January 26, 2023

Kathy Ringdahl Marquette
9071 138t Avenue SE
Rutland, ND 58067
701.724.3191 (H)
701.899.1276 (C)
Marquette@drtel.net

Senator Luick and Members of 2023 ND Senate Ag Committee

RE: Senate Bill #2037

My name is Kathy Marquette, and | am writing to you today to voice my support of SB
2037 for three targeted groups of people in relation to our personal experience with
water drains in southeast North Dakota in the counties of Sargent and Dickey. Those
three groups of people are 1) my parents, Judy and the late Gerald Ringdahl, and their
property located within Verner Township in Sargent County affected by Jackson Drain;
2) our neighbors in Sargent County who are affected by this drain and other drains such
as Drain 11; and 3) for ALL farmers and property owners in the future who may have
their land and property rights affected by a water drain.

Attached is a table of data specifically addressing how assessments were distributed for
Jackson Drain on the Ringdahl family. Our fifth generation ND Centennial farm is
located on top of a hill by the Scandinavian Hilltop Cemetery where my ancestors are
buried, along with my father. It is surrounded by Lake Taayer, Pickell Lake and Kraft
Slough. As you know, the cost of the project was initially $5.2 million with a cost-share
funding from the ND State Water Commission so it is currently around $3.75 million.
Due to the size of the assessment district and the total cost of the project, landowners
became alarmed when they were notified by the Dickey-Sargent Joint Water Resource
Board on October 6, 2014. Assessments payable over a 20-year period. We felt “blind-
sided” by this project.

Several years ago, l—along with several other Jackson and Verner Township
landowners—traveled to Bismarck to the legislative assembly to testify for proposed
changes to HB 1339 to amend sections 61-16.1-22, 61-16.1-23 and 61-16.1-26 of the
North Dakota Century Code relating to notice, appeals and refunds of special
assessments. Though we had some success on some proposed changes, it was
evident that the fight over “water” had the workings of a “good ‘ol boys club”. Some



members of our local joint water board and farmers who voted in favor of this project
were rubbing shoulders with the State Water Commission as though they were the best
of friends.

Our family has unsuccessfully tried to get changes to occur in the formula for calculating
assessments in relation to “benefits”. Bottom line, no landowner should have to pay
assessments that are not in proportion to benefits. Our family situation is a unique one
because of where our farm is located; however, we feel that we have been dealt a “bad
hand” because of the amount of money we are paying in relation to benefit. We feel we
are carrying the burden for farmers who are benefitting with little to no cost assessed to
them.

We do not trust our current water board. Members who are on it have self-serving
interests. Several years ago, | tried to get the paperwork at the Sargent County
Courthouse to protest the payment of taxes as my parents were paying more in special
assessments than property taxes! | was told that wasn’t an option. When you can’t get
any straight answers from the local water board, you try to protest so that people
understand that you are upset and simply want someone to explain how the
assessments are calculated. No one on the Dickey-Sargent Water Board has ever
been able to articulate the formula for how special assessments for Jackson Drain were
calculated. The whole project has had a pungent odor from the day we received
notification of the drain project.

My mother has her 2022 Sargent County Real Estate Tax Statement. Her grand total
on 16 statements is $30,789.13, of which $14,360.31 is special assessments. Seven of
those parcels have more money due in special assessments than the property tax
owed on each one! On one 165.22- acre tract she owes $4,035.92 combined in
taxes and specials and on another 144.59- acre tract she owes $4227.48. It's been
a tough pill to swallow for years. Honestly, it is from the urging of Paul Mathews and
Bob Banderet that | am writing this testimony. Our family has tried numerous times to
visit with the water board; however, members never address anything due to their
attorney, Sean Fredricks, of Ohnstad Twitchell, P.C. Members are scared to talk; they
refer EVERYTHING to Mr. Fredricks. How sad it is that | honestly believe members
know that this whole project and other drain projects are not being handled correctly but
are hiding behind their attorney. If board members were in the shoes of area
landowners affected by these special assessments, they may have a completely
different perspective.

If a transparent formula for calculating assessments so they do not exceed benefits in a
public drain is not created, what will this mean for landowners? Drain assessments
combined with property taxes will be too much of a financial burden and many will be
forced to sell their land—the same handful of farmers who pushed for Jackson Drain
and other drains in the works will be in line to purchase their land. Is this ethical? A
landowner who is benefitting from Jackson Drain came to visit my father one day in the
nursing home three years ago where he was residing. He knew of my father's
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opposition to the drain due to the unfairness of the assessment formula. When my
father and he discussed the topic, he stated, “Well Gerald, maybe it's time for you to sell
your land.” Needless to say, | have no respect for this individual. In fact, he was one
who sat with the State Water Commissioners who patted his back after he came back to
sit down with them after giving testimony in favor of not adding changes to HB 1339.
Nothing like the “good ‘ol boys club”.

