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Explanation or reason for introduction of bil l/resolution :  

A BILL for a n  Act providing a n  appropriation t o  the office o f  management and budget for the 
demolition of the governor's residence and the construction of a new governor's residence. 

Minutes : Attachments 1 

Chairman Dever: Opened the hearing on SB 2304 . • Senator Laffen, District 43: Testified to introduce the b i l l  and to explain the b i l l .  See 
Attachment #1 for testimony in support of the bi l l .  I t would cost $2 .8  mi l l ion to repair the 
current issues that the residence has.  An elevator is not included in the renovations. It would 
be a $1 00,000 project and a spot is avai lable if that is to be included . Option A wou ld leave the 
residence the same size with a new sleeping quarter addition .  Option B would be a smaller 
residence and al l  of the entertain ing would be at the Heritage Center. Option C wou ld add an 
enterta in ing component. Appendix B is $628,000 of interior remodel .  

(1 3 : 1 2)Chairman Dever: This is p retty impressive. A lot of important work has already been 
done. 

Senator Flakol l :  I th ink for me could you explain to the committee the source of the money? 

Senator Laffen:  The capitol g rounds has the trust fund called the Capitol Bu i ld ing Trust Fund . 
It has an oi l  wel l  and is prod ucing revenue and that fund can only be spent on the capitol 
g rounds. The fund is p rojected to be at $5 .372 mi l l ion at the end of this b iennium and $8 .5  
m i l l ion a t  the end of the b ienn ium . The numbers for the construction are just estimates but it 
includes everyth ing.  

Chairman Dever: Was there consideration of other sites? 

Senator Laffen:  There was not really. There have been informal d iscussion between 
members of the committee that talked about bui ld ing a residence right beside the existing one 
to keep the orig ina l  in operation whi le bu i ld ing the new one. Every sing le past and the present 
Governor l ikes the site where that one sits and the abi l ity to use the existing d rive and loop 
saves probably $500,000. We would take the existing one down regard less . The other site 
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that is always considered when this comes up is the orig inal master p lan had in  the NE corner 
up on the h i l l .  Everyone we ta lked to th inks that is a very commercial feel ing s ite that looks 
over all of the parking .  

Chairman Dever: N ice place for an office but  not a house. 

Senator Cook: I walked over to the Governor's mansion this week and I was surprised that the 
walk  that we took would be the shortest way, and in order to keep it the shortest way, there 
was no sidewalk,  we walked across grass. My understanding is that the only way you can 
walk from the Governor's mansion to the capitol is to go out to 4th St, south to Boulevard and 
Bou levard to the entrance to the capitol and then fol low that sidewalk. Can a sidewalk be put 
in  through the trees or are there any conversations about a tunnel? 

Senator Latten :  I never heard anyone suggest a tunnel unt i l  last n ight. A tunnel would be $1 
mi l l ion or more and they are extremely d ifficult to mainta in .  A good connecting on g rade l ink 
would be a g reat idea.  The sidewalks are a l ittle strange a d it has something to do with the 
city of Bismarck. 

Senator Cook: When we talk about security and we ta lk about some security that is real ly 
obvious and if you want to increase the security risk, put it in  the newspaper or on TV. Maybe 
certain things should not be mentioned . 

Senator Laffen: It is hard to not talk about the issues that are causing then need for this. It 
would be n ice if some of that cou ld remain unmentioned . 

Senator Flakol l :  The current residence seems a lmost l ike many d ifferent sections done a 
piece at a time with no commun ication on the overal l  cohesiveness. Are there things that 
could be pul led across to a new bu i ld ing that would preserve the h istoric aspect of the home? 

Senator Latten:  Absolutely. There are some things about that bu i ld ing that we would want to 
keep or repl icated . I am on the Capitol Grounds Planning Commission and I would expect that 
the g roup would want to bu i ld the new residence out of I ndiana l imestone which is the material 
al l the bu i ld ing on the g rounds are bu i lt out of. 

Vice C hairman Poolman :  Append ix A, page 3, has pictures and detai ls of fix ing the d in ing 
room roof repa ir  in 201 1 and we were just there i n  201 3  and there were buckets on the floor 
and a tarp hold ing up the d in ing room cei l ing .  Is that sti l l  an ongoing problem that seems 
u nfixable then? Is there a design flaw? 

Senator Latten:  When houses were bu i lt in the 60's they were not insu lated wel l  and that 
bu i ld ing is a l l  flat roofs which causes condensation issues. Mean ing that over the winter frost 
bu i lds up on the inside wood structures and then on a warm day then it starts to melt. We 
have tried to find those and they are very d ifficult to solve those problems in  a poorly insu lated 
bui ld ing .  I am not sure if it is condensation or leakage . They are repairs that we wi l l  fight over 
there forever. 

Chairman Dever: The d ifference here is that it is more of a residence not a mansion and you 
are continu ing that concept? 
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Senator Laffen:  I cannot find a Governor in North Dakota who wants the publ ic to think that he 
l ives in  a mansion and I have never looked at that house and thought of it that way. We have 
a lways referred to it in  North Dakota as the Governor's residence. 

Chairman Dever: I t  is the Governor's residence but it is also the peoples place.  I kind of l ike 
the idea of being able to entertai n  but also to have separate fami ly quarters. 

Senator Laffen:  I can tell you the sponsors on the bi l l  had that d iscussion and that was the 
sentiment of the sponsors as wel l .  

Senator Nelson:  You were comparing i t  to the President's residence of  N DSU and UNO and 
they are mu lti-level and qu ite frankly I wou ld not want to l ive in them . I th ink they are cold as 
an atmosphere and for instance the one at NDSU it wou ld be impossible to l ive there if you 
were hand icapped because there is not elevator. That was the main thing that I noticed at the 
Governor's residence is that there is no elevator. I have a hand icapped husband . If there are 
two steps down or up then he can hand le those with a walker, but when you are going down to 
the basement that needs an elevator. For $ 1 00 ,000 for an elevator, I do not th ink that is bad. I 
d id manage to talk  to a person that grew up as a chi ld in the home and the home has changed 
a lot over the years . I would l ike to have seen what was in the orig inal  floor plan. When you 
get a volunteer committee it can get to be piece mealed . Often times the funding was l im ited . • Senator Laffen:  One of the Governors converted two of the bedrooms into a larger master 

, su ite and there was a need for an office for the staff that works there and that is what 
happened with that bed room area . That Governor d id not have any chi ld ren and we have not 
had any chi ld ren there since that was done. There m ight come a time that there wi l l  be. For 
the 24 years since that was done, it has worked real ly wel l .  We can improve the security but 
we cannot get it to where we need it with the current residence. In reference to the two 
un iversity president's residences that you mentioned they are two levels and what is upstairs is 
the bedrooms. The entertain ing space is on one level .  The Governor's residence is a l ittle 
d ifferent in that the entertain ing space is spl it between two. 

(27:54) Senator Unruh ,  District 33:  Testified as sponsor and in  support of the b i l l .  I wanted to 
stand up this morn ing and express my support for this project. I th ink if you look at what you 
have been g iven ,  and look at the existing facil ity issues; that is explanation enough.  I have 
heard you talk about security, accessib i l ity, sleeping quarters , hazardous materials and they 
are al l  issues that need to be repaired . Starting over new I th ink is the best d i rection to go at 
this point. 

(29:00) Senator Nelson : Did you ever consider changes in the front of the bui ld ing? Taking 
out the curved d rive and putting up a security fence? If there is a security problem do we need 
to fix that rather going after the bui ld ing itself. What would be the d ifference in cost? 

Senator Unruh :  I wi l l  not cla im to be an expert on al l  of the d ifferent options for d ifferent 
solutions to solve the security p roblem with the residence.  I th ink just looking at the current 
floor p lan ;  I don't see a way to solve them without at least doing the add ition or bu i lding a new 
residence. I do not th ink the fence would be enough .  
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C hairman Dever: Years ago before the o i l  boom and post 9/1 1 a proposa l was made to put a 
fence around and it became very pol itica l and for that reason it was not done.  

Senator Unruh :  I do u nderstand that aspect of this project, but I th ink we just need to try and 
do our best to get to doing the right th ing.  There are a lot of issues with this residence. While 
it is a sensitive subject for us to be ta lk ing about, I th ink the need has been fu lly expressed 
here this morn ing .  

Chairman Dever: I th ink the idea that i t  is coming from the capitol g rounds bui ld ing trust fund 
makes the project more feasible than if it was general fund money. 

Senator Unru h :  I agree fu l ly .  

Senator Flakol l :  Can we have some information in  terms of the amount of money that has 
been in  the fund and how m uch has been spent in  the past 8 years or so? 

John Boyle, Director, Facility Management: I can get that information for you .  Four years 
ago there was $2 .5  mi l l ion and we have not spent hard ly any out of it so it has grown to $5 .4 
m i l l ion at the end of this current bienn ium.  We do have a recurring appropriation that is 
$ 1 75,000 per biennium that goes for smal l  improvements throughout the g rounds.  We do 
spend that but any large appropriation has to be approved by the legislature .  

Senator Flakol l :  How many oi l  wel ls he lp feed this fund? 

John Boyle: Four and with a few opportun ities for others to be d ri l led in  the future .  I th ink two 
right away. There is an income stream that is coming in that far exceeds what it d id in  the 
past. 

Senator Nelson:  When you ta lked about refurbishing the state office bui ld ing that is on the 
capitol grounds, that is on the capitol grounds,  so could th is $8 mi l l ion be spent on that as 
opposed to the Governor's residence? 

John Boyle: The l iberty memorial bui ld ing project is a $40 mi l l ion project and that would be a 
genera l  fund appropriation i n  the executive budget recommendation from the Governor. 

Chairman Dever: Are there other projects under consideration from the capitol bui ld ing trust 
fund? 

John Boyle: The capital g rounds planning commission each bienn ium recommends one to 
three projects to be done. About 8 years ago we d id a 3 phase parking plan which we have 
completed phase 2 now and phase 3 was a 2 level parking structure west of the bui ld ing.  That 
would be the leg islative parking lot as wel l  as everyth ing south of the road leading to 4th street. 
That would add another 200+ parking spaces. There would be a lower level with a connecting 
tunnel into the lower level of the capitol .  You would have the lower level during session and 
we would make more visitors parking in  that lower level .  The upper level would be additional 
vis itor parking and for state employees to use . That was $ 1 3  mi l l ion, so instead the Governor 
recommended $ 1 . 3  mi l l ion to redo what is currently there because the lot is in  very bad shape. 
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C hairman Dever: Spaces are too narrow 

Senator Marcel lais : You mentioned revenue off of four  oi l  wel ls ;  does that have to be 
al located to the Governor's residence or can it be used someplace else? 

John Boyle : Those funds have to be used on the capitol g rounds for projects on the capitol 
g rounds.  

Chairman Dever: Closed the hearing on SB 2304 . 
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Minutes : o Attachments 

Chairman Dever: Opened SB 2304 for committee d iscussion .  

Senator Poolman: Moved a D o  Pass a n d  Rerefer to Appropriations. 

Senator Flakol l :  Seconded. 

Chairman Dever: Asked the committee if there is any d iscussion .  

Senator Cook: I a m  going to support the motion . There i s  n o  doubt i n  m y  mind that we 
need to do someth ing with this. We have been privileged to see some information that the 
publ ic has not. I have had a tour  of the house. The most important thing that we need to 
do is if we are going to bui ld a Governor's mansion that I hope the people of North Dakota 
support it also. There is a lot of work that needs to be done i n  that area to show them the 
facts and expla in the need so that it wi l l  be supported . I hope that somebody that is very 
aware of that work that has to be done to explain to the people th is vote so that they 
understand and embrace it as wel l .  You don't want to bu i ld someth ing l ike this if the people 
do not support it. 

Chairman Dever: One of the things that struck me was that it would take $2 .8 mi l l ion to 
repair and bring the existing residence up to standards.  

Senator Flakol l :  I am not a proponent of remodel ing the current one because i t  is too 
much money for too l ittle good. I th ink we have an opportun ity with the other to do 
something that is very functiona l ,  addresses safety, probably asbestos issues , and 
accessib i l ity issues etc. , all of which are very important that we can have a bu i ld ing that 
reflects the essence of North Dakota and again it being a residence,  and certain ly by no 
means a mansion ,  I th ink the real big d ifference between this b i l l  and the last one that was 
offered up a few years back is the fact that we are taking these funds that are for the capitol 
g rounds. It is a much better option than taking genera l  funds that are taxpayer dol lars .  

