biomass is removed from the process water by 
sedimentation in the final clarifiers. Overflow weirs allow the clarified liquid stream to pass to the 
next downstream process and solids to settle to the bottom of the clarifiers. Settled solids are 
either wasted for disposal (Waste Activated Sludge) or returned to the biological process (Return 
Activated Sludge). During secondary treatment, a well-designed and operated system may be 
expected to achieve average concentrations less than 10 mg/L for both BOD5 and TSS with 
maximum concentrations of approximately twice.  Up to four (4) new final clarifiers may be 
required. 

The existing final clarifiers consist of original equipment and require the following upgrades. 

5.3.17 Tertiary Treatment  
Tertiary treatment is used to further remove suspended solids and/or nutrients beyond what is 
achieved in secondary treatment.  

5.3.17.1 Filter Building (Building #21)  

At the WRF, gravity filtration will be expanded to provide an additional barrier for suspended 
solids at the increased flow of 57 mgd. The main benefit of tertiary filtration is that performance is 
predictable and repeatable even during short-term plant upsets. Phase 2 filtration effluent filter 
media type needs to be evaluated to provide media which best accommodates solids capture for 
phosphorous removal. 

In addition, the following improvements will be constructed at the existing filter building as part of 
the immediate Phase 1a project, primarily due to reliability, age and condition. 

a. High Priority 

Filter Building improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace filter influent & effluent valve actuators. 

• Raise filter bypass weir (hydraulic constraint). 

• Update conduit and wiring. 

b. Medium Priority 

Filter Building (21) improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Repair masonry on south side of bldg. 

• Repair cracks on the SW wall of building (inside and out). 

• Replace sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

• Replace sealant/backer rod on windows 

• Replace exterior doors (1 double door and 1 single). 

• Repaint walls in lower pipe gallery. 

5.3.17.2 Disinfection 

The flow leaves the filters and travels to a splitter box at the head of the chlorine contact basins. 
Weir gates in the splitter box split the flow evenly between the two chlorine contact basins. A 
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Parshall flume is used to measure the chlorine contact basin effluent. Sodium hypochlorite is fed 
as the disinfectant upstream of the chlorine contact basins. Sodium bisulfite is fed to remove the 
residual chlorine prior to discharge to the river. 

The Phase 1 recommendation is to add an additional 0.35 MG of capacity to the chlorine contact 
basins complete with ancillary influent splitting and site piping in order to achieve 15 minutes of 
detention time at the 2036 projected equalized peak flow. Improvements include a second sodium 
bisulfate tank, with the same capacity as the sodium hypochlorite (bleach) tanks. 

The disinfection chemicals are fed from the Chemical Feed Building, which along with the 
chlorine contact tank will include the following reliability related improvements.  Converting the 
existing chlorine contact basins to Ultra Violet Disinfection will be evaluated as a part of the 
preliminary design. 

5.3.17.3 Chemical Feed Building (Building #22)  

a. High Priority 

Chemical Feed Building improvements include the following high priority electrical items: 

• Replace transformer and update conduit and wiring. 

b. Medium Priority 

Chemical Feed Building (22) improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Replace sidewalk as part of Sidewalk Replacement Plan. 

• Rehab exterior west stairway. 

• Replace exterior doors (1 double door and 3 single). 

5.3.17.4 Chlorine Contact Basin (Building #23)  

a. High Priority 

Chlorine Contact Basin improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace transformer and update conduit and wiring. 

b. Medium Priority 

Chlorine Contact Basin improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Replace sidewalk as part of Sidewalk Replacement Plan. 

• Rehab exterior west stairway. 

• Replace exterior doors (1 double door and 3 single). 

5.3.17.5 Effluent Flow Measurement 

Effluent flow measurement to be upgraded to a magnetic flow meter complete with structure. 

5.3.18 Solids Handling  
The selected solids handling alternative includes processing the solids at the WRF to a sufficient 
level to meet Class A biosolids and hauling them by truck to the City’s land application sites.  
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The existing solids dewatering building will house the thickening, dewatering equipment; the 
polymer feed system(s), sludge pumps, and a truck bay for loading the dewatered biosolids.   

5.3.18.1 Solids Thickening  

Waste activated sludge (WAS) from the secondary treatment processes will be thickened either 
by converting the existing gravity thickeners to dissolved air flotation units (DAFs), utilizing a 
gravity belt thickeners, rotary drum thickeners, or by utilizing the selected dewatering equipment. 
Primary solids will continue to be thickened separately in the gravity thickeners. If gravity belts or 
rotary drum style thickening is selected, thickener feed will either be from the gravity thickeners or 
a WAS holding tank with capacity of three days of storage prior to thickening. 

The existing gravity thickeners require rehabilitation and the recommended improvements are as 
follows. 

5.3.18.2 Gravity Thickeners/ Tunnel (Building #11)  

a. High Priority 

Gravity Thickeners/ Tunnel improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Restore interior and exterior concrete surfaces. 

• Replace mechanisms. 

• Rehab support for odor control blowers. 

• Repair stairs and landing. 

• Install drainage system above tunnel. 

• Replace brick/tuck-point exit stair tower. 

• Replace roof, coping, trim & flashing on exit stair tower. 

• Replace the single access door at the tunnel tower exit. 

• Sandblast and recoat piping. 

• Replace Thickened Sludge Pumps. 

• Update HVAC system to meet NFPA 820. 

• Replace conduit at thickener platforms. 

• Replace conduit/supports and wiring in tunnel. 

5.3.19 Anaerobic Digestion  
Thickened solids will be stabilized through the existing anaerobic digestion, which allows the 
WRF to take advantage of gas production and energy recovery. The digesters will be configured 
as a single-stage system with four primary digesters. The primary digesters are to be heated and 
mixed via high rate pumping. Traditional anaerobic digestion alone cannot process solids to Class 
A standards, but it is an accepted means of producing Class B solids. Dewatering followed by 
thermal drying, as discussed below, will supplement the digesters for processing the solids 
sufficiently for Class A classification. 

The existing digestion complex requires the following reliability and code improvements. 
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5.3.19.1 Digesters (Building #12)  

a. Medium Priority 

Digester Gas Storage Sphere improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Sandblast and Recoat Interior and Exterior Surfaces. 

5.3.20 Biosolids Handling 
To achieve a Class A solids, stabilization can be facilitated by dewatering, heating and drying to 
achieve a high quality product. Digestion and thermal drying both attain vector attraction 
reduction and significant pathogen reduction.  

The recommended process type remains the same as existing through Primary Anaerobic 
Digestion (AD) i.e. Gravity Thickeners (GTH) followed by AD. However, in the long term, 
mechanical thickening is required which includes either drawing directly off the thickeners or 
separately storing and thickening WAS based on the increase WAS with the treatment change to 
activated sludge and continuing to thicken primary clarifier sludge via the gravity thickeners. 

With the existing Biosolids Lagoons converted to equalization, primary digested sludge will be 
sent to a new mixed Dewatering Sludge Feed Tank (DSFT) with a minimum of 3 days of storage 
at approximately 300,000 gallons. Next, polymer will be fed and an alum feed point would be 
provided ahead of dewatering to promote phosphorous precipitation and removal in the 
dewatered sludge which is then fed to the Dewatering Unit (Screw Press).  

Solids dewatering reduces the volume in solids processing to minimize the trucking requirements 
needed for hauling to the land application sites. The anaerobically digested solids will be fed to 
the screw presses at approximately four percent solids, and the screw press will dewater the 
solids to produce a 15-20% cake, reducing the volume to be thermally dried and hauled away.  

Currently, it is assumed the solids processing system will have two separate polymer make-up 
and feed systems: one for thickening and one for dewatering. A chemical containment area will 
be necessary around any storage tanks. It may be determined after some bench scale testing 
that one polymer will work for both thickening WAS and dewatering anaerobically digested solids. 
If two polymers are necessary, the compatibility with one another should be evaluated to 
determine if separate feed systems are necessary.    

The centrate will be collected and transferred to the existing backwash storage tank for 
aeration/equalization and ultimately returned to the head of the plant via the backwash return 
pumps. Dewatered sludge will normally be thermally dried with provisions to send dewatered sludge 
directly to storage.  
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Figure 5-3  Preliminary Schematic for Recommended Improvements 

 

Required improvements for the design condition include: 

o New conveyors to transfer cake from the dewatering unit to the sludge load-out area, plus 
additional conveyors as needed for additional dewatering unit. The assumption is that 
each dewatering unit will have a dedicated conveyor for transfer of cake to the thermal 
drying and sludge load-out area. 

o Sludge load-out conveyor to even distribution of dewatered sludge in the roll-off 
containers. 

o New liquid polymer feed and storage system, plus additional liquid polymer feed and 
storage system for additional dewatering units. The assumption is that each dewatering 
unit would have a dedicated polymer feed system. 

o New dewatering unit feed pumps, plus additional feed pumps for additional dewatering 
units. The assumption is that each dewatering unit would have a dedicated sludge feed 
pump. 

o New liquid sludge storage with new mixing.   
o Electrical and instrumentation upgrades (costs for new equipment are estimated as a 

percentage of other construction costs). 
o Automation of the controls for the centrate flow; a centrate flow meter; and a level-

controlled centrate storage tank. 
o New solids handling building standby generator and automatic transfer switch (ATS). 
o Dry cake storage with conveyance. 

Additional investigation and pilot testing is recommended before a final decision is made on a 
solids dewatering alternative. Investigation and pilot testing would provide the following: 

o Potential for site visits to observe the alternatives evaluation in a full-scale operation at 
other facilities. 

o Reliability of the alternatives to consistently meet the sludge dewatering performance 
goals. 

o Determine the ability to operate the alternatives continuously on a 24-hour basis with 
minimal adjustments of the polymer and operator attention. 

 
Handling of the sidestream ammonia for Phase 1 and nutrients for Phase 2 have been included in 
the Biowin model scenarios and the associated capital improvement costs have been included as 
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part of the selected treatment processes. The selected activated sludge process is sized for the 
anticipated recycle loads. Due to the small relative ammonia recycle loading, the benefits of 
sidestream treatment targeted to ammonia is limited for the selected treatment process. The 
current process selection equalizes the ammonia load and minimizes additional process 
components that would be required for the alternative patented sidestream ammonia removal 
processes. 

The current plan recommends chemical feed for “tying up” the phosphorus as the most 
economical solution to address phosphorus removal along with reducing struvite accumulation in 
anaerobic digesters.  This also improves dewaterability of anaerobically digested biosolids and 
reduces high phosphorus recycle loading from solids handling (up to 50% influent load). 
However, the phosphorus recycle content and associated challenges with solids handling for a 
biological phosphorus removal process warrant further consideration during preliminary design. 
Phosphorus handling alternatives may be considered during predesign including processes that 
provide Phosphorus release (P-Release) from waste activated sludge (WAS).  Both of these 
alternatives are similar in cost effectiveness. 

5.3.21 Centrate/Supernatant Recycle Management 
Compliance with the effluent limit for ammonia-nitrogen will be enhanced by returning centrate to 
the existing backwash storage basin and returning these flows to the liquid treatment stream 
during periods of low influent ammonia loading. The new system will include controls and 
metered pumping for the recycle return system. The aeration system capacity and any required 
chemical feed points (i.e. alkalinity) will be reviewed in preliminary design. A key element of 
preliminary design is providing sufficient sidestream treatment to meet the needs in the gap 
between Phase 1a completion and Phase 1 completion. 

Given the age and condition of the existing dewatering building, additional reliability items need to 
be addressed as follows. 

5.3.22 Existing Solids Dewatering Building (Building #14)  

5.3.22.1 High Priority 

Solids Dewatering improvements include the following high priority items: 

o Replace roofing. 

o Replace the exterior access doors (5 single). 

o Upgrade and rezone heat and add natural gas heating. 

o Replace/upgrade electrical with dewatering project. 

5.3.22.2 High Priority 

Energy Recovery improvements include the following high priority items: 

o Replace south door w/rollup door. 

o Replace the exterior access doors (2 double and 1 single). 

o Replace the boilers. 

o Replace the heat exchanger tubes. 

o Replace the boiler hot water pumps. 
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o Replace the supply fans. 

o Replace exhaust fans #3 & #4. 

5.3.23 Energy Driven Needs 
As part of a previous energy audit, HDR identified and evaluated 27 energy conservation 
measures (ECMs) for the Sioux Falls WRF. The following recommended ECMs have been 
included in the other recommended high and medium priority items: 

• Aeration System Improvements: 

o Repair air leaks in aeration basin air piping at mechanical couplings. 

o Convert to fine bubble aeration and automate controls for throttling aeration basin 
blowers. 

• Add VFDs for Nonpotable water pumps. 

• Add VFDs on Return Activated Sludge (RAS) Pumping. 

• Add VFDs to in-plant waste pumps. 
 

A key component of the Phase 1 improvements should be to incorporate a power Demand 
Management System and create a demand reduction protocol for the plant. A Demand 
Management System is built-in software to either alert personnel of the impacts of starting motors 
at the plant.  

An example of a Demand Management System is GoFlex (Grid Operational Flexibility) which is a 
multipurpose real-time demand management platform that enables time shift power usage in real 
time to match the moment-to-moment fluctuations of electricity demand on the WRFs power 
system. High use motors are connected, such as aeration blowers that have been identified for 
their flexibility in electricity use.  The platform will receive real-time requests which will then be 
sent to the programmable logic controller; this can automatically adjust the blowers output without 
any noticeable impact on daily operations. 

Some operator inconvenience to react to spikes in demand and alarms may be experienced, and 
optimization of demand reduction protocol will require careful documentation. The alarm and real-
time monitoring will increase awareness of energy use and assist staff in identifying new 
opportunities to reduce the load, demand and resulting demand charge. The impact to the 
operational cost of shutting down energy recovery during peak loading could equal $5000 in one 
month alone, largely due to elevating the demand. The cost for the Demand Management System 
has been included in Phase 1 recommended improvements. 

5.3.24 Solids Disposal  
Ultimately, biosolids, will be land applied as currently implemented at the WRF but with 
significantly less volume.  As mentioned above, solids at the WRF will be dewatered and dried to 
Class A standards, allowing for a wider range of acceptable disposal sites, in addition to greater 
robustness in the case of more stringent regulations on land application in the future. The 
recommended Biosolids Study plan is to store the dried cake in aboveground pad/bunker for 
giveaway (half) and for contracted land application (half) on existing land application sites. 
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5.3.25 In-Plant Pumping (Building #24) 

5.3.25.1 High Priority 

In-Plant Pumping improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace roof, coping, trim & flashing. 

• Update electrical complete. 

• Replace HVAC system including heat recovery. 

5.3.25.2 Medium Priority 

In-Plant Pumping improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Replace Nonpotable pumps and motors. 

• Add constant pressure pumping system to NPW Pumps. 

• Replace NPW strainer #1. 

• Replace NPW strainer #2. 

• Replace NPW flow meter. 

• Replace In-Plant Waste Pumps and motors. 

• Add VFDs to In-Plant Waste Pumps. 

• Replace in-plant waste flow meter. 

• Replace/upgrade piping and valves. 

• Repair brick on SW corner of bldg.  

• Replace sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

• Replace exterior double door. 
 

5.3.26 Dumping Station (Building #16) 

5.3.26.1 Medium Priority 

Dumping Station (16) improvements include the following high priority items: 

• The dumping station electrical is no longer used. Remove & demolish 
conduit/supports and wiring. 

• Hauled waste receiving improvements will be reviewed and incorporated in the 
project if budget allows. 

5.3.27 Maintenance Building (Building #2) 

5.3.27.1 High Priority 

Maintenance Building improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Replace roof, trim, coping, & flashing. 
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• Replace missing ladder rail and missing toe plate. 

• Replace HVAC system. 
 

5.3.27.2 Medium Priority 

Maintenance Building improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Replace air compressor. 

• Sandblast maintenance bay walls and ceiling & repaint. 

5.3.28 Equipment Storage (Building #17) 

5.3.28.1 High Priority 

Equipment Storage improvements include the following high priority items: 

o Expanding office area to NW part of bldg. to house additional employees. 

o Updating HVAC system and expand to new office area. 

5.3.29 Odor Control/Site Buffer 
The City should develop long-term plans for the WRF site and should begin implementation of the 
plans as soon as possible. As surrounding properties become further developed, it will become 
increasingly important that the City provide an attractive visual buffer between wastewater 
operations and surrounding uses. The closest development will likely be to the west and 
potentially north. 

As growth occurs, odor control facilities should be considered for the following facilities: 

• Pretreatment Building 
• Primary Clarifiers (optional) 
• Solids Handling Facilities including:  

o Dewatering area. 
o Dewatered Storage and Loading. 

A plant-wide odor control system at the treatment plant would collect foul air from these process 
areas. The odorous air will be routed through a bio-filter bed for odor scrubbing or alternatively 
utilize a pre-engineered and customized packed bed odor control scrubbers and systems which 
utilizes hypochlorite with pH control to oxidize odorous compounds. 

Planning costs have not been included at this time due to the significant distance to “neighbors”. 

5.3.30 Standby Power Engine Generator (Building #15) 
The standby power planning includes provision for replacement of the unit based on size 
reliability, age, and condition. 

5.3.30.1 High Priority 

In the short term, Engine Generator improvements include the following high priority items: 

• Install utility circuit bypass. 
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5.3.30.2 Medium Priority 

Engine Generator improvements include the following medium priority items: 

• Replace driveway and pavement. 

• Rehabilitate enclosure and provide platform and stairs. 

5.4 Automation and Controls 
The expansion alternatives include integrating the process into a uniform, plant-wide solution 
complete with site electrical, automation and controls. 

Arrangements for Implementation 

5.4.1 Operation and Maintenance Requirements 
The WRF is staffed with a maintenance supervisor who provides technical expertise in planning, 
scheduling, and coordinating preventive and corrective (non-recurring) maintenance. 
Maintenance Mechanics maintain mechanical, electrical, instrumentation, and SCADA process 
equipment in the plant and in the collection system. 

An electrician position is assigned to the WRF staff and provides technical expertise for the 
maintenance of power distribution, electrical, and control systems. The team is also comprised of 
1.5 controls technicians that maintain and coordinate all the instrumentation and SCADA 
equipment needs in the plant and collection systems. Laborers and custodian are utilized to 
maintain the plant site and buildings. 

Table 5-2 summarizes the projected number of staff required for operations and maintenance of 
the proposed improvements. 

Table 5-2  Sioux Falls WRF Staffing Recommendations 

Year Staffing Category Corresponding Water 
Reclamation Categories 

Additional Staff 
Required 

By or Before 2025 Operations Certified Operators 2 

By or Before 2025 Maintenance Controls Technician 2 

By or Before 2025 Maintenance Electrician 1 

By or Before 2025 Maintenance Plant Mechanic 1 

By or Before 2025 Maintenance Laborer 1 

By or Before 2030 Operations Environmental Technician 1 

By or Before 2036 Operations Certified Operators 1 

By or Before 2036 Maintenance Plant Mechanic 2 

Totals 9 Total    
Additional Staff 
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5.4.2 Pretreatment Program 
The City of Sioux Falls self-governs the industries through a pretreatment program. Updates to 
the City’s Industrial Pretreatment Program allocations will be incorporated during preliminary 
design. The Public Works Environmental Division is responsible for administering and enforcing 
the federally mandated Industrial Pretreatment Program for the City of Sioux Falls Publicly 
Owned Treatment Works (POTW) service area. The service area encompasses the City of Sioux 
Falls and several local communities and sanitation districts which have contracted to discharge 
their wastewater to the POTW.  An important component of the City’s IPP is its Significant 
Industrial User (SIU) Program. The SIU program permits, inspects, and monitors wastewater from 
area industrial facilities subject to the US EPA’s Categorical Pretreatment Standards or other 
criteria.  

5.4.3 Permits Required  
A 404 Clean Water Act nationwide permit authorization from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) would be needed if any dredge or fill material would be placed within wetlands areas.  
Wetlands in the vicinity of the project are anticipate to be Waters of the US subject to Clean 
Water Act regulation due to their proximity to the Big Sioux River.  401 Water Quality Certification, 
Section 106 compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act, and Section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act are pre-requisites of a 404 Permit.  401 water quality certification has 
been blanketed by the State of South Dakota for all nationwide 404 permits and Section 106 and 
Section 7 compliance will be achieved as part of the Facility Plan. 

General Permit Authorizing Storm water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities 
Under the South Dakota Surface Water Discharge System would be needed from the State of 
South Dakota and administered through the Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
(DENR). 

Coordination with the local floodplain coordinator should occur if any construction activities occur 
within the FEMA-mapped 1% annual chance floodplain.  A No-Rise Certificate would be 
achieved. 

5.5 Land Acquisition 
Land acquisition will not be required for this project.  The proposed improvements will be 
constructed on property currently owned by the City. 

5.6 Implementation Schedule  
The project’s anticipated schedule is as follows: 

  

 Consultant Selection – June 2019  
 CMAR Selection – August 2019 
 Begin Construction of GMP 1 – 2020 
 Begin Construction of GMP 2 – 2022 
 Complete Construction 2024 
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6 Project Costs 

6.1 Cost Estimates for the Selected Plan 
The total opinion of probable cost for design and construction is $159,000,000.  Table 6-1 
contains an itemized breakdown of the opinion of probable project costs for the proposed 
improvements. 

                      Table 6-1 Opinion of Probable Phase 1 WRF Improvements Project Costs 

Proposed Capital Improvement Project Cost 

Influent Flow Equalization  $         9,090,000  

Headworks Improvements  $         4,720,000  

Primary Clarifiers Improvements  $         6,710,000  

Aeration Basin Improvements  $       56,820,000  

Final Clarifiers  $       15,800,000  

RAS and WAS Pumps Improvements  $            560,000  

Tertiary Filter Improvements  $         1,170,000  

Disinfection Improvements  $         4,220,000  

Effluent Flow Meter Improvements  $            560,000  

Solids Handling Improvements  $       22,490,000  

Thickening Improvements  $         4,390,000  

New Generator  $         2,900,000  

Site Piping and Site Work  $         3,560,000  

Phase 1 High Priority Items  $       12,405,000  

Phase 1  Medium Priority Items  $       13,605,000  

Total  $     159,000,000  
 

6.2 Evaluation of Cost Recovery 
The City has a specific section within the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for the Water 
Reclamation Facility Improvements Project.  The City has been preparing for this project and has 
created a financing plan/analysis to fund it. 

6.3 User Rates Impacts (by City Finance Department) 
The City has approved rate increases to support repayment of the proposed SRF loans. Per 
Section 51.081 of the City ordinance the volume charge shall be $5.09 per 100 cubic feet for 
service from January 1, 2019, through December 31, 2019; $5.40 per 100 cubic feet for service 
from January 1, 2020, through December 31, 2020; $5.67 per 100 cubic feet for service from 
January 1, 2021, through December 31, 2021; $5.90 per 100 cubic feet for service from January 
1, 2022, through December 31, 2022; and $6.07 per 100 cubic feet for service beginning    
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January 1, 2023. The City reviews user rates annually to ensure that the Water Reclamation 
Division is financially sound. 

6.4 Financial Analysis 
The Water Reclamation Division of the City is responsible for all revenues and expenditures 
associated with the collection and treatment of wastewater for the City.  The proposed project 
would be incorporated into the debt services section of the water reclamation expenditures.  The 
Water Reclamation Division uses the following revenue resources to pay for the expenditures for 
the division: 

 Licenses and Permit Fees 

 Charges for Services 

 Fines 

 Investments 

 Miscellaneous Revenue 

 Transfers 

 Bond Proceeds 

 Cost Recovery 

The City plans on utilizing a State Revolving Fund (SRF) loan to initially fund the project and use 
the division’s revenue sources and standard cost recovery to pay the SRF loan back.  The City 
anticipates receiving five separate loans totaling $159,000,000, each with an interest rate of 
2.50% for 20 years from the SRF loan program.  Table 6-2 summarizes the SRF loan amounts.  

Table 6-2 SRF Funding 

Funding Year SRF Funding 
Amount 

2019  $           4,000,000  
2020  $         37,625,000  
2021  $         18,500,000  
2022  $         87,500,000  
2023  $         11,375,000  

TOTAL  $      159,000,000  
 

7 Public Participation 
This section discusses the public participation during the development of the Wastewater 
Treatment Plant Facility Plan.  The public was encouraged to attend a public meeting on June 12, 
2019 to receive more information on the proposed project identified within the facility plan and 
voice any concerns they might have with the project.  The Sioux Falls City Council acted on a 
resolution authorizing application for financial assistance on June 11, 2019, which became 
effective on July 5, 2019. The resolution adopted by the Council is attached in Appendix E. 
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7.1 Public Meeting Advertisement 
An advertisement for the Wastewater Treatment Plant Facility Plan public meeting was published 
on May 31, 2019 and on June 7, 2019. 

7.2 Public Meeting Minutes 
A public meeting was held on June 12, 2019 at 5:30 pm in Sioux Falls, SD.  The purpose of the 
public meeting was to introduce the public to the Water Reclamation Facility Improvements 
identified within the Facility Plan. 

HDR Engineering compiled a presentation that identified the following information about the 
facility plan: 

• Purpose for the Facility Plan 

• Project needs 

• Project alternatives 

• Selected alternative 

• Project funding 

A copy of the presentation slides and public hearing sign in sheet can be found in Appendix C.  
No members of the public attended the meeting.    

7.3 Resolution of Public Concerns 
No concerns were voiced by the public. 

8 Environmental Considerations 
This section considers potential project impacts (direct and indirect) on social and environmental 
resources. The Project Area, as shown in Figure 8-1 encompasses the area where direct and 
indirect impacts from construction would occur for each of the alternatives analyzed. 
Environmental Resources, identifies previously mapped wetlands and waterways, designated 
floodplain, and reported spill sites within and near the Project Area. 

8.1 Environmental Resources 

8.1.1 Land Use 

8.1.1.1 Existing Conditions 

Land surrounding the Project Area is comprised primarily of agricultural land including cultivated 
cropland and hayfields.  The Project Area itself consists primarily of an existing wastewater 
treatment facility and is zoned for industrial use. There is also a portion zoned for agriculture use 
to the north and conservation use to the east of the existing facilities.   
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8.1.1.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative and the Selected Alternative would not affect current land use.   

8.1.2 Noise 

8.1.2.1 Existing Conditions 

Existing noise levels are typical for an industrial area and are dependent on the activities taking 
place at the site. 

8.1.2.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would not affect noise levels within the Project Area.  The Selected 
Alternative would not impact long-term noise levels within the Project Area.  Temporary noise 
impacts on surrounding areas would occur during the construction of the Selected Alternative.  
Although noise levels may temporarily increase, no impacts would result of the increased noise 
levels due to being appropriate distances away from residences and businesses.  If necessary, 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) such as daily construction timing restrictions would be 
incorporated to mitigate for construction-related noise impacts. 

8.1.3 Parks, Recreation Area, Public Services, and Facilities 

8.1.3.1 Existing Conditions 

Public services are provided to the Project Area and include fire protection, ambulance 
emergency services, and law enforcement.  Public facilities include infrastructure for wastewater 
treatment, water supply, electricity, and natural gas.  The Sioux Falls Department of Public Works 
is responsible for the operation, maintenance, and inspection of the sanitary sewer and lift 
stations throughout the City.  

No parks or recreational areas are present within the Project Area or near the project. 

8.1.3.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would not result in short-term impacts to public services because no 
construction would occur. In the long term, the No-Action Alternative may limit the treatment 
capacity of the Water Reclamation Facility because the proposed improvements would not occur.  

The Selected Alternative would have no impact on public services or recreational areas.  
Coordination will continue throughout final design to provide the appropriate detours of access 
within the WRF during construction to allow access for the public services that exist within the 
area. 

There are no impacts to parks or recreational areas under both the No-Action and Selected 
Alternative.  
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Figure 8-1 Environmental Resources Scan 

 

8.1.4 Air Quality 

8.1.4.1 Existing Conditions 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) regulates air pollutants in part by primary 
and secondary National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).  South Dakota Department of 
Environment and Natural Resources (SDDENR) adopted the Federal regulations by reference 
and operates a network of air monitors that track the regulated pollutants at various locations in 
South Dakota. 

SDDENR monitors the City to track the concentrations of particulate matter and other regulated 
pollutants (ozone, nitrogen dioxide, and sulfur dioxide).  The Project Area is in attainment of the 
primary and secondary regulatory standards set for ambient air quality (SDDENR, 2018).   

8.1.4.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would not adversely impact air quality in the Project Area.   

The Selected Alternative would not adversely impact air quality in the Project Area.  Construction 
may cause short-term elevations of air emissions as a result of construction equipment.  During 
construction, air emissions would be minimized through smooth traffic-flow patterns when major 
roadways are crossed and regular scheduling of water sprinkling would be implemented for dust 
suppression, if needed. 
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8.1.5 Regulated Materials 

8.1.5.1 Existing Conditions 

Properties where hazardous material spills or leaks have occurred may present risk to a project.  
Contaminated, or potentially contaminated, properties are a concern to projects because of 
associated liability of the potential cleanup costs and the safety concerns related to exposure to 
contaminated soil, surface water, or groundwater.   

A SD Department of National Resources (SDDENR) Environmental Events Database file search 
was completed for the Project Area. There are no “open” spill cases present within the Project 
Area.  Open and Closed spill sites are shown in Figure 8-1.   

8.1.5.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would not impact nor be impacted by any regulated materials sites.   

The Selected Alternative would not impact or be adversely impacted by regulated materials in the 
Project Area.  During construction, the contractor should be aware of areas of soil staining, 
objectionable odors, or if buried drums or underground storage tanks are discovered.  In addition, all 
soil borings would be inspected for contaminants. If hazardous materials are detected during 
construction, the City would coordinate with SDDENR prior to continuing work in the area and 
determine the appropriate course of action. 

8.1.6 Farmland 

8.1.6.1 Existing Conditions 

The Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981 (7 CFR 658) requires that federal projects minimize 
the conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses.  To the extent practicable, state and local 
farmland policies are to be considered.  Specially classified farmlands, such as prime farmland, 
unique farmland, and farmland of statewide or local importance, are closely scrutinized under this 
act. There is farmland in the proximity of the Project Area.   

8.1.6.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action and Selected Alternative would have no effect on prime or important farmlands as 
stated in the coordination letter with NRCS dated March 7, 2019, which is included in Appendix A.   

8.1.7 Floodplain, Wetlands, and Waterways 

8.1.7.1 Existing Conditions 

Figure 8-1 shows the extents of the floodway, 100 year, and 500 year floodplain surrounding the 
existing WRF, within the Project Area.  

A formal field wetland delineation has not been completed for this environmental review. A 
preliminary desktop review of aerial imagery and the National Wetland Inventory (NWI) was 
completed.  The Big Sioux River and two sludge ponds are currently located within the Project 
Area (see Figure 8-1).   
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8.1.7.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would not affect the floodplain, wetlands, and waterways.   

The Selected Alternative would result in the construction of a storm water detention pond within 
the Big Sioux River floodplain and possibly floodway.  During the design phase, a floodplain 
analysis would have to be conducted to demonstrate that a rise in the 1% annual chance flood 
recurrence elevation would not change either upstream or downstream.  The floodplain study 
would be in coordination with the local floodplain administrator.  The desktop analysis of the 
National Wetland Inventory did not indicate the presence of wetland adjacent to the Big Sioux 
River.  However, a field survey for wetlands should be conducted during the final design stage 
and if wetlands are identified, a Section 404 permit would be obtained through the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers South Dakota Regulatory Office if any placement of fill material occurs within 
wetlands that are determined to be Waters of the U.S.   

8.1.8 Threatened and Endangered Species 

8.1.8.1 Existing Conditions 

Potential threatened and endangered species habitat within the Project Area includes tree 
shelterbelts.  Open areas around the Project Area include pastured and hayed lands. The 
federally threatened and endangered species in Minnehaha County, SD are shown in Table 8-1 
based on a list obtained for the project area from the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
Information Planning and Consultation (IPaC) tool (USFWS, 2019).  

Table 8-1  Federally Threatened and Endangered Species for Minnehaha County, SD 
 

Species Status 
Species or 

Habitat Present 
in Project Area? 

Proposed Effect 
Determination 

Rufa red knot (Calidris canutus rufa) Threatened No No effect 

Northern long-eared bat                                    
(Myotis septentrionalis) Threatened Yes – habitat May affect, not likely to 

adversely affect  

Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka) Endangered No  No effect 

Western prairie fringed orchid      
(Platanthera praeclara) 

Threatened No No effect 

8.1.8.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would have no effect on threatened or endangered species.  

The Selected Alternative would have no direct effect on fish or wildlife habitat since the area has 
been previously disturbed and no disturbance within waterways would occur for the Project. 
There is potential habitat for the Northern long-eared bat, however any tree removal would occur 
during the inactive season for the species, from October 1 to April 1. The USFWS reviewed the 
project and responded that the project could be streamlined under the 4(d) rule via the 
“Framework to Streamline Section 7.” If any federal or state listed threatened or endangered 
species are observed during construction of the project, the appropriate agencies will be notified. 
Water Quality and Quantity 
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8.1.8.3 Existing Conditions 

Water resources within proximity to the Project Area include the Big Sioux River to the east and a 
linear slope wetland in the northern portion of the Project Area. 

 

8.1.8.4 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would result in flows to the Water Reclamation Facility exceeding its 
capacity during more days throughout the year as the City of Sioux Falls and regional customers 
grow and therefore would result in an increase in the number of events where untreated or under 
treated sewage is released into the Big Sioux River and negatively affect the water quality of the 
river. 

The Selected Alternative would increase the capacity of the Water Reclamation Facility to treat 
the expected loadings for the next 30 years.  During construction, a stormwater pollution and 
prevention plan (SWPPP) would be implemented to comply with a General Construction Storm 
water Permit and prevent sediment loading into the Big Sioux River from disturbed areas during 
construction. 

8.1.9 Cultural Resources Review 

8.1.9.1 Existing Conditions 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) requires Federal agencies 
to determine whether their undertakings would have adverse impacts on historic properties that 
are listed on or are eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

An archeological records search was conducted for the Project Area (See Appendix B).  The 
records search conducted for the Project Area, revealed no previously discovered archeological 
or historical sites or structures are present.  The Project Area is primarily located within the 
existing WRF site and the area has been previously disturbed, however there is a portion of the 
Project Area adjacent to the Big Sioux River as well as north of the existing facilities that has not 
been disturbed.  A Level III Cultural Resources Survey was conducted in all previously 
undisturbed areas of the Project Area in order to identify cultural resources that may be eligible 
for listing on the NRHP.  If eligible or potentially eligible cultural sites are found to be present, 
avoidance options will be evaluated first.  If avoidance options of cultural sites that are found to 
be eligible on the NRHP are not feasible, minimization and mitigation of the cultural sites will 
proceed in coordination with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). 

8.1.9.2 Impacts of No-Action Alternative and Selected Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative would not affect any archeological sites or historic structures.  

An archaeological survey was conducted on the proposed project site.  Per the Cultural 
Resources Survey report (Appendix B), two sites, 39MH337 and 39MH338 were identified.  Site 
39MH337 is an artifact scatter site and foundation associated with a former farmstead.  Site 
39MH338 contains sparse Native American artifact scatter.  Both sites remain unevaluated for the 
National Register of Historic Places.   Both sites remain unevaluated for the National Register of 
Historic Places.  Avoidance of both sites is recommended by working around the sites.  If buried 
prehistoric or historic cultural materials are encountered during construction, work should cease 
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in that area and the State Historical Preservation Office (SHPO) should be contacted 
immediately. 

8.2 Review Agency Comments 
Agency scoping letters were sent to resource agencies in February, 2019 to request their review 
and comments regarding the proposed Project.  The Project Area was updated and therefore an 
additional figure and notification was sent to agencies in March, 2019. Table 8-2 summarizes the 
agency responses. A copy of the coordination letters and emails are provided in Appendix A. 

Table 8-2  Agency Responses 
 

Agency Date Response 

U.S. Dept. of Agriculture March 7, 2019 The Project as outlined will have no effect on prime or 
important farmland. 

SD Game, Fish, and Parks February 21, 2019 

Topeka shiners are found within small streams within 
eastern SD and it is recommended that best management 
practices be implemented to reduce potential impacts to 
the species during construction.  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service February 20, 2019 
Agree with description of impacts and recommend going 
through the 4(d) rule via the “Framework to Streamline 
Section 7.” 

U.S. Army Corp of Engineers March 1, 2019 

Any proposed placement of dredged or fill material into the 
waters of the US requires Dept. of Army authorization 
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. If any 
construction must occur in floodplain, it must be outside the 
floodway and the local floodplain administrator must 
approve work prior to construction. 

8.3 Future Actions / Permits Required 
Future actions that may be required were addressed by specific resource sections, and are 
summarized here to provide a consolidated discussion. 

 Noise – If necessary, BMPs would be utilized to mitigate for construction-related noise 
impacts (e.g. daily time restrictions on construction). 

 Air Quality – During construction, air emissions would be minimized through smooth 
traffic-flow patterns for detours and regular scheduling of water sprinkling, if needed. 

 Water Quality – A General Permit Authorizing Storm water Discharges Associated with 
Construction Activities Under the South Dakota Surface Water Discharge System would 
be needed from the State of South Dakota and administered through the Department of 
Environment and Natural Resources (DENR). 

 Regulated Materials – During construction, the contractor should be aware of any areas 
of soil staining, or if buried drums or underground storage tanks are discovered.  If any 
are noted during construction, coordination with SDDENR is required prior to continuing 
work in those areas. 
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 Cultural Resources – If avoidance options of cultural sites that are found to be eligible on 
the NRHP are not feasible, minimization and mitigation of the cultural sites will proceed in 
coordination with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). If buried prehistoric or 
historic cultural materials are encountered during construction, work should cease in that 
area and the SHPO should be contacted immediately. 

 Threatened and Endangered Species – As previously stated, Federally Threatened and 
Endangered Species for Minnehaha County, SD include Rufa red knot (Calidris canutus 
rufa), Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka), 
and Western prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera praeclara).  The streamlined consultation 
form should be submitted to the USFWS at least 30 days prior to the removal of any trees 
to satisfy federal agency Section 7 consultation requirements for the Northern Long-
eared bat per the Final 4(d) rule via the “Framework to Streamline Section 7. If any 
federal or state listed T&E species are observed during construction of the Project, the 
appropriate agencies would be notified.   

 Wetlands – A 404 Clean Water Act nationwide permit authorization from the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers (USACE) would be needed if any dredge or fill material would be 
placed within wetlands areas.  Wetlands in the vicinity of the project are anticipate to be 
Waters of the US subject to Clean Water Act regulation due to their proximity to the Big 
Sioux River. 

 Floodplain – Coordination with the local floodplain coordinator should occur during the 
design phase should any construction activities occur within the FEMA-mapped 1% 
annual chance floodplain.  A No-Rise Certificate should be achieved. 

9 References 
City of Sioux Falls. Interactive Zoning Interface. City of Sioux Falls Planning and Building 

Services website, Zoning Division. Available online at http://www.siouxfalls.org/planning-
building/zoning/shape-places-zoning-ord/zoning-interface-web.  

SDDENR. Spills Database. Available online at: http://arcgis.sd.gov/server/denr/spillsviewer/.    

South Dakota Department of Environment and Natural Resources (SDDENR), Air Quality 
Program. 2014. South Dakota Ambient Air Monitoring Network, 5-Year Assessment of Air 
Monitoring Sites, 2010 to 2014. Available online at 
http://denr.sd.gov/des/aq/aqnews/5yearAssess2015.pdf.   

SDDENR. 2018. South Dakota Ambient Air Monitoring Annual Plan. Available online at: 
https://denr.sd.gov/des/aq/aqnews/Annual%20plan%202018.pdf.   
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http://arcgis.sd.gov/server/denr/spillsviewer/
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Quesinberry, Terry <terry_quesinberry@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 12:05 PM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion

Kendall,  Your letter indicates that this project is in the study stage and that the northern long-eared 
bat is the only Federally listed species that may be affected.  Additionally you indicate that tree 
removal would be during the "inactive" season of October 1 to April 1.   

I agree with this assumption and believe that the best route is to look into using the 4(d) rule via the 
"Framework to Streamline Section 7" process found 
at: https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/s7.html 

Please let me know as this project progresses how I can assist.  Using the 4(d) rule should get you a 
consultation "turn around" of 30 days or less. 

Terry Quesinberry 

Fish and Wildlife Biologist 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 

South Dakota Ecological Services Office 

Pierre, SD 

Phone: (605) 224-8693, x234 

FAX: (605) 224-1416 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil>

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 7:33 AM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: RE: PD#8160 - Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Stored in PW

Our general response would also apply to that extension. We would not have any further comment. 

EL 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall [mailto:Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com]  

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 4:55 PM 

To: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil> 

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: PD#8160 - Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion 

 

Eric, 

 

  

 

Thank you for your response.  For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that 

extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and 

treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in 

light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

  

 

Best regards, 

 

  

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

 

Environmental Scientist 

 

HDR  

 

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 

Sioux Falls, SD 57108 

D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 

kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com <mailto:kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com>  

 

hdrinc.com/follow-us <Blockedhttp://hdrinc.com/follow-us>  
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-----Original Message----- 

From: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) [mailto:Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil]  

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 10:38 AM 

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com> 

Subject: FW: PD#8160 

 

  

 

  

 

  

 

-----Original Message----- 

 

From: Banik, Brenda D CIV USARMY CENWO (USA)  

 

Sent: Friday, March 01, 2019 2:25 PM 

 

To: McPherron, Michelle M CIV USARMY CENWO (USA) <Michelle.M.Mcpherron@usace.army.mil 

<mailto:Michelle.M.Mcpherron@usace.army.mil> > 

 

Cc: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil <mailto:Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil> > 

 

Subject: PD#8160 

 

  

 

The attached PD letter regarding the environmental review of the proposed Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and 

Upgrade Facility Plan, in Sioux Falls, South Dakota has gone in the mail.  

 

  

 

Thank You 

 

Brenda 

 







 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 
414 E Stumer Road, Suite 700 

Rapid City, SD  57701 
Voice:  605.858.6670     Fax:  855.256.2553  

 

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer 

 
March 7, 2019 

 
 
 
 
 
 
HDR Engineering, Inc. 
6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
 
 
RE:   Environmental Review for: 

City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Facility Plan 
 
 
Dear Mr. Vande Kamp: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) review of this 
project.  The project as outlined will have no impact on prime or important farmland. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact me at (605)858-6670. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
TIMOTHY NORDQUIST 
NRCS Conservation Agronomist 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil>

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 7:33 AM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: RE: PD#8160 - Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion

Our general response would also apply to that extension. We would not have any further comment. 

EL 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall [mailto:Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com]  

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 4:55 PM 

To: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil> 

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: PD#8160 - Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion 

 

Eric, 

 

  

 

Thank you for your response.  For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that 

extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and 

treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in 

light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

  

 

Best regards, 

 

  

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

 

Environmental Scientist 

 

HDR  

 

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 

Sioux Falls, SD 57108 

D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 

kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com <mailto:kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com>  

 

hdrinc.com/follow-us <Blockedhttp://hdrinc.com/follow-us>  
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-----Original Message----- 

From: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) [mailto:Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil]  

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 10:38 AM 

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com> 

Subject: FW: PD#8160 

 

  

 

  

 

  

 

-----Original Message----- 

 

From: Banik, Brenda D CIV USARMY CENWO (USA)  

 

Sent: Friday, March 01, 2019 2:25 PM 

 

To: McPherron, Michelle M CIV USARMY CENWO (USA) <Michelle.M.Mcpherron@usace.army.mil 

<mailto:Michelle.M.Mcpherron@usace.army.mil> > 

 

Cc: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil <mailto:Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil> > 

 

Subject: PD#8160 

 

  

 

The attached PD letter regarding the environmental review of the proposed Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and 

Upgrade Facility Plan, in Sioux Falls, South Dakota has gone in the mail.  

 

  

 

Thank You 

 

Brenda 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Meyer, Hilary <Hilary.Meyer@state.sd.us>

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 12:26 PM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: RE: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thanks Kendall. 

 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall [mailto:Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 12:14 PM 
To: Meyer, Hilary 

Subject: RE: [EXT] City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 

 

Hilary, 

 

Thank you for your response.  To answer your question, currently untreated stormwater runs off the water reclamation 

facility grounds into the Big Sioux River.  In accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan, the City is 

looking into the feasibility of constructing a storm water detention pond in the area as new facilities would add to the 

amount of stormwater that currently runs off the water reclamation facility grounds.  Due to the topography of the area 

and for practicality, the water detention pond would have to be placed east of the water reclamation facility – which 

happens to be in the FEMA-designated floodplain.  We understand that the detention function of the pond would not 

apply when the Big Sioux River is flooding into it; however, it may still provide water quality benefits for common rainfall 

events that generate storm runoff.  These are considerations that the City will be looking into as they make a final 

decision whether to include stormwater detention pond.  No infrastructure such as buildings would be constructed in 

the floodplain / floodway shown in the expanded project area. 

 

Feel free to contact me if you have any further questions. 

 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 
 

 

 

 

From: Meyer, Hilary [mailto:Hilary.Meyer@state.sd.us]  

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 11:01 AM 

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com> 

Subject: RE: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 
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Hi Kendall- 

 

Our only concern with the expanded area included in the project would be potential flooding in that area, and the risk of 

untreated water being discharged directly into the Big Sioux River during a flood event. I guess from just the map, I can’t 

really tell if you are planning to include the building of additional infrastructure within the flood hazard zone or the 

regulatory floodway. Could you clarify for me?  Thanks. 

 

 

Hilary Meyer | Environmental Review Senior Biologist 

South Dakota Game, Fish and Parks 

523 East Capitol Avenue | Pierre, SD 57501 

605.773.6208| Hilary.Meyer@state.sd.us 

 
 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall [mailto:Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com]  

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 5:00 PM 

To: Meyer, Hilary 

Subject: [EXT] City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 

 

Hilary, 

 

Thank you for your response received on February 21, 2019 to the letter I sent to you on the behalf of the City of Sioux 

Falls in regards to their Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Facility Plan.  For your record, I am attaching 

an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly 

accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls 

Storm Water Master Plan.  If your agency has additional comments in light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

Best regards, 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Jones, Nathan - NRCS, Pierre, SD <Nathan.Jones@sd.usda.gov>

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 10:46 AM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: RE: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan

Thank you. 

 

Nathan Jones 

State Soil Scientist – South Dakota 

Office (Huron): 605-352-1253 

Office (Pierre): 605-301-3420 

Cell: 605-350-5639 

Email: nathan.jones@sd.usda.gov 

 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com>  

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 5:06 PM 

To: Jones, Nathan - NRCS, Pierre, SD <Nathan.Jones@sd.usda.gov> 

Subject: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 

 

Nathan, 

 

For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that extends further east of the 

current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and treat storm runoff in 

accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in light of this 

modification, please let me know.  Per our phone conversation today, I understand this modification will not impact 

prime and important farmland. 

 

Best regards, 

 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients. Any 

unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the 
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CULTURAL RESOURCES EFFECTS ASSESSMENT SUMMARY 

Applicant      Project Contact  
Address    Telephone Number 

Legal Location of Project 
City      County     Project No. 

Project Description 

For projects that involve new construction on vacant land please include information as to what 
previously occupied the site and whether that site has any known historic or archaeological significance.   

A map showing the project location is required.  Drawings or photographs may also be helpful. 

Please indicate the effect the project will have on cultural resources based on the review performed: 

 No Historic Properties Affected: There are no historic properties present or the undertaking will not affect 
any properties eligible for or listed in the National Register of Historic Preservation. 

 No Adverse Effect: This property is listed in or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.  This 
project will have no adverse effect upon the historic significance of the property because the proposed undertaking 
meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. 

 Adverse Effect: This property is listed in or eligible for eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places.  This project will have an adverse effect upon the historic significance of the property.  (Attach proposed 
mitigation measures that may minimize the adverse effect.) 

Prepared by: Date 

DETERMINATION OF EFFECTS 

I have reviewed the project description and the information provided concerning historical and cultural effects of 
this project.  Based on that review, the Department of Environment and Natural Resources concurs with the 
applicant's determination of the effects that the construction of this project will have on historical or cultural 
resources.  Additionally, if historical or cultural resources are discovered during project construction, the contractor 
is required to cease construction and notify the State Historical Preservation Officer. 

Approved by: Date 
SD Department of Environment and Natural Resources 

City of Sioux Falls Michael Johnson
Sioux Falls, SD 605.977.7778

Sioux Falls Minnehaha

                                  The City of Sioux Falls (the City) is currently developing a State Revolving Fund (SRF) 
Facility Plan to expand and upgrade the Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) in Minnehaha County, South Dakota (the 
Project). The combination of growth, age and condition, and anticipated regulatory changes necessitate expanding 
the WRF and upgrading portions of the plant that have been in operation for over 35 years. The project design basis 
was developed in the Sioux Falls Wastewater Treatment and Collection System Master Plan (2018).

Sec. 36, T102N, R49W

Please describe below or attach information supporting the determination of effect.   

X

Jessica Brisbois 6/26/2019

Cultural resources survey was completed for the site in June 2019, see attached.  

The undertaking would not affect any properties eligible for listing in the NRHP based on the 
environmental commitment stated in the facility plan to avoid unevaluated sites. Level III Cultural 
Resources Survey Report is attached. 

C461232-41
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Kogel Archaeological Consulting Services, LLC. June 25, 2019 
1818 West 26th Street 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57105 

HDR Engineering Incorporated 
6300 South Old Village Place 
Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57108 

Dear Mr. Johnson, 

Please find attached to the email a PDF copy of my report entitled, A Level III Cultural Resources
Survey of the Proposed Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion Project Area in Sioux 
Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota. A Level III cultural resources survey was conducted to 
identify cultural resources within the project area. Two Sites, 39MH337 and 39MH338 were 
identified by the current survey. Site 39MH337 was an artifact scatter and foundation associated 
with a former farmstead. Site 39MH338 is a sparse Native American artifact scatter. Both sites 
remain unevaluated for the National Register of Historic Places.  

Avoidance of both sites is recommended by working around the sites. Directional boring under 
the sites, for example, is currently not an option as the vertical extent of the sites is uncertain and 
would be determined with further cultural resources work. If the site(s) can be avoided, a 
determination of no historic properties affected is recommended and cultural resource clearance 
is recommended for the proposed project. If the site(s) cannot be avoided a National Register of 
Historic Places evaluation would be recommended to determine the site’s eligibility.

Please forward the report to other parties as needed. A copy of the report should be submitted to 
Renee Bowen, the state archaeologist, at the Archaeological Research Center in Rapid City. 
Because the State Historic Preservation Office will issue the notice of concurrence for the 
proposed project, one copy of the report should be forwarded to Paige Olson at the South Dakota 
Historic Preservation Office in Pierre. Their contact information is provided below:  

Renee Bowen  
Archaeological Research Center 
217 Kansas City Street 
Rapid City, South Dakota 57701 
Phone 605.394.1936 
Fax 605.394.1941 

Paige Olson 
South Dakota State Historical Society 
900 Governors Drive 
Pierre, South Dakota 57501-2217 
Phone 605.773.3458 
Fax 605.773.6041 

Thank you for the opportunity to work on the Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion 
Project. If you have any questions, feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Troy Kogel 
Principal Investigator 
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A Level III Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed Sioux 
Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion Project Area in 

Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota 

 Lower Big Sioux Archaeological Region 

Submitted by 

1818 West 26th Street 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57105 

June 25, 2019 

Troy Kogel 
Author and Principal Investigator 

Prepared for 

HDR Engineering, Inc. 
6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 

Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57108 
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ABSTRACT 
 

A Level III cultural resources survey was conducted in the Lower Big Sioux 
Archaeological Region for HDR Engineering, Incorporated of Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota. The proposed project area is located in northeastern Sioux Falls. The 
proposed project involves the expansion of the City of Sioux Falls’ Water 
Reclamation Facility. A background records search revealed no previously 
recorded cultural resources within the proposed project area. Three previous 
cultural resources surveys have been conducted within the proposed project 
area. Kogel Archaeological Consulting Services personnel conducted a Level III 
cultural resources survey on May 11, 16, 17, 25, and June 1, 7, 9, 11, 12, and 
16, 2019 examining a total of approximately 137 acres (55.3 hectares). Two 
archaeology sites, 39MH337 and 39MH338, were identified during the current 
survey. Both sites remain unevaluated for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Places.  Avoidance of the site(s) is recommended by working around the 
site’s boundaries. Working under the sites (directional boring, for example) is 
currently not an option as the vertical extent of the sites is uncertain and would 
be determined with further cultural resources work. If the sites can be avoided, a 
determination of no historic properties affected and cultural resource clearance 
for the proposed project is recommended. If the sites cannot be avoided, an 
evaluation to determine their eligibility for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Places evaluation would be recommended. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

General Project Location 
 
The proposed project area is located in southeast South Dakota within 

Minnehaha County (Figure 1). The proposed project area is located in 
northeastern Sioux Falls. The area surveyed is located within the Lower Big 
Sioux Archaeological Region as outlined in the South Dakota State Plan for 
Archaeological Resources (Winham and Hannus 1991). The proposed project 
area is shown in detail on a United States Geological Survey 7.5’ quadrangle 
map (Figure 2). The legal locations of the project area are provided below in 
Table 1. 

 

 
Figure 1. General location of the proposed project area within Minnehaha 

County, South Dakota. 
 

Table 1. Project Area Legal Locations. 
Township Range Section Portion of Section County 

102N 49W 36 SW1/4, NE1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 SW1/4, NE1/4, SW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 NW1/4, NE1/4, SW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 NE1/4, NE1/4, SW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 NW1/4, NW1/4, SW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 NE1/4, NW1/4, SW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 SE1/4, NW1/4, SW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 SW1/4, NW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 S1/2, NE1/4, NW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 SE1/4, NW1/4, NW1/4 Minnehaha 
102N 49W 36 E1/2, SW1/4, NW1/4 Minnehaha 
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Figure 2. The location of the proposed project area and Sites 39MH337 

and 39MH338 are shown in relation to surrounding topography within Section 36, 
T102N, R49W, depicted on United States Geological Survey 7.5’ Sioux Falls 
East (1962, photorevised 1971 and 1976) quadrangle.  
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Project Description  
 

The proposed project involves the expansion of the existing Sioux Falls 
Water Reclamation Facility. The Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) 
Improvements Project will consist of the construction of a new headworks facility, 
new aeration basin, new final clarifiers, a tertiary filter expansion, disinfection 
expansion, and upgrades to the solids handling system. Other general 
improvements will also be made throughout the facility. The project area, at its 
widest dimensions, measures 2,890 feet (881 meters) east/west by 3,070 feet 
(936 meters) north/south and encompasses approximately 137 acres (55.3 
hectares).  

 
Environmental Setting 

 
Flint (1955) called the region in which the project area is located the 

Coteau Des Prairies physiographic province. The Coteau Des Prairies is a flat 
iron-shaped plateau that is part of a larger plateau that extends into North 
Dakota, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan (Hogan and Fouberg 2001:16). The 
project area is situated on a nearly flat upland plain, sloping hillsides, and the Big 
Sioux River floodplain. The elevation of the project area ranges from a low of 
1,299 feet (396 meters) above sea level on the floodplain near the Big Sioux 
River to a high of 1,414 feet (431 meters) above sea level at the westernmost 
extent of proposed project area. An unnamed, intermittent stream crosses the 
northern portion of the project area. The Big Sioux River is immediately adjacent 
to the southeastern boundary of the project area. According to the Natural 
Resource Conservation Service’s Web Soil Survey (2019), ten specific soils are 
mapped within the proposed project area in Minnehaha County (Table 2). Soils 
within the project area can be only a few inches deep on hillsides to several feet 
deep on the floodplain. The project area was characterized by industrial 
development (0-10 percent visibility), wetlands (0 percent visibility), shelterbelts 
(20 percent visibility), and grasses and forbs (20 percent visibility). 

 
A gravel quarry, the WRF, and a terraced hillside account for most of the 

ground disturbances to the project area. Approximately 66 percent of the project 
area has been disturbed by these three activities. The most significant of these is 
the WRF; it has disturbed 71.3 acres or 52.0 percent of the total project area 
(Figure 3, on page 8). The southeast corner of the project area was, at one time, 
a terraced hillside (Figure 2); this area accounts for approximately 13.7 acres of 
disturbance. The former quarry in the north-central portion of the project area 
accounts for another 5.6 acres of disturbance (Figure 2). A sewer line and 
overheard and underground utilities have also disturbed the proposed project 
area. The hillside in the western portion of the project area and portions of the 
floodplain to the east of the WRF’s fence line appear to be the least disturbed 
portions of the project area (Figure 3). 
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Table 2. Specific Soils Within The Project Area In Minnehaha County, 
South Dakota. 

NRCS  
Map Unit  
Symbol 

Soil 
Name 

County 

Bo Bon loam, 0-2 percent slopes, occasionally flooded Minnehaha 
Ch Chaska loam, channeled Minnehaha 

DcA Davis loam, 0-2 percent slopes Minnehaha 
DcB Davis loam, 2-6 percent slopes Minnehaha 
DeA Delmont-Enet loams, 0-2 percent slopes Minnehaha 
DeB Delmont-Enet loams, 2-6 percent slopes Minnehaha 
DgC Delmont-Talmo complex, 6-9 percent slopes Minnehaha 
FaB Flandreau loam, 2-6 percent slopes Minnehaha 
HtD Houdek-Talmo complex, 9-15 percent slopes Minnehaha 
Og Orthents, gravelly Minnehaha 

 
RECORDS SEARCH AND BACKGROUND RESEARCH RESULTS 
 
Brian Huot of the Archaeological Research Center in Rapid City, South 

Dakota, conducted a files search and reported the results on February 15, 2019. 
According to the files search results, no previously recorded cultural resources 
are located within the proposed project area, but three previous cultural 
resources surveys (Buhta 2007a; Lueck 2004a; and Reece 2014) have been 
conducted within the proposed project area. An additional twenty-one previous 
cultural resource surveys have been conducted within one mile of the proposed 
project area (Table 3). Twenty archaeology sites (Table 4), three bridges 
(MH00001634, MH00002260, MH00002351), and six structures (MH00002268, 
MH00002269, MH02000001, MH02000002, MH03000001, and MH03100001) 
are located within one-mile of the proposed project area. Site 39MH147 is 
located immediately northeast of the proposed project area (Figure 5, on page 
12). 

 
On May 10, 2019, two atlases/plat maps (Ogle 1903; and Peterson 1904) 

were consulted at the Historic Map Works website (2019) for potential cultural 
resource locations. One United States Geological Survey 7.5’ quadrangle (Sioux 
Falls East 1962, photorevised 1971 and 1976) was also referenced for potential 
cultural resource locations. The Sioux Falls East quadrangle and the Ogle (1903) 
atlas depicted a potential structure(s) in the NE1/4 of the NW1/4 of Section 36, 
T102N, R48W. This cultural resource is discussed below as Site 39MH337. 



A Level III Cultural Resources  
Survey of the Proposed Sioux Falls Water  

Reclamation Facility Expansion Project Area in  
Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota 

 5 

Table 3. Twenty-One Cultural Resource Surveys Conducted Within One 
Mile Of The Proposed Project Area.  

Archive No Author(s) Year 

AMH-0015 Winham, R. Peter, Edward Lueck and L. Adrien Hannus 1985 

AMH-0047 Lueck, Edward, R. Peter Winham, and L. Adrien Hannus 1987 

AMH-0109 Lueck, Edward, and R. Peter Winham 1994 

AMH-0119 Ranney, William 1997 

AMH-0132 Lueck, Edward 1999 

AMH-0191 Kogel, Troy 2005 

AMH-0204 Kogel, Troy 2003 

AMH-0253 Lueck, Edward 2008 

AMH-0294 Bruce, Terri 2010 

AMH-0312 Kogel, Troy 2011 

AMH-0316 Byrne, Daniel 2011 

AMH-0369 Sabatke, Stephen, and Marjorie Nowick 2013 

AMH-0371 Kogel, Troy 2015 

AMH-0373 Holst, David 2016 

ESD-0092 Winham, R. Peter, and Edward Lueck 1989 

ESD-0281 Winham, R. Peter, Edward Lueck and Linda Palmer 2002 

ESD-0326 Lueck, Edward 2004b 

ESD-0465 Buhta, Austin A. 2010 

ESD-0507 Lueck, Edward 2011 

ESD-0601 Buhta, Austin A. 2007b 

ESD-0602 Buhta, Austin A. 2007c 
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Table 4. Twenty Archaeology Sites Within One Mile Of The Proposed 
Project Area. 

Site Site Description National Register Eligibility 
Status 

39MH0098 
Native American artifact scatter 
Euro-american artifact scatter 
Native American quarry 

Unevaluated 

39MH0143 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 

39MH0144 Native American artifact scatter 
Euro-American artifact scatter 

Recommended not eligible; No 
SHPO determination 

39MH0145 Native American artifact scatter Not eligible 

39MH0146 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 

39MH0147 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 

39MH0148 Native American artifact scatter Not eligible 

39MH0161 Native American artifact scatter Not eligible 

39MH0162 Prehistoric artifact scatter Recommended not eligible; No 
SHPO determination 

39MH0170 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 

39MH0171 Native American isolated find Recommended not eligible; No 
SHPO determination 

39MH0210 Farmstead Not eligible 

39MH0220 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 

39MH0228 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 

39MH0293 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 

39MH0294 Native American artifact scatter Recommended not eligible; No 
SHPO determination 

39MH0296 Plains village artifact scatter  
Euro-american artifact scatter and foundation Unevaluated 

39MH0333 Native American artifact scatter Unevaluated 
39MH2000 Railroad Eligible 

39MH2003 Railroad Eligible 
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FIELDWORK 
 
Kogel Archaeological Consulting Services conducted the Level III cultural 

resources survey on May 11, 16, 17, 25, June 1, 7, 9, 11, 12, and 16, 2019. The 
proposed project area was examined by conducting a 100% pedestrian ground 
survey. Many parallel, pedestrian transects were walked throughout the 
proposed project area. Each transect examined a corridor width of 50 feet (15.2 
meters). The presence of Site 39MH337 was confirmed during the pedestrian 
survey.  

 
A total of 32 shovel tests (Figure 3) were excavated to determine the soil 

profile and the likelihood of buried cultural resources within the project area and 
establish the boundaries of Sites 39MH337 and 39MH338. Shovel Tests 1-12 
were excavated at Site 39MH337 to aid in determining the site boundary. Shovel 
Test 13 was excavated to confirm the shallow topsoil layer in an upland setting. 
Shovel Tests 14-20 were excavated in and around Site 39MH338 to determine 
the site boundary. Shovel Tests 21-29 were excavated to investigate the 
floodplain for cultural resources. The soil profiles determined that there has been 
a gradually accumulation of organic matter on the floodplain that has created a 
deep “A” Horizon, often 50-60 centimeters deep or deeper. No artifacts or 
evidence of cultural horizons (ash lenses, living surfaces, charcoal staining, or 
burnt soil) were observed in the nine shovel tests on the floodplain. Shovel Tests 
30-32 were excavated in the southeast portion of the project area to confirm 
disturbances from this area being a previously terraced hillside. The 32 shovel 
tests were excavated until sterile subsoil or artifacts were encountered or a 
minimum depth of 50 centimeters below grounds surface (cmbgs) was reached. 
The results of the shovel tests are summarized in Table 5. All shovel test soil 
matrix was passed through a ¼” wire mesh. Artifacts recovered from any of the 
shovel tests were added to an ongoing list of artifact types that were recovered 
from a given site. A detailed list of artifacts from each site is provided in the site 
forms in Appendix A. No artifacts were collected from the sites, therefore no 
curation is necessary. Only temporally diagnostic artifacts were to be collected 
for curation. The shovel tests, the sites, and the project area were documented 
with 35 millimeter digital photographs. A handheld Global Positioning System 
receiver was used to document the Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) 
coordinates of shovel tests and surface features.   
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Figure 3. Positive (red dots) and negative (black dots) shovel tests (ST 1-

32), the proposed project area (red polygon), the Water Reclamation Facility 
fenced boundary (in yellow), Site 39MH337 (blue ploygon in the northeast portion 
of the project area), and Site 39MH338 (blue ploygon in the southeast portion of 
the project area) depicted on a recent Google Earth aerial photograph. 
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Table 5. Shovel Tests Data. 
Shovel Test # 

UTM  
Depth 
Below  

Ground 
Surface 

 
Description 

 
Data 

1 
688745, 
4830126 

0-23 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Negative for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 
 
 

23-38 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam 
mottled with dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) 
clay. 

38-51 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clay. 
2 

688738, 
4830068 

0-40 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Positive for artifacts.  Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 40-50 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam 

mottled with dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) 
clay. 

50-56 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clay. 
3 

688737, 
4830042 

0-31 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Negative for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 31-41 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam 

mottled with dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) 
clay. 

41-53 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clay. 
4 

688699, 
4830057 

0-20 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Positive for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 20-38 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam 

mottled with dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) 
clay. 

38-57 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clay. 
5 

688663, 
4830072 

0-9 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Positive for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 9-33 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam 

mottled with gravel, charcoal, a 10YR5/1 clay, 
brick fragments, and slag. 

33-42 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. 
6 

688635, 
48300101 

0-12 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Negative for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 12-41 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clayey sand. 

7 
688654, 
4830114 

0-24 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Positive for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 24-40 A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clayey sand. 