We care too much about our land and that of our neighbors and other landowners in
North Dakota not to attempt to have current law changed to reflect a fairer process. We
want to do our part to ensure that the assessment process by water resource boards is
fair, impartial, ethical and bears no conflict of interest with any parties employed by the
boards and the companies that represent them. Transparency is key—if water boards
are confident that their plans are fair and equitable, then they should have no problem
sharing how formulas and created and implemented. Water is a necessary evil; no one
wants it in excess. Projects are necessary to control it; however, projects must be
equitable for all parties in relation to benefits vs. assessment costs.

| leave you with this quote from Madeline Albright, former US Secretary of State:

“No matter what message you are about to deliver somewhere, whether it is holding out
a hand of friendship, or making clear that you disapprove of something, is the fact that
the person sitting across the table is a human being, so the goal is to always establish
common ground.”

Respectfully,

7oty [Cingdebl 7 nguitle

Kathy Ringdahl Marquette
Attachments: 3



Attachment A.

FINAL Proposed Vote
Amount: Amount
“iParcel# iSec Twp Rng y_:ga_l Parcel Ac /Assessed Ac |Benef % |Factor Ac’ |Assessed  |Assessed:
RINGDAHL FAMILY
206097000 21 131 58!SE 1/4 of 21-131-58 158.58 25/ 50.00% 1250 °3,193.38"
: ‘21 13t '58ISE 1/4 of 21-131-58 159.58 13458 2500%  33.65 8356520 17,078.25
22 131 ‘58:W 1/2 of SE 1/4 22-131-58 80 °25) 75.00% 1875 1479006 4,013:25
26 131 58'W 1/2 of SW 1/4 26-131-58 80 s5' 12505 6.88 1,75636 147153
27 181 SBE1/20fSE1/427-13158. 13476 65 1250% 813 2,075.69 1,739.08
27 131 S8'E 1/2 of SE 1/4 27-131-58 13476 69.76 75.00% 52.32 13,366.19)  11,198.57
28 131 SBNW1/42813158 144.59 14459 7500% 108.44 _ 27,703.81]  23,211.03
330 131 58NE 1/433-131-58 1549 20 7500% 1500 3,832.05| 3721060
33 131 S8NW 1/4 33-131-58 104.59| 95! 7500% 7125 18,202.24|  15,750.35
134 131} '5B!SW1/4.33-131-58 77.78| 7778 75.00% 5834 14,502:84]  12,486.02
35 131 |58NW 1/4 35-131:58" 153.46 112/ 75.00% 8400 2145948 17,979.36
35 131 5BiSW 1/4 35-131-58 157.2 52) 1250% 650 1,660.56)  1,391.26
35 131 “58iSW 1/4 35-131-58 157.2 172 5000%  '8.60 2:197.04 1,840.74
35 131 58:SW 1/4 35:131-58 157.2 80! 75.00% 60.00 15,328.20,  12,842.40
35 131 58W 4}9@:‘5;‘1‘/& 35-131-58. 40 40 50.00% 20.00 5,109.40 4,280.80
27 131! 58I 1/2 of NE 1/4 27-131-58 7821 36 12.50% 450, 1,149.62 963.18
28! 131 58N 1/2 of NE1/428:131-58 165.22 ‘80, 50.00% 40.00 10,218:80°
280 131 58/N 1/2 of NE 1/4:28-131-58 165.22 85.22 75.00% 6392 16328.37 2652277
28 131 -58 Lots in 28-131:58. 307 25! 75.00% 1875 4790.06]  4,013.25
206129000: .28 131 58/Lots in 28-131-58 ‘165 115 75.00% 863 2,203.43 1,846.30
206126001 28 131 58 Steve & Michelle's lot 28:131-58: 1136 1136/ 50.00% 568 1451.07 1,823.62
1,261.‘995; 180,313.94| 163,662.36




Attachment B.

Sargent County
Forman, North Dakota

County Commissianers: County Officers:

Jason Arth Ia rMaloney- Auditer

Mike ‘Walstead - Alison Taepke- Clerk, Treasurer, Racarder
Bill Andersan merril Cngquist- Road Supt.