Chairman Dever: When we d id the tour  the other day, i t  was mentioned that the asbestos 
was sealed i n  the cei l ing so that is a factor. 
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Senator Marcel lais : I was looking at the handout that we were g iven and in  Appendix A, 
Page 9 ,  there are three offices there .  One of the concerns is if the Governor has chi ld ren 
that they would have to be put down in  the basement. Those three offices can be 
converted into bed rooms.  They were probably bed rooms to beg in  with .  Why have three 
offices on the main floor? When I look at this p lan ,  they ta lked about $ 1 00,000 for an 
elevator to make the ADA requ i rements , but a lso the doors are not wide enough for 
wheelcha irs .  

Committee Discussion :  A few brief comments were made about the offices in  the 
residence. 

Chairman Dever: I t  sounds extravagant, but we are not bu i ld ing a house for the Governor, 
we are bu i ld ing the peoples Governor's residence . 

A Roll Cal l  Vote Was Taken:  5 yeas, 2 nays, 0 absent 

Motion Carried. 

Senator Poolman wil l  carry the bil l .  

• 
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Com Standing Committee Report 
January 30, 201 5 1 2 :06pm 

Module ID:  s_stcomrep_1 9_008 
Carrier: Poolman 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2304: Government and Veterans Affairs Committee (Sen .  Dever, Chairman) 

recommends DO PASS and BE REREFERRED to the Appropriations Committee 
(5 YEAS, 2 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AN D NOT VOTING).  SB 2304 was rereferred to the 
Appropriations Committee . 

(1) DESK (3) COMMITTEE Page 1 s_stcomrep_ 19_008 
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Explanation or reason for introd uction of bi l l/resol ution: 

A B I LL for an appropriation to OMB for demolit ion of the governor's residence and 
construction of a new governor's residence 

Min utes: timony 1 & 2 

Chai rman Holmberg ca l led the committee to order on Friday, February 06, 201 5, at 8:30 
am in regards to SB 2304 . Roll Call was taken .  All committee members were present 
except Senator Robinson . Adam Math iak, Leg islative Counci l, and N ick Creamer, OMB,  
were also present. 

Senator Heckaman: District 23 introduced the bi l l  and is here to support SB 2304 
Testimony Attached # 1 . 

Senator Jessica Unruh: District 33, testified in  favor of SB 2304. 

Senator Carlisle: The money is in  the capitol grounds p lanning commission, yes? 

Senator Jessuca Unruh: There is a l ittle more than $5,000,000 in there .  

Senator Sorvaag: That wi l l  be $7,000,000 is that based on today's oi l  price or 
December's? 

Senator Unruh: The b i l l  doesn't al low for construction to beg in  unti l  the funds are there .  

Chairman Holmberg: There is an updated projection for the Cap itol Grounds Bui ld ing 
Fund on page 3 of your  revenue forecast. It says that we wil l  have $3 ,500,000 by the end 
of the next bienn ium that includes the revenue changes that were made in  January and that 
$3 ,000,000 includes taking out $5,000,000 for the new residence.  In the OMB budget there 
was ,  $1 ,400 ,000 for signage but that came from the general fund . There is the money 
there. 
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Senator Unruh: I appreciate your  consideration of this b i l l .  But I do th ink this is a 
necessary project .  I do understand the approach that we are taking with Capitol projects 
and if there is any way I can help the committee I would be happy to work with you on that. 

Senator Lonnie Latten: District 43 ,  spoke in  favor of the b i l l .  Testimony Attached # 2 .  

Chairman Holmberg: The current method of heating is what? 

Senator Lonnie Latten: The current is natural gas . 

Chairman Holmberg: Do any of the�e plans, the pa�king_Jsituation for pub l ic is real ly qu ite 
l imited . , 

· · · 

Senator Latten: If we were to bu i ld a new residence there are two options, option B, it 
would be smal ler residence than what we have, it ends of being about $2,500,000 to bu ild 
that size . The Option C, bu i lds as the same today, takes all the lower level to the main 
level that cost is $5 ,000 , 000 that is currently in the bi l l .  We expanded the parking lot to 
accommodate a lot more parking .  

Chairman Holmberg: You have been in other residences of other states? 

Senator Latten:  I have been in a couple, our interior is n ice in some areas , we might 
selvage some th ings,  and we are seemed to be a l ittle overwhelmed by the others . 

Chairman Holmberg: I n  option B and C part of the private residence is an attached 
garage. 

Senator Latten:  Yes , we added a security gate. That could be screened very easi ly. The 
current site works the best. 

V.Chairman Bowman: When you bu i ld new bu i ld ings and tear  down the old one, the 
demolition included in  this amount, is there asbestos in the old bui ld ing because that j umps 
the cost. 

Senator Latten:  It is my bel ief that the $5 ,000,000 is enough to do that and al l  of that the 
asbestos is in the pip ing . 

Senator Mathern: What do you people th ink about the w ole issue of trying to preserve the 
first residence on the g rounds? 

Senator Latten :  Most arch itects in our  profession believe that old bu i ld ings are worthy of 
being preserved , restored , renewed when possible. That doesn't mean every bui ld ing ,  99% 
of the arch itects in  this state wou ld think that this is one of those build ing ,  whi le it' old , it's 
not an arch itectu ra l  gem worth saving . 

Senator Gary Lee: Roughly it would be $400 a sq uare foot, is that typica l? 
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Senator Laffen:  Those residences that d idn 't have the security issues. If you were to do 
the math on that it wou ld be nearly doubl ing .  That is the same size residence as option B. 
$400 seems l ike a lot but this is an unusual residence.  
Senator Gary Lee: I have been in  a couple state residences, one in Wisconsin and 
Cal iforn ia, both are official h istoric bui ld ings.  They d idn 't even use the residence for l iving . 
How long wi l l  it be before it is fin ished? 

Senator Laffen:  1 8  month project whoever the governor would be wou ld have to be 
accommodated for. 

Senator Wanzek: I n  option C ,  the new publ ic area, that cost considerably more ,  that 
would include the parking area. 

Senator Laffen: Yes, in the publ ic space wi l l  be made of more du rable materials than the 
residential side. There would be a fa irly separation between the publ ic and private side. 
The residential side, we use materials that are nice but can be changed . There is more 
volume to the publ ic side. 

Chairman Holmberg: The current residence uses the same kitchen for both publ ic and 
private. Wou ld you anticipate using the same kitchen? 

Senator Laffen:  I am not sure how we would design this in  terms of that yet. My 
assumption would be that the entertain ing side would have a serving kitchen. 

Senator Erbele: In relation to the roof design .  Wou ld you stay with a flat roof? 

Senator Laffen:  There has been no design yet. They would h i re an architect and start the 
design work. 

Senator Mathern: When inqu i ring with former governors,  d id they say they would rather 
have more p rivacy with a smaller residence or a larger one that can accommodate large 
publ ic gatherings? 

Senator Laffen:  Most of them wi l l  tel l  you this is a trad ition that you entertain at the 
governor's residence,  and they feel that tradition is something to continue to be able to 
entertain l ike other states have. 

Chairman Holmberg closed the hearing on SB 2304 
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Explanation or reason for introdu:ono::ures:tiO: 1 

A B I L L  for an Act to provide for a legislative management study of the demol ition of the governor's 
residence and the construction of a new governor's residence. 

Minutes: 

Senator Heckaman moved amendment 1 5 .0890.0400 1 
Senator Carl isle seconded . 

Voice vote carried . 

Senator Carlisle moved Do Pass as Amended . 
Senator Wanzek seconded . 

A Roll Cal l  vote was taken .  Yea :  1 3  Nay: 0 Absent: 0 
The bi l l  returns to the Government and Veterans Affairs Committee and Senator Poolman 
wi l l  carry the bi l l  on the floor. 



1 5 .0890.0400 1 
Title. 05000 

Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for 
Senator Unruh 

February 6,  201 5  

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2304 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  replace "providing an appropriation to the office of management and budget for" 
with "to provide for a legislative management study of' 

Page 1 ,  l ine 4, replace "APPROPRIATION" with "LEGISLATIVE MANAGEMENT STUDY" 

Page 1 ,  remove l ines 5 and 6 

Page 1 ,  l ine 7, replace "the office of management and budget for the purpose of' with "During 
the 2 0 1 5-1 6 interim ,  the legislative management shal l  study the options for" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 7 ,  remove " ,  for" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 8, remove "the biennium beginning July 1 ,  201 5, and ending June 30, 201 7" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 8, remove "office of management and" 

Page 1 ,  line 9, replace "budget shal l  use the funds appropriated in this section for" with "study 
m ust consider" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 0, remove "for" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 1 ,  remove "The office of management and budget may not expend any funds" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 2 , replace "appropriated under this section for demolition or construction until 
after January 1 ,  201 7" with "The legislative management shal l  report its findings and 
recommendations, together with any legislation required to implement the 
recommendations, to the sixty-fifth leg islative assem bly" 

Renumber accordingly 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT: 

This amendment removes a $5 mi l l ion appropriation for the construction of a new Governor's 
residence and provides for a legislative management study of the options for constructing a 
new Governor's residence. 

Page No. 1 1 5 . 0890.04001 



Date: _ J_: __.__/ J--_ ··.,__. ~-c:' _ 
Roll Call Vote#: __ ,,_} __ 

2015 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE 
ROLL CALL VOTE~ , . 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. ;,/ 3 0 J-j 

Senate Appropriations Committee 

D Subcommittee 

Amendment LC# or Description: __ l--=-5_J _Q __ t_9,__0_. __ 0_~--'-·-·_o_· 0 __ ( ______ _ 

Recommendation: ~pt Amendment 

Other Actions: 

D Do Pass D Do Not Pass 
D As Amended 
D Place on Consent Calendar 
D Reconsider 

D Without Committee Recommendation 
D Rerefer to Appropriations 

D 

Motion Made By Seconded By 

Senators Yes No Senators Yes No 
Chairman Holmberg Senator Heckaman 
Senator Bowman Senator Mathern 
Senator Krebsbach Senator O'Connell 
Senator Carlisle Senator Robinson 
Senator Sorvaag 
Senator G. Lee 
Senator Kilzer 
Senator Erbele 
Senator Wanzek 

Total (Yes) No 

Absent 

Floor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 



Date: ) -- ( )..._ - IS 
Roll Call vote#: ~~ .... Z _ _ _ 

2015 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE 
ROLL CALL XOTl;S 1-f 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. _ _ Ci_.,., ..... 'J_O_-_ ! _ _ _ _ 

Senate Appropriations 

D Subcommitte·e 

Amendment LC# or Description: 

Committee 

------ -----------------

Recommendation : D Adopt Amendment 

c:1J.-Vo Pass D Do Not Pass 
[Jf'As Amended 
D Place on Consent Calendar 

Other Actions: D Reconsider 

, 

D Without Committee Recommendation 
D Rerefer to Appropriations 

D 

Motion Made By f A 4~ f_,;__; Seconded By { )) Ckz;J,e}..J 

Senators Yes No Senators Yes No 
Chairman Holmberg ~~ Senator Heckaman ,____ 
Senator Bowman v---- Senator Mathern L.---

Senator Krebsbach L-- Senator O'Connell i---
Senator Carlisle v- Senator Robinson ~ 

Senator Sorvaag i-->-

Senator G. Lee v--
Senator Kilzer v--
Senator Erbele ~ 

Senator Wanzek t./"' 

Total (Yes) r3 No 

Absent 

Floor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 



Com Standing Committee Report 
February 1 3, 201 5 8 :01 am 

Module ID:  s_stcomrep_29_005 
Carrier: Poolman 

Insert LC: 1 5.0890.04001 Title: 05000 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2304: Appropriations Committee (Sen. Holmberg, Chairman) recommends 

AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended , recommends DO PASS 
( 1 3  YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING) .  SB 2304 was placed on the 
Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  replace "provid ing an appropriation to the office of management and budget 
for" with "to provide for a legislative management study of' 

Page 1 ,  l ine 4, replace "APPROPRIATION" with "LEGISLATIVE MANAGEMENT STUDY" 

Page 1 ,  remove l ines 5 and 6 

Page 1 ,  l ine 7 ,  replace "the office of management and budget for the purpose of' with 
"During the 20 1 5- 1 6  interim, the leg islative management shall study the options for" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 7, remove ", for" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 8, remove "the b iennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30, 201 7" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 8, remove "office of management and" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 9, replace "budget shall use the funds appropriated in  this section for" with 
"study must consider" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 0, remove "for" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 1 ,  remove "The office of management and budget may not expend any funds" 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 2, replace "appropriated under this section for demolition or construction until 
after January 1 ,  201 7" with "The legislative management shal l  report its find ings and 
recommendations, together with any legislation required to implement the 
recommendations, to the sixty-fifth legislative assembly" 

Renumber accordingly 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT: 

This amendment removes a $5 mi l l ion appropriation for the construction of a new Governor's 
residence and provides for a legislative management study of the options for constructing a 
new Governor's res idence. 