8 
688677, 
4830127 

0-9 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Positive for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 9-31 cm Gravel, charcoal, slag mottled with 10YR3/2 

loam. 
31-48 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clayey loam. 

9 
688710, 
4830142 

0-34 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Negative for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 34-51 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clayey sand. 

10 
688695, 
4830103 

0-36 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) loam. Positive for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 36-57 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clayey sand. 

11 
688614, 
4830094 

0-32 cm A very dark gray (10YR3/1) sandy loam. Negative for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 32-50 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) loamy sand. 

12 
688642, 
4830072 

0-27 cm A very dark gray (10YR3/1) loam. Negative for artifacts. Associated with 
Site 39MH337. 27-34 cm A very dark gray (10YR3/1) sandy loam mottled 

with dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) loamy sand. 
34-55 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) loamy sand. 

13 
688162, 
4829896 

0-21 cm A very dark gray (10YR3/1) sandy loam. Negative for artifacts. Upland setting 
shovel test. 21-36 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) loamy sand. 

14 
688633, 
4829395 

0-24 cm A dark brown (10YR3/3) sandy loam. Negative for artifacts. Noncultural 
Split Rock Formation chert was also 
present. Buried “A” horizon begins at 
24 cmbgs. 

24-45 cm A very dark brown (10YR2/2) silty loam. 

15 
688652, 
4829429 

0-24 cm A dark brown (10YR3/3) sandy loam. Positive for artifacts. Noncultural 
Noncultural Split Rock Formation 
chert was also present. Buried “A” 
horizon begins at 24 cmbgs. 

24-45 cm A very dark brown (10YR2/2) silty loam. 
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Table 5. Shovel Test Data (continued). 
Shovel Test 

# 
UTM  

Depth 
Below 

Ground 
Surface 

 
Description 

 
Data 

16 
688658, 
4829442 

0-24 cm A dark brown (10YR3/3) sandy loam. Positive for a black, secondary flake. 
Noncultural Split Rock Formation 
chert was also present. Buried “A” 
horizon begins at 24 cmbgs. 

24-45 cm A very dark brown (10YR2/2) silty loam. 

17 
688667, 
4829468 

0-19 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) clay with 
sand and Sioux Quartzite rock. A buried “A” horizon is at a depth of 

22-56 centimeters below the ground 
surface. 

19-22 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) mottled 
with a dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) clay. 

22-56 cm A black (10YR2/1) silty clayey loam. 
56-64 cm A dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) sandy loam. 

18 
688695, 
4829521 

0-21 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) sandy 
loam. 

Noncultural Split Rock Formation 
Chert observed within the top 20 cm 
of the shovel test. 21-52 cm A brown (10YR4/3) silty loam 

19 
688701, 
4829541 

0-18 cm A very dark gray (10YR3/1) sandy, silty loam. Noncultural Split Rock Formation 
Chert present in shovel test. 18-50 cm A brown (10YR4/3) silty loam. 

20 
688729, 
4829522 

0-17 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) clayey 
loam. 

A buried A horizon is at a depth of 
34-63 centimeters below the ground 
surface. Noncultural Split Rock 
Formation Chert present in shovel 
test. 

17-34 cm A brown (10YR4/3) sandy silty loam. 

34-63 cm A very dark gray (10YR3/1) silty clayey loam. 

21 
688751, 
4829560 

0-60 cm 
A black (10YR2/1) clayey, silty loam that 
gradually grades to a very dark grayish brown 
(10YR3/2) silty clayey loam. 

Negative for artifacts or noncultural 
Split Rock Formation Chert. 

22 
688807, 
4829604 

0-60 cm A very dark gray (10YR3/1) sandy, silty loam. Negative for artifacts or noncultural 
Split Rock Formation Chert. 

23 
688868, 
4829677 

0-65 cm A black (10YR2/1) silty loam.  Negative for artifacts or noncultural 
Split Rock Formation Chert. 

24 
688922, 
4829636 

0-60 cm 
A black (10YR2/1) sandy loam that gradually 
grades to a very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) 
sandy loam. 

Negative for artifacts or noncultural 
Split Rock Formation Chert. 

25 
688856, 
4829734 

0-70 cm A black (10YR2/1) silty loam. Negative for artifacts or noncultural  
Split Rock Formation Chert. 

26 
688933, 
4829794 

0-66 cm A very dark brown (10YR2/2) silty loam. Negative for artifacts or noncultural 
Split Rock Formation Chert. 

27 
688859, 
4829829 

0-54 cm A black (10YR2/1) silty, clayey loam. 

Negative for artifacts or noncultural 
Split Rock Formation Chert. Water 
began accumulating at the base of 
the shovel test. 

28 
689004, 
4829805 

0-10 cm Sand. 
Negative for artifacts or noncultural 
Split Rock Formation Chert. 10-80 cm 

A black (10YR2/1) sandy loam that gradually 
grades to a very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) 
sandy loam. 

29 
688801, 
4829751 

0-34 cm A dark brown (10YR3/3) sandy loam. A buried A horizon is at a depth of 
34+ centimeters below the ground 
surface. Noncultural Split Rock 
Formation Chert present in shovel 
test. 

34-50 cm A black (10YR2/1) silty loam. 

30 
688422, 
4829167 

0-14 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) clay. Noncultural Split Rock Formation 
Chert present. Soil profile appears 
undisturbed near the base of the 
hillside.  

14-24 cm A layer of Split Rock Formation Chert with a very 
pale brown (10YR7/4) matrix. 

24-47 cm A dark brown (10YR3/3) silty loam. 
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Figure 5. Shovel Test Data (continued). 
31 

688392, 
4829241 

0-11 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) clayey loam. Terraced hillside, 
portions of hillside are 
disturbed. 11-29 cm A gray (10YR5/1) clay mottled with a yellowish brown 

(10YR5/6) sandy clay. 
32 

688509, 
4829320 

0-17 cm A very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) clayey loam. Terraced hillside, 
portions of hillside are 
disturbed. 17-32 cm Crushed Sioux Quartzite. 

 
Site 39MH337 
Figures 2, 4-5 
 

Site 39MH337 (Figures 4-5) consists of artifact scatter and surface 
features of a former farmstead located in a shelterbelt 600 feet (183 meters) 
south of East 60th Street North. The site can be easily accessed via the two track 
driveway from East 60th Street North to the site. The site measures 252 feet (77 
meters) (north/south) by 426 feet (130 meters) (east/west) and encompasses a 
total of 1.9 acres (0.8 hectare). The surface features included segments of a 
black top driveway, a concrete foundation, a concrete pad, a debris pile, and a 
depression. These surface features and fence lines were utilized to aid in 
determining the site boundary. Twelve shovel tests were excavated in and 
around these surface features to finalize the site boundary. A list of artifacts that 
were observed on the ground surface and recovered from the shovel tests can 
be found on the site form in Appendix A. 

 
A previously identified Native American artifact scatter, Site 39MH147, is 

located immediately off the northeast corner of the project area and Site 
39MH337 (Figure 5). Shovel Test 1 was placed within Site 39MH147 and near 
northeast corner of Site 39MH337 to determine if any artifacts of Native 
American origin were located near the boundaries of the two sites. No artifacts 
were recovered from Shovel Test 1. No artifacts of Native American origin were 
recovered from the other eleven shovel tests that were excavated in and around 
Site 39MH337. Site 39MH147 does not encroach on the boundary of Site 
39MH337. Shovel Tests 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, and 10 all yielded historic artifacts 
associated with the former farmstead; while Shovel Tests 1, 3, 6, 9, 11, and 12 
yielded no artifacts. Site 39MH337 remains unevaluated for the National Register 
of Historic Places. 
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Figure 4. Overview of Site 39MH337 from the southeast corner of the site, 

view to the west-northwest. Photograph taken by Troy Kogel on May 11, 2019. 
 

 
Figure 5. Site 39MH337 boundary (in blue) and associated surface 

features; a depression (in black), a foundation (in yellow), a debris pile, and a 
conrete pad, shown in relation to the project area boundary (in red), Site 
39MH147 (in white), and Shovel Tests (ST) 1-12 (positive shovel tests in red and 
negative shovel tests in black). 
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Site 39MH338 
Figures 2, 6-7 
 

Site 39MH338 is located on a terrace of the Big Sioux River between a 
wooded area and the eastern fence line of the WRF (Figures 6-7). Site 39MH338 
measures 141 feet (43 meters) (north/south) by 75 feet (23 meters) (east/west) 
and encompasses a total of 0.2 acre (0.10 hectare). Site 39MH338 was identified 
during the excavation of Shovel Test 16 as a Native American artifact scatter. 
One, black, secondary flakes was recovered from Shovel Test 16 along with 
numerous pieces of noncultural Split Rock Formation Chert. Only the black, 
secondary flake is of definitive cultural origin. The flake and Split Rock Formation 
Chert was recovered from the buried “A” Horizon at a depth of 24 to 40 
centimeters below the ground surface. Shovel Tests 14-15 and 17-20 were 
excavated to determine the horizontal extent of Site 39MH338. These 
surrounding shovel tests did not yield cultural artifacts, but did yield a buried “A” 
Horizon and numerous pieces of noncultural Split Rock Formation Chert. The 
combination of the secondary flake, the buried “A” Horizon and the availability of 
Split Rock Formation Chert at this location creates a scenario that this landform 
has the potential to contain intact archaeological feature(s) at Site 39MH338. 
Further cultural resources work would be required to determine the sites eligibility 
for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. 
 

 
Figure 6. Overview of Site 39MH338, view to the north. Photograph taken 

by Troy Kogel on June 16, 2019. 
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Figure 7. Site 39MH338 (in blue) shown in relation to the Water 

Reclamation Facility’s fenced boundary (in yellow), the proposed project area (in 
red), positive shovel tests (red dots), and negative shovel tests (black dots). 
   

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
In summary, a total of approximately 137 acres (55.3 hectares) were 

surveyed in Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota, for the proposed 
expansion of the Water Reclamation Facility. A significant portion of the project 
area (approximately 66 percent or 90.6 acres) has been previously disturbed 
from the WRF, a quarry, and a terraced hillside. Sites 39MH337 and 39MH338 
were identified during the current survey. Both sites remain unevaluated for 
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.  Avoidance of the sites is 
recommended by working around the sites. Working under the sites (directional 
boring, for example) is currently not an option. The vertical extent of the sites is 
uncertain and would be determined with a National Register of Historic Places 
evaluation. A determination of no historic properties affected is recommended 
provided that the sites can be avoided by working around them. If the sites can 
be avoided, cultural resource clearance is recommended for the proposed 
project. If the sites cannot be avoided a National Register of Historic Places 
evaluation would be recommended. 
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STATE PLANNING 
 

This portion of the Lower Big Sioux Archaeological Region contained two 
newly identified archaeology sites. This finding contributes positive location 
information to the management of the Lower Big Sioux Archaeological Region. 
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SD S TATE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RES EARCH CE NTER 
 

 S ite No  39MH337  
 
 

Co unty  Minnehaha   S ite N ame  Ph illips  Farms tead 
 

Other  No    NR S tatu s  Une va lua ted 
 

Map Ref e ren ce  Sioux Fa lls  Eas t  Owner  Sta te /Local 
 

Arch. R egio n  Lower Big Sioux  Topo  po s  Fla t Pla in 
 

Veget atio n  Crop land  Substrate  Drift 
 

UTM Zon e 14 / 688680 E/ 4830080 N  Land  Use  Developed 
 

Surf. v isi b ility 40 %  Site e lev atio n  412  m  Co ndition  Disturbed 
 

Site Dim . N-S  77 E-W 130  m Area  0.76 ha   Dept h  1 cm  
 

Near es t Water  Type  Pe rmanent Stream  Name  Big Sioux River 
 

Distan ce  434  m  Elev atio n  395  m  Direc tion  E Bank  L 
 

                   
 
                   

 LOCATIONS  
                   
 
                   

 
 

Legal Lo ca tion s   Sec tion   Twp  Rg  
 

NE1/4 of the  NW1/4  36  102N   49W 
 

       
 

       
 

 
 
                   

 COMPONENTS  
                   
 
                   

 
 

Site T yp e   Time P er iod   Cu ltural Affiliatio n  
 

Artifact sca tte r  1861 -  Euro-american 
 

Founda tions   1861 -  Euro-american 
 

     
 

 
 
                   

 COMMENTS  
                   
 
                   

 
 

Com ments /s ite  de s c ripti on  (i.e . a rtifac ts /fea ture s  o bs e rved)  The  s ite  cons is ts  of a  va rie ty of 
 

his toric a rtifacts . See  the  continua tion sheet for a  lis t of a rtifact types  observed a t the  s ite . A square , concre te    
 

founda tion is  in the  wes t end of the  s ite . A depress ion is  loca ted north of the  drivewa y near the  cente r of the  s ite .  
 

The  depress ion is  where  the  fa rms tead’s  domes tic res idence  once  s tood.  
 
 

Evalua tio n/collec tion  m etho ds   Twelve  s hove l te s ts  were  e xcava ted to a id in de te rmining the  s ite   
 

boundary. No a rtifacts  were  collected from the  s ite . 
 

 
 

Owner na me/addre s s /a ttit ud e  City of Sioux Fa lls / 224 W. Ninth St ree t / Accommodating 
 

Nam e Troy Koge l  Date  June 10, 2019 
 

Proje c t Wate r Re clamation Fa cility Expansion Pr oject 
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SD S TATE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RES EARCH CE NTER 
 

 S ite No  39MH337  
 
 

 

 
 
                   

 SKETCH MAP  
                   
 
                   

 

 
Overv iew of the s ite b oundar y (in b lue ) ne ar t he  inters ec tion  of S ycam ore A ven ue  an d 

Eas t 60 th S tree t North.  
 
 
 
                   

 SECTION MAP  
                   
 
                   

 
 

 
Site location (in blue) within Section 36, T102N, R49W, depicted on the USGS 7.5’ Sioux 

Falls East quadrangle (1962, photorevised 1971 and 1976). 
 

 



A Level III Cultural Resources  
Survey of the Proposed Sioux Falls Water  

Reclamation Facility Expansion Project Area in  
Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota 

 

 

 

 

SD S TATE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RES EARCH CE NTER 
 

 S ite No  39MH337  
 
 

 

 
 
                   

 CONTINUATION SHEET 
                   
 
                   

 
 

  Artifa c ts  o bs e rved a t s ite  
 

  Brick fragments , cement fragments , meta l button with plas tic back, a luminum cans , plas tic,  
 

  rus ted meta l fragments , black top fragments , clea r conta ine r glass , Wiscons in license  
 

  pla te , s tee l cans , vehicle  pa rts , milled lumber, meta l fencing, s lag, and a  tire . 
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SD S TATE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RES EARCH CE NTER 
 

 S ite No  39MH338  
 
 

Co unty Minnehaha   S ite N ame   
 

Other  No    NR S tatu s  Une va lua ted 
 

Map Ref e ren ce  Sioux Fa lls  Eas t  Owner  Sta te /Local 
 

Arch. R egio n  Lower Big Sioux  Topo  po s  Valley Terrace  
 

Veget atio n  Tall Gras ses   Substrate  Drift 
 

UTM Zon e 14 / 688658 E/ 4829442 N  Land  Use  Pa s ture  
 

Surf. v isi b ility 0 %  Site e lev atio n  400  m  Co ndition  Extant 
 

Site Dim . N-S  43 E-W 23 m Area  0.10 ha   Dept h  40 cm  
 

Near es t Water  Type  Pe rmanent Stream  Name  Big Sioux River 
 

Distan ce  100  m  Elev atio n  395  m  Direc tion  E Bank  L 
 

                   
 
                   

 LOCATIONS  
                   
 
                   

 
 

Legal Lo ca tion s   Sec tion   Twp  Rg  
 

NE, NE, SW  36  102N   49W 
 

       
 

       
 

 
 
                   

 COMPONENTS  
                   
 
                   

 
 

Site T yp e   Time P er iod   Cu ltural Affiliatio n  
 

Artifact Sc a tte r  Unknown  Nat ive  American 
 

     
 

     
 

 
 
                   

 COMMENTS  
                   
 
                   

 
 

Com ments /s ite  de s c ripti on  (i.e . a rtifac ts /fea ture s  ob s e rved)  The  s ite  cons is ts  of a  s econdary 
flake  of black flint and numerous , noncultura l pieces  of Split Roc k Formation chert buried within a n A horizon a t a  
 

depth of 24- 40 centimete rs  below the  ground surface . No features  were  observed but the  s ite  appeared to have  
 

undis turbed soil a bove  the  buried A horizon. The  “A” Horizon conta ined the  flint artifact and noncultura l Sp lit Rock 
 

Formation Ch ert. 
 

Evalua tio n/collec tion  m etho ds  The  Wate r Re c Facility fence  line , the  project a rea  boundary, and seven  
 

shove l te s ts  were  used to determine the  boundary of Site  39MH338. No a rtifacts  were  collected from the  s ite . 
 

 
 

Owner na me/addre s s /a ttit ud e  City of Sioux Fa lls  / 224 W. Ninth St ree t / Accommodating  
 

Nam e Troy Koge l  Date  June 12, 2019 
 

Proje c t Wate r Re clamation Fa cility Expansion Pr oject 
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SD S TATE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RES EARCH CE NTER 
 

 S ite No  39MH338   
 
 

 

 
 
                   

 SKETCH MAP  
                   
 
                   

 

 
Overv iew of the s ite b oundar y (in red) e as t of the S ioux Fal ls  Wate r Rec lam ation  Fac ility 

ne ar th e inte rsec tion  of S ycam ore A ven ue  an d Eas t 60 th S treet North.  
 
 
                   

 SECTION MAP  
                   
 
                   

 

 
Site location (in red) within Section 36, T102N, R49W, depicted on the USGS 7.5’ Sioux 

Falls East quadrangle (1962, photorevised 1971 and 1976). 
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Survey of the Proposed Sioux Falls Water 

Reclamation Facility Expansion Project Area in 
Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota 

Database Doc Number: 
NATIONAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL DATABASE - REPORTS: DATA ENTRY FORM 

1. R and C #
2. Authors: Kogel, Troy 

Year of Publication 2019 

3. Title: A Level III Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility 
Expansion Project Area in Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota. 

-------------------------- 
4. Report Title: 

Volume #: Report #: NTIS: 
Publisher: 
Place: 

-------------------------- 
5. Unpublished

Sent From: Kogel Archaeological Consulting Services, 1818 West 26th Street, Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota, 57105 

Sent To: HDR Engineering, Inc., 6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, 
57108 

Contract #: 
-------------------------- 
6. Agency: EPA 

-------------------------- 
7. State: SD 

County Minnehaha 

Town Sioux Falls 

-------------------------- 
8. Work Type 31 

-------------------------- 
9. Keyword: 0 - Types of Resources/Features 1 - Generic Terms/Research 

Questions 
2 - Taxonomic Names 3 - Artifact Types/Material Classes 
4 - Geographic Names/Locations 5 - Time Periods 
6 - Project Names/Study Unit 7 - Other Key Words 
137 acres [ 7 ] 39MH338 [ 0 ] 
Lower Big Sioux Arch. Region [ 6 ] [ ] 
Minnehaha County [ 4 ] [ ] 
Sioux Falls [ 4 ] [ ] 
Site 39MH337 [ 0 ] [ ] 

-------------------------- 
10. UTM Zone: 14 Easting: Northing: 

-------------------------- 
11. Township: 102N 

Range: 49W 
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Other Publication Types: 
12. Monograph:  
  Name:  
  Place:  
--------------------------  
13. Chapter: In:  First:  Last:  
--------------------------  
14. Journal: Volume:  Issue:  First:  Last:  
--------------------------  
15. Dissertation:  
  Degree: Ph.D.  LL.D.  M.A.  M.S.  B.A.  B.S. Institute:  
--------------------------  
16. Paper: Meeting:    
  Place:  Date:  
--------------------------  
17. Other  
 Reference Line:  
   
--------------------------  
18. Site #: 39MH337  39MH338         
             
--------------------------  
19. Quad Map: Name Sioux Falls East Date: 1962, photorevised 

1971 & 1976 
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S:\AS\Clerk\NoticeOfPublicMeeting SRA.docx 

Release Date: May 31 and June 7, 2019 

Notice of Public Meeting for the Facility Plan for  
Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Capacity Improvements Project 

Sioux Falls, South Dakota: The City of Sioux Falls is proposing the Water Reclamation Facility 
Expansion and Capacity Improvements project to increase capacity and improve the existing infrastructure 
at the Water Reclamation Facility.   

The City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility was constructed in phases beginning in 1980 
with the final phase completed in 1986. The original facility was designed to accommodate an average day 
flow of 13.4 MGD and a peak instantaneous flow of 27 MGD. As part of the 2009 Water Reclamation 
Facility Master Plan, the capacity of the facility was rerated with an increase to 21 MGD average flow and 
35 MGD peak equalized flow. With future growth of the city, the projected needs for the future of the 
facility is 30.1 MGD average daily flow and 57 MGD peak flow. In 2018, the Sioux Falls Wastewater 
Treatment and Collection System Master Plan was completed, which presented a review of the existing 
collection system and Water Reclamation Facility capacities complete with a recommended five-year 
capital improvements plan. The plan reflects the timing for the following needs: 1) provide reliability due 
to age and condition and avert risk for failure for the WRF and select lift stations; 2) increase existing and 
hydraulic capacity for growth for the WRF, collections systems, and lift stations; 3) increase organic 
capacity for growth at the WRF; 4) meet future growth needs; and 5) improve treatment operations. These 
improvements are proposed for construction in 2020–2025.   

The City of Sioux Falls is seeking to borrow up to $159,000,000 over a five-year period from the 
Clean Water State Revolving Funds for 20 years at 2.50 percent interest rate for the Water Reclamation 
Facility Expansion.   

The purpose of the public meeting is to discuss the proposed project list, the proposed financing, 
and the source of repayment for the loan. The public is invited to attend and comment on the project. 
Anyone unable to attend may submit written comments prior to the meeting to: Shannon Ausen, P.E., 
Principal Engineer, 231 N. Dakota Ave., P.O. Box 7402, Sioux Falls, SD 57117-7402, or email at 
sausen@siouxfalls.org. 

The public meeting will be held at the City Center, 231 N. Dakota Ave., Conference Room No. 
110 on first floor, Sioux Falls, SD, on Wednesday, June 12, at 5:30 p.m. 

Published twice at the approximate cost of $               . 

mailto:sausen@siouxfalls.org
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City of Sioux Falls
Wastewater Reclamation Facility
Facility Plan

Water Reclamation Facility Improvements Project
June 12, 2019



Project Location
Project Location



Project Location



Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



WRF constructed in 1980s 

o 30+ years old

 Preliminary Treatment

 Primary Treatment

 Secondary Treatment

 Tertiary Treatment

 Solids Handling

Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



 Preliminary Treatment

o Influent Screening

• Capacity limited.

• Ten States Standards redundancy 
requirement is not met.

oGrit Removal

• Concrete basins and channels require 
reconditioning.

oOther 

• Hydraulic bottleneck in piping.

• Hauled waste receiving station 
requires reconditioning. 

Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



 Primary Treatment

oPrimary Clarifiers

• Ten States Standards surface overflow 
rate is will be exceeded by 2028.

• The inlet Splitter Manhole No. 3 is 
hydraulically limiting. 

Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



 Secondary Treatment

oTrickling Filters

• Underdrain system submerges at 
flows exceeding 30 MGD.

• Intermediate clarifiers submerge at 
flows exceeding 28 MGD.

oActivated Sludge Basins

• Rated capacity of 35 MGD will be 
exceeded by projected flows.

oFinal Clarifiers

• Ten States Standards surface overflow 
rate is will be exceeded by projected 
flows.

Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



 Tertiary Treatment

oTertiary Filters

• Overflow weir is hydraulically limited.

• Age and condition issues associated 
with the filter building.

oChlorine Contact Basins

• Ten States Standards detention time 
time recommendations are not met.

oEffluent Flow Measurement

• Flow measurement requires   
upgrades.

Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



 Solids Handling

oGravity Thickening

• Thickener mechanisms are at the   
end of their service life.

• Concrete surface improvements are 
required.

oAnaerobic Digestion

• Upgrades are currently being made 

as part of the current CIP.

o Lagoon Sludge Storage

• Capacity limited at projected sludge 
production rates.

Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



 General Age/Condition Items

o Items throughout the WRF have 
reached the end of their service life:

• Equipment motors and drives.

• Doors, windows, roofing, trim, etc.

• Building HVAC systems.

• Sidewalks, stoops.

• Building electrical systems/lighting.

• Pumps and blowers.

Existing Conditions of Facility

Existing Primary Digester Cover



 Construction of new headworks
facility

o Increase capacity to 57 MGD.

 Construction of new primary 
clarifiers

oPrimary treatment between the           
new headworks and activated            
sludge basins.

oReplace old equipment.

Project Purpose and Need



 Construction of new activated 
sludge basins and blower 
building

oAccommodate higher flows and 
loads. 

oPrepare for future nutrient removal.

 New RAS and WAS pumping

oAccommodate the increase in 
activated sludge basin capacity.

 Filter building improvements

oExpansion is required to 
accommodate higher flows.

Project Purpose and Need



 Disinfection system expansion

oHigher flows.

 Effluent flow metering improvements

oHigher flows.

 New biosolids thickening, dewatering 
and drying improvements

oFuture projected solids loadings and 
O&M efficiency.

 Dewatering building rehabilitation

Project Purpose and Need



 Sidestream treatment 

oAccommodate nutrient loading in the return streams from biosolids
processing.

 New campus electrical and                                             
generators

oAddress issues related to age                                                              
and condition.

 Site piping improvements

oAddress issues related to age                                                                             
and condition.

Project Purpose and Need



 Stormwater handling improvements

oMS4 permit requirements.

 Medium and high priority condition 
assessment items

oRepair or replace items that are nearing 
end of service life.

• Motors, pumps, blowers

• Doors, windows

• HVAC equipment

• Concrete sidewalks, patch walls, coatings

• Site piping

• Site electrical and standby generator

Project Purpose and Need



Previous Studies/Recommendations
2014 Biosolids Management Evaluation Study

 Process Solids at WRF 

oMeet Class A biosolids

oHaul to land application sites

 Utilize Existing Solids Dewatering 
Building to House New Equipment

oSolids dewatering and thickening

oPolymer feed

oSludge pumps

oTruck bay for loading of solids



Activated Sludge Options

Four Alternatives Were Evaluated.

oAll included the Permit #2 (2027) ammonia design target (1 to 
2.1 mg/L depending on time of year).

oAll included the Permit #3 (2032) Total Nitrogen (TN) design 
target (8 mg-N/L).

Alternatives Evaluated



Activated Sludge Options

Alternative 1-1:  5 Stage Bardenpho Biological Nutrient 
Removal 

oBiological phosphorus removal 

oNo carbon addition

Alternative 1-2:  4 Stage Bardenpho Biological Nutrient 
Removal 

oChemical phosphorus removal

oNo carbon addition

Alternatives Evaluated



Activated Sludge Options

Alternative 1-3:  Membrane Bioreactor (MBR)  

oChemical phosphorus removal 

oNo carbon addition

Alternative 2-2:  New Eastside MBR and 4-Stage Modified 
Ludzack Ettinger (MLE) System at the WRF 

Alternatives Evaluated



Alternative 1-1:  5 Stage Bardenpho Biological Nutrient 
Removal is the recommended activated sludge alternative.

Recommended Alternative



Estimated Total Project Costs

Funding 

Year
SRF Funding Amount

2019 $           4,000,000 

2020 $         37,625,000 

2021 $         18,500,000 

2022 $         87,500,000 

2023 $         11,375,000 

TOTAL $      159,000,000 

 The following table contains the proposed SRF loan 
distributions by year.  

 The total project cost is $159 M.



 Cost of project will be funded through user fees

o $5.09 per 100 cubic feet (Effective Jan. 1, 2019)

o $5.40 per 100 cubic feet (Effective Jan. 1, 2020)

o $5.67 per 100 cubic feet (Effective Jan. 1, 2021)

o $5.90 per 100 cubic feet (Effective Jan. 1, 2022)

o $6.07 per 100 cubic feet (Effective Jan. 1, 2023)

Proposed Financing



 SRF Loan Expected

oTotal of $159,000,000 

 Interest Rate & Term of SRF Loan

o 2.50% for 20 years

Proposed Financing



Project Schedule

Consultant Selection June 2019

CMAR Selection August 2019

Begin Construction of GMP 1 2020

Begin Construction of GMP 2 2022

Complete Construction 2024



 Social and environmental resources analyzed

 Based on desktop review, no impacts for:

oNoise, public services and facilities, air quality, regulated 
materials

oFloodplains, water quality, wetlands and waterways

oThreatened or endangered species

 A cultural resource survey is in progress.  Any cultural 
resources that are discovered will be handled in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Archaeologist.

 Anticipated temporary impacts during construction include:

oNoise and air quality

Environmental Considerations



Questions?



This page intended to be left blank 



 
 

 

 

  

 

 

Appendix D 
Detailed Breakdown of 
Age and Condition 
Reliability Related 
Capital Improvements 

  

  



This page intended to be left blank 



1 

Table A.10.1. Detailed Breakdown of Age and Condition Reliability Related Capital Improvements 

Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

High Maintenance Building (2) 

Building Structure Age & reliability Replace roof, trim, coping, & flashing 

Mezzanine Safety Replace missing ladder rail and missing toe plate. 

HVAC System Age & reliability Replace HVAC system 

High Grit Building (Headworks) (3) 

Copper Piping Pipe is severely corroded Replace copper piping with PVC piping 

Grit Chambers/ Control Gates Very corrosive area that requires frequent rehab. Rehabilitate influent channel and replace gates 

Concrete Floor Cracking/deterioration of floor. Repair concrete floor at overhead door of screen room 

Building Structure Damaged/missing brick Repair brick on SE corner of bldg. 

Concrete Stairway and Railing Safety concern Replace concrete around railing. 

Sidewalks & Stoops Settling/separating from bldg. Replace sidewalks & stoops as part of Facility Sidewalk Replacement Plan 

Roof Access Ladder Safety concern Repair roof access ladder 

Building Structure 
Age & weathered Replace the exterior doors (4 Single Doors) 

Age & reliability Replace roof, coping, trim, & flashing 

HVAC Age/reliability & efficiency Replace HVAC system 

Electrical - General Update to meet NFPA 820 requirements Replace electrical 

Electrical Age and deterioration Repair exterior electrical conduits and supports 

High Sludge Pumping Building (4) 
Electrical - Fiber Optic Extend fiber optic line 

Electrical - General Update to meeting NFPA 820 requirements Replace electrical 

High Primary Clarifiers (5) 

Primary Clarifier #1 Worn seals around observation windows Replace windows system of catwalk 

Primary Clarifier #2 Worn seals around observation windows Replace windows system of catwalk 

Primary Clarifier #3 Worn seals around observation windows Replace windows system of catwalk 

Primary Clarifier #4 Worn seals around observation windows Replace windows system of catwalk 

Electrical 
Corrosion Replace conduit and boxes at platforms 

Down leads missing or broken Replace lightning protection system 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

High First Stage Intermediate Clarifiers (7) Electrical Corrosion Replace conduit and boxes on walkways 

High Second Stage Intermediate Clarifiers 
(9) 

Structural Age & safety Replace concrete at the guardrail posts 

Electrical Age & corrosion Replace conduit and boxes on walkways 

High Process Pumping (10) 

Humus & In-Plant Piping Age & wear Replace humus line with glass lined pipe 

Building Structure Leaking between joints Seal joints & repair concrete between wetwell & drywell 

Electrical Age & corrosion Replace conduit and j-box near entrance 

High Gravity Thickeners/ Tunnel (11) 

Gravity Thickener #1 

Cracks/wear and discoloration of concrete Restore int./exterior concrete surfaces 

Corrosion Replace mechanism 

Corrosion on supports Rehab support for odor control blowers 

Gravity Thickener #2 

Cracks/wear and discoloration of concrete Restore int./exterior concrete surfaces 

Not properly secured Repair stairs and landing 

Corrosion/thin metal Replace mechanism 

Corrosion on supports Rehab support for odor control blowers 

Tunnel 

Deteriorated walls Concrete walls 

Water leaks into tunnel through walls. Install drainage system. 

Water damage Replace brick/tuck-point exit stair tower 

Water damage Replace roof, coping, trim & flashing on exit stair tower 

Door is old and weathered Replace the single access door at the tunnel tower exit 

Corrosion on scum and sludge piping Sandblast and recoat piping 

Thickened Sludge Pump #1 
(11PUM1100) 

Pump is worn and inefficient Replace pump 

Pump is worn and inefficient Replace motor 

Thickened Sludge Pump #2 
(11PUM1101) 

Pump is worn and inefficient Replace pump 

Pump is worn and inefficient Replace motor 

Thickened Sludge Pump #3 Pump is worn and inefficient Replace pump 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

(11PUM1102) Pump is worn and inefficient Replace motor 

High Gravity Thickeners/ Tunnel (11) 

Thickened Sludge Pump #4 
(11PUM1103) 

Pump is worn and inefficient Replace pump 

Pump is worn and inefficient Replace motor 

HVAC Code Compliance Update HVAC system to meet NFPA 820 

Electrical 
Age & condition Replace conduit at thickener platforms 

Age & condition Replace conduit/supports and wiring in tunnel 

High Digesters (12) 
Building Structure Water leaks into bldg. At west side Install drainage system (addressed in tunnel improvements). 

Electrical Code compliance Remove electrical from existing electrical rm. 

High Energy Recovery (13) 

Generator #1 Requires frequent overhauls due to non-scrubbed biogas. Caterpillar (Under current CIP for replacement) 

Generator #2 Requires frequent overhauls due to non-scrubbed biogas. Caterpillar (Under current CIP for replacement) 

Generator #3 Requires frequent overhauls due to non-scrubbed biogas. Jenbacker (Under current CIP for replacement) 

Building Structure Issues with operation, function, & size of existing double doors. Replace south door w/rollup door 

Building Structure Doors are old and weathered Replace the exterior access doors (2 double and 1 single) 

Gas Fired Hot Water Boilers Age & condition Replace the boilers 

Heat Exchanger Tube  
(5 Each) 

Age & condition Replace the heat exchanger tubes 

Boiler Hot Water Pump  
(2 Each) 

Age & condition Replace the boiler hot water pumps 

Supply Fans (2 Each) Age & condition Replace the supply fans 

Roof Exhaust Fans #3 & #4 Age & condition Replace exhaust fans #3 & #4 

High Solids Dewatering (14) 

Building Structure - Roof Age & condition Replace with dewatering project 

Building – Exterior Doors Age & condition Replace the exterior access doors (5 single) 

HVAC Age & condition Upgrade and rezone heat and add natural gas heating 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

Electrical Age & condition Replace/upgrade with dewatering project 

High Engine Generator (15) Controls Service reliability Install utility circuit bypass 

High Equipment Storage (17) 
Building Structure Space requirements Expand office area to NW part of bldg. 

HVAC Old tube heaters Update HVAC system and expand to new office area 

High Control Building (18) Civil/Site Water ponds and runs into bldg. Correct drainage on N & W sides of bldg. 

High Control Building (18) 

Blower #1 (18BLO001) 
Age and efficiency Replace blower  

Age and efficiency Replace motor 

Blower #2 (18BLO002) 
Age and efficiency Replace blower  

Age and efficiency Replace motor  

Blower #3 (18BLO003) 
Age and efficiency Replace blower  

Age and efficiency Replace motor 

Blower #4 (18BLO004) 
Age and efficiency Replace blower  

Age and efficiency Replace motor  

Electrical Age & efficiency Update controls 

Building Structure Deterioration and water damage Replace exterior sealant and tuck-point 

Building – Exterior Doors Aged & worn Replace the exterior access doors (2 single) 

HVAC Age/reliability Replace entire HVAC system 

Electrical Age/reliability Replace/relocate switchgear/separate switchgear circuits 

High Aeration Basins (18C) Air Header Piping Leaks at couplings Replace leaking couplings  

Diffusers Inefficient. Missing diffuser tubes Replace with fine bubble diffusers  

Influent Valves Corrosion Replace the valve actuators  

Electrical Corrosion Replace electrical J-boxes and conduit 

High RAS Building (19) Building Structure Age/condition & reliability Replace roof, coping, trim & flashing 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

Electrical - General Age, condition & reliability Upgrade electrical conduit and wiring. 

HVAC - General Age/reliability Update/replace HVAC equipment 

High Filter Building (21) Piping & Valves Valve actuators are original Replace filter influent & effluent valve actuators 

Filter Bypass Weir Restricts flow to filters Raise filter bypass weir 

Electrical Age, condition & reliability Update conduit and wiring. 

High Chemical Feed Building (22) Electrical Age, condition & reliability Replace transformer and update conduit and wiring. 

High In-Plant Pumping (24) Building Structure Age & condition Replace roof, coping, trim & flashing 

Electrical – General Age, Condition, & Reliability Update Electrical 

High In-Plant Pumping (24) HVAC Age, Condition, & Reliability Replace HVAC System Including Heat Recovery and MAU 

High Site Electrical Electrical Feed Loop Age, Condition & Reliability Replace electrical duct bank feed loop 

High Equalization Basins (32) Building Structure Freeze potential Expand building to cover dump pits (Part of a current design project). 

Electrical Corrosion Replace bottom channel of MCC (Included as part of a current design project). 

Obsolete Replace light fixtures in bldg. (Included as part of a current design project). 

Corrosion Replace conduit supports in clarifier basin 

Entire Facilities Labor intensive, outdated, and difficult truck access. Expand and upgrade facilities as Part of Current Design Project 

Total High Priority Recommended WRF Improvements 

Medium Maintenance Building (2) 
Compressed Air System Age/wear & reliability Replace air compressor 

Building Structure Faded/peeling paint Sandblast maintenance bay walls and ceiling & repaint 

Medium 
Grit Building (Headworks) 
(3) 

Grit Blower #1 (03BL0301) 
Age/wear & reliability Replace blower 

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor 

Grit Blower #3 (03BL0303) 
Age/wear & reliability Replace blower 

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor 

Grit Pump & Blower Piping Age & deterioration Sandblast and recoat or replace piping 

Grit Pump Suction Valves Age/wear & reliability Replace 2 Gate Valves 

Grit Pump & Blower Discharge Valves Age/wear & reliability Replace 13 Valves 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

Medium Sludge Pumping Building (4) 

Building – Exterior Door Aged & worn Replace exterior doors (1 double & 1 single) 

HVAC - General Lacking heat at times during the colder months. Condensation 
Issues. 

Add supplemental natural gas heat or remove from hot water loop and install 
natural gas heating. Add dehumidification. 

High Primary Clarifiers (5) Primary Clarifier #1 

Cracks/wear & discoloration of concrete Restore int./exterior concrete surfaces 

Age/reliability Replace mechanism drive 

Age and wear Replace/restore sludge collector 

Significant Corrosion Replace telescoping valve 

High Primary Clarifiers (5) 

Primary Clarifier #2 

Cracks/wear and discoloration of concrete Restore int./exterior concrete surfaces 

Age/reliability Replace mechanisms drives 

Age and wear Replace/restore sludge collector 

Significant corrosion Replace telescoping valve 

Primary Clarifier #3 

Cracks/wear and discoloration of concrete Restore int./exterior concrete surfaces 

Age/reliability Replace mechanisms drives 

Age and wear Replace/restore sludge collector 

Significant corrosion Replace telescoping valve 

Primary Clarifier #4 Cracks/wear and discoloration of concrete Restore int./exterior concrete surfaces 

Age/reliability Replace mechanisms drives 

Age and wear Replace/restore sludge collector 

Significant corrosion Replace telescoping valve 

HVAC/Odor Control Compliance with NFPA 820 Evaluate compliance with NFPA 820 

Medium Manhole #8 (6B) Civil/Site Sidewalks are difficult to clear snow with UTV Eliminate sidewalk steps and replace sidewalk from Splitter MH#4 to Splitter 
MH#5  part of facility sidewalk replacement plan 

Medium First Stage Intermediate Cl. (7) Civil/Site Space under stands. Fill/grade under humus valve supports 

Medium Manhole 10 (8B) Civil/Site Sidewalks are difficult to clear snow with UTV Replace Sidewalks as part of facility sidewalk replacement plan 

Medium Splitter Manhole #7 (9A) Civil/Site Cracking & settling Replace concrete sidewalk as part of facility sidewalk replacement plan 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

Steps and sidewalks difficult to clear snow with UTV Eliminate Sidewalk Steps/Widen Sidewalk as part of facility sidewalk 
replacement plan 

Medium Manhole #11 (9B) Civil/Site Cracked sidewalks Replaced cracked sidewalks as part of facility sidewalk replacement plan 

Medium Process Pumping (10) Building Structure Doors do not shut properly Repair/ replace all exterior doors. 

Deterioration/water damage Replace Sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

Safety Reasons Installed a landing /stairs on the rear exit. 

Leaks/water damage Sealant/backer rod on all windows. 

Medium Digesters (12) Gas Storage Sphere Very corrosive environment Sandblast and Recoat Interior and Exterior Surfaces 

Medium Engine Generator (15) Civil/Site Cracked/deteriorated Replace driveway and pavement 

Enclosure Corrosion & safety requirements Rehabilitate enclosure and provide platform and stairs 

Medium Dumping Station (16) Electrical Electrical no longer used Remove & Demolish conduit/supports and wiring. 

Medium Control Building (18) Electrical Safety Evaluate changing the blower voltage to 480 V. 

Medium Splitter Manhole #1 (18A) Concrete Structure Wastewater splashing out during high flows Cover concrete structure with aluminum tread plate to prevent splashing. 

Medium Manhole #1 (18B) Concrete Structure Wastewater splashing out during high flows Cover concrete structure with aluminum tread plate to prevent splashing. 

Medium Aeration Basins (18C) Concrete Basins Standing water in bottom of basins when drained Slope bottom of basins with grout 

Cracking on the upper walls and basin bottoms Repair basin bottom and wall surfaces 

Electrical Corrosion on conduits Replace dissolved oxygen sensor conduit 

Corrosion & outdated lighting Replace lighting around basins (completed in 2017) 

 
 
 
Medium 
 
 

RAS Building (19) RAS Pump #1 (19PUMR01) Age/wear & reliability Replace pump  

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor  

RAS Pump #2 (19PUMR02) Age/wear & reliability Replace pump  

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor  

RAS Pump #3 (19PUMR03) Age/wear & reliability Replace pump  

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor  
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

RAS Pump #4 (19PUMR04) Age/wear & reliability Replace pump  

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor  

RAS Pump #5 (19PUMR05) Age/wear & reliability Replace pump  

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor  

WAS Pump #1 (19PUMW01) Age/wear & reliability Replace pump  

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor 

WAS Pump #2 (19PUMW02) Age/wear & reliability Replace pump  

Age/wear & reliability Replace motor  

Building Structure Masonry cracking Mitigate settling 

Groundwater leaks into drywell Seal drywell 

Grating is bent Replace grating on North-side of bldg. 

Deterioration/ water damage Replace sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

Medium RAS Building (19) Building – Exterior Door Age & weathered Replace exterior double door 

Medium Final Clarifiers (20) 

Clarifier #1 

Cracking/ deterioration of concrete Basin - Repair concrete structure (Included in Phase I Improvements). 

Age & wear Mechanism - Replace sludge collection mechanism (Included in Phase I 
Improvements). 

Weirs function poorly at high flows Construct new in-board launderer off external wall (Included in Phase I 
Improvements). 

Clarifier #2 

Cracking/deterioration of concrete Basin - Repair concrete structure (Included in Phase I Improvements). 

Age & wear Mechanism (Included in Phase I Improvements). 

Weirs function poorly at high flows Construct new in-board launderer off external wall (Included in Phase I 
Improvements). 

Clarifier #3 

Cracking/deterioration of concrete Basin - Repair concrete structure (Included in Phase I Improvements). 

Age & wear Mechanism (Included in Phase I Improvements). 

Weirs function poorly at high flows Construct new in-board launderer off external wall (Included in Phase I 
Improvements). 

Clarifier #4 Cracking/deterioration of concrete Basin - Repair concrete structure (Included in Phase I Improvements). 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

Age & wear Mechanism (Included in Phase I Improvements) 

Weirs function poorly at high flows Construct new in-board launderer off external wall (Included in Phase I 
Improvements). 

Site/Civil Cracking and settling concrete steps and sidewalks Replace concrete steps and sidewalks as part of Facility Sidewalk Replacement 
Plan. 

Electrical Age & condition Replace with new mechanisms as part of the Phase I Improvements. 

Piping/Valves Age & condition Replace as part of new mechanisms (Included in Phase I Improvements). 

Medium Filter Building (21) Building Structure 

Damaged masonry Repair masonry on south side of Bldg. 

Water intrusion Repair cracks on the SW wall of Bldg. (inside and out) 

Water damage Replace Sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

Water intrusion Replace Sealant/backer rod on windows 

Medium Filter Building (21) 
Building – Exterior Doors Age & weathered Replace Exterior Doors (1 double door and 1 single) 

Building Structure Paint is peeling Repaint walls in lower pipe gallery 

Medium Chemical Feed Building (22) 

Civil/Site Concrete sidewalk is cracked and settling Replace sidewalk as part of Facility Sidewalk Replacement Plan. 

Building Structure Cracking concrete Rehab exterior west stairway 

Building – Exterior Age & weathered Replace exterior doors (1 double door and 3 single) 

Medium Chlorine Contact Basin (23) 
Parshall Flume Questionable accuracy during flooding. Replace with magnetic flow meter on effluent line (Included as part of Phase I 

Improvements. 

Concrete Structure Expansion required for future capacity Expand as part of Phase I Improvements 

Medium In-Plant Pumping (24) 

NPW Pump #2 (24PUMP02) 
Age & frequent maintenance required Replace pump 

Age & frequent maintenance required Replace motor 

NPW Pump #3 (24PUMP03) 
Age & frequent maintenance required Replace pump 

Age & frequent maintenance required Replace motor 

NPW Pump #4 (24PUMP04) 
Age & frequent maintenance required Replace pump 

Age & frequent maintenance required Replace motor 
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Priority Major Structure Major Component Risk Description Recommendation 

NPW Pump Controls Pumps run continuously to prevent frequent cycling Add constant pressure pumping system to NPW Pumps. 

Strainer #1 (24STR001) Age & frequent maintenance required Replace NPW strainer #1 

Strainer #2 (24STR002) Age & frequent maintenance required Replace NPW strainer #2 

NPW Flow Meter (24FLM038) Age Replace NPW flow meter 

Medium In-Plant Pumping (24) In-Plant Waste Pump #1 (24PUMW01) 
Age & frequent maintenance required Replace pump 

Age & frequent maintenance required Replace motor 

Medium In-Plant Pumping (24) 

In-Plant Waste Pump #2 (24PUMW02) 
Age & frequent maintenance required Replace pump 

Age & frequent maintenance required Replace motor 

In-Plant Waste Pump #3 (PUMW03) 
Age & frequent maintenance required Replace pump 

Age & frequent maintenance required Replace motor 

In-Plant Waste Controls  Add VFDs to In-Plant Waste Pumps 

In-Plant Waste Flow Meter (24FLM037) Age & condition Replace In-Plant Waste Flow Meter 

Piping & Valves Age & condition Replace/upgrade piping and valves 

Building Structure 
Damaged masonry Repair brick on SW corner of bldg. 

Water damage Replace sealant/backer rod. Tuck-point. 

Building – Exterior Door Age & weathered Replace exterior double door 

Medium Civil/Site 
Concrete Sidewalks/ Steps Cracking, settlement, worn Replace, widen, re-grade and eliminate concrete steps 

Concrete Pavement Cracking, settlement, worn Remove and replace pavement and curb & gutter 

Medium Equalization Basins (32) Clarifier 
Corrosion on inlet well Sandblast and recoat center well 

Corrosion on influent piping Sandblast and recoat piping 
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Notice of Hearing: N/A 
Date of Hearing: 6/11/19 
Date Adopted:  6/11/19 
Date Published: 6/15/19 
Date Effective:  7/5/19 

RESOLUTION NO. 55-19 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE, 
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION AND SUBMITTAL OF THE APPLICATIONS, AND 
DESIGNATING AN AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE TO CERTIFY AND SIGN 
PAYMENT REQUESTS. 

WHEREAS, the City of Sioux Falls, SD (the “City”) has determined it is necessary to proceed 
with improvements to its clean water system, including, but not limited to, Water Reclamation 
Facility Expansion and Capacity Improvements (the “Project”); and 

WHEREAS, the City has determined that financial assistance will be necessary to undertake the 
Project and an application for financial assistance to the South Dakota Board of Water and 
Natural Resources (the “Board”) will be prepared; and 

WHEREAS, it is necessary to designate an authorized representative to execute and submit the 
application on behalf of the City and to certify and sign payment requests in the event financial 
assistance is awarded for the Project; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF SIOUX FALLS, SD: 

1. That the City hereby approves the submission of an application for financial assistance in an
amount not to exceed $41,625,000 for the Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Capacity
Improvements to the South Dakota Board of Water and Natural Resources for the Project.

2. That the City is hereby authorized to execute the application and submit it to the South Dakota
Board of Water and Natural Resources and to execute and deliver such other documents and
perform all acts necessary to effectuate the application for financial assistance.

3. That the Mayor and/or Director of Public Works or the Public Works Business Operations
Manager is hereby designated as the authorized representative of the City to do all things on
its behalf to certify and sign payment requests in the event financial assistance is awarded for
the Project.

Date adopted: 6/11/19 . 

Erica L. Beck 
for Paul TenHaken, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
Denise D. Tucker, MMC, Assistant City Clerk 
for Thomas Greco, City Clerk 
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South Dakota Game Fish and Parks

Natural Resources Conservation Service
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Agency Responses





 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 
414 E Stumer Road, Suite 700 

Rapid City, SD  57701 
Voice:  605.858.6670     Fax:  855.256.2553  

 

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer 

 
March 7, 2019 

 
 
 
 
 
 
HDR Engineering, Inc. 
6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
 
 
RE:   Environmental Review for: 

City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Facility Plan 
 
 
Dear Mr. Vande Kamp: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) review of this 
project.  The project as outlined will have no impact on prime or important farmland. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact me at (605)858-6670. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
TIMOTHY NORDQUIST 
NRCS Conservation Agronomist 







1

Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Quesinberry, Terry <terry_quesinberry@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 12:05 PM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion

Kendall,  Your letter indicates that this project is in the study stage and that the northern long-eared 
bat is the only Federally listed species that may be affected.  Additionally you indicate that tree 
removal would be during the "inactive" season of October 1 to April 1.   
 
I agree with this assumption and believe that the best route is to look into using the 4(d) rule via the 
"Framework to Streamline Section 7" process found 
at: https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/s7.html 
 
Please let me know as this project progresses how I can assist.  Using the 4(d) rule should get you a 
consultation "turn around" of 30 days or less. 
 

Terry Quesinberry 

 

Fish and Wildlife Biologist 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 

South Dakota Ecological Services Office 

Pierre, SD 

Phone: (605) 224-8693, x234 

FAX: (605) 224-1416 
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Natural Resources Conservation Service

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 4:42 PM

To: 'Quesinberry, Terry'

Subject: RE: Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion

Attachments: SF_WRF_Upgrade_Revised_Project_Area.pdf

Terry, 

 

Thank you for your response.  For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that 

extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and 

treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in 

light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

Best regards, 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 

 

 

 

From: Quesinberry, Terry [mailto:terry_quesinberry@fws.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 12:05 PM 

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com> 

Subject: Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion 

 

Kendall,  Your letter indicates that this project is in the study stage and that the northern long-eared 
bat is the only Federally listed species that may be affected.  Additionally you indicate that tree 
removal would be during the "inactive" season of October 1 to April 1.   
 
I agree with this assumption and believe that the best route is to look into using the 4(d) rule via the 
"Framework to Streamline Section 7" process found 
at: https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/s7.html 
 
Please let me know as this project progresses how I can assist.  Using the 4(d) rule should get you a 
consultation "turn around" of 30 days or less. 
 

Terry Quesinberry 

 

Fish and Wildlife Biologist 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 

South Dakota Ecological Services Office 

Pierre, SD 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 4:55 PM

To: 'Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US)'

Subject: RE: PD#8160 - Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion

Attachments: SF_WRF_Upgrade_Revised_Project_Area.pdf

Eric, 

 

Thank you for your response.  For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that 

extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and 

treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in 

light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

Best regards, 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) [mailto:Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil]  

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 10:38 AM 

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com> 

Subject: FW: PD#8160 

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Banik, Brenda D CIV USARMY CENWO (USA)  

Sent: Friday, March 01, 2019 2:25 PM 

To: McPherron, Michelle M CIV USARMY CENWO (USA) <Michelle.M.Mcpherron@usace.army.mil> 

Cc: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil> 

Subject: PD#8160 

 

The attached PD letter regarding the environmental review of the proposed Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and 

Upgrade Facility Plan, in Sioux Falls, South Dakota has gone in the mail.  

 

Thank You 

Brenda 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 5:00 PM

To: 'hilary.meyer@state.sd.us'

Subject: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan

Attachments: SF_WRF_Upgrade_Revised_Project_Area.pdf

Hilary, 

 

Thank you for your response received on February 21, 2019 to the letter I sent to you on the behalf of the City of Sioux 

Falls in regards to their Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Facility Plan.  For your record, I am attaching 

an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly 

accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls 

Storm Water Master Plan.  If your agency has additional comments in light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

Best regards, 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 5:06 PM

To: 'Nathan Jones (nathan.jones@sd.usda.gov)'

Subject: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan

Attachments: SF_WRF_Upgrade_Revised_Project_Area.pdf

Contacts: Nathan Jones

Nathan, 

 

For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that extends further east of the 

current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and treat storm runoff in 

accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in light of this 

modification, please let me know.  Per our phone conversation today, I understand this modification will not impact 

prime and important farmland. 

 

Best regards, 

 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 
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Agency Responses
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Meyer, Hilary <Hilary.Meyer@state.sd.us>

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 12:26 PM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: RE: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thanks Kendall. 

 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall [mailto:Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 12:14 PM 
To: Meyer, Hilary 

Subject: RE: [EXT] City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 

 

Hilary, 

 

Thank you for your response.  To answer your question, currently untreated stormwater runs off the water reclamation 

facility grounds into the Big Sioux River.  In accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan, the City is 

looking into the feasibility of constructing a storm water detention pond in the area as new facilities would add to the 

amount of stormwater that currently runs off the water reclamation facility grounds.  Due to the topography of the area 

and for practicality, the water detention pond would have to be placed east of the water reclamation facility – which 

happens to be in the FEMA-designated floodplain.  We understand that the detention function of the pond would not 

apply when the Big Sioux River is flooding into it; however, it may still provide water quality benefits for common rainfall 

events that generate storm runoff.  These are considerations that the City will be looking into as they make a final 

decision whether to include stormwater detention pond.  No infrastructure such as buildings would be constructed in 

the floodplain / floodway shown in the expanded project area. 

 

Feel free to contact me if you have any further questions. 

 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 
 

 

 

 

From: Meyer, Hilary [mailto:Hilary.Meyer@state.sd.us]  

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 11:01 AM 

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com> 

Subject: RE: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 

 



2

Hi Kendall- 

 

Our only concern with the expanded area included in the project would be potential flooding in that area, and the risk of 

untreated water being discharged directly into the Big Sioux River during a flood event. I guess from just the map, I can’t 

really tell if you are planning to include the building of additional infrastructure within the flood hazard zone or the 

regulatory floodway. Could you clarify for me?  Thanks. 

 

 

Hilary Meyer | Environmental Review Senior Biologist 

South Dakota Game, Fish and Parks 

523 East Capitol Avenue | Pierre, SD 57501 

605.773.6208| Hilary.Meyer@state.sd.us 

 
 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall [mailto:Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com]  

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 5:00 PM 

To: Meyer, Hilary 

Subject: [EXT] City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 

 

Hilary, 

 

Thank you for your response received on February 21, 2019 to the letter I sent to you on the behalf of the City of Sioux 

Falls in regards to their Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Facility Plan.  For your record, I am attaching 

an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly 

accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls 

Storm Water Master Plan.  If your agency has additional comments in light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

Best regards, 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 
 

 



1

Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Jones, Nathan - NRCS, Pierre, SD <Nathan.Jones@sd.usda.gov>

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 10:46 AM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: RE: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan

Thank you. 

 

Nathan Jones 

State Soil Scientist – South Dakota 

Office (Huron): 605-352-1253 

Office (Pierre): 605-301-3420 

Cell: 605-350-5639 

Email: nathan.jones@sd.usda.gov 

 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com>  

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 5:06 PM 

To: Jones, Nathan - NRCS, Pierre, SD <Nathan.Jones@sd.usda.gov> 

Subject: City of Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and Upgrade Plan 

 

Nathan, 

 

For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that extends further east of the 

current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and treat storm runoff in 

accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in light of this 

modification, please let me know.  Per our phone conversation today, I understand this modification will not impact 

prime and important farmland. 

 

Best regards, 

 

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

Environmental Scientist 

HDR  

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 
Sioux Falls, SD 57108 
D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 
kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com 

hdrinc.com/follow-us 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients. Any 

unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the 
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Vande Kamp, Kendall

From: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil>

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 7:33 AM

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall

Subject: RE: PD#8160 - Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Stored in PW

Our general response would also apply to that extension. We would not have any further comment. 

EL 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Vande Kamp, Kendall [mailto:Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com]  

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 4:55 PM 

To: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil> 

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: PD#8160 - Sioux Falls Water Reclamation Facility Expansion 

 

Eric, 

 

  

 

Thank you for your response.  For your record, I am attaching an exhibit showing a recently revised project area that 

extends further east of the current facility in order to possibly accommodate a stormwater pond that would retain and 

treat storm runoff in accordance with the City of Sioux Falls Storm Water Master Plan.  If you have further comments in 

light of this modification, please let me know. 

 

  

 

Best regards, 

 

  

 

Kendall Vande Kamp 

 

Environmental Scientist 

 

HDR  

 

6300 S. Old Village Place, Suite 100 

Sioux Falls, SD 57108 

D [605.782.8115] M [507.360.4186] 

kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com <mailto:kendall.vandekamp@hdrinc.com>  

 

hdrinc.com/follow-us <Blockedhttp://hdrinc.com/follow-us>  
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-----Original Message----- 

From: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) [mailto:Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil]  

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 10:38 AM 

To: Vande Kamp, Kendall <Kendall.VandeKamp@hdrinc.com> 

Subject: FW: PD#8160 

 

  

 

  

 

  

 

-----Original Message----- 

 

From: Banik, Brenda D CIV USARMY CENWO (USA)  

 

Sent: Friday, March 01, 2019 2:25 PM 

 

To: McPherron, Michelle M CIV USARMY CENWO (USA) <Michelle.M.Mcpherron@usace.army.mil 

<mailto:Michelle.M.Mcpherron@usace.army.mil> > 

 

Cc: Laux, Eric A CIV USARMY CENWO (US) <Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil <mailto:Eric.A.Laux@usace.army.mil> > 

 

Subject: PD#8160 

 

  

 

The attached PD letter regarding the environmental review of the proposed Water Reclamation Facility Expansion and 

Upgrade Facility Plan, in Sioux Falls, South Dakota has gone in the mail.  

 

  

 

Thank You 

 

Brenda 

 





   September 30, 2021 
Item 9 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TITLE:  Solid Waste Management Program Funding Applications 
  
  
  
EXPLANATION: The following applications have been received by DANR for funding 

consideration at this meeting: 
 

a) Brookings 
b) Roberts County 

 

  
COMPLETE 
APPLICATIONS: 

The complete applications, summary sheets, and financial analysis are 
available online and can be accessed by using the link on the Board Agenda. 
 
If you would like a hard copy of the applications, please contact Tyler Zettl at 
(605) 773‐4216. 

  
 



$+

Roberts County

§̈¦29

§̈¦90

Brookings

Solid Waste Management Funding Applications
September 2021



FUNDING REQUEST EVALUATION FORM 
 SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM FUNDING APPLICATION  

APPLICANT: BROOKINGS 
 
Project Title: Solid Waste Master Plan 
  
Funding Requested: $198,400 
  
Other Proposed Funding: $49,600 – Local cash 
  
Total Project Cost: $248,000 
  
Project Description: Develop a solid waste master plan to provide a road map 

for successful long-term solid waste and recycling 
management.   

  
Type:  Solid Waste 
  
Service Population: 45,000 
  
Financial & History Information: In September of 2012, Brookings was awarded a 

$185,500 SWMP grant to purchase to purchase curbside 
recycling containers for residents and an automated side 
dump recycling collection vehicle. 

  
Implementation Schedule: Brookings anticipates beginning development of the 

master plan in fall of 2021 with a completion date of 
December 2022.  

  
Fees: $44 per ton MSW 
  

Interest Rate: N/A Term: N/A Security: N/A 
  

 Engineering Review Completed By: Tyler Zettl 

 Financial Review Completed By: Stephanie Riggle 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Application Checklist

                                                                            Items that are part of the application                                         YES    N/A  

                                                                                                                 
Application  signed by authorized signatory - page 1

Professional contacts completed - page 2

Budget sheet completed - page 3

Proposed method of financing completed - page 4

Applicant information completed - pages 5

Status of existing SWMP grants or loans completed - page 6

Debt pledge by proposed security completed - page 7

Property tax information completed - page 8

Sales tax information completed - page 9

Items that must be attached to the application     
**All applications must include items in bold 

  

 Note: Proprietary Fund information for government entities is sufficient.

**Project narrative that includes all applicable information such as detailed scope of the                   

project, engineering reports, or cost estimates.

**Current year budget with most recent revenue, expenditures reports and corresponding fee 

structure

**Previous two years of unaudited or audited financial statements and corresponding fee     

structure

Amortization Schedules for all debt pledged to proposed security

Local government resolution approving signatory of application, agreements, pay requests, and other 

required documents as needed for funding

Local government resolution approving current fee structure for Solid Waste Program

Cooperative agreement with local government unit

Letters of financial commitment or support from other federal, state, or local agencies or private 

resources (letters must contain the specific terms or conditions)

Private for-profit entities only

Business Plan



Paul Briseno, City Manager



Professional Contacts: 

Application Prepared By:     

Contact Person:   

Mailing Address:         

City, State, and Zip:     

Telephone Number:        Fax:  

Consulting Engineering Firm:     

Contact Person:   

Mailing Address:         

City, State, and Zip:     

Telephone Number:        Fax:  

Legal Counsel’s Firm:      

Legal Counsel:   

Mailing Address:         

City, State, and Zip:     

Telephone Number:        Fax:  

City of Brookings

DJ Buthe, Public Works Director

125 7th Avenue

Brookings, SD 57006

(605) 697-2016

dbuthe@cityofbrookings-sd.gov

Burns & McDonnell

Luke Rodig

6909 South Lyncrest Avenue, Suite 120

Sioux Falls, SD 57108

(605) 271-4097

larodig@burnsmcd.com

Email address:

Email address:

Email address:

Page 2 of 17

Finance Office:

Contact Person:

Mailing Address:         

City, State, and Zip:     

Telephone Number:        Fax:  

City of Brookings

Erick Rangel

520 3rd Street, Suite 230

Brookigns, SD 57006

605-692-6281

erangel@cityofbrookings-sd.govEmail address:



C
o

lu
m

n
s 

A
 -

 E
:  

Id
e

n
ti

fy
 e

a
ch

 f
u

n
d

in
g

 s
o

u
rc

e
 a

n
d

 e
n

te
r 

th
e

 a
m

o
u

n
ts

 b
u

d
g

e
te

d
 b

y 
co

st
 c

a
te

g
o

ry
. 

C
o

st
 C

la
ss

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

A
   

S
W

M
P

 F
u

n
d

s

B

Lo
ca

l C
a

sh

C
D

E

T
o

ta
l F

u
n

d
s

1
.  

A
d

m
in

is
tr

a
ti

v
e

 E
xp

e
n

se
s

 
A

. P
e

rs
o

n
a

l S
e

rv
ic

e
s

 
B

. T
ra

v
e

l

 
C

. L
e

g
a

l

D
. O

th
e

r

2
.  

La
n

d
, S

tr
u

ct
u

re
, R

ig
h

t 
o

f 
W

a
y

3
.  

E
n

g
in

e
e

ri
n

g

 
A

. P
la

n
n

in
g

 &
 D

e
si

g
n

 F
e

e
s

 $
1

9
8

,4
0

0
 

 $
4

9
,6

0
0

 
 $

2
4

8
,0

0
0

 

 
B

. P
ro

je
ct

 In
sp

e
ct

io
n

 F
e

e
s

C
. O

th
e

r

4
.  

C
o

n
st

ru
ct

io
n

 &
 P

ro
je

ct
 Im

p
ro

v
e

m
e

n
ts

5
.  

E
q

u
ip

m
e

n
t

6
.  