Sherry Hostord Lyle Bopp- State’s Sittorney

David Jacobsor Travls Paeper Sherhf
Sandra Hansor- Tax Equalizztion Directar
Brenda Peterson- Caraner

A Jon Hanna- Veterans Service Officer
s
PAYMER'S OF VAX UNDER PROTEST

Narth Dakotd law requires Lhal stale laxpavers take specific and Hmely steps in the event the
Laxpayer wislis o pay any lax under protesy Iu an effort to acqualut taxpayers with those stéps, all of
which must he completed in proper sequence (ox Lite protest to be valld the following zuidelines have been
eslablishenl:

1. Any prrson against whom a 1ax is levled, or who may be required to pay the same, may pay such
tax under pratest to the County Treasurer,

2. Any such protest mustbe given o Ui County Treasorer fn wadting at the dme of payment,
specifying the reason fur e prolest (NOYE: Yerbal Leaustnission of the protestis not sufficient
w impleraent e peolesl)

4. knllawing the seritten profesk, and hercalles, wilhin sixly days, the Laxpayer may applyin
veriting to the HBnard of County Cammissioners for an ubalement adjuslanent, or refund of laxes
naid, nr any nortinn of thase taxes paid. Tn the cvent the taxpaver docs not elect to talke any
acsion an the pratest within the specified tie perlod, the protest shall be ruled non-cxistent
and vax monies held as a resull of Lhe protest shall be entered in appropriate funds for
tlistrihiution,

4. if tha County Commission rejeds, in whole ar part, such applivation as filed wilhin Secclen 3
ahave, it shall novify the applicant of the disposition of thiapplicaliva.

5. The Roarl shall notify thiriaxpaver ol his right Lo appeal the aclivo Lo the tax apgeals board as
provided by Jaw:

6. All applications L the Beard of County Commiss{oners shall show the post office adcdress of the
taxpdysr aml natics L Lhal address by registered or certified mall shall be sufficlent service of
the natice of rejeclive ar approval of Lhe Laxpayer’s application

7. Tt shall remain the duly of e laxpayer Lo catry outall of the above stipulations in ordex for the
paymnent of tax uonder praLesL Lo be valid. Aoy guestons should be directed to the Comnty
Trimsurer riegarding Lhe above procedures,

8. 'Theabove steps required of taxpavers are in accordance with state latw as ¢arried in Sertion 57-
2020 of the Noyth ralota Century Cade:



Attachment C.

Sargent County
NOTICE OF TAXES PAID UNDER WRITTEN PROTEST

Measa raturn ta: Alison Toepke, Sargent County Treasurer
JEE MAln Strest South Sulte 2
Frorrnary, ND 58337
(701)724-5241 Ext. 111

NOTICE 1S HERFRY GIVEN THAT THE UNDERSIGNED: aF
, DOCS PAY UNDECR WRITTEN PROTEST AS PROVIDLD DY
SECTION 57.20 20 OF THE NORTH DAKOTA CENTURY CODE THE SUM OF $ , HEREWITH, AS

PAYMENT OF THE TAXES LEVIED FOR THE YEAR AGAINST THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED
PROPERTY:

REASONS FOR FILING THIS PROTEST ARE AS FOLLOWS:

DATERATYT ... ND,THIS____ DAYOF___

TAXPAYER MAILING ADDRESS

59-20-20. PAYNENT OF TAX UNDER PROYIES 1L fevy p=rsaa against whem ary tax is lmded, or who may Se required Lo pay the same,
iy Pay such Lax undder pratest o the mundy freasurer, by glving radee In wrlting ta such treasure: #t the Bm= of payment,
spcaifying the reazens for such protest, and thereotter, wAlhin sinty_davs, hu may upply in wriking o the bueré of winly
oommissionars far gr abaternent, edjustrient, or refund ol tages thus gaid, ¢ dey portion tereof, dod - sudh applicativo iy
rejechul; in swhnlee oz in parl, or it thre hnard falls teoact upan hiz application within sixty days; it shali notify the applizznt of the
dispesition of his application and of his rizht Lo vppeul vs provided by law. The gpplication W the hoand of eaunty (ommisslaners
must shaw Far post-office adzarazs of the taxpayer and natica to such address by registenod or certitied fail is qutlicient service ef
the antiee of rejretion or appraval of the tanyer'z npplication.

@*SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS CANNOT BE PROTESTED.

**The process of “paying under protest” merely places the Tunds in @ “hald™ aceount for 60 days while the
person making the protest pursues further action. You will need Lo go through the abatement process for any
aclion lo be Laken. Thank you.