(1) DESK (3) COMMITIEE Page 1 s_stcomrep_29_005 
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bil l/resolution :  

Provide for a legislative management study of the demolition of the governor's residence 
and the construction of a new governor's residence 

Minutes : Attachments 1-2 

Chairman Kasper opened the hearing on SB 2304. 

Senator Jessica Unruh, District 33,  appeared in support. This is a legis lative 
management study on the construction of a new governor's residence.  It states that during 
the next interim we would study the options for constructing a new governor's residence 
includ ing the demolition of the current residence and construction of a new residence on 
the same site. The orig inal  b i l l  was an appropriation to construct a new governor's 
residence with $5 mi l l ion coming out of the capitol bu i ld ing fund . The Senate 
appropriations converted this into a study. The existing faci l ity has a lot of issues with it. 
There are security issues that can 't be fixed with simply a fence.  There are accessibi l ity 
issues . There are hazardous materials such as asbestos in some of the wal ls ,  and there 
are access issues in regard to a detached garage. 

Rep. Steiner Why did the Senate cut the money? 

Senator Unruh Yes , the money is there .  Yes, the money can on ly be used on capitol 
projects that are in that fund .  At the time we are very uncertain of what our revenue 
forecast for the next bienn ium was going to look l ike .  All capitol bu i ld ing projects were 
getting cut from budgets. While this comes from a specific fund , you r  Senate 
appropriations committee thought that it would be appropriate to be consistent with bui lding 
projects. 

Chairman Kasper I applaud you for bringing this bi l l  forward . I l ike the idea of bui ld it now. 
We have the money. It is not somebody else's budget. You can only use on the capitol 
g rounds. 

Rep. Louser Was there any talk about really what needs to be stud ied? 
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Senator Unruh Senator Latten wil l  actual ly review some of the issues that could be 
stud ied . A lot of information has already been gathered and compi led . There are two 
options. 

Vice Chair Rohr Are the two options a d ifference between a governor's residence and a 
governor's mansion? 

Senator Unruh I t  could qu ite possibly be, but I do sti l l  prefer the word residence with either 
option . 

Attachment 1 was handed out. (North Dakota Governor's Residence Booklet) 

Chairman Kasper I am going to ask Austin to contact John Boyle at Bui ld ing and Grounds 
and see if he can obta in  for us the photo we received back when I i ntroduced that b i l l  
previously of the South Dakota residence.  

Senator Lonnie Laffen appeared in  support. (08 :53) He reviewed again how the orig inal  
b i l l  was and how it  was changed to a study. I am going to start with Append ix A in the 
m idd le of the book. I am a lso on the capitol grounds p lanning commission, and that is 
where this started from in 20 1 2 . I n  20 1 2  the capitol g rounds plann ing commission charged 
to do a study, and it was completed by a Fargo architecture firm . The study h igh l ights the 
problems we have with the current residence and the cost to repair them. The cost to keep 
the residence and repa ir  the current issues we have is about $2 .8  m i l l ion .  That would add 
the security that we need . It would solve some structura l  issues. We have water issues. 
We have bedrooms downstai rs that do not meet code, and we have a separated garage 
that is not big enough and part of the security issue. We have ADA issues of accessibi l ity . 
We have hazardous materials. I took a look at it and said it wou ld be crazy on our part to 
spend $2.8 m i l l ion renovating that house. We have sort of a rule of thumb that once you go 
over 50% of the cost of any new bui ld ing ,  you don't fix those anymore.  There is a pretty 
good chance that a future governor could have chi ldren.  Over the years past governors 
have taken the upper level bedrooms and converted them into offices that they need for the 
staff, and two of them were converted to become a master bed room area . The only second 
bedrooms left in  the house are downstai rs and they don't meet accessibi l ity codes and 
don't meet egress codes. There is a breezeway between the garage and residence,  and 
that is a big security issue. Front of the book, there are three options. Two of these would 
take down the current residence at a cost of about $ 1 00, 000. Option A is a repeat of the 
study that was done by the Fargo arch itecture firm that said you cou ld renovate the house. 
It adds the upper level bedrooms, a four  stal l  garage that is connected now, and converts 
the exist ing master suite to one more office and a conference space. I have it at $3.4 
mi l l ion .  I th ink  the orig ina l  $2.8 m i l l ion would probably be p lenty for that, but I suggest we 
don't do that. The next page is a lso Option A.  It is j ust the lower leve l .  Option B--There 
are two options for a new governor's residence. I ta lked to the l iv ing governors, and they a l l  
suggest we stay on the s ite . Also, you can use the d riveway and exist ing parking lot and a l l  
of the uti l ities com ing i nto that house. That would be about $1  m i l l ion of savings i f  we do it 
right on the same s ite . The existing residence is 1 0, 1 52 square feet. It can entertain about 
75 people. The first option in Option B would be 6,230 square feet and would cost about 
$ 1 . 95 mi l l ion.  This has entertain ing space for about 1 0- 1 2 people, so entertain ing for larger 
groups would have to be done at the Heritage Center, etc. Almost al l  governors' 
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residences sti l l  entertain  about 75-1 00 people in the U n ited States. This p lan wou ld also 
provide a security gate around the entire property sp that there is an entry gate. Option C 
is very s imi lar. It is sl ightly bigger than the current residence.  It wou ld be able to entertain 
up to 50-75 people. We added a parking lot to the site .  The cost on th is one was 
estimated at $4 .5  m i l l ion . When the bi l l  was written that was converted to $5 mi l l ion along 
with a clause that this wouldn't start unti l  20 1 7  which pushes it back past the next 
governor's election .  Not knowing at a l l  who the governor would be then, we just thought 
that was less pol itical that way, and that is why the estimate went from 450 to $5 mi l l ion . 

Rep. B. Koppelman You are putting a second bui ld ing on the site in  Option B and C? 

Senator Laffen They a re one bu i ld ing .  There are two parts to th is residence regard less. 
There is the private living quarters and then there is an enterta in ing area. They are 
connected and you can walk between them. 

Rep. Laning Options B and C show the d riveway com ing into the end of the house. I am 
assuming the square block there includes the garage, and if so, is that sti l l  a four car 
garage? 

Senator Laffen We haven't designed the new residence at all yet. The determination 
whether that wou ld be a three car garage or a fou r  car garage wou ld sti l l  be made by the 
capitol g rounds p lanning commission when they gather a g roup,  of p robably ex governors ,  
to help be the design cl ient for this project. 

Rep. Laning Would that square footage include the garage that is shown here? 

Senator Laffen Yes. 

Vice Chair Rohr Does the cost you identified include the interim p lace that the governor 
and his fami ly wou ld have to l ive in? Does it i nclude the furniture? 

Senator Laffen We wouldn 't know whether an incoming governor wou ld need a separate 
place to l ive, so it does not i nclude that. I don't know if the budget is detai led enough to say 
that it doesn't i nclude furniture .  My expectation would be that this is a good enough budget 
to include new furn itu re for the residence as wel l .  

Chairman Kasper Did you look at  other governors' residences in  our area or states 
comparable to us? 

Senator Laffen I have been in  a couple of governor residences other than ours.  Typical ly, 
they are 1 00 years old and pretty stately and would be in the $20 mi l l ion range to recreate 
something l ike that. South Dakota has a new one. I have seen photos of it, and it is made 
out of I ndiana l imestone which is the same material as our capitol bui ld ing.  I would expect 
that would be the material we wou ld want to use on the residence .  

Rep. Wal lman Who is  the arch itect that put th is together? 

Senator Laffen That would be me. I am an arch itect. 
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Rep. Wal lman Would we put out a RFP? 

Senator Laffen If th is were approved , I th ink the project would become the property of the 
capitol g rounds p lanning commission .  They would put out a RFP for an arch itect, and they 
would lead the project l ike any other state project. 

Chairman Kasper Are you going to address the capitol bui ld ing fund , or are we going to 
wait for the gentleman over there to g ive us some dol lars and cents on the capitol bu i ld ing 
fund? 

Senator Laffen The capitol g rounds does have a capitol improvements fund . It hadn't 
generated a lot of money over the years. Somehow it now has acqu i red some royalty 
money. 

No opposition.  

Neutral 

Jeff Engleson, Department of Trust Lands, appeared in a neutra l  position.  We manage 
the capitol bu i ld ing fund on behalf of the capitol bui ld ing p lann ing commission . Senator 
Laffen is right. We have gotten royalties in about the last five years in this fund . Now it had 
a bunch of m inerals in  Dunn County that have been doing pretty wel l .  The current 
bienn ium we expect to get a lmost $3 .5  m i l l ion of royalties in this fund . Our  projections at 
the beg inning of the b iennium were a $5 .3 mi l l ion bala ce at the end of this current fiscal 
year and about $8 .5  m i l l ion at the end of 20 1 7 . With the new oil projections, those are 
down a l ittle bit .  Our  guess would be now there would be about $7 . 8  mi l l ion with no 
spend ing at the end of the bienn ium , but there is $ 1 .4 mi l l ion i n  the OMB budget b i l l  for 
capitol bui ld ing signage a l ready. If this was approved at $5 mi l l ion ,  there cou ld be about 
$ 1 .2  mi l l ion at the end of the b ienn ium.  It m ight be toward the end of the bienn ium before 
we get al l  the money, but the way it sounds, that would be plenty of time if they aren't going 
to bu i ld unti l  20 1 7 .  

Rep. Mooney You said there i s  1 .4 that i s  sti l l  a l ive. Do you know how many were k i l led , 
and how many dol lars worth they represented? 

Jeff Engleson That was an add on to the OMB b i l l .  There was no money in it ial ly planned 
to be spent . . .  

Rep. Mooney For any other projects? 

Jeff Engleson That is the on ly project right now, the signage. 

Rep. Louser Could you expla in the authority that you have to actual ly spend or prioritize 
projects? 

Jeff Engleson We work for the capitol grounds p lanning commission, and they are the 
ones who come up with the ideas. Our role is strictly investing for them and col lecting the 
money, because we actua l ly manage the lands in the capitol bu i ld ing fund too . 
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Chairman Kasper The b i l l  before us is a study. Can you th ink of anything that we cou ld 
worthwh i le study that they haven't a l ready stud ied? 

Jeff Engleson I haven't been involved at th is point. I am here to just g ive you the 
numbers .  

Joel Leapaldt, State Faci l ity Planner in  OMB, appeared in  a neutral position. There real ly 
isn't anyth ing left to study. It is my understand ing they converted it to a study so that it 
could possibly be brought back instead of straight k i l l ing it .  

The hearing was closed . 

Rep. Louser The intern just emai led the l ink for pictures of the South Dakota residence. 
Attachment 2 .  

Rep. Steiner We are going to have to  real ly work with getting the message out i f  we go 
forward with this ,  because in finance and tax we have ki l led a lot of worthy p rojects. I th ink 
the publ ic wi l l  need to understand that this money has been gathered and it can only be 
used for these purposes. 

Rep. Mooney I would be whol ly reluctant to move forward with anything beyond a study 
approach to this regard less of what ci rcumstances are .  We have put on hold a number of 
rea l ly good bi l ls that would provide services and needs for people in our state. 