C
o

n
tr

a
ct

u
a

l S
e

rv
ic

e
s

7
. O

th
e

r

8
. O

th
e

r

9
. S

u
b

to
ta

l (
Li

n
e

s 
1

- 
8

)
 $

1
9

8
,4

0
0

 
 $

4
9

,6
0

0
 

 $
2

4
8

,0
0

0
 

1
0

.  
C

o
n

ti
n

g
e

n
ci

e
s

1
1

.  
T

o
ta

l (
Li

n
e

s 
9

 -
 1

0
)

 $
1

9
8

,4
0

0
 

 $
4

9
,6

0
0

 
 $

2
4

8
,0

0
0

 

1
2

.  
T

o
ta

l P
e

rc
e

n
ta

g
e

8
0

.0
0

%
2

0
.0

0
%

0
.0

0
%

0
.0

0
%

0
.0

0
%

P
a

g
e

 3
 o

f 
1

7

 B
U

D
G

E
T

  S
H

E
E

T
 



O
th

e
r 

F
u

n
d

s 
to

 b
e

 B
o

rr
o

w
e

d
 

P
ro

p
o

se
d

 M
e

th
o

d
 o

f 
F

in
a

n
ci

n
g

S
e

cu
re

d
 F

u
n

d
s

U
n

se
cu

re
d

 F
u

n
d

s
D

a
te

S
W

M
P

 F
u

n
d

s
 $

1
9

8
,4

0
0

.0
0

 

Lo
ca

l C
a

sh
 $

4
9

,6
0

0
.0

0
 

O
th

e
r:

O
th

e
r:

O
th

e
r:

T
o

ta
l

 $
2

4
8

,0
0

0
.0

0
 

A
m

o
u

n
t 

R
a

te
T

e
rm

A
n

n
u

a
l D

e
b

t 
S

e
rv

ic
e

S
e

cu
ri

ty
 P

le
d

g
e

d
 f

o
r 

R
e

p
a

ym
e

n
t 

**
C

o
lla

te
ra

l P
o

si
ti

o
n

*O
th

e
r:

0
%

*O
th

e
r:

0
%

*O
th

e
r:

0
%

P
a

g
e

 4
 o

f 
1

7

*P
le

a
se

 a
tt

a
ch

 c
o

p
ie

s 
o

f 
co

m
m

it
m

e
n

t 
le

tt
e

rs
 t

h
a

t 
co

n
ta

in
 s

p
e

ci
fi

c 
te

rm
s 

a
n

d
 c

o
n

d
it

io
n

s 
fo

r 
e

a
ch

 s
o

u
rc

e
 o

f 
fi

n
a

n
ci

n
g

. 

**
P

le
a

se
 a

tt
a

ch
 c

o
ll

a
te

ra
l 

in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 s

u
ch

 a
s 

co
st

, b
o

o
k

, a
n

d
 m

a
rk

e
t 

v
a

lu
e

s.

In
te

re
s
t 

ra
te

 a
n

d
 t

e
rm

 y
o
u

 a
re

 a
p
p
ly

in
g
 f
o
r:

  
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
 %

, 
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
 y

e
a
rs

.

W
h

a
t 

s
e
c
u

ri
ty

 i
s
 b

e
in

g
 p

le
d
g
e
d
 t

o
w

a
rd

 t
h

e
 r

e
p
a
y
m

e
n

t 
o
f 
th

is
 l
o
a
n

?
  
 

(P
o

li
ti

ca
l S

u
b

d
iv

is
io

n
s 

O
n

ly
)

 1
. 
G

e
n

e
ra

l 
O

b
li
g
a
ti

o
n

 b
o
n

d
 (
re

q
u

ir
e
s
 b

o
n

d
 e

le
c
ti

o
n

) 

 2
. 
R

e
v
e
n

u
e
 O

b
li
g
a
ti

o
n

 b
o
n

d
 

 3
. 
S

a
le

s
 T

a
x
 R

e
v
e
n

u
e
 b

o
n

d
 



Page 5 of 17

Demographic Area 

Identify and briefly describe the current area that is served and identify any new areas to be served as a result of 
this project.

The City of Brookings Solid Waste Division maintains and operates the Brookings Regional Landfill which services 
approximately 45,000 residents in parts of Brookings, Deuel, Hamlin, Kingsbury, Lake, and Moody counties. The 
City also provides garbage, recycling, and yard waste collection services for residents within the city limits of 
Brookings. 

Services Provided

Describe the current services provided and identify any additional service as a result of this project.
The City of Brookings Solid Waste Division provides comprehensive residential curbside pickup of garbage, 
recycling, and yard waste,. The City also operates and maintains the Brookings Regional Landfill for municipal 
solid waste disposal, yard waste composting, as well as recycling/reuse of lumber/tree waste, tires, and metals 
and appliances. The Solid Waste Master Plan will evaluate and analyze operations, financial cost of services and 
critical needs of the City of Brookings Solid Waste Division and develop a plan for the City for guidance on 
successful, long-term solid waste operations. 

Describe how the services or products provided with this project will assist in promoting the goals of the Solid 
Waste Management Hierarchy, which are identified on page 4 of the instructions.

The City of Brookings Solid Waste Division oversees the Brookings Regional Landfill alongside residential collection of 
garbage, recycling, and yard waste. Recycling and disposal in landfills are goals 2 and 4 of the Solid Waste Management 
Hierarchy, respectively. By developing a Master Plan for the City of Brookings Solid Waste Division will provide the City a 
road map to continue successful management of both recycling and municipal solid waste disposal for the region. 

Applicant Type Municipality

Fiscal Year Ends December 31

Population Served

Current: 45,000 2010: 38,000 2000: 32,000

Estimated date construction or acquisition will commence: October 1, 2021

**Estimated Useful Life of Project: 10 years

Estimated completion or acquisition and installation date: December 30, 2022

**The term of the loan cannot exceed the useful life of project
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If applicable, list the top three principal competitors and their current market share within the industry.

Name City, State, & Phone Products % of Market Share

If applicable, list the top three products that comprise the applicant's sales.

Name City, State, & Phone Products % of Sales

Status report for all existing Solid Waste Management Program grants or loans

Grant/Loan # Status
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List all current debt pledged to the same proposed security for repayment of loan.   

Purpose of Debt

Year Debt acquired

Security Pledged

Amount Borrowed

Maturity Date 

(mmm/yyyy)

Debt Holder

Debt Coverage 

Requirement

Annual Required 

Payment

Outstanding Balance

Term

Rate

Please use additional sheets if necessary.
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Property Tax Information: 
(Complete this section only if General Obligation Bond is pledged to repay your loan)

Three year valuation trend: 

Three year levies and collection trend: 

Year 

Assessed Valuation 

Full & True Valuation 

Year       

Amount Levied 

Collected 

Penalties/Interest   

Late Payments 

Five Largest Taxpayers  Description  Assessed Valuation 

Additional Comments:
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Sales Tax Information  

(Complete this section only if sales tax is pledged to repay your loan.) 

Sales tax revenue history for the most current fifteen months: 

� � � � � � � � �

Month/Year Amount Collected
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South Dakota DANR  

Solid Waste Management Program  

Grant Application 
 

 

 

 

Project Narrative 
For 

City of Brookings Solid Waste Master Plan 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Brookings Solid Waste Master Plan  Project Narrative 

Grant Application  2 
 

Project Narrative: 

The City of Brookings (City) operates and maintains the Brookings Regional Landfill (Landfill) along with a 

comprehensive curbside residential garbage, recycling, and yard waste collection program under the 

City’s Solid Waste Division. The Landfill has been in operation since October 1993 and serves 45,000 

individuals throughout parts of six counties including: Brookings, Deuel, Hamlin, Kingsbury, Lake, and 

Moody. The City’s Solid Waste Division provides essential services for safely managing solid waste 

generated in the region and for keeping the community clean.  

Developing a Solid Waste Master Plan (Master Plan) for the City is important for maintaining the success 

of the essential services provided by the City’s Solid Waste Division. The overall purpose of the Master 

Plan is to evaluate and analyze the Solid Waste Division's operations and financial health, identify and 

address critical short-term and long-term needs, and provide a road map for successful long-term solid 

waste and recycling management.  

The scope of services for the Master Plan will generally include the following tasks: 

Task 1 – Project Communication and Project Meetings 

• Routine project coordination calls, meetings, and workshops with the consultant and the City’s 

project team 

• Stakeholder group workshops and presentations 

• City Council presentations 

Task 2 – Cost of Service Analysis and Rate Reviews 

• Cost of service analysis for the existing operations and services 

• Forecasted cost of service analysis accounting for future staffing, equipment, and capital 

improvement needs, as well as considering operational changes and/or improvements 

developed in Tasks 3 and 4 

• Rate analysis and rate model development 

• 10-year CIP forecast 

Task 3 – Landfill Operations  

• Landfill operations assessment and analysis for improving operations and airspace utilization 

• Short-term and long-term site progression planning 

• Cell closure sequencing 

• Capital improvement needs 

Task 4 – Collection Services 

• Collection program review and analysis for improving operations  

• Recycling program review and consideration for modifications to existing recycling operation 

Task 5 – Implementation Plan 

• Prioritize modifications and/or improvement options  



Brookings Solid Waste Master Plan  Project Narrative 

Grant Application  3 
 

• Develop implementation plan to identify specific activities and timeline for implementing the 

proposed modifications and/or improvement options 

Task 6 – Master Plan Report 

• Sectional report of the analysis and recommendations completed during Tasks 1 through 5 

 

The City of Brookings will retain a solid waste consulting firm to complete the Master Plan. Based on the 

proposed scope of services the anticipated cost of the Master Plan project is $248,000. The anticipated 

schedule for completing the Master Plan is to commence the project in Fall 2021 and complete the 

Master Plan by year-end 2022.  
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Solid Waste Collections 
 
PURPOSE: The Solid Waste Collection Department offers garbage collection, recycling 
collection, and yard waste pickup, as well as, Christmas tree pickup for the City of Brookings 
residents. The City of Brookings provides a 95-gallon green cart for garbage pickup, a 65-gallon 
blue cart for recycling, and a 95-gallon brown cart for yard waste.  
  

 2017 
Actual 

2018 
Actual 

2019 
Actual 

2020 
Estimated 

2021 
Adopted 

Full-Time Employees 6 6 6 5 5 
Operating Budget $939,256 $1,041,088 $578,944 $751,843 $547,098 
Capital Budget $0 $187,630 $0 $0 $290,000 
Department Revenue $1,192,023 $1,200,791 $1,242,434 $1,219,549 $1,496,180 

 
DEPARTMENTAL GOALS:  

 Continue to research changes in the recycling industry. 
 Continue to remain up-to-date with community growth. 
 Provide residents with excellent customer service.  
 Review and plan for residential Food Compost pickup. 

 
PROJECTS, PROGRAMS, AND INITIATIVES:  

 Continue replacement of collection trucks in accordance with Capital Improvement Plan. 
 Integrate the City’s Geographic Information System (GIS) to improve route maps and 

identify collection cart locations.  
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Account  
Number 

 
Description 

2019  
Actual 

2020  
Budget 

2020 
 Estimated 

2021  
Adopted 

 Solid Waste Collections     
612-000-4-447-00 Contributed Capital $0 $0 $0 $290,000 
612-000-4-661-01 Money Market Interest Income $16,163 $4,000 $6,800 $6,000 
612-000-4-848-01 Utility Billing $1,163,854 $1,201,824 $1,201,824 $1,200,180 
612-000-4-848-04 Yard Waste Bags $55,718 $58,900 $10,925 $0 
612-000-4-861-09 Miscellaneous $6,700 $0 $0 $0 
  Total Revenue $1,242,434 $1,264,724 $1,219,549 $1,496,180 
612-000-5-101-00 Regular Pay $305,856 $290,898 $290,898 $316,195 
612-000-5-101-01 Temporary Pay $13,260 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 
612-000-5-101-04 Overtime Pay $15,479 $10,000 $24,000 $10,000 
612-000-5-101-07 Clothing Allowance $2,750 $3,000 $2,500 $3,000 
612-000-5-120-00 FICA $23,445 $21,107 $21,107 $23,052 
612-000-5-121-09 Retirement $19,477 $15,954 $15,954 $17,479 
612-000-5-121-10 Pension Expense $0 $0 $0 $0 
612-000-5-123-00 Group Insurance $61,754 $52,195 $52,195 $68,801 
612-000-5-130-00 Workman’s Compensation $17,568 $18,253 $16,189 $18,253 
  Total Personnel Services $459,588 $421,407 $432,843 $466,780 
612-000-5-421-00 Insurance $11,167 $9,863 $21,775 $24,388 
612-000-5-422-02 Contracted Auditing Services $0 $2,500 $1,850 $2,500 
612-000-5-422-06 Medical Services $0 $300 $0 $300 
612-000-5-422-07 Contracting Services $52,179 $52,500 $51,000 $52,800 
612-000-5-422-08 Computer Services $25,030 $24,300 $24,300 $27,000 
612-000-5-422-15 Drug & Alcohol Testing $48 $250 $250 $250 
612-000-5-423-01 Publication/Recording Fees $0 $250 $75 $250 
612-000-5-423-05 Advertising & Promotional Fees $14,618 $15,960 $12,100 $15,960 
612-000-5-425-03 Maintenance Trucks $50,391 $27,000 $45,000 $27,000 
612-000-5-425-04 Maintenance Equipment $39,547 $27,000 $27,000 $27,000 
612-000-5-425-05 Maintenance Buildings $308 $1,500 $613 $1,500 
612-000-5-425-06 Maintenance Radio $1,459 $2,000 $0 $2,000 
612-000-5-426-01 Office Supplies $1,259 $1,800 $900 $1,800 
612-000-5-426-03 General Supplies $6,235 $3,200 $5,100 $3,200 
612-000-5-426-08 Supplies/Dumpsters & Carts $24,108 $44,090 $257,000 $31,800 
612-000-5-426-10 Gasoline $3,229 $2,400 $800 $2,400 
612-000-5-426-11 Oil & Grease Supplies $2,452 $3,000 $2,700 $3,000 
612-000-5-426-12 Tires $5,775 $10,000 $7,450 $10,000 
612-000-5-426-13 Diesel Fuel $43,882 $49,000 $46,000 $49,500 
612-000-5-426-17 Uniforms $660 $1,500 $450 $1,500 
612-000-5-427-01 Travel & Lodging $0 $500 $0 $500 
612-000-5-427-02 Registration & Training $0 $500 $0 $500 
612-000-5-428-01 Telephone $2,603 $3,360 $2,900 $3,360 
612-000-5-428-02 Electric & Water $3,564 $3,840 $3,180 $3,840 
612-000-5-428-03 Heat $6,100 $7,500 $2,500 $7,500 
612-000-5-428-05 Hauling Service $251,367 $244,200 $238,000 $244,200 
612-000-5-429-04 License Fees $15 $50 $0 $50 
612-000-5-429-31 Paint Exchange $2,315 $3,500 $0 $3,000 
612-000-5-429-35 Yard waste Program $30,632 $32,340 $900 $0 
  Total Other Expenses $578,944 $574,203 $751,843 $547,098 
612-000-5-930-00 Machinery & Auto Equipment $0 $200,000 $0 $290,000 



 

City of Brookings  85 | P a g e  
2021 Budget Book 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Account  
Number 

 
Description 

2019 
Actual 

2020 
Budget 

2020 
Estimated 

2021 
Adopted 

 Solid Waste Collections, Contd.     
  Total Capital Expenses $0 $200,000 $0 $290,000 
612-000-7-899-24 Transfer out to Public Art $3,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,900 
  Total Transfers Out $3,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,900 
  Total Expenses & Transfers Out $1,041,532 $1,197,610 $1,186,686 $1,306,778 
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Solid Waste Disposal 
 
PURPOSE: The Brookings Regional Landfill serves the six (6) counties with South Dakota, 
including: Brookings, Kingsbury, Moody, Deuel, Hamlin, and Lake with a population area of 
approximately 47,800 residents. The landfill offers a latex paint exchange program, spring 
clean-up for Brookings residents, free leaf drop-off in the fall, and a state program for chemical 
container recycling. 
 

 2017 
Actual 

2018 
Actual 

2019 
Actual 

2020 
Estimated 

2021 
Adopted 

Full-Time Employees 6 6 6 5 5 
Operating Budget $700,754 $907,832 $1,173,356 $1,718,585 $1,723,022 
Capital Budget $425,925 $388,735 $314,087 $2,311,800 $215,000 
Department Revenue $2,566,651 $2,685,748 $2,805,836 $4,628,320 $2,569,486 

 
DEPARTMENTAL GOALS:  

 Grow fund to account for future landfill cell construction. 
 Grow fund for future methane gas collection system.  
 Complete a study for extending landfill hours.  
 Research and gather information for the purcahse of a compost turner. 

 
PROJECTS, PROGRAMS, AND INITIATIVES:  

 Replace equipment in accordance with the adopted Capital Improvement Plan. 
 Prepare for the future leachate System and collaborate with Brookings Municipal 

Utilities.  
 Repair asphalt at the entrance to the Brookings Regional Landfill.   
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Account  
Number 

 
Description 

2019  
Actual 

2020  
Budget 

2020 
 Estimated 

2021  
Adopted 

 Solid Waste Disposal     
625-000-4-447-00 Contributed Capital $0 $2,100,000 $2,100,000 $0 
625-000-4-661-00 Interest Income $51,378 $13,000 $13,000 $15,000 
625-000-4-661-01 Money Market Interest Income $89,188 $10,000 $31,000 $10,000 
625-000-4-664-00 Sale of Fixed Assets $0 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-4-848-03 Landfill Tickets $2,633,279 $2,456,000 $2,456,000 $2,521,000 
625-000-4-848-12 Rentals $25,470 $25,470 $25,470 $20,550 
625-000-4-848-22 Recycled Materials $5,471 $9,800 $1,950 $2,936 
625-000-4-861-09 Miscellaneous $1,051 $0 $900 $0 
  Total Revenue $2,805,836 $4,614,270 $4,628,320 $2,569,486 
625-000-5-101-00 Regular Pay $366,661 $374,927 $374,927 $412,873 
625-000-5-101-01 Temporary Pay $0 $10,000 $4,800 $10,000 
625-000-5-101-04 Overtime Pay $22,503 $13,000 $16,500 $13,000 
625-000-5-101-07 Clothing Allowance $1,750 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 
625-000-5-101-10 Wellness Benefit $250 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-120-00 FICA $26,683 $30,595 $30,595 $33,513 
625-000-5-121-09 Retirement $22,057 $23,396 $23,396 $25,628 
625-000-5-121-10 Pension Expense $150,480 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-123-00 Group Insurance $45,466 $60,103 $60,103 $69,340 
625-000-5-130-00 Workmans Compensation $6,040 $6,689 $8,060 $6,689 
  Total Personnel Services $641,889 $520,710 $520,381 $573,043 
625-000-5-220-01 Restricted Closure $0 $27,832 $27,832 $27,832 
625-000-5-220-02 Restricted Post Closure $0 $18,396 $18,396 $18,396 
625-000-5-421-00 Insurance $7,630 $6,035 $6,000 $10,577 
625-000-5-422-01 Legal Services $0 $300 $145 $300 
625-000-5-422-02 Contracted Auditing Services $4,200 $3,000 $1,850 $2,500 
625-000-5-422-03 Consulting & Engineering $75,171 $40,000 $42,000 $40,000 
625-000-5-422-06 Medical Services $0 $200 $96 $200 
625-000-5-422-07 Contracting Services $23,587 $25,000 $23,500 $15,750 
625-000-5-422-08 Computer Services $2,936 $3,180 $3,180 $3,180 
625-000-5-422-09 Testing Services $17,104 $24,013 $24,013 $24,013 
625-000-5-422-15 Drug & Alcohol Testing $48 $200 $96 $200 
625-000-5-423-01 Publication/Recording Fees $0 $200 $0 $200 
625-000-5-423-05 Advertising/Promotion Fees $10,024 $8,300 $8,300 $8,300 
625-000-5-424-01 Equipment Rentals $0 $1,000 $0 $1,000 
625-000-5-425-03 Maintenance Trucks $4,159 $2,000 $4,100 $2,000 
625-000-5-425-04 Maintenance Equipment $104,847 $58,500 $91,000 $58,500 
625-000-5-425-05 Maintenance Buildings $10,714 $3,000 $4,900 $3,000 
625-000-5-425-09 Maintenance Grounds $21,089 $6,000 $5,900 $6,000 
625-000-5-426-01 Office Supplies $5,426 $6,000 $2,500 $6,000 
625-000-5-426-03 General Supplies $3,805 $8,000 $10,000 $8,000 
625-000-5-426-04 Janitorial Supplies $5,014 $5,160 $7,600 $5,520 
625-000-5-426-05 Photographic Supplies $0 $150 $0 $50 
625-000-5-426-09 Subscriptions/Books $0 $250 $0 $250 
625-000-5-426-10 Gasoline $2,389 $6,000 $3,000 $6,000 
625-000-5-426-11 Oil & Grease Supplies $2,383 $5,000 $4,600 $5,000 
625-000-5-426-12 Tires $478 $5,000 $15,000 $5,000 
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Account  
Number 

 
Description 

2019  
Actual 

2020  
Budget 

2020 
 Estimated 

2021  
Adopted 

 Solid Waste Disposal Cont.     
625-000-5-426-13 Diesel Fuel $75,218 $74,300 $74,300 $74,300 
625-000-5-426-17 Uniforms $378 $1,500 $800 $1,500 
625-000-5-426-18 Gravel $9,217 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 
625-000-5-426-27 Alternate Cover $704 $8,800 $8,875 $8,400 
625-000-5-427-01 Travel & Lodging $1,997 $5,000 $0 $5,000 
625-000-5-427-02 Registration & Training $1,230 $2,000 $500 $2,000 
625-000-5-428-01 Telephone $235 $2,400 $2,300 $2,400 
625-000-5-428-02 Electric & Water $2,966 $4,200 $3,650 $4,200 
625-000-5-428-03 Heat $10,000 $10,500 $2,560 $10,500 
625-000-5-428-05 Hauling Service $6,805 $7,500 $8,180 $7,500 
625-000-5-429-01 Membership & Dues $1,273 $2,000 $1,000 $2,000 
625-000-5-429-05 Rodent Control $1,942 $2,040 $2,040 $2,040 
625-000-5-429-07 Miscellaneous Services $2,514 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 
625-000-5-429-11 State Fees $54,041 $52,000 $51,000 $53,000 
625-000-5-429-16 Solid Waste Committee $900 $2,800 $950 $2,450 
625-000-5-429-18 Bad Debt Expense $30 $0 $21 $0 
625-000-5-429-38 Compost Program Supplies $0 $500 $0 $250 
625-000-5-432-00 Post Closure $19,734 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-897-00 Interest Expense $500 $500 $500 $500 
  Total Other Expenses $492,706 $452,776 $474,704 $447,829 
625-000-5-890-00 Depreciation Expense $355,211    
625-000-5-911-00 Buildings & Structures $47,253 $250,000 $200,000 $200,000 
625-000-5-930-00 Machinery & Auto Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-940-00 Other Capital -$98,582 $2,100,000 $2,100,000 $0 
625-000-5-950-01 Capital less than $5000 $10,205 $15,000 $11,800 $15,000 
625-000-5-950-10 IT Capital less than $5000 $0 $4,400 $0 $0 
  Total Capital Expenses $314,087 $2,369,400 $2,311,800 $215,000 
625-000-7-899-01 Transfer out Airport $0 $0 $0 $220,167 
625-000-7-899-00 Transfer out General Fund $680,000 $700,000 $700,000 $479,833 
625-000-7-899-24 Transfer out to Public Art $650 $23,500 $23,500 $2,150 
  Total Transfers Out $680,650 $723,500 $723,500 $702,150 
  Total Expenses & Transfers Out $1,774,121 $4,066,386 $4,030,385 $1,938,022 
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Solid Waste 
Collection 

2021 C
apital Project Spotlight 



 
The new garbage truck will used for the automation of the City’s yard waste program 
that started in 2020, while keeping up the growth in our community. The truck will be 
used four (4) days a week for garbage, recycling and yard waste pickup. 

 
The new truck will provide cost-saving measures on the maintenance, will increase the 
pickup efficiency of the collection operation, and will save staff time based on handling 
over 60,000-yard waste bags per year. 

 Budget 

$290,000 

  SUMMARY 

  FUTURE BUDGET IMPACT 

PROJECT AUTOMATED  
GARBAGE TRUCK 



S
o

li
d

 W
a
s
te

 D
is

p
o

s
a
l 

F
u

n
d

 

10
-Y

e
a
r 

C
a
p

it
a
l 

Im
p

ro
v
e

m
e

n
t 

P
la

n

Pr
oj

ec
t D

es
cr

ip
tio

n 
20

21
 

20
22

 
20

23
 

20
24

 
20

25
 

20
26

 
20

27
 

20
28

 
20

29
 

20
30

 

M
ot

or
 V

eh
ic

le
s 

an
d 

Eq
ui

pm
en

t 

Pu
m

ps
,C

ag
es

 m
is

ce
lla

ne
ou

s l
es

s 
th

an
$5

,0
00

 
$1

5,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

0,
00

0 

Re
pl

ac
e 

20
10

 A
l J

on
 C

om
pa

ct
or

 
$8

50
,0

00
 

Re
pl

ac
e 

19
98

 C
om

po
st

 S
cr

ee
ne

r 
$3

00
,0

00
 

Re
pl

ac
e 

20
14

 9
50

J D
oz

er
 

$6
00

,0
00

 

Re
pl

ac
e 

19
96

 C
at

 B
la

de
 

$3
50

,0
00

 

Re
pl

ac
e 

20
13

 6
44

 L
oa

de
r 

$4
50

,0
00

 

Re
pl

ac
e 

20
18

 8
50

K 
D

oz
er

 
$5

00
,0

00
 

La
nd

fil
l G

as
 C

ol
le

ct
on

 S
ys

te
m

 
$1

,5
00

,0
00

 

La
nd

fil
l -

 4
 C

om
pu

te
rs

 
$5

,0
00

 
$5

,0
00

 

Su
b-

to
ta

l M
ot

or
 V

eh
ic

le
s 

an
d 

Eq
ui

pm
en

t 
$1

5,
00

0 
$8

60
,0

00
 

$3
10

,0
00

 
$1

5,
00

0 
$6

10
,0

00
 

$3
60

,0
00

 
$4

60
,0

00
 

$5
15

,0
00

 
$1

0,
00

0 
$1

,5
10

,0
00

 

Tr
en

ch
es

 /
 C

ov
er

s 

So
lid

 W
as

te
 D

is
po

sa
l -

N
ew

 T
re

nc
h 

20
30

 
$1

00
,0

00
 

$2
00

,0
00

 
$2

00
,0

00
 

$2
00

,0
00

 
$2

00
,0

00
 

$2
00

,0
00

 
$2

00
,0

00
 

$2
00

,0
00

 
$2

00
,0

00
 

$2
00

,0
00

 

So
lid

 W
as

te
 D

is
po

sa
l -

G
as

 C
ol

le
ct

io
n 

Sy
st

em
-

20
25

 
$1

00
,0

00
 

$1
00

,0
00

 
$1

00
,0

00
 

$1
00

,0
00

 
$1

00
,0

00
 

$1
00

,0
00

 
$1

00
,0

00
 

$1
00

,0
00

 
$1

00
,0

00
 

$1
00

,0
00

 

Su
b-

to
ta

l T
re

nc
he

s 
/ 

Co
ve

rs
 

$2
00

,0
00

 
$3

00
,0

00
 

$3
00

,0
00

 
$3

00
,0

00
 

$3
00

,0
00

 
$3

00
,0

00
 

$3
00

,0
00

 
$3

00
,0

00
 

$3
00

,0
00

 
$3

00
,0

00
 

To
ta

l C
ap

ita
l 

$2
15

,0
00

 
$1

,1
60

,0
00

 
$6

10
,0

00
 

$3
15

,0
00

 
$9

10
,0

00
 

$6
60

,0
00

 
$7

60
,0

00
 

$8
15

,0
00

 
$3

10
,0

00
 

$1
,8

10
,0

00
 

Ar
t F

un
d 

(1
%

) 
$2

,1
50

 
$1

1,
60

0 
$6

,1
00

 
$3

,1
50

 
$9

,1
00

 
$6

,6
00

 
$7

,6
00

 
$8

,1
50

 
$3

,1
00

 
$1

8,
10

0 

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

 
$2

17
,1

50
 

$1
,1

71
,6

00
 

$6
16

,1
00

 
$3

18
,1

50
 

$9
19

,1
00

 
$6

66
,6

00
 

$7
67

,6
00

 
$8

23
,1

50
 

$3
13

,1
00

 
$1

,8
28

,1
00

 

152 | P a g eCity of Brookings 
2021 Budget Book 





City of Brookings 195 | P a g e
2021 Budget Book 

Account 
Number Description 

2019 
Actual 

2020 
Budget 

2020 
 Estimated 

2021 
Adopted 

Solid Waste Collections 
612-000-4-447-00 Contributed Capital $0 $0 $0 $290,000 
612-000-4-661-01 Money Market Interest Income $16,163 $4,000 $6,800 $6,000 
612-000-4-848-01 Utility Billing $1,163,854 $1,201,824 $1,201,824 $1,200,180 
612-000-4-848-04 Yard Waste Bags $55,718 $58,900 $10,925 $0 
612-000-4-861-09 Miscellaneous $6,700 $0 $0 $0 

Total Revenue $1,242,434 $1,264,724 $1,219,549 $1,496,180 
612-000-5-101-00 Regular Pay $305,856 $290,898 $290,898 $316,195 
612-000-5-101-01 Temporary Pay $13,260 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 
612-000-5-101-04 Overtime Pay $15,479 $10,000 $24,000 $10,000 
612-000-5-101-07 Clothing Allowance $2,750 $3,000 $2,500 $3,000 
612-000-5-120-00 FICA $23,445 $21,107 $21,107 $23,052 
612-000-5-121-09 Retirement $19,477 $15,954 $15,954 $17,479 
612-000-5-121-10 Pension Expense $0 $0 $0 $0 
612-000-5-123-00 Group Insurance $61,754 $52,195 $52,195 $68,801 
612-000-5-130-00 Workmans Compensation $17,568 $18,253 $16,189 $18,253 

Total Personnel Services $459,588 $421,407 $432,843 $466,780 
612-000-5-421-00 Insurance $11,167 $9,863 $21,775 $24,388 
612-000-5-422-02 Contracted Auditing Services $0 $2,500 $1,850 $2,500 
612-000-5-422-06 Medical Services $0 $300 $0 $300 
612-000-5-422-07 Contracting Services $52,179 $52,500 $51,000 $52,800 
612-000-5-422-08 Computer Services $25,030 $24,300 $24,300 $27,000 
612-000-5-422-15 Drug & Alcohol Testing $48 $250 $250 $250 
612-000-5-423-01 Publication/Recording Fees $0 $250 $75 $250 
612-000-5-423-05 Advertising & Promotional Fees $14,618 $15,960 $12,100 $15,960 
612-000-5-425-03 Maintenance Trucks $50,391 $27,000 $45,000 $27,000 
612-000-5-425-04 Maintenance Equipment $39,547 $27,000 $27,000 $27,000 
612-000-5-425-05 Maintenance Buildings $308 $1,500 $613 $1,500 
612-000-5-425-06 Maintenance Radio $1,459 $2,000 $0 $2,000 
612-000-5-426-01 Office Supplies $1,259 $1,800 $900 $1,800 
612-000-5-426-03 General Supplies $6,235 $3,200 $5,100 $3,200 
612-000-5-426-08 Supplies/Dumpsters & Carts $24,108 $44,090 $257,000 $31,800 
612-000-5-426-10 Gasoline $3,229 $2,400 $800 $2,400 
612-000-5-426-11 Oil & Grease Supplies $2,452 $3,000 $2,700 $3,000 
612-000-5-426-12 Tires $5,775 $10,000 $7,450 $10,000 
612-000-5-426-13 Diesel Fuel $43,882 $49,000 $46,000 $49,500 
612-000-5-426-17 Uniforms $660 $1,500 $450 $1,500 
612-000-5-427-01 Travel & Lodging $0 $500 $0 $500 
612-000-5-427-02 Registration & Training $0 $500 $0 $500 
612-000-5-428-01 Telephone $2,603 $3,360 $2,900 $3,360 
612-000-5-428-02 Electric & Water $3,564 $3,840 $3,180 $3,840 
612-000-5-428-03 Heat $6,100 $7,500 $2,500 $7,500 
612-000-5-428-05 Hauling Service $251,367 $244,200 $238,000 $244,200 
612-000-5-429-04 License Fees $15 $50 $0 $50 
612-000-5-429-31 Paint Exchange $2,315 $3,500 $0 $3,000 
612-000-5-429-35 Yardwaste Program $30,632 $32,340 $900 $0 

Total Other Expenses $578,944 $574,203 $751,843 $547,098 
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Account 
Number Description 

2019 
Actual 

2020 
Budget 

2020 
 Estimated 

2021 
Adopted 

Solid Waste Collections Cont. 
612-000-5-930-00 Machinery & Auto Equipment $0 $200,000 $0 $290,000 

Total Capital Expenses $0 $200,000 $0 $290,000 
612-000-7-899-24 Transfer out to Public Art $3,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,900 

Total Transfers Out $3,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,900 
Total Expenses & Transfers Out $1,041,532 $1,197,610 $1,186,686 $1,306,778 
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Account 
Number Description 

2019 
Actual 

2020 
Budget 

2020 
 Estimated 

2021 
Adopted 

Solid Waste Disposal 
625-000-4-447-00 Contributed Capital $0 $2,100,000 $2,100,000 $0 
625-000-4-661-00 Interest Income $51,378 $13,000 $13,000 $15,000 
625-000-4-661-01 Money Market Interest Income $89,188 $10,000 $31,000 $10,000 
625-000-4-664-00 Sale of Fixed Assets $0 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-4-848-03 Landfill Tickets $2,633,279 $2,456,000 $2,456,000 $2,521,000 
625-000-4-848-12 Rentals $25,470 $25,470 $25,470 $20,550 
625-000-4-848-22 Recycled Materials $5,471 $9,800 $1,950 $2,936 
625-000-4-861-09 Miscellaneous $1,051 $0 $900 $0 

Total Revenue $2,805,836 $4,614,270 $4,628,320 $2,569,486 
625-000-5-101-00 Regular Pay $366,661 $374,927 $374,927 $412,873 
625-000-5-101-01 Temporary Pay $0 $10,000 $4,800 $10,000 
625-000-5-101-04 Overtime Pay $22,503 $13,000 $16,500 $13,000 
625-000-5-101-07 Clothing Allowance $1,750 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 
625-000-5-101-10 Wellness Benefit $250 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-120-00 FICA $26,683 $30,595 $30,595 $33,513 
625-000-5-121-09 Retirement $22,057 $23,396 $23,396 $25,628 
625-000-5-121-10 Pension Expense $150,480 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-123-00 Group Insurance $45,466 $60,103 $60,103 $69,340 
625-000-5-130-00 Workmans Compensation $6,040 $6,689 $8,060 $6,689 

Total Personnel Services $641,889 $520,710 $520,381 $573,043 
625-000-5-220-01 Restricted Closure $0 $27,832 $27,832 $27,832 
625-000-5-220-02 Restricted Post Closure $0 $18,396 $18,396 $18,396 
625-000-5-421-00 Insurance $7,630 $6,035 $6,000 $10,577 
625-000-5-422-01 Legal Services $0 $300 $145 $300 
625-000-5-422-02 Contracted Auditing Services $4,200 $3,000 $1,850 $2,500 
625-000-5-422-03 Consulting & Engineering $75,171 $40,000 $42,000 $40,000 
625-000-5-422-06 Medical Services $0 $200 $96 $200 
625-000-5-422-07 Contracting Services $23,587 $25,000 $23,500 $15,750 
625-000-5-422-08 Computer Services $2,936 $3,180 $3,180 $3,180 
625-000-5-422-09 Testing Services $17,104 $24,013 $24,013 $24,013 
625-000-5-422-15 Drug & Alcohol Testing $48 $200 $96 $200 
625-000-5-423-01 Publication/Recording Fees $0 $200 $0 $200 
625-000-5-423-05 Advertising/Promotion Fees $10,024 $8,300 $8,300 $8,300 
625-000-5-424-01 Equipment Rentals $0 $1,000 $0 $1,000 
625-000-5-425-03 Maintenance Trucks $4,159 $2,000 $4,100 $2,000 
625-000-5-425-04 Maintenance Equipment $104,847 $58,500 $91,000 $58,500 
625-000-5-425-05 Maintenance Buildings $10,714 $3,000 $4,900 $3,000 
625-000-5-425-09 Maintenance Grounds $21,089 $6,000 $5,900 $6,000 
625-000-5-426-01 Office Supplies $5,426 $6,000 $2,500 $6,000 
625-000-5-426-03 General Supplies $3,805 $8,000 $10,000 $8,000 
625-000-5-426-04 Janitorial Supplies $5,014 $5,160 $7,600 $5,520 
625-000-5-426-05 Photographic Supplies $0 $150 $0 $50 
625-000-5-426-09 Subscriptions/Books $0 $250 $0 $250 
625-000-5-426-10 Gasoline $2,389 $6,000 $3,000 $6,000 
625-000-5-426-11 Oil & Grease Supplies $2,383 $5,000 $4,600 $5,000 
625-000-5-426-12 Tires $478 $5,000 $15,000 $5,000 
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Account 
Number Description 

2019 
Actual 

2020 
Budget 

2020 
 Estimated 

2021 
Adopted 

Solid Waste Disposal Cont. 
625-000-5-426-13 Diesel Fuel $75,218 $74,300 $74,300 $74,300 
625-000-5-426-17 Uniforms $378 $1,500 $800 $1,500 
625-000-5-426-18 Gravel $9,217 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 
625-000-5-426-27 Alternate Cover $704 $8,800 $8,875 $8,400 
625-000-5-427-01 Travel & Lodging $1,997 $5,000 $0 $5,000 
625-000-5-427-02 Registration & Training $1,230 $2,000 $500 $2,000 
625-000-5-428-01 Telephone $235 $2,400 $2,300 $2,400 
625-000-5-428-02 Electric & Water $2,966 $4,200 $3,650 $4,200 
625-000-5-428-03 Heat $10,000 $10,500 $2,560 $10,500 
625-000-5-428-05 Hauling Service $6,805 $7,500 $8,180 $7,500 
625-000-5-429-01 Membership & Dues $1,273 $2,000 $1,000 $2,000 
625-000-5-429-05 Rodent Control $1,942 $2,040 $2,040 $2,040 
625-000-5-429-07 Miscellaneous Services $2,514 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 
625-000-5-429-11 State Fees $54,041 $52,000 $51,000 $53,000 
625-000-5-429-16 Solid Waste Committee $900 $2,800 $950 $2,450 
625-000-5-429-18 Bad Debt Expense $30 $0 $21 $0 
625-000-5-429-38 Compost Program Supplies $0 $500 $0 $250 
625-000-5-432-00 Post Closure $19,734 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-897-00 Interest Expense $500 $500 $500 $500 

Total Other Expenses $492,706 $452,776 $474,704 $447,829 
625-000-5-911-00 Buildings & Structures $47,253 $250,000 $200,000 $200,000 
625-000-5-930-00 Machinery & Auto Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 
625-000-5-940-00 Other Capital -$98,582 $2,100,000 $2,100,000 $0 
625-000-5-950-01 Capital less than $5000 $10,205 $15,000 $11,800 $15,000 
625-000-5-950-10 IT Capital less than $5000 $0 $4,400 $0 $0 

Total Capital Expenses -$41,124 $2,369,400 $2,311,800 $215,000 
625-000-7-899-01 Transfer out Airport $0 $0 $0 $220,167 
625-000-7-899-00 Transfer out General Fund $680,000 $700,000 $700,000 $479,833 
625-000-7-899-24 Transfer out to Public Art $650 $23,500 $23,500 $2,150 

Total Transfers Out $680,650 $723,500 $723,500 $702,150 
Total Expenses $1,774,121 $4,066,386 $4,030,385 $1,938,022 
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Combining Statements - Nonmajor Enterprise Funds      
December 31, 2020

Liquor Fund – to account for revenues and expenses of the City owned liquor store�

Water Fund – to account for water services provided to the residents of the City of Brookings� All activities necessary 
to provide such service are accounted for in this fund�

Airport Fund – to account for air transportation services to the residents of the City� All activities necessary to provide 
such service are accounted for in this fund, including, but not limited to, administration, operations, and maintenance�

Golf Fund – to account for revenues and expenses of the City-owned municipal golf course�

Solid Waste Fund – to account for solid waste services provided to the residents of the City� All activities necessary to 
provide such services are accounted for in this fund, including, but not limited to administration, operations, maintenance, 
billing, and collection�

Research & Technology Center Fund – to account for revenues and expenses of a City-owned facility designed to 
house startup companies�
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Combining Statement of Net Position - Nonmajor Enterprise Funds
              

 Liquor  Water  Airport  Golf  Solid Waste  

Research & 
Technology 

Center  Total

ASSETS              

Current assets:                           

Cash and cash equivalents $ 1,626,507   $ 7,335,720   $ -   $ 101,547   $ 1,125,660   $ 56,598   $ 10,246,032

Investments  41,599    8,000,000    -    2,593    126,395    1,415    8,172,002

Receivables, (net of allowances for 
uncollectibles, if any):              

Accounts  3,918    501,029    127    -    317,577    12,023    834,674

Unbilled accounts  -    222,608    -    -    57,256    -    279,864

Interest  -    54,528    -    -    -    -    54,528

Due from other funds  203    14,867    -    -    1,053    -    16,123

Due from other governments  11,322    -    1,273,704    -    -    -    1,285,026

Inventories:              

Supplies  -    480,744    -    -    -    -    480,744

Stores  665,391    -    -    -    66,633    -    732,024

Prepaid expenses  3,723    19,250    -    -    -    -    22,973

Total current assets  2,352,663    16,628,746    1,273,831    104,140    1,694,574    70,036    22,123,990

Noncurrent assets:              

Restricted cash and cash equivalents  -    -    -    -    6,642,975    -    6,642,975

Deposits  -    47,856    -    -    -    -    47,856

Advances to other funds  127,059    -    -    -    1,169,499    -    1,296,558

Net pension asset  403    2,300    255    182    632    787    4,559

Other assets  -    1,389    -    -    -    -    1,389

Capital assets:              

Land  -    2,425,555    1,923,340    50,000    496,364    -    4,895,259

Buildings and improvements  281,077    24,210,056    25,450,554    1,666,144    6,887,318    2,118,612    60,613,761

Machinery and equipment  410,348    791,345    1,114,013    768,088    4,924,667    -    8,008,461

Construction in progress  -    47,176    2,689,724    -    -    -    2,736,900

Less accumulated depreciation  (569,171)   (8,389,243)   (8,245,008)   (1,252,722)   (6,706,237)   (945,357)   (26,107,738)

Total noncurrent assets  249,716    19,136,434    22,932,878    1,231,692    13,415,218    1,174,042    58,139,980

Total assets  2,602,379    35,765,180    24,206,709    1,335,832    15,109,792    1,244,078    80,263,970

DEFERRED OUTFLOWS OF 
RESOURCES              

OPEB related deferred outflows  8,424    23,462    3,694    4,092    19,882    -    59,554

Pension related deferred outflows  58,072    329,601    36,693    26,239    91,071    113,360    655,036

Total assets and deferred outflows of 
resources $ 2,668,875   $ 36,118,243   $ 24,247,096   $ 1,366,163   $ 15,220,745   $ 1,357,438   $ 80,978,560

LIABILITIES              

Current liabilities:              

Accounts payable $ 106,209   $ 183,832   $ 31,191   $ 22,208   $ 39,729   $ 213   $ 383,382

Retainage payable  -    -    117,160    -    -    -    117,160

Due to other funds  2,191    152,812    1,042,320    1,363    487    3,424    1,202,597

Due to other governments  -    -    -    436    -    -    436

Accrued interest payable  -    879    -    -    -    -    879

Accrued wages payable  13,732    2,974    4,441    2,573    32,056    -    55,776

Accrued taxes payable  35,363    182    -    -    7,395    -    42,940

Customer deposits  19,000    -    830    -    -    -    19,830

Capital lease obligations  -    32,775    -    -    -    -    32,775

Compensated absences  8,438    25,363    12,353    7,400    102,421    -    155,975

Total current liabilities  184,933    398,817    1,208,295    33,980    182,088    3,637    2,011,750
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Combining Statement of Net Position - Nonmajor Enterprise Funds (continued)
              

 Liquor  Water  Airport  Golf  Solid Waste  

Research & 
Technology 

Center  Total

Noncurrent liabilities:              

Capital lease obligations  -   189,405   -   -    -   -   189,405

Compensated absences  -   -   274   4,669    28,778   -   33,721

OPEB liability  70,981   213,324   31,125   34,478    167,520   -   517,428

Advances from other funds  -   -   -   94,195    -   -   94,195

Accrued landfill closure and postclosure 
costs  -   -   -   -    712,948   -   712,948

Total noncurrent liabilities  70,981   402,729   31,399   133,342    909,246   -   1,547,697

Total liabilities  255,914   801,546   1,239,694   167,322    1,091,333   3,637   3,559,446

DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES                           

Pension related deferred inflows  53,564   338,839   33,845   24,202    84,001   104,559   639,010

OPEB related deferred inflows  28,897   27,636   12,671   14,036    68,199   -   151,439

Proceeds from sale of future revenues  -   8,176   -   -    -   -   8,176

Total liabilities and deferred inflows 
of resources  338,375   1,176,197   1,286,210   205,560    1,243,533   108,196   4,358,071

NET POSITION                           

Net investment in capital assets  122,254   18,862,709   22,815,463   1,231,510    5,602,112   1,173,255   49,807,303

Restricted for:                           

SDRS pension purposes  403   2,300   255   182    632   787   4,559

Landfill closure and postclosure  -   -   -   -    4,549,880   -   4,549,880

Insurance deposit  -   47,856   -   -    -   -   47,856

Unrestricted  2,207,843   16,029,181   145,168   (71,089)   3,824,588   75,200   22,210,891

Total net position $ 2,330,500  $ 34,942,046  $ 22,960,886  $ 1,160,603   $ 13,977,212  $ 1,249,242  $ 76,620,489
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Combining Statement of Revenues, Expenses, and Changes in Net Position - Nonmajor 
Enterprise Funds
              

 Liquor  Water  Airport  Golf  Solid Waste  

Research & 
Technology 

Center  Total

OPERATING REVENUES                           

Charges for goods and services $ 4,050,010   $ 5,839,628   $ 46,513   $ 507,609   $ 3,845,714   $ 123,642   $ 14,413,116

Miscellaneous  19,606    186,641    5,310    3,492    2,846    -    217,895

Total operating revenues  4,069,616    6,026,269    51,823    511,101    3,848,560    123,642    14,631,011

                           

OPERATING EXPENSES                           

Personal services  372,251    1,742,176    191,830    173,150    1,010,903    33,988    3,524,298

Other current expenses  324,949    1,206,646    98,783    362,303    1,296,542    78,589    3,367,812

Cost of goods sold  3,097,165    -    -    -    -    -    3,097,165

Amortization  -    3,718    -    -    -    -    3,718

Depreciation  33,526    659,777    937,686    100,320    416,047    53,008    2,200,364

Total operating expenses  3,827,891    3,612,317    1,228,299    635,773    2,723,492    165,585    12,193,357

                           

Operating income (loss)  241,725    2,413,952    (1,176,476)   (124,672)   1,125,068    (41,943)   2,437,654

                           

NONOPERATING REVENUES  
(EXPENSES)                           

Investment income  10,893    173,816    470    157    94,876    360    280,572

Miscellaneous income  24,330    155,017    -    14,957    -    30,556    224,860

Gain/(Loss) on disposition of capital assets  -    1,671    -    -    -    -    1,671

Interest expense and fiscal charges  -    (11,921)   -    -    (500)   -    (12,421)

Total nonoperating revenues (expenses)  35,223    318,583    470    15,114    94,376    30,916    494,682

                           

Income (loss)  before capital 
contributions and transfers  276,948    2,732,535    (1,176,006)   (109,558)   1,219,444    (11,027)   2,932,336

                           

Capital contributions  -    424,246    2,319,178    -    -    -    2,743,424

Transfers in  -    -    374,592    178,850    -    -    553,442

Transfers out  (510,065)   -    (1,779)   (967)   (721,599)   (73,207)   (1,307,617)

                           

Change in net position  (233,117)   3,156,781    1,515,985    68,325    497,845    (84,234)   4,921,585

                           

Net position - beginning  2,563,617    31,785,265    21,444,901    1,092,278    13,479,366    1,333,477    71,698,904

                           

Net position - ending $ 2,330,500   $ 34,942,046   $ 22,960,886   $ 1,160,603   $ 13,977,211   $ 1,249,243   $ 76,620,489

Comprehensive Annual Financial Report  133

INTRODUCTORY SECTION STATISTICAL SECTIONFINANCIAL SECTION



Combining Statement of Cash Flows - Nonmajor Enterprise Funds
               

  Liquor  Water  Airport  Golf  
Solid 
Waste  

Research & 
Technology 

Center  Total

Cash Flows From Operating Activities

Receipts from customers   $ 4,081,655   $ 5,858,162   $ (1,161,973)  $ 526,058   $ 3,961,208   $ 155,487   $ 13,420,597

Internal activity-payments from other funds    -    225,672    -    -    -    -    225,672

Payments to suppliers    (3,378,216)   (1,615,469)   1,074,960    (341,570)   (1,269,039)   (81,580)   (5,610,914)

Payments to employees    (360,922)   (1,610,238)   (176,373)   (173,205)   (953,304)   (396)   (3,274,438)

Net cash provided by (used in) 
operating activities    342,518    2,858,127    (263,386)   11,283    1,738,865    73,511    4,760,917

                         

Cash Flows From Noncapital Financing Activities

Transfers in    -    -    374,592    178,850    -    -    553,442

Transfers out    (510,065)   -    (1,779)   (967)   (721,599)   (73,207)   (1,307,617)

Principal receipts (payments) on interfund 
advances/loans    49,600    -    -    (17,465)   (419,916)   -    (387,781)

Interest receipts (payments) on interfund 
advances/loans    -    -    -    -    (500)   -    (500)

Net cash provided by (used in) 
noncapital financing activities    (460,465)   -    372,813    160,418    (1,142,015)   (73,207)   (1,142,456)

               

 

Acquisition and construction of capital 
assets    -    (3,109,963)   (2,546,099)   (77,914)   (2,033,998)   -    (7,767,974)

Proceeds from sale/lease of capital assets    -    14,849    -    -    -    -    14,849

Proceeds from lease of assets    -    102,311    -    -    -    -    102,311

Capital grants    -    -    2,319,178    -    -    -    2,319,178

Principal payments on debt    -    (31,395)   -    -    -    -    (31,395)

Interest payments on debt    -    (12,045)   -    -    -    -    (12,045)

Net cash provided by (used in) 
capital and related financing 
activities    -    (3,036,243)   (226,921)   (77,914)   (2,033,998)   -    (5,375,076)

               

Cash Flows From Investing Activities

Sale of investments    -    10,250,000    -    -    -    -    10,250,000

Purchase of investments    161,432    (5,000,000)   13,807    595    650,756    5,350    (4,168,060)

Interest income    10,893    227,665    470    157    94,876    360    334,421

Net cash provided by (used in) 
investingactivities    172,325    5,477,665    14,277    752    745,632    5,710    6,416,361

                         

Net increase  (decrease) in cash 
and cash equivalents    54,378    5,299,549    (103,217)   94,539    (691,516)   6,014    4,659,746

                            -

Balances - beginning of the year    1,572,129    2,036,171    103,217    7,008    8,460,151    50,584    12,229,260

Balances - end of the year    1,626,507    7,335,720    (0)   101,547    7,768,635    56,598    16,889,006

Less restricted cash and cash 
equivalents    -    -    -    -    (6,642,975)   -    (6,642,975)

Cash and cash equivalents (current) per 
statement of net position   $ 1,626,507   $ 7,335,720   $ (0)  $ 101,547   $ 1,125,660   $ 56,598   $ 10,246,031
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Combining Statement of Cash Flows - Nonmajor Enterprise Funds (continued)
               

  Liquor  Water  Airport  Golf  
Solid 
Waste  

Research & 
Technology 

Center  Total

Reconciliation of operating income (loss) to net cash provided by (used in) operating activities:

Operating income (loss)   $ 241,725   $ 2,413,952   $ (1,176,476)  $ (124,672)  $ 1,125,068   $ (41,943)  $ 2,437,654

Miscellaneous income    24,330    -    -    14,957    -    30,556    69,843

Adjustments to reconcile operating income (loss) to net cash provided by (used in) operating activities:

Depreciation    33,526    659,777    937,686    100,320    416,047    53,008    2,200,364

Amortization    -    3,718    -    -    -    -    3,718

Landfill closure and postclosure cost    -    -    -    -    48,905    -    48,905

Change in operating assets and 
liabilities:                

(Increase) decrease in:                            -

Receivables    (12,291)   13,231    (1,213,796)   -    149,508    1,289    (1,062,059)

Inventories    -    (167,465)   -    -    (36,860)   -    (204,325)

Prepaid expenses    (3,723)   21,752    -    -    -    -    18,029

Deferred outflows related to 
pensions    (6,291)   (91,970)   (11,044)   3,099    (22,535)   (35,589)   (164,330)

Deferred outflows related to other    1,737    -    109    2,484    2,964    -    7,294

Net pension asset    742    3,885    314    468    881    927    7,217

Increase (decrease) in:                             

Deferred inflows related to pensions    29,349    231,087    21,826    10,470    51,975    68,254    412,961

Deferred inflows related to other    24,933    -    11,187    11,470    59,286    -    106,876

Account and other payables    47,621    (225,020)   1,173,743    20,733    (21,402)   (2,991)   992,684

Accrued wages payable    126    (348)   312    (358)   1,809    -    1,541

Accrued leave payable    (6,982)   4,848    274    4,669    27,877    -    30,686

Accrued OPEB payable    (32,285)   (9,320)   (7,521)   (32,357)   (64,658)   -    (146,141)

                             

Net cash provided by (used in) 
operating activities   $ 342,518   $ 2,858,127   $ (263,386)  $ 11,283   $ 1,738,865   $ 73,511   $ 4,760,917

               

Noncash Investing, Capital And  Financing Activities

Capital asset additions from contributed 
capital   $ -   $ 424,246   $ 2,319,178   $ -   $ -   $ -   $ 2,743,424

Accounts payable for capital assets    -    257,943    117,160    -    -    -   $ 375,103
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RESOLUTION FOR 
SOLID WASTE RATES





Fee Description Resolution City Code  Fee
Plumbing Contractor

License 19-075 Sec. 26-35 $50.00

Each annual renewal 19-075 Sec. 26-35 $25.00

Vehicles for Hire

First vehicle for hire per year 19-075 Sec. 26-35 $25.00

Each additional vehicle operated by the same person per year 19-075 Sec. 26-35 $10.00

Technology Equipment Use / per hour TBD TBD $65.00

Transient Merchants (Per Month) 19-075 Sec. 26-345 $100.00

DVD or CD (Per Disk) 19-075 Sec. 3-03 $5.00

Transportation Network Company

License 19-075 Sec. 26-282 $250.00

License - New Drivers 19-075 Sec. 26-282 $25.00

Per Year 19-075 Sec. 26-282 $15.00

Food Truck (Per Year) 19-075 Sec. 26-424 $75.00

Temporary Merchant  - General (Per Year) 19-075 Sec. 26-384 $50.00

Temporary Merchant  - Food Cart (Per Year) 19-075 Sec. 26-384 $75.00

Public Records Request - Staff Time (Per Hour) 19-075 Sec. 3-03 $25.00

Cost for Copies 

Letter or Legal Size (Per Page) 19-075 Sec. 3-03 $0.25

11" x 17" (Per Page) 19-075 Sec. 3-03 $0.50

Code Enforcement

Code Enforcement Investigation (Per Hour/1 Hour Minimum) 19-075 $45.00

Rental Dwelling License Inspection Fees (Per Structure) 

First and Second Inspection 19-075 Sec. 22-405 $0.00

Third and Subsequent Inspections 19-075 Sec. 22-405 $50.00

Collection/Landfill 

Residential Rate (Monthly Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $18.00

Additional Carts (Monthly Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $4.00

Commercial Charges - Five (5) Carts (Monthly Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $35.00

Additional Carts (Monthly Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $4.00

Dumpster Charges - Twice Per Week Pick Up (Monthly Plus Sales Tax) 

1.5 Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $90.00

Two (2) Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $115.00

Three (3) Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $140.00

Four (4) Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $165.00

Five (5) Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $190.00

Six (6) Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $217.00

Seven (7) Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $243.00

Eight (8) Cubic Yard Container 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $268.00



Fee Description Resolution City Code  Fee
Dumpster Charges - Additional Pick Up

1.5 Cubic Yard Container (Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $29.00

Two (2) Cubic Yard Container (Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $35.00

Three (3) Cubic Yard Container (Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $47.00

Four (4) Cubic Yard Container (Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-73 $58.00

240 Pound Material Minimum (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $5.00

Commercial (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $43.00

Compost/Leaves/Grass (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $43.00

Demolition (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $43.00

Domestic (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $43.00

Industrial (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $43.00

Metal (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $43.00

Asbestos (Region Only) (Plus Sales Tax and $1 Per Ton State Fee) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $43.00

Service Area Fee 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $9.50

Uncovered Load Fee 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $10.00

500 Pound Material Minimum (Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $5.00

Fill (Per Ton Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $21.00

Lumber (Per Ton Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $21.00

Roofing and Siding (Per Ton Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $21.00

Concrete (Per Ton Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $21.00

Trees (Per Ton Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $21.00

Contaminated Soil (Per Ton Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $15.00

Asbestos (Accepted in Region Only) (Per Bag Plus Sales Tax) 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $7.50

Refrigerators/Air Conditioners 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $12.00

Mobile Homes 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $250.00

Tires 

ATV 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $2.00

Car 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $4.00

Pickup 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $6.00

Tire on Rim 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $8.00

Truck 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $13.00

Tractor 19-075 Sec. 70-203 $35.00

Electric Vehicle Charging Station Rates

Hourly Rate for First Three (3) Hours 20-045 $1.00

Hourly Rate for Over Three (3) Hours 20-045 $2.00

City of Brookings and Brookings County Use 20-045 Exempt



FUNDING REQUEST EVALUATION FORM 
 SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM FUNDING APPLICATION  

APPLICANT: ROBERTS COUNTY 
 
Project Title: Construction of Landfill Cell #3 
  
Funding Requested: $228,500 
  
Other Proposed Funding: $228,500 – Local cash 
  
Total Project Cost: $457,000 
  
Project Description: Construction of new waste cell #3 and add additional 

disposal space to waste cell #1.    
  
Type:  Solid Waste 
  
Service Population: 45,000 
  
Financial & History Information: In June of 2016, Roberts County was awarded a $75,000 

SWMP grant to expand landfill waste cell #2.  
 
In June of 2012, Roberts County was awarded a $144,000 
SWMP grant to purchase a new front end loader for the 
landfill.   
 
In June of 2011, Roberts County was awarded a $88,240 
SWMP grant to expand landfill waste cell #2.  

  
Implementation Schedule: Roberts County began construction in July of 2021 with a 

completion date of August 2021.  
  
Fees: $45 per ton MSW 
  

Interest Rate: N/A Term: N/A Security: N/A 
  

 Engineering Review Completed By: Tyler Zettl 

 Financial Review Completed By: Stephanie Riggle 
 
 
 
 
 
 

























































































































   September 30, 2021 
Item 10 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TITLE: Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) Program Small System Technical 

Assistance—Request for Proposals (RFP) 
  
  
EXPLANATION: SDCL 5‐18D‐17 provides that state agencies may not award or renew a 

contract for professional services exceeding $50,000 without complying with 
the procedures set forth in §§ 5‐18D‐17 to 5‐18D‐22, inclusive. 
 
A draft “Request for Proposal to Provide Small System Technical Assistance 
for the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program” is attached for your 
review. The following is a list of activities and estimated timelines relevant to 
the RFP process: 
 
• RFP advertisement – October 4, 2021 
• Proposals due – October 22, 2021 
• Technical Assistance provider selection – November 4, 2021 
• Contract execution – January 1, 2022 
 
The staff will review the submitted proposals and be prepared to make a 
consultant selection recommendation to the Board at its meeting on 
November 4, 2021. 

  
  
RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

Authorize distribution of the Request for Proposal to Provide Small System 
Technical Assistance for the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program. 

  
  
CONTACT: Mike Perkovich, 773‐4216 

 



STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
OFFICE OF PROCUREMENT MANAGEMENT 

523 EAST CAPITOL AVENUE 
PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA 57501-3182 

 
 

Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) Program Technical Assistance 
PROPOSALS ARE DUE NO LATER THAN October 22, 2021 

 
 
 

RFP #:______  BUYER:       South Dakota Department of 
Agriculture and Natural Resources (DANR)  

 
EMAIL:     mike perkovich@state.sd.us 

 
 

READ CAREFULLY 
 
 

FIRM NAME:______________________ AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE: ____________________ 
 

ADDRESS:__________________________ TYPE OR PRINT NAME: _______________________ 
 

CITY/STATE:_________________________ TELEPHONE NO: ____________________________ 
 

ZIP (9 DIGITS):_____________________ FAX NO: ___________________________________ 
 

FEDERAL TAX ID#:__________________ E-MAIL: ____________________________________ 
 
 

 
 

PRIMARY CONTACT INFORMATION 
 
 
 

CONTACT NAME:________________ 
 

TELEPHONE NO: ________________  

FAX NO: ______________________ E-MAIL: _______________________ 
 
 

 
 
  

mailto:mike%20perkovich@state.sd.us
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1.0 GENERAL INFORMATION 

1.1 Standard Contract Terms and Conditions 
 
Any contract or agreement resulting from this RFP will include the DANR standard contract terms listed in Appendix A, 
along with any additional contract terms as negotiated by the parties.  As part of the negotiation process the contract 
terms listed in Appendix A may be altered or deleted.  The Offeror should indicate in their response any issues they have 
with specific contract terms if the Offeror does not indicate that there are any issues with any contract terms then DANR 
will assume those terms are acceptable to the Offeror.  

1.2 Purpose for Request Proposal (RFP) 
 

1.2.1 Background:   The South Dakota Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources (DANR) is a state 
government agency.  DANR provides staff resources to the Board of Water and Natural Resources 
(Board) which oversees the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) programs in 
South Dakota.  South Dakota receives an annual Drinking Water SRF Capitalization Grant of 
approximately $11 million.  Up to two percent ($220,000) of the annual Capitalization Grant can be used 
to provide technical assistance to small drinking water systems serving less than 10,000 service 
population.  Approximately $130,000 is being reserved for the small system technical assistance 
activities.  These activities are included in the annual Drinking Water SRF Intended Use Plans.  These 
amounts may be adjusted higher or lower if future Drinking Water Capitalization Grant amounts change.   
 
DANR is seeking proposals from qualified contractors to provide technical assistance to small community 
drinking water systems in South Dakota.  The technical assistance requested includes, but is not limited 
to, on-site technical assistance to include leak detection, water audits and accountability, operation and 
maintenance, record keeping, rate analyses, sampling procedures, interpretation of lab results, consumer 
compliance reporting, individual operator certification assistance, planning, opportunities for 
regionalization, and capacity assessments.  There are more than 400 community public water systems in 
South Dakota with service populations less than 10,000.  The proposed technical assistance is limited to 
these systems.   
 
The work will be paid for using the EPA Capitalization Grant set aside funding for small system technical 
assistance (up to a maximum aggregate amount of $220,000).  This RFP is for work to be completed 
during calendar years 2022 through 2024.  The Board reserves the right to renew the contract to be 
awarded to the successful respondent for up to three additional calendar years if the Board considers 
any contract price adjustment to be reasonable and justified.  The scope of the technical assistance 
activities must be approved by the South Dakota Board of Water and Natural Resources and the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency before the technical assistance contract is awarded or renewed. 

 
1.2.2 Goals and Objectives: The primary objective of the project is to select the most qualified contractor 
or contractors whose RFP submittal demonstrates the background, experience, and capability and 
contains what is considered the best approach to provide the requested small system technical 
assistance activities to assist community water systems to operate in a cost efficient and effective 
manner.   
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1.2.3 Available Documents: As per the 2021 Drinking Water SRF Intended Use Plan, no allocation was 
requested from the Federal Fiscal Year 2021 Drinking Water Capitalization Grant to provide small system 
technical assistance for community water systems with less than 10,000 in population.  Unspent funds 
from prior year grants were sufficient to address the small system technical assistance activities needs.  
The 2021 Drinking Water SRF Intended Use Plan can be accessed at:  
 
https://danr.sd.gov/Funding/docs/2021%20DW%20IUP%20final.pdf.  
 
The Board will be adopting a Federal Fiscal Year 2022 Drinking Water Intended Use Plan at its November 
4, 2021, meeting.  It is expected the 2022 Intended Use Plan will include a set aside allocation to assure 
these activities will be fully funded in future years. 

1.3 Issuing Office and RFP Reference Number 
 

The DANR is the issuing office for this document and all subsequent addenda relating to it, on behalf of 
the State of South Dakota, DANR. The reference number for the transaction is RFP# ____. This number 
must be referred to on all proposals, correspondence, and documentation relating to the RFP. 
  

  1.4 Scheduling of Activities (Subject to Change) 
  

RFP Publication: October 4, 2021 
Proposal Submission Deadline: October 22, 2021 
Anticipated Award Decision/Begin Contract Negotiation: November 4, 2021 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s approval of proposed contractor’s work plan: December 1, 
2021 
Contract execution:  January 1, 2022 

 

 1.5 Submitting Your Proposal 
 

All proposals must be completed and received by SD DANR by the date and time indicated in the Schedule 
of Activities. 
 
Proposals received after the deadline will be late, and ineligible for consideration.  An original and 3 
identical copies of the proposal shall be submitted along with the signed transmittal letter.  Also, Offerors 
are required to provide an electronic copy of their response on a flash drive. The electronic copy should 
be provided in MS WORD or in PDF format. 