Vice Chair Rohr Last session the governor actual ly weighed in on the decis ion that he d id 
not want the residence bu i lt .  I am not sure if we have heard anything on this stance. 

Rep. Schneider I s  he wi l l ing to mod ify that stance? 
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bil l/resolution : 

Provide for a leg islative management study of the demolit ion of the governor's residence 
and the construction of a new governor's residence 

Minutes : ttachment 1-2 

Chairman Kasper opened the meeting on SB 2304 . He thanked the committee for 
participating in the tour  of the governor's residence earl ier that morn ing .  There were 
pictures of the South Dakota governor's residence passed around . 

Rep. Karls The South Dakota's governor's residence was one bu i ld ing ,  and there is a 
separate bu i ld ing for the pub l ic gatherings which must be by the lake. 

Rep. Dockter presented an amendment. Attachment 1 .  This is a hoghouse b i l l .  Basical ly, 
the appropriation would be $4 mi l l ion that would come out of the capitol grounds fund and 
the other $1 mi l l ion of the total $5 m i l l ion wou ld come from private donations. The 
construction wou ld not start u nti l  they had the private funds. It was kind of on the same 
l ines as done for the Heritage Center add ition .  

Chairman Kasper This is  clearly to bu i ld a new residence.  This is  not to remodel the old 
residence. 

Rep. Dockter Yes. After looking at it ,  you have to bel ieve there is asbestos and mold. 
With the amount of extra money that it costs to just bu i ld new, I don't see any other way. I 
move the amendment 1 5 .0890. 05002 . 

Rep. Steiner seconded the motion . 

Rep. B. Koppelman I wonder if we should say at least $ 1  m i l l ion from private sector .  If 
there are improvements they want to make to it that the private sector want to donate to 
and if we are saying up to $4 m i l l ion and assuming it costs $5 mi l l ion ,  it is never going to be 
u nder $4 mi l l ion if it is going to cost $5 m i l l ion un less you al low them to go over $1 mi l l ion in 
private funds. I make a motion to add the words no less than $ 1 ,000,000. 
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Vice Chair Rohr seconded the motion . 

There was more d iscussion on the p lacement of and the actual word ing of the no less than 
$ 1 , 000,000 between Chairman Kasper and Rep. B.  Koppelman .  

Rep. Wal lman Would you repeat what you said? 

Chairman Kasper The proposed amendment that Rep.  Dockter brought forward is we 
would bui ld a new residence for $5 mi l l ion of which $4 mi l l ion is appropriated from the 
capitol bu i ld ing fund . The add itional $1 mi l l ion would be raised from private donations and 
i n  order to start construction, you must ra ise at least $500,000 of that add itional $1 mi l l ion 
before the construction can beg in .  

Rep. Schneider Do we know how much the South Dakota residence cost? 

Chairman Kasper I don't know. I d id�'t ask Betsy Dalrymple that. It was bui lt about seven 
or eight years ago. $2 .8 mi l l ion .  

Rep. Schneider I s  there some way to leave some flexibi l ity rather than to say $5 mi l l ion in 
case it is over or under as long as it is private funds that expand that n umber? I don't know 
if legislative counci l  wi l l  let you add more general language about the capitol bui ld ing fund , 
that the funds are ded icated solely to use of improvements on the capitol g rounds. 

There was some more d iscussion between Chairman Kasper and Rep . Schneider about 
this additional language about the capitol bu i ld ing fund having funds dedicated solely to use 
of improvements on the capitol g rounds. 

Rep. Dockter I went back and got the b i l l  that was from the previous session. This is the 
exact same language that we used the previous session .  In the previous session it was 
actual ly $6 mi l l ion ,  $3 m i l l ion was private, and $3 m i l l ion was from the capitol bui ld ing fund . 

There was more d iscussion about Rep.  Koppelman's amendment. 

Rep. Seibel I don't want to muddy the waters, but that $1 mi l l ion is not actua l ly being 
appropriated by the state so do we even need the $1 m i l l ion mentioned in  the 
appropriations section? 

Chairman Kasper It would need to be appropriated . 

Rep. B. Koppelman Let us just say we got to the end of the bienn ium and this project was 
going,  and they had raised $2 mi l l ion from private funds and they wanted to raise the total 
to 6, what would happen then is they would come back either possibly to the budget section 
but for sure they could come back at the next leg islative session and say we had this 
second mi l l ion that we raised from private funds and would l ike to use it for the purpose it 
was donated for and can we have the authorization to do that. 

Rep. Mooney By removing the words "up to," what we are saying is that we are 
appropriating the $4 m i l l ion .  Now if the home came in at $2 m i l l ion or $3 mi l l ion ,  don't we 
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have a problem then because now we have appropriated the $4 mi l l ion? Aren't we l isting 
exactly what we i ntend to spend? 

Chairman Kasper We are l ist ing the authorization to spend. I would assume that if the 
cost of the construction would come in less, they would reduce the appropriation from the 
capitol bui ld ing fund and have it made up by the m i l l ion dol lars of private funds, because 
the bi l l  is stating that you must raise the private funds before you can bu i ld .  

Rep. Wal lman Maybe we raise more than a mi l l ion dol lars.  Wou ld i t  be usefu l to have 
language in the b i l l  that would requ i re us to use al l  the donated funds or with their other 
income before we use whatever sum is necessary? 

Chairman Kasper Construction may not beg in unti l any private fundra is ing group certifies 
to the office of management and budget that the special funds requ i red are already at 
$500 ,000. You can start bui ld ing once you have a $500 , 000 pledge, but you have to raise 
at least $ 1  m i l l ion which I don't th ink wi l l  be a problem . 

Rep. M.  Johnson The way I read it is they stop soliciting private donations at a $ 1  mi l l ion .  

Rep. B. Koppelman I don't th ink that would necessarily be true that they would have to 
stop sol iciting , because there is nothing in this b i l l  that restricts their abi l ity to raise money 
for a purpose. I th ink the abi l ity to spend more of it than a mi l l ion wou ld requ i re some 
add itional authorization from the leg islature .  After we are done d iscussing this amendment 
and acting on it, one thing we might want to consider d iscussing is possibly g iving the 
budget section authorization if they raise more money to a l low them to spend more of the 
money in add ition to the mi l l ion dol lars because it is not publ ic funds. 

Rep. Karls Is this $5 mi l l ion that is supposed ly avai lable through the capitol commission 
bu i ld ing fund ded icated to this? They may have other plans for some of that money. Is th is 
going to tie their  hands completely? 

Chairman Kasper I have been told that they are contemplating spend ing about $1 mi l l ion 
this next bienn ium out of that fund.  It is about $7.8 or $7.9 m i l l ion now, and we are only 
appropriating $4 m i l l ion so there is a cush ion . There is a lso continu ing revenue coming in 
with the oi l  wel ls that the fund owns. 

(20 :43-2 1 : 1 2) A voice vote was taken on Rep. B .  Koppelman's amendment. Motion carries . 

Rep. Schneider I would l ike to amend Section 1 to say that there is appropriated out of any 
moneys in the capitol bu i ld ing fund which is ded icated to improvements in the capitol fund 
in the state treasury which are dedicated to improvements on the capitol g rounds, not 
otherwise appropriated , .  

Rep. Dockter seconded the motion .  

Rep. Laning I don't have a problem with that except I th ink i t  is a l ready in code that the 
capitol bui ld ing fund can on ly be spent on the capitol g rounds. 
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Chairman Kasper This is to do with the publ ic knowing that it is in code. 

(23: 1 5) A voice vote was taken on Rep .  Schneider's amendment. Motion carries . 

Rep. Steiner I wonder on the intent language. It j ust says governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence,  and I th ink at the $5 mi l l ion sum we were considering also 
a publ ic greeting space.  

Chairman Kasper That would probably be part of the bu i ld ing g rounds decision and in  the 
specifications they wou ld probably ask us to have. 

Rep. Steiner I wou ld be pretty d isappointed if they just bu i ld a wing on the back side of the 
house and could on ly g reet 24 people. The publ ic m ight be saying they are bui ld ing a 
pretty n ice house for $5 mi l l ion ,  but we are also bu i ld ing a publ ic gathering space to greet 
d ign itaries from out of state and out of country and a lso to bring in the publ ic .  

Chairman Kasper If that is the d i rection we want it to occur, then we would have to put 
language in that requ i res that to be in  the bi l l .  

Rep. Steiner Demol ition ,  construction of a new residence to include a public gathering 
space.  I don't know. I just want to make sure that they take that into account, because I 
th ink that is our expectation as a committee. 

Chairman Kasper Rep . Steiner is trying to be sure that they have that publ ic center 
included . 

Rep. B. Koppelman I th ink I have a suggestion for ach ieving what Rep. Steiner has 
suggested . On Line 5 of Section 2, starting with the word "residence" on that l ine and then 
after that, insert " including a publ ic gatheri ng space for at least 1 00 people" or someth ing 
l ike that. 

There was more d iscussion on the word ing and placement of this word ing suggested by 
Rep .  Koppelman and Chai rman Kasper. 

Rep. Schneider Before you fina l ize that, would you consider 1 50? At least you can get 
your legis lative body in there .  

Rep. B .  Koppelman The only reason I would be  a l ittle reluctant to go to 1 50 i s  because in  
talking to Senator Laffen outside th is committee, he was saying these are not an a l ready 
designed set dea l .  Saying it has to be 1 50 is double what they had said in the plan , and 
then we don't know if there are enough funds that are appropriated at the $5 mil l ion .  

Chairman Kasper If we say accommodate a m in im m of 1 00 ,  that g ives them the 
opportun ity to go bigger. If we don't put something l ike that in  the amendment, then they 
are going to say wel l ,  they said you should do 1 00 .  

Rep. B. Koppelman He moved to amend in Line 5,  Section 2 after the fi rst word residence,  
insert including a publ ic gathering faci l ity to accommodate at  least 1 00 people , . 
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Rep. Schneider seconded the motion . 

(30:49) A voice vote was taken on Rep . Koppelman's amendment. Motion carries. 

Rep. B. Koppelman Do we want to authorize the budget section to approve up to $1  
mi l l ion additional i n  privately raised funds i f  they were to  raise those in  an interim when we 
are not here? 

Rep. Schneider I would th ink that ties the hands of folks in  a way that we would not want 
to do.  

Rep. B. Koppelman Do you mean tying the hands by putting a l imit on the budget section's 
authority to add add itional ,  but do you support the concept of the budget section being able 
to authorize spending $1 mi l l ion? 

Rep. Schneider I do. 

Rep. B. Koppelman (32: 38) Let's make the motion that the budget section may approve 
the spending of privately raised funds if they should exceed $ 1  mi l l ion .  

Rep. Wallman Would i t  work to say that they can appropriate funds in excess of $ 1  mi l l ion 
of special funds or donated dol lars? 

Chairman Kasper We wou ld probably amend some type of language at the end of Section 
2. 

Rep. Louser Rather than the semantics of the amendment, I am just wondering in real l ife 
if we say $ 1  m i l l ion,  whatever entity that we are referring to ra ises $ 1 . 5 short of th is 
language, is the budget section going to say sorry, we can't use the half m i l l ion dol lars that 
was g iven to us p rivately for th is project? Do we need word ing to establ ish logic and 
common sense? 

Rep. B. Koppelman I th ink this language is very important in  Section 1 ,  because you are 
saying that the appropriation itself has inherently g rown versus j ust the authorization to 
spend . 

Chairman Kasper Rep. Louser makes a good point. Remember the bi l l  is designed to 
have something happen between Ju ly 20 1 5  and Ju ly 20 1 7 , so the publ ic raising of the 
dol lars wou ld start. Once half a mi l l ion is ra ised and the design is approved , they are going 
to bui ld ,  so they may not get over a mi l l ion dol lars.  

Rep. Dockter Either way if we pass th is b i l l  and passes on the floor, it is going to go to 
conference committee anyway because we hoghouse with the Senate. The conference 
committee can decide at that t ime. 

Rep. Wal lman I n  Rep.  Dockter's amendment, we refer to other sources, other income, and 
special  funds. I j ust want to be sure that that can in  no way be interpreted that general 
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funds can be used for this if there is a shortfa l l .  I s i t  clear us ing that language, or do we 
need to add something that says no general fund dol lars wi l l  be used? 

Chairman Kasper Go to the fi rst sentence on Section 1 .  That is the restriction .  I t  can only 
come out of there .  

Rep. Wal lman I t  says on Line 3 of Section 1 and from special funds derived from other 
i ncome. 

Chairman Kasper Why don't we get rid of the word specia l? It would say $1 mi l l ion in 
funds to be raised from private donations. 

Rep. Wal lman In Section 1 as wel l .  I real ly l ike the idea of donated sources being used 
before those capitol bu i ld ing fund dol lars are used . I know that there would be more 
donations if that $4 m i l l ion wasn't there .  

Rep. M.  Johnson $4 mi l l ion or so much of the sum as may be necessary? 

Chairman Kasper Which could be less, but it cannot be more.  Add ressing Rep. Wal lman's 
concern if we read that again starting with the number 4 mi l l ion or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of which is $ 1  
mi l l ion, there we are getting rid of any impl ication that it could b e  any other place but private 
donations, and we are getting rid of that word special so that they can't imply that means 
something else besides private donations. 

Rep. Wal lman Line 4 of Section 1 we might also want to add the sum of no less than $ 1  
m i l l ion .  

Chairman Kasper That wouldn 't be a problem. 

Rep. Karls When we were looking at the leg islation to bu i ld the new Heritage Center, that 
was how it was done. They had to ra ise so much in private funds. The state was providing 
$35 mi l l ion .  I th ink $ 1 2  m i l l ion had to be raised , but they had to ra ise at least half of it 
before the project cou ld start. 

Chairman Kasper On Section 2 we are saying that they have to raise at least a half m i l l ion 
private funds before they can start. 

Rep. Steiner I have a problem taking the word special out. I th ink leg islative counci l  uses 
that to determine between general fund and specia l  funds.  Special funds means it is not 
general fund .  

Rep. Wal lman As I understand it, we have other special funds beside the capitol bu i ld ing 
fund . 

Chairman Kasper Let us go with taking it out, and as Rep. Dockter said we wil l  be in 
conference and we wil l  have leg is lative management look this over, and if  we need to put 
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those words back in ,  we can .  Let u s  act first on Rep .  Wal lman's amendment. H e  stated it. 
(43:40-44: 38) 

Rep. Wallman made the motion to adopt the amendment. 

Rep. B. Koppelman seconded the motion . 

Voice vote. Motion carries. 

Rep. B. Koppelman I would l ike to add at the end of Section 2, "Should more than 
$ 1 ,000,000 in donated funds be raised , the budget section may appropriate those funds to 
be used as addit ional authorization for construction costs ." I wil l  make that a motion.  

Rep. Steiner seconded the motion .  

Voice vote was taken .  Motion carries. 

Chairman Kasper (47: 1 3) We have been continu ing to amend Rep.  Dockter's amendment, 
and we will now act on that as amended . We have the motion already to adopt the 
amendment 1 5 .0890.05002 and the subsequent amendments that have been added . The 
motion was made by Rep .  Dockter and seconded by Rep .  Steiner. The clerk inquired 
about the orig inal  amendment not having action .  

C hairman Kasper (48 :40) A voice vote was taken o n  the orig inal  amendment proposed by 
Rep . Dockter and the second by Rep.  Steiner. Motion carries. (Rol l  cal l  vote sheet #1 ) 
That amendment was now adopted , and now we are on the amendment as adopted with 
the amendments as adopted . 

Rep. Schneider As Rep .  Steiner explained , the tax committee cut out $20 mil l ion in house 
and incentive funds. They cut a mi l l ion out of senior meals and other things that are 
requ i red for meeting the basic needs of our workforce and our people. I happen to come 
from a d istrict that is the poorest in the state outside of the Native American reservations. It 
has mu ltiple homeless shelters and a lot of people in need . As much as I love this concept 
and understand that funds are largely dedicated here to it and that the needs of the 
governor requ i re addit ional safety, security, p lanning for the contacts that we need for 
international re lations,  and planning for the needs of the actua l  fami l ies who may l ive there 
in the future including safety and egress and configurations that favor fami l ies, I just can't 
vote for it. Neither would I criticize anyone who does. It is j ust in  my district it would be 
hard to justify to people even using private and ded icated funds that this was more 
important than the housing that is critical ly needed there. Good luck. 

Rep. Mooney Maybe we could add an amendment that requ i res $4 mil l ion be tied to 
domestic abuse shelter, housing incentive fund,  and/or  a homeless shelter project that we 
have not funded throughout this session .  

Chairman Kasper As you know, we cannot do that, because these funds are special 
funds, but I appreciate you r  comment. 



House Government and Veterans Affairs Committee 
S B  2304 
3/27/1 5 
Page 8 

Rep. B. Koppelman That would not be germane to the b i l l .  This is i nfrastructure spend ing.  • This is one-time spend ing . This is not something that is going to be repeated over and 
over, and to the best of my knowledge, although there have been red uctions in a proposed 
budget that was made prior to oi l  prices plummeting ,  I do not bel ieve in any of those 
scenarios that we have been d iscussing,  that we have cut anyth ing that we funded in the 
current bienn ium to go forward to the next bienn ium . Therefore ,  I do not bel ieve that a 
service that was provided to somebody th is year wil l  fa i l  to be there next year with the hard 
decisions we have had to make to trim back a budget that was made with d ifferent revenue 
forecasts. 

Chairman Kasper I m ight add , from my understanding , that a l l  of these areas that Rep.  
Schneider and Rep.  Mooney ind icated are in  the budget and wi l l  be increased from the 
prior bienn ium but possib ly not as much as some would l ike. 

Rep. Mooney I don't hold anyone of you personal ly accou ntable for that process. I don't 
begrudge how the votes wi l l  go.  It is just a point of practical ity. When I go back home and 
see some of the l iv ing cond itions and home cond itions that some of my constituents l ive in 
and have to try to explain that this is a particu lar pot of money, but that pot of money 
cou ldn't be used for you ,  then we also start talking about other pots of money that we are 
sti l l  not tapping into and that they are not able to access. For me, I won 't be able to vote for 
the b i l l ,  but I was upfront about that very early on .  

Chairman Kasper When we are looking at  facing a b i l l  l ike this wh ich I agree is  a tough 
decision and that there are needs out there that may not being met according to how some • would l ike, but this is a separate issue that cannot add ress those needs .  This is an issue 
about the governor of the state of North Dakota and his or her fami ly and their future 
fami l ies and the safety of them and the l iving cond itions that our  governor wil l  l ive in and 
governors in the future wil l  l ive i n .  We have had a problem with that residence for a long 
time, and you have seen the tou r  this morn ing and you have seen how that structure is bu ilt 
and was designed . I t  does not meet from my perspective the needs of any governor and 
that governor's fam i ly. The primary thing that struck me is the safety for that fami ly. I 
bel ieve this b i l l  and this vote can be sold to the constituents that we have about why we are 
taking the action we are .  

Rep. Steiner I completely agree with you . If the democrats take a position that in  caucus 
that they are not going to support this, I th ink the publ ic is going to be very curious as to 
why you would not take a b ipartisan stand on this .  I am very curious to see how it wi l l  
come to the floor. 

Rep. Louser I th ink it is a d ifficult vote for my district not because of an i ncome level ,  but it 
is the people that are sti l l  recovering from the flood where they lost everyth ing.  I have 
people that are relying on this govern ing body to help them.  I have to make a tough 
decision too, and I am going to support it  and I am go ing to be i n  the same position of 
having to go home and expla in it. I don't see it as a part isan vote, but I have to expla in to 
people at home too how we d idn 't get funding this year and how we didn't e l iminate a 
portion of their rebui lders' loan program.  
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Rep. Schneider I don't speak in  any way for the caucus. You wil l  see that Rep . Onstad is 
also on this b i l l .  The d iscussion hasn't been had on that yet. I appreciate the d ifficu lty for 
al l  of us, and I don't question the votes or why you make them. I only speak for myself on 
what I said . I do hope as it is being bu ilt which wi l l  be over some time that at least to this 
committee and some others,  it is j ust a reminder that we need to share our prosperity as 
best we can with others who need it too. 

Chairman Kasper I appreciate that, Rep .  Schneider. I th ink you wil l  agree that over the 
last three to six years th is leg islature has done a pretty good job of sharing the prosperity, 
and now we are facing a l ittle more d ifficult revenue projections. I don't th ink there is any 
leg is lator in either party that doesn't want to take care of the needs of our citizens, but it is 
just a matter of the degree that sometimes we are able to fund . 

Rep. Mooney Rep. Steiner and committee members,  I d id not in  any way, shape, or form 
intend to insinuate that this was a partisan issue. I don't see th is as a partisan issue, 
because I am pretty sure my own seatmates don't agree with many of my positions on 
things, and I am pretty sure you are going to find out on the floor as wel l  in  this committee, 
that the vote wi l l  come across that way. This is not a caucus issue at a l l .  This is strictly my 
own perceptions .  

Rep. Wal lman I am going to  d i rect this to  Rep. Steiner. We are here for a reason .  I th ink a 
lot of it has to do with the only thing worse that being part of government is not being part of 
government. In other words,  we don't get to weigh in  on these important decisions, and 
none of us take that l ightly. I certain ly don't .  I intend to vote for th is b i l l ,  because I weighed 
it out. Our caucus doesn't tell each other how to vote. We don't operate that way. I th ink it 
is a good bi l l .  The scale has tipped , and I bel ieve that it is needed . I th ink we have gone 
about it in a fiscally responsible way, so I don't th ink there is anything partisan about th is. 

Rep. M.  Johnson To continue with Rep .  Wal lman's thought, we are p robably okay with this 
current bienn ium and th is sca lpel matter that appropriations has to take to other matter. 
We might not be so g reat in the next b ienn ium even with being able to tap the legacy fund . 
There isn't a l l  that un restricted money out there .  We would do a d isservice by not passing 
th is bil l at th is time, because with the price of oi l  possibly going to i ncrease, you are going 
to see an increase in  construction costs , and this could cost double if we delay it in  seven 
years or so. 

Rep. Louser I don't know that this is a foregone conclusion on the floor of the House, and it 
certain ly isn't in a conference committee. They d idn't have the benefit of what we saw over 
the last two hours.  Even if it were to come out of this committee with a large majority of a 
do pass , it sti l l  has a struggle even on the floor of our own chamber. 

Chairman Kasper I agree, Rep . Louser, and committee members .  Our caucus is not 
going to be 1 00% behind th is b i l l  either. I bel ieve there is going to be some pretty good 
floor debate. 

Rep. Dockter made a motion for a DO PASS AS AMENDED AN D REREFER TO 
APPROPRIATIONS.  
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Rep. Wal lman seconded the motion .  

A rol l  ca l l  vote was taken .  1 1  Yeas, 3 Nays , 0 Absent. 

Rep. Dockter will carry the b i l l .  

Attachment 2 was provided by the law intern to the committee members showing the 
combination of amendments that had been d iscussed earl ier. 



1 5.0890 .05002 
Title. 

Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for 
Representative Dockter 

March 26, 20 1 5  

PROPOSED AMEN DMENTS TO ENGROSSED S ENATE B I LL NO.  2304 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A B I LL" replace the remainder of the bil l with "for an Act provid ing an 
appropriation to the office of management and budget for the demolition of the 
governor's residence and the construction of a new residence. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA: 

SECTION 1. APPROPRIATION. There is appropriated out of any moneys in the 
capitol bui lding fund in the state treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$4,000,000,  or so m uch of the sum as may be necessary, and from special funds 
derived from other income, the sum of $1 ,000,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the office of management and budget for the purpose of constructing a 
governor's residence, for the biennium beginning Ju ly 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending J une 30, 
20 1 7. 