 
All proposals must be signed, in ink, by an officer -of the responder, legally authorized to bind the 
responder to the proposal, and sealed in the form intended by the respondent.  Proposals that are not 
properly signed may be rejected. The sealed envelope must be marked with the appropriate RFP Number 
and Title.  

  

mailto:RFP1711NIBRS@state.sd.us
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The words “Sealed Proposal Enclosed” must be prominently denoted on the outside of the shipping 
container. Proposals must be addressed and labeled as follows: 

 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL #_______ PROPOSAL TITLE Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) 
Program Technical Assistance 
DUE: October 22, 2021 
BUYER: South Dakota Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
Attention: Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) Program Technical Assistance RFP #____ 
Mike Perkovich 
Address: 523 E. Capitol Avenue  
                 Pierre, SD 57501-3182 

 
No proposal shall be accepted from, or no contract or purchase order shall be awarded to any person, firm 
or corporation that is in arrears upon any obligations to the State of South Dakota, or that otherwise may 
be deemed irresponsible or unreliable by the State of South Dakota. 

1.6 Certification Regarding Department, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion – Lower Tier 
Covered Transactions 

 
By signing and submitting this proposal, the Offeror certifies that neither it nor its principals is presently 
debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from 
participation, by any Federal department or agency, from transactions involving the use of Federal funds. 
Where the Offeror is unable to certify to any of the Statements in this certification, the bidder shall attach 
an explanation to their offer. 

 

1.7 Non-Discrimination Statement 
 

The State of South Dakota requires that all vendors, and suppliers doing business with any State agency, 
department, or institution, provide a statement of non-discrimination. By signing and submitting their 
proposal, the Offeror certifies they do not discriminate in their employment practices with regards to 
race, color, creed, religion, age, sex, ancestry, national origin or disability. 

 

1.8 Modification or Withdrawal of Proposals 
 

Proposals may be modified or withdrawn by the Offeror prior to the established due date and time. 
 

No oral, telephonic, telegraphic or facsimile responses or modifications to informal, formal bids, or 
Request for Proposals will be considered. 

1.9 Proprietary Information 
 

The proposal of the successful Offeror(s) becomes public information. Proprietary information can be 
protected under limited circumstances such as client lists and non-public financial statements. Pricing and 
service elements are not considered proprietary. An entire proposal may not be marked as proprietary. 
Offerors must clearly identify in the Executive Summary and mark in the body of the proposal any specific 
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proprietary information they are requesting to be protected. The Executive Summary must contain 
specific justification explaining why the information is to be protected. Proposals may be reviewed and 
evaluated by any person at the discretion of the Board. All materials submitted become the property of 
the State of South Dakota and may be returned only at the Board’s option. 

1.10 Presentations/Demonstrations 
 

Any presentation or demonstration by an Offeror to clarify a proposal may be required at the sole 
discretion of the Board. However, the Board may award a contract based on the initial proposals received 
without a presentation or demonstration by the Offeror. If presentations and/or demonstrations are 
required, they will be scheduled after the submission of proposals. Presentations and demonstrations will 
be made at the Offeror’s expense. 

1.11 Discussions 
 

At the Boards’ discretion the Offeror may or may not be invited to have discussions with the Board.  The 
discussions can be before or after the RFP has been submitted.  Discussions will be made at the Offeror’s 
expense. 
 
1.12 RESTRICTION OF BOYCOTT OF ISRAEL 
 
For contractors, vendors, suppliers, or subcontractors with five (5) or more employees who enter into a 
contract with the State of South Dakota that involves the expenditure of one hundred thousand dollars 
($100,000) or more, by submitting a response to this solicitation or agreeing to contract with the State, the 
bidder or offeror certifies and agrees that the following information is correct:  
 
The bidder or offeror, in preparing its response or offer or in considering proposals submitted from 
qualified, potential vendors, suppliers, and subcontractors, or in the solicitation, selection, or commercial 
treatment of any vendor, supplier, or subcontractor, has not refused to transact business activities, has not 
terminated business activities, and has not taken other similar actions intended to limit its commercial 
relations, related to the subject matter of the bid or offer, with a person or entity on the basis of Israeli 
national origin, or residence or incorporation in Israel or its territories, with the specific intent to accomplish 
a boycott or divestment of Israel in a discriminatory manner.  It is understood and agreed that, if this 
certification is false, such false certification will constitute grounds for the State to reject the bid or 
response submitted by the bidder or offeror on this project and terminate any contract awarded based on 
the bid or response.  The successful bidder or offeror further agrees to provide immediate written notice to 
the contracting executive branch agency if during the term of the contract it no longer complies with this 
certification and agrees such noncompliance may be grounds for contract termination.   

 
2.0 FORMAT OF SUBMISSION 
 
All proposals should be prepared simply and economically and provide a direct, concise explanation of the 
Offeror’s proposal and qualifications.  Elaborate brochures, sales literature and other presentations 
unnecessary to a complete and effective proposal are not desired.   
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Offerors are required to provide an electronic copy of their response. The electronic copy should be provided 
in MS WORD or in PDF format, except for the project plan.  The submission must be delivered as indicated in 
Section 1.5 of this document. 
 
The Offeror is cautioned that it is the Offeror's sole responsibility to submit information related to the 
evaluation categories and that the State of South Dakota is under no obligation to solicit such information if 
it is not included with the proposal. The Offeror's failure to submit such information may cause an adverse 
impact on the evaluation of the proposal.   

 
Offerors and their agents (including subcontractors, employees, vendors, or anyone else acting on their 
behalf) must direct all their questions or comments regarding the RFP, the evaluation, etc. to SD DANR, 
Attn: Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) Program Technical Assistance RFP #_____ Mike Perkovich. 
Offerors and their agents may not contact any state employee other than the SD DANR office at  
mike.perkovich@state.sd.us regarding any of these matters during the solicitation and evaluation process. 
Inappropriate contacts are grounds for suspension and/or exclusion from specific procurements. Offerors 
and their agents who have questions regarding this matter should contact the SD DANR office at 
mike.perkovich@state.sd.us. 
 
The proposal should be page numbered and should have an index and/or a table of contents referencing the 
appropriate page number.  Each of the sections listed below should be tabbed. 
 
Offerors are cautioned that use of the State Seal in any of their documents is illegal as per South Dakota 
Codified Law 1-6-3.1.   Use of seal or facsimile without authorization prohibited--Violation as misdemeanor. No 
person may reproduce, duplicate, or otherwise use the official seal of the State of South Dakota, or its 
facsimile, adopted and described in §§ 1-6-1 and 1-6-2 for any for-profit, commercial purpose without specific 
authorization from the secretary of state. A violation of this section is a Class 1 misdemeanor. 
 
Proposals should be prepared using the following headings, and in the order that they are presented below.  
Please reference the section for details on what should be included in your proposal.  
  

2.1 Executive Summary 
 
A one or two page executive summary that briefly describes the vendor’s proposal.  This summary should 
highlight the major features of the proposal.  It must indicate any requirements that cannot be met by 
the vendor.  The reader should be able to determine the essence of the proposal by reading the 
executive summary.  Proprietary information requests should be identified in this section. 
 
2.2 Transmittal Letter 
 
Each respondent shall prepare a transmittal letter summarizing the principal points in the respondent’s 
proposal.  The letter must be signed by the representative who would serve as the primary contact for 
this project and include that person’s address, telephone number, fax number, and email address. 
 
2.3 Experience 
 
Describe the respondent’s experience and capabilities as well as any proposed subcontractor’s 

mailto:________@state.sd.us
mailto:_________@state.sd.us
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experience and capabilities.  Emphasis should be placed on knowledge of the state’s community water 
systems as well as capabilities relating to the requirements of the Safe Drinking Water Act and South 
Dakota laws and rules pertaining to the treatment and distribution of water for domestic use.  In 
addition, a thorough knowledge of the operation and maintenance of drinking water treatment and 
distribution systems is required and should be documented. 
 
2.4 Proposed Approach 
 
Describe the activities proposed to accomplish the project’s objectives.   
 
2.5 Project Team 
 
Identify the members of your firm as well as any proposed subcontractors that will participate in the 
completion of this project.  The use of a subcontractor(s) to increase the effectiveness of the 
respondent’s proposal is allowable.  A joint venture is also allowed but one firm shall be designated as 
the lead agency for the purposes of communication, compensation, and contract execution.   
 
2.6 Compensation 
 
Provide a detailed description of the proposed compensation by the respondent’s team, to include any 
proposed subcontractors.  The annual compensation may be less than but shall not exceed the maximum 
available amount of $130,000 annually. 
 
2.7 Respondent’s must also provide the following information: 
 

 2.7.1 A detailed description of their specialized expertise, capabilities, and technical competence as 
demonstrated by the proposed approach and methodology to meet the project requirements; 

 
  2.7.2 A detailed description of their project management techniques and resources available to 
perform the work, including any specialized services, within the specified time limits for the project; 

 
  2.7.3 A detailed record of past performance which must include price and cost data from previous 
projects, a statement of its quality of work, a demonstration of its ability to meet schedules, 
demonstration cost control measures, and contract administration experience; 

 
  2.7.4 A detailed description of their availability to travel to South Dakota’s public water systems; 
 
  2.7.5 A detailed description of their familiarity with South Dakota’s public drinking water systems and 
project locale; 

 
2.7.6 A detailed description of their overall ability and proven history in handling special project 

constraints for public drinking water systems. 
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3.0 COST PROPOSAL 
 
Offerors may submit multiple cost proposals. All costs related to the provision of the required services 
must be included in each cost proposal offered. 
 
Cost will be evaluated as part of the technical proposal. Offerors may submit multiple costs in their proposal. 
 
All costs related to the provision of the required services must be included in each proposal offered. 

 
4.0 PROPOSAL EVALUATION AND AWARD PROCESS 
 
 4.1 Proposals will be evaluated according to the following criteria and points: 
 
 4.1.2 Specialized expertise, capabilities, and technical competence as demonstrated by the proposed 
approach and methodology to meet the project requirements (25 points); 
 
 4.1.3 Record of past performance, including price and cost data from previous projects, quality of 
work, ability to meet schedules, cost control, and contract administration (10 points); 
 
 4.1.4 Availability to travel to South Dakota’s public water systems (10 points); 
 
 4.1.5 Familiarity with South Dakota’s public drinking water systems (10 points); 
 

4.1.6 Overall ability and proven history in handling special project constraints for public drinking 
water systems (15 points); 

 
 4.1.7 Project management techniques and resources available to perform the work, including any 
specialized services, within the specified time limits for the project (15 points); 
 
 4.1.8 Compensation (15 points). 

 
This is not a competitive bidding proposal.  DANR personnel will review and rank the submitted proposals and 
then make a recommendation to the Board.  At the discretion of the Board, respondents may be invited to 
make oral presentations to the Board.  The Board reserves the right to hire more than one contractor if the 
Board deems doing so would be in the best interest of the State of South Dakota. 
 

Proposals which in the judgment of DANR fail to meet the requirements of this RFP, or which are in any way 
incomplete, conditional, or which contain additions or deletions not called for, alterations or other 
irregularities, or in which errors occur, may be rejected at DANR’s discretion.  The DANR reserves the right to 
waive any requirements of or informalities in any proposal or to reject any or all proposals if it determines that 
it is in DANR’s best interest to do so. 
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5.0 TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
 

5.1 DANR will make a recommendation to the Board on which contractor to hire.  The Board will make the 
final determination regarding the selection of the contractor. 

5.2 The Board reserves the right to reject any and all proposals. 

5.3 The Board may combine portions of different proposals if the Board deems this action to be warranted. 

5.4 The Board may negotiate the compensation and hire the successful respondent subject to the terms 
and conditions specified by the Board. 

5.5 If the Board is not able to successfully negotiate a contract with the highest ranked respondent, 
negotiations shall cease.  The Board shall then begin negotiations with the second highest ranked 
respondent.  This process may continue until negotiations are successful.  

5.6 The successful respondent may not subcontract with any firm not previously identified in its RFP 
without the prior, written consent of the Board. 

5.7 All respondents will be notified in writing of the selection. 
 
5.8 Neither the Board nor DANR shall be liable for any expenses incurred by any respondent in preparing 
or presenting the proposal. 
 

 
Offeror’s name:   _________________________________________________ 
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APPENDIX A –Contract Terms and Conditions 
 
  
        

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
Consultant Contract 

for Services 
Between 

 
  State of South Dakota 
       Board of Water and Natural Resources 
       523 E. Capitol Avenue  
        Pierre, SD 57501-3182 
        
   
Referred to as Vendor  ̙Referred to as State̘  

 
 
The State hereby enters into this agreement (the “Agreement” hereinafter) for services with the Vendor. While performing 
services hereunder, Vendor is an independent contractor and not an officer, agent, or employee of the State of South 
Dakota. 
  
A. STANDARD PROVISIONS  
 
1. VENDOR 

  
The Vendor will provide the State with its Vendor Number, Employer Identification Number, Federal Tax Identification 
Number or Social Security Number upon execution of this Agreement.   

 
2. PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE OF THIS AGREEMENT 
 

This agreement shall be effective on ____________and will end on ____________, unless sooner terminated pursuant 
to the terms hereof.  The State in its sole discretion may renew the Agreement under the same terms and conditions 
for up to one (1) additional three-year period.  Notice of intent to renew shall be given by the State to the Vendor in 
writing prior to a term’s expiration as provided in the Agreement. If notice of intent to renew is given, the Agreement 
shall renew unless terminated by either party pursuant to the Termination Provision of the Agreement.    
 

3. NOTICE  
 
Any notice or other communication required under this Agreement shall be in writing and sent to the address set forth 
above.  Notices shall be given by and to ___________________ on behalf of the State, and by and to 
________________, on behalf of the Vendor, or such authorized designees as either party may from time to time 
designate in writing.  Notices or communications to or between the parties shall be deemed to have been delivered 
when mailed by first class mail, provided that notice of default or termination shall be sent by registered or certified 
mail, or, if personally delivered, when received by such party. 
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4. PROVISIONS 
 

The Purpose of this Consultant Contract is to:  
 

A. Provide small system drinking water technical assistance. 
 
The Vendor agrees to perform the following services: 
 

A. The Vendor will perform those activities described in the Scope of Work attached hereto as Attachment A and 
incorporated herein. 
 

The Vendor further agrees, represents, and warrants that: 
 

A. The Vendor will not use state equipment, supplies or facilities. 
 

B. Will the State pay Vendor expenses as a separate item? 
YES  (     )     NO  (    ) 
 
If YES, expenses submitted will be reimbursed as identified in this Agreement. 
 

C. The TOTAL CONTRACT AMOUNT will not exceed $_______. 
      
5. BILLING AND PAYMENT 

 
 The State will make payment for services upon satisfactory completion of the services.  Vendor agrees to submit an 

itemized invoice for services within thirty (30) days following the month in which services were provided.  Vendor 
agrees to submit a final itemized invoice within thirty (30) days of the Agreement end date to receive payment for 
completed services. As used herein, the term “end date” shall include the completion of any services pursuant to the 
Agreement, any extension period, or early termination of the Agreement.   If a final itemized invoice cannot be 
submitted in thirty (30)  days, then a written request for extension of time and explanation must be provided to the 
State. 

 
Payment will be made consistent with SDCL ch. 5-26, as such, payment will be made within forty-five (45) days 
of the receipt of an itemized invoice submitted by the Vendor with a signed state voucher. The Vendor 
acknowledges that it would be difficult or impracticable for the State to provide the notice of disagreement 
provided for by SDCL 5-26-5 within the ten days provided for by that section.  Accordingly, Vendor hereby 
agrees that the State shall have thirty (30) days to provide the requisite notice of disagreement    

 
6. OVERPAYMENT 
 

All payments to the Vendor by the State are subject to site review and audit as prescribed and carried out by the 
State.  Any overpayment of this Agreement shall be returned to the State within thirty (30) days after written 
notification to the Vendor 

 
7. LICENSING AND STANDARD COMPLIANCE    
 

The Vendor agrees to comply in full with all laws, regulations, ordinances, guidelines, permits, requirements and other 
standards applicable to providing services under this Agreement, promulgated by any federal, state, tribal, or local 
government, and will be solely responsible for obtaining current information regarding the foregoing.     
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8. TERMINATION 
 

This Agreement may be terminated by either party hereto upon thirty (30) days written notice. In the event the Vendor 
breaches any of the terms or conditions hereof, this Agreement may be terminated by the State for cause at any time, 
with or without notice.  If termination for such a default is effected by the State, any payments due to Vendor at the 
time of termination may be adjusted to cover any additional costs to the State because of Vendor's default.  Upon 
termination the State may take over the work and may award another party an agreement to complete the work 
under this Agreement.  If after the State terminates for a default by Vendor it is determined that Vendor was not at 
fault, then the Vendor shall be paid for eligible services rendered and expenses incurred up to the date of termination. 
Upon termination of this Agreement in all other circumstances, all accounts and payments shall be processed 
according to financial arrangements set forth herein for services rendered to date of termination. 

 
In the event this Agreement is to be terminated by the State pursuant to Paragraph 9 (FUNDING), the Agreement may 
be terminated by the State upon five (5) business days written notice.  

   
9. FUNDING  
 
 This Agreement depends upon the continued availability of appropriated funds and expenditure authority from the 

Legislature for this purpose.  If for any reason the Legislature fails to appropriate funds or grant expenditure authority, 
or funds become unavailable by operation of the law or federal funds reduction, this Agreement will be terminated 
by the State.  Termination for any of these reasons is not a default by the State nor does it give rise to a claim against 
the State. 

 
10. ASSIGNMENT AND AMENDMENT 
 
 This Agreement may not be assigned without the express prior written consent of the State. This Agreement may not 

be amended except in writing, which writing shall be expressly identified as a part hereof, and be signed by an 
authorized representative of each of the parties hereto. 

 
11. CONTROLLING LAW 
 

This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of South Dakota, without 
regard to any conflicts of law principles, decisional law, or statutory provision which would require or permit the 
application of another jurisdiction’s substantive law.  Venue for any lawsuit pertaining to or affecting this Agreement 
shall be in the Circuit Court, Sixth Judicial Circuit, Hughes County, South Dakota. 
 

12. SUPERCESSION 
 

All prior discussions, communications and representations concerning the subject matter of this Agreement are 
superseded by the terms of this Agreement, and except as specifically provided herein, this Agreement constitutes 
the entire agreement with respect to the subject matter hereof. 
 

13. SEVERABILITY 
 

In the event that any provision of this Agreement shall be held unenforceable or invalid by any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such holding shall not invalidate or render unenforceable any other provision of this Agreement, which 
shall remain in full force and effect. 
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14. THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES 
 

This Agreement is intended only to govern the rights and interests of the parties named herein.  It is not intended to, 
does not and may not be relied upon to create any rights, substantial or procedural, enforceable at law by any third 
party in any matters, civil or criminal. 

 
15. SUBCONTRACTORS 
 

The Vendor may not use subcontractors to perform the services described herein without express prior written 
consent from the State.  

 
      The Vendor will include provisions in its subcontracts requiring its subcontractors to comply with the applicable 

provisions of this Agreement, to indemnify the State, and to provide insurance coverage for the benefit of the State 
in a manner consistent with this Agreement. The Vendor will cause its subcontractors, agents, and employees to 
comply with applicable federal, state and local laws, regulations, ordinances, guidelines, permits and requirements 
and will adopt such review and inspection procedures as are necessary to assure such compliance. The State, at its 
option, may require the vetting of any subcontractors.  The Vendor is required to assist in this process as needed. 

 
16. STATE’S RIGHT TO REJECT 
 

The State reserves the right to reject any person from the Agreement who the State believes would be detrimental to 
the project, presents insufficient skills, presents inappropriate behavior or is considered by the State to be a security 
risk. 
 

17. HOLD HARMLESS AND INDEMNIFICATION 
 

The Vendor agrees to hold harmless and indemnify the State of South Dakota, its officers, agents and employees, from 
and against any and all actions, suits, damages, liability or other proceedings which may arise as the result of 
performing services hereunder, including reasonable attorney’s fees.  This section does not require the Vendor to be 
responsible for or defend against claims or damages arising solely from errors or omissions of the State, its officers, 
agents or employees.  The foregoing indemnification language likewise applies to claims arising from or relating to a 
third party claim that any of the services or deliverables provided by Vendor to the State under this Agreement 
infringes that party’s U.S. patent, U.S. trademark or copyright or misappropriates that party’s trade secret or other 
intellectual property right; provided that Vendor, in this circumstance, shall not be required to indemnify State and its 
affiliates for any claims that result from or are related to: (i)  the State’s or other party’s combination, operation, or 
use of the software in a manner not specifically authorized by Vendor; or (ii) alterations or modifications to the 
software not performed or authorized by Vendor.  

 
18. INSURANCE 

 
Before beginning work under this Agreement, Vendor shall furnish the State with properly executed Certificates of 
Insurance which shall clearly evidence all insurance required in this Agreement. The Vendor, at all times during the 
term of this Agreement, shall obtain and maintain in force insurance coverage of the types and with the limits listed 
below.  In the event of a substantial change in insurance, issuance of a new policy, cancellation or nonrenewal of a 
policy, the Vendor agrees to provide immediate notice to the State and provide a new certificate of insurance showing 
continuous coverage in the amounts required. Vendor shall furnish copies of insurance policies if requested by the 
State. 



14 
 

 

A. Commercial General Liability Insurance: 
Vendor shall maintain occurrence-based commercial general liability insurance or an equivalent form with a 
limit of not less than $1,000,000 for each occurrence.  If such insurance contains a general aggregate limit, it 
shall apply separately to this Agreement or be no less than two times the occurrence limit.   
 
B. Business Automobile Liability Insurance: 
Vendor shall maintain business automobile liability insurance or an equivalent form with a limit of not less 
than $1,000,000 for each accident.  Such insurance shall include coverage for owned, hired, and non-owned 
vehicles. 
 
C. Worker’s Compensation Insurance:  
Vendor shall procure and maintain Workers’ Compensation and employers’ liability insurance as required by 
South Dakota law. 
 

19. CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, INELIGIBILITY, AND VOLUNTARY 
EXCLUSION 

By signing this Agreement, Vendor certifies that neither it nor its principals are presently debarred, suspended, 
proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction by the 
federal government or any state or local government department or agency. Vendor further agrees that it will 
immediately notify the State if during the term of this Agreement either it or its principals become subject to 
debarment, suspension or ineligibility from participating in transactions by the federal government, or by any state or 
local government department or agency. 

 
20. REPORTING PROVISION 
 

Vendor agrees to report to the State any event encountered in the course of performance of this Agreement which 
results in injury to any person or property, or which may otherwise subject Vendor, or the State of South Dakota or 
its officers, agents or employees to liability.  Vendor shall report any such event to the State immediately upon 
discovery. 
 
Vendor's obligation under this section shall only be to report the occurrence of any event to the State and to make 
any other report provided for by their duties or applicable law.  Vendor's obligation to report shall not require 
disclosure of any information subject to privilege or confidentiality under law (e.g., attorney-client 
communications).  Reporting to the State under this section shall not excuse or satisfy any obligation of Vendor to 
report any event to law enforcement or other entities under the requirements of any applicable law. 
 

21. FORCE MAJEURE 
 

Notwithstanding anything in this Agreement to the contrary, neither party shall be liable for any delay or failure to 
perform under the terms and conditions of this Agreement, if the delay or failure is caused by war, terrorist attacks, 
riots, civil commotion, fire, flood, earthquake or any act of God, or other causes beyond the party’s reasonable control.  
Provided, however, that in order to be excused from delay or failure to perform, the party must act diligently to 
remedy the cause of such delay or failure and must give notice to the other party as provided in this Agreement as 
soon as reasonably possible of the length and cause of the delay in performance. 
 

22. DILIGENCE AND SKILL 
 

A. In the performance of these services and providing the deliverables under the Agreement, Vendor, and its 
employees shall exercise the degree of skill and care consistent with customarily accepted practices and 
procedures for the performance of the type of services required.  The Vendor shall be responsible for the 
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professional quality, technical accuracy, timely completion, and coordination of all services and deliverables 
furnished by the Vendor and any subcontractors, if applicable, under this Agreement.   

 
B. Vendor represents and warrants that: 

i.   It shall give high priority to the performance of the services; and 

ii.  The services shall be performed in a timely manner. 

C. It shall be the duty of the Vendor to assure that its services and deliverables are technically sound and in 
conformance with all pertinent technical codes and standards.   

D. The Vendor shall be responsible to the State for material deficiencies in the contracted deliverables and services 
which result from the failure to meet the standard given herein.  Vendor shall promptly correct or revise any material 
errors or omissions in deliverables and re-perform any services which are not in compliance with such 
representations and warranties at no cost to the State, provided that Vendor’s failure to comply is not related or 
attributable, in whole or in part, to the actions, errors or omissions of the State.  

E. Permitted or required approval by the State of any services or deliverables furnished by the Vendor shall not in any 
way relieve the Vendor of its responsibility for the professional quality and technical accuracy and adequacy of its 
work.  The State’s review, approval, acceptance, or payment for any of the Vendor’s services or deliverables herein 
shall not be construed to operate as a waiver of any rights under this Agreement or of any cause of action arising 
out of the performance of this Agreement, and except as provided herein the Vendor shall be and remain liable in 
accordance with the terms of this Agreement and applicable law for all damages to the State caused by the Vendor’s 
performance or failure to perform under this Agreement.  

F. In the event of a breach of these representations and warranties, the State shall provide telephonic notice to the 
Vendor.  The State may, in its sole discretion, require Vendor to cure such breaches. If it is necessary for Vendor to 
send at least one qualified and knowledgeable representative to the State’s site where the system is located, this 
will be done at Vendor’s sole expense. This representative will continue to address and work to remedy the 
deficiency, failure, malfunction, defect, or problem at the site.  The rights and remedies provided in this paragraph 
are in addition to any other rights or remedies provided in this Agreement or by law. 

23. THIRD PARTY RIGHTS 
 

The Vendor represents and warrants that it has the full power and authority to grant the rights described in this 
Agreement without violating any rights of any third party, and that there is currently no actual or, to Vendor’s 
knowledge, threatened suit by any such third party based on an alleged violation of such rights by Vendor.  The Vendor 
further represents and warrants that the person executing this Agreement for Vendor has actual authority to bind 
Vendor to each and every term, condition and obligation to this Agreement, and that all requirements of Vendor have 
been fulfilled to provide such actual authority. 
 

24. COMPLIANCE WITH EXECUTIVE ORDER 2020-01 
       

Vendor certifies and agrees that by signing this Agreement, that it has not refused to transact business activities, has 
not terminated business activities, and has not taken other similar actions intended to limit its commercial relations, 
related to the subject matter of the contract, with a person or entity that is either the State of Israel, or a company 
doing business in or with Israel or authorized by, licensed by, or organized under the laws of the State of Israel to do 
business, or doing business in the State of Israel, with the specific intent to accomplish a boycott or divestment of 
Israel in a discriminatory manner.  Vendor understands and agrees that, if this certification is false, such false 
certification will constitute grounds for the State to terminate this Agreement.  Vendor further agrees to provide 



16 
 

 

immediate written notice to the State if during the term of the Agreement it no longer complies with this certification, 
and agrees such noncompliance may be grounds for contract termination. 
 

B. AUTHORIZED SIGNATURES:       

 
 

State Vendor 

 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
(Signature) 

 
 
 
___________________________________ 
(Signature) 

 
BY:  Jerry Soholt 
         

 
BY:________________________________ 
      (Name) 

         
        Board Chair 

 
      ________________________________ 
      (Title) 

 
DATE:_________________________________ 

 
      ________________________________ 
      (Vendor) 

 



   September 30, 2021 
Item 11 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TITLE: State Fiscal Year 2021 State Revolving Funds Report to the Interim Bonding 

Review Committee 
  
  
EXPLANATION: The South Dakota Conservancy District is required to present an annual 

report to the Legislature’s Interim Bonding Review committee at its meeting 
in November 2021.   
 
A combined report for both SRF programs for the legislative committee’s 
review was developed for this purpose.  Information in this report presents 
program activity and financial statements on a state fiscal year basis and 
contains additional information on the District’s bond issues. 

  
  
RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

Approve the State Fiscal Year 2021 State Revolving Funds Report to the 
Interim Bonding Review Committee and authorize distribution of the 
report. 

  
  
CONTACT: Mike Perkovich, 773-4216 
 



 
 

 
THE SOUTH DAKOTA CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 

REPORT TO THE 
LEGISLATIVE BOND REVIEW COMMITTEE 

 
 

STATE FISCAL YEAR 2021 
July 1, 2020 – June 30, 2021 
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PROGRAM OVERVIEW 
 

The Clean Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) program was created by the 1987 
amendments to the federal Clean Water Act to provide low interest loans to communities and other 
political subdivisions for wastewater, storm sewer and nonpoint source projects (solid waste 
facilities/water quality).  South Dakota’s first Clean Water SRF loan was made in November 1989.   

 
The Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) program was federally authorized by the 

Safe Drinking Water Act Amendments of 1996 to provide low interest loans to public water 
systems for drinking water projects.  Political subdivisions (cities and special purpose districts) 
and nonprofit corporations (rural water systems) are eligible to apply for South Dakota Drinking 
Water SRF loans. The first Drinking Water SRF loan was awarded in January 1998.  
 
 Funds are provided for the programs by means of capitalization grants awarded annually 
through the United States Environmental Protection Agency.  For every $5 the federal government 
provides to each program through annual capitalization grants, the state must match it with $1.  
Through SFY 2021, the federal capitalization grants total more than $465 million.   
 
 The South Dakota Board of Water and Natural Resources was authorized by SDCL § 46A-
1-60.1 through § 46A-1-60.3 to administer a water pollution control revolving fund program and 
drinking water revolving fund program and to promulgate rules pursuant to chapter 1-26 to 
implement the provisions of this section consistent with the requirements of federal law.  The board 
serves as the board for the South Dakota Conservancy District. 

 
The two key federal program requirements are that loan rates are set below market rate and 

that all loan payments and program income revolve in the programs to provide low-interest 
financing for water and wastewater infrastructure in perpetuity.   

 
As of June 30, 2021, the Conservancy District has made 883 State Revolving Fund awards 

totaling nearly $1.71 billion.  
 
 

BONDING AUTHORITY OVERVIEW 
 
The authority for the South Dakota Conservancy District to issue bonds is established in 

SDCL § 46A-1-31.     
 
Since the programs’ inceptions, the state match requirement amounts to nearly $78 million.  

The South Dakota Conservancy District has issued revenue bonds to provide a large portion of the 
state match, as well as reserves required for earlier issues.  An initial state appropriation was made 
for each program.  Administrative surcharge fees paid by borrowers were used to match the 2002 
and 2003 Clean Water SRF capitalization grants, a portion of the 2010 Drinking Water SRF 
capitalization grant, and the entire 2011 – 2013 Drinking Water SRF capitalization grants.   

 
The Conservancy District has the ability to issue revenue bonds and notes above the 

amount required for state match to leverage additional funds for the programs.  Leveraged bonds 
for the Clean Water SRF program were issued in 1995, 2005, 2008, 2012, 2014, 2017, 2018, and 
2020 and in 2004, 2005, 2008, 2014, 2017, and 2018 for the Drinking Water SRF program.  The 
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total par amount of the leveraged bonds is $539.5 million.  In August 2009, the Conservancy 
District issued $55 million in leveraged bond anticipation notes. 

 
 

2020 BOND ISSUE 
 

The South Dakota Conservancy District issued $76,310,000 of Series 2020 Bonds in July 
to provide leveraged funds for the Clean Water SRF programs.  With a $23,946,603 net premium, 
bond proceeds totaled $100,535,263.  

 
The Series 2020 Bonds are tax exempt bonds issued to provide funds to make new loans 

and fund existing loans to the city of Sioux Falls for several ongoing and upcoming projects, 
including the $159,000,000 Water Reclamation Facility upgrade project.  The bonds had an all-in 
true interest cost of 2.35 percent.  The bonds were rated Aaa by Moody’s and AAA by Standard 
& Poor’s. 

   
Along with the Conservancy District, the financing team consisted of U.S. Bank N.A. 

acting as trustee; Perkins Coie acting as bond counsel; PFM Financial Advisors, LLC, the 
District’s financial advisor; the Attorney General's Office serving as issuer’s counsel; and BofA 
Securities acting as lead underwriter with J.P Morgan Securities, LLC and Citigroup Global 
Markets, Inc. serving as co-managers. 

 
 

BOND HISTORY 
 

The South Dakota Conservancy District has issued 23 bond or note series since 1989.  The 
Conservancy District issues bonds for state match as needed.  Additionally, bonds have been issued 
to refund prior issues and to provide leveraged funds.  Table 1 itemizes the uses of the various 
series of bonds and notes.  Summaries of previous bond and note issues are provided beginning on 
page 119.  Table 2 shows the principal balances for the outstanding bond issues.  
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Table 1 
State Revolving Fund Program Bond and Note Issues 

 
   Clean Water SRF Drinking Water SRF 

Series Par Amount Match Refund Leveraged Match Refund Leveraged 
1989 $5,875,000 $5,875,000      
1992 $4,180,000 $4,180,000      
1994 $10,220,000 $631,195 $9,299,195     
1995 $7,970,000 $3,462,460  $4,507,540    
1996 $2,770,000 $2,770,000      
1998 $6,450,000    $6,450,000   
2001 $4,405,000 $4,405,000      
2001 $5,270,000    $5,270,000   
2004 $38,460,000  $11,450,913  $5,001,620  $22,503,662 
2005 $50,000,000 $1,558,349  $41,000,000 $1,670,500  $7,000,414 
2008 $40,000,000 $1,964,580  $19,826,250 $4,887,600  $13,000,000 
2009 $55,000,000   $37,455,570   $18,221,624 
2010 $54,330,000 $3,543,094 $37,455,570 ($3,543,094)  $18,221,624  

2010A $38,695,000  $26,315,168   $12,801,699  
2010B $53,685,000  $32,097,173   $26,447,224  
2012A $69,775,000  $39,624,316   $29,991,648  
2012B $53,530,000 $1,700,000 $2,946,204 $55,000,000  $3,537,954  
2014A $9,060,00 $4,000,000   $5,000,000   
2014B $50,755,000   $53,000,000   $7,000,000 
2017A $16,730,000 $6,500,000 $765,666  $8,500,000 $832,626  
2017B $77,870,000  $35,961,380 $42,531,976  $4,711,213 $11,006,791 
2018 $96,355,000   $66,007,810   $45,009,585 
2020 $76,310,000   $100,000,000    
Total  $40,589,678 $195,915,585 $415,786,052 $36,779,720 $96,543,988 $123,742,076 

 
 

 
Table 2 

Outstanding Bonds Principal Balances 
as of June 30, 2021 

 
Series Clean Water SRF Drinking Water SRF Series Totals 

2010A $24,915,000 $12,135,000 $37,050,000 
2010B $1,963,985 $1,611,015 $3,575,000 
2012A $16,465,000 $11,305,000 $27,770,000 
2012B $7,410,000 0 $7,410,000 
2014B $35,410,000 $4,710,000 $40,120,000 
2017A $2,920,000 $3,755,000 $6,675,000 
2017B $61,405,000 $12,115,000 $73,520,000 
2018 $54,350,000 $37,060,000 $91,410,000 
2020 $76,310,000 0 $76,310,000 
Totals $281,148,985 $82,691,015 $363,840,000 
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TAX INCREASE PREVENTION AND RECONCILIATION ACT (TIPRA) 
 

Passage of the federal Tax Increase Prevention and Reconciliation Act (TIPRA) of 2005 
placed additional requirements on pooled financing bonds.  Of particular concern to the South 
Dakota SRF programs was the Strengthened Reasonable Expectation Requirement.  This 
mandated that 30 percent of net bond or note proceeds must be spent within one year and 95 percent 
of net proceeds must be spent within three years of the date of issue.  If these objectives are not 
met, bonds or notes must be redeemed in an amount necessary to meet the spend-down 
requirement.  To avoid extraordinary call provisions on fixed rate bonds, the South Dakota 
Conservancy District opted to issue variable rate bonds in 2008 and bond anticipation notes 
(BANs) in 2009.  Based on the pace of disbursements on those issues, the district chose to issue 
fixed-rate bonds in 2012, 2014, 2017, and 2018.  The spend down requirements are not applicable 
to the 2020 issue since it was not a pooled financing bond. 
 
 

ADDITIONAL SUBSIDY 
 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) of 2009 required a portion of the 
ARRA funds to be awarded as “additional subsidy” to borrowers.  This could be in the form of 
grants, negative interest rate loans, or principal forgiveness on loans.  It was decided that the South 
Dakota SRF programs would provide additional subsidy in the form of principal forgiveness on 
loans.   

 
Subsequent capitalization grants also required that a portion of the grants be awarded as 

additional subsidy.  Since 2009, borrowers from the Clean Water SRF program have received 
$42,658,527 in principal forgiveness and Drinking Water SRF borrowers have received 
$78,610,876 in principal forgiveness.  The Clean Water and Drinking Water projects awarded 
principal forgiveness can be found in Tables 7 and 10 on pages 52 and 93, respectively. 
 
 

SRF PROGRAM INTEREST RATES 
 

Interest rates are reviewed periodically to ensure that they are below market rate and are 
competitive with other funding sources such as the federal Rural Development program.  The SFY 
2021 interest rates for each program are summarized in the respective sections below. 
 
Clean Water SRF Program 
 
 In April 2020, the board set rates at 1.875 percent for loans with a term of 10 years or less, 
2.00 percent for loans with a term greater than 10 years up to 20 years, and 2.125 percent for loans 
with a term up to 30 years.  The term of each loan is at the discretion of the borrower provided that 
the proposed repayment source produces the required debt service coverage and does not exceed 
the useful life of the facilities being financed.   

  
In addition to the base rates, the board has established a Clean Water SRF incentive rate 

for nonpoint source (NPS) projects.  In April 2020, the board set the nonpoint source incentive 
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rates at 1.00 percent for loans with a term of 10 years or less, 1.25 percent for loans with a term 
greater than 10 years up to 20 years, and 1.375 percent for loans with a term up to 30 years. 
 
Drinking Water SRF Program 
 
 In April 2020, the board set rates at 1.875 percent for loans with a term of 10 years or less, 
2.00 percent for loans with a term greater than 10 years up to 20 years, and 2.125 percent for loans 
with a term up to 30 years.  The term of each loan is at the discretion of the borrower provided that 
the proposed repayment source produces the required debt service coverage and does not exceed 
the useful life of the facilities being financed.   

 
 Communities that meet the disadvantaged community criteria may receive a Drinking 
Water SRF loan at an interest rate below that for other recipients.  In April 2020, the board set 
disadvantaged communities’ rates at 1.875 percent for 30-year loans for communities with a 
median household income (MHI) between 80 percent and 100 percent of the statewide MHI.  
Communities with an MHI between 60 percent and 80 percent of the statewide MHI are eligible 
for an interest rate of 1.625 percent for loans with a term up to 30 years or 1.00 percent for loans 
with a term up to 10 years.  Communities with an MHI less than 60 percent of the statewide MHI 
are eligible for a loan at zero percent interest.  Residential water bills must be at least $30 for 5,000 
gallons usage for municipalities and sanitary districts and $55 for 7,000 gallons usage for other 
community water systems to qualify for disadvantaged rates.   
 
 

SRF FINANACIAL TEAM 
 
Trustee 
 

The First National Bank in Sioux Falls was selected as trustee at the onset of the Clean 
Water SRF program in 1989.  On September 2, 2016, the First National Bank in Sioux Falls 
provided the department with written notice of its intent to terminate its consultant contract as 
trustee.  The Board of Water and Natural Resources authorized the distribution of a Request for 
Proposals for Trustee, Loan Servicer, and Paying Agent/Registrar on September 23, 2016.  U.S. 
Bank NA was named Successor Trustee effective April 24, 2017. 
 
Bond Counsel 
 

Kutak Rock served as bond counsel for the Series 1989 and series 1992 bond issues.  
Altheimer & Gray served as bond counsel for the Series 1994A, 1995A, 1996A, 1998A and Series 
2001 State Revolving Fund Program Bonds.  In July 2003, Altheimer & Gray law firm dissolved, 
and Perkins Coie LLP was retained to serve as bond counsel. Perkins Coie has served as bond 
counsel for all subsequent transactions. 
 
Underwriter 
 

The Conservancy District has retained several underwriting firms to provide investment 
banking service since the 1989.  The underwriters for each bond issue are identified in the Bond 
Issue Summaries section of the report. 
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Financial Advisor 
 

In September 2003, PFM Financial Advisors, LLC (formerly Public Financial 
Management, Inc.) was retained to provide financial services related to the SRF programs.  PFM 
prepares program cash flow models that assist in the rating and sale of the District’s bonds, assesses 
the financial impacts of transfers between the Clean Water and Drinking Water programs, 
maintenance of SRF funds in perpetuity, and short- and long-term effects of refunding some or all 
of the District’s outstanding debt.  PFM Financial Advisors prepares a capacity model designed to 
evaluate the impacts to current and future lending capacity considering factors including loan 
terms, loan rates, leveraging the programs and various methods by which required state matching 
funds may be provided.  PFM Financial Advisors also provides guidance regarding TIPRA 
compliance and maintaining the SRF fund in perpetuity.   
 
Investment Manager 
 

The Board of Water and Natural Resources authorized distribution of a Request for 
Proposals for an Investment Manager for the SRF programs in January 2013.   On March 11, 2013, 
the board selected PFM Asset Management as the investment manager, which will direct the 
investment of certain SRF program funds.  The contract with PFM Asset Management expired 
March 31, 2019, and the board chose to discontinue utilizing PFM Asset Management’s services.  
A new investment manager is not expected to be retained in the near future, and investments will 
be directed by staff. 
 
 

OVERSIGHT 
 
 Region VIII of the Environmental Protection Agency oversees the State Revolving Fund 
Loan Programs.  EPA assists the state in securing capitalization grants and guides the Conservancy 
District in its administration of the program. 
 

The Department of Legislative Audit conducts annual financial audits of the Clean Water 
and Drinking Water SRF programs, and EPA conducts a program audit.  Our most recent audits 
did not note any substantive program or financial deficiencies. 

 
FISCAL YEAR 2021 PROGRAM ACTIVITY 

 
Clean Water State Revolving Fund 
 

The Clean Water SRF program received the 2020 federal capitalization grant of $7,780,000 
in July 2020.  The capitalization grant was matched by $1,556,000 of state match bond proceeds.  
Capitalization grant and state match are supplemented by accumulated loan repayments, interest 
earnings, and leveraged bond proceeds. 

 
In SFY 2021, disbursements totaling $67,214,441 were made to borrowers.  Disbursements 

consisted of $10.55 million in federal funds, $2.15 million in State match funds, $45.60 million in 
leveraged bond proceeds, and $8.91 million in principal repayments and interest earnings. 
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Two hundred forty-one loans are in repayment, and $43,601,303 in repayments were 
received during the year.  One hundred seventy-two loans have been repaid in full, which includes 
those with 100 percent principal forgiveness.  Thirty-four loans drew no funds, and the full loan 
amounts were deobligated.  There have been no defaults.   

 
In SFY 2021, the Board of Water and Natural Resources awarded 23 loans totaling 

$61,520,000.  Table 3 provides a synopsis of the loans that were awarded.   
 

Table 3 
Clean Water Loans 

State Fiscal Year 2021 
 

    Total SRF Principal      
Recipient Project Description Assistance Forgiveness   Rate Term 
Alcester (01) Wastewater System Improvements – Phase I $3,710,000 $2,650,000  2.125% 30 yrs. 
Canistota (05) Sanitary and Storm Sewer Improvements $1,758,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Chancellor (03) Sanitary and Storm Sewer Improvements $470,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Cresbard (01) Sanitary and Storm Sewer Improvements $3,124,000 $2,363,000  2.125% 30 yrs. 
Crooks (04) New Lift Station Sanitary Sewer Expansion  $1,173,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 

Custer (05) Treatment Facility Upgrade & Forcemain Slip-
lining $1,539,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 

Elkton (03) Utility Improvements – Phase II $383,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Lake Norden (03) Wastewater Lagoon Improvements $1,435,000 $525,000  2.125% 30 yrs. 
Lennox (09) Boynton Avenue Utility Improvements $2,299,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 

Mitchell (08) Daily Drive Lift Station Replacement and 
Firesteel Creek Watershed Improvements $1,663,000   1.375% 30 yrs. 

Roscoe (03) Wastewater Infrastructure Improvements $220,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Saint Lawrence (02) Wastewater Collection System Improvements $396,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Salem (04) Industrial Area Sanitary Sewer Improvements $1,128,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Salem (05) Storm Sewer Improvements $847,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Sioux Falls (43) Water Reclamation Facility Expansion $18,500,000   2.00% 20 yrs. 
Tabor (01) Wastewater Collection System Improvements $2,248,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Tea (09) Regionalization with Sioux Falls $8,394,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Tea (10) 272nd Street Sanitary Sewer Extension $1,402,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Vermillion (09) New Landfill Cells 6 and 7 $1,966,000   1.875% 10 yrs. 
Vermillion (10) Highway 50 Storm Sewer Installation $500,000   2.00% 20 yrs. 
Watertown (13) Primary Clarifier Replacement $2,500,000   2.00% 20 yrs. 

Waubay (04) Wastewater Treatment Facility Bank 
Stabilization $1,365,000 $545,000  2.125% 30 yrs. 

Yankton (05) Wastewater Treatment Facility Improvements $4,500,000   2.00 % 20 yrs. 
TOTAL   $61,520,000 $6,083,000       
       
      
 

 
Beginning on page 37, additional information regarding the historical activity of the Clean 

Water SRF Program is provided. 
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Drinking Water State Revolving Fund 
 

The Drinking Water SRF program received the 2020 federal capitalization grant of 
$11,011,000 in July 2020.  The capitalization grant was matched by $2,,202,200 of state match 
bond proceeds.  Capitalization grant and state match are supplemented by accumulated loan 
repayments, interest earnings, and leveraged bond proceeds. 

 
In SFY 2021, disbursements totaling $34,332,455 were made to borrowers.  Disbursements 

consisted of $8.83 million in federal funds, $1.87 million in state match funds, $14.23 million in 
leveraged bond proceeds, and $9.41 million in principal repayments and interest earnings. 

 
Two hundred five loans are in repayment, and $29,308,014 in repayments were received 

during the year.  Eight-nine loans have been repaid in full, which includes those with 100 percent 
principal forgiveness.  Eighteen loans drew no funds, and the full loan amounts were deobligated.  
There have been no defaults.  

 
In SFY 2021, the board awarded 19 loans and amended one older loan for a total of 

$36,788,000.  Table 4 provides a synopsis of the loans that were awarded.   
 

Table 4 
Drinking Water Loans 
State Fiscal Year 2021 

 
    Total SRF Principal      
Recipient Project Description Assistance Forgiveness   Rate Term  
Bear Butte Valley 
Water, Inc (DW-01) Alkali Road Expansion $2,058,000   1.875% 30 yrs. 

Canistota (DW-04) Watermain Improvements $667,000   1.875% 30 yrs. 

Castlewood (DW-01) Distribution System Improvements and Tower 
Rehabilitation $800,000   1.875% 30 yrs. 

Chancellor (DW-02) Distribution System Improvements $2,188,000 $1,950,000  1.625% 30 yrs. 
Cresbard (DW-01) Distribution System Improvements $2,000,000 $2,000,000  0% -. 
Edgemont (DW-03) Iron Removal System Installation $637,000 $160,000  0% 30 yrs. 
Elkton (DW-02) Utility Improvements – Phase II $2,587,000 $1,802,000  2.125% 30 yrs. 
Faith (DW-01) New Elevated Water Storage Tank $1,609,000 $1,099,000  1.875% 30 yrs. 
Groton (DW-06) Watermain Improvements $1,326,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Joint Well Field, Inc. 
(DW-01) Water Treatment Plant Improvements $5,523,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 

Kingbrook RWS 
(DW-09) 

Carthage Water Tower Improvements $360,000   1.625% 30 yrs. 

Lake Norden (DW-03) Water Storage Tower $2,019,000   1.625% 30 yrs. 
Lennox (DW-05) Boynton Avenue Utility Improvements $868,000   1.875% 30 yrs. 
Minnehaha Community 
Water Corp. (DW-03) Water Storage and Capacity Improvements $7,510,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 

Mitchell (DW-05) West Water Tower Rehabilitation $1,175,000   1.875% 30 yrs. 
Roscoe (DW-02) Water Infrastructure Improvements $622,000 $394,000  1.875% 30 yrs. 
Salem (DW-05) Industrial Area Drinking Water Improvements $439,000   1.625% 30 yrs. 
Tea (DW-02) 85th Street Elevated Storage Tank $2,700,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
Tea (DW-03) 272nnd Street Sanitary Sewer Extension $790,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
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    Total SRF Principal      
Recipient Project Description Assistance Forgiveness   Rate Term  
Volga (DW-01) * Water Tower Construction $910,000   2.125% 30 yrs. 
TOTAL  $36,788,000 $7,423,000    
       
* Amendment to a previously awarded loan      
 

 
Beginning on page 80, additional information regarding the historical activity of the 

Drinking Water SRF Program is provided. 
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CLEAN WATER SRF OVERVIEW 
 
 The Clean Water SRF program was created by the 1987 Clean Water Act amendments, 
and in 1988 the South Dakota legislature authorized the State Water Pollution Control Revolving 
Loan Fund program.  The legislature also appropriated $1,200,000 and directed the South Dakota 
Board of Water and Natural Resources to administer the program.   
 
 Since 1989, South Dakota’s Clean Water SRF program has received federal capitalization 
grants totaling $210,710,200.  In federal fiscal years 2002 and 2003, because of the demand on the 
drinking water program, the Clean Water SRF Capitalization Grants and state match were 
transferred to the Drinking Water SRF program.  These grants amounted to $12,978,600, with a 
corresponding state match of $2,595,720.  In 2009, the Clean Water SRF program received 
$19,239,000 through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act.  Table 5 shows capitalization 
grants, state match, and leveraged funds for the Clean Water SRF program. 
 
 Through June 30, 2021, principal repayments from borrowers totaled $376,880,554.  Of 
this amount $190,031,744 has been re-loaned or obligated for active loans.  Principal repayments 
are also used for debt service on leveraged bonds.  Interest payments from borrowers totaled 
$93,913,656.  These funds, coupled with investment earnings, have provided $91,091,291 in loans 
or obligations for active loans.  Interest payments are also used for debt service on State Match 
bonds. 
 
 As of June 30, 2021, the board has made 512 Clean Water loan awards totaling 
$1,043,838,664.  The Clean Water SRF loan portfolio begins on page 39 with a map showing the 
location of the borrowers.  Table 6, beginning on page 40, provides the loan amount, date, and 
terms.  Table 7, beginning on page 52, shows the projects awarded principal forgiveness.  More 
detailed project description narratives are provided by recipient beginning on page 54. 
 

Table 5 
Clean Water SRF Program – Source of Funds 

 

Federal 
Fiscal Year 

Federal 
Capitalization 
Grant Award State Match  Leveraged Funds Total 

1989 $4,577,200 $915,440  $5,492,640 
1990 $4,738,000 $947,600  $5,685,600 
1991 $10,074,800 $2,014,960  $12,089,760 
1992 $9,534,900 $1,906,980  $11,441,880 
1993 $9,431,000 $1,886,200  $11,317,200 
1994 $5,813,800 $1,162,760  $6,976,560 
1995 $6,007,800 $1,201,560 $4,507,540 $11,716,900 
1996 $9,904,700 $1,980,940  $11,885,640 
1997 $2,990,500 $598,100  $3,588,600 
1998 $6,577,300 $1,315,460  $7,892,760 
1999 $6,577,900 $1,315,580  $7,893,480 
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Federal 
Fiscal Year 

Federal 
Capitalization 
Grant Award State Match  Leveraged Funds Total 

2000 $6,555,200 $1,311,040  $7,866,240 
2001 $6,496,100 $1,299,220  $7,795,320 

 2002* $6,510,800 $1,302,160  $7,812,960 
 2003* $6,467,800 $1,293,560   $7,761,360 

2004 $6,471,800 $1,294,360  $7,766,160 
2005 $5,243,500 $1,048,700  $6,292,200 
2006 $4,242,300 $848,460 $41,000,000 $46,090,760 
2007 $5,207,200 $1,041,440  $6,248,640 
2008 $3,274,300 $654,860 $19,826,250 $23,755,410 
2009 $3,274,300 $654,860  $33,912,476** $37,841,636 

2009 – ARRA $19,239,100 $0  $19,239,100 
2010 $10,002,000 $2,000,400  $12,002,400 
2011 $7,222,000 $1,444,400  $8,666,400 
2012 $6,908,000 $1,381,600 $55,000,000 $63,289,600 
2013 $6,520,000 $1,304,000  $7,824,000 
2014 $6,853,000 $1,370,600  $8,223,600 
2015 $6,817,000 $1,363,400 $53,000,000 $61,180,400 
2016 $6,525,000 $1,305,000  $7,830,000 
2017 $6,474,000 $1,294,800 $42,531,976 $50,300,776 
2018 $7,859,000 $1,571,800 $66,007,810 $75,438,610 
2019 $7,779,000 $1,555,800 $100,004,289 $109,339089 
2020 $7,780,000 $1,556,000  $9,336,000 

TOTAL $229,949,300 $42,142,040 $415,790,341 $687,881,681 
 

* The 2002 and 2003 capitalization grants and state match were transferred to the Drinking Water SRF program.  
Administrative surcharge funds were used as state match. 
 
** Leveraged funds in the amount of $37,455,570 were issued as part of the 2009 bond anticipation notes.  When 
the 2010 bond anticipation notes were issued to redeem the 2009 bond anticipation notes, $3,543,094 of 
leveraged bonds were converted to state match bonds. 

 
 



 
 

39 
 
 

Custer-Fall River WMD

FIGURE 1
Clean Water State Revolving Fund Loans
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Table 6 
Clean Water SRF Loan Program Portfolio 

Active Loans through June 30, 2021 
 
 