SECTION 2. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION. Section 1 of this Act 
includes $5,000,000, of which up to $4,000,000 is from the capitol bui lding fund and 
$ 1 ,000,000 in specia l  funds to be raised from private donations or other sources, for 
the demol ition of the governor's residence and for the design and construction of a new 
residence on the site of the current residence. Construction may not begin until any 
private fundraising group certifies to the office of management and budget that of the 
special funds req uired to complete the project, cash or pledges with a discounted. cash 
value of at least $500, 000 has been received and placed in  an account designated for 
the sole purpose of constructing the project authorized in this Act." 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No.  1 1 5 .0890.05002 



1 5. 0890. 05003 
Title. 06000 

Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for 
House Government and Veterans Affairs 
Committee 

March 27, 201 5 

PROPOSED AMENDM ENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE B I LL NO. 2304 

Page 1 ,  line 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the bill with "for an Act to provide an 
appropriation for the demolition of the governor's residence and the construction of a 
new residence. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA :  

SECTION 1 .  APPROPRIATION. There is appropriated out of any moneys in the 
capitol bui lding fund in the state treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$4,000,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, and from funds derived from 
private donations, the sum of $1 , 000,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, 
to the office of management and budget for the purpose of constructing a governor's 
residence, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30, 20 1 7. 

SECTION 2. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 1 of this Act includes $5, 000,000, of which $4,000, 000 is from the capitol 
building fund and $ 1 , 000, 000 is from funds to be raised from private donations, for the 
demolition of the governor's residence and for the design and construction of a new 
residence, including a public gathering facility to accommodate at least one hundred 
people, on the site of the current residence. Construction may not begin unti l any 
private fund raising group certifies to the office of management and budget that, of the 
special funds required to complete the project, cash or pledges with a d iscounted cash 
value of at least $500,000 have been received and placed in an account designated for 
the sole purpose of constructing the project authorized in  this Act. If more than 
$ 1 ,000,000 in donated funds is raised, the office of management and budget may seek 
emergency commission and budget section approval to spend the funds for the 
governor's residence project." 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 1 5.0890.05003 
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Com Standing Committee Report 
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Module ID:  h_stcomrep_57 _003 
Carrier: Dockter 

Insert LC: 1 5.0890.05003 Title: 06000 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2304, as engrossed : Government and Veterans Affa irs Committee (Rep. Kasper, 

Chairman) recommends AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended ,  
recommends DO PASS a n d  BE REREFERRED to the Appropriations Committee 
( 1 1  YEAS, 3 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTI NG).  Engrossed SB 2304 was 
placed on the Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A B I LL" replace the remainder of the bi l l  with "for an Act to provide an 
appropriation for the demolition of the governor's residence and the construction of a 
new residence. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA: 

SECTION 1 .  APPROPRIATION. There is appropriated out of any moneys in 
the capitol bui ld ing fund in the state treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$4 ,000,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, and from funds derived 
from private donations, the sum of $ 1 ,000 ,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the office of management and budget for the purpose of constructing a 
governor's residence, for the bienn ium beg inn ing July 1 ,  201 5,  and ending June 30, 
20 1 7 . 

SECTION 2. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 1 of this Act includes $5,000,000, of which $4,000,000 is from the capitol 
bui ld ing fund and $ 1 ,000, 000 is from funds to be raised from private donations, for 
the demolition of the governor's residence and for the design and construction of a 
new residence, including a public gathering faci l ity to accommodate at least one 
hundred people, on the site of the current residence. Construction may not begin 
unti l any private fundraising group certifies to the office of management and budget 
that, of the special funds required to complete the project, cash or pledges with a 
d iscounted cash value of at least $500,000 have been received and placed in an 
account designated for the sole purpose of constructing the project authorized in this 
Act. I f  more than $ 1 , 000,000 in donated funds is raised , the office of management 
and budget may seek emergency commission and budget section approval to spend 
the funds for the governor's residence project ."  

Renumber accord ingly 

(1) DESK (3) COMMITTEE Page 1 h_stcomrep_57 _003 



2015 HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS 

SB 2304 



2015 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 
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Job #25722 

D Subcommittee 

D Conference Committee 

Committee Clerk Signature J< &wu:t::/ .»'1 .,  7� 
Explanation or reason for introduction of bil l/resolution :  
A B I LL for an Act to provide a n  appropriation for the demolition of the governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence. 

Minutes : 

Chairman Jeff Delzer opened the hearing on SB2304. 

Rep. Jim Kasper, District 46 in Fargo: Handed out pictures of the SD governor's 
residence,  and requested they be returned . Spoke on SB 2304 .  The orig inal  b i l l  wou ld have 
appropriated $5-mi l l ion out of the capital g rounds bui ld ing fund to bui ld a new governor's 
residence.  That is a constitutional fund that can only be used for repairs and maintenance 
and bui ld ing on the capitol g rounds and nothing else. The fund is increasing at a rate of 
about $2-mi l l ion per year. The Senate amended the b i l l  to turn it into a study. This thought 
has been studied for many bienn iums.  We' re facing two choices right now. I can tell you 
that our tou r  of the residence last week was qu ite eye-open ing :  from the lack of security to 
inefficient design .  

Chairman Jeff Delzer: Go through what the bi l l  does . 

Kasper: It appropriates $4-mi l l ion out of the capital bu i ld ing fund to bu i ld a governor's 
residence, and it requ i res $ 1 -mi l l ion of private funds are raised by the private sector, with a 
total of $5-mi l l ion that would be appropriated . The construction could not beg in unti l  at least 
$500, 000 is p ledged of the $ 1 -mi l l i ion from private funds. 

C hairman Jeff Delzer: What happens if they don't receive any above the $500,000? 
Would they bu i ld it for $4 . 5-mi l l ion? 

Kasper: We don't know what they would bu i ld i t  for, because if  the b i l l  is passed , there 
would be a competition ,  the capital bu i ld ing fund would have their committee meetings and 
beg in  to consider what the structure would look l ike . 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: The b i l l  doesn't say that, but your  understanding is that it would be 
up to the capital g rounds committee to decide what that would look l ike .  
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Kasper: It would . (More handouts) You can review these three schematics, but I would l ik 
them back.  If you remodel for an estimated $2 . 8-mi l l ion ,  you sti l l  have a remodele 
structure . On the other two schematics , one would cost about $3 . 2-mi l l ion and one that 
would cost rough ly $4-mi l l ion and above. So the committee wi l l  put out an RFP and put 
some parameters on what they'd l ike to see on bids from arch itects . I assume arch itects 
would compete, and they would provide their ideas, and the committee would decide what 
they would l ike to do .  

Chairman Jeff Delzer: Would this include furnishings and everyth ing inside? Or would 
that be over and above this? And how do you plan to pay for those? 

Kasper: I ' l l  recite a conversation I had with Nancy Schafer about three years ago. In my 
talk with her and former Governor Ed Schafer, she said, if you wou ld get a b i l l  passed , I wi l l  
personal ly commit to rais ing al l  the money that you want to have raised by the private 
sector. She said it would not be d ifficult . How much there would be for the personal 
furnishings and so on, that aga in would be up to the bu i ld ing committee . 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: I s  that part of the $5-mi l l ion? Or  wou ld you expect the $5-mi l l ion to 
be spent on the structure itself? 

Kasper: That would be up to the bui ld ing grounds committee. I would suspect the $5-
mi l l ion would be appropriate . In add ition, because we left it open-ended that the private 
donations could be g reater than $ 1 -mi l l ion ,  if they needed add itiona l  dol lars ,  they cou 
secure those from private donations for furnishing in  the residence ,  if they so chose. 

Cha irman Jeff Delzer closed the hearing on SB 2304 . 



• 

2015 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Appropriations Committee 
Roughrider Room , State Capitol 

SB 2304 
4/7/20 1 5  

25894 

D Subcommittee 

D Conference Committee 

xplanation or reason for introduction of bil l/resolution :  

A B I LL for an Act to provide a n  appropriation for the demolition of the governor's residence and the 

construction of a new residence. 

Minutes: 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: This deals with construction of the Governor's residence. It takes 
4 m i l l ion dol lars out of the capital bui ld ing fund.  It says a mi l l ion dol lars in  private 
donations.  It is l isted that it needs to have p ledges with a d iscounted cash va lue of at least 
500,000 dol lars.  It doesn't say a whole lot about who does it or anyth ing that way. I am not 
sure how the b i l l  was introduced I know the Senate had turned i into a study, it came over 
and GVA put the amendments on to make it go forward . 

Representative Thoreson: I believe the version that came from the House GVA 
committee was almost the bi l l  as it was orig ina l ly introduce.  I know the Senate committee 
had turned it into a study and from what I understand the house had put the language back 
in for the construction of a new Governor's residence.  When the d iscussion came up last 
week on this there were some questions about housing for the governor should this go 
forward and for furnishings and those types of things. What you see before us is 
amendment . 05008. This amendment is a hog house amendment but the dol lar amounts 
are sim i lar. What it does though is it creates a project committee that is in  section 1 .  As 
you can read the Governor or their designated I service cha ir and members from the 
leg islature ,  also from faci l ities management and any former Governor who wishes to serve 
on the committee they would be a non-voting member. You would have the faci l ities and 
management d ivision to provide staff services and then also would have the d irector of 
facil ities management service project manager. Section number 2 is the appropriation and 
if you go to page two it has the amount of 4 mi l l ion dol lars which comes from the capital 
bu i ld ing fund and then the 1 mi l l ion dol lars of private donations and section 3 talks about if 
there is additional money ra ised over the mi l l ion dol lars the UMB may seek emergency 
commission in the budget section approval this becomes the excess funds for upgraded 
fixtures and furn iture's for the new residence because there was a question about how that 
would be paid for and then it would be not to expand the scope of the project. Section 4 
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deals with housing for the Governor should this project go forward and we put an amount in 
there of 25 ,000 dol lars .  I am not certa in what the actual cost would be but that seemed l ike 
a reasonable about if there would need to be. Perhaps there would need to be a d ifferent 
amount but that was the amount that was placed in here and of course it says " the fund ing 
provided in  this section is a onetime item". Members of the committee I would move 
amendment . 05008 to SB 2304 

Representative Skarphol : Seconded 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: I d id receive some information from one of the counsel people 
about the capital bu i ld ing fund and where everything is coming into it from. One is a pretty 
large amount from the roya lties, that of course has been adjusted because of the revenue 
forecast but it is sti l l  a pretty healthy amount. The number if I am not mistaken was 2 mi l l ion 
sti l l  for royalties and I th ink the overal l  number is there is almost 7 mi l l ion avai lable. 

Representative Pol lert: If I can go just one step further, because we are one of those 
sections that are reducing budgets and it also tough for me to support a b i l l  when I am 
having to do a job that is tough to do .  I just don't think it sends the right message but that is 
my opin ion . 

Representative Glassheim : I can only strongly object having six of nine voting members 
be leg islatures desig n ing a house. This is not the state of business to design houses . To 
have them sit and talk about the budget is one thing but to have them sit there and actua l ly 
ta lk about the design of the house is I don't th ink ok. 

Representative Thoreson: In the end if this project does go forward the publ ic wi l l  hold us 
to a high standard of what happens. This is why it may not be the perfect make up but I do 
th ink we have some ownership in the design and bui ld ing of this project. We put ourselves 
in the midd le of something as big or smal l  as the redesign of our l icense plate last session. 
I th ink this is something that going forward for the next 50 to 1 00 years hopefu lly we wil l do 
the right th ing .  

Representative Holman:  I just want to add one other issue. One of the things we talk 
about as we are going through these budgets is what we are paying in  rent space for al l 
kinds of state agencies around town and so the capital bu i ld ing fund as stated earlier is for 
anyth ing that is bu ilt on capital g rounds. Taking even a mi l l ion out of there I th ink sends the 
wrong message. 

Representative Boehning :  I am going to support these amendments . We have been 
d iscussing this since I have been here and it has been d iscussed since before I have been 
here and I th ink it's time we go and bu i ld a decent house for the governor. It is in tough 
shape .  As far as the makeup, I prefer that we are on the committee because otherwise we 
have a l l  these authorities around the state that do a l l  this stuff and we have no control over 
non-elected people. We are the ones responsible for spend ing the money, the money is for 
the capita l grounds and I th ink the people of the state would real ly appreciate having a n ice 
residence for the Governor for h im to entertai n  important donators from around the world 
and so forth . If this does pass we wil l  have add ress the rental subsidy at some point, that 
25 ,000 because it wi l l  take approximately two years to bu i ld the house. 
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Chairman Jeff Delzer: Further d iscussion? 

Motion to adopt amendment . 05008 on SB2304 .  
Motion made by  Representative Thoreson.  
Seconded by Representative Skarphol . 
Voice vote . 
Motion Carries . 