Sponsor 

Binding 
Commitment 

Date Rate 
Term 

(Years) 
Original Binding 

Commitment Amount 
Final Loan 

Amount 
Aberdeen (03) 03/28/2013 2.25% 10 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 
Alcester (01) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $3,710,000 $3,710,000 
Alpena (01) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $1,465,000 $905,474 
Andover (01) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $194,000 $194,000 
Andover (02) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $1,168,000 $1,168,000 
Astoria (02) 03/31/2016 3.25% 30 $744,000 $600,656 
Aurora (01) 07/27/2000 5.00% 20 $410,000 $309,759 
Aurora (02) 07/23/2009 3.25% 30 $660,000 $421,303 
Aurora (03) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $2,002,000 $2,002,000 
Avon (01) 03/29/2019 2.50% 20 $138,000 $138,000 
Baltic (01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 20 $465,000 $405,646 
Baltic (02) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $433,000 $276,164 
Baltic (03) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $764,700 $705,015 
Belle Fourche (03) 01/05/2017 2.25% 20 $2,125,000 $2,125,000 
Belle Fourche (04) 03/29/2019 2.50% 20 $1,836,000 $1,836,000 
Beresford (02) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $789,790 $789,790 
Beresford (03) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $605,000 $560,821 
Bison (01) 06/24/2011 3.00% 20 $504,000 $504,000 
Blunt (01) 06/22/2017 2.50% 30 $710,000 $709,991 
Bonesteel (01) 03/28/2013 3.25% 30 $588,000 $370,456 
Brandon (06) 03/31/2016 3.00% 20 $2,598,000 $2,598,000 
Brant Lake Sanitary District (01) 06/24/2010 3.25% 30 $1,700,000 $1,700,000 
Brentford (01) 03/28/2013 3.25% 30 $194,000 $171,507 
Bridgewater (02) 06/23/2005 3.25% 20 $321,600 $321,600 
Bridgewater (03) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $261,000 $256,273 
Bridgewater (04) 03/29/2019 2.75% 30 $1,760,000 $1,760,000 
Bristol (01) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $1,000,000 $893,785 
Britton (02) 09/26/2002 3.50% 20 $322,500 $291,854 
Britton (03) 01/05/2012 3.00% 20 $1,042,034 $897,735 
Britton (04) 03/28/2013 3.25% 30 $2,500,000 $1,935,489 
Brookings (02) 03/27/2009 3.00% 20 $1,190,000 $744,545 
Brookings (03) 06/24/2010 3.00% 20 $665,000 $433,909 
Brookings (04) 06/24/2011 3.00% 20 $483,538 $335,314 
Brookings (05) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $549,476 $226,121 
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Brookings (06) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $3,222,319 $1,972,719 
Brookings (07) 06/29/2012 3.25% 30 $30,600,000 $30,017,417 
Brookings (09) 01/10/2014 3.00% 20 $1,570,000 $448,140 
Brookings (10) 01/03/2020 2.25% 20 $850,000 $850,000 
Burke (01) 01/05/2006 3.25% 20 $155,000 $155,000 
Canistota (01) 03/27/2009 3.25% 30 $616,840 $616,840 
Canistota (02) 12/16/2009 3.25% 30 $188,669 $186,183 
Canistota (03) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $381,000 $381,000 
Canistota (04) 06/23/2016 3.25% 30 $378,000 $378,000 
Canistota (05) 06/24/2021 2.125% 30 $1,758,000 $1,758,000 
Canova (01) 01/07/2011 3.25% 30 $262,500 $238,713 
Canton (02) 01/10/2003 3.50% 20 $600,000 $600,000 
Canton (03) 03/27/2009 3.00% 20 $2,462,000 $2,462,000 
Canton (04) 06/29/2012 3.25% 30 $732,000 $732,000 
Canton (05) 03/31/2016 3.25% 30 $1,648,000 $1,609,567 
Castlewood (01) 01/31/2002 3.50% 20 $250,000 $215,859 
Castlewood (02) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $160,000 $160,000 
Cavour (01) 06/25/2015 3.25% 30 $150,000 $73,794 
Cavour (02) 06/28/2018 2.50% 30 $192,000 $192,000 
Centerville (01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 20 $500,000 $500,000 
Centerville (02) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $435,471 $400,509 
Centerville (03) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $240,000 $240,000 
Chamberlain (05) 01/03/2019 2.00% 10 $300,000 $300,000 
Chancellor (01) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $574,000 $573,999 
Chancellor (02) 03/31/2016 2.25% 10 $180,000 $120,520 
Chancellor (02) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $470,000 $470,000 
Claremont (01) 03/29/2019 2.75% 30 $1,832,000 $1,832,000 
Claremont (02) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $625,000 $625,000 
Clark (01) 01/10/2003 3.50% 20 $400,000 $400,000 
Clark (02) 03/27/2015 3.25% 30 $2,485,000 $1,911,549 
Clear Lake (02) 06/25/2004 3.25% 20 $910,000 $687,227 
Colman (01) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $1,574,248 $1,574,248 
Colman (02) 03/28/2013 3.25% 30 $800,000 $766,243 
Colton (02) 03/25/2011 3.00% 20 $189,200 $140,826 
Colton (03) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $1,974,000 $1,974,000 
Cresbard (01) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $3,124,000 $3,124,000 
Crooks (01) 03/27/2008 3.25% 20 $697,000 $421,975 
Crooks (03) 03/27/2018 2.50% 30 $2,400,000 $2,400,000 
Crooks (04) 06/24/2021 2.125% 30 $1,173,000 $1,173,000 
Custer (04) 06/29/2012 3.00% 20 $1,633,000 $925,919 
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Custer (05) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $1,539,000 $1,539,000 
Dell Rapids (03) 09/27/2007 3.25% 20 $1,062,000 $1,062,000 
Dell Rapids (04) 09/25/2008 3.25% 20 $950,000 $950,000 
Dell Rapids (06) 06/29/2012 3.00% 20 $612,000 $612,000 
Dell Rapids (07) 01/10/2014 3.00% 20 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 
Dell Rapids (08) 03/31/2016 3.25% 30 $2,386,000 $1,975,384 
Dell Rapids (09) 03/27/2018 1.50% 30 $2,324,000 $2,324,000 
Dell Rapids (09NPS) 03/27/2018 1.50% 30 $337,700 $337,000 
Dell Rapids (10) 04/27/2020 1.375% 30 $1,964,000 $1,964,000 
Dell Rapids (10NPS) 04/27/2020 1.375% 30 $213,500 $213,500 
Delmont (01) 06/25/2020 0% - $1,210,000 $1,210,000 
Dimock (01) 09/24/2015 3.25% 30 $478,000 $478,000 
Doland (01) 03/31/2017 2.00% 10 $150,000 $82,699 
Dupree (01) 06/28/2013 3.25% 30 $450,000 $450,000 
Dupree (02) 01/08/2015 3.25% 30 $192,000 $192,000 
Eagle Butte (02) 11/06/2014 3.25% 30 $2,410,000 $,781,743 
Elk Point (02) 01/31/2002 3.50% 20 $450,000 $450,000 
Elk Point (04) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $100,000 $100,000 
Elk Point (05) 06/26/2008 3.25% 20 $150,000 $150,000 
Elk Point (06) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $931,700 $607,840 
Elk Point (07) 06/23/2016 3.25% 30 $235,000 $132,455 
Elk Point (08) 01/03/2020 2.50% 30 $593,000 $593,000 
Elkton (01) 03/27/2009 3.00% 20 $510,000 $505,464 
Elkton (02) 03/29/2019 2.75% 30 $1,206,000 $1,206,000 
Elkton (03) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $383,000 $383,000 
Ellsworth Development Authority (01A) 08/14/2012 3.00% 20 $8,000,000 $8,000,000 
Ellsworth Development Authority (01B) 08/14/2012 3.00% 20 $8,000,000 $8,000,000 
Ellsworth Development Authority (02A) 03/28/2013 3.00% 20 $1,703,000 $1,703,000 
Emery (01) 06/25/2015 3.25% 30 $3,084,000 $2,502,877 
Ethan (01) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $500,000 $489,349 
Eureka (01) 09/27/2012 3.25% 30 $1,494,000 $1,383,155 
Faulkton (01) 09/27/2012 3.25% 30 $902,000 $790,879 
Fort Pierre (03) 01/09/2004 3.50% 20 $450,000 $443,223 
Fort Pierre (05) 02/11/2009 3.00% 20 $900,000 $495,549 
Fort Pierre (06) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $266,000 $266,000 
Fort Pierre (07) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $3,701,000 $3,701,000 
Freeman (03) 06/26/2014 3.00% 20 $1,536,000 $1,000,000 
Garretson (02) 03/27/2008 3.25% 20 $507,445 $503,239 
Garretson (03) 06/22/2017 2.50% 30 $1,160,000 $1,160,000 
Garretson (04) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $917,000 $917,000 
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Gettysburg (01) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $624,000 $535,758 
Gregory (01) 08/26/2009 3.00% 20 $357,000 $241,574 
Gregory (02) 09/27/2013 2.25% 10 $259,000 $229,958 
Gregory (03) 03/31/2017 2.25% 20 $260,000 $260,000 
Groton (08) 06/24/2010 2.25% 10 $322,000 $206,979 
Groton (09) 06/24/2011 2.25% 10 $485,000 $249,240 
Harrisburg (03) 06/25/2009 3.25% 30 $5,911,800 $2,544,036 
Harrisburg (04) 03/25/2011 3.00% 20 $1,435,340 $679,217 
Harrisburg (05) 03/25/2011 3.00% 20 $1,783,760 $1,402,976 
Harrisburg (07) 09/27/2018 2.50% 30 $24,487,000 $25,487,000 
Hartford (01) 04/13/2000 5.00% 20 $504,000 $504,000 
Hartford (02) 04/13/2000 5.00% 20 $690,804 $690,804 
Hartford (03) 04/12/2002 3.50% 20 $300,000 $300,000 
Hartford (04) 01/10/2003 3.50% 20 $550,035 $550,035 
Hartford (05) 06/28/2007 3.25% 20 $583,000 $523,629 
Hartford (06) 06/22/2017 2.50% 30 $1,482,000 $1,482,000 
Hartford (07) 09/26/2019 2.75% 30 $1,334,000 $1,334,000 
Hecla (01) 07/06/2009 3.00% 20 $143,390 $101,909 
Hermosa (01) 03/25/2011 3.25% 30 $303,604 $292,156 
Herreid (01) 03/25/2011 3.25% 30 $694,300 $694,300 
Hot Springs (02) 09/24/2010 3.00% 20 $1,453,000 $1,227,332 
Hoven (01) 06/26/2014 3.25% 30 $656,000 $470,351 
Hudson (01) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $898,000 $898,000 
Humboldt (01) 03/27/2015 3.25% 30 $417,200 $340,287 
Humboldt (03) 03/27/2018 2.50% 30 $1,876,000 $1,876,000 
Humboldt (04) 03/27/2018 2.00% 10 $290,000 $290,000 
Hurley (01) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $835,964 $835,964 
Hurley (02) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $188,000 $188,000 
Huron (05) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $14,946,000 $14,946,000 
Interior (01) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $250,000 $246,721 
Irene (01) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $656,000 $613,952 
Irene (02) 06/27/2019 2.75% 30 $3,392,000 $3,392,000 
Java (01) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $438,325 $393,252 
Jefferson (01) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $320,000 $166,084 
Kennebec (01) 03/27/2015 3.25% 30 $723,000 $642,079 
Kennebec (02) 03/27/2015 3.25% 30 $437,000 $390,362 
Keystone (01) 06/23/2016 3.00% 20 $431,000 $429,140 
Lake Madison Sanitary District (03) 09/24/2015 3.25% 30 $428,000 $428,000 
Lake Norden (01) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $1,285,000 $923,366 
Lake Norden (02) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $671,000 $671,000 
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Lake Norden (03) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $1,435,000 $1,435,000 
Lake Poinsett Sanitary District (02) 06/28/2007 3.50% 30 $1,094,700 $1,094,700 
Lake Poinsett Sanitary District (03) 09/24/2010 3.25% 30 $3,075,000 $2,413,671 
Lake Poinsett Sanitary District (04) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $1,917,000 $1,827,216 
Lake Preston (01) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $758,000 $758,000 
Lead (05) 01/06/2005 3.25% 20 $333,700 $220,029 
Lead (06) 06/28/2007 3.25% 20 $240,000 $240,000 
Lead (07) 09/24/2010 3.00% 20 $200,000 $192,541 
Lead (08) 03/28/2014 3.00% 20 $937,000 $829,854 
Lead (09) 06/23/2016 2.25% 10 $427,000 $342,380 
Lennox (04) 06/25/2009 3.25% 30 $1,942,273 $1,942,273 
Lennox (05) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $1,290,000 $1,290,000 
Lennox (06) 03/27/2015 3.25% 30 $1,873,000 $1,853,747 
Lennox (07) 06/22/2017 2.50% 30 $1,496,000 $1,496,000 
Lennox (08) 09/26/2019 2.75% 30 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 
Lennox (09) 06/24/2021 2.125% 30 $2,299,000 $2,299,000 
Letcher (01) 06/28/2013 3.25% 30 $775,000 $742,374 
Madison (02) 09/27/2007 3.25% 20 $5,343,256 $4,986,796 
Marion (01) 09/25/2008 3.50% 30 $1,710,000 $1,707,908 
Marion (03) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $420,000 $420,000 
McLaughlin (01) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $1,145,675 $1,050,424 
Mellette (01) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $286,000 $286,000 
Menno (01) 09/24/2010 3.00% 20 $240,000 $191,500 
Menno (02) 03/28/2013 3.25% 30 $1,230,000 $1,170,777 
Miller (03) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $1,875,000 $1,875,000 
Miller (04) 03/28/2019 2.50% 30 $1,900,000 $1,900,000 
Mina Lake Sanitary District (01) 06/23/2016 3.25% 30 $559,000 $431,803 
Mitchell (02) 09/25/2003 3.50% 20 $1,320,000 $1,320,000 
Mitchell (03) 02/11/2009 2.00% 20 $1,534,224 $1,534,224 
Mitchell (03NPS) 02/11/2009 2.00% 20 $148,523 $148,523 
Mitchell (04) 03/28/2013 3.00% 20 $800,000 $543,447 
Mitchell (05) 09/27/2018 1.25% 20 $7,832,000 $7,822,000 
Mitchell (05NPS) 09/27/2018 1.25% 20 $780,750 $780,750 
Mitchell (06) 01/03/2019 1.25% 20 $3,575,000 $3,572,349 
Mitchell (06NPS) 01/03/2019 1.25% 20 $356,000 $356,000 
Mitchell (07) 04/27/2020 1.25% 20 $4,200,000 $1,000,000 
Mitchell (07NPS) 04/27/2020 1.25% 20 $311,700 $74,225 
Mitchell (08) 09/24/2020 1.375% 30 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 
Mitchell (08NPS) 09/24/2020 1.375% 30 $163,000 $163,000 
Mobridge (05) 01/08/2015 3.00% 20 $1,475,000 $1,475,000 
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Montrose (02) 03/27/2009 3.25% 30 $804,000 $767,190 
Montrose (04) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $363,200 $363,200 
Mount Vernon (01) 01/07/2011 3.25% 30 $2,300,000 $2,300,000 
Nisland (01) 01/06/2005 3.25% 20 $204,000 $204,000 
Northville (01) 03/25/2011 3.25% 30 $238,300 $111,405 
Onida (01) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $2,400,000 $2,400,000 
Onida (02) 06/27/2019 2.75% 30 $1,426,000 $1,426,000 
Parker (01) 09/23/2004 3.25% 20 $824,000 $430,000 
Parker (02) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $620,000 $480,501 
Parker (03) 03/27/2009 3.25% 30 $700,900 $694,329 
Parker (04) 03/28/2013 3.25% 20 $295,000 $203,257 
Parker (05) 06/22/2017 2.50% 30 $731,000 $615,619 
Parkston (01) 06/26/2008 3.25% 20 $650,000 $635,690 
Philip (04) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $1,073,300 $865,546 
Philip (05) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $750,000 $604,122 
Philip (06) 03/27/2018 2.50% 30 $536,000 $414,302 
Philip (07) 03/27/2018 2.50% 30 $605,000 $485,821 
Pierpont (01) 09/26/2019 2.25% 10 $132,000 $132,000 
Pierre (04) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $1,378,404 $1,199,832 
Pierre (05) 09/25/2008 3.25% 20 $976,953 $612,159 
Pierre (06) 09/26/2014 2.25% 10 $817,600 $817,600 
Pierre (07) 03/31/2016 3.00% 20 $3,821,000 $2,708,381 
Pierre (08) 06/23/2016 2.25% 10 $1,450,000 $912,203 
Pierre (09) 06/25/2020 2.00% 20 $15,310,000 $15,310,000 
Plankinton (01) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $1,005,744 $1,005,744 
Plankinton (02) 03/31/2017 2.00% 10 $240,000 $240,000 
Platte (02) 06/22/2017 2.50% 30 $2,300,000 $1,735,634 
Powder House Pass CID (01) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $2,575,218 $2,575,218 
Powder House Pass CID (02) 09/29/2017 2.50% 30 $2,060,000 $1,703,499 
Presho (01) 06/28/2018 2.50% 30 $4,048,000 $4,048,000 
Rapid City (06) 09/23/2009 3.00% 20 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 
Redfield (02) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $884,000 $803,423 
Renner Sanitary District (01) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $1,147,000 $1,147,000 
Roscoe (02) 03/29/2019 2.75% 30 $1,600,000 $1,600,000 
Roscoe (03) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $220,000 $220,000 
Saint Lawrence (01) 09/26/2014 3.25% 30 $193,000 $148,224 
Saint Lawrence (02) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $396,000 $396,000 
Salem (01) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $592,307 $518,035 
Salem (03) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $2,556,000 $2,412,689 
Salem (04) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $1,128,000 $1,128,000 
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Salem (05) 06/24/2021 2.125% 30 $847,000 $847,000 
Scotland (02) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $945,930 $804,740 
Sinai (01) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $500,000 $366,668 
Sioux Falls (21A) 03/31/2005 2.25% 20 $12,500,000 $12,500,000 
Sioux Falls (21B) 10/19/2005 2.25% 20 $21,608,000 $19,188,341 
Sioux Falls (21NPS) 03/31/2005 2.25% 20 $3,269,418 $3,125,636 
Sioux Falls (32) 01/07/2011 1.25% 10 $23,400,000 $21,848,437 
Sioux Falls (32NPS) 01/07/2011 1.25% 10 $1,189,400 $1,189,400 
Sioux Falls (33) 06/24/2011 1.25% 10 $14,000,000 $12,945,439 
Sioux Falls (33NPS) 06/24/2011 1.25% 10 $711,614 $711,614 
Sioux Falls (34) 09/27/2012 2.25% 10 $12,464,000 $12,040,836 
Sioux Falls (35) 03/27/2015 1.25% 10 $11,400,000 $11,400,000 
Sioux Falls (35NPS) 03/27/2015 1.25% 10 $579,457 $579,457 
Sioux Falls (36) 03/27/2015 1.25% 10 $24,800,000 $15,750,044 
Sioux Falls (36NPS) 03/27/2015 1.25% 10 $1,260,000 $800,500 
Sioux Falls (37) 06/23/2016 1.25% 10 $8,838,000 $6,901,585 
Sioux Falls (37NPS) 06/23/2016 1.25% 10 $449,000 $449,000 
Sioux Falls (38) 03/31/2017 1.00% 10 $11,000,000 $11,000,000 
Sioux Falls (38NPS) 03/31/2017 1.00% 10 $559,125 $559,125 
Sioux Falls (39) 01/04/2018 1.00% 10 $8,400,000 $8,400,000 
Sioux Falls (39NPS) 01/04/2018 1.00% 10 $429,000 $429,000 
Sioux Falls (40) 03/29/2019 1.50% 20 $24,400,000 $24,400,000 
Sioux Falls (40NPS) 03/29/2019 1.50% 20 $2,408,800 $2,408,800 
Sioux Falls (41) 09/26/2019 2.50% 20 $41,625,000 $41,625,000 
Sioux Falls (42) 01/03/2020 1.00% 10 $9,000,000 $9,000,000 
Sioux Falls (42NPS) 01/03/2020 1.00% 10 $457,400 $457,400 
Sioux Falls (43) 09/24/2020 2.00% 20 $18,500,000 $18,500,000 
Southern Missouri Recyc/Waste Mgmt Dist (02) 06/29/2012 2.25% 10 $242,000 $223,813 
Spencer (01) 06/24/2010 3.25% 30 $230,156 $230,156 
Springfield (01) 06/27/2019 2.75% 30 $1,950,000 $1,950,000 
Sturgis (06) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $16,247,000 $16,247,000 
Summerset (01) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $300,000 $257,947 
Summerset (02) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $1,769,000 $1,741,865 
Tabor (01) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $2,248,000 $2,248,000 
Tea (05) 06/26/2003 3.50% 20 $495,490 $495,490 
Tea (06) 06/28/2007 3.25% 20 $858,000 $787,174 
Tea (07) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $875,000 $845,000 
Tea (08) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $4,431,000 $4,431,000 
Tea (09) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $8,394,000 $8,394,000 
Tea (10) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $1,402,000 $1,402,000 
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Turton (01) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $262,000 $212,375 
Tyndall (01) 03/31/2006 3.25% 20 $795,000 $795,000 
Tyndall (02) 01/04/2018 2.25% 20 $374,000 $286,725 
Valley Springs (02) 09/23/2004 3.25% 20 $350,000 $350,000 
Valley Springs (03) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $1,779,000 $1,779,000 
Vermillion (03) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $456,000 $273,965 
Vermillion (05) 06/26/2008 3.25% 20 $4,851,000 $4,213,191 
Vermillion (06) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $499,000 $499,000 
Vermillion (07) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $1,639,000 $1,639,000 
Vermillion (08) 06/23/2016 3.00% 20 $812,000 $751,900 
Vermillion (09) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $1,966,000 $1,966,000 
Vermillion (10) 03/25/2021 2.00% 20 $500,000 $500,000 
Viborg (01) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $883,000 $616,764 
Viborg (02) 06/23/2016 3.25% 30 $105,000 $103,103 
Viborg (03) 01/03/2020 2.50% 30 $1,771,000 $1,771,000 
Volga (01) 06/22/2017 2.25% 20 $2,819,000 $2,380,509 
Volga (02) 04/27/2020 2.00% 20 $2,405,000 $2,405,000 
Wagner (01) 06/28/2007 3.25% 20 $150,000 $138,329 
Wakonda (01) 06/28/2013 3.00% 20 $529,000 $507,555 
Wall Lake Sanitary District (01) 12/13/2001 3.50% 20 $200,000 $175,126 
Wall Lake Sanitary District (02) 03/30/2012 3.25% 30 $135,000 $135,000 
Warner (02) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $1,826,760 $1,662,217 
Watertown (05) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $2,055,000 $2,055,000 
Watertown (06) 03/31/2006 2.25% 20 $1,189,145 $1,151,694 
Watertown (06NPS) 03/31/2006 2.25% 20 $113,985 $113,985 
Watertown (07) 01/05/2007 2.25% 20 $847,170 $808,736 
Watertown (07NPS) 01/05/2007 2.25% 20 $81,205 $81,205 
Watertown (08) 01/05/2007 2.25% 20 $612,877 $525,041 
Watertown (08NPS) 01/05/2007 2.25% 20 $58,747 $58,747 
Watertown (10) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $3,330,000 $2,983,757 
Watertown (11) 06/24/2010 3.00% 20 $815,000 $498,166 
Watertown (12) 01/03/2020 2.25% 20 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 
Watertown (13) 03/25/2021 2.00% 20 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 
Waubay (02) 09/27/2012 3.25% 30 $149,200 $134,056 
Waubay (03) 03/27/2015 3.25% 30 $1,470,000 $1,362,506 
Waubay (04) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $1,365,000 $1,365,000 
Webster (04) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $1,184,000 $1,184,000 
Wessington Springs (01) 03/27/2015 3.00% 20 $393,000 $241,979 
Weston Heights Sanitary District (01) 03/31/2006 3.25% 20 $638,300 $600,412 
White Lake (01) 03/28/2013 3.25% 30 $371,000 $307,374 
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Binding 
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Date Rate 
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(Years) 
Original Binding 

Commitment Amount 
Final Loan 

Amount 
Whitewood (02) 07/27/2000 5.00% 20 $275,000 $189,032 
Willow Lake (01) 01/08/2004 3.50% 20 $100,000 $100,000 
Winner (01) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $925,000 $925,000 
Winner (02) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $400,000 $373,528 
Wolsey (01) 09/27/2007 3.25% 20 $162,300 $162,300 
Wolsey (03) 03/25/2010 3.00% 20 $901,560 $556,790 
Worthing (02) 09/27/2007 3.50% 30 $580,000 $561,185 
Worthing (03) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $459,832 $419,585 
Worthing (04) 03/31/2017 2.00% 10 $120,000 $120,000 
Yale (01) 06/24/2011 3.25% 30 $885,110 $863,135 
Yankton (03) 10/12/2001 3.50% 20 $6,130,000 $6,020,406 
Yankton (04) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $3,330,000 $3,330,000 
Yankton (05) 03/25/2021 2.00% 20 $4,500,000 $4,500,000 
TOTAL    $719,152,685 $676,544,791 
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Fully Repaid Clean Water SRF Loans 
 
 

Sponsor 

Binding 
Commitment 

Date Rate 
Term 

(Years) 

Original 
Binding 

Commitment 
Amount 

Final Loan 
Amount 

Aberdeen (01) 01/06/2005 2.25% 20 $12,062,600 $12,062,600 
Aberdeen (01NPS) 01/06/2005 2.25% 20 $1,156,259 $1,156,259 
Aberdeen (02) 06/28/2007 3.25% 20 $6,000,000 $5,201,739 
Belle Fourche (01) 08/22/1990 3.00% 20 $253,000 $253,000 
Belle Fourche (02) 06/22/1995 4.50% 10 $300,000 $264,422 
Belle Fourche Irrigation District (01) 06/24/2011 0% - $200,000 $200,000 
Beresford (01) 06/22/2000 4.50% 10 $1,150,000 $1,115,852 
Black Hawk Sanitary District (01) 06/26/2003 3.50% 20 $589,600 $477,823 
Box Elder (01) 04/11/1990 3.00% 20 $648,600 $648,600 
Brandon (01) 03/14/1991 3.00% 10 $105,000 $105,000 
Brandon (02) 03/31/1993 3.00% 10 $600,000 $526,018 
Brandon (04) 06/25/2009 2.25% 10 $383,250 $383,250 
Bridgewater (01) 09/25/1997 5.25% 20 $120,000 $90,328 
Britton (01) 05/13/1999 4.50% 10 $509,935 $509,935 
Brookings (01) 03/14/1991 4.00% 15 $188,065 $188,065 
Canton (01) 05/19/1992 4.00% 15 $621,000 $515,715 
Chamberlain (01) 07/08/1992 3.00% 10 $350,500 $350,500 
Chamberlain (02) 01/26/1993 3.00% 10 $265,000 $265,000 
Chamberlain (03) 06/27/1996 5.25% 20 $2,700,000 $2,700,000 
Chamberlain (04) 03/26/1998 5.25% 20 $450,000 $450,000 
Clear Lake (01) 06/13/1991 4.00% 15 $370,000 $79,537 
Colton (01) 09/22/2005 3.25% 20 $204,500 $178,332 
Custer (01) 04/11/1990 3.00% 20 $430,000 $430,000 
Custer (02) 07/11/1990 3.00% 20 $182,000 $182,000 
Custer (03) 08/23/1993 3.00% 10 $276,000 $276,000 
Custer-Fall River Waste Mgmt District (01NPS) 06/22/1995 5.00% 20 $250,000 $106,939 
Deadwood (01) 04/25/1994 4.00% 15 $582,000 $447,838 
Dell Rapids (01) 12/09/1993 3.00% 10 $300,000 $300,000 
Dell Rapids (02) 01/05/2006 3.25% 20 $731,737 $561,737 
Dell Rapids (05) 09/24/2010 3.00% 20 $1,185,995 $742,564 
Elk Point (01) 05/27/1993 4.00% 15 $458,000 $458,000 
Elk Point (03) 06/26/2003 3.50% 20 $345,000 $345,000 
Ellsworth Development Authority (02B) 03/28/2013 3.00% 20 $5,109,000 $5,109,000 
Fort Pierre (01) 05/11/1994 3.00% 10 $330,294 $330,294 
Fort Pierre (02) 01/31/2002 3.50% 15 $462,500 $462,500 
Freeman (01) 01/06/2005 2.50% 10 $300,000 $300,000 
Freeman (02) 06/26/2008 3.00% 20 $800,000 $800,000 
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Garretson (01) 05/11/1994 4.00% 15 $510,000 $300,000 
Gayville (01) 06/25/2004 3.25% 20 $275,000 $262,972 
Groton (01) 01/13/1994 3.00% 10 $192,000 $189,524 
Groton (02) 05/11/1994 3.00% 10 $106,000 $74,630 
Groton (03) 07/23/1997 5.25% 20 $635,000 $470,809 
Groton (04) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $163,775 $126,648 
Groton (05) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $440,000 $440,000 
Groton (06) 01/03/2008 3.25% 20 $150,000 $56,368 
Groton (07) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $907,700 $310,913 
Harrisburg (01) 06/23/1999 5.00% 20 $520,000 $507,277 
Harrisburg (02) 06/25/2009 0% - $3,941,200 $3,941,200 
Harrold (01) 06/26/2008 3.25% 20 $170,000 $162,372 
Highmore (01) 04/12/2002 3.50% 20 $262,300 $262,300 
Highmore (02) 03/28/2014 3.25% 30 $679,000 $538,871 
Hot Springs (01) 03/12/1992 3.00% 10 $196,930 $196,930 
Hot Springs (01NPS) 01/13/1994 5.00% 20 $930,000 $930,000 
Huron (01) 11/09/1989 3.00% 20 $1,656,000 $1,656,000 
Huron (02) 06/13/1991 3.00% 10 $750,000 $701,997 
Huron (03) 09/19/1995 5.25% 20 $2,700,000 $1,856,828 
Lake Cochrane Sanitary District (01) 04/11/1990 3.00% 20 $80,000 $80,000 
Lake Cochrane Sanitary District (02) 01/08/2004 3.50% 20 $160,000 $156,111 
Lake Madison Sanitary District (01) 03/14/1991 4.00% 15 $330,000 $330,000 
Lake Madison Sanitary District (02) 09/25/2003 3.50% 20 $875,000 $613,419 
Lead (01) 07/11/1990 3.00% 20 $186,409 $186,409 
Lead (02) 07/11/1991 3.00% 10 $500,770 $500,770 
Lead (03) 05/19/1992 3.00% 10 $405,000 $375,298 
Lead (04) 07/27/2000 4.50% 10 $239,200 $239,200 
Lead-Deadwood Sanitary District (01) 06/07/1990 3.00% 5 $110,000 $106,855 
Lemmon (01) 04/11/1990 3.00% 20 $427,100 $427,100 
Lennox (01) 06/27/1996 5.25% 20 $350,000 $350,000 
Lennox (02) 07/23/1997 5.25% 20 $600,000 $583,735 
Lennox (03) 06/25/2009 0% - $1,565,760 $1,565,760 
Madison (01) 03/14/1991 3.00% 10 $150,000 $119,416 
Marion (02) 06/28/2018 2.00% 10 $522,000 $451,642 
Martin (01) 03/27/2008 3.25% 30 $237,250 $142,732 
McCook Lake Sanitary District (01) 08/29/1991 5.00% 20 $641,935 $641,935 
Milbank (01) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $3,515,000 $3,376,639 
Milbank (02) 06/25/2009 3.25% 30 $1,000,000 $261,306 
Mitchell (01) 04/15/1997 4.50% 10 $2,000,000 $1,543,405 
Mobridge (01) 07/11/1990 3.00% 20 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 
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Mobridge (02) 12/11/1991 4.00% 15 $158,000 $158,000 
Mobridge (03) 04/13/2000 4.50% 10 $1,355,000 $1,350,000 
Mobridge (04) 06/29/2012 3.00% 20 $764,000 $703,425 
Montrose (01) 09/22/2005 2.50% 10 $142,621 $34,988 
North Sioux City (01) 07/08/1992 3.00% 10 $239,650 $239,650 
North Sioux City (02) 06/22/1995 5.00% 15 $646,000 $646,000 
Northdale Sanitary District (01) 04/25/1994 5.00% 20 $315,000 $256,380 
Philip (01) 06/22/1995 5.00% 15 $472,000 $453,885 
Philip (02) 06/26/1997 5.25% 20 $325,000 $321,127 
Philip (03) 09/22/2005 3.25% 15 $347,040 $316,423 
Pickerel Lake Sanitary District (01) 05/09/1996 5.25% 15 $850,000 $850,000 
Pickerel Lake Sanitary District (02) 09/25/1997 5.25% 20 $670,000 $670,000 
Pierre (01) 11/08/1990 4.00% 15 $600,000 $433,976 
Pierre (02) 03/26/1998 5.25% 20 $4,417,000 $4,417,000 
Pierre (03) 03/25/1999 5.00% 20 $5,391,260 $5,391,260 
Platte (01) 03/25/1999 5.00% 20 $1,000,000 $975,865 
Pollock (01) 09/23/1993 3.00% 10 $170,000 $151,619 
Rapid City (01) 12/12/1990 4.00% 15 $2,637,000 $2,479,905 
Rapid City (02) 07/08/1992 4.00% 15 $1,138,200 $986,685 
Rapid City (03) 06/23/1993 4.00% 15 $777,500 $674,577 
Rapid City (04) 08/10/1994 4.00% 15 $1,214,861 $1,214,861 
Rapid City (05) 01/11/2001 4.50% 20 $14,000,000 $14,000,000 
Rapid Valley Sanitary District (01) 01/11/1990 3.00% 20 $614,000 $614,000 
Rapid Valley Sanitary District (02) 11/10/1994 4.00% 15 $460,000 $364,583 
Rapid Valley Sanitary District (03) 07/29/1996 5.25% 20 $630,000 $630,000 
Raymond (01) 06/23/2016 0% - $745,000 $745,000 
Raymond (02) 09/27/2018 0% - $951,225 $820,038 
Richmond Lake Sanitary District (01) 06/27/1996 5.25% 20 $414,000 $414,000 
Richmond Lake Sanitary District (02) 06/25/1998 5.25% 20 $226,500 $191,500 
Richmond Lake Sanitary District (04) 03/25/2011 3.25% 30 $339,800 $275,149 
Roscoe (01) 07/29/1996 5.25% 20 $358,408 $358,408 
Salem (02) 06/23/2005 3.25% 20 $387,960 $387,960 
Scotland (01) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $250,000 $250,000 
Selby (01) 09/24/2010 0% - $700,000 $700,000 
Sioux Falls (01) 04/11/1990 3.00% 20 $3,316,310 $2,836,963 
Sioux Falls (02) 07/11/1990 3.00% 10 $454,000 $453,999 
Sioux Falls (03) 12/12/1990 3.00% 10 $845,000 $845,000 
Sioux Falls (04) 12/12/1990 3.00% 10 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 
Sioux Falls (05) 03/12/1992 3.00% 10 $1,955,000 $1,955,000 
Sioux Falls (06) 03/12/1992 3.00% 10 $700,000 $700,000 
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Sioux Falls (07) 01/26/1993 3.00% 10 $4,500,000 $4,500,000 
Sioux Falls (08) 01/13/1994 3.00% 10 $1,000,000 $699,003 
Sioux Falls (09) 08/10/1994 3.00% 10 $1,250,000 $1,250,000 
Sioux Falls (10) 08/10/1994 3.00% 10 $1,500,000 $1,432,941 
Sioux Falls (11) 06/22/1995 4.50% 10 $1,250,000 $1,195,346 
Sioux Falls (12) 03/27/1996 4.50% 10 $1,300,000 $1,300,000 
Sioux Falls (13) 01/09/1997 4.50% 10 $2,500,000 $2,083,137 
Sioux Falls (14) 07/27/2000 4.50% 10 $5,100,000 $4,888,537 
Sioux Falls (15) 04/12/2002 3.50% 10 $1,724,000 $1,467,706 
Sioux Falls (16) 01/10/2003 3.50% 10 $2,479,500 $2,479,500 
Sioux Falls (17) 06/26/2003 3.50% 10 $932,000 $561,320 
Sioux Falls (18) 07/16/2004 2.50% 10 $3,951,000 $3,730,114 
Sioux Falls (19) 07/16/2004 2.50% 10 $801,000 $415,785 
Sioux Falls (20A) 01/06/2005 1.50% 10 $16,000,000 $16,000,000 
Sioux Falls (20B) 10/19/2005 1.50% 10 $8,700,000 $8,700,000 
Sioux Falls (20NPS) 01/06/2005 1.50% 10 $1,249,349 $1,249,349 
Sioux Falls (22) 02/07/2006 2.50% 10 $10,550,000 $10,550,000 
Sioux Falls (23) 03/31/2006 2.50% 10 $10,323,000 $10,309,144 
Sioux Falls (24) 03/30/2007 2.50% 7 $500,000 $500,000 
Sioux Falls (25) 01/03/2008 2.50% 10 $5,657,000 $3,508,134 
Sioux Falls (26) 03/27/2008 2.50% 10 $3,744,000 $3,744,000 
Sioux Falls (27) 03/27/2008 2.50% 10 $2,621,000 $2,621,000 
Sioux Falls (28) 03/27/2009 2.25% 10 $1,803,000 $1,803,000 
Sioux Falls (29) 03/27/2009 2.25% 10 $2,540,000 $1,211,097 
Sioux Falls (30) 07/23/2009 2.25% 10 $8,462,000 $4,974,661 
Sioux Falls (31) 05/27/2009 2.25% 10 $1,970,000 $1,831,523 
Southern Missouri Recycle/Waste Mgmt Dist 
(01NPS) 10/06/1994 5.00% 20 $700,000 $700,000 
Spearfish (01) 03/12/1992 4.00% 15 $1,956,000 $1,956,000 
Spearfish (02) 01/03/2008 3.25% 20 $5,900,000 $5,658,584 
Sturgis (01) 08/23/1993 5.00% 20 $502,000 $502,000 
Sturgis (02) 06/23/1994 5.00% 20 $936,250 $936,250 
Sturgis (03) 06/27/1997 5.25% 20 $450,000 $437,380 
Sturgis (04) 04/14/2000 5.00% 20 $2,100,000 $2,100,000 
Sturgis (05) 08/26/2009 3.00% 20 $516,900 $516,900 
Summit (01) 03/27/2009 0% - $100,000 $100,000 
Tea (01) 03/31/1993 4.00% 15 $600,000 $600,000 
Tea (02) 05/11/1994 4.00% 15 $600,000 $600,000 
Tea (03) 06/27/1997 5.25% 20 $250,000 $208,813 
Tea (04) 05/14/1998 5.00% 15 $375,000 $375,000 
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Valley Springs (01) 05/14/1998 5.25% 20 $430,000 $422,128 
Vermillion (01) 06/07/1990 3.00% 20 $125,000 $125,000 
Vermillion (01NPS) 08/10/1995 4.50% 10 $480,000 $356,531 
Vermillion (02) 12/09/1993 4.00% 15 $500,000 $370,471 
Vermillion (04) 07/16/2004 3.25% 20 $3,548,351 $3,333,994 
Wall (01) 07/22/1999 5.00% 20 $1,146,000 $788,600 
Warner (01) 03/23/1995 4.50% 10 $102,000 $101,152 
Watertown (01) 10/09/1991 4.00% 15 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 
Watertown (02) 08/12/1992 4.00% 15 $4,000,000 $4,000,000 
Watertown (03) 06/22/1995 5.25% 20 $2,600,000 $2,583,734 
Watertown (04) 11/09/1995 5.25% 20 $2,200,000 $932,830 
Watertown (09) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $16,446,000 $11,554,853 
Watertown School District (01) 07/23/2009 0% - $503,635 $399,747 
Waubay (01) 02/18/1992 5.00% 20 $163,487 $81,454 
Webster (01) 03/27/1996 4.50% 10 $400,000 $345,394 
Webster (02) 04/12/2002 3.50% 20 $811,000 $811,000 
Webster (03) 03/27/2009 0% - $500,000 $500,000 
Whitewood (01) 02/18/1992 4.00% 15 $200,000 $180,801 
Worthing (01) 06/27/1996 5.25% 20 $315,725 $227,645 
Yankton (01) 12/10/1997 5.25% 20 $2,625,000 $2,625,000 
Yankton (02) 12/10/1997 6.00% 20 $4,500,000 $4,500,000 
TOTAL    $$283,765,471 $258,694,964 
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Table 7 

Principal Forgiveness Awards to Clean Water SRF Borrowers 
 
 

Sponsor 
Total 

Loan Award 

Principal 
Forgiveness 

Awarded 
Loan 

Payable 
Alcester (01) $3,710,000 $2,650,000 $1,060,000 
Andover (02) $1,168,000 $1,068,000 $100,000 
Astoria (02) $600,656 $297,925 $302,731 
Aurora (02) $421,303 $191,692 $229,611 
Baltic (02) $276,164 $127,588 $148,576 
Belle Fourche Irrigation District (01) $200,000 $200,000 $0 
Brandon (04) $383,250 $38,325 $344,925 
Bridgewater (04) $1,760,000 $260,000 $1,500,000 
Brookings (02) $744,545 $74,455 $670,090 
Brookings (03) $433,909 $43,390 $390,519 
Canistota (01) $616,840 $420,190 $196,650 
Canova (01) $238,713 $154,686 $84,027 
Canton (03) $2,462,000 $840,500 $1,621,500 
Chancellor (02) $120,520 $60,260 $60,260 
Claremont (01) $1,832,000 $1,387,000 $445,000 
Claremont (02) $625,000 $556,000 $69,000 
Colman (01) $1,574,248 $356,500 $1,217,748 
Colman (02) $766,243 $478,901 $287,342 
Cresbard (01) $3,124,000 $2,363,000 $761,000 
Dell Rapids (05) $742,564 $398,014 $344,550 
Delmont (01) $1,210,000 $1,210,000 $0 
Doland (01) $82,699 $41,349 $41,350 
Eagle Butte (02) $1,781,743 $324,277 $1,457,466 
Elk Point (06) $607,840 $60,784 $547,056 
Elkton (01) $505,464 $130,000 $375,464 
Emery (01) $2,502,877 $1,519,246 $983,631 
Fort Pierre (06) $266,000 $50,000 $216,000 
Groton (07) $310,913 $131,827 $179,086 
Groton (08) $206,979 $51,744 $155,235 
Harrisburg (02) $3,941,200 $3,941,200 $0 
Hecla (01) $101,909 $10,191 $91,718 
Irene (02) $3,392,000 $2,548,000 $844,000 
Java (01) $393,252 $92,807 $300,445 
Lake Norden (03) $1,435,000 $525,000 $910,000 
Lake Poinsett Sanitary District (03) $2,413,671 $1,257,522 $1,156,149 
Lead (07) $192,541 $48,135 $144,406 



 
 

55 
 
 

Sponsor 
Total 

Loan Award 

Principal 
Forgiveness 

Awarded 
Loan 

Payable 
Lennox (03) $1,565,760 $1,565,760 $0 
Lennox (04) $1,942,273 $122,945 $1,819,328 
Letcher (01) $742,374 $263,542 $478,832 
Marion (02) $451,642 $85,811 $365,831 
McLaughlin (01) $1,050,424 $137,605 $912,819 
Milbank (01) $3,376,639 $2,171,179 $1,205,460 
Montrose (02) $767,190 $160,400 $606,790 
Mount Vernon (01) $2,300,000 $1,050,000 $1,250,000 
Parker (03) $694,329 $471,450 $222,879 
Pierpont (01) $132,000 $118,000 $14,000 
Plankinton (01) $1,005,744 $150,000 $855,744 
Presho (01) $4,048,000 $1,400,000 $2,648,000 
Raymond (01) $745,000 $745,000 $0 
Raymond (02) $820,038 $820,038 $0 
Selby (01) $700,000 $700,000 $0 
Sinai (01) $366,668 $73,333 $293,335 
Sioux Falls (28) $1,803,000 $180,300 $1,622,700 
Sioux Falls (29) $1,211,097 $121,110 $1,089,987 
Sioux Falls (30) $4,974,661 $497,466 $4,477,195 
Sioux Falls (31) $1,831,523 $183,152 $1,648,371 
Spencer (01) $230,156 $100,000 $130,156 
Sturgis (05) $516,900 $218,283 $298,617 
Sturgis (06) $16,247,000 $1,600,000 $14,647,000 
Summit (01) $100,000 $100,000 $0 
Vermillion (06) $499,000 $249,500 $249,500 
Wakonda (01) $507,555 $187,287 $320,268 
Warner (02) $1,662,217 $927,517 $734,700 
Watertown (09) $11,554,853 $1,155,485 $10,399,368 
Watertown (10) $2,983,757 $298,375 $2,685,382 
Watertown (11) $498,166 $305,873 $192,293 
Watertown School District (01) $399,747 $399,747 $0 
Waubay (03) $1,362,506 $464,614 $897,892 
Waubay (04) $1,365,000 $545,000 $820,000 
Webster (03) $500,000 $500,000 $0 
Worthing (04) $120,000 $90,000 $30,000 
Yale (01) $863,135 $591,247 $271,888 

TOTAL 
$111,082,397 

 
$42,658,527 

 
$68,423,870 
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CLEAN WATER SRF PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS 
 
ABERDEEN – Aberdeen received its first loan for wastewater treatment plant improvements and upgrades 
and nonpoint source best management practices.  The loan was for $13,218,859 at 2.25 percent for 20 years.  
The second loan, in the amount of $6,000,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded the second phase of the 
wastewater treatment plant improvement project.  Aberdeen’s third loan was for the replacement of 1,300 
feet of sanitary and 1,600 feet of storm sewer on Kline Street.  This loan was for $1,500,000 at 2.25% for 
10 years. 
 
ALCESTER – Alcester was awarded its first Clean Water SRF loan for Phase I improvements to its 
wastewater treatment facility.  The loan was for $3,710,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years and included 
$2,650,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
ALPENA – Alpena received a $1,465,000 loan at 3 percent for 20 years to construct a third stabilization 
pond to the existing treatment system.  The expansion was necessitated to accommodate an increased waste 
load from Link Snacks, Inc. 
 
ANDOVER – Andover received a $194,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The loan will partially fund 
a project to convert the town’s single cell lagoon to a three-cell system, construct an inter-pond lift station, 
and televise the collection system.  The town received its second loan to rehabilitate the collection system 
by relining or replacing all existing lines and construct a storm sewer trunk line to remove stormwater from 
the wastewater collection system.   The loan was for $1,168,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years and included 
$1,068,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
ASTORIA – Astoria’s first Clean Water SRF loan was for $235,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The loan 
will help the city increase the capacity of the existing wastewater treatment facility by adding a new cell 
and rehabilitate a storm water diversion channel west of the treatment facility.  The project also included 
cleaning and televising the city’s wastewater collection system to identify areas of excessive inflow and 
infiltration.  Due to increased project costs the loan was rescinded, and another loan was awarded.  The 
second loan was for $744,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included $368,700 of principal forgiveness. 
 
AURORA – Aurora received a $410,000 loan at 5 percent interest for 20 years.  The project upgraded the 
city’s wastewater collection system. The city’s second loan was for $660,000, at 3.25 percent for 30 years, 
and included $300,000 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009.  This loan was to upgrade the city’s single cell wastewater treatment lagoon to an artificial wetland 
treatment system.  Aurora received its third loan to replace and reline sanitary sewer collection lines, 
increase the capacity of the main lift station, and construct a new parallel forcemain from the lift station to 
the treatment ponds.  The loan was for $2,002,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
AVON – Avon received its first Clean Water State Revolving Fund loan to replace sanitary sewer and 
storm sewer along or adjacent to Main Street. The loan amount was $138,000 at 2.5 percent for 20 years. 
 
BALTIC – Baltic received a $465,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund sewer main and lift station 
replacement.  Baltic’s second loan was for $433,000 to install rip rap at the wastewater treatment lagoon 
cells.  This loan was at 3 percent for 20 years and included $200,000 of principal forgiveness through the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  A third loan in the amount of $764,700 was awarded 
to replace aging sewer lines on Elm Avenue, Jans Circle, Richards Circle and Bonnies Circle.  The loan 
terms were 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
BELLE FOURCHE – The city of Belle Fourche received two loans totaling $517,422.  The first loan, at 
3 percent for 20 years, was used to construct sanitary sewer lines and manholes. The second loan, at 4.5 
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percent for 10 years, was used to upgrade the city’s primary sanitary force main.  Belle Fourche received 
its third loan in the amount of $2,125,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years to replace the sanitary sewer in 8th 
Avenue.  Belle Fourche received its fourth loan in the amount of $1,836,000 at 2.5 percent for 20 years to 
replace the Day Street Lift Station. 
 
BELLE FOURCHE IRRIGATION DISTRICT – The Belle Fourche Irrigation District received a 
$200,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness.  The loan was to partially fund irrigators’ conversion 
from flood irrigation to more efficient sprinkler systems. 
 
BERESFORD – The city of Beresford received a 4.5 percent, 10-year loan in the amount of $1,150,000 to 
improve sanitary sewer and storm sewer lines in conjunction with a South Dakota Department of 
Transportation street reconstruction project.  Beresford was awarded its second loan to replace an aging 
sanitary sewer lines on portions of Second Street, Fifth Street, and Eleventh Street.  The loan was for 
$789,790 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The city received its third loan - $605,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 
years – to replace sewer in conjunction with a South Dakota Department of Transportation Highway 46 
reconstruction project. 
 
BISON – Bison received its first State Revolving Fund loan to install a storm water collection system and 
a construct a bio-retention pond to manage storm water flows.  The loan was in the amount of $504,000 at 
3 percent for 20 years.  Bison received its second loan to reline portions of the collection system and make 
improvements to the berms at the wastewater treatment facility.  The loan was for $419,00 at 3.25 percent 
for 30 years.  The loan was rescinded by the board. 
 
BLACK HAWK SANITARY DISTRICT – Black Hawk Sanitary District’s Clean Water SRF loan in the 
amount of $589,600 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years was used for a wastewater improvement project.  The 
district’s wastewater runs through the Northdale Sanitary District to be treated by the city of Rapid City. 
 
BLUNT – Blunt was awarded its first Clean Water SRF loan to refurbish its wastewater lagoon treatment 
system and rehabilitate two lift stations.  The $710,000 loan is at 2.5 percent for 30 years. 
 
BONESTEEL – Bonesteel received a $588,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to partially finance 
improvements to the wastewater treatment and collection systems.  The treatment facility improvements 
involved repairing the clay liner and interior pond dikes, installing rip rap, and other miscellaneous repairs.  
The collection system improvements involved replacing 600 feet of interceptor line cleaning and televising 
existing clay sewer lines to prioritize future collection system replacement projects. 
 
BOX ELDER – Box Elder utilized a $648,600 Clean Water SRF loan at 3 percent for 20 years to refinance 
existing sewer debt incurred to expand its treatment facility. 
 
BRANDON – The city of Brandon received two Clean Water SRF loans totaling $631,018 for a storm 
drainage project and for the construction of a force main to convey partially treated wastewater from 
Brandon to the Sioux Falls wastewater treatment plant as well as the associated pumping station and 
improvements to the existing treatment facility. Both loans were for 10 years at 3 percent interest.  
Brandon’s third loan, for $687,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years, was to reroute the force main leading to the 
wastewater treatment facility.  Brandon’s fourth loan, for $383,250 at 2.25 percent for 10 years, was to 
construct a storm water detention pond on the east side of the city.  The third and fourth loans received 10 
percent principal forgiveness ($68,700 and $38,325, respectively) through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The third loan was rescinded at the city’s request due to uncertainties 
concerning the route of the force main and the time limitations imposed by the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act.  Brandon’s fifth loan was awarded for engineering planning and design for modifications 
to the collection systems and construction of a new treatment system.  The loan was for $3,000,000 at 3.25 
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percent for 30 years.  This loan was deobligated at the city’s request after the city dismissed plans to build 
a new treatment system.  Brandon received its sixth loan for $2,598,000 at 3 percent for 20 years to construct 
a lift station to convey raw sewage to the Sioux Falls Water Reclamation facility. 
 
BRANT LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT – The Brant Lake Sanitary District received a $1,700,000 loan 
to construct a wastewater collection system to serve the residents of Brant Lake and convey wastewater to 
the Chester Sanitary District’s wastewater treatment facility.  The loan was at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
BRENTFORD – The city of Brentford received a $194,000 loan to finance lift station and force main 
upgrades, construct a new wastewater treatment cell, and make improvements to the existing cell.  The 
project also involved cleaning and televising of the collection system to determine the most appropriate 
lines to replace in the future.  The loan was at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
BRIDGEWATER – The city of Bridgewater constructed storm sewer along the north and east sides of the 
city to connect to an existing inlet basin with its first loan, a 20-year, 5.25 percent loan for $90,328.  The 
city’s second loan, for $321,600 at 3.25 percent for 20 years funded improvements to the sanitary sewer 
system.  Bridgewater’s third loan was in the amount of $261,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and was used 
to replace or reline several blocks of sewer main and repair or replace several manholes along Main Street.  
Bridgewater received its fourth loan to address deficiencies in its storm water system by installing new 
pipes and adding a detention basin.  The loan was for $1,760,000 at 2.75 percent for 30 years and included 
$260,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
BRISTOL – The city of Bristol received a $1,000,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to replace sanitary 
and storm sewer primarily in the northwest portion of the community.   
 
BRITTON – The city of Britton received two Clean Water SRF loans for a total amount of $832,435.  The 
first loan, at 4.5 percent for 10 years, funded wastewater system improvements, including the installation 
of a lift station and force main and the construction of artificial wetlands.  The city’s second loan in the 
amount of $322,500 at 3.5 percent for 20 years funded sewer main replacement and extensions along 
Highway 10.  A third loan in the amount of $1,042,034 was awarded to televise the collection system, 
rehabilitate multiple lift stations, and general improvements to the wastewater treatment facility. The loan 
terms were 3 percent for 20 years.  Britton received its fourth loan to fund a project to replace vitrified clay 
pipe with PVC pipe throughout the city.  The loan amount was $2,500,000 with terms of 3.25 percent for 
30 years. 
 
BROOKINGS – The city of Brookings received a loan for $188,065 at 4 percent for 15 years to finance 
the construction of a new interceptor.  The city of Brooking received its second loan to extend sanitary and 
storm sewer service to the South Dakota State University Innovation Campus.  The loan was for $1,190,000 
at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $119,000 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city’s third loan financed the construction of a storm water detention 
pond with a rain garden component.  The loan was for $665,000 at 3 percent for 20 years and included 
$66,500 of principal forgiveness.  The city’s fourth loan also financed the construction of a storm water 
detention pond with a rain garden component.  The loan was for $483,538 at 3 percent for 20 years.  
Brookings received its fifth loan, $549,476 at 3 percent for 20 years, to construct a 15-acre-foot storm water 
detention pond.  The city’s sixth loan upgraded the existing storm sewer in the area of Christine Avenue 
and 12th Street South.  This loan was in the amount of $3,222,319 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The city was 
awarded it seventh loan for upgrades to the wastewater treatment facility and equalization basins, install 
new sanitary sewer mains, and construct a combined flow equalization pumping station facility.  The 
seventh loan was for $30.6 million at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  Brooking’s eighth loan was intended to 
replace sanitary sewer under 11th Street that is undersized; however, the loan was subsequently deobligated 
in full at the city’s request.  The loan was for $255,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The city’s ninth loan was 
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to construct a storm water management system in the Division Avenue area.  This loan was in the amount 
of $1,570,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  Brooking’s tenth loan is for storm sewer upgrades on Jefferson 
Avenue, State Avenue, and Morningside Drive involving storm sewer pipe, curb and gutter, and a new 
channel for excess flow.  This loan was in the amount of $850,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years. 
 
BROWN COUNTY – Brown County was awarded a $1,385,600 loan at 2.25 percent for 10 years for the 
construction of a new landfill cell; however, the loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the county’s 
request. 
 
BURKE – The city of Burke received a $155,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 20 years to fund the wastewater 
portion of the Franklin Street Utilities Replacement project. 
 
CANISTOTA – The city of Canistota received a $616,840 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to replace 
sewer line on Ash Street.  The loan included $420,190 of principal forgiveness through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Due to higher than expected costs on the Ash Street project, the 
city was awarded a second loan of $188,669 to complete the project.  This loan was also at 3.25 percent for 
30 years.  Canistota received a third loan in the amount of $381,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years for a project 
to replace additional sewer lines in the community.  The project also involves replacement of storm sewer.  
Canistota was awarded its fourth loan in the amount of $378,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to replace 
service lines on Main Street and install a block of storm sewer lines.  Canistota’s fifth loan was for 
$1,758,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to make improvements to the wastewater collection and storm 
sewer systems. 
 
CANOVA – The town of Canova received a $262,500 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to add a 3.0-acre 
artificial wetland to the treatment system to provide additional capacity needed for the system to operate as 
a total retention facility.  The loan included $170,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
CANTON – The city of Canton received its first Clean Water SRF loan at 4 percent for 15 years in the 
amount of $515,715 to finance sanitary and storm sewer improvements.  The city’s second loan, for 
$600,000, was at 3.5 percent for 20 years for utility improvements in conjunction with South Dakota 
Department of Transportation reconstruction of US Highway 18.  Canton’s third loan was for $2,462,000 
to upgrade the treatment capabilities of the city’s wastewater treatment facility by constructing aerated 
lagoons and adding disinfection facilities.  This loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $840,500 
of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city’s fourth 
loan is for the construction of a new lift station and force main to replace a deteriorated lift station.  The 
loan is for $732,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  Canton received its fifth loan in the amount of $1,648,000 
at 3.25 for 30 years to replace sanitary and storm sewer as part of the Dakota Street reconstruction project. 
 
CASTLEWOOD – The city of Castlewood received a $250,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund 
sanitary sewer collection improvements.  The city’s second loan funded the restoration of the wastewater 
treatment lagoons.  This project was funded at $160,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years. 
 
CAVOUR – Cavour was awarded a $150,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to replace the lift station 
and force main leading to the wastewater treatment facility.  Cavour received its second loan to replace a 
portion of its wastewater collection system using conventional open trench methods to address significant 
infiltration entering the collection system.  The loan was for $192,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years. 
 
CENTERVILLE – Centerville received a loan for $500,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund the 
construction of a new wastewater treatment facility and new force main and lift station to transfer the 
wastewater to the new facility.  Centerville received its second loan for $435,471 at 3.25 percent for 30 
years to line approximately 22,600 feet of sewer main and rehabilitate ten manholes.  The city’s third loan 
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in the amount of $240,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years to install new storm sewer parallel to existing storm 
sewer lines in Main Street to increase capacity. 
 
CHAMBERLAIN – Chamberlain received two loans at 3 percent for 10 years totaling $615,500 to 
rehabilitate sanitary sewer lines and construct storm sewer lines under two major streets in the city.  The 
city’s third and fourth loans, at 5.25 percent for 20 years, totaled $3,150,000 for renovations to the city’s 
wastewater treatment facility and expansion of sewer service into a newly annexed area of town.  The city 
was awarded its fifth loan in an amount of $300,000 at 2 percent for 10 years to upgrade and replace water 
meters.   
 
CHANCELLOR – Chancellor received a $574,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to rehabilitate aging 
sanitary sewer collection system in limited areas within the community and make repairs to a lift station.  
The town received its second loan in the amount of $180,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years to replace water 
meters and install an automatic read system.  The loan included $90,000 of principal forgiveness.  Water 
meters are eligible for Clean Water SRF loans, and this loan was applied to the Green Project Reserve 
requirements.  Chancellor was awarded its third loan for phase I of a two-phase sanitary and storm sewer 
project to address excessive inflow and infiltration into the collection system.  The loan was for $470,000 
at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
CLAREMONT – Claremont received it first Clean Water SRF loan to replace most of the wastewater 
collection system throughout the town, rehabilitate lift stations by installing new pumps and making 
wetwell repairs, and replace the clay liner in the treatment ponds with synthetic liners.  The $1,832,000 
loan, at 2.75 percent for 30 years, included $1,387,000 of principal forgiveness.  Due to a funding shortage, 
Claremont was awarded its second SRF loan to continue the wastewater system improvements project.  The 
$625,000 loan, at 2.125 percent for 30 years, included $556,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
CLARK – Clark rehabilitated portions of its wastewater collection and treatment system with a $400,000 
loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  Clark’s second loan, in the amount of $2,485,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 
years, is for the construction of a new total retention wastewater treatment facility and a lift station and 
force main to convey wastewater to the new facility. 
 
CLEAR LAKE – The city of Clear Lake used a $79,537, 4 percent, 15-year loan to construct two new 
wastewater treatment stabilization ponds and convert the existing pond into an artificial wetland. The city’s 
second loan, in the amount of $910,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded wastewater collection 
improvements. 
 
COLMAN – Colman received its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace the older, substandard lines in the 
sanitary sewer collection system to reduce excessive infiltration.  The loan was in the amount of $1,574,248 
at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included $356,500 of principal forgiveness.  Colman received a second 
loan for $800,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to continue with the replacement of the sanitary sewer 
collection system.  The second loan included $500,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
COLTON – The city’s first loan, $204,500 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded wastewater treatment 
system improvements.  Colton’s second loan for $189,200, at 3.25 percent for 30 years, funded sanitary 
sewer improvements along 5th Street.  The city’s third loan is for the replacement of clay sanitary sewer on 
Main and First Streets.  The loan amount was originally$1,385,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years but was later 
amended to $1,974,000.  
 
CRESBARD – Cresbard was awarded its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace clay sanitary sewer and 
install storm sewer throughout the community.  The $3,124,000 loan was at 2.125 percent for 30 years and 
included $2,363,000 of principal forgiveness 
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CROOKS – Crooks received its first Clean Water SRF loan, in the amount of $697,000 at 3.25 percent for 
20 years, to expand its wastewater treatment facility by adding approximately 32 acres of new lagoons.  
The city’s was awarded its second loan, $425,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, to install a storm sewer 
system within the Palmira Park sub-division.  The city later deobligated the loan in full.  The city was 
awarded its third loan in the amount of $2,052,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years, to replace the collection 
system within the Palmira Park sub-division.  The loan was later amended to $2,400,000 to address 
additional storm water related work.  Crooks’ fourth loan was for constructing two new lift stations to 
replace an existing lift station that experiences surcharges during wet weather events and installing 
forcemain and gravity sewer.  The loan was for $1,173,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
CUSTER – The city of Custer received four Clean Water SRF loans totaling $2,521,000.  The first loan 
financed the construction of a force main to convey treated effluent from the wastewater treatment facility 
to the municipal golf course, a storage reservoir at the golf course to store the effluent, and irrigation 
facilities at the golf course to utilize the effluent.  The second loan financed sewer improvements that 
included collection lines and an interceptor line extension on the west edge of the city limits.  The first and 
second loans were for 20 years at an interest rate of 3 percent.  The third loan, for $276,000 at 3 percent 
interest for 10 years, financed the construction of an additional wastewater stabilization pond.  Custer’s 
fourth loan involved relining approximately 13,000 feet of sewer main and manholes on Mount Rushmore 
road and installing new aerators at the wastewater treatment facility.  The loan was for $1,633,000 at 3 
percent for 20 years.  The city’s fifth loan was to slip-line the force main to the golf course, rehabilitate 
four existing pond structures and make other miscellaneous repairs to the wastewater treatment facility.  
The loan also was used to pay design costs associated with an upcoming project to relocate the outfall line 
from the wastewater treatment facility. The loan was for $1,539,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
CUSTER-FALL RIVER WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT – The Custer-Fall River Waste 
Management District used a $106,939 loan at 5 percent interest for 20 years for the construction of a landfill 
to serve residents of Custer and Fall River counties.  The landfill also serves the Hot Springs Material 
Recovery Facility (MRF).   
 
DEADWOOD – Deadwood received a $447,838 Clean Water SRF loan at 4 percent interest for 15 years 
to slip line approximately 2,700 feet of 24-inch diameter sewer interceptor line. 
 
DELL RAPIDS – The city of Dell Rapids constructed sanitary and storm sewers with a $300,000 loan.  
The new lines replaced existing undersized sewers in conjunction with a street rehabilitation project.  The 
term of the loan was 10 years at 3 percent.  The city’s second loan, for $731,737 at 3.25 percent for 20 
years, funded the wastewater portion of the 4th Street Utility Improvements project.  The city’s third loan, 
$1,062,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, was for improvements to storm water drainage in the 12th Street 
and Clark Avenue area.  Dell Rapid’s fourth loan was for $950,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to construct 
a new lift station, force main, and gravity sewer.  The fifth loan awarded to the city installed sanitary and 
storm sewer along 15th Street.  The loan was for $1,185,200 at 3 percent for 20 years and included $635,995 
of principal forgiveness.  The city’s sixth loan partially financed the replacement of aging sanitary lines on 
15th Street, Garfield Avenue, State Avenue and at the Big Sioux River Crossing.  The loan amount was 
$612,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  Dell Rapids was awarded its seventh loan to replace the sanitary sewer, 
construct a lift station and gravity sewer to an area south of the Big Sioux River, and clean, televise and 
analyze approximately 40,000 feet of existing sanitary sewer.  The loan was for $1,200,000 at 3 percent for 
20 years.  The city’s eighth loan in the amount of $2,386,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years was for the 
construction of a sequencing batch reactor treatment facility.  Effluent from the city’s existing wastewater 
treatment facility was incapable of meeting more stringent standards that were placed on the Big Sioux 
River. Dell Rapids was awarded its ninth loan in the amount of $2,661,700 at 1.5 percent for 30 years to 
replace sewer mains, manholes and storm sewers in the southeast area of the city.  The loan also included 
a nonpoint component to install nonpoint source best management practices in the Big Sioux River basin.   
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The city’s tenth loan, $2,177,500 at 1.375 percent for 30 years, was for sanitary and storm sewer 
rehabilitation on 5th, 6th, and Iowa Streets and included a nonpoint component to install nonpoint source 
best management practices in the Big Sioux River basin. 
 
DELMONT – The town of Delmont received it’s first Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $1,210,000 
loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness.  The loan partially funded major upgrades to the wastewater 
system by relining or replacing sewer lines throughout the community, making improvements to the 
wastewater treatment facility, and rehabilitating a lift station. 
 
DOLAND – Doland’s first Clean Water SRF loan funded the replacement of water meters throughout the 
town.  The $150,000 loan, at 2 percent for 10 years, included $75,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
DIMOCK – Dimock received its first loan to replace an above ground stream crossing on the influent line, 
make improvements to the wastewater treatment facility, and extend sewer to an undeveloped portion of 
the town.  The loan was for $478,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
DUPREE – Dupree received two loans – one for $450,000 and another for $192,000 - to finance the 
rehabilitation of the main lift station and installation of riprap at the wastewater treatment facility cells.  The 
project also includes televising the collection system to determine which lines to replace in the future.  The 
terms of the loans are 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
EAGLE BUTTE – The city of Eagle Butte first SRF loan was to assist in the replacement of a gravity 
sewer main with a force main and construction a new lift station to connect existing businesses currently 
without sewer services.  The project also involved dredging one of its wastewater treatment ponds, installing 
aerators to a cell, and upgrading inter-pond and inlet piping between the lagoons.  The loan was for 
$1,561,500 at 3 percent for 20 years; however, the loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the city’s 
request.  Eagle Butte reapplied for funding for the project and was awarded a $2,410,000 loan at 3.25 
percent for 30 years.  Sanitary and storm sewer upgrades and extensions within the city were added to the 
project scope.  The third loan awarded to Eagle Butte, $670,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years, was needed to 
complete the sewer main portion of the aforementioned project.  This loan was also deobligated in full at 
the city’s request.    
 
ELK POINT – The city of Elk Point has received six loans for various wastewater and storm water projects.  
Its first loan, $458,000 at 4 percent for 15 years, financed the replacement of two existing lift stations with 
a new lift station, force main and interceptor lines.  The city’s second loan for $450,000 at 3.5 percent for 
20 years funded new storm sewer and replaced sanitary sewer in conjunction with the Pearl Street Utility 
Improvement project.  Its third loan, in the amount of $345,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, financed 
renovation of the city’s lagoon system.  Elk Point’s fourth loan, $100,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, 
funded the wastewater portion of the utility systems’ improvements.  The fifth SRF loan awarded to Elk 
Point funded sanitary and storm sewer rehabilitation on Clay and Washington Streets.  This loan was 
$150,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years.  The city’s sixth loan was used to replace the sewer main on Main 
Street in conjunction with a highway reconstruction project.  The loan amount was $931,700 at 3 percent 
for 20 years and included $93,170 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Elk Point’s seventh loan in the amount of $235,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years 
was to line the collection system beneath Rose Street.  The city received its eighth loan to replace 
approximately 800 feet of sanitary sewer and install approximately 700 feet of storm sewer under 
Washington and Douglas streets.  The loan was for $593,000 at 2.50 percent for 30 years. 
 
ELKTON – The city of Elkton was awarded a loan for $510,000 to upgrade its wastewater treatment 
facility.  The loan was at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included $130,000 of principal forgiveness through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city received its second loan, $1,206,000 at 
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2.75 percent for 30 years, for the first phase of a project to replace sanitary and storm sewer lines.  Elkton’s 
third loan for $383,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years was for phase II of the sanitary and storm sewer line 
replacement project. 
 
ELLSWORTH DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY – The South Dakota Ellsworth Authority received two 
loans for the construction of a regional wastewater treatment facility and interceptor line to serve the 
Ellsworth Air Force Base (AFB) and the city of Elder.  Each loan contains a tax-exempt series (Series A) 
for the Box Elder portion and a taxable series (Series B) for the Ellsworth AFB portion.  The loan amounts 
are $16 million ($8 million Series A/$8 million Series B) and $6,812,000 ($1,703,000 Series A/$5,109,000 
Series B).  The terms of the loans are 3 percent for 20 years. 
 
EMERY – Emery was awarded a loan for $3,084,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to replace the majority 
of its collection system to reduce the infiltration of groundwater entering the system. The loan included 
$1,871,000 of principal forgiveness.   
 
ENEMY SWIM SANITATION DISTRICT – The Enemy Swim Sanitation District received a $300,000 
loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  
The loan was to construct a centralized wastewater collection system at Enemy Swim Lake.  The loan was 
rescinded at the district’s request due to the inability to meet the time limitations imposed by the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act. 
 
ETHAN – Ethan’s first loan will partially finance a project that involves replacing an existing pump station, 
installing force main, and making modifications to its existing total retention wastewater treatment facility 
to discharge at a point downstream of Ethan Lake.  The loan is for $500,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
EUREKA – Eureka used its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace collection lines and separate storm sewer 
connections to the sanitary sewer along Highway 10, rehabilitate a lift station, and miscellaneous work at 
the wastewater treatment facility.  The loan was for $1,494,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
FAULKTON – The city of Faulkton was awarded its first Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $902,000 
at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The project involved removal storm sewer connections from the sanitary 
sewer, and the installation of 1,500 feet of storm sewer pipe.  The project also involved televising about 
65,000 feet of sewer main to identify and prioritize pipe to replace in the future. 
 
FORT PIERRE – Fort Pierre’s first loan, $330,294 at 3 percent for 10 years, was used to construct two 
storm sewers and a new sanitary sewer that serves a residential area previously not connected to the city’s 
system.  Fort Pierre received its second loan in the amount of $462,500 at 3.5 percent for 15 years to finance 
a sanitary sewer lift station and manhole rehabilitation.  The city’s third loan, in the amount of $450,000 at 
3.5 percent for 20 years, funded additional wastewater lagoons.  The city’s fourth loan, in the amount of 
$374,620 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded a nonpoint source project to make improvements to drainage 
ditches and prevent sediment from entering the Missouri River.  Due to higher than anticipated construction 
costs, this loan was rescinded at the city’s request, and a new loan in the amount $900,000 at 3.25 percent 
for 20 years was awarded.  Fort Pierre received its sixth loan to make improvements at its wastewater 
treatment facility.  The loan amount is $266,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and includes $50,000 of 
principal forgiveness.  The city received its seventh loan to make further improvements at its wastewater 
treatment facility to include rerouting flow to eliminate short circuiting in the treatment ponds, installing 
an aeration system, adding additional ammonia treatment, and installing UV disinfection.  The loan amount 
is $3,701,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
FREEMAN – The city of Freeman’s first loan, in the amount of $300,000 at 2.5 percent for 10 years, 
funded wastewater collection system improvements.  Freeman was awarded a second loan to reconstruct 
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sanitary sewer, install storm water lines, and construct two storm water detention ponds.  This loan was for 
$800,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years.  The city received a third loan - $1,536,000 at 3 percent for 20 years 
- to rehabilitate the main lift station and make several improvements to the aerated lagoon treatment system.  
The loan amount was reduced to $1,000,000 at the city’s request. 
 
GARRETSON – The city of Garretson constructed new wastewater treatment stabilization ponds to make 
the existing sanitary system total retention and made improvements to the existing wastewater facility using 
the $300,000, 4 percent, 15-year loan.  The Split Rock Creek lift station and sewer extension project was 
funded with the city’s second loan for $503,239 at 3.25 percent for 20 years. Garretson was awarded its 
third loan, $1,160,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years, to replace sanitary sewer on 3rd Street, Main Avenue, 
and the Truck Route.  Due to a funding shortage, Garretson received its fourth loan for $917,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years to continue with the replacement of the sanitary sewer collection system 3rd Street, 
Main Avenue, and the Truck Route.   
 
GAYVILLE – Gayville received its first Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $275,000 at 3.25 percent 
for 20 years to fund a wastewater lagoon upgrade. 
 
GETTYSBURG – The city of Gettysburg received a $624,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to re-line 
several blocks of sewer main using cured-in-place pipe.  The loan award included $82,400 of principal 
forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The principal forgiveness 
component of the loan was forfeited due to failure to meet the milestone date for submitting bid proposals. 
 
GREGORY – Gregory received a $327,000 loan at 3 percent for 20 years to replace or re-line the outfall 
line to the wastewater treatment facility and replace 500 feet of sanitary sewer pipe within the city.  The 
city received its second loan for $259,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years to rehabilitate several blocks of the 
collection system. Gregory received its third loan, $260,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years, to replace clay 
sanitary sewer pipe in Felton Street between 4th Street and 2nd Street. 
 
GROTON – The city of Groton has received nine Clean Water SRF loans to finance various projects.  Its 
first two loans, in the total amount of $264,154, financed new interceptor lines, force mains and lift stations 
in the east and northwest sections of the city.  Both loans were at 3 percent for 10 years.  The city’s third 
loan, $470,809 at 5.25 percent for 20 years, funded construction of a new three-cell wastewater treatment 
facility, lift station, and force main. The city received its fourth and fifth Clean Water SRF loans in 2003, 
both at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  The fourth loan, for $163,775, funded expansion of the sewer system to 
the northeast part of the city.  The fifth loan, $440,000, funded replacement of sewer lines on Main Street 
and reconstruction of the road.  Groton’s sixth loan - $150,000, 3.25 percent, 20 years – was awarded for 
emergency replacement of approximately 3 blocks of sewer main damaged by heavy rainfall and flooding.  
The seventh loan replaced 4,700 feet of 8-inch sanitary sewer lines and 2,700 feet of 4-inch sewer services 
and upgraded a lift station.  This loan was for $907,700 at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $500,000 
of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city’s eighth 
loan was to replace a collapsed sanitary sewer line that crossed under an operating railroad.  The loan was 
awarded for $322,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years and included $80,500 of principal forgiveness.  The ninth 
loan also replaced a failing sanitary sewer line and relocated a lift station.  The loan amount was $485,000 
at 2.25 percent for 10 years. 
 
HARRISBURG – The city of Harrisburg received a Clean Water SRF loan for $507,277 at 5 percent for 
20 years to construct total retention stabilization ponds.  Harrisburg’s second and third loans were for a 
project to convey wastewater from Harrisburg to the city of Sioux Falls for treatment.  A loan of $3,941,200 
with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 was 
used to construct a lift station at the city’s existing wastewater treatment facility property.  A loan of 
$5,911,800 at 3.25 percent for 30 years was used to construct a force main from the lift station to the city 
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of Sioux Falls’ collection system.  The city’s fourth and fifth loans were used to install sanitary and storm 
sewer in the Columbia Drainage Basin area.  The loan for the storm sewer portion was for $1,783,760 at 3 
percent for 20 years, and the loan for the sanitary sewer portion was for $1,435,340 at 2.25 percent for 10 
years.  Harrisburg was awarded it sixth loan for $2,577,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to pay a system 
development charge to the city of Sioux Falls for treatment of wastewater from Harrisburg.  The loan was 
rescinded by the board. Harrisburg received its seventh loan to construct a modified return-activated sludge 
(RAS) wastewater treatment system with continuous flow and two-stage aeration and discontinue pumping 
its wastewater to Sioux Falls.  The loan is for $24,487,000 at 2.5 for 30 years. 
 
HARROLD – The city of Harrold was awarded a loan in the amount of $170,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 
years to replace the entire storm water drainage system on Wyman Avenue from Highway 14 to the south 
side of town. 
 
HARTFORD – The city of Hartford has received six Clean Water SRF loans. With the first two loans, for 
$1,194,804 at 5 percent interest for 20 years, the city replaced sanitary sewer mains within the city and 
replaced the wastewater treatment facility. Hartford’s third loan, for $300,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, 
completed the funding for the wastewater treatment facility project.  Hartford’s fourth loan, in the amount 
of $550,035 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, funded further wastewater collection and storm sewer 
improvements.  The city’s fifth loan, in the amount of $583,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, also funded 
further wastewater collection and storm sewer improvements. Hartford’s sixth loan was awarded to install 
a sanitary sewer line in Mickelson Road between Patrick Avenue and Highway 38 and install a new lift 
station, force main, and storm sewers to accommodate growth in the area.  The loan amount is $1,482,000 
at 2.5 percent for 30 years.  The city received its seventh loan, $1,334,000 at 2.75 percent for 30 years, to 
extend sewer service on Western Avenue. 
 
HECLA – The town of Hecla was awarded a loan to replace sanitary sewer lines, sewer services, and 
appurtenances.  This loan was for $143,390 at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $14,339 of principal 
forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
 
HERMOSA – The town of Hermosa received its first SRF loan to extend sewer lines to an area along 
Highway 79 without sewer service.  The loan was for $303,604 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
HERRIED – Herried received its first SRF loan in the amount of $694,300 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to 
replace wastewater lines, lift station pumps and structures at the lagoon. 
 
HIGHMORE – The city of Highmore’s first loan was in the amount of $262,300 at 3.5 percent for 20 
years to fund an upgrade to its wastewater treatment facility.  The upgrade included reshaping dikes, 
installing riprap, relocating the inlet structure, and replacing inter-pond piping.  The city received its second 
loan to replace sewer lines in conjunction with a South Dakota Department of Transportation project to 
reconstruct Highway 47.  The loan amount was $679,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
HOSMER – Hosmer received its first SRF loan in the amount of $968,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, 
with $714,400 of principal forgiveness, to upgrade the wastewater treatment facility and televise the 
collection system.  The loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the city’s request. 
 
HOT SPRINGS – The city of Hot Springs received two loans totaling $1,126,930.  The first loan of 
$196,930, at 3 percent interest for 10 years, was used to construct new sanitary sewers in an area of the city 
with failing septic systems.  The second loan of $930,000, at 5 percent for 20 years, was used to close the 
existing landfill site and construct a transfer station and municipal solid waste composting facility.  The 
city’s third loan was for $1,453,000 at 3 percent for 20 years and was used to replace sanitary sewer lines 
throughout the city. 



 
 

66 
 
 

HOVEN – The city of Hoven received its first loan to replace sewer lines in conjunction with a South 
Dakota Department of Transportation project to reconstruct Highway 47.  The loan amount was $656,000 
at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
HOWARD – The city of Howard received its first loan in the amount of $1,764,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 
years to upgrade the wastewater treatment facility and televise the collection system.  The loan amount was 
reduced to $979,000 at the city’s request.  The loan was later deobligated at the city’s request. 
 
HUDSON – Hudson received its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace an existing lift station, the force 
main from the lift station to the treatment ponds, and control structures at the treatment facility and 
undertake a sludge survey of the wastewater ponds.  The loan amount is $898,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 
years. 
 
HUMBOLDT – Humboldt was awarded its first loan to replace a portion of the town’s clay lines to reduce 
infiltration entering the collection system.  The loan amount was $417,200 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  
The city’s second loan in the amount of $272,000 at 2 percent for 10 years was awarded to replace water 
meters throughout the city.  The loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the city’s request.  Humboldt 
received its third loan - $1,876,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years – to make improvements to the collection 
system by replacing vitrified clay pipe and sewer services.  The city’s fourth loan was used to replace water 
meters throughout the community.  The loan amount was $290,000 at 2 percent for 10 years. 
 
HURLEY – Hurley’s first Clean Water SRF loan - $835,964 at 3.25 percent for 30 years – partially funded 
a project to replace or line approximately 8,000 feet of sewer main.   The city received its second loan for 
$188,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to replace the sanitary sewer along Center Avenue.  
 
HURON – The city of Huron has received four Clean Water SRF loans.  The first loan was used to partially 
fund improvements at the mechanical wastewater treatment facility and artificial wetlands treatment site.  
This loan totaled $1,656,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The second loan, for $701,007 at 3 percent for 10 
years, was used to construct an extension to the storm sewer system to provide drainage in a developing 
area of the city.  Huron utilized a third Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $1,856,828 at 5.25 percent 
for 20 years to expand the existing stabilization pond system and increase pumping capacity.  The city 
funded upgrades to its wastewater treatment facility with a fourth loan for $1,500,000 at 3.25 percent for 
20 years.  Huron received its fifth loan, $14,946,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years, to construct new 
sequencing batch reactors (SBRs), abandon the existing SBRs, and rehabilitate the pretreatment building. 
 
INTERIOR – Interior’s first Clean Water SRF loan was used to replace its undersized wastewater 
treatment facility with a new three-cell treatment pond facility and replace the line leading to treatment 
facility.  The loan amount was $250,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
IPSWICH – Ipswich received its first SRF loan in the amount of $1,951,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years 
to replace or line portions of the wastewater collection system and upgrade lift stations within the system.  
The loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the city’s request. 
 
IRENE – Irene received its first Clean Water SRF loan of $656,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to 
rehabilitate 21 blocks of the wastewater collection system.  Irene received its second loan to complete the 
rehabilitation of its wastewater collection system.  The loan was for $3,392,000 at 2.75 percent for 30 years 
and included 2,548,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
JAVA – The town of Java used its first Clean Water SRF loan to clean and televise the sanitary sewer 
collection system, riprap the dikes at the wastewater treatment facility, and rehabilitate the north lift station.  
The loan was for $438,325 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and includes $103,325 of principal forgiveness. 
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JEFFERSON – Jefferson received its first Clean Water SRF loan of $320,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years 
to fund wastewater treatment facilities improvements. The city constructed two lagoon cells, enabling the 
existing cell to become a wetland. 
 
KENNEBEC – Kennebec received two loans for wastewater projects.  One loan, in the amount of $723,000 
at 3.25 percent for 30 years, is to extend service to an unserved area of the community.  The other loan, in 
the amount of $437,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, is to construct a new primary cell at the wastewater 
treatment facility and televise the collection system. 
 
KEYSTONE – Keystone received its first loan to upgrade its wastewater treatment facility by installing a 
new influent fine screen, replacing the ultraviolet disinfection equipment, and other items necessary to 
improve the quality of the wastewater effluent.  The town will also televise its system to identify pipes for 
possible future replacement.  The loan is for $431,000 at 3 percent for 20 years. 
 
LAKE BYRON WATERSHED DISTRICT – The Lake Byron Watershed District received a $1,843,000 
loan at 3.25 percent for 30 years to construct a centralized wastewater treatment and collection system.  The 
loan was rescinded by the board. 
 
LAKE BYRON SANITARY DISTRICT – The Lake Byron Sanitary District received a $3,475,000 loan 
at 2.5 percent for 30 years to construct a centralized wastewater treatment and collection system.  The loan 
was rescinded by the board. 
 
LAKE COCHRANE SANITARY DISTRICT – The Lake Cochrane Sanitary District constructed a 
wastewater collection and treatment system at Lake Cochrane.  An $80,000 loan at 3 percent for 20 years 
was made to the district to refinance a portion of the project.  Its second loan, in the amount of $160,000 at 
3.5 percent for 20 years, upgraded the wastewater collection system. 
 
LAKE MADISON SANITARY DISTRICT – The Lake Madison Sanitary District received a 4 percent, 
15-year Clean Water SRF loan for $330,000 to refinance a Farmers Home Administration loan, which 
partially funded the installation of a wastewater collection and treatment system to serve Lake Madison.  
The district’s second loan, in the amount of $875,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, funded two new 
wastewater treatment ponds.  The district was awarded its third loan in the amount of $428,000 at 3.25 
percent for 30 years to replace a lift station and force main. 
 
LAKE NORDEN – Lake Norden was awarded its first Clean water SRF loan to reline sanitary sewer lines 
and manholes and televise additional lines to determine if additional rehabilitation is necessary.  The 
$1,285,000 loan is at 2.5 percent for 30 years.  The city received its second loan for $671,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years to replace the main lift station with a new lift station located at the wastewater treatment 
facility.  Lake Norden was awarded its third loan to replace the north lift station and make repairs to the 
wastewater treatment lagoons.  The loan was for $1,435,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years and included 
$525,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
LAKE POINSETT SANITARY DISTRICT – Lake Poinsett Sanitary District received a loan in the 
amount of $590,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to fund expansion of the sanitary system at Lake Poinsett.  
Due to the need to re-site the proposed wastewater treatment lagoons, the project was delayed.  As a result 
the project cost increased significantly, and the loan was subsequently deobligated at the sanitary district’s 
request.  A second loan in the amount of $1,094,700 at 3.50 percent for 30 years was received to fund the 
expansion project.  The sanitary district was awarded its third loan to expand sewer service to an additional 
90 users which involves installing a combination of gravity sewers, lift stations, and forcemains and 
constructing a new 3-acre total retention treatment pond adjacent to an existing pond.  The loan was for 
$3,075,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included $1,603,000 of principal forgiveness.  The sanitary 
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district received it fourth loan for $1,917,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to expand sewer service to another 
100 users.  The project involves installing a combination of gravity sewers, lift stations, and forcemains and 
constructing a new total retention treatment pond. 
 
LAKE PRESTON– Lake Preston received its first Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $758,000 at 
2.125 percent for 30 years for sewer rehabilitation within the city.  
 
LEAD – The city of Lead received seven Clean Water SRF loans amounting to $1,961,706 to separate 
combined sanitary and storm sewers along with the rehabilitation of portions of the sanitary sewer system. 
The first loan was at 3 percent interest for 20 years, the second and third loans were at 3 percent for 10 
years, and the fourth loan was at 4.5 percent interest for 10 years.  Lead’s fifth and sixth loans were at 3.25 
percent interest for 20 years.  The city’s seventh loan continued the sewer separation and rehabilitation 
project on Lower May, South Main, and West Addie Streets.  The loan amount was $200,000 at 3 percent 
for 20 years and included $50,000 of principal forgiveness.  Lead was awarded its eighth loan for sewer 
separation and rehabilitation to occur in conjunction with a South Dakota Department of Transportation 
project to reconstruct Highway 85.  The loan amount was $937,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The city 
received its ninth loan in the amount of $427,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years to replace water meters and 
install an automatic read system.  Water meters are eligible for Clean Water SRF loans, and this loan was 
applied to the Green Project Reserve requirements. 
 
LEAD-DEADWOOD SANITARY DISTRICT – A sludge disposal vehicle and a sewer jet were 
purchased by the Lead-Deadwood Sanitary District with a loan for $106,855 at 3 percent for 5 years.  
 
LEMMON – The city of Lemmon received a $427,100 loan at 3 percent interest for 20 years to refinance 
a general obligation sewer bond issued in 1985.  The bonds were issued to correct an infiltration/inflow 
problem. 
 
LENNOX – The city of Lennox received a $350,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 5.25 percent interest for 20 
years to construct and rehabilitate sanitary sewer interceptors.  The city received a second loan for $583,735 
at 5.25 percent for 20 years to add four aeration basins, two lift stations, and force mains to the existing 
wastewater facility.  Lennox’s third and fourth loans were to replace the existing treatment facility with a 
sequencing batch reactor (SBR) mechanical aeration system and make improvements to a lift station.  A 
loan of $1,565,760 with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 was for those components of the project with a design life of 20 years.  A loan 
of $1,942,273 at 3.25 percent for 30 years was used to construct those components of the project with a 
design life of at least 30 years.  This loan included $123,024 of principal forgiveness through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Lennox received its fifth loan of $1,290.000 at 3.25 percent for 
30 years to replace or repair sanitary and storm sewers in the southwestern part of the city.  Lennox received 
its sixth loan of $1,873.000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to replace storm and sanitary sewer along Main 
Street from 4th Avenue to SD Highway 44.  The city received its seventh and eighth loans for phases 2 and 
3 to replace or repair sanitary and storm sewers within the Central Basin of the city.  The loans were for 
$1,496.000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years and $1,000,000 at 2.75 percent for 30 years, respectively.  Lennox 
received its ninth loan to replace four blocks sanitary and storm sewer on Boynton Avenue.  The loan is for 
$2,299,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
LETCHER – Letcher received its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace a lift station, install riprap on the 
dikes of the wastewater treatment ponds, and televise the entire sanitary sewer collection system.  The 
$775,000 loan, at 3.25 percent for 30 years, included $275,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
MADISON – The city of Madison received a $119,416 Clean Water SRF loan at 3 percent interest for 10 
years to finance the construction of new collectors.  The city’s second loan for $5,343,256 at 3.25 percent 
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for 20 years made widespread renovations to the existing wastewater treatment facility.  Madison received 
its third and fourth loans for $3,287,000 and $3,073,000, respectively, to make improvements to the sanitary 
and storm sewer systems.  Both loans were at 2.125 percent for 30 years.  The loans were deobligated at 
the request of the city. 
 
MARION – The city of Marion received a $1,710,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 20 years to replace lines 
within the wastewater collection system.  The city’s second loan to replace water meters throughout the 
community was in the amount of $522,000 at 2 percent for 10 years and included $99,000 of principal 
forgiveness.  Marion received its third loan for $420,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to make 
improvements to the sanitary and storm sewer systems. 
 
MARTIN – Martin was awarded its first Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $237,250 at 3.25 percent 
for 20 years to fund the rehabilitation of the city’s north stabilization ponds. 
 
McCOOK LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT – McCook Lake Sanitary District received a Clean Water 
SRF loan for $641,935 at 5 percent for 20 years to partially fund the upgrade and expansion of the 
wastewater treatment facility. 
 
McLAUGHLIN – McLaughlin received its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace or repair of much of the 
collection system and for the repair of riprap at the treatment facility.  The loan was for $1,145,675 at 3.25 
percent for 30 years and included $150,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
MELLETTE – Mellette received its first Clean Water SRF loan to upgrade a lift station and controls and 
construct a new force main from the lift station to the wastewater ponds.  The loan amount is $286,000 at 
2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
MENNO – The city of Menno was awarded a $240,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 3 percent for 20 years to 
replace collection lines in conjunction with the reconstruction of US Highway 18.  A second loan, 
$1,230,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, will finance replacing or relining the majority of the sanitary sewer 
collection system. 
 
MILBANK – The city of Milbank received two Clean Water SRF loans to complete phase II improvements 
to its wastewater treatment facility.  A loan for $3,515,000 with $2,257,500 of principal forgiveness through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 was used for improvements to the primary clarifier, 
intermediate pumping facilities, final clarifiers and other appurtenances necessary to complete the project.  
The loan carries an interest rate of 3.0 percent for 20 years.  A loan for $1,000,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 
years was used to reclaim abandoned sludge storage ponds. 
 
MILLER – Miller received two loans to make improvements to its sanitary and storm water collection 
systems.  The loans are in the amounts of $3,541,000 and $1,958,000 and are for the sanitary and storm 
water improvements, respectively.  Both loans are at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The loans were subsequently 
deobligated in full at the city’s request.  Miller was awarded a third loan in the amount of $1,875,000, at 
2.5 percent for 30 years, to make additional improvements to the sanitary and storm sewer infrastructure. 
Miller received its fourth loan in the amount of $1,900,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years to complete the 
improvements to the sanitary and storm sewer systems.   
 
MINA LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT – Mina Lake Sanitary District received a loan to construct an 
artificial wetland and make other improvements at the wastewater treatment facility and replace pumps in 
a lift station.  The loan was in the amount of $559,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
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MITCHELL – The city of Mitchell received its first loan for $1,543,405 at 4.5 percent for 10 years to 
partially fund the construction of a storm drain diversion project.  Mitchell’s second loan, of $1,320,000 at 
3.5 percent for 20 years, funded the water quality components of a regional landfill that serves Mitchell as 
well as several surrounding counties and their communities.  The city’s third SRF loan funded the 
replacement of the Foster Street lift station and associated force main and provided funding for shoreline 
stabilization and restoration on Lake Mitchell.  The loan was in the amount of $1,682,747 with an interest 
rate of 2.0 percent for 20 years.  Mitchell was awarded its fourth loan in the amount of $800,000 at 3 percent 
for 20 years to replace the Norway Avenue lift station.  Mitchell’s fifth loan in the amount of $8,612,750 
upgraded the storm water and sanitary sewer systems on Sanborn Boulevard between 1st and 15th Avenues. 
Mitchell’s sixth loan in the amount of $3,931,000 upgraded storm water and sanitary sewer infrastructure 
along various street segments located within the city’s east central drainage basin. Both these loans are at 
1.25 percent for 20 years and included a nonpoint source component to install nonpoint source best 
management practices in the Firesteel Creek watershed.  Mitchell received its seventh loan to continue the 
upgrade of storm water and sanitary sewer infrastructure located within the city’s east central drainage basin 
and install nonpoint source best management practices in the Firesteel Creek watershed.  The loan amount 
is $1,311,700 at 1.25 percent for 20 years.  The city was awarded an eighth loan in the amount of $1,663,000 
at 1.375% for 30 years. The loan is to replace the Daily Drive lift station and includes a nonpoint source 
component. 
 
MOBRIDGE – The city of Mobridge received two Clean Water SRF loans to partially fund the upgrade 
and expansion of the wastewater treatment facility.  The first loan totaled $1,500,000 at 3 percent for 20 
years, while the second loan of $158,000 was at a rate of 4 percent for 15 years. The city received its third 
loan in the amount of $1,355,000 at 4.5 percent interest for 10 years to install storm sewers in the northwest 
section of town.  Mobridge was awarded its fourth loan in the amount of $764,000 at 3 percent for 30 years 
to better manage storm water in the area of Second Avenue West and Railway Street Southwest.  The city’s 
fifth loan is to make improvements at the wastewater treatment facility by constructing a new primary 
clarifier, bio-filter pump station, ultraviolet disinfection system and disinfection basin drain and 
rehabilitating the existing primary clarifier.  The loan amount is $1,475,000 at 3 percent for 20 years. 
 
MONTROSE – Montrose’s first loan in the amount of $142,621 at 2.5 percent for 10 years was to fund 
wastewater collection and treatment improvements.  Due to changes in the project scope, this loan was not 
sufficient to fund the needed improvements.  The city received a second SRF loan for $804,000 at 3.25 
percent for 30 years to upgrade the wastewater treatment facility.  This loan included $160,400 of principal 
forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Montrose’s third loan to make 
improvements to its storm water system was in the amount of $545,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and 
included $100,000 of principal forgiveness.  This loan was rescinded by the board at the city’s request.  The 
city’s fourth loan involved several improvements to the wastewater system to include flood-proofing a lift 
station and installing a standby generator and replacing the pumps.  The project also placed riprap along 
the Vermillion River to prevent erosion of the wastewater treatment system and replaced or relined clay 
pipe to reduce infiltration into the collection system.  The loan amount was $1,008,000 at 2.125 percent for 
30 years and included $200,000 of principal forgiveness.  The loan was later reduced to $363,200 with no 
principal forgiveness due to the city’s receipt of Economic Development Administration grant funding after 
the initial award. 
 
MOUNT VERNON – The city of Mount Vernon replaced or relined all existing clay sanitary sewer lines 
and rehabilitating or replacing manholes along these lines.  The city also upgraded the existing wastewater 
treatment facility by constructing two new treatment ponds near the existing pond and converting the 
existing pond into an artificial wetland.  The project was funded with a $2,300,000 loan at 3.25 percent for 
30 years that included $1,050,000 of principal forgiveness. 
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NISLAND – Nisland received its first loan in the amount of $204,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to 
upgrade its wastewater treatment system to a three-cell stabilization pond system. 
 
NORTH SIOUX CITY – North Sioux City received a Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $239,650 
at a rate of 3 percent for 10 years to construct storm sewer and drainage improvements in the community.  
The city received its second Clean Water SRF loan, $646,000 at 5 percent interest for 15 years, to expand 
the storm sewer system in a rapidly developing area. 
 
NORTHDALE SANITARY DISTRICT – The Northdale Sanitary District used a $256,380, 5 percent, 
20-year loan to construct a new gravity sewer, lift station and force main.  The new system connected the 
sanitary district to Rapid City’s wastewater system. 
 
NORTHVILLE – Northville was awarded its first SRF loan for the construction of a lift station and force 
main so the existing total retention wastewater treatment facility can discharge treated effluent.  The loan 
is for $238,300 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
ONIDA – Onida received a $2,400,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 2.5 percent for 30 years to replace clay sewer 
lines and services lines in various part of the city, as well as replacing the existing submersible lift station 
with a wet well/dry well lift station.  Onida received its second loan in the amount of $1,426,000 at 2.75 
percent for 30 years to complete the replacement of the sanitary sewer system.   
 
PARKER – Parker’s first loan of $824,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years funded improvements to the city’s 
wastewater collection system.  The city’s second loan, $620,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded the 
second phase of the improvements to the wastewater collection system.  Parker was awarded a third loan 
in the amount of $700,900 to continue replacing its wastewater collection system.  This loan is at 3.25 
percent for 30 years and included $475,450 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Parker was awarded its fourth loan in the amount of $295,000 at 3 percent for 
20 years to replace the North lift station.  The city was awarded a fifth loan in the amount of $731,000, at 
2.5 percent for 30 years, to continue with additional replacement of its wastewater collection system. 
 
PARKSTON – The city of Parkston received its first Clean Water SRF loan to address deficiencies within 
the wastewater collection system.  The loan was for $650,000 with a 3.25 percent interest rate and a 20-
year term.  
 
PHILIP – Philip financed the construction of sanitary and storm sewer improvements with its first loan for 
$453,885 at 5 percent interest for 15 years.  The city received a second, $321,127 Clean Water SRF loan 
for a term of 20 years at 5.25 percent to finance the construction of sanitary sewer, storm sewer, concrete 
curb and gutter, and replacement of force main. Philip’s third SRF loan, in the amount of $347,040 at 3.25 
percent for 15 years, funded wastewater and storm sewer utility improvements in the downtown area of the 
city.  The city’s fourth and fifth loans involved making improvements to the sanitary and storm sewer along 
Wood and Waldren Avenues.  The loan for the storm sewer was in the amount of $1,073,300, and the loan 
for sanitary sewer was in the amount of $750,000.  Both loans were 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The city’s 
sixth and seventh loans involved making improvements to the sanitary and storm sewer in the southwest 
portion of the city.  The loan for the storm sewer was in the amount of $536,000, and the loan for sanitary 
sewer was in the amount of $605,000.  Both loans were at 2.5 percent for 30 years. 
 
PICKEREL LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT – The Pickerel Lake Sanitary District received an $850,000 
Clean Water SRF loan, at 5 percent for 15 years, to finance the phase I construction of a new wastewater 
treatment facility and a sanitary sewer collection system.  The district received a second loan of $670,000 
at 5.25 percent for 20 years to complete phase II of the collection system construction.  
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PIERPONT –Pierpont received its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace old and non-functioning water 
meters throughout town with a new electronic read water meter system.  The loan was for $132,000 at 2.25 
percent for 10 years and included $118,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
PIERRE – The city of Pierre has received five Clean Water SRF loans for various projects.  Its first loan, 
in the amount of $433,976 at 4 percent for 15 years, financed the construction of an interceptor line near 
the airport and the addition of comminutors at the treatment plant as well as improvements to the sludge 
handling facilities at the treatment plant.  The city’s second loan, for $4,417,000 at 5.25 percent for 20 
years, financed phase I improvements to the wastewater treatment facility.  Pierre received a third loan in 
the amount of $5,391,260 at 5 percent for 20 years to improve the wastewater treatment facility (phase II). 
Its fourth loan, $1,378,404 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, funded the water quality components of a new 
regional landfill.  Pierre’s fifth loan was for $976,953 at 3.25 percent for 20 years for the stabilization of 
slide areas and drainage improvements at an old, pre-Subtitle D landfill.  The city’s sixth loan, in the amount 
of $817,600 at 2.25 percent for 10 years financed construction of an additional cell at the Pierre Regional 
Landfill.  Pierre was awarded its seventh loan to make several improvements to the wastewater treatment 
facility.  The improvements involve rehabilitation of the grit removal system and primary clarifier, 
replacing an air delivery line serving an air lift station and replacing the chlorine-based disinfection process 
with an ultraviolet disinfection system.  The loan amount was $3,821,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The 
city’s eighth loan in the amount of $1,450,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years is to extend sewer lines to an 
undeveloped area in the northeast part of Pierre.  The city received its ninth loan, $15,310,000 at 2.00 
percent for 20 years, to construct Phase I of a two-phase wastewater treatment facility improvement project. 
The work includes a new submersible lift station, influent pumping and solids-screening upgrades, 
modifications to the digester and solids handling processes, replacement of the outfall line pipe, and 
upgrades to the primary and secondary treatment processes. 
 
PLANKINTON – Plankinton received its first Clean Water SRF loan to replace the main interceptor 
leading to the wastewater treatment facility, replace or reline approximately 8,000 feet of sanitary sewer 
lines, and replace 40 manholes.  The loan was for $1,005,744 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included 
$150,000 of principal forgiveness.  The city was awarded its second loan in the amount of $240,000 at 2 
percent for 10 years to replace water meters throughout the city. 
 
PLATTE – The city of Platte received a $1,000,000 loan at 5 percent for 20 years to renovate its sanitary 
sewer system.  The city was awarded its second loan in the amount of $2,300,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years 
for additional rehabilitation of its sanitary sewer system. 
 
POLLOCK – Pollock received a $151,619 Clean Water SRF loan at 3 percent for 10 years to cover costs 
that exceeded the available EPA grant funding used to upgrade the wastewater treatment facility. 
 
POWDER HOUSE PASS CID – The Powder House Pass Community Improvement District received a 
loan to construct sanitary sewer lines in a proposed development and a wastewater treatment facility to 
serve the development.  The loan is for $2,575,218 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  As a result of increased 
project costs, Powder House Pass CID was awarded a second loan for $2,060,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 
years. 
 
PRAIRIE MEADOWS SANITARY DISTRICT – Prairie Meadows first SRF loan was used to partially 
fund a project to replace or rehabilitate the district’s wastewater collection system.  The $788,000 loan, at 
3.25 percent for 20 years, included $200,000 of principal forgiveness.  This loan was rescinded and second 
loan issued for the project in the amount of $588,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  This loan was deobligated 
at the city’s request. 
 



 
 

73 
 
 

PRESHO – The city of Presho received its first Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $4,048,000 at 2.5 
percent for 30 years to replace the city’s wastewater collection system. 
 
RAPID CITY – Rapid City has received five Clean Water SRF loans which have been used for 
construction activities at the wastewater treatment facility, rehabilitation and extension of the sanitary sewer 
system, construction of stormwater facilities and mitigation of approximately four acres of wetlands at the 
city’s Material Recovery Facility (MRF).  The first four loans totaled $5,536,028, all at a rate of 4 percent 
for 15 years.  The fifth loan, at a rate of 4.5 percent for 20 years for $14,000,000, was used to upgrade the 
wastewater treatment plant as well as to construct a facility to co-compost wastewater treatment plant 
biosolids with municipal solid wastes.  Rapid City’s sixth loan was used for replacing or upgrading various 
components within the water reclamation facility.  The loan amount was $5,000,000 and was at 3 percent 
for 20 years. 
 
RAPID VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT – The Rapid Valley Sanitary District has received three Clean 
Water SRF loans totaling $1,600,583.  The first two loans, totaling $978,583, were used for rehabilitation 
and extension of the existing sanitary sewer system and carried terms of 3 percent for 20 years and 4 percent 
for 15 years.  The sanitary district continued to rehabilitate the sanitary sewer system with a third loan of 
$630,000 at 5.25 percent for 20 years. 
 
RAYMOND – Raymond received a $745,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness for the 
rehabilitation of the wastewater collection system.  The town received its second loan for $951,225 with 
100 percent principal forgiveness to replace a lift station and install an emergency generator for the lift 
station.  The loan was also used to rehabilitate the wastewater treatment facility by installing a synthetic 
liner in the primary cell and converting the second cell into an artificial wetland. 
 
REDFIELD – Redfield’s first loan, $333,788 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, was to fund wastewater and 
storm water utility improvements on South Main Street and Sixth Avenue.  This loan was subsequently 
deobligated in full at the city’s request.  The city was awarded its second loan to install sanitary and storm 
sewer lines in the Shar-Wynn Estates subdivision.  This loan was in the amount of $884,000 at 3.25 percent 
for 30 years. 
 
RENNER SANITARY DISTRICT – The Renner Sanitary District received its first Clean Water SRF 
loan to make improvements to its sanitary and stormwater sewer systems to reduce the amount of 
groundwater entering the sanitary sewer collection system.  The loan amount was $1,147,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years. 
 
RICHMOND LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT – The Richmond Lake Sanitary District received a 
$414,000 Clean Water SRF loan at an interest rate of 5.25 percent for 20 years, which was used to partially 
finance the construction of a new sanitary sewer system and stabilization pond system for residences around 
Richmond Lake.  The district received a second loan of $191,500 at 5.25 percent for 20 years to complete 
phase II of the collection system construction.  The district’s third and fourth loans were awarded for the 
rehabilitation of lift stations and the wastewater treatment facility.  The loans were for $193,600 at 3 percent 
for 20 years and $339,800 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
ROSCOE – The city of Roscoe received a Clean Water SRF loan for $358,408 at 5.25 percent for 20 years 
to expand its wastewater treatment facility, rehabilitate an interceptor sewer and construct a new collection 
sewer.  The city’s second loan, $1,600,000 at 2.75 percent for 30 years, was for a project to rehabilitate the 
majority of the wastewater collection system.  Roscoe’s third loan - $220,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years 
– was needed to address a funding shortfall on the wastewater collection rehabilitation project. 
 



 
 

74 
 
 

SAINT LAWRENCE – Saint Lawrence received its first Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $193,000 
at 3.25 percent for 30 years to finance berm rehabilitation at the wastewater treatment facility.  The second 
loan, $396,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years, was to replace the majority of the town’s wastewater collection 
system and rehabilitate a lift station. 
 
SALEM – Salem’s first Clean Water SRF loan, in the amount of $592,307 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, 
funded wastewater collection improvements in conjunction with a South Dakota DOT project.  The city’s 
second loan, $387,960 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded wastewater and storm water utility 
improvements.  Salem was awarded its third loan in the amount of $2,556,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years 
for rehabilitation of a portion of its sanitary sewer system.  The city’s fourth loan was to replace 
approximately three blocks of sanitary sewer line main and install approximately four blocks of new storm 
sewer.  The loan was for $1,128,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years.  Salem’s fifth loan, $847,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years, funded replacing a rock archway with reinforced concrete pipe and replacing 
undersized pipe in the storm sewer system. 
 
SCOTLAND – Scotland first Clean Water SRF loan funded the wastewater component of its Main Street 
reconstruction project with a $250,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  The city’s second loan was used to 
expand the storm sewer system, replace the sanitary sewer along Washington Street and extend the sanitary 
sewer to an area without sewer service.  The loan was for $945,930 at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
SELBY – Selby received a $700,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan partially funded the replacement of the city’s 
wastewater collection system. 
 
SINAI – Sinai received its first loan to construct a total retention pond wastewater treatment facility to 
replace the existing mechanical wastewater facility, replace the main lift station, and install force main to 
the new wastewater treatment facility.  The loan was for $500,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included 
$100,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
SIOUX FALLS – The city of Sioux Falls has received 43 Clean Water SRF loans for a variety of projects.  
These projects include the construction of new interceptor lines and lift stations, rehabilitation of the 
sanitary sewers and lift stations, purchase of sludge handling equipment and improvements, 
infiltration/inflow correction, improvement of storm water drainage, flow equalization basin construction, 
and other wastewater system improvements. The first loan was at 3 percent for 20 years.  Loans 2 through 
10 were at 3 percent for 10 years, loans 11 through 14 were at 4.5 percent for 10 years, and the 15th loan 
was at 3.5 percent for 10 years.  The City’s 16th and 17th loans, for $2,479,500 and $932,000, were both at 
3.5 percent for ten years, funded wastewater facilities improvements and identified and implemented best 
management practices within the city.  Loans 18 (for $3,951,000) and 19 (for $801,000) were at 2.5 percent 
for ten years and funded improvements to the wastewater system and retrofitted storm water detention 
ponds, respectively.  The city’s 20th loan, in the amount of $25,949,349 at 1.5 percent for 10 years, funded 
storm sewer improvements and nonpoint source best management practices, and the 21st loan provided for 
construction of the East Side Sanitary Sewer System and nonpoint source best management practices.  This 
loan was for $37,377,418 at 2.25 percent for 20 years.  Both 2005 loans were structured with a portion of 
the funding in a Series B bond that was approved contingent upon sufficient Clean Water SRF funding 
being available in FFY 2006 to fund the balance.  The Series B amounts were $8,700,000 and $21,608,000 
for the Storm Drainage (20) and East Side Sanitary Sewer (21) projects, respectively.  The city’s 22nd loan, 
$10,550,000 at 2.5 percent for 10 years, also funded the Storm Drainage project, and its 23rd loan, for 
$10,323,000 at 2.5 percent for 10 years, was approved for the Basin 13 Trunk sewer and other utility system 
improvements.  The city’s 24th loan, $500,000 at 2.5 percent for 7 years, was used to close side slopes of 
the unlined active area and construct an alternative cap on the active area side slopes at the city-owned 
regional landfill.  In 2008, Sioux Falls received three additional Clean Water SRF loans.  The city’s 25th, 
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26th, and 27th loans were for $5,657,000, $3,744,000 and $2,621,000, respectively, and each was at 2.5 
percent for 10 years. The loans were awarded for sanitary trunk and collection system sewer construction 
within the Basin 13 area, along with two odor control structures (loan 25); replacement of a portion of the 
Central Main Interceptor (loan 26); and reconstructing storm sewer and retrofitting eight existing detention 
ponds (loan 27).  Sioux Falls’ 28th loan in the amount of $1,803,000 funded the addition of a third 
engine/generator in the Energy Recovery Unit at the Water Reclamation Facility.  The city’s 29th loan 
involved the lining of sanitary sewer lines at numerous locations in the city and the construction of the 
Basin 13 Sanitary Trunk Sewer Section 2, Phase 1 project and was in the amount of $2,540,000.  The city’s 
30th loan of $1,970,000 was to expand the gas collection capabilities at the regional landfill.  The 31st loan 
was for the continuation of the Central Main Interceptor project.  Loans 28, 29, 30, and 31 each had an 
interest rate of 2.25 percent, a 10-year term and included 10 percent principal forgiveness through the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city’s 32nd loan in the amount of $24,589,400 was 
also for the continuation of the Central Main Interceptor project and other sewer line rehabilitation work.  
The city’s 33rd loan of $14,711,614 was used for Phase 1 of the Sioux River South Interceptor Project which 
replaced 42- and 36-inch sewer lines with 54-inch sanitary sewer lines in the southeast part of the city.  
Loans 32 and 33 had a 1.25 percent interest rate and a term of 10 years, and each loan also included a 
nonpoint component to conduct water quality studies and continue with bank stabilization activities along 
Skunk Creek and the Big Sioux River.  The 34th loan awarded to Sioux Falls was used for the construction 
of phase 2 of the Sioux River South Interceptor Project and was in the amount of $12,464,000 at 2.5 percent 
for 10 years.  The city’s 35th loan for $11,979,457 was for the construction of a second force main parallel 
to the existing force main from the Brandon Road Pump Station to the Water Reclamation Facility.  The 
city’s 36th loan for $24,800,000 was for the replacement of the existing 66-inch outfall line from the 
equalization basin to the Brandon Road Pump Station.  Sioux Falls received it 37th loan to extend sewer 
service to an industrial park located North of I-90 and west of I-29.  Loans 35, 36, and 37 had a 1.25 percent 
interest rate and a term of 10 years.  The 38th loan awarded to the city, $11,559,125 at 1 percent for 10 
years, replaced the mixing systems and floating covers on primary digesters.  The city was awarded its 39th 
loan for storm sewer improvements in the drainage basic bounded by Interstate 29 to Marion Road and 41st 
Street to 47th Street. The loan was in the amount of $8,829,000 at 1 percent for 10 years.  Sioux Falls 
received its 40th loan in the amount of $26,808,800 at 1.5 percent for 20 years to replace the Main Pump 
Station.  The 41st loan awarded to Sioux Falls was for $41,625,000 at 2.50 percent for 20 years to make 
major modifications to all process elements at the water reclamation facility.  The city received its 42nd loan 
in the amount of $9,457,000 at 1.00 percent for 10 years to make stormwater improvements in three 
drainage basins in the southwest portion of the city. Loans 35-40 and 42 also included a nonpoint source 
component to install nonpoint source best management practices in the Big Sioux River watershed.  The 
city’s 43rd loan is the second loan for the expansion of the Water Reclamation Facility. The loan was 
awarded for $18,500,000 at 2 percent for 20 years. 
 
SOUTHERN MISSOURI WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT – The Southern Missouri Waste 
Management District received a $700,000 Clean Water SRF loan at 5 percent for 20 years for the 
construction of a regional landfill near Lake Andes.    The second loan awarded to the Southern Missouri 
Waste Management District assisted in the construction of a third cell at the regional landfill.  The loan was 
for $242,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years. 
 
SPEARFISH – The city of Spearfish used a $1,956,000 Clean Water SRF loan for 15 years at 4 percent to 
fund the expansion of the wastewater treatment facility.  The city’s second loan increased capacity of the 
wastewater treatment facility and provided additional treatment components to meet the discharge permit 
limit for residual chlorine.  The loan was for $5,900,000 with an interest rate of 3.25 percent and a term of 
20 years. 
 
SPENCER – The town of Spencer was awarded a loan to replace sanitary sewer lines throughout the town.  
This loan was for $230,156 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included $100,000 of principal forgiveness. 



 
 

76 
 
 

SPRINGFIELD – Springfield’s first Clean Water SRF loan to make improvements to its sanitary sewer 
and storm sewer infrastructure, rehabilitate the main sewage lift station and replace the southwest lift 
station.  The loan is in the amount of $1,950,000 at 2.75 percent for 30 years. 
 
STURGIS – The city of Sturgis has received four loans totaling $3,975,630.  The first two loans, totaling 
$1,438,250 at 5 percent for 20 years, financed the construction of three sewer interceptor lines, a sewer 
collection line, and wastewater treatment facility upgrades.  The city’s third loan, $437,380 at 5.25 percent 
for 20 years, financed the repair of damage to and replacement of riprap in the second and third cells of the 
wastewater treatment facility as well as engineering planning studies.  The city’s fourth loan for $2,100,000, 
at 5 percent interest for 20 years, expanded the city’s treated effluent irrigation system.  Sturgis was awarded 
its fifth loan to install sanitary sewer service to the 90 homes of the Murray Addition and connecting them 
to city sanitary sewer service.  The $516,900 loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $218,283 of 
principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city’s sixth loan 
was awarded to replace the existing stabilization ponds and irrigation treatment system with a membrane 
bio-reactor treatment system, line 31,500 feet of clay pipe, and upsize the influent line to the treatment 
facility.  The $16,247,000 loan at 2.5 percent for 30 years includes $1,600,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
SUMMERSET – The city of Summerset’s first loan, in the amount of $225,000 at 3 percent for 20 years, 
was to construct reed drying beds for sludge treatment.  The loan amount was later amended to $300,000.  
The city will use its second loan, $1,769,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years, to construct a filter equalization 
basin, effluent filter, and a building to enclose exposed treatment processes. 
 
SUMMIT – The city of Summit received a $100,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to upgrade the city’s wastewater 
treatment system. 
 
TABOR – Tabor was awarded its first loan in the amount of $2,248,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to 
replace most of the wastewater collection system throughout the town and rehabilitate a lift station. 
 
TEA – The city of Tea has received ten loans for a variety of projects.  Its first two loans of $600,000 each 
at 4 percent for 15 years funded the construction of a storm drainage system. The third loan of $208,813, at 
5.25 percent for 20 years, funded the construction of a sanitary sewer and lift station.  The city received a 
fourth loan of $375,000 at 5 percent for 15 years to reconfigure the existing lagoon system and construct a 
new primary cell and two secondary cells. Tea’s fifth loan of $495,490 at 3.5 percent for 20 years expanded 
the city’s wastewater treatment capability by adding an aerated lagoon.  The sixth loan funded the 
construction of a new lift station at the wastewater treatment facility and installation of about 1,200 feet of 
sanitary sewer trunk line, force main and appurtenances.  This loan was for $858,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 
years.  The city’s seventh loan for $875,000 involved the construction of a 24-inch sanitary sewer trunk 
line along Highway 111 to serve the northern part of the city.  This loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and 
included $87,500 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  
The principal forgiveness component of the loan was forfeited due to failure to meet the milestone date for 
submitting plans and specifications, and the loan amount was reduced to $845,000.  Tea received its eighth 
loan to pay system development charges to buy into the Sioux Falls regional wastewater system and for 
engineering costs associated with the design of a pumping station and force main for the connection to the 
Sioux Falls collection system.  The loan amount was $4,431,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years.  The city’s 
ninth loan was for the construction of the pumping station and force main to convey its wastewater into the 
Sioux falls collection system.  The loan amount was $8,394,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years.  Tea was 
awarded it’s tenth loan in the amount of $1,402,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to extend sanitary sewer 
service on 272nd Street. 
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TURTON – Turton was awarded its first loan in the amount of $262,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to 
make improvements at the wastewater treatment facility, replace the lift station, purchase a stand-by 
generator, and clean and televise the entire wastewater collection system. 
 
TYNDALL – The city of Tyndall’s first loan, in the amount of $795,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, 
funded the South Main Street and 14th Avenue Sanitary Sewer Project.  The city’s second loan, $374,000 
at 2.25 percent for 20 years, was for the replacement of three blocks of sanitary sewer on Maple Street. 
 
VALLEY SPRINGS – The city of Valley Springs received a $430,000 loan for 20 years at 5.25 percent 
interest to fund the expansion and upgrade of the existing wastewater treatment facility. The city’s second 
loan, in the amount of $350,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded sanitary sewer replacement.  Valley 
Springs received its third loan in the amount of $1,779,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to rehabilitate 
portions of the sanitary and storm sewer systems. 
 
VEBLEN – Veblen received its first Clean Water SRF loan for rehabilitation of its wastewater collection 
system, construction of an all-weather access road at the wastewater treatment facility, and installation of 
rip-rap on the pond berms.  The loan is for $1,387,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years.  This loan was deobligated 
at the city’s request. 
 
VERMILLION – Vermillion’s first loan, $125,000 at 3 percent for 20 years, was used to reconstruct a 
sanitary sewer interceptor. The second loan, $500,000 at 4 percent for 15 years, funded the construction of 
approximately 6,200 feet of storm sewer pipe and associated appurtenances in three areas of the city.  The 
third loan, a nonpoint source loan of $480,000 at 4.5 percent for 10 years, financed the construction of a 
second trench at the city’s landfill and to purchase a scraper.  The city’s fourth SRF loan, $456,000 at 3.5 
percent for 20 years, funded wastewater collection facilities in the northwest area of the city.  Vermillion’s 
fifth and sixth loans, in the amount of $3,548,351 and $4,851,000, respectively, financed two phases of 
wastewater treatment plant improvements to update mechanical process equipment, controls and 
instrumentation, to replace the main lift station, and to construct an additional force main between the new 
lift station and the treatment facility.  Both are 20-year loans with an interest rate of 3.25 percent.  The 
city’s seventh loan for $499,000 involved lining approximately 11,600 feet of sanitary sewer lines in various 
locations throughout the city using cured-in-place pipe.  This loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and 
included $249,500 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  
The eighth loan awarded to Vermillion - $1,639,000 at 3 percent for 10 years – assisted in the construction 
of the fifth disposal cell at the regional landfill.  The city’s ninth loan was used to replace the Prentis Street 
lift station as well as manholes and gravity sewer in the area that has inadequate capacity due to growth in 
the area.  The loan amount was $812,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  Vermillion’s tenth loan in the amount 
of $1,966,000 at 1.875 percent for 10 years was for construction of the sixth and seventh disposal cells at 
the regional landfill.  The city was awarded its eleventh loan to install storm sewer along Highway 50.  This 
loan was for $500,000 at 2.0 percent for 20 years. 
 
VIBORG – Viborg received its first Clean Water SRF loan for $238,300 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to 
replace a portion of its sewer lines in conjunction with a road reconstruction project.  The city’s second 
loan in the amount of $105,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years will also be used to replace sewer lines.  Viborg 
received its third loan in the amount of $1,771,000 at 2.50 percent for 30 years to rehabilitate portions of 
the sanitary and storm sewer systems. 
 
VOLGA – The city of Volga was awarded its first Clean Water SRF loan, $2,819,000 at 2.25 percent for 
20 years, to implement the first phase of a two-phase project to make improvements to its wastewater 
treatment process. This involves improvements to the existing blower building to include installing new 
blowers, a new pretreatment building to house a mechanical bar screen system with a washer, compactor, 
and screenings conveyor, and the installation of an ultra-violet disinfection system.  Volga received its 
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second loan in the amount of $2,405,000 at 2.00 percent for 20 years to rehabilitate portions of the 
wastewater collection system. 
 
WAGNER –Wagner received its first SRF loan, in an amount of $150,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, to 
replace wastewater utilities along North Park St. and North Street and extend sanitary sewer to unsewered 
residences at Lake Wagner.  Wagner was awarded its second loan to replace sewer line on South Park 
Street.  The $500,000 loan was at 3.25 percent for 30 years and included $50,000 of principal forgiveness 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was rescinded at the city’s 
request. 
 
WAKONDA – Wakonda received its first SRF loan to replace the existing lift station and construct a new 
forcemain parallel to the existing forcemain.  The project also involves conducting a video inspection of 
the town’s wastewater collection system to determine the condition of the collection lines.  The $529,000 
loan, at 3.00 percent for 20 years, included $195,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
WALL – The city of Wall received a Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of $1,146,000 at 5 percent for 
20 years for its municipal wastewater improvement project.  The project consisted of the construction of a 
seven-mile transfer line to new total retention ponds. 
 
WALL LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT – The district received its first Clean Water SRF loan for 
$200,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund an extension of sewer main to residents without service.  This 
included the installation of lift stations and small diameter force main.  The second loan awarded to the 
Wall Lake Sanitary District was in the amount of $135,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The loan will 
partially fund a project involving relining the existing stabilization cells and converting the two wetland 
cells to a third stabilization pond. 
 
WARNER – The town of Warner used a $101,152 Clean Water SRF loan at 4.5 percent for 10 years to 
construct a storm sewer collection and disposal system to improve storm drainage within the community.  
Warner’s second loan was used to replace lift station pumps and expand the existing wastewater treatment 
pond system by adding an additional cell.  This loan was for $1,826,760 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and 
included $1,058,760 of principal forgiveness. 
 
WATERTOWN – The city of Watertown has received thirteen Clean Water SRF loans for various 
projects.  The first two loans, both at 4 percent for 15 years, financed the upgrade and expansion of the 
city’s wastewater treatment facility.  The third and fourth loans, payable at 5.25 percent interest for 20 
years, were used to rehabilitate portions of the sanitary sewer collection system and for engineering costs 
associated with the final upgrade of the wastewater treatment facility.  The city’s fifth loan, $2,055,000 at 
3.5 percent for 20 years, funded replacement or rehabilitation of sanitary sewers throughout the city and lift 
stations serving the Lake Kampeska area.  Watertown’s sixth loan of $1,303,130 funded a storm water 
project in the southwest portion of the city and a nonpoint source portion for Best Management Practices 
(BMP)on the Big Sioux River, thus qualifying the city for a loan at 2.25 percent for 20 years.  The city 
received its seventh and eighth loans for a project to install sanitary and storm sewer on First Avenue North 
and continuation of the BMP project on the Big Sioux River.  Loan seven was for $928,375 at 2.25 percent 
for 20 years, of which $847,170 was for the sanitary sewer portion of the First Avenue North project and 
$81,205 for the BMP project.  Loan eight was for $671,624 at 2.25 percent for 20 years, of which $612,877 
is for the storm sewer portion of the First Avenue North project and $58,747 for the BMP project.  
Watertown’s ninth loan was in the amount of $16,446,000 and was used to construct a new head works 
facility, rehabilitate a lift station, and extend, replace and re-line sanitary sewer.  The city’s tenth loan for 
$3,330,000 funded several storm sewer projects throughout the city. Loans 9 and 10 each had an interest 
rate of 3 percent, a 20-year term and included 10 percent principal forgiveness through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  An eleventh loan in the amount of $815,000 was awarded for the 
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construction of a parking lot utilizing pervious pavement for storm water management.  This loan was at 3 
percent for 20 years and included $500,000 of percent principal forgiveness.  Watertown’s twelfth loan, 
$5,000,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years, was for the construction of a new administration building with 
garage storage at the wastewater treatment facility.  The city’s thirteenth loan in the amount of $2,500,000 
at 2.0 percent for 20 years was for the replacement of a primary clarifier. 
 
WATERTOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT – The Watertown School District was awarded a loan in the 
amount of $503,635 with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to construct a parking lot utilizing pervious pavement and other 
green infrastructure features for storm water management.  The loan was reduced to $424,843 due to 
insufficient costs being under contract by February 17, 2010. 
 
WAUBAY – The city of Waubay received a 20-year, 5 percent Clean Water SRF loan in the amount of 
$81,454 to construct a wastewater collection system within the city limits on the south shore of Blue Dog 
Lake, an area previously served by septic tanks.  Waubay’s second loan will finance improvements to Lift 
Station 5, construction of a force main, and pipe lining on portions of the wastewater collection system.  
The second loan was in the amount of $149,200 at 3.25 percent for 20 years.  The city’s third loan is for 
the construction of additional ponds and wetlands at the existing treatment facility to create a total retention 
wastewater system.  The loan amount is $1,470,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years and includes $500,000 of 
principal forgiveness.  Waubay received its fourth loan to address erosion that is occurring on outside of 
the primary cell of the wastewater treatment facility due to the increasing water level of Bitter Lake.  The 
loan was for $1,365,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years and included $545,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
WEBSTER – The city of Webster used a 10-year, 4.5 percent Clean Water SRF loan for $345,394 to 
reconstruct a sanitary sewer line on Main Street.  The city received a second loan in the amount of $811,000 
at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund the replacement of about 7,400 feet of sewer main, 136 service 
connections, and approximately 3,400 feet of storm sewer lines.  The city’s third loan was in the amount of 
$500,000 with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009.  The loan was to upgrade the city’s discharging wastewater treatment facility to a total retention 
artificial wetland system.  Webster’s fourth loan, $1,184,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years, funded the 
replacement of sanitary sewer lines. 
 
WESSINGTON SPRINGS – Wessington Springs received its first loan in an amount of $393,000 at 3 
percent for 20 years to replace three blocks of vitrified clay pipe sanitary sewer lines with PVC lines on 
Main Street. 
 
WESTON HEIGHTS SANITARY DISTRICT – Weston Heights secured a loan for $638,300 at 3.25 
percent for 20 years to improve its wastewater treatment system. 
 
WESTPORT – Westport received a loan in the amount of $445,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years to replace 
a lift station and install approximately 2,800 feet of storm sewer lines.  This loan was deobligated at the 
city’s request. 
 
WHITE LAKE – White lake received its first Clean Water SRF loan, $371,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 
years, to replace sewer mains and install storm sewer on Main Street. 
 
WHITEWOOD – Whitewood has received two loans totaling $455,801.  The first loan was at 4 percent 
interest for 15 years while the second was at 5 percent for 20 years.  Whitewood constructed a new 
mechanical wastewater treatment facility in conjunction with the existing stabilization pond system and 
expanded the wastewater collection system. 
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WILLOW LAKE – Willow Lake’s first loan, in the amount of $100,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, funded 
improvements to the wastewater collection system. 
 
WINNER – The city of Winner’s first loan, in the amount of $925,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded 
improvement to the wastewater collection system.  A second loan in the amount of $400,000 at 3 percent 
for 20 years funded additional wastewater collection system improvements. 
 
WOLSEY – The city of Wolsey was awarded its first Clean Water SRF loan - $162,300 at 3.25 percent for 
20 years – to replace sanitary sewer mains under US Highway 14/281 in conjunction with a South Dakota 
Department of Transportation project.  The city’s second loan for $614,400 involves installing 
approximately 3,000 feet of storm sewer to separate combined sewer on Maple Avenue and install a lift 
station and sanitary sewer to provide sanitary sewer service to a new development in the south part of town.  
This loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $61,440 of principal forgiveness through the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Due to an increase in project costs and the inability to 
meet the time limitations imposed by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, this loan was 
rescinded.  A third loan in the amount of $901,560 at 3.0 for 20 years was awarded to Wolsey for the 
project.   
 
WORTHING – The town of Worthing received a $227,645 Clean Water SRF loan at 5.25 percent interest 
for 20 years that was used to expand and upgrade the existing stabilization pond treatment facility.  
Worthing’s second loan was to install a new sewer line along Cedar Street and to replace the lift station at 
the wastewater treatment facility and a sewer trunk line along Third Street.  The loan was for $580,000 at 
3.25 percent for 20 years.  Worthing received its third loan to make collection system improvements and 
install storm sewer and curb and gutter.  The loan amount was $459,832 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The city 
was awarded its fourth loan in the amount of $120,000 at 2 percent for 10 years to replace water meters 
throughout the city.  The loan included $90,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
YALE – The town of Yale received a Clean Water SRF loan to rehabilitate the collection system and add 
an additional cell to the wastewater treatment facility.  The loan was for $885,100 at 3.25 percent for 30 
years and included $606,110 of principal forgiveness.  Yale’s second loan in the amount of $84,000 at 3.25 
percent for 30 years was used to place rip rap on the berms of the wastewater treatment facility. 
 
YANKTON – The city of Yankton received three loans totaling $13,255,000.  All three loans were used 
to upgrade and expand the existing wastewater treatment facility.  The term of the first loan was 5.25 percent 
for 20 years.  The second loan utilized leveraged program bonds with a term of 6 percent for 20 years.  
Yankton’s third loan, in the amount of $6,130,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years, funded the third phase of the 
project.  Yankton’s fourth loan was used to construct a lift station and additional sewer line to eliminate 
two existing lift stations.  The loan amount is $3,330,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The city’s fifth loan, 
$4,500,000 at 2.0 percent for 20 years was to make numerous improvements to the wastewater treatment 
facility. 
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DRINKING WATER SRF OVERVIEW 
 
 The Drinking Water SRF program was federally authorized by the Safe Drinking Water 
Act Amendments of 1996, while the state authorized the loan program in 1994 in anticipation of 
federal action.  EPA provided the final guidance for the Drinking Water SRF program on February 
28, 1997.  The South Dakota Conservancy District, acting in its capacity as the Board of Water 
and Natural Resources, conducted a public hearing on April 15, 1997, to adopt formal 
administrative rules for the program.   
 
 Since 1997, South Dakota’s Drinking Water SRF Program has received federal 
capitalization grants totaling $216,087,698.  Because of the demand on the Drinking Water SRF 
program, the 2002 and 2003 Clean Water SRF Capitalization Grants and state match were 
transferred to the Drinking Water SRF program.  These grants amounted to $12,978,600, with the 
corresponding state match of $2,595,720 provided by administrative surcharge funds and not bond 
proceeds.  In 2009, the Drinking Water SRF program received $19,500,000 through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act. Table 8 shows capitalization grants, state match and leveraged 
funds for the Drinking Water SRF program. 
 

 
 

Table 8 
Drinking Water SRF Program – Source of Funds 

 
 
 

Federal  
Fiscal Year 

Federal 
Capitalization 
Grant Award  State Match Leveraged Funds Total 

1997  $12,558,800 $2,511,760  $15,070,560 
1998  $7,121,300 $1,424,260  $8,545,560 
1999  $7,463,800 $1,492,760  $8,956,560 
2000  $7,757,000 $1,551,400  $9,308,400 
2001  $7,789,100 $1,557,820  $9,346,920 
2002  $8,052,500 $1,610,500  $9,663,000 
2003  $8,004,100 $1,600,820  $9,604,920 
2004  $8,303,100 $1,660,620 $22,503,662 $32,467,382 
2005  $8,285,500 $1,657,100  $9,942,600 
2006  $8,229,300 $1,645,860 $7,000,414 $16,875,574 
2007 $8,229,000 $1,645,800  $9,874,800 
2008 $8,146,000 $1,629,200 $13,000,000 $22,775,200 
2009 $8,146,000 $1,629,200 $18,221,624 $27,996,824 

2009 – ARRA $19,500,000 $0  $19,500,000 
2010 $13,573,000 $2,714,600  $16,287,600 
2011 $9,418,000 $1,883,600  $11,301,600 
2012 $8,975,000 $1,795,000  $10,770,000 
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Federal  
Fiscal Year 

Federal 
Capitalization 
Grant Award  State Match Leveraged Funds Total 

2013 $8,729,198 $1,745,840  $10,475,038 
2014 $8,845,000 $1,769,000  $10,614,000 
2015 $8,787,000 $1,757,400 $7,000,000 $17,544,400 
2016 $8,312,000 $1,662,400  $9,974,400 
2017 $8,241,000 $1,648,200 $11,009,791 $20,898,991 
2018 $11,107,000 $2,221,400 $45,009,585 $58,337,985 
2019 $11,004,000 $2,200,800  $13,204,800 
2020 $11,011,000 $2,202,200  $13,213,200 

TOTAL $235,587,698 $43,217,540 $123,745,076 $402,550,314 
  

Through June 30, 2021, principal repayments from borrowers totaled $217,870,667.  Of 
this amount $117,542,196 has been re-loaned or obligated for active loans.  Principal repayments 
are also used for debt service on leveraged bonds.  Interest payments from borrowers totaled 
$57,639,737. These funds, coupled with investment earnings, have provided $53,737,339 in loans 
or obligations for active loans.  Interest payments are also used for debt service on State Match 
bonds. 
 