Representative Martinson:  I th ink we should look at a further amendment, I don't th ink 
25 ,000 dol lars is enough for temporary housing for the governor for a year 

Representative Boehning : I th ink if  we d id pass that is probably someth ing we can pass 
and then come back next session and amend that into the bi l l  afterword when we have the 
number. If this does start it wil l  be carried only to the next biennium when they are bui ld ing 
the house. 

Representative Martinson:  Why would that be when you say it is going to take a year to 
bu i ld this? 

Representative Thoreson: I t  wi l l  take probably 6 months to a year to get a design and a 
year and a half to two years to bu i ld the house min imum. 

Representative Streyle:  I move a Do Pass As Amended . 

Representative Boehning : Second . 

Representative Thoreson:  With the amended bi l l  before us I sti l l  understand that this wi l l  
have further d iscussion obviously the Senate made it a study so there may be changes. I 
th ink this was an effort to keep the process moving forward . I understand that people are 
concerned about the budgets the way they are, however I wi l l  caution the way we are 
red ucing from budgets we have sti l l  seen an overa l l  increase over many years . 

Representative Glassheim: I f  there are going to be s ix leg is latu res they are going to be 
one minority. 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: I would hope that the Majority leaders on both sides would pick 
one of the minority members on both sides. 

Representative Thoreson : There cou ld be further work done on th is if we keep the bil l 
moving forward . 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: I th ink there has been a lot of ta lk on both sides and I can 
understand both sides of the issues, I can understand the d ifference on the make-up of the 
committee but when you look at the capitol grounds planning committee that isn't a very 
good make up either. Timing is everything and I do not p lan to support it because of t iming 
and some of the issues that were stated before about that money is there for al l  the capitol 
grounds not j ust the cap ita l bu i ld ing .  
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Representative G uggisberg : We haven't been investigating any capital projects to rea l ly 
speak of yet and the cuts that Representative Pollert were ta lking about I don't think this is 
the time. However how long can we kick this pol itica l footba l l  down the road and I think 
maybe a better option for this is to put it into a long term capita l plan and we wi l l  include it 
with some other needs instead of al l  of us trying to do it this way I don't see it every 
happen ing .  I am going to vote against it and maybe later in the session if there are some 
more capital projects approve we can look at this as wel l .  

Representative Pollert: I th ink I mentioned reductions not cuts. 

Representative G uggisberg : I agree maybe th is isn't a good time, a good time maybe 
would have been two years ago when we had more money than we knew what to do with . 

Motion for a Do Pass As Amended on SB 2304. 
Motion made by Representative Stryle. 
Seconded by Representative Boehning 
Total Yes 8 .  No 1 3 . Absent 2.  
Motion fai ls .  

C hairman Jeff Delzer: If we have not motion at this time we can take a day. I don't know 
if it is going to make a d ifference because I don't th ink it's about the b i l l  I th ink it is the 
t iming and whether we do it. 

Representative Nelson : I motion for a Do Not Pass. 

Representative Pol lert: Second.  

Representative Glassheim : For what i t  is worth without the non-sense I can support this. 
It is a special fund , the money is there .  Security is by al l reports terrible. We need to do it. 
I don't know about send ing messages and I don't th ink we are fin ished with the notion of 
bui ld ing bui ld ings.  There is money to do it and I th ink we wil l  end up bu i ld ing some 
bui ld ings. 

Representative Thoreson:  I would object a l ittle bit  to the non-sense. This amendment 
was brought forward because there were legitimate questions raised by the committee 
about what the costs would be for the bu i ld ings and furn ishing,  that type of th ing .  I n  a good 
faith effort this amendment was brought forward , it passed . If the person who spoke 
before me wou ld l ike to make a substitute motion I wou ld be open to it but I do not 
appreciate that comment. 

Motion for a Do Not Pass . 
Motion made by Representative Streyle. 
Seconded by Representative Pol lert. 
Total yes 1 4 . No 7. Absent 2 .  
Motion carries . 
Floor assignment Representative Nelson . 
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bil l/resolution :  

A B I LL for an  Act to provide an appropriation for the demolition of the governor's residence and the 

construction of a new residence. 

Minutes: 

C hairman Jeff Delzer: SB 2304 is a b i l l  that deals with the idea of whether or not we bu i ld 
a governor's mansion . We d id amend the bi l l  with . 05008. We had a motion for a Do Pass 
which fai led ; there was a motion for a Do Not Pass which carried . This is a hog house 
amendment so if we did reconsider you wou ld just move to further amend with .050 1 1 .  

Representative Skarphol :  Amendment 1 5 . 0890 .050 1 1 ,  if you read through section 1 
what we were real ly attempting to do is get some alternatives del ivered so the leg islators 
could eva luate those various alternatives . It says "there wil l  be at least three but not more 
than five design teams to provide prel iminary design documents" , so we could have a look 
at what this particu lar residence may look l i ke, should look l ike based on those designs. 
After the designs are completed they wil l  be distributed to al l  leg is latures who could 
express an opin ion and then the budget section wil l  meet in  regards to approving one of 
them or reject then a l l  and at the time that the budget section would meet to d iscuss this 
any leg islature wishing to participate in  that d iscussion wi l l  be compensated for their 
expenses. Other than that I don't bel ieve anything changes with the exception of in the last 
section with regards to temporary housing it goes to 50, 000 dol lars and it says that any 
unused money must be returned to the genera l  fund . 

Representative Monson : I move to reconsider 

Representative Nelson : Second . 

Representative Bel lew: It says in  section 1 "a member of the leg islative assembly who 
attends the budget section meeting is entitled to receive expense reimbursement for 
attend ing the meeting". Is that just for one or a number of members attend and get 
reimbursed? 
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Chairman Jeff Delzer: That would be as many that wanted to come that are not part of 
the budget section . 

Representative Skarpho l :  I asked leg islative counsel to do this and they chose not to put 
it in the amendment, I asked them to poll the leg islatures as to thei r  preference for your 
most favorite on down so we can compile an evaluation of the overal l  leg islative opin ion.  

Chairman Jeff Delzer: Currently we have that the budget section can approve changes in 
scope and project size on bui ldings and what not and every leg islature is notified of that 
coming before them by emai l .  I wi l l  support the reconsideration I don't know if I wi l l  support 
the bi l l  but I th ink this is a better set of amendments than what we d id put on it before. 

Representative Guggisberg : I am wondering what a design team looks l ike? 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: I would guess that that is just an arch itect fi rm . 

Representative Skarphol :  It wou ldn 't be to propose a b lue print but rather a rend ition of 
what the appearance of the faci l ity would be l ike with some general idea as to the shape 
and sq uare footage and so forth . 

Representative Holman :  I was opposing this the other day but I applaud Representative 
Skarphol that is a n ice change and he fixed a lot of the problems we had with it. 

Motion to Reconsider the Do Not Pass on SB 2304. 
Motion made by Representative Monson . 
Seconded by Representative Nelson . 
Total yes 2 1 .  No 2 .  Absent 0 .  
Motion carries. 

Representative Skarphol : I move to further amend SB 2304 with amendment . 0501 1 .  

Representative Boehning:  Second . 

Motion to Adopt Amendment .0501 1 .  
Motion made by Representative Skarphol .  
Seconded by Representative Boehning .  
Voice vote . 
Motion carries . 

Representative Skarphol : My sense on the floor was I th ink we are going to lose the Do 
Not Pass. Rather than have that happen I thought it was important to have a l l  of us as 
leg islatures involved in trying to eva luate what we thought was the best residence for the 
Governor if we are going to go forward with th is and I thought this was a way we could try 
and accompl ish that and I guess I wi l l  probably support it on the floor. 

Representative G uggisberg : I th ink some of the criticism of the previous bi l l  was that 
there was too much leg islative input and that was our  rol l  and th is makes more leg islative 
input. I do agree that there are safety concerns at the Governor's residence and we need 
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to do something about it. I do th ink that this b i l l  would fit very n icely in the OMB budget and 
if we kil l it we can deal with some other bu i ld ings that have safety hazards and need 
updates to them so I am sti l l  going to be opposing th is b i l l .  

Representative Streyle: I move a Do Pass As Amended . 

Representative Boehning:  Second . 

Chairman Jeff Delzer: Timing is everything to me and I th ink the essence of how it is set 
up is not so bad but I sti l l  th ink it is the wrong time to do this. I won't support the b i l l  
because of the t iming with what's going on with the economy of the state of North Dakota 
and the other things that we are doing right now. 

Motion for a Do Pass As Amended on SB 2304 . 
Motion made by Representative Streyle . 
Seconded by Representative Boehning .  
Total yes 1 5 . No 8 .  Absent 0 .  
Motion carries. 
Floor assignment Representative Skarphol .  
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE BILL NO.  2304 

Page 1 , l ine 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the b i l l  with "for an Act to create a 
governor's residence project com mittee; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demol ition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA :  

SECTION 1. GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE PROJECT COMMITTEE -
MEMBERSHIP - DUTIES. 

1 .  There is  created a governor's residence project committee to oversee the 
construction of a new governor's residence. The committee consists of: 

a .  The governor, or the governor's designee, who shal l  serve as 
chairman; 

b. The speaker of the house of representatives; 

c. Two additional members of the house of representatives, selected by 
the majority leader of the hduse of representatives; 

d .  The president pro tempore of the senate; 

e .  Two additional members of the senate, selected by the majority leader 
of the senate; 

f. The d i rector of the facil ities management d ivision of the office of 
management and budget; 

g. A representative of any private fundraising entity established for the 
purpose of raising funds for the project, as selected by the governor; 
and 

h .  Any former governor who wishes to  serve on the comm ittee.  Any 
former governor serving on the committee shal l  be a nonvoting 
member. 

2. Notwithstanding chapter 48-1 0 ,  the governor's residence project committee 
shal l  determine the location and design of the new governor's residence. 
The d i rector of the facil ities management d ivision of the office of 
management and budget, or the d i rector's designee, shal l  serve as project 
manager. 

3. The faci l ities management division of the office of management and 
budget shall provide staff services for the committee. 

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE PROJECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in the capitol bui ld ing fund i n  the state 

Page No. 1 1 5 . 0890.05008 



treasury, not otherwise appropriated ,  the sum of $4, 000, 000, or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$ 1 , 000,000,  or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
and budget for the purpose of constructing a governor's residence in accordance with 
this Act, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5 , and ending June 30, 20 1 7 . 

SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5,000,000, of which $4, 000, 000 is from the capitol 
bui ld ing fund and $1 ,000,000 is  from funds to be raised from private donations,  for the 
demol it ion of the existing governor's residence, the design and construction of a new 
residence, and for fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Construction may not 
begin unti l  any private fundraisi ng entity certifies to the office of management and 
budget that, of the special funds req uired to complete the project, at least $500, 000 in 
cash has been received and p laced in  an account designated for the sole purpose of 
constructing the project authorized i n  this Act. If more than $ 1 , 000, 000 in donated 
funds is raised , the office of management and budget may seek emergency 
com mission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for u pgraded 
fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Any increased spending authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. There 
is appropriated out of any moneys in the general fu d in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated , the sum of $25,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demol ition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the biennium beginning J uly 1 ,  20 1 5 , and ending June 30, 201 7 . The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-ti me funding item. ·: 

Renumber accordingly 
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PROPOSED AM ENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE B ILL NO. 2304 

In lieu of the amendments adopted by the House as printed on pages 1 228 and 1 229 of the 
House Journal ,  Engrossed Senate Bil l  No.  2304 is amended as fol lows: 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the bil l  with "for an Act to provide for the 
design of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA : 

SECTION 1 .  GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT AND ENGINEERING 
SERVICES. The office of management and budget shall issue a formal invitation for 
information for obtaining architect and engineering services, pursuant to chapter 
54-44.7,  for the design of a governor's residence that must include event space to 
accommodate meetings and entertainment. The office of management and budget 
project selection committee shal l  select at least three, but not more than five, design 
teams to provide prel iminary design documents that must be sufficient for the selection 
committee to clearly comprehend the aesthetic and functional purposes of the design .  
The office of management and budget shall submit to each member of the legislative 
assembly a summary and renderings of each design proposal .  The budget section 
shall meet to review the design proposals and receive comments and suggestions from 
any member of the legislative assembly. A member of the legislative assembly who 
attends the budget section meeting is entitled to receive expense reimbursement for 
attending the meeting.  The budget section may approve one project design or may 
d isapprove of a l l  project designs. If the budget section approves a project design,  the 
office of management and budget shall  proceed with the next phase of the project. The 
director of the facil ity management d ivision of the office of management and budget, or 
the d irector's designee, shall  serve as the project manager. 

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE PROJECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in the capitol building fund in the state 
treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4, 000,000, or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$ 1 , 000 ,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
and budget for the purpose of designing and constructing a governor's residence in 
accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginning Ju ly 1 ,  201 5, and ending June 30, 
201 7. 

SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5,000,000, of which $4,000,000 is from the capitol 
building fund and $ 1 , 000,000 is from funds to be raised from private donations, for the 
demolition of the existing governor's residence, the design and construction of a new 
residence, and for fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Construction may not 
begin u ntil any private fundraising entity certifies to the office of management and 
budget that, of the special funds required to complete the project, at least $500, 000 in 
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cash has been received and placed in an account designated for the sole purpose of 
constructing the project authorized in this Act. If more than $ 1 , 000, 000 in donated 
funds is raised, the office of management and budget may seek emergency 
commission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for upgraded 
fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Any increased spending authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. There 
is appropriated out of any moneys in the general fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50, 000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the biennium beginning Ju ly 1 ,  201 5, and ending June 30, 201 7. The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-time funding item. Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other purpose and 
must be canceled in accordance with section 54-44. 1 -1 1 . "  

Renumber accordingly 
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REPORT OF STAN DING COMMITTEE 
SB 2304, as engrossed : Appropriations Committee (Rep. Delzer, Chairman) 

recommends AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends 
DO PASS ( 1 5  YEAS, 8 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTI NG) .  Engrossed SB 2304 
was placed on the Sixth order on the calendar. 

I n  l ieu of the amendments adopted by the House as printed on pages 1 228 and 1 229 of the 
House Journal , Engrossed Senate Bi l l  No. 2304 is amended as follows: 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A B ILL" replace the remainder of the bi l l  with "for an Act to provide for 
the design of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and 
the construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the 
governor's office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA: 

SECTION 1. GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT AND 
ENGINEERING SERVICES. The office of management and budget shal l  issue a 
formal invitation for information for obtain ing arch itect and engineering services, 
pursuant to chapter 54-44. 7, for the design of a governor's residence that must 
include event space to accommodate meetings and entertainment. The office of 
management and budget project selection committee shall select at least three, but 
not more than five, design teams to provide prel iminary design documents that must 
be sufficient for the selection committee to clearly comprehend the aesthetic and 
functional purposes of the desig n .  The office of management and budget shall 
submit to each member of the legislative assembly a summary and renderings of 
each design proposal .  The budget section shall meet to review the design proposals 
and receive comments and suggestions from any member of the legislative 
assembly. A member of the leg islative assembly who attends the budget section 
meeting is entitled to receive expense reimbursement for attending the meeting .  The 
budget section may approve one project design or may d isapprove of all project 
designs. If the budget section approves a project design ,  the office of management 
and budget shall proceed with the next phase of the project. The director of the 
faci l ity management d ivision of the office of management and budget, or the 
d irector's designee, shall serve as the project manager. 

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE PROJ ECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in the capitol bui ld i ng fund in the state 
treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,000, 000, or so much of the sum 
as may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$1 , 000, 000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of 
management and budget for the purpose of designing and constructing a governor's 
residence in accordance with this Act, for the biennium beg inn ing Ju ly 1 ,  20 1 5 , and 
ending June 30, 2 0 1 7 .  

SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5,000,000, of which $4 ,000,000 is from the capitol 
bui ld ing fund and $ 1 ,000,000 is from funds to be raised from private donations, for 
the demol ition of the existing governor's residence, the design and construction of a 
new residence, and for fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Construction 
may not beg in unti l any private fundraising entity certifies to the office of 
management and budget that, of the special funds required to complete the project, 
at least $500, 000 in cash has been received and placed in an account designated for 
the sole purpose of constructing the project authorized in this Act. If more than 
$1 ,000, 000 in donated funds is raised, the office of management and budget may 
seek emergency commission and budget section approval to spend the excess 
funds for upgraded fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Any increased 
spending authority for the project may not be used to expand the scope of the 
project. 
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SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. 
There is  appropriated out of any moneys in the general fund in  the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated , the sum of $50,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the bienn ium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30, 201 7. The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-time funding item. Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other pu rpose and 
must be canceled in accordance with section 54-44 . 1 - 1 1  . " 

Renumber accord ingly 
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SB 2304 
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Job # 26 1 89 

D Subcommittee 

IZI Conference Committee 

Comm ittee Clerk Signature 

Explanation or reason for introduction of bil l/resolution .  

A BILL for a n  Act t o  provide for the desig n of a governor's residence; t o  provide a n  appropriation 
to the office of management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence 
and the construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's office 
for temporary housing expenses . 

Minutes : 

Chairman Poolman :  Opened the conference committee on SB 2304 . See Attachment #1  
for proposed amendment to the b i l l .  The Senate l ikes what the House has done with the bi l l  
and what we found is somewhat of a techn ical g l itch in  how we choose the design and the 
architect. The amendments add resses that issue and it does not change anything else that 
you have done with the b i l l .  

Representative Kasper: See Attachment #2 for add itional information for the committee. 
The bi l l  that we passed on the House floor is not the b i l l  that we passed on our GVA 
Committee. The Appropriations Comm ittee , in the course of the b i l l  del iberations, changed 
section one. We are here to look at a way to make th is work. 

Senator Laffen,  District 43: I am here to g ive information as an arch itect and I am not 
interested in doing this project. I do know how the resu lts of having d ifferent arch itects 
working on a project can be. As the bi l l  got amended into what is basical ly a design 
competition ,  wh ich is not un ique but they are very rare. I can only th ink of one that has 
been done in North Dakota. To rea l ly get the result you want out of a design competition 
there are some things you need to do to make it work correctly. I wi l l  explain why I do not 
th ink that it is the appropriate vehicle for this project. There are probably only 3 or 4 firms in 
North Dakota that I bel ieve can make this project work . Arch itecture firms special ize. There 
are a few that special ize in h igh end residential design .  Most of the big firms l ike mine don't 
do these kinds of projects . They take a un ique skil l set of rea l ly wanting to d ive into one's 
personal l ife and rea l ly get into the detai ls of cabinetry, faucets, and sinks etc. To real ly do 
a residence right you need a fi rm that works in the residential world . They are usually 
much smaller fi rms. That m ight not seem l ike the right fi rm for this project but they have the 
experience.  With a design competition where you do not pay anyone, that could create a 
p roblem . We can do it if we wanted to but you real ly need to pay al l  of the firms that are 
involved . (Example of car b ids) There is sign ificant cost in  putting the proposals together. It 
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is real ly easy to say that it is just a drawing but it can be a $50,000 d rawing.  Some might be 
wi l l ing to do that d rawing for $25,000 to $30,000 but I can guarantee you that they are 
going to skimp to get down to that point. Those smal ler fi rms that special ize in  h igher end 
residential arch itecture cannot afford to do that and you wil l not get them to the table.  You 
wil l  get the bigger fi rms that may for some reason want this h igh profi le ,  front page of the 
paper, kind of a p roject on their resume that should not be doing this. That is usual ly 
counter to what you would hear. Al l  of them wil l  say that they do residential design when 
they rea l ly don't .  The proper way to get this done is to fol low the state proced ure .  We have 
in state law an excel lent process that wi l l  vet a l l  of that out. A short l ist wil l  be created 
based on bids/appl ications and one wil l  get chosen out of that. A design competition 
doesn't work because the needs and desires need to be d iscussed over time to program 
the des ign .  You have to meet with many d ifferent people and what is desired needs to be 
specifica l ly defined and it is a time consuming process. You are not going to want mu ltiple 
fi rms having to do that for a design competition or you would have to pay an independent 
firm to do that for the firms in the competition .  My recommendation as wel l  as John Boyle's 
from OMB is the amendment that you have. It goes back to the normal state law and 
procedure on how to h i re an arch itect. 

(8 :58) Senator Dever: The book that you gave us before was very helpfu l and one of the 
things that I noticed is that the cost of the residence would be $ 1 . 8 mi l l ion and the cost 
including enterta in ing space in that was an add it ional $2 . 3  mi l l ion and that was for 70 
people. I am wondering if the language in  the bil l or the amendment a l lows that committee 
the flexib i l ity to make a determination as to what extent entertainment space would be 
included? 

Chairman Poolman:  (Reads from Section 1 of the b i l l . )  That decision is made in  the b i l l .  
You need a residence and an enterta inment space. 

Senator Dever: The book that was p rovided to us in  testimony gave options of two 
d ifferent proposals .  One was for 70-75 people and the other was to accommodate 1 0- 1 2  
people. There i s  a h uge d ifference i n  space and cost. Part of o u r  previous conversation 
was whether those kinds of events are just as wel l  held over at the Heritage Center. 

Representative Kasper: We are not interested in the 1 0  person enterta inment space with 
the Governor's residence. We have a lot of people that feel strongly that the Governor's 
residence should have the abi l ity to entertain up to 1 50 people at one time. The Heritage 
Center is a great p lace and that can be used as the Governor or others wish ,  but as n ice as 
it is , it is not what we wou ld l ike. Our position in our committee, after seeing the Governor's 
residence, and looking at other Governor's residences we start gett ing ancy and get 
concerned that if there is not enough gu idel ine in here. The Governor's residence should be 
the showplace of the state of North Dakota . We are no longer the l ittle old state that 
everybody fl ies over and doesn't pay al lot of attention to. We have people coming from a l l  
over the world to see what is go ing on in  North Dakota . Our position in our committee and 
the House is that we want to be sure that it is very adequate to present the image that we 
bel ieve should be presented for the state of North Dakota as wel l  as being able to enterta in 
d ignitaries from China ,  Japan,  or Russia etc. That is one our b ig concerns when we start 
ta lking about using the Heritage Center. Obviously it ca be used whenever the Governor 
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wishes , but on the same token our sentiment is that faci l ity has to have the flexibi l ity to be 
an entertainment p lace for d ign itaries as wel l  as a residence.  

Chairman Poolman :  I would maybe not use the word showplace,  but  I th ink of the 
Governor's house as the people's house. They host the boy scouts. They host schools that 
win state championsh ips.  They try to bring people into that home to entertain them and 
acknowledge their contribution to their organ ization and to their communities. I agree with 
you on the concept of having an entertainment area so that we can make it tru ly the 
people's house. Something that is modest and yet beautifu l but has the abi l ity to bring in 
people from a l l  over North Dakota . I understand that they will certa in ly entertain d ignitaries. 
We are on the same page but I th ink  for d ifferent reasons. 

Representative Kasper: I am not here to play semantics . I respect what your  statement 
was, however, in add ition to all of the th ings that you mentioned that it ought to be, we also 
bel ieve that it is time that the state of North Dakota has a statement about who our 
Governor is and what our state is .  That is a concern of leadership as wel l .  That if  we do 
not have involvement as a leg is lative body, before the final  decision is made, that decision 
may be something that a lot of the leg islators do not l ike. That is why the amendments 
were drafted the way they were . 

Senator Laffen:  When you get to the amendments I th ink that p iece if it is sti l l  very wel l  
retained .  For starters, the normal course of the way this project would be managed is that 
OMB would manage this project in conjunction with the capitol grounds plann ing 
commission which has 2 Senators and 2 Representatives on that commission and then I 
believe the amendments states that there even be a publ ic hearing to include al l  leg is lators 
that want to come. The only rea l  d ifference is replacing 4 or 5 fi rms with the firm that wi l l  
produce the same amount of concepts . 

Chairman Poolman:  We are fol lowing the same process that we would to bui ld any other 
state project and in add ition to that g iving leg islators an add itional opportun ity to weigh in .  

Senator Laffen:  Absolutely. And i f  they do not l ike what they see, I have never seen an 
arch itecture fi rm that would not come back and respond to that and bring new ideas. 