 As of June 30, 2021, the board has made 371 Drinking Water loan awards totaling 
$665,461,957.  The Drinking Water SRF loan portfolio begins on page 82 with a map showing the 
location of the borrowers.  Table 9, beginning on page 81, provides the loan amount, date, and 
terms.  Table 10, beginning on page 92, shows the projects awarded principal forgiveness.  More 
detailed project description narratives are provided by recipient beginning on page 96.   
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FIGURE 2
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Loans
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Table 9 
Drinking Water SRF Loan Loan Porfolio 

Active Loans through June 30, 2020 
 
 

Sponsor 

Binding 
Commitment 

Date Rate 
Term 

(Years) 

Original 
Binding 

Commitment 
Amount 

Final Award 
Amount 

Aberdeen (DW-02) 07/23/2009 2.25% 10 $1,750,000 $1,330,118 
Aberdeen (DW-03) 06/29/2012 3.00% 20 $1,040,000 $1,040,000 
Avon (DW-01) 03/29/2019 2.50% 20 $174,000 $174,000 
Baltic (DW-01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 20 $250,000 $250,000 
Baltic (DW-02) 06/25/2009 2.25% 10 $165,000 $163,446 
Baltic (DW-03) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $457,000 $420,922 
BDM Rural Water System (DW-01) 04/12/2002 3.50% 20 $536,000 $280,251 
Bear Butte Valley Water, Inc. (DW-01) 03/25/2021 1.875% 30 $2,058,000 $2,058,000 
Belle Fourche (DW-01) 01/05/2017 2.25% 20 $265,000 $265,000 
Beresford (DW-01) 03/30/2012 3.00% 30 $916,040 $916,040 
Beresford (DW-02) 03/28/2014 3.00% 30 $745,000 $698,784 
Big Sioux Community Water System (DW-02) 03/28/2014 3.00% 15 $900,000 $767,616 
Big Sioux Community Water System (DW-03) 03/27/2015 3.00% 20 $1,014,000 $1,002,209 
Black Hawk Water User District (DW-02) 01/03/2008 3.25% 20 $1,142,000 $1,066,674 
Black Hawk Water User District (DW-03) 06/27/2019 2.50% 20 $3,810,000 $3,810,000 
Blunt (DW-01) 01/03/2020 2.25% 20 $657,000 $657,000 
Bonesteel (DW-01) 03/28/2013 2.25% 30 $2,043,000 $1,939,847 
Box Elder (DW-01) 03/25/2011 3.00% 20 $3,562,950 $2,511,877 
Box Elder (DW-02) 06/27/2019 2.25% 20 $1,742,000 $1,742,000 
Brandon (DW-03) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $5,687,000 $5,687,000 
Bridgewater (DW-01) 06/23/2016 2.25% 30 $121,000 $121,000 
Bridgewater (DW-02) 03/27/2018 1.00% 10 $243,000 $210,363 
Bristol (DW-02) 03/28/2014 3.00% 30 $1,979,000 $1,785,113 
Brookings-Deuel Rural Water System (DW-01) 01/06/2005 3.25% 30 $1,200,000 $1,002,464 
Brookings-Deuel Rural Water System (DW-02) 06/23/2005 3.25% 30 $1,750,000 $1,750,000 
Brookings-Deuel Rural Water System (DW-03) 03/31/2016 2.25% 10 $250,000 $250,000 
Buffalo (DW-01) 03/27/2015 2.25% 30 $1,695,000 $1,695,000 
Burke (DW-01) 01/05/2006 2.50% 30 $115,600 $115,600 
Burke (DW-02) 06/25/2020 1.625% 30 $540,000 $540,000 
Butte-Meade Sanitary Water District (DW-01) 06/24/2011 2.25% 10 $396,700 $257,668 
Butte-Meade Sanitary Water District (DW-02) 06/28/2018 2.25% 20 $413,000 $402,687 
B-Y Water District (DW-02) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $4,700,000 $4,151,654 
Canistota (DW-01) 03/27/2009 3.00% 30 $426,460 $426,460 
Canistota (DW-02) 03/28/2014 3.00% 30 $1,095,000 $1,095,000 
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Sponsor 

Binding 
Commitment 

Date Rate 
Term 

(Years) 

Original 
Binding 

Commitment 
Amount 

Final Award 
Amount 

Canistota (DW-03) 06/23/2016 3.00% 30 $96,000 $96,000 
Canistota (DW-04) 06/24/2021 1.875% 30 $667,000 $667,000 
Canton (DW-01) 01/10/2003 3.50% 20 $500,000 $500,000 
Canton (DW-02) 03/27/2015 3.00% 30 $1,550,000 $1,550,000 
Canton (DW-03) 03/31/2016 3.00% 30 $760,000 $760,000 
Castlewood (DW-01) 03/25/2021 1.875% 30 $800,000 $800,000 
Centerville (DW-01) 03/25/2004 3.25% 30 $870,000 $870,000 
Chamberlain (DW-01) 03/27/2008 3.25% 20 $276,500 $276,500 
Chamberlain (DW-02) 08/26/2009 3.00% 20 $1,000,000 $873,704 
Chancellor (DW-01) 09/22/2005 3.25% 30 $230,000 $205,948 
Chancellor (DW-02) 03/25/2021 1.625% 30 $2,188,000 $2,188,000 
Clark Rural Water System (DW-01) 03/27/2018 2.00% 30 $2,950,000 $2,950,000 
Clay Rural Water System (DW-01) 06/23/2005 3.25% 30 $4,331,000 $4,331,000 
Clay Rural Water System (DW-05) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $2,185,000 $2,185,000 
Clear Lake (DW-01) 12/10/1998 3.00% 30 $565,000 $540,637 
Colman (DW-02) 03/30/2012 3.00% 30 $439,008 $434,528 
Colman (DW-03) 03/28/2013 3.00% 30 $1,600,000 $1,600,000 
Colman (DW-04) 03/31/2016 3.00% 30 $500,000 $462,362 
Colonial Pine Hills Sanitary District (DW-01) 01/31/2002 3.50% 20 $659,000 $636,108 
Colonial Pine Hills Sanitary District (DW-02) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $1,003,608 $1,003,608 
Colonial Pine Hills Sanitary District (DW-03) 06/29/2012 3.00% 20 $705,000 $705,000 
Colonial Pine Hills Sanitary District (DW-04) 01/08/2015 3.00% 20 $400,000 $400,000 
Colton (DW-01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 30 $681,720 $632,455 
Colton (DW-02) 03/25/2011 3.00% 20 $191,100 $181,156 
Colton (DW-03) 01/05/2012 2.25% 10 $210,740 $156,434 
Colton (DW-04) 03/31/2017 2.50% 30 $1,343,000 $1,343,000 
Conde (DW-01) 03/31/2016 2.25% 30 $2,333,000 $2,333,000 
Corson Village Sanitary District (DW-01) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $601,735 $581,364 
Cresbard (DW-01) 03/25/2021 0% - $2,000,000 $2,000,000 
Crooks (DW-02) 03/27/2018 2.50% 30 $1,214,000 $1,214,000 
Dakota Dunes CID (DW-02) 01/08/2015 3.00% 20 $1,600,000 $1,512,103 
Deer Mountain Sanitary District (DW-01) 06/25/2020 2.125% 30 $2,174,000 $2,174,000 
Dell Rapids (DW-01) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $621,000 $621,000 
Dell Rapids (DW-02) 01/05/2006 3.25% 20 $162,263 $162,263 
Dell Rapids (DW-03) 09/24/2010 3.00% 20 $531,835 $428,698 
Dell Rapids (DW-04) 01/05/2012 2.25% 10 $300,000 $300,000 
Dell Rapids (DW-05) 06/29/2012 3.00% 20 $897,000 $866,931 
Dell Rapids (DW-06) 03/31/2016 3.25% 30 $705,000 $703,719 
Dell Rapids (DW-07) 03/27/2018 2.50% 30 $2,486,000 $2,486,000 
Dell Rapids (DW-08) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $926,000 $926,000 
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Sponsor 

Binding 
Commitment 

Date Rate 
Term 

(Years) 

Original 
Binding 

Commitment 
Amount 

Final Award 
Amount 

DeSmet (DW-01) 08/26/2009 2.25% 30 $258,000 $258,000 
DeSmet (DW-02) 04/27/2020 1.875% 30 $565,000 $565,000 
Doland (DW-01) 06/24/2011 3.00% 30 $1,762,200 $1,642,867 
Dupree (DW-01) 09/27/2012 2.25% 30 $163,500 $163,500 
Eagle Butte (DW-01) 09/27/2012 0.00% 10 $593,000 $588,581 
Eagle Butte (DW-02) 09/27/2012 0.00% 30 $1,244,000 $1,244,000 
Eagle Butte (DW-03) 03/28/2013 0.00% 30 $520,000 $520,000 
Eagle Butte (DW-04) 11/06/2014 0.00% 30 $725,000 $725,000 
Edgemont (DW-01) 06/25/2015 0.00% 30 $1,890,000 $1,890,000 
Edgemont (DW-02) 06/22/2017 0.00% 30 $700,000 $700,000 
Edgemont (DW-03) 01/07/2021 0.00% 30 $637,000 $637,000 
Elk Point (DW-01) 01/31/2002 3.50% 20 $220,000 $220,000 
Elk Point (DW-02) 06/25/2004 3.25% 20 $570,000 $570,000 
Elk Point (DW-03) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $218,000 $114,441 
Elk Point (DW-04) 06/26/2008 3.25% 20 $564,000 $539,449 
Elk Point (DW-05) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $1,179,500 $798,040 
Elk Point (DW-06) 06/23/2016 3.25% 30 $564,000 $564,000 
Elk Point (DW-07) 01/03/2020 2.50% 30 $495,000 $495,000 
Elkton (DW-01) 03/29/2019 2.75% 30 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 
Elkton (DW-02) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $2,587,000 $2,587,000 
Emery (DW-01) 06/25/2015 3.00% 30 $1,585,000 $466,303 
Faith (DW-01) 03/25/2021 1.875% 30 $1,609,000 $1,609,000 
Fall River Water Users District (DW-01) 12/09/1999 3.00% 30 $759,000 $759,000 
Fall River Water Users District (DW-02) 11/09/2001 2.50% 30 $400,000 $260,958 
Faulkton (DW-02) 01/07/2011 3.00% 30 $511,725 $499,185 
Florence (DW-01) 06/25/2015 3.25% 30 $688,000 $688,000 
Florence (DW-02) 06/25/2015 3.25% 30 $567,000 $567,000 
Garretson (DW-01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 30 $1,261,060 $1,102,147 
Garretson (DW-02) 06/22/2017 2.50% 30 $639,500 $639,500 
Garretson (DW-03) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $458,500 $458,500 
Gayville (DW-01) 11/30/2010 3.00% 30 $900,000 $900,000 
Grant-Roberts Rural Water System (DW-01) 03/28/2013 3.00% 30 $4,500,000 $3,323,473 
Gregory (DW-01) 04/12/2002 2.50% 30 $380,000 $347,580 
Gregory (DW-02) 01/07/2011 2.25% 30 $685,080 $551,691 
Grenville (DW-01) 06/28/2018 2.00% 30 $352,000 $352,000 
Groton (DW-05) 03/29/2019 2.75% 30 $1,798,000 $1,798,000 
Groton (DW-06) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $1,326,000 $1,326,000 
Hanson Rural Water System (DW-01) 08/26/2009 3.00% 20 $840,000 $754,341 
Harrisburg (DW-02) 03/30/2007 3.25% 20 $1,714,327 $1,291,925 
Harrisburg (DW-03) 09/25/2008 3.25% 20 $2,090,000 $1,753,441 
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Hartford (DW-02) 01/10/2003 3.50% 20 $800,957 $800,957 
Hartford (DW-03) 01/06/2005 3.25% 20 $1,123,556 $1,123,556 
Hermosa (DW-02) 03/31/2017 2.00% 30 $199,000 $199,000 
Hot Springs (DW-01) 09/24/2010 3.00% 20 $1,636,000 $1,636,000 
Humboldt (DW-01) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $520,000 $481,773 
Huron (DW-01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 20 $4,000,000 $4,000,000 
Huron (DW-02) 08/26/2009 3.00% 20 $619,684 $478,407 
Huron (DW-03) 09/24/2010 3.00% 30 $1,098,900 $592,073 
Ipswich (DW-01) 06/25/2009 3.00% 30 $1,245,000 $1,245,000 
Irene (DW-02) 03/28/2014 3.00% 30 $1,546,000 $1,223,326 
Irene (DW-03) 06/27/2019 2.25% 30 $1,191,000 $1,191,000 
Joint Well Field, Inc. (DW-01) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $5,523,000 $5,523,000 
Keystone (DW-01) 03/25/2004 3.25% 20 $762,000 $630,212 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-01) 04/13/2000 0.00% 30 $475,000 $474,204 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-02) 01/06/2005 3.25% 30 $2,115,000 $2,115,000 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-03) 03/30/2005 3.25% 20 $3,324,000 $3,136,677 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-04) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $2,350,000 $2,315,622 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-05) 01/10/2014 3.00% 20 $540,000 $540,000 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-07) 06/27/2019 2.25% 30 $1,645,000 $1,645,000 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-08) 06/25/2020 1.625% 30 $836,500 $836,500 
Kingbrook Rural Water System (DW-09) 03/25/2021 1.625% 30 $360,000 $360,000 
Lake Norden (DW-01) 03/27/2018 2.00% 20 $1,477,000 $1,477,000 
Lake Norden (DW-02) 04/27/2020 1.625% 20 $1,345,000 $736,033 
Lake Norden (DW-03) 03/25/2021 1.625% 30 $2,019,000 $2,019,000 
Lake Preston (DW-01) 04/27/2020 1.875% 30 $2,610,000 $2,610,000 
Langford (DW-01) 06/22/2017 0.00% 30 $386,000 $386,000 
Langford (DW-02) 01/03/2020 0.00% 30 $570,000 $466,217 
Lead (DW-02) 01/06/2005 3.25% 30 $205,800 $192,549 
Lead (DW-03) 08/26/2009 3.00% 20 $1,020,000 $784,987 
Lead (DW-04) 03/28/2014 3.00% 20 $939,000 $896,101 
Lennox (DW-01) 06/16/2004 3.25% 30 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 
Lennox (DW-02) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $712,431 $712,431 
Lennox (DW-03) 06/22/2017 2.25% 30 $912,000 $912,000 
Lennox (DW-04) 09/26/2019 2.75% 30 $375,000 $375,000 
Lennox (DW-05) 06/24/2021 1.875% 30 $868,000 $868,000 
Leola (DW-01) 06/28/2018 2.00% 30 $1,891,000 $1,891,000 
Lincoln County Rural Water System (DW-01) 01/31/2002 3.50% 20 $1,200,000 $1,079,170 
Lincoln County Rural Water System (DW-02) 09/26/2019 2.75% 30 $750,000 $750,000 
Marion (DW-01) 04/27/2020 1.875% 30 $1,235,000 $1,235,000 
Martin (DW-01) 09/25/2003 2.50% 30 $920,000 $917,901 
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Martin (DW-02) 03/31/2017 2.00% 30 $633,000 $440,525 
McLaughlin (DW-01) 06/25/2004 2.50% 30 $350,000 $350,000 
McLaughlin (DW-02) 06/24/2011 2.25% 30 $4,151,050 $3,805,869 
Mellette (DW-01) 08/27/2009 3.00% 30 $271,780 $271,780 
Mid-Dakota Rural Water System (DW-03) 06/24/2011 3.00% 30 $2,979,054 $2,979,054 
Mid-Dakota Rural Water System (DW-04) 06/29/2012 3.00% 30 $719,000 $644,786 
Mid-Dakota Rural Water System (DW-05) 01/08/2015 3.00% 15 $2,535,000 $2,535,000 
Midland (DW-01) 06/23/2016 2.25% 30 $225,000 $205,530 
Milbank (DW-01) 09/22/2005 2.50% 30 $4,741,000 $4,460,294 
Miller (DW-02) 03/31/2016 3.00% 30 $2,112,000 $2,112,000 
Miller (DW-03) 03/31/2017 2.25% 30 $1,099,000 $1,099,000 
Miller (DW-04) 03/28/2019 2.25% 30 $400,000 $400,000 
Mina Lake Sanitary District (DW-02) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $567,390 $490,398 
Minnehaha Community Water Corp. (DW-01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 20 $6,500,000 $6,022,816 
Minnehaha Community Water Corp. (DW-02) 01/07/2021 2.125% 30 $7,510,000 $7,510,000 
Mitchell (DW-01) 10/12/2000 4.00% 20 $6,000,000 $2,850,115 
Mitchell (DW-02) 08/26/2009 3.00% 20 $2,360,000 $1,956,237 
Mitchell (DW-03) 09/27/2018 2.25% 20 $1,028,000 $1,028,000 
Mitchell (DW-04) 01/03/2019 2.25% 20 $690,000 $690,000 
Mitchell (DW-05) 06/24/2021 1.875% 30 $1,175,000 $1,175,000 
Mobridge (DW-06) 06/29/2012 2.25% 30 $1,212,000 $1,212,000 
Mobridge (DW-07) 01/10/2014 2.25% 30 $400,000 $369,526 
Montrose (DW-01) 03/25/2011 3.00% 30 $893,000 $862,825 
Montrose (DW-02) 03/29/2019 2.25% 30 $187,000 $187,000 
New Underwood (DW-01) 06/25/2009 3.00% 20 $175,500 $169,299 
Newell (DW-01) 08/26/2009 2.25% 30 $829,500 $714,774 
Newell (DW-02) 03/30/2012 1.25% 10 $266,250 $230,952 
Niche Sanitary District (DW-01) 06/29/2012 2.25% 30 $315,000 $315,000 
Nisland (DW-01) 12/13/2001 0.00% 30 $350,000 $350,000 
North Sioux City (DW-01) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $2,700,000 $2,700,000 
Northville (DW-01) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $203,460 $186,804 
Oelrichs (DW-01) 03/27/2018 2.25% 30 $447,000 $447,000 
Onida (DW-01) 09/26/2014 3.00% 20 $905,000 $905,000 
Onida (DW-02) 03/31/2017 2.25% 20 $950,000 $950,000 
Onida (DW-03) 06/27/2019 2.75% 30 $750,000 $750,000 
Parker (DW-01) 09/23/2004 3.25% 20 $730,000 $730,000 
Parker (DW-02) 06/22/2006 3.25% 20 $300,000 $209,541 
Parker (DW-03) 03/27/2009 3.00% 20 $554,200 $554,200 
Parker (DW-04) 06/22/2017 2.25% 30 $697,000 $689,522 
Perkins County Rural Water System (DW-02) 03/31/2016 2.25% 30 $1,722,000 $1,543,611 
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Piedmont (DW-01) 03/25/2011 3.00% 20 $1,404,000 $1,404,000 
Pierpont (DW-01) 06/24/2011 3.00% 30 $551,200 $544,908 
Pierre (DW-03) 01/03/2019 2.50% 30 $36,850,000 $36,850,000 
Pine Cliff Park Water & Mtce Inc. (DW-01) 03/31/2017 2.25% 20 $348,000 $283,933 
Plankinton (DW-01) 06/24/2011 3.00% 30 $1,765,000 $1,442,083 
Randall Community Water District (DW-01) 06/27/2019 2.25% 30 $4,600,000 $4,600,000 
Rapid City (DW-02) 07/23/2009 3.00% 20 $6,000,000 $6,000,000 
Rapid City (DW-03) 06/26/2014 3.00% 20 $4,626,000 $4,626,000 
Rapid City (DW-04) 06/28/2018 2.00% 20 $500,000 $500,000 
Rapid Valley Sanitary District (DW-02) 09/27/2012 3.00% 20 $500,000 $414,367 
Redfield (DW-02) 06/23/2005 2.50% 30 $342,755 $228,823 
Roscoe (DW-01) 03/29/2019 2.50% 30 $644,000 $644,000 
Roscoe (DW-02) 03/25/2021 1.875% 30 $622,000 $622,000 
Saint Lawrence (DW-01) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $1,148,000 $1,148,000 
Salem (DW-02) 06/23/2005 3.25% 20 $348,540 $328,966 
Salem (DW-03) 06/28/2007 3.25% 30 $1,345,000 $1,345,000 
Salem (DW-04) 03/31/2017 2.25% 30 $302,000 $302,000 
Salem (DW-05) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $439,000 $439,000 
Scotland (DW-01) 03/28/2003 2.50% 30 $340,000 $235,172 
Sioux Falls (DW-11) 01/07/2011 2.25% 10 $4,000,000 $4,000,000 
Sioux Rural Water System (DW-01) 03/27/2015 3.00% 20 $2,515,000 $2,515,000 
Sioux Rural Water System (DW-02) 03/27/2018 2.25% 20 $9,821,000 $9,821,000 
South Lincoln Rural Water System (DW-02) 01/07/2011 3.00% 30 $476,500 $476,500 
Spearfish (DW-01) 01/04/2013 2.25% 10 $3,254,000 $3,254,000 
Springfield (DW-01) 06/25/2020 0% - $2,000,000 $2,000,000 
Sturgis (DW-04) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $2,200,000 $2,035,893 
Tabor (DW-01) 03/28/2013 3.00% 30 $1,530,000 $1,488,130 
TC&G Water Association (DW-01) 06/25/2015 2.25% 30 $1,485,000 $1,485,000 
Tea (DW-01) 03/30/2007 3.25% 20 $2,263,723 $2,263,723 
Tea (DW-02) 09/24/2020 2.125% 30 $2,700,000 $2,700,000 
Tea (DW-03) 03/25/2021 2.125% 30 $790,000 $790,000 
Terry Trojan Water Project District (DW-01) 01/05/2017 2.25% 20 $812,000 $812,000 
TM Rural Water District (DW-01) 06/24/2011 3.00% 30 $1,084,750 $1,081,299 
Trail West Sanitary District (DW-01) 09/22/2011 3.00% 20 $1,651,000 $1,607,626 
Tripp County Water User District (DW-01) 11/14/2002 2.50% 30 $3,500,000 $3,500,000 
Tripp County Water User District (DW-02) 11/14/2002 0.00% 30 $148,000 $131,469 
Tripp County Water User District (DW-04) 03/28/2014 2.25% 30 $11,750,000 $11,750,000 
Tulare (DW-01) 01/03/2019 0% - $1,145,000 $1,145,000 
Tyndall (DW-02) 11/09/2001 2.50% 30 $861,000 $861,000 
Tyndall (DW-03) 03/27/2015 2.25% 30 $1,570,000 $1,429,827 
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Valley Springs (DW-01) 04/27/2020 2.125% 30 $1,603,000 $1,603,000 
Vermillion (DW-02) 06/27/2002 3.50% 20 $1,510,000 $1,507,552 
Vermillion (DW-03) 09/22/2005 2.50% 20 $3,772,500 $3,693,216 
Vermillion (DW-04) 03/25/2011 2.25% 20 $1,532,000 $1,438,541 
Viborg (DW-01) 03/27/2008 3.25% 20 $249,775 $104,491 
Viborg (DW-02) 11/30/2010 3.00% 30 $847,000 $847,000 
Viborg (DW-03) 06/23/2016 0.00% 30 $606,000 $507,038 
Volga (DW-01) 04/27/2020 2.00% 20 $3,700,000 $3,700,000 
Wagner (DW-01) 06/22/2006 0.00% 30 $750,000 $750,000 
Wagner (DW-02) 06/28/2007 0.00% 30 $175,000 $175,000 
Wakonda (DW-01) 03/31/2016 3.00% 30 $1,378,000 $1,256,831 
Waubay (DW-01) 03/31/2006 2.50% 30 $750,000 $750,000 
Webster (DW-03) 04/27/2020 1.625% 30 $5,031,000 $5,031,000 
Wessington Springs (DW-01) 03/27/2015 2.25% 30 $209,000 $150,313 
White Lake (DW-01) 03/28/2013 2.25% 30 $362,000 $362,000 
Winner (DW-01) 06/28/2013 2.25% 30 $450,000 $372,437 
Wolsey (DW-01) 06/23/2005 3.25% 20 $263,000 $227,950 
Wolsey (DW-02) 09/27/2007 3.25% 20 $162,300 $162,300 
Wolsey (DW-03) 04/27/2020 1.625% 30 $326,000 $326,000 
Woodland Hills Sanitary District (DW-01) 06/28/2013 3.00% 20 $780,000 $780,000 
Woodland Hills Sanitary District (DW-02) 03/27/2015 3.00% 20 $481,000 $481,000 
Woonsocket (DW-01) 08/27/2009 3.00% 30 $720,000 $720,000 
Worthing (DW-01) 06/26/2003 3.50% 20 $288,000 $288,000 
Worthing (DW-02) 03/30/2012 3.00% 20 $301,227 $277,094 
Yankton (DW-01) 11/09/2001 3.50% 20 $3,460,000 $3,460,000 
Yankton (DW-02) 06/28/2007 3.25% 20 $1,100,000 $896,975 
Yankton (DW-03) 03/27/2009 3.00% 20 $3,000,000 $2,542,146 
Yankton (DW-04) 03/27/2009 3.00% 20 $2,200,000 $2,200,000 
Yankton (DW-05) 09/27/2013 3.00% 30 $12,850,000 $12,850,000 
Yankton (DW-06) 03/31/2017 2.25% 30 $37,000,000 $37,000,000 
Total of Active Loans (Open or in Repayment)    $445,679,933 $427,035,990 
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Aberdeen (DW-01A) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $9,460,000 $9,460,000 
Aberdeen (DW-01B) 01/08/2004 3.50% 20 $7,300,000 $7,024,258 
Arlington (DW-01) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $100,000 $100,000 
Aurora-Brule Rural Water System (DW-01) 03/27/2009 0.00% 0 $500,000 $500,000 
Big Stone City (DW-01) 07/22/1998 5.25% 20 $600,000 $570,000 
Big Stone City (DW-02) 06/26/2003 3.50% 20 $240,000 $139,873 
Black Hawk Water User District (DW-01) 03/26/1998 5.25% 20 $500,000 $500,000 
Bowdle (DW-01) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $150,000 $150,000 
Brandon (DW-01) 11/13/1998 4.75% 15 $1,950,000 $1,877,375 
Britton (DW-01) 04/25/2001 4.50% 20 $320,000 $320,000 
Bryant (DW-01) 01/13/2000 3.00% 30 $142,000 $142,000 
Clay Rural Water System (DW-02) 06/25/2009 3.00% 30 $846,300 $844,968 
Clay Rural Water System (DW-03) 06/24/2010 3.00% 30 $2,208,000 $2,205,570 
Clay Rural Water System (DW-04) 09/22/2011 2.00% 3 $1,369,758 $1,369,758 
Colman (DW-01) 03/30/2012 2.25% 10 $182,000 $167,260 
Crooks (DW-01) 06/25/2004 3.25% 20 $302,900 $133,510 
Custer (DW-01) 01/10/2003 3.50% 20 $800,000 $800,000 
Dakota Dunes CID (DW-01) 06/27/2002 3.50% 20 $908,000 $376,962 
Delmont (DW-01) 06/26/2008 2.50% 30 $185,000 $158,461 
Delmont (DW-02) 09/24/2010 0.00% 0 $90,000 $90,000 
Eureka (DW-01) 09/28/2006 0.00% 10 $135,000 $133,681 
Eureka (DW-02) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $200,000 $200,000 
Fall River Water Users District (DW-03) 03/27/2009 0.00% 0 $612,000 $612,000 
Fall River Water Users District (DW-04) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $750,000 $750,000 
Faulkton (DW-01) 03/27/2009 0.00% 0 $500,000 $500,000 
Gettysburg (DW-01) 06/14/2001 4.50% 20 $565,000 $565,000 
Groton (DW-01) 03/28/2003 3.50% 20 $440,000 $440,000 
Groton (DW-02) 06/25/2004 3.25% 20 $365,900 $308,945 
Groton (DW-03) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $272,000 $231,315 
Harrisburg (DW-01) 10/12/2000 5.00% 20 $525,000 $525,000 
Hartford (DW-01) 04/13/2000 5.00% 20 $185,000 $185,000 
Hermosa (DW-01) 12/10/1998 5.00% 20 $300,000 $300,000 
Highmore (DW-01) 03/28/2014 3.00% 30 $395,000 $267,038 
Hill City (DW-01) 08/26/2009 3.00% 30 $402,200 $336,903 
Hisega Meadows Water, Inc. (DW-01) 06/29/2012 3.00% 20 $487,500 $487,500 
Hisega Meadows Water, Inc. (DW-02) 09/26/2014 3.00% 20 $273,000 $249,923 
Hoven (DW-01) 09/24/2010 0.00% 0 $750,000 $750,000 
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Hoven (DW-02) 01/08/2015 0.00% 0 $264,750 $264,750 
Irene (DW-01) 06/22/2000 5.00% 20 $145,000 $127,126 
Lead (DW-01) 07/27/2000 4.50% 10 $192,800 $192,800 
Lead-Deadwood Sanitary District (DW-01) 06/24/1998 5.25% 20 $2,700,000 $2,683,957 
Madison (DW-01) 05/14/1998 5.00% 15 $2,372,000 $2,372,000 
Menno (DW-01) 09/22/2011 2.25% 10 $157,000 $157,000 
Mid-Dakota Rural Water System (DW-01) 03/27/2009 2.00% 3 $12,000,000 $9,455,108 
Mid-Dakota Rural Water System (DW-02) 03/27/2009 0.00% 0 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 
Miller (DW-01) 01/03/2008 2.50% 10 $255,200 $225,389 
Mina Lake Sanitary District (DW-01) 11/13/1998 5.00% 20 $255,200 $255,200 
Mobridge (DW-01) 03/26/1998 5.25% 20 $965,000 $965,000 
Mobridge (DW-02) 07/22/1998 5.25% 20 $355,000 $352,207 
Mobridge (DW-03) 09/28/2006 2.50% 30 $213,500 $213,500 
Mobridge (DW-04) 06/28/2007 2.50% 30 $90,000 $62,442 
Mobridge (DW-05) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $500,000 $500,000 
Oacoma (DW-02) 08/10/2010 2.25% 10 $1,351,300 $1,061,416 
Perkins County Rural Water System (DW-01) 06/29/2012 0.00% 0 $151,000 $151,000 
Pierre (DW-01) 01/31/2002 3.50% 15 $1,094,200 $988,188 
Pierre (DW-02) 09/25/2003 3.50% 15 $1,832,900 $1,832,900 
Platte (DW-01) 06/25/2004 2.50% 10 $400,000 $293,134 
Rapid City (DW-01) 11/14/2003 3.50% 20 $3,500,000 $3,500,000 
Rapid Valley Sanitary District (DW-01) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $682,000 $682,000 
Redfield (DW-01) 04/25/2001 4.50% 20 $85,000 $85,000 
Ree Heights (DW-01) 03/27/2018 0.00% 30 $430,000 $430,000 
Ree Heights (DW-02) 09/26/2019 0.00% 0 $432,000 $432,000 
Roslyn (DW-01) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $500,000 $500,000 
Salem (DW-01) 03/28/2003 3.50% 10 $126,921 $118,540 
Selby (DW-01) 06/25/2009 0.00% 0 $100,000 $100,000 
Sioux Falls (DW-01) 07/22/1998 4.50% 10 $7,022,000 $6,496,745 
Sioux Falls (DW-02) 01/11/2001 4.50% 10 $2,750,000 $2,348,168 
Sioux Falls (DW-03) 04/12/2002 3.50% 10 $7,930,000 $7,930,000 
Sioux Falls (DW-04) 01/10/2003 3.50% 10 $5,279,000 $279,599 
Sioux Falls (DW-05) 07/16/2004 2.50% 10 $12,749,000 $10,828,766 
Sioux Falls (DW-06) 01/03/2008 2.50% 10 $17,848,000 $9,938,849 
Sioux Falls (DW-07) 01/03/2008 2.50% 10 $2,200,000 $2,200,000 
Sioux Falls (DW-08) 01/03/2008 2.50% 10 $2,705,600 $2,088,645 
Sioux Falls (DW-09) 03/27/2009 2.25% 10 $3,578,750 $2,678,738 
Sioux Falls (DW-10) 03/27/2009 2.25% 10 $7,606,900 $5,819,138 
South Lincoln Rural Water System (DW-01) 01/10/2003 3.50% 20 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 
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Sponsor 

Binding 
Commitment 

Date Rate 
Term 

(Years) 

Original 
Binding 

Commitment 
Amount 

Final Award 
Amount 

Sturgis (DW-01) 01/08/1998 5.00% 15 $700,000 $478,377 
Sturgis (DW-02) 08/26/2009 2.25% 10 $863,000 $608,417 
Sturgis (DW-03) 06/24/2011 2.00% 3 $3,460,000 $3,460,000 
TM Rural Water District (DW-02) 06/24/2011 0.00% 0 $1,398,750 $1,394,175 
Tri-County Water Assn (DW-01) 03/30/2012 0.00% 0 $200,000 $200,000 
Tripp (DW-01) 07/26/2001 2.50% 30 $291,000 $225,656 
Tyndall (DW-01) 07/27/2000 2.50% 10 $300,000 $300,000 
Vermillion (DW-01) 05/13/1999 5.00% 20 $942,000 $795,338 
Warner (DW-01) 03/27/2009 0.00% 0 $400,000 $400,000 
Watertown (DW-01) 03/27/2008 3.25% 20 $23,760,000 $23,760,000 
Webster (DW-01) 04/12/2002 3.50% 20 $330,000 $318,828 
Webster (DW-02) 09/24/2010 2.25% 10 $387,400 $277,522 
West River/Lyman Jones Rural Water 
System (DW-01) 10/12/2001 2.50% 30 $340,000 $340,000 
West River/Lyman Jones Rural Water 
System (DW-02) 03/30/2005 3.25% 30 $8,000,000 $7,943,023 
Total of Loans Paid in Full    $180,503,729 $155,882,941 

      
GRAND TOTAL    $592,095,662 $550,791,753 
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Table 10 
Principal Forgiveness Awards to Drinking Water SRF Borrowers 

 
 

Sponsor 
Total 

Loan Awarded 

Principal 
Forgiveness 

Awarded 
Loan 

Payable 
Aberdeen (DW-02) $1,330,118 $133,012 $1,197,106 
Arlington (DW-01) $100,000 $100,000 $0 
Aurora-Brule RWS (DW-01) $500,000 $500,000 $0 
Baltic (DW-02) $163,446 $16,345 $147,101  
Beresford (DW-01) $916,040 $458,020 $458,020 
Beresford (DW-02) $698,784 $352,187 $346,597 
Blunt (DW-02) $657,000 $207,000 $450,000 
Bonesteel (DW-01) $1,939,847 $1,466,524 $473,323 
Bowdle (DW-01) $150,000 $150,000 $0 
Box Elder (DW-01) $2,511,877 $251,187 $2,260,690 
Brandon (DW-03) $12,425,000 $500,000 $11,925,000 
Bristol (DW-02) $1,785,113 $1,367,396 $417,717 
Buffalo (DW-01) $1,695,000 $600,000 $1,095,000 
Butte-Meade Sanitary Water Dist. (DW-01) $257,668 $55,398 $202,270 
Canistota (DW-01) $426,460 $313,960 $112,500 
Canistota (DW-02) $1,095,000 $616,000 $479,000 
Chamberlain (DW-02) $873,704 $262,111 $611,593 
Chancellor (DW-02) $2,188,000 $1,950,000 $238,000 
Clark RWS (DW-01) $2,950,000 $1,270,000 $1,680,000 
Clay RWS (DW-02) $844,968 $698,789  $146,179 
Clay RWS (DW-03) $2,205,570 $500,000 $1,705,570 
Colman (DW-01) $167,260 $167,260 $0 
Colman (DW-03) $1,600,000 $968,000 $632,000 
Colonial Pine Hills Sanitary Dist. (DW-02) $1,003,608 $250,000 $753,608 
Colton (DW-02) $181,156 $86,411 $94,745 
Colton (DW-03) $156,434 $39,108 $117,326 
Colton (DW-04) $1,343,000 $558,000 $785,000 
Conde (DW-01) $2,333,000 $1,833,000 $500,000 
Corson Village Sanitary Dist. (DW-01) $581,364 $523,227 $58,137 
Cresbard (DW-01) $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $0 
Dell Rapids (DW-04) $300,000 $30,000 $270,000 
Dell Rapids (DW-05) $866,931 $241,873 $625,058 
Delmont (DW-02) $90,000 $90,000 $0 
DeSmet (DW-01) $258,000 $25,800 $232,200 
Doland (DW-01) $1,642,867 $1,283,079 $359,788 
Dupree (DW-01) $163,500 $100,000 $63,500 
Eagle Butte (DW-01) $588,581 $470,864 $117,717 
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Sponsor 
Total 

Loan Awarded 

Principal 
Forgiveness 

Awarded 
Loan 

Payable 
Eagle Butte (DW-02) $1,244,000 $995,200 $248,800 
Eagle Butte (DW-03) $520,000 $200,000 $320,000 
Eagle Butte (DW-04) $725,000 $362,500 $362,500 
Edgemont (DW-01) $1,890,000 $1,206,890 $683,110 
Edgemont (DW-02) $700,000 $246,000 $454,000 
Edgemont (DW-03) $637,000 $160,000 $477,000 
Elk Point (DW-05) $798,040 $446,902 $351,138 
Elkton (DW-01) $2,000,000 $1,164,000 $836,000 
Elkton (DW-02) $2,587,000 $1,820,000 $767,000 
Eureka (DW-02) $200,000 $200,000 $0 
Faith (DW-01) $1,609,000 $1,099,000 $510,000 
Fall River WUD (DW-03) $612,000 $612,000 $0 
Fall River WUD (DW-04) $750,000 $750,000 $0 
Faulkton (DW-01) $500,000 $500,000 $0 
Faulkton (DW-02) $499,185 $386,369 $112,816 
Gayville (DW-01) $900,000 $480,000 $420,000 
Gregory (DW-01) $551,691 $149,508 $402,183 
Grenville (DW-01) $352,000 $282,000 $70,000 
Groton (DW-03) $231,315 $231,315 $0 
Hanson RWS (DW-01) $754,341 $528,038 $226,303 
Hill City (DW-01) $336,903 $202,141 $134,762 
Hisega Meadows Water, Inc. (DW-01) $487,500 $250,000 $237,500 
Hoven (DW-01) $750,000 $750,000 $0 
Hoven (DW-02) $264,750 $264,750 $0 
Huron (DW-02) $478,407 $94,724 $383,683 
Ipswich (DW-01) $1,245,000 $933,750 $311,250 
Irene (DW-02) $1,223,326 $922,387 $300,939 
Irene (DW-03) $1,191,000 $789,000 $402,000 
Kingbrook RWS (DW-07) $1,645,000 $1,249,000 $396,000 
Kingbrook RWS (DW-08) $836,500 $747,000 $89,500 
Lake Preston (DW-01) $2,610,000 $1,000,000 $1,610,000 
Langford (DW-02) $466,217 $384,629 $81,588 
Lead (DW-03) $784,987 $298,295 $486,692 
Lennox (DW-02) $712,431 $400,000 $312,431 
Leola (DW-01) $1,891,000 $1,615,000 $276,000 
Marion (DW-01) $1,235,000 $325,000 $910,000 
McLaughlin (DW-02) $3,805,869 $2,919,101 $886,768 
Mellette (DW-01) $271,780 $244,602 $27,178 
Menno (DW-01) $157,000 $39,250 $117,750 
Mid-Dakota RWS (DW-02) $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 
Mid-Dakota RWS (DW-03) $2,979,054 $605,000 $2,374,054 
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Sponsor 
Total 

Loan Awarded 

Principal 
Forgiveness 

Awarded 
Loan 

Payable 
Miller (DW-02) $2,112,000 $692,000 $1,420,000 
Mina Lake Sanitary Dist. (DW-02) $490,398 $245,199 $245,199 
Mitchell (DW-02) $1,956,237 $293,436 $1,662,801 
Mobridge (DW-05) $500,000 $500,000 $0 
Montrose (DW-01) $862,825 $573,778 $289,047 
New Underwood (DW-01) $169,299 $67,719 $101,580 
Newell (DW-01) $714,774 $322,750 $392,024 
Newell (DW-02) $230,952 $144,345 $86,607 
Niche Sanitary District (DW-01) $315,000 $225,000 $90,000 
Northville (DW-01) $186,804 $149,443 $37,361 
Oelrichs (DW-01) $447,000 $357,600 $89,400 
Onida (DW-01) $905,000 $250,000 $655,000 
Onida (DW-02) $950,000 $250,000 $700,000 
Onida (DW-03) $750,000 $345,000 $405,000 
Parker (DW-03) $554,200 $452,100 $102,100 
Perkins County RWS (DW-01) $151,000 $151,000 $0 
Perkins County RWS (DW-02) $1,543,611 $926,166 $617,445 
Piedmont (DW-01) $1,404,000 $804,000 $600,000 
Pierpont (DW-01) $544,908 $408,681 $136,227 
Plankinton (DW-01)  $1,442,083 $824,871 $617,212 
Randall CWD (DW-01) $4,600,000 $2,263,000 $2,337,000 
Rapid City (DW-03) $4,626,000 $3,000,000 $1,626,000 
Rapid City (DW-04) $500,000 $375,000 $125,000 
Rapid Valley Sanitary Dist. (DW-01) $682,000 $682,000 $0 
Ree Heights (DW-01) $430,000 $430,000 $0 
Ree Heights (DW-02) $432,000 $432,000 $0 
Roscoe (DW-02) $622,000 $394,000 $228,000 
Roslyn (DW-01) $500,000 $500,000  $0 
Saint Lawrence (DW-01) $1,148,000 $1,030,000 $118,000 
Selby (DW-01) $100,000 $100,000 $0 
Sioux Falls (DW-09) $2,678,738 $267,874 $2,410,864 
Sioux Falls (DW-10) $5,819,138 $581,914 $5,237,224 
South Lincoln RWS (DW-02) $476,500 $244,500 $232,000 
Springfield (DW-01) $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $0 
Sturgis (DW-02) $608,417 $60,841 $547,576 
Tabor (DW-01) $1,488,130 $681,563 $806,567 
Terry Trojan WPD (DW-01) $812,000 $80,000 $732,000 
TM Rural Water District $1,394,175 $1,394,175 $0 
Trail West Sanitary District (DW-01) $1,607,626 $742,106 $865,520 
Tri-County RWS (DW-01) $200,000 $200,000 $0 
Tulare (DW-01) $1,145,000 $1,145,000 $0 
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Sponsor 
Total 

Loan Awarded 

Principal 
Forgiveness 

Awarded 
Loan 

Payable 
Tyndall (DW-03) $1,429,827 $183,017 $1,246,810 
Vermillion (DW-04)  $1,438,541 $143,854 $1,294,687 
Viborg (DW-02) $847,000 $730,000 $117,000 
Wakonda (DW-01) $1,256,831 $864,699 $392,132 
Warner (DW-01) $400,000 $400,000 $0 
Webster (DW-02) $277,522 $107,678 $169,844 
Webster (DW-03) $5,031,000 $1,400,000 $3,631,000 
White Lake (DW-01) $362,000 $85,000 $277,000 
Woodland Hills Sanitary Dist. (DW-01) $780,000 $480,000 $300,000 
Woodland Hills Sanitary Dist. (DW-02) $481,000 $384,800 $96,200 
Woonsocket (DW-01) $720,000 $416,500 $303,500 
Worthing (DW-02)  $277,094 $183,990 $93,104 
Yankton (DW-03) $2,542,146 $136,375 $2,405,771 
Yankton (DW-04) $2,200,000 $220,000 $1,980,000 
Yankton (DW-05) $12,850,000 $1,000,000 $11,850,000 

TOTAL 
$170,414,368 

 
$78,610,876 

 
$91,803,492 
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DRINKING WATER SRF PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS 
 
ABERDEEN – The city of Aberdeen received an $8,460,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  This loan 
was the first installment of the city’s $14,460,000 project to improve the water treatment plant. Total project 
costs increased to $18,700,000, and the city received the second installment of its loan in 2004 in the amount 
of $8,300,000.  Aberdeen received a $1,750,000 loan with $175,000 of principal forgiveness through the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 to replace water meters throughout the city.  The loan 
was awarded at 2.25 percent for ten years.  The city’s third loan, in the amount of $1,040,000 at 3 percent 
for 20 years, was awarded to replace the Elm River raw water intake for the water treatment facility. 
 
ARLINGTON – The city of Arlington received a $100,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to replace water lines on 
Birch and 1st Streets. 
 
AURORA-BRULE RURAL WATER SYSTEM – The Aurora-Brule Rural Water System received a 
$500,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009.  The loan was to construct a new raw water intake and associated piping. 
 
AVON – The city Avon was awarded its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace water lines along or 
adjacent to Main Street. The loan amount was $174,000 at 2.5 percent for 20 years. 
 
BALTIC – The city of Baltic received a $250,000 loan for replacement of existing cast iron pipe with PVC 
water mains.  The loan was at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  Baltic’s second loan was for $165,000 to replace 
water meters.  This loan was at 2.25 percent for 10 years and included $16,500 of principal forgiveness 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city’s third loan was awarded to 
replace aging water and sewer lines on Elm Avenue, Jans Circle, Richards Circle, and Bonnies Circle.  The 
loan was for $457,000 at 3 percent for 20 years, 
 
BDM RURAL WATER SYSTEM – The system received a loan in the amount of $536,000 for expansion 
of the system to the city of Britton, SD.  The loan was at 3.5 percent for 20 years. 
 
BEAR BUTTE VALLEY WATER, INC.– Bear Butte Valley Water received its first Drinking Water 
SRF loan in the amount of $2,058,000 at 1.875 percent for 30 years to extend service to 24 users on Alkali 
Road. 
 
BELLE FOURCHE – The city of Belle Fourche received its first Drinking Water SRF loan in the amount 
of $265,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years to replace water main in 8th Avenue. 
 
BERESFORD – The city of Beresford received its first loan to repair aging water lines in various areas in 
the city and install new lines to provide looping in the system and connect to the Lewis & Clark Regional 
Water System.  The loan was for $916,040 at 3 percent for 30 years and included $458,020 of principal 
forgiveness.  The city received its second loan to replace sewer in conjunction with a South Dakota 
Department of Transportation Highway 46 reconstruction project.  The loan was for $745,000 at 3 percent 
for 30 years and included $375,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
BIG SIOUX COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM – The Big Sioux Community Water System received a 
loan in the amount of $831,000 for clearwell and water storage improvements.  The loan was at 3.25 percent 
for 20 years.  The loan was rescinded at the borrower's request.  The water system received its second loan 
to install an automatic meter reading system.  The loan was for $900,000 at 3 percent for 15 years.  The Big 
Sioux Community Water System received its third loan for the installation of a 12-inch water main to 
connect the Big Sioux system to the Minnehaha Community Water Corporation to pump water north to the 
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existing Big Sioux Ethanol Tower. This addition will allow the Big Sioux system to deliver up to 1.0 MGD 
of water to the city of Madison, South Dakota.  The loan amount was $1,014,000 at 3.0 percent for 20 years. 
 
BIG STONE CITY – The city of Big Stone City utilized a $600,000 loan to construct a 100,000-gallon 
elevated water storage tank.  The project also included the installation of a water main to connect the tank 
to the existing distribution system, and the refinancing of debt incurred to connect to the Ortonville, 
Minnesota regional water treatment plant.  The 20-year loan is at 5.25 percent.  The city received its second 
loan in the amount of $240,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund improvements to the water distribution 
system. 
 
BLACK HAWK WATER USER DISTRICT – The Black Hawk Water User District received a loan for 
$500,000.  This loan financed a new well, pump house construction, installation of chlorination and 
fluoridation equipment, a 48,000-gallon water storage reservoir, and approximately 7,000 feet of new water 
lines.  This loan is at 5.25 percent for 20 years.  The second loan, in the amount of $1,142,000 loan at 3.25 
percent for 20 years, financed an 815,000-gallon, ground storage reservoir and a transmission line to 
improve service to Summerset.  A third loan was awarded to replace undersized and obsolete water main, 
construct a well house, pump, and controls, construct a 500,000-gallon water storage tank, and install water 
main to connect a new well and the storage tank into the water system. The loan was for $3,810,000 at 2.5 
percent for 30 years. 
 
BLUNT – Blunt received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace water meters, install new meter pits 
and install an automatic meter reading system and make other improvements to the distribution system.  
The $657,000 was at 2.25 percent for 20 years and included $207,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
BONESTEEL – Bonesteel received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to eliminate all 4- to 8-inch cast iron 
pipe in the distribution system and install new hydrants, service lines and valves.  A radio read water 
metering system was also installed.  The loan amount was $2,043,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years and 
included $1,543,000 in principal forgiveness. 
 
BOWDLE – The city of Bowdle received a $150,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to replace water lines in various 
locations throughout the city. 
 
BOX ELDER – The city of Box Elder’s First Drinking Water SRF loan was to develop a new well and 
construct a water reservoir and pipe lines to connect to the existing water distribution system.  The 
$3,562,950 loan was at 3 percent of 20 years and included $356,295 in principal forgiveness.  The city’s 
second loan in the amount of $1,742,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years was to develop a new well and install 
water lines from the well to an existing well house and reservoir. 
 
BRANDON – Brandon received a loan for $1,950,000 at 4.75 percent for 15 years.to construct a water 
treatment plant and upgrade the distribution system.  Brandon received its second loan to construct two 
1,250,000-gallon water storage tanks, loop distribution lines, upsize trunk lines, and replace approximately 
13,000 feet of asbestos concrete pipe.  The loan was for $12,425,000 at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included 
$500,000 of principal forgiveness.  The loan was deobligated in full at the borrower’s request.  Brandon 
received its third loan for $5,687,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to construct a 1,250,000-gallon water 
storage tank and booster station. 
 
BRIDGEWATER – Bridgewater received a loan in the amount of $121,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years 
to replace water main on Main Street.  The city’s second loan in the amount of $243,000 at 1.0 percent for 
10 years was used to replace water meters and install a remote-read system. 
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BRISTOL – The town of Bristol received a loan in the amount of $139,000 at 4.5 percent interest for 20 
years.  The project involved construction of a new elevated storage tank as well as replacement of an 
underground storage tank.  The loan was subsequently deobligated at the town’s request.  The town received 
its second loan to replace all existing cast iron and asbestos concrete water lines throughout the community.  
The loan was for $1,979,000 at 3 percent for 30 years and included $1,514,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
BRITTON – The city of Britton received a loan in the amount of $320,000 to replace and make 
improvements to approximately 30 blocks of water main throughout the city.  The project involved 
replacing 50-year-old cast iron pipes, much of which completely deteriorated due to rust and scale build-
up.  The loan was at 4.5 percent interest for 20 years.  Britton’s second loan in the amount of $3,212,000 at 
3 percent for 30 years was to make improvements to its water system.  Improvements involved replacing 
all the 4-inch lines and 6-inch cast iron pipes in the distribution system with 6-inch PVC lines and installing 
additional valves.  Other improvements included painting and updating the existing 250,000-gallon ground 
level and 150,000-gallon elevated storage tanks and constructing a new pump house.  The loan was 
subsequently deobligated in full at the city’s request.   
 
BROOKINGS-DEUEL RURAL WATER SYSTEM – Brookings-Deuel RWS received two Drinking 
Water SRF loans in FFY 2005.  The first loan, in the amount of $1,200,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, 
increases the treatment capacity of the Bruce water treatment plant.  The second loan, in the amount of 
$1,750,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, made improvements to the distribution system and extended water 
to the community of Astoria.  The system’s third loan in the amount of $250,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 
years was for the installation of a meter data transmission unit on existing water meters to transmit meter 
readings to the Brookings-Deuel office using a cellular network. 
 
BRYANT – The city of Bryant received a $142,000 loan to help replace lead service lines and asbestos 
cement water mains throughout the city.  The loan was at 3 percent interest for a term of 30 years. 
 
BUFFALO – Buffalo’s first loan is for the replacement of the cast iron pipe and asbestos cement pipe water 
main in the distribution system along with replacement of valves, hydrants, and service connections.  The 
loan was for $1,695,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years and included $600,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
BUTTE-MEADE SANITARY WATER DISTRICT – The Butte Meade Sanitary Water District received 
a $396,700 Drinking Water SRF loan at 2.25 percent for 10 years to install new water meters and an 
automatic read system.  The loan included $85,000 of principal forgiveness.  The district was awarded its 
second loan in the amount of $413,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years to replace approximately 2.7 miles of 
pipe in its service area. 
 
BURKE – Burke’s first loan, in the amount of $115,600 at the disadvantaged rate of 2.5 percent for 30 
years, funded the drinking water portion of the Franklin Street Utilities Replacement project.  The city was 
awarded its second loan to replace water mains and loop several dead-end lines to improve water quality.  
The loan was for $540,000 at 1.625 percent for 30 years. 
 
B-Y WATER USER DISTRICT – The B-Y Water User District received a $300,000 loan with 100 
percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) of 2009.  The 
loan was to construct a new raw water intake; however, due to inability of the project to meet ARRA 
deadlines, the loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the district’s request.  The district received its 
second loan in the amount of $4,700,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years to construct a 3.4-million gallon pre-
stressed concrete ground storage reservoir. 
 
CANISTOTA – The city of Canistota received a $426,460 loan at 3.0 percent for 30 years to replace the 
water line on Ash Street.  The loan included $313,960 of principal forgiveness through the American 
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Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city received its second loan to replace water lines in a 
portion of the community.  The loan was for $1,095,000 at 3 percent for 30 years and included $616,000 of 
principal forgiveness.  Canistota was awarded its third loan in the amount of $96,000 at 3 percent for 30 
years to replace water service lines on Main Street.  Canistota received its fourth loan in the amount of 
$667,000 at 1.875 percent for 30 years to replace approximately 2,100 feet of 4-inch water main.   
 
CANTON – Canton utilized its first loan in the amount of $500,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund 
utility improvements in conjunction with South Dakota DOT reconstruction of US 18.  Canton received a 
second loan in the amount of $1,550,000 at 3.0 for 30 years to for the installation of two wells and upgrades 
to the existing pumps and control system.  Canton received its third loan in the amount of $760,000 at 3 
percent for 30 years to replace water lines as part of the Dakota Street reconstruction project. 
 
CASTLEWOOD – Castlewood was awarded its first Drinking Water SRF loan to rehabilitate its water 
tower and replace approximately 6,500-feet of water main.  The loan was for $800,000 at 1.875 percent for 
30 years. 
 
CENTERVILLE – Centerville received its first Drinking Water SRF loan in the amount of $870,000 to 
construct water distribution system improvements.  The loan was at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The city 
received a second loan in the amount of $116,685 at 2.25 percent for 10 years to replace meters and upgrade 
to a remote reading system.  The loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the city’s request. 
 
CHAMBERLAIN – The city of Chamberlain obtained its first Drinking Water SRF loan in the amount of 
$276,500 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to upgrade chemical feed and control systems and to make renovations 
to its water treatment plant.  Chamberlain’s second loan was for $1,000,000 and was used to replace water 
mains and appurtenances at nine locations within the city.  This loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and 
included $300,000 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  
 
CHANCELLOR – Chancellor’s first Drinking Water SRF loan for $230,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years 
provided water distribution system improvements. The town’s second loan in the amount of $2,188,000 at 
1.625 percent for 30 years to replace approximately 7,000 feet of water main, water services, curb stops, 
hydrants, valves, and fittings.   The loan included $1,950,000 of principle forgiveness. 
 
CLARK RURAL WATER SYSTEM – Clark RWS’s first Drinking Water SRF loan will improve water 
quality and system pressures throughout the distribution system and connect to the city of Willow Lake to 
provide bulk water service and provide individual service to residents in the town of Bradley.   The loan 
amount was $2,950,000 at 2.0 percent for 30 years and included $1,270,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
CLAY RURAL WATER SYSTEM – Clay RWS’s first Drinking Water SRF loan expanded the system 
to southern Union County.  The loan was for $4,331,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  The system’s second 
loan was for $846,300 to construct of two new wells, replace the Garfield Booster Station with an above 
ground pumping station, replace variable frequency drives on pumps, and miscellaneous improvements to 
the SCADA system.  This loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $700,000 of principal 
forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Clay Rural Water was awarded 
its third loan in the amount of $2,208,000 at 3 percent for 30 years and included $500,000 of principal 
forgiveness.  The loan funded the construction of several loops in the distribution system, improvements to 
the Spink Reservoir, an upgrade to the interconnection with the city of Beresford, installation of a new 
booster station, and added about 80 new users.  Clay Rural Water received a $1,379,758 interim loan to 
replace aging water meters, install an automatic meter reading system, and construct three new lime sludge 
lagoons.  The interim loan was for three years at 2 percent interest.  Clay RWS was awarded its fifth loan 
to construct approximately nine miles of pipeline and a new booster station and make improvements to the 
SCADA system.  The loan was for $2,185,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
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CLEAR LAKE – Clear Lake received a loan in the amount of $565,000.  This loan qualified for the 
disadvantaged rate and term of 3 percent for 30 years.  This project consisted of constructing a new 300,000-
gallon water tower and installation of a 2,700 LF of 10-inch water main that connected the tower with the 
water distribution system.  
COLMAN – The city of Colman received its first two Drinking Water SRF loans in 2012.  One loan, in 
the amount of $182,000 with 100 percent principal forgiveness, was to replace water meters and install an 
automatic reading system.  The other loan was for $439,008 at 3 percent for 30 years to replace water lines 
and provided looping of the distribution system.  A third loan was awarded in 2013 to replace water lines, 
loop the distribution system, and replace an old water storage tank.  The loan amount was $1,600,000 at 3 
percent for 30 years and included $968,000 in principal forgiveness.  A fourth loan was awarded in 2016 
in the amount of $500,000 at 3 percent for 30 years to replace 4,400 of watermain along Highway 34 and 
to cover cost over-runs and recoup expenses for an emergency repair on the Highway 34 water main. 
 
COLONIAL PINE HILLS SANITARY DISTRICT – Colonial Pine Hills improved its water distribution 
system with a $659,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  The district’s second loan in the amount of 
$1,003,608 was used to construct a new well, well-house, and distribution line to replace a well that 
experienced high radionuclide levels.  This loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $250,000 of 
principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Colonial Pine Hills’ 
third and fourth loans were awarded to provide financing for the installation of a new microfiltration water 
treatment unit and associated transmission lines.  The loan amounts were $705,000 and $400,000, 
respectively; each at 3 percent for 20 years. 
 
COLTON – The city of Colton used a loan in the amount of $681,720 at 3.5 percent for 30 years to connect 
to the Minnehaha Community Water Corporation.  The loan was used for an elevated storage tank, water 
lines, wells, and new water treatment plant.  The city received its second loan to replace water lines as part 
of a utility replacement project on 5th Street.  The loan was for $191,100 at 3 percent for 20 years and 
included $91,100 of principal forgiveness.  Colton’s third loan was used to replace water meters and install 
an automatic reading system.  The loan amount was $210,740 at 2.25 percent for 10 years and included 
$52,685 of principal forgiveness.  The city was awarded its fourth loan to replace ductile iron and asbestos 
concrete water main on Main, First and Sherman Streets and complete a loop on the north side of town.  
The loan amount was $1,343,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years and included $558,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
CONDE – The town of Conde was awarded a loan to replace existing 6-inch ductile iron pipe and 4-inch 
PVC pipe in the distribution system with 6-inch PVC pipe, replace the existing water tower with a 50,000-
gallon ground storage tank and replace booster pumps.  The loan was for $2,333,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 
years and included $1,833,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
CORSON VILLAGE SANITARY DISTRICT – Corson Village received its first Drinking Water SRF 
loan to replace the water distribution system and connect to the city of Brandon.  The $601,735 loan (3 
percent for 20 years) included $541,562 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
 
CRESBARD – Cresbard’s first Drinking Water SRF loan, $2,000,000 with 100 percent as principal 
forgiveness, was for the replacement of approximately 15,400 feet of old and undersized watermain and 
installation of a remote read water meter system. 
 
CROOKS – Crooks constructed a second connection to Minnehaha Community Water Corporation’s 
distribution system and replaced high service pumps to improve capacity.  The loan, in the amount of 
$302,900, was at 3.25 percent for 20 years.  The city’s second loan, in the amount of $1,214,000 at 2.5 
percent for 30 years, was to replace the distribution system within the Palmira Park sub-division. 
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CUSTER – Custer received an $800,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years to replace transmission and 
distribution water lines within the business district in conjunction with a South Dakota DOT project. 
 
DAKOTA DUNES COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT – Dakota Dunes connected its water 
supply with the city of Sioux City, Iowa, with its $908,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  This project 
included construction of a line beneath the Big Sioux River connecting the city of Sioux City’s distribution 
system with Dakota Dunes and the cost to upsize water mains in Sioux City to provide the additional 
capacity necessary to serve Dakota Dunes.  The second loan awarded to Dakota Dunes was to construct an 
additional 500,000-gallon clearwell and add a third high service pump at the water treatment plant.  The 
loan amount was $1,600,000 at 3.0 percent for 20 years. 
 
DEER MOUNTAIN SANITARY DISTRICT – Deer Mountain Sanitary District received its first 
Drinking Water SRF loan to make improvements to its entire water system including new treatment plant, 
pump station, 110,000-gallon reservoir, water meters, new or replaced water distribution system, and a new 
booster station.  The loan was for $2,174,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
DELL RAPIDS – Dell Rapids constructed various distribution system improvements with its first 
$621,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  The city’s second loan, in the amount of $162,263 at 3.25 percent 
for 20 years, financed the drinking water portion of the 4th Street Utility Improvements project.  A third 
loan in the amount of $531,835 at 3 percent for 20 years was awarded to install water lines on 15th Street.  
Dell Rapids received two additional loans in 2012.  A $300,000 loan (2.25 percent for 10 years) was 
awarded to replace water meters and included $30,000 of principal forgiveness.  The second loan financed 
the replacement of waterlines on 15th Street, Garfield Avenue, State Avenue and at the Big Sioux River 
Crossing.  The loan amount was $897,000 at 3 percent for 20 years and included $250,000 of principal 
forgiveness.  Dell Rapids was awarded its sixth loan to replace approximately 1,900 feet of cast iron water 
mains at the intersection of SD Highway 115, Old Highway 77 and 4th Street and 800 feet of cast iron lines 
on a portion of 10th Street near the hospital.  This loan was for $705,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years.  Dell 
Rapids was awarded its seventh loan in the amount of $2,486,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years to replace 
water mains in the southeast area of the city.  The city’s eighth loan, $926,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years, 
was to replace water main, fire hydrants, valves and other appurtenances on 5th, 6th, and Iowa Streets. 
 
DELMONT – Delmont received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to loop lines within the distribution 
system to improve water quality.  The $185,000 loan had a 2.5 percent interest rate with a 30-year term.  
The community’s second loan, $90,000 with 100 percent as principal forgiveness, was to install new water 
meters and an automatic read system.   
 
DESMET – DeSmet used its first SRF loan to replace cast iron water mains with PVC water mains on 3rd 
Street from Highway 25 to Prairie Avenue.  The $258,000 loan, at 2.25 percent for 30 years, included 
$25,800 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city 
received its second loan to install water mains, fire hydrants, valves and other appurtenances to complete 
line looping in the system to improve water quality and system pressure.  The loan was for $565,000 at 
1.875 percent for 30 years. 
 
DOLAND – Doland was awarded its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace cast iron water lines 
throughout the town construct a new elevated storage tank.  The loan amount was $1,762,200 at 3 percent 
for 30 years and included $1,375,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
DUPREE – Dupree’s first Drinking Water SRF loan, $163,500 at 2.25 percent for 30 years, was used to 
replace 8 blocks of cast iron and asbestos cement water mains.  The loan included $100,000 of principal 
forgiveness. 
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EAGLE BUTTE – Eagle Butte was awarded a loan for $593,000 with $474,000 of principal forgiveness 
was at zero percent for 10 years that was used to replace water meters and install an automatic meter read 
system.  The city’s second and fourth loans were to extend water services to a portion of the community 
with limited access to the water system and replace aging infrastructure in the downtown area.  These loans, 
each at zero percent for 30 years, were for $1,244,000 and $725,000, respectively, and included $995,200 
and $362,500 of principal forgiveness, respectively.  A third loan in the amount $490,000 at zero percent 
for 30 years, with $392,000 of principal forgiveness, was originally intended to replace water lines on 
Willow Street.    When the cost of the water line extension and replacement project came in over cost 
estimates, the city requested that the scope of the Willow Street loan be revised and used to address the cost 
over-run.  The loan amount was reduced to $250,000 and included $200,000 of principal forgiveness.  
Subsequent cost over-runs occurred due to legal matters involving the city and the Cheyenne River Sioux 
Tribe, and additional funds were needed.  The loan was increased to $520,000 and the $200,000 of principal 
forgiveness was retained. 
 
EDGEMONT – Edgemont received its first loan in the amount of $1,890,000 to rehabilitate two of the 
city’s wells, construct a water treatment facility to reduce radiological contaminants, construct a 250,000-
gallon elevated storage tank, and install water main to connect the storage tank to the distribution system.  
The loan is at zero percent for 30 years and includes $1,206,890 of principal forgiveness.  Because 
rehabilitation of one of the wells was determined to be unfeasible, the city was awarded an additional loan 
to drill a new well and plug the unusable well.  The second loan was in the amount of $447,000 at zero 
percent for 30 years and includes $157,000 of principal forgiveness and was later amended to $700,000 
with $246,000 of principal forgiveness.  Edgemont received its third loan to install an iron-reducing pre-
treatment system at its water treatment facility.  The $637,000 loan is at zero percent for 30 years and 
includes $160,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
ELK POINT – Elk Point received its first loan in the amount of $220,000 for water main replacement in 
conjunction with its Pearl Street Utility Improvement project at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  Its second loan, 
in the amount of $570,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded an upgrade to the city’s water treatment 
plant.  The city received its third loan in the amount of $218,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, to fund the 
drinking water portion of the utility systems improvements.  The fourth SRF loan awarded to Elk Point 
funded water line replacement on Clay and Washington Streets.  This loan was for $564,000 at 3.25 percent 
for 20 years.  The city’s fifth loan was to replace the water main on Main Street in conjunction with a 
highway reconstruction project.  The loan amount was $1,179,500 at 3 percent for 20 years and included 
$660,520 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Elk 
Point’s sixth loan in the amount of $564,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years was to replace water lines on Rose 
Street.  The city received its seventh loan to replace approximately 1,700 feet of water main under 
Washington and Douglas streets.  The loan was for $495,000 at 2.50 percent for 30 years. 
 
ELKTON – Elkton received its first Drinking Water SRF loan for the first phase of a project to replace 
water lines and rehabilitate an existing water tower.  The loan amount was $2,000,000 at 2.75 percent for 
30 years and included $1,164,000 of principal forgiveness.  Elkton’s second loan for $2,587,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years was for phase II of the water line replacement project.  The loan included $1,802,000 
of principal forgiveness. 
 
EMERY – Emery received a $1,585,000 loan at 3.0 percent for 30 years to replace the majority of the 
existing water distribution system and install new lines to loop the system. 
 
EUREKA – Eureka utilized a $135,000 loan at zero percent interest for ten years to replace water meters 
and implement a computer-generated water meter reading system.  The city’s second loan was in the amount 
of $200,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
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Act of 2009.  The loan was to replace old water mains throughout the city and loop additional lines, as well 
as the installation of a SCADA system and variable frequency drives on the pump house pump. 
 
FAITH – The city of Faith received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to construct a 225,000-gallon water 
tower.  The loan amount was $1,609,000 at 1.875 percent for 30 years and included $1,099,000 of principal 
forgiveness. 
 
FALL RIVER WATER USERS DISTRICT – The Fall River Water Users District received a $759,000 
loan at 3 percent interest for 30 years.  This loan will help finance the construction of the Fall River Rural 
Water System to include supply, storage, and distribution. Fall River’s second Drinking Water SRF loan in 
the amount of $400,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years was used for initial construction of the rural water system 
in Fall River County.  Fall River’s third and fourth loans were for $612,000 and $750,000, respectively, 
each with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  
The third loan was to construct additional lines to serve additional users including the town of Buffalo Gap 
and to construct a well house and associated lines to connect the well to the system.  The fourth loan 
upgraded main distribution lines throughout the system to supply larger volume of water to meet demand. 
 
FAULKTON – The city of Faulkton received a $500,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to replace water lines in 
various locations throughout the city, loop all dead-end lines 4 inches and larger, replace all water meters, 
and purchase a standby generator.  The city’s second loan involved construction of water line along US 
Highway 212.  The loan was for $511,725 at 3 percent for 30 years and included $395,905 of principal 
forgiveness. 
 
FLORENCE – Florence received two loans to replace water lines, services, hydrants and appurtenances 
and construct a 105,000-gallon ground water storage tank and booster station.  One loan, in the amount of 
$688,000, is backed by a sales tax pledge and the other loan, in the amount of $567,000, is backed by a 
project surcharge pledge.  Both loans are at 3.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
GARRETSON – The city of Garretson connected to the Minnehaha CWC with its $1,261,060 loan at 3.5 
percent for 30 years.  The loan was used to construct water lines, wells, and a new water treatment plant.  
Garretson was awarded its second loan, $639,500 at 2.5 percent for 30 years, to replace water lines on 3rd 
Street, Main Avenue, and the Truck Route.  Due to a funding shortage, Garretson received its third loan for 
$458,500 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to continue with the replacement of the water lines on 3rd Street, 
Main Avenue, and the Truck Route. 
 
GAYVILLE – Gayville was awarded its first Drinking Water SRF loan in the amount of $900,000 with 
$480,000 of principal forgiveness.  The rate and term of the loan were 3 percent for 30 years, and the loan 
was used to replace the cast iron water lines within the community. 
 
GETTYSBURG – The city of Gettysburg received a $565,000 loan at 4.5 percent interest for 20 years to 
replace and relocate water lines within the city. 
 
GRANT-ROBERTS RURAL WATER SYSTEM – The Grant-Roberts Rural Water System received a 
$4,500,000 loan for the construction of water main and a water storage reservoir to improve service and 
add new customers in the Milbank Service area.  The project also includes the installation of satellite read 
meters and a SCADA telemetry system.  The terms of the loan were 3 percent for 30 years. 
 
GRENVILLE – Grenville received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace inoperable valves in the 
distribution system and water meters and install a radio read system for reading meters.  The loan amount 
was $352,000 at 2.0 percent for 30 years and included $282,000 of principal forgiveness. 
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GREGORY – The city of Gregory received $380,000 for the construction of a new steel reservoir and a 
new booster station.  The terms of the loan were 2.5 percent for 30 years. 
 
GROTON – Groton’s first loan in the amount of $440,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years funded replacement 
of water main in conjunction with its Main Street Utility Project.  Its second loan, in the amount of $365,900 
at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded additional waterline replacement.  The city’s third loan was in the 
amount of $272,000 with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to replace water meters.  Groton’s fourth loan in the amount of 
$703,000, with $150,000 principal forgiveness was to replace the city’s elevated water storage tank, water 
pumps and approximately five blocks of water mains.  The city chose to deobligate the loan in its entirety.  
The city’s fifth loan was to replace the existing water tower with a new 125,000-gallon tower and pump 
house, replace several blocks of asbestos cement water main with PVC, and loop several dead-end lines.  
The loan was for $1,798,000 at 2.75 for 30 years.  Groton’s sixth loan in the amount of $1,326,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years replaced the last of the city’s asbestos cement water main and looped additional lines. 
 
HANSON RURAL WATER SYSTEM – The Hanson Rural Water System was awarded its first Drinking 
Water SRF loan in the amount of $840,000 at 3 percent for 20 years and included $588,000 of principal 
forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The rural water system 
replaced an elevated water storage tank located in Ethan with a new 200,000-gallon water storage tank to 
be used by Ethan residents and surrounding residents on the Hanson system. 
 
HARRISBURG – The city of Harrisburg received its first loan in the amount of $525,000 at 5 percent 
interest for 20 years to abandon its existing wells and water treatment plant, construct a connection to the 
Lincoln County RWS, construct an elevated water storage tank, and loop a line to ensure uninterrupted 
water service.    The city’s second loan - $1,714,327 at 3.25 percent for 20 years - funded an emergency 
connection to the Lewis and Clark Rural Water System.  Harrisburg’s third loan was for $2,090,000 at 3.25 
for 20 years to construct a 750,000-gallon water tower, demolish the existing standpipe and an abandoned 
30,000-gallon water tower, and install miscellaneous piping. 
 
HARTFORD – Hartford received a $185,000 loan at 5 percent interest for 20 years.  This project replaced 
water distribution lines throughout the city.  With its second loan in the amount of $800,957 at 3.5 percent 
for 20 years, Hartford replaced aging cast iron water mains.  Hartford’s third loan, in the amount of 
$1,123,556 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded improvements to the water supply by providing a second 
connection to the Minnehaha Community Water Corporation. 
 
HERMOSA – Hermosa received a loan for $300,000.  This loan was at 5 percent for 20 years.  This project 
replaced water distribution lines.  Hermosa’s second loan, $199,000 at 2 percent for 30 years, was awarded 
to rehabilitate a well with high radionuclides and install a booster station.  The well rehabilitation project 
will investigate the different well production zones to isolate and plug off zones negatively impacting the 
water quality.  
 
HIGHMORE – Highmore received a loan to replace sewer lines in conjunction with a South Dakota 
Department of Transportation project to reconstruct Highway 47.  The loan amount was $679,000 at 3.25 
percent for 30 years. 
 
HILL CITY – The city of Hill City received its first Drinking Water SRF loan in the amount of $402,200 
at 3 percent for 30 years and included $241,320 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The project involved looping dead-end lines and replacing a water line that 
froze due to insufficient cover. 
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HISEGA MEADOWS WATER, INC. – The Drinking Water SRF first loan awarded to Hisega Meadows 
was for the installation of 5,100 feet of 6-inch PVC line and other appurtenances to replace the sub-standard 
distribution system.  The loan amount was $487,500 at 3 percent for 20 years and included $250,000 of 
principal forgiveness.  The project went to bid, and bids came in over estimate.  It was decided to eliminate 
some of the work to get the project started with the funding available.  Hisega Meadows received a second 
loan to complete the work that was bid previously and additional lines that were identified to need 
replacement.  This loan amount was $273,000 at 3.0 percent for 20 years. 
 
HOT SPRINGS – Hot Springs’ first Drinking Water SRF loan was for $1,636,000 at 3 percent for 20 years 
to replace water lines in various areas of the city. 
 
HOVEN – The town of Hoven received a $750,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness to replace 
all water meters with new remote read meters, replace all cast iron pipes within the distribution system, 
construct a 180,000-gallon ground water storage tank, and rehabilitate an existing tank.  Hoven received a 
second loan in the amount of $264,750 with 100 percent principal forgiveness to replace water mains under 
South Dakota Highway 47 that will be done in conjunction with a highway reconstruction project. 
 
HUMBOLDT – The city of Humboldt’s first loan, in the amount of $412,300 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, 
funded water supply and distribution system improvements. 
 
HURON – Huron received a loan in the amount of $4,000,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund the 
construction of a new water treatment facility, water tower improvements, and water meter replacement.  
The city’s second loan was used to replace approximately 14,500 feet of 6 inch and 12 inch water main.  
The loan was for $619,684 at 3.0 percent for 20 years and includes $122,500 of principal forgiveness 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  A third loan, for $1,098,900 at 3 percent 
for 30 years, was awarded for the construction of an elevated water storage reservoir.  
 
IPSWICH – The city of Ipswich received a $1,245,000 loan to replace an elevated water tower and two 
underground water tanks with a new 150,000-gallon elevated water storage tank, replace water meters and 
install a radio read system, and purchase a standby generator and variable frequency drives for the city 
pumps.  The loan was at 3.0 percent for 30 years and included $933,750 of principal forgiveness through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
 
IRENE – The city of Irene received a 5 percent interest loan for 20 years in the amount of $145,000.  The 
project replaced water main along SD Highway 46.  The city received its second loan to replace 13 blocks 
of water lines, loop water lines south of Highway 46, and install new water meters.  The loan was for 
$1,546,000 at 3 percent for 30 years and included $1,165,000 of principal forgiveness.  Irene received its 
third loan to complete the replacement of its water distribution system.  The loan was for $1,191,000 at 
2.25 percent for 30 years and included $789,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
JOINT WELL FIELD, INC. - Joint Well Field, Inc. is a jointly owned and operated water source and 
treatment facility that serves both Brookings-Deuel Rural Water System and Kingbrook Rural Water 
System.  Joint Well field, Inc received it first Drinking Water SRF loan for $5,523,000 at 2.125 percent for 
30 years to make improvements at the water treatment plant. 
 
KEYSTONE – Keystone used its first loan, in the amount of $762,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, was 
used to build a 187,000-gallon reservoir, to close the loop on one-third of the town’s system, and to install 
a pumping station. 
  
KINGBROOK RWS – The Kingbrook Rural Water System received a loan in the amount of $475,000.  
This loan was at 0 percent interest for 30 years.  The project hooked up the city of Carthage and upgraded 
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its distribution system and storage tank.  Kingbrook RWS took over the system and provided individual 
service.  Kingbrook’s second loan, in the amount of $2,115,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, provided 
additional capacity within the system and provided service to Ramona and the Badger area.  The third loan 
of $3,324,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years expanded the distribution system to allow 250 additional 
connections to the system.  Kingbrook’s fourth loan, $2,350,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, continued 
with the improvements to the system’s distribution system.  The rural water system received its fifth loan 
for the construction of rural and in-town water lines to provide individual service to the residents of Sinai.  
Kingbrook was awarded its sixth loan to connect approximately 220 new users and improve capacity and 
reliability in the service area.  The project involved approximately 6.5 miles of 14- and 16-inch PVC pipe 
and 125 miles of 2- to 6-inch PVC pipe as well as new booster pumps and other miscellaneous work.  The 
loan was for $9,000,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  The loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the 
system’s request.  Kingbrook received its seventh loan to provide individual service to the residents of 
Oldham. This involves replacing the water distribution system, meter pits, and service lines and 
rehabilitating the existing water tower in Oldham.  The loan was for $1,645,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years 
and included $1,249,000 of principal forgiveness.  Kingbrook’s eighth loan funded a project to provide 
individual service to the residents of Nunda. This involves replacing the water distribution system, meter 
pits, and service lines in Nunda and adding lines and replacing a booster station in the Kingbrook system.  
The loan was for $836,500 at 1.625 percent for 30 years and included $747,000 of principal forgiveness. 
Kingbrook’s ninth loan, $360,000 at 1.625 percent for 30 years, was for recoating the existing water storage 
tower in Carthage. 
LAKE NORDEN – Lake Norden received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace filters and outdated 
controls in the water treatment facility, develop new wells, and construct a new raw water line to connect 
the new well field and existing water treatment facility.  The rate and term for the $1,477,000 loan were 2.0 
percent for 20 years.  A second loan was needed due to high groundwater prohibiting the installation the 
raw water line from being installed using conventional open trench methods.  The line was installed using 
a more expensive directional bore technique.  The loan was for $1,345,000 at 1.625 percent for 20 years.  
The city’s third loan, $2,019,000 at 1.625 percent for 30 years was awarded for the construction of a 
500,000-gallon water storage tower. 
 
LAKE PRESTON – Lake Preston received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace the existing water 
tower and approximately one-half of the distribution system and install 48 gate valve where needed. The 
loan was for $2,610,000 at 1.875 percent for 30 years and included $1,000,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
LANGFORD – Langford received its first Drinking Water SRF loan for $386,000 at zero percent for 30 
years to make system-wide improvements to its drinking water infrastructure.  Improvements include 
construction of a 75,000-gallon elevated storage tank and a pump house building and replacement of 4-inch 
asbestos cement water main and all water meters.  Due to the construction cost of the water tower exceeding 
the estimated costs, bids were rejected, and re-bid at a later date.  A second loan in the amount of $570,000 
was awarded to Langford to cover the shortfall.  The rate and term of the loan is zero percent for 30 years 
and includes $470,000 in principal forgiveness. 
 
LEAD – Lead received a $192,800 loan at 4.5 percent interest for 10 years.  This loan helped replace water 
lines beneath a portion of US Highway 85 in conjunction with the South Dakota Department of 
Transportation roadway reconstruction project.  Lead’s second drinking water SRF loan, in the amount of 
$205,800 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, completed water main improvements associated with the Highway 
85 project.  The city’s third SRF loan replaced water mains on Lower May, South Main, and West Addie 
Streets in conjunction with a project to separate combined sanitary and storm sewer mains.  The $1,020,000 
loan, at 3 percent for 20 years, included $387,600 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Lead was awarded its fourth loan to replace water lines in conjunction with 
a South Dakota Department of Transportation project to reconstruct Highway 85.  The loan amount was 
$939,000 at 3 percent for 20 years. 
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LEAD-DEADWOOD SANITARY DISTRICT – The Lead-Deadwood Sanitary District received a 
$2,683,957, 5.25 percent, 20-year loan to refinance its Series 1994 General Obligation Bond issue.  The 
Series 1994 bonds were originally issued to finance the construction of a new water treatment plant in Lead. 
 
LENNOX – Lennox’s first loan, in the amount of $2,000,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, funded two 
wells, an elevated water storage reservoir, water main replacement and new lines.  The city’s second loan 
involved replacing about 2,200 feet of cast iron water main and upgrading the existing water meters with 
remote read meters.  The loan amount was $712,431 at 3 percent for 20 years and included $400,000 of 
principal forgiveness.  Lennox’s third and fourth loans for $912,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years and 
$375,000 at 2.75 for 30 years, respectively, are to replace and loop water mains in the central part of the 
city.  The city was awarded it fifth loan, $868,000 at 1.875 percent for 30 years to replace four blocks of 
water main on Boynton Avenue. 
 
LEOLA – Leola received its first SRF loan to upgrade the water meters to a remote-read system, construct 
a new booster pump house, replace watermain within the community, and install new lines to loop the 
distribution system.  The loan amount is $1,891,000 at 2.0 percent for 30 years and included $1,615,000 of 
principal forgiveness. 
 
LETCHER – Letcher received its first SRF loan to assist in financing the replacement of the town’s water 
distribution system.  The loan amount was $200,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years. 
 
LINCOLN COUNTY RURAL WATER SYSTEM – The rural water system received a loan in the 
amount of $1,200,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years to fund storage improvements.  Lincoln County RWS was 
awarded its second loan to install a parallel transmission line in Springdale Township to provide redundancy 
within the system and increase water quantity.  The rate and term of the $750,000 loan were 2.75 percent 
for 30 years. 
 
MADISON – Madison received a loan for $2,372,000 to refinance its Series 1995 Bonds.  The Series 1995 
Bonds were issued to finance the rehabilitation of the water treatment facility and the construction of three 
new wells.  This loan was at 5 percent for 15 years.  Madison’s second loan involved upgrades and 
modifications to the water treatment plant to address volatile organic compounds in the raw water source.  
The loan amount was $3,464,360 at 3 percent for 15 years. 
 
MARION – Marion received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace water mains, fire hydrants, valves 
and other appurtenances in the distribution system.  The loan was for $1,235,000 at 1.875 percent for 30 
years and included $325,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
MARTIN – With its first Drinking water SRF loan, Martin corrected undersized water lines and water 
supply issues with a $920,000 loan at 2.5 percent for 30 years.  Martin was awarded its second loan, 
$633,000 at 2 percent for 30 years to replace water lines and meters in a five-block area. 
 
McLAUGHLIN – Improvements to McLaughlin’s water distribution system in conjunction with an 
SDDOT project were funded with a $350,000 loan at 2.5 percent for 30 years.  The city’s second loan was 
used to replace water lines throughout the city and construct a new storage tank.  The loan is for $4,151,050 
at 2.25 percent of 30 years and included $3,180,050 of principal forgiveness. 
 
MELLETTE – The town of Mellette received a loan for $271,780 to replace nine blocks of water main 
and install gate valves and fire hydrants.  The loan was at 3 percent for 30 years and included $244,602 of 
principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
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MENNO – The city of Menno received its first Drinking Water SRF loan for the replacement of its water 
meters with remote reading water meters and the installation of an automatic meter reading system.  The 
loan was for $157,000 at 2.25 percent for 10 years and included $39,250 of principal forgiveness. 
 
MID-DAKOTA RURAL WATER SYSTEM – The Mid-Dakota Rural Water System received its first 
two loans for projects to increase the production capacity of the water treatment plant and to construct an 
underground pumping station and a two million-gallon elevated water reservoir.  The first loan for 
$12,000,000 at 2.00 percent for 3 years provided interim financing for those projects.  The second loan was 
in the amount of $1,000,000 with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 and partially funded the pumping station and elevated water reservoir.  A third 
loan in the amount of $2,979,054 was awarded to extend service to new users within the Mid-Dakota service 
area to include users on the Crow Creek Reservation.  The rate and term of the loan are 3 percent for 30 
years, and the loan included $450,000 of principal forgiveness.  To construct a 150,000-gallon elevated 
water storage tank for the Redfield service area, Mid-Dakota RWS was awarded a fourth loan for $719,000 
at 3 percent for 30 years.  Mid-Dakota received its fifth loan in the amount of $2,535,000 at 3 percent for 
15 years to install an automatic meter reading system. 
MIDLAND – Midland was awarded its first loan in the amount of $225,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years to 
address haloacetic acid (HAA5) violations.  The project consists of a new 53,000-gallon ground storage 
facility with a new mixing system and construction of 3,220 feet of 6-inch main to loop the system. 
 
MILBANK – Milbank secured a $4,741,000 loan at 2.5 percent for 30 years to replace raw water 
transmission lines. 
 
MILLER – The city of Miller was awarded a loan in the amount of $255,200 at 2.5 percent for 10 years to 
replace water meters throughout the city.  The city’s second loan in the amount of $2,112,000 at 3 percent 
for 30 years is for the replacement of approximately 9,100 feet of water mains throughout the city.  The 
loan included $692,000 of principal forgiveness.  Miller was awarded a third loan in the amount of 
$1,099,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years to continue replacing water distribution lines.  Miller received its 
fourth loan in the amount of $400,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years to complete the replacement of the water 
distribution system.   
 
MINA LAKE SANITARY DISTRICT – Mina Lake Sanitary District received a loan for $255,200 at an 
interest rate of 5 percent for 20 years.  This loan was for the construction of a 150,000-gallon water tower. 
The district’s second loan was for $567,390 to replace undersized water mains, construct approximately 
11,400 feet of new water main to improve pressure, and upgrade existing water meters.  This loan was at 
3.0 percent for 20 years and included $283,695 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
 
MINNEHAHA COMMUNITY WATER CORPORATION – Minnehaha Community Water 
Corporation received a loan in the amount of $6,500,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years to expand its rural water 
system to the communities of Colton and Garretson.  The loan was used for water lines, an elevated water 
storage tank, wells, and a new water treatment plant.  Minnehaha Community Water Corporation was 
awarded its second loan to make improvements to the distribution system which will enable Minnehaha 
Community Water to receive additional water from the Lewis & Clark Regional Water System.  These 
improvements will then allow Minnehaha Community Water to deliver 1.0 MGD to Big Sioux Community 
Water System who will then, in turn, use the extra capacity to deliver up to 1.0 MGD to the city of Madison.  
The loan was for $900,000 at 3.0 percent for 20 years but was rescinded at the borrower’s request.  
Minnehaha Community Water Corporation’s third loan was for $7,510,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to 
improve storage capacity in the system.  The project involves installing approximately 8.2 miles of 12-inch 
water transmission main, a 250,000-gallon water tower near Humboldt, a 750,000-gallon water tower near 
Brandon, and a control valve station.  
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MISSION HILL – The first SRF loan awarded to Mission Hill was used to construct a new water tower 
and install new water lines to loop dead-end lines.  The loan was in the amount of $250,000 at 3.25 percent 
for 20 years.  The loan was subsequently deobligated in full at the request of the city. 
 
MITCHELL – The city of Mitchell received a $6,000,000 loan at 4.5 percent interest for 20 years to 
connect to the B-Y Rural Water System by constructing a water pipeline from Lesterville west and north 
to Mitchell.  The project involved 61 miles of pipe, two pumping stations, a water storage reservoir, a meter 
station and appurtenances.  The city’s second Drinking Water SRF loan was used to construct a 1,000,000-
gallon elevated water storage tank to replace a water tower built in 1928.  The $2,360,000 loan, at 3 percent 
for 20 years, included $354,000 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009.  Mitchell’s third loan in the amount of $1,028,000 replaced water lines on Sanborn Boulevard 
between 1st and 15th Avenues. Mitchell’s fourth loan in the amount of $690,000 replaced water lines along 
various street segments located within the city’s east central drainage basin. Both loans are at 2.25 percent 
for 20 years.  Mitchell received its fifth loan in the amount of $1,175,000 at 1.875 for 30 years to rehabilitate 
the west water tower and replace valves in the valve vault. 
 
MOBRIDGE – The city of Mobridge received two loans in the amounts of $965,000 and $355,000 to 
finance water treatment plant upgrades.  Both loans were at 5.25 percent for 20 years.  The city undertook 
a water line extension project along Lake Front Drive to provide water to new users and to loop the system.  
The project was funded with two loans in the amounts of $213,500 and $90,000 both at 2.50 percent for 30 
years.  The city’s fifth loan was in the amount of $500,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to make improvements to 
the raw water intake.  Mobridge’s sixth loan will be used to construct a 600,000-gallon water tower and 
make improvements to an existing 500,000-gallon water tower.  The loan is for $1,212,000 at 2.25 percent 
for 30 years.  Mobridge’s seventh loan for $400,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years was necessary to address 
higher than anticipated construction costs on the water tower project. 
 
MONTROSE – Montrose received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace all 4-inch water mains 
within the distribution system and various hydrants and gate valves.  The loan amount was $893,000 (3 
percent for 30 years) and included $593,000 of principal forgiveness.  The city’s second loan, $187,000 at 
2.25 percent for 30 years, was for the construction of a 90,000-gallon ground storage standpipe. 
 
NEW UNDERWOOD – The city of New Underwood was awarded a $175,500 loan to partially fund the 
construction of a water treatment facility to address radium and gross alpha contamination at its water 
source.  The loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $70,200 of principal forgiveness through the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
 
NEWELL – The city of Newell received a loan for $829,000 to drill a new well, construct a new well 
house, controls, and chlorination equipment; replace old water main, and replace a water tower.  The loan 
was at 2.25 percent for 30 years and included $322,750 of principal forgiveness through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city’s second loan was used to replace the water meters and 
install a drive-by remote reading system.  The loan was in the amount of $266,250 at 1.25 percent for 10 
years and included $166,250 of principal forgiveness. 
 
NICHE SANITARY DISTRICT – A $315,000 loan was awarded to the Niche Sanitary District to replace 
the undersized water distribution lines with 6-inch PVC lines, install individual service lines and meters to 
each user, and connect to the Black Hawk Water Users District.  At project completion, the Black Hawk 
Water Users District will take ownership of the system and supply water to the sanitary district residents as 
individual users.  The loan was awarded at 2.25 percent for 30 years and included $225,000 of principal 
forgiveness. 
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NISLAND – Nisland received a $350,000 loan at zero percent interest for 30 years to fund the 
reconstruction of its water distribution system. 
 
NORTH SIOUX CITY – North Sioux City received its first Drinking Water SRF loan in the amount of 
$2,700,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years to construct a 750,000-gallon elevated water storage tank. 
 
NORTHVILLE – Northville received a $203,460 loan to replace water meters throughout the town, 
replace and loop water lines, and make improvements to a service pump.  The loan was at 3.0 percent for 
20 years and included $162,768 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009. 
 
OACOMA – Oacoma received a $1,414,800 Drinking water SRF loan to construct a new water reservoir 
and associated piping.  The loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $321,480 of principal 
forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was subsequently 
deobligated due to a change in project scope which prevented the city from meeting ARRA deadlines.  The 
city was awarded a second loan for $1,351,300 at 2.25 percent for 10 years to proceed with the revised 
water storage project. 
 
OELRICHS – Oelrichs received its first Drinking Water SRF loan for a project involving water tower 
rehabilitation, fire hydrant replacement, and installation of meter setters and backflow prevention valves. 
The loan was for $447,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years and included $357,600 of principal forgiveness. 
 
ONIDA – Onida’s first loan, in the amount of $905,000 loan at 3.0 percent for 20 years, funded the 
construction of a 200,000-gallon water storage tank and the installation of new meters and an automatic 
meter reading system, lines to eliminate dead end lines, and additional hydrants and valves.  The loan 
included $250,000 of principal forgiveness.  Onida was awarded its second loan to replace water lines in 
various locations within the city.  The loan was for $950,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years and included 
$250,000 of principal forgiveness.  Onida’s third loan completed replacing water lines in the city.  The loan 
was for $750,000 at 2.75 percent for 30 years and included $345,000 of principal forgiveness.   
 
PARKER – Parker’s first loan, in the amount of $730,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, was used to replace 
cast iron water mains in various locations in the city.  The city’s second loan, in the amount of $300,000 at 
3.25 percent for 20 years, funded the second phase of the water line replacement project.  Parker was 
awarded a third loan in the amount of $554,200 to continue replacing its water distribution system.  This 
loan was at 3.0 percent for 20 years and included $452,100 of principal forgiveness through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The city was awarded its fourth loan in the amount of $697,000 
at 2.5 percent for 30 years to continue with additional replacement of its water distribution system. 
 
PERKINS COUNTY RURAL WATER SYSTEM – A $131,000 Drinking Water SRF loan was awarded 
the Perkins County Rural Water System to construct a booster station along Highway 75.  The loan was 
awarded as 100 percent principal forgiveness.  The loan amount was increased to $151,000 to allow for the 
purchase of a SCADA system.   Perkins County RWS received its second loan to change the vertical 
alignment or insulate existing water main along Highways 12 and 73 near the city of Lemmon that will lose 
minimum cover needed to prevent freezing due to an upcoming DOT project.  The $1,722,000 loan at 2.25 
percent for 30 years includes $1,033,000 of principal forgiveness and also funded the installation of a 
SCADA system at the Highway 20 Booster station. 
 
PIEDMONT – Piedmont extended its distribution system to residences within the town utilizing individual 
wells as a water source.  The town’s first loan was for $1,404,000 at 3 percent for 20 years and included 
$804,000 of principal forgiveness. 
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PIERPONT – Pierpont received a loan in the amount of $551,200 at 3 percent for 30 years to replace the 
existing high service pump and pressure tank.  The loan included $413,400 in principal forgiveness. 
 
PIERRE – The city of Pierre used a $1,094,200 loan at 3.5 percent for 15 years to fund a well field 
expansion.  The loan funded construction of new wells, well houses, and water distribution lines.  Pierre’s 
second drinking water loan, $1,832,900 at 3.5 percent for 15 years, funded construction of a new storage 
tank to create a third pressure zone within the city.  The city received its third loan, $36,850,000 at 2.5 
percent for 30 years, to construct a water intake in the Missouri River, raw water pump station, raw water 
transmission line, an 8.8-million gallon per day ultrafiltration water treatment facility, and transmission 
lines to connect into the distribution system. 
 
PINE CLIFF PARK WATER AND MAINTENANCE, INC. – Pine Cliff Park received its first Drinking 
Water SRF loan in the amount of $348,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years to replace lines in the water 
distribution system. 
 
PLANKINTON – The city of Plankinton used its first Drinking Water SRF loan to construct a new storage 
tower, replace portions of the distribution system, and loop dead-end lines.  The loan was for $1,765,000 at 
3 percent for 30 years and included $1,009,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
PLATTE – Platte replaced cast iron water mains with its first drinking water loan of $400,000 at 2.5 percent 
for 10 years. 
 
RANDALL COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM – The Randall Community Water System was awarded 
its first Drinking Water SRF loan to provide individual service to the residents of Geddes and make 
improvements within its system. The Geddes service involved replacing a portion of the water distribution 
system and installing meter pits. Improvements to the Randall Community Water system included installing 
approximately 61,000 feet of water main and constructing a 2.7 million-gallon ground storage reservoir. 
The loan was for $4,600,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years and included $2,263,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
RAPID CITY – Rapid City’s first drinking water loan was for $3,500,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  This 
loan financed a new water tank and transmission main in the southwest edge of the city.  Rapid City was 
awarded its second loan for engineering services and the purchase of membranes at the Jackson Springs 
Water Treatment Plant.  The loan amount was $6,000,000 at 3 percent for 20 years.  Rapid City was awarded 
its third loan to expand its service area to provide water to users located east of the city limits.  These homes 
are currently served by systems that provide substandard to poor quality water that is often in violation of 
drinking water standards.  The loan was for $4,626,000 at 3 percent for 20 years with $3,000,000 of 
principal forgiveness.  To cover shortfalls on the aforementioned project, Rapid City was awarded a 
$500,000 loan at 2.0 percent for 20 years with $375,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
RAPID VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT – The Rapid Valley Sanitary District received a $682,000 
loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  
The loan was to install a third microfiltration skid to increase plant production from 2 to 3 MGD, allowing 
the district to serve two small existing sanitary districts east of Rapid City.  The second loan awarded to the 
Rapid Valley Sanitary District was for the removal and replacement of a 166,000-gallon water storage tank 
in poor condition with a 256,000-gallon tank.  The loan amount was $500,000 at 3 percent for 20 years. 
 
REDFIELD – The City of Redfield received a loan in the amount of $85,000 at an interest rate of 4.5 
percent for 20 years.  The loan financed the replacement of water lines located under US Hwy 212 and 281. 
The project involves construction of approximately 4,900 feet of pipe, services lines, and appurtenances 
and will replace brittle asbestos cement or cast iron pipes that are fifty to eighty years old.  Redfield received 
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a second loan, in the amount of $342,755 at 2.5 percent for 30 years, to fund water line replacement on 
South Main Street and Sixth Avenue. 
 
REE HEIGHTS – Ree Heights received a $430,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness to replace 
the town’s water system so that Mid-Dakota Rural Water System will take over all operational and 
maintenance requirements of the system and serve Ree Heights’ users individually.  Due to a funding 
shortage, Ree Heights received a second loan for $432,000 with 100 percent principal forgiveness to 
complete the project.  
 
ROSCOE – Roscoe received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace asbestos cement pipe in the 
distribution system and loop dead end lines, install remote read meters, update the interior piping of the 
well house and repair the existing water towers.  The loan was in the amount of $644,000 at 2.5 percent for 
30 years.  When the project was bid, the low bid came in over budget.  A second loan for $622,000 at 1.875 
for 30 years was awarded to allow the town to complete the project.  The loan included $394,000 of 
principal forgiveness. 
 
ROSLYN – The town of Roslyn received a $500,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan was to replace water mains throughout 
the city and construct a new 50,000-gallon water storage tank. 
 
SAINT LAWRENCE – Saint Lawrence received its first Drinking Water SRF loan to replace water meters 
and install an automatic water meter reading system, rehabilitate its water tower, and replace cast iron water 
main.  The loan was for $1,148,000 at 2.125 percent for 30 years and included $1,030,000 of principal 
forgiveness. 
 
SALEM – Salem received a loan of $126,921 at 3.5 percent for 10 years to fund water distribution 
improvements in the city.  Salem’s second loan, in the amount of $348,540 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, 
funded water distribution system improvements in 2005.  The city’s third loan, in the amount of $1,345,000 
at 3.25 percent for 30 years, was for a microfiltration pretreatment system with a nanofiltration softening 
system in a new water treatment facility and the installation of a new well.  Salem was awarded its fourth 
loan in the amount of $302,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years to replace a portion of its water distribution 
system.  The city’s fifth loan, $439,000 at 1.625 percent for 30 years, is for the replacement of 
approximately three blocks of water main and installation of an additional block of new line to provide 
looping. 
 
SCOTLAND – Scotland replaced water mains in conjunction with reconstruction of Main Street with its 
$340,000 loan at 2.5 percent for 30 years. 
 
SELBY – The city of Selby received a $100,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan partially funded the second phase of the 
city’s water main replacement project. 
 
SIOUX FALLS – The city of Sioux Falls received a loan in the amount of $7,022,000 at an interest rate of 
4.5 percent for 10 years to finance central pressure zone improvements.  The city’s second loan allowed the 
city to continue with drinking water facility improvements with a loan for $2,750,000 at 4.5 percent interest 
for 10 years.  Its third loan, at 3.5 percent for ten years, was in the amount of $7,930,000 for drinking water 
facilities improvements and water distribution line replacement.  The city’s fourth drinking water loan, 
$5,279,000 at 3.5 percent for 10 years, funded the replacement of aging equipment and water main and the 
improvement of operational efficiency, maintenance space, and pressure zones.  Sioux Falls’ fifth drinking 
water loan is in the amount of $12,749,000 at 2.5 percent for 10 years.  This loan financed improvements 
to the water treatment plant, improvements to the West Pump Station, replacement of water mains, and 
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upgrade of elevated finish tanks and collector wells.  In 2008, Sioux Falls received three additional Drinking 
Water SRF loans, each at 2.5 percent for 10 years.  The city’s sixth loan, for $17,848,000, was for the 
construction of a new backwash basin and additional filters to improve operational efficiencies in the 
treatment plant.  The seventh loan was to upgrade a vertical well to a horizontal collector well to increase 
production capacity and is for $2,200,000.  The eighth loan, in the amount of $2,705,600, replaced water 
mains in two areas and valves at several locations.  Sioux Falls’ ninth loan in the amount of $3,578,750 
replaced three vertical water supply wells with a new horizontal collector well and rehabilitated an existing 
horizontal well.  The city’s tenth loan in the amount of $7,606,900 involved water main and valve 
replacement at various locations and the upgrade of a pumping station.  Loans 9 and 10 each had an interest 
rate of 2.25 percent, a 10-year term and included 10 percent principal forgiveness through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The eleventh loan award to Sioux Falls was for $4,000,000 at 
2.5 percent for 10 years to replace water mains and valves in various locations. 
 
SIOUX RURAL WATER SYSTEM – A $2,515,000 loan at 3.0 percent for 20 years was awarded to the 
Sioux Rural Water System to construct 31 miles of water distribution line, connect the city of Kranzburg 
as individual users, replace the existing SCADA system, and develop two additional wells at the 
Castlewood well field. The second loan awarded to Sioux Rural Water System Drinking involved 
improvements to a well field and the Castlewood and Sioux water treatment plants, additional pipeline and 
pumping facilities in the distribution system and installation of radio meter reading infrastructure and new 
meters.  In addition, the project included work associated with the residents of the city of Hazel becoming 
individual customers of the Sioux Rural Water System.  The loan amount was $9,821,000 with a rate and 
term of 2.25 percent for 20 years. 
 
SOUTH LINCOLN RURAL WATER SYSTEM – A $2,000,000 loan at 3.5 percent for 20 years funded 
South Lincoln Rural Water System’s pipeline, well and pumping improvements.  In addition, new facilities 
were constructed to provide connection of South Lincoln’s system to the Lewis and Clark Regional Water 
System.  The South Lincoln system was awarded it second loan to provide individual service to the residents 
of Fairview by extending a water line to the town and replace the town’s distribution system.  The loan was 
for $476,500 at 3 percent for 30 years and included $244,500 of principal forgiveness.  
 
SPEARFISH – The city of Spearfish was awarded its first Drinking Water SRF loan to construct a two- 
million gallon ground level water storage tank, install 16-inch water main to connect the tank to the 
distribution system, and add water level control valves at two existing storage tanks.  The loan was for 
$3,254,000 at 3 percent for 20 years. 
 
SPRINGFIELD –Springfield was awarded a $2,000,000 Drinking Water SRF loan with 100 percent 
principal forgiveness to partially fund the construction of a new water treatment plant. 
 
STURGIS – Sturgis received a loan for $700,000 at 5 percent interest for 15 years.  This loan financed the 
replacement of approximately 7,800 feet of water main in conjunction with a South Dakota Department of 
Transportation roadway reconstruction project.  The second loan awarded to Sturgis was to upgrade the 
water distribution system serving the Murray Addition.  The $863,000 loan is at 2.25 percent for 10 years 
and included $86,300 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009.  The city’s third loan was awarded to provide interim financing for upgrades to pressure reducing 
valves, the SCADA system, a booster pump, and well house and the replacement of a well and water lines.  
The loan was for $3,460,000 at 2 percent for three years.  Sturgis received its fourth loan, $2,200,000 at 3 
percent for 20 years, to replace water lines beneath Lazelle Street. 
 
TC&G WATER ASSOCIATION – The TC&G Water association received its first loan for the 
replacement water meters, installation of a new booster station, and replacement of approximately 18 miles 
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of old and undersized pipe throughout the system.  The loan amount was $1,485,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 
years. 
 
TABOR – Tabor’s first Drinking Water SRF loan was in the amount of $1,530,000 at 3 percent for 30 
years and included $700,000 of principal forgiveness.  The loan will be used for the replacement of cast 
iron water main with PVC pipe, rehabilitation of the pump station, and to conduct a leak detection survey. 
 
TEA – Tea received a loan in the amount of $1,714,327 at 3.25 percent for 20 years for an emergency 
connection to the Lewis and Clark Regional Water System.  The city’s second loan for $2,700,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years was awarded for the construction of a 750,000-gallon elevated water storage tank in 
the northeast section of the city.  The city received its third loan to install 4,400 feet of new watermain to 
connect existing homes not currently served by the city and loop the system.  The loan was for $790,000 at 
2.125 percent for 30 years. 
 
TERRY TROJAN WATER PROJECT DISTRICT – The Terry Trojan Water Project District received 
its first Drinking Water SRF loan to construct an additional well, make upgrades to the SCADA system at 
the existing well, and replace water lines.  The loan was for $812,000 at 2.25 percent for 20 years and 
included $80,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
TM RURAL WATER DISTRICT – The TM Rural Water District receive two loans to provide service 
to new users within its southeast service area and improve service to Viborg and Hurley by providing 
storage for these communities.  The loans were for $1,084,750 at 3 percent for 30 years and $1,398,750 
with 100 percent as principal forgiveness. 
 
TRAIL WEST SANITARY DISTRICT – The Trail West Sanitary District received a loan of $1,651,000 
to install water meters and approximately 7,500 feet of 4-inch water main, rehabilitate existing wells, and 
construct an iron removal treatment system.  The loan was at 3 percent for 20 years and included $637,860 
of principal forgiveness. 
 
TRI-COUNTY WATER ASSOCIATION – The Tri-County Water Association received a $200,000 
loan, awarded as 100 percent principal forgiveness, to construct an elevated water storage tank. 
 
TRIPP – The city of Tripp received a loan for $291,000 at 2.5 percent interest for 30 years to complete the 
city’s on-going water main rehabilitation project.  The project involves approximately 8,100 feet of pipe, 
service connections, valves, fire hydrants and appurtenances to replace 70-year old cast iron water mains. 
 
TRIPP COUNTY WATER USERS DISTRICT – Tripp County Water Users District was awarded two 
loans in 2003.  The first loan, $3,500,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years, funded expansion of the district into 
Gregory County and the assimilation of the East Gregory Rural Water System.  The second loan, $148,000 
at zero percent interest for 30 years, allowed the district to assume the water distribution system at Wood.  
The district’s third loan, in the amount of $850,000 at 3 percent for 20 years, funded the construction of an 
elevated water storage tank near Fairfax.  This loan was de-obligated in full at the request of the district.  
Tripp County was awarded its fourth loan to upgrade a large portion of its distribution system by installing 
more than 195 miles of mains, increasing pump sizes or constructing new booster stations, providing new 
water services, and constructing two new water towers.  The loan was for $11,750,000 at 2.25 percent for 
30 years. 
 
TULARE – Tulare received a $1,145,000 loan, awarded as 100 percent principal forgiveness, to replace 
the transfer pump station and install new pumps, controls, and piping, replace a ground storage reservoir 
and water tower with a larger water tower, cap an abandoned well, and demolish the well house building. 
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TYNDALL – Tyndall received a loan for $300,000 at 2.5 percent interest for 10 years.  This loan financed 
the installation of approximately 2,800 feet of water main to enhance the overall efficiency of the 
distribution system by looping areas of the community that are currently dead ends.  Tyndall received a 
second loan in the amount of $861,000 to fund a connection to the B-Y Rural Water System.  This loan was 
at 2.5 percent interest for 30 years.  The city’s third loan financed the construction of a new 200,000-gallon 
water tower and replacement of sections of water main located throughout the city.  The $1,570,000 loan 
was made at 2.25 percent for 30 years and included $200,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
VALLEY SPRINGS –Valley Springs received its first Drinking Water SRF loan, $1,603,000 at 2.125 
percent for 30 years, to replace water main and re-coat the water tower. 
 
VERMILLION – Vermillion received a loan for $942,000 at 5 percent interest for 20 years.  This loan 
was used to construct lime sludge disposal lagoons.  Vermillion’s second loan, $1,510,000 at 3.5 percent 
interest for 20 years, funded water treatment plant improvements.  Vermillion’s third drinking water SRF 
loan, in the amount of $3,772,500 at 2.5 percent for 20 years, funded phase 3 improvements to the water 
treatment plant.  The city’s received its fourth loan to replace a water tower.  The loan was for $1,532,000 
at 2.25 percent for 30 years and included $153,200 of principal forgiveness. 
 
VIBORG – The city of Viborg’s first SRF loan was to replace water distribution lines and loop lines at 
various locations in the city.  The loan amount was $249,775 with an interest rate of 3.25 percent and a 
term of 20 years.  Viborg funded water main improvements in conjunction with a Highway 19 
reconstruction project with its second loan.  The $847,000 loan had a 3 percent interest rate, a 30-year term, 
and included $730,000 of principal forgiveness.  Viborg’s third loan in the amount of $606,000 at 3.25 
percent interest for 30 years was for the replacement of approximately 2,900 feet of water main and five 
fire hydrants. 
 
VOLGA – The city of Volga received its first Drinking Water SRF loan, $2,790,000 at 2.00 percent for 20 
years, to construct a 750,000-gallon water tower.  The loan was amended to $3,700,000 at 2.125 percent 
for 30 years. 
 
WAGNER – Wagner received its first drinking water loan in the amount of $750,000 at the disadvantaged 
rate of zero percent interest for 30 years to make improvements to its water tower and replace water lines.  
The city’s second loan, in the amount of $175,000 at the disadvantaged rate of zero percent interest for 30 
years, replaced water utilities along North Park Street and North Street.  Wagner was awarded its third loan 
to replace water line on South Park Street.  The $275,000 loan was at 0 percent for 30 years and included 
$55,000 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan 
was rescinded at the city’s request. 
 
WAKONDA – Wakonda received its first loan to replace a meter pit, rehabilitate the water tower, and 
replace cast iron lines that account for more than 40 percent of the water distribution system.  The loan is 
for $1,378,000 at 3 percent for 30 years and includes $948,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
WARNER – The city of Warner received a $400,000 loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  The loan partially funded improvements to the 
city’s water storage capabilities. 
 
WATERTOWN – Watertown’s first Drinking Water SRF loan was used to develop a new well field and 
expand the city water treatment plant in order to discontinue using the Lake Kampeska water source and 
treatment facility and replace a standpipe with a new two-million gallon standpipe.  The loan was for 
$23,760,000 at 3.25 percent interest and a 20-year term. 
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WAUBAY – The city of Waubay’s first loan, in the amount of $750,000 at the disadvantaged rate of 2.5 
percent for 30 years, funded phase 1 of the city’s drinking water distribution system improvements. 
 
WEB – WEB Water Development Association, Inc. received a loan for $1,110,000 at 5 percent interest for 
15 years.  The project would have allowed WEB to extend service to approximately 200 additional rural 
homes and farms and provide additional water service to four existing bulk users.  The Board of Water and 
Natural Resources rescinded this loan on May 13, 1999.  WEB applied for and received a $137,450 loan at 
2.5 percent interest for 30 years to improve water service in the community of Glenham by replacing the 
town’s water distribution system.  This loan was rescinded on June 27, 2003.  WEB was awarded its third 
drinking water SRF loan in the amount of $3,950,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to increase the capacity 
of its water treatment plant.  The award was contingent upon a specific loan closing date, which was not 
met, and the application was withdrawn at WEB’s request. 
 
WEBSTER – The city of Webster received a $330,000 loan at 3.5 percent interest for 20 years to fund 
replacement of cast iron water mains with PVC pipe and replacement of water services and fire hydrants.  
Webster’s second loan was for $387,400 at 2.25 percent for 10 years to install new water meters and an 
automatic read system.  The loan included $150,000 of principal forgiveness.  Webster received its third 
loan to replace the majority of the water distribution system.  The $5,031,000 loan was at 1.625 percent for 
30 years and included $1,400,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
WESSSINGTON SPRINGS – The city of Wessington Springs received its first loan - $209,000 at  2.25 
percent for 30 years – to replace three blocks of water main on Main Street. 
 
WEST RIVER/LYMAN-JONES RURAL WATER SYSTEM – WR/LJ received a loan in the amount 
of $340,000 at 2.5 percent for 30 years to fund water main replacement in the town of Reliance.  WR/LJ’s 
second loan, in the amount of $8,000,000 at 3.25 percent for 30 years, funded phase 1 of the construction 
of the north loop pipeline to provide service to Stanley and Haakon counties. 
 
WHITE LAKE – White lake received its first Drinking Water SRF loan, $362,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 
years to replace aging water lines on Main Street.  The loan included $85,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
WINNER – Winner’s first Drinking Water SRF loan, $450,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years, funded 
construction of a new chlorine building including new pumps, piping and chlorine equipment. 
 
WOLSEY – Wolsey’s first Drinking Water SRF loan, $263,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years, funded a 
waterline replacement project.  The city’s second loan, in the amount of $162,300 at 3.25 percent for 20 
years, funded water line replacement in conjunction with the SDDOT’s reconstruction of Highway 14/281.  
Wolsey received its third loan to replace a pumphouse, and the pumps and controls and purchase a standby 
generator.  The loan was for $326,000 at 1.625 percent for 30 years. 
 
WOODLAND HILLS SANITARY DISTRICT – A $780,000 loan at 3 percent for 20 years with 
$480,000 of principal forgiveness was awarded to the Woodland Hills Sanitary District for phase 1 
improvements to its water system.  Improvements included a new 10,000-gallon ground level water storage 
tank, water meter pits for the entire system, upgrades to the well, well house, and pump station building, 
installation of 1,800 feet water main, and replacement of water service line within the right-of-way.  Due 
to higher than expected bids, several items were removed from the original project scope.  The sanitary 
district requested and received an additional $481,000 to complete the project as intended, with the 
exception of the ground storage tank.  The loan was at 3.00 for 20 years and included $384,800 of principal 
forgiveness. 
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WOONSOCKET – Woonsocket was awarded its first SRF loan in the amount of $720,000 to replace and 
loop of water lines primarily along Highway 34.  The loan had an interest rate of 3.0 percent, a 30-year 
term and included $416,500 of principal forgiveness through the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009. 
 
WORTHING – Worthing received its first loan in the amount of $288,000 at 3.5 percent for 20 years for 
improvements to the city’s water distribution system.  The city’s second loan in the amount of $301,227 
financed the replacement of approximately 1,600 feet of water main on Second and Juniper Streets.  The 
loan was at 3 percent for 20 years and included $200,000 of principal forgiveness. 
 
YANKTON – Yankton utilized a $3,460,000 loan for line replacement and water treatment plant 
improvements to include a new disinfection system.  The loan was at 3.5 percent for 20 years.  The city 
secured a second loan in the amount of $1,100,000 at 3.25 percent for 20 years to install a high pressure 
area pump station and transmission lines. Yankton’s third loan in the amount of $3,000,000 funded 12 water 
main replacement projects and two water tower rehabilitation projects.  The city received its fourth loan in 
the amount of $2,200,000 to drill two wells on the Nebraska side of the Missouri River and construct a raw 
water transmission line from the wells to the existing water treatment plant on the South Dakota shore.  
These loans had an interest rate of 3.0 percent, a 20-year term and included 10 percent principal forgiveness 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.  Yankton was awarded its fifth loan to 
upgrade the existing water treatment plant No. 2 and construct a new collector well.  The loan was for 
$12,850,000 at 3 percent for 30 years with $1,000,000 of principal forgiveness.  The city’s sixth loan, 
$37,000,000 at 2.25 percent for 30 years, was for the construction of new reverse osmosis water treatment 
plant and to decommission the oldest of the two existing treatment plants. 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$76,310,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2020 
 
Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount $76,310,000 
• Net Premium $23,946,603 
• Provide $100 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program 
• Provide funds solely to the city of Sioux Falls for ongoing and upcoming projects 
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced and sold on June 16, 2020 
• Bond closing on July 1, 2020 
• All-In True Interest Cost – 2.35%  
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• U.S. Bank N.A. - Trustee 

• PFM Financial Advisors, LLC - Financial Advisor  

• Bank of America Securities – Lead Underwriter 

• J.P. Morgan Securities, LLC - Co-manager 

• Citigroup Global Markets, Inc - Co-manager 

• Kutak Rock, LLP - Counsel to the Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 

 
 

$96,355,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2018 
 
Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount $96,355,000 
• Net Premium $15,270,934 
• Provide $66.0 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program 
• Provide $45.0 million in leveraged proceeds for Drinking Water SRF program  
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced and sold on December 4, 2018 
• Bond closing on December 19, 2018 
• All-In True Interest Cost – 3.37%  
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• U.S. Bank N.A. - Trustee 

• PFM Financial Advisors, LLC - Financial Advisor  

• Citigroup Global Markets, Inc – Lead Underwriter 

• J.P. Morgan Securities, LLC - Co-manager 

• Bank of America Merrill Lynch - Co-manager 

• Kutak Rock, LLP - Counsel to the Underwrite 
  



 
 

121 
 

 
South Dakota Conservancy District 

 
 

$94,600,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2017A and 2017B 
 
Bond Issue 
 
• Series A - Taxable revenue bonds 

• Par Amount - $16,730,000 
• Provided $6.5 million of Clean Water SRF state match funds 
• Provided $8.5 million of Drinking Water SRF state match funds 
• Provided $1.598 million to refund Series 2012B bonds 
• All-In True Interest Cost 2.18% 

• Series B - Tax-exempt revenue bonds 
• Par Amount  $77,870,000 
• Net Premium $16,941,729 
• Provided $42.5 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program 
• Provided $11 million in leveraged proceeds for Drinking Water SRF program  
• Provided $40.67 million to refund Series 2010B and 2012B bonds 
• All-In True Interest Cost 2.77% 

• Refundings realized a Net Present Value Savings of approximately $4,444,000 

• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced and sold on August 2 and 3, 2017 
• Bond closing on August 23, 2017 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• U.S. Bank N.A. - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

• Wells Fargo Securities – Lead Underwriter 

• J.P. Morgan. - Co-manager 

• Kutak Rock, LLP - Counsel to Underwriters  
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$59,815,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2014A and 2014B 
 
 
 
Bond Issue 
 
• Series A - Taxable revenue bonds 

• Par Amount - $9,060,000 
• Provided $4 million of Clean Water SRF state match funds 
• Provided $5 million of Drinking Water SRF state match funds 
• True Interest Cost 1.69% 

• Series B - Tax-exempt revenue bonds 
• Par Amount  $50,755,000 
• Net Premium $9,601,865 
• Provided $53 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program 
• Provided $7 million in leveraged proceeds for Drinking Water SRF program  
• True Interest Cost 3.02% 

• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced and sold on October 8, 2014 
• Bond closing on October 21, 2014 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

• J.P. Morgan – Lead Underwriter 

• Wells Fargo Securities – Co-manager 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriters 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$123,305,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2012A and 2012B 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Series A - Taxable revenue bonds 

• Par Amount - $69,775,000 
• Provided $69.6 million to refund Series 2004 and 2005 bonds 
• True Interest Cost 2.416% 

• Series B - Tax-exempt revenue bonds 
• Par Amount  $53,530,000 
• Net Premium $9,284.439 
• Provided $3.3 million to refund Series 2001 bonds 
• True Interest Cost 2.822% 

• Refundings realized a Net Present Value Savings of $6,114,018 
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced and sold on May 9, 2012 
• Bond closing on May 23, 2012 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

• Wells Fargo Securities – Lead Underwriter 

• J.P. Morgan. - Co-manager 

• Piper Jaffray & Company – Co-manager 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriters 

  



 
 

124 
 

South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$92,380,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2010A and 2010B 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Series A - Taxable revenue bonds (Build America Bonds) 

• Par Amount of Serial Bonds - $26,645,000 
• Par Amount of Term Bonds - $12,050,000 
• True Interest Cost 3.394% 

• Series B - Tax-exempt, revenue bonds 
• Par Amount  $53,685,000 
• Net Premium $4,147,963 
• True Interest Cost 3.588% 

• Provide $54,330,000 to refund Series 2010 Bond Anticipation Notes 
• Provide $42,260,000 to refund Series 1998A and 2008 bond issues 
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced and sold on December 14, 2010 
• Bond closing on December 28, 2010 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

• J.P. Morgan. - Lead Underwriter 

• Piper Jaffray & Company – Co-senior Underwriter 

• Wells Fargo Securities – Co-manager 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriters 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$54,330,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bond Anticipation Notes 

Series 2010 
 
 

Bond Anticipation Note Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, Bond Anticipation Notes 
• Competitive Sale 
• Par Amount  $54,330,000 
• Proceeds used to pay the redemption price of the District’s $55,000,000 Series 2009 

Bond Anticipation Notes 
• MIG-1 rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• SP-1+ rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Notes priced and sold on August 30, 2010 
• Notes closing on September 8, 2010 
• True Interest Cost - 0.35%  
• Average Coupon Rate – 1.75% 
• Maturity Date - September 30, 2011 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

 
Winning Bidder 
 
• J.P. Morgan Securities LLC 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$55,000,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bond Anticipation Notes 

Series 2009 
 
 

Bond Anticipation Note Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, Bond Anticipation Notes 
• Competitive Sale 
• Par Amount  $55,000,000 
• Provide $37.5 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program 
• Provide $18.2 million in leveraged proceeds for Drinking Water SRF program  
• MIG-1 rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• SP-1+ rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Notes priced and sold on August 12, 2009 
• Notes closing on August 25, 2009 
• True Interest Cost - 0.584%  
• Average Coupon Rate - 2.00% 
• Maturity Date - September 10, 2010 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

 
Winning Bidder 
 
• Piper Jaffray & Company 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$40,000,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2008 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, multi-modal variable rate, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $40,000,000 
• Provide $1.96 million to match federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants for 

FFY 2008 - 2010 
• Provide $4.89 million to match federal Drinking Water SRF capitalization grants for 

FFY 2008 - 2010  
• Provide $19.8 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program 
• Provide $13.0 million in leveraged proceeds for Drinking Water SRF program  
• Aaa/VMIG 1 rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA/A-1+ rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced and sold on March 4, 2008 
• Bond closing on March 6, 2008 
• Semi-annual rate mode required until August 1, 2008 
• Initial interest rate - 2.35% in effect until August 1, 2008 
 Rate Reset on August 1, 2008 - 1.90% in effect until February 1, 2009 
 Rate Reset on February 1, 2009 - 1.00% in effect until August 1, 2009 
 Rate Reset on August 1, 2009 - 0.70% in effect until February 1, 2010 
 Rate Reset on February 1, 2010 - 0.34% in effect until August 1, 2010 

Rate Reset on August 1, 2010 - 0.40% 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

• Wachovia Bank, NA - Senior Managing Underwriter & Remarketing Agent 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 

• U.S. Bank National Association - Liquidity Provider 

• Briggs and Morgan, P.A. - Liquidity Provider’s Counsel 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$50,000,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2005 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount $50,000,000 
• Net Premium $1,565,648.15 
• Provide $1.56 million to match federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants for 

FFY 2006 - 2007  
• Provide $1.67 million to match federal Drinking Water SRF capitalization grants for 

FFY 2007  
• Provide $41.0 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program 
• Provide $7.0 million in leveraged proceeds for Drinking Water SRF program  
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced on October 5, 2005 
• Bonds sold on October 6, 2005 
• Bond closing on October 19, 2005 
• True Interest Cost - 4.36%  
• Average Coupon Rate - 4.68% 
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee 

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

• UBS Financial Services, Inc. - Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$38,460,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2004 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $38,460,000 
• Net Premium $903,538.80 
• Provide $5.0 million to match federal Drinking Water SRF capitalization grants for 

FFYs 2004 - 2006  
• Provide $22.5 million in leveraged proceeds for Drinking Water SRF program  
• Provide $11.5 million to refund prior year Clean Water SRF bonds 
• Refunding resulted in Net Present Value savings of $986,412.65 
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bonds priced on June 28-29, 2004 
• Bonds sold on June 30, 2004 
• Bond closing on July 13, 2004 
• True Interest Cost - 4.48%  
• Average Coupon Rate - 4.76% 
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Perkins Coie, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Public Financial Management, Inc. - Financial Advisor  

• UBS Financial Services, Inc. - Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Dougherty & Company, LLC. - Co-Manager 

• Northland Securities, Inc. - Co-Manager 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$5,270,000 
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2001 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $5,270,000  
• Provide match for federal Drinking Water SRF capitalization grants for FFYs 2001 - 

2003  
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• Insured by Ambac Assurance Corporation 
• Underlying Rating Aa1 
• Bond closing on October 3, 2001 
• Average Coupon Rate - 4.87% 
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Altheimer & Gray - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Dougherty & Company, LLC.- Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$4,405,000 
Clean Water State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 2001 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $4,405,000  
• Provide match for federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants for FFYs 2001 - 

2003  
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• Insured by Ambac Assurance Corporation  
• Underlying Rating Aa1  
• Bond closing on October 3, 2001 
• Average Coupon Rate - 4.85% 
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Altheimer & Gray - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Dougherty & Company, LLC.- Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$6,450,000 
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 1998A 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $6,450,000 
• Provide match for federal Drinking Water SRF capitalization grants for FFYs 1998 - 

2000  
• Aaa rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• Insured by Ambac Assurance Corporation  
• Underlying Rating Aa3 
• Bond closing on June 30, 1998 
• Average Coupon Rate - 4.85% 
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Altheimer & Gray - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Piper Jaffray, Inc - Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$2,770,000 
Clean Water State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 1996A 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $2,770,000 
• Provide match for federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants for FFYs 1996 - 

1998 
• A1 rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc.  
• Bond closing on December 17, 1996 
• True Interest Cost 5.86%  
• Average Coupon Rate 5.51%  
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Altheimer & Gray - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Piper Jaffray, Inc - Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$7,970,000 
Clean Water State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 1995A 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $7,970,000 
• Provide $2.5 million to match federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants for FFY 

1995 and 1996  
• Provide $4.5 million in leveraged proceeds for Clean Water SRF program  
• A1 rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• Bond closing on April 4, 1995 
• Average Coupon Rate 5.94%  
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Altheimer & Gray - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Piper Jaffray, Inc - Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$10,220,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 1994A 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $10,220,000 
• Provide $631,195 to match federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants  
• Provide $9.3 million to refund Series 1989 and 1992 Bonds 
• Refunding resulted in Net Present Value savings of $ 
• A rating by Moody’s Investors Services, Inc. 
• Bond closing on February 17, 1994 
• Average Coupon Rate 5.01%  
 
 
Financial Team 
 
• Altheimer & Gray - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Piper Jaffray, Inc - Senior Managing Underwriter 

• Faegre & Benson, LLP - Counsel to Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$4,180,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 1992 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $4,180,000 
• Provide match for federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants for FFYs 1992 - 

1994 
• BBB rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Bond closing on September 24, 1992 
• Average Coupon Rate 6.83%   
 
  
Financial Team 
 
• Kutak Rock, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Lehman Brothers. - Senior Managing Underwriter 
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South Dakota Conservancy District 
 
 

$5,785,000 
State Revolving Fund Program Bonds 

Series 1989 
 
 
 

Bond Issue 
 
• Tax-exempt, revenue issue 
• Par Amount  $5,785,000 
• Provide match for federal Clean Water SRF capitalization grants for FFYs 1989 - 

1991 
• AAA rating by Standard & Poor’s 
• Insured by Capital Guaranty Insurance Company  
• Bond closing on August 10, 1989 
• Average Coupon Rate 7.12%   
  
  
Financial Team 
 
• Kutak Rock & Campbell, LLP - Bond Counsel 

• The First National Bank in Sioux Falls - Trustee  

• Shearson Lehman Hutton Inc. - Senior Managing Underwriter 
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State Revolving Fund Administration  
SOUTH DAKOTA CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 

BOARD OF WATER AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
 

1-40-5. Water and Natural Resources Board created -- Functions -- Appointment and 
terms of members. The Board of Natural Resource Development is abolished. There is created 
a Board of Water and Natural Resources. The board shall perform all functions exercised by the 
former Board of Natural Resource Development. The Board of Water and Natural Resources shall 
consist of seven members not all of the same political party and appointed by the Governor for 
four-year terms. The terms of members of the Board of Water and Natural Resources who are 
first appointed after the effective date of this order shall be: one appointed for a term of one year; 
two appointed for a term of two years; two for a term of three years; and two for a term of four 
years, and such initial terms shall be designated by the Governor. Any member appointed to fill 
a vacancy arising from other than the natural expiration of a term shall serve for only the 
unexpired portion of the term. 
 

1-40-9. Performance of administrative functions of conservancy district board. 
Except as provided in § 1-40-10, the Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources shall, 
under the direction and control of the secretary of agriculture and natural resources, perform all 
the functions of the former board of directors of the South Dakota conservancy district, created 
by chapter 46A-2. 
 

1-40-10. Performance of nonadministrative functions of conservancy district board. 
The Board of Water and Natural Resources created by this chapter shall perform all quasi-
legislative, quasi-judicial, advisory, and special budgetary functions (as defined in § 1-32-1) of 
the former board of directors of the South Dakota conservancy district, created by chapter 46A-
2. 
 

46A-2-1. Creation of South Dakota conservancy district -- Boundaries -- Powers. 
There is hereby created within the State of South Dakota, a conservancy district, to be known as 
the "South Dakota conservancy district." The boundaries of the district shall coincide in all 
particulars with the boundaries of the state of South Dakota. Such district is a governmental 
agency, body politic and corporate with authority to exercise the powers specified in this chapter. 
 

46A-2-5. Board of directors abolished -- Performance of functions. The board of 
directors of the South Dakota conservancy district is abolished, and all its functions shall be 
administered by the department and board of water and natural resources, as provided by § § 1-
40-9 and 1-40-10. 

 
46A-2-11. Board of Water and Natural Resources -- Authority to sue and be sued. 

The Board of Water and Natural Resources shall have the power to sue and be sued in the name 
of the district. 
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State Revolving Fund Administration  
SRF SUBFUNDS 

SRF LOAN PROGRAMS 
 

46A-1-31.   Discretionary bond issuance to finance water resources projects or 
developments-- Maximum amount--Issuance of bonds for purchase or financing of loans by 
FmHA--Issuance of bonds for revolving fund programs under federal Clean Water Act or 
federal Safe Drinking Water Act. In addition to the aggregate indebtedness authorized by the 
Legislature and Board of Water and Natural Resources pursuant to §§ 46A-1-29 and 46A-1-30, 
the district may issue bonds in an amount not to exceed in aggregate eight million dollars at any 
time for the purpose of financing projects as defined in subdivision 46A-2-4(5) which are 
components of the statewide water plan subject to the provisions of §§ 46A-1-49 to 46A-1-52, 
inclusive. In addition to the aggregate indebtedness authorized by the Legislature and Board of 
Water and Natural Resources pursuant to §§ 46A-1-29 and 46A-1-30, the district may issue 
bonds in any amount at any time for the purpose of purchasing or otherwise financing or 
providing for the purchase or payment of loans made by the United States Farmers' Home 
Administration to any person or public entity, whether or not the person or public entity or the 
project financed with the loan are located in South Dakota or formed under or recognized by 
South Dakota law, as community facilities loans or water and waste disposal loans, which 
purchasing, financing, or payment activities are hereby determined to be components of the state 
water plan and are authorized without regard to § 46A-2-20. The district may enter into financing 
agreements with the persons or public entities to secure and provide for the payment of the 
bonds, without regard to § 46A-2-20 or §§ 46A-1-63.1 to 46A-1-69, inclusive. The district may 
make payments or deposits for the purchase or payment of the loans from funds obtained from 
the persons or public entities, whether or not bonds have been issued. The purchase or payment 
of loans for persons or public entities or projects located outside of the State of South Dakota is 
hereby authorized and declared to be a public purpose whenever, at the discretion and in the 
determination of the district, the purchase or payment is expected to result in economies of scale, 
fees, interest savings, financing, or other benefits to the district, South Dakota persons or public 
entities or the State of South Dakota. The district, in the proceedings for the issuance of the 
bonds, shall establish the manner in which the trustee shall manage and disperse any savings 
for the benefit of the persons and public entities whose community facilities loans and water and 
waste disposal loans have been purchased or prepaid by the district. In addition to the aggregate 
indebtedness authorized by the Legislature and the Board of Water and Natural Resources 
pursuant to §§ 46A-1-29 and 46A-1-30, the district may also issue bonds in any amount at any 
time for the purpose of funding all or part of the revolving funds required for either the state 
water pollution control revolving fund program or the state drinking water revolving fund 
program or both under either the federal Clean Water Act or federal Safe Drinking Water Act or 
both. The bonds issued for these revolving fund programs shall be used to purchase or otherwise 
finance or provide for the purchase or payment of bonds or other obligations, including the 
refinancing of obligations previously issued or for projects previously completed, which 
purchasing, financing, or payment activities are hereby determined to be components of the state 
water facilities plan and are authorized without regard to § 46A-2-20. The district may enter into 
financing agreements with such persons or public entities to secure and provide for the payment 
of such bonds, without regard to § 46A-2-20 or §§ 46A-1-63.1 to 46A-1-69, inclusive. The district 
may pledge or assign to or hold in trust for the benefit of the holder or holders of the bonds those 
moneys appropriated by the Legislature for the purpose of funding state contributions to the 
state water pollution control revolving fund program and the state drinking water revolving fund 
program, which moneys may be held and invested pursuant to a trust agreement for the payment 
of the principal of, premium, if any, and interest on, the bonds. 
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 46A-1-32.   Terms of bonds. The bonds may be issued and sold in one or more series, 
may be in such amounts and at such prices, may bear such date or dates, may be in such 
denomination or denominations, may mature at such time or times not exceeding fifty years from 
the respective dates thereof, may mature in such amount or amounts, may bear interest at such 
times and at such fixed or variable rate or rates as shall be determined by the district and without 
regard to any interest rate limitation appearing in any other law, may be in such form, either 
coupon or registered as to principal only or as to both principal and interest, may carry such 
registration privileges (including the conversion of a fully registered bond to a coupon bond or 
bonds and the conversion of a coupon bond to a fully registered bond), may be executed in such 
manner, may be made payable in such medium of payment, at such place or places within or 
without the state, may be callable or subject to purchase and retirement or tender and 
remarketing as determined by the district in any indenture, resolution, or other instrument. The 
district may take any action it deems appropriate for the purpose of implementing this section, 
including establishing parameters referencing current market conditions or published indices in 
connection with establishing interest rates, imposing maximum interest rate limitations, or 
establishing other parameters it deems appropriate, and may delegate the administration of 
specific functions within the established parameters. The district may enter into arrangements 
to provide additional security and liquidity for bonds, and to limit, reduce, or manage interest 
rate exposure with respect to bonds issued or to be issued 
 
 § 46A-1-60.1. Water pollution control revolving fund program and state drinking 
water revolving fund program established - Program subfunds created - Deposits into 
subfunds and use thereof.  The state water pollution control revolving fund program and the 
state drinking water revolving fund program are hereby established. Program subfunds shall be 
created within the water and environment fund established pursuant to § 46A-1-60. The required 
subfunds shall be maintained separately, and all federal, state, and other funds for use in the 
program shall be deposited into the respective subfund, including all federal grants for 
capitalization of either a state water pollution control revolving fund or a state drinking water 
revolving fund or both, all repayments of assistance awarded from the subfund, interest on 
investments made on money in the subfund, proceeds of discretionary bond issues allowed by § 
46A-1-31, and principal and interest on loans made from the fund. Money in the subfund may 
be used only for purposes authorized under federal law. The subfund may be pledged or assigned 
by the district to or in trust for the holder or holders of the bonds of the district and may be 
transferred to and held by a trustee or trustees pursuant to § 46A-1-39.  
 
 The board shall promulgate rules pursuant to chapter 1-26, to implement the provisions 
of this section consistent with the requirements of federal law in order for an approved state 
water pollution control revolving fund or a state drinking water revolving fund to become eligible 
for grant funds from the United States Environmental Protection Agency.  
 
 § 46A-1-60.2. Disbursements from and administration of water pollution control 
revolving fund program and state drinking water revolving fund program - Sections 46A-
1-61 to 46A-1-69 inapplicable.  Funds from the state water pollution control revolving fund 
program and the state drinking water revolving fund program shall be disbursed and 
administered according to rules promulgated by the Board of Water and Natural Resources 
pursuant to chapter 1-26, § 46A-1-65 and the provisions of §§ 46A-1-60 to 46A-1-60.3, inclusive. 
Sections 46A-1-61 to 46A-1-69, inclusive, do not apply to the subfund of the water and 
environment fund or loans therefrom pursuant to the state water pollution control revolving fund 
program and the drinking water revolving fund program described in §§ 46A-1-60 to 46A-1-60.3, 
inclusive.  
 
 The board shall promulgate rules pursuant to chapter 1-26, to implement the provisions 
of this section consistent with the requirements of federal law in order for an approved state 
water pollution control revolving fund or a state drinking water revolving fund to become eligible 
for grant funds from the United States Environmental Protection Agency.  
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 § 46A-1-60.3. Rules for selection of projects to receive funds from water pollution 
control revolving fund program and state drinking water revolving fund program and 
administration of same.  The Board of Water and Natural Resources may, by rules promulgated 
pursuant to chapter 1-26, establish criteria and procedures for the selection of projects to receive 
funds from the state water pollution control revolving fund program and the state drinking water 
revolving fund program and for the administration of the programs. 
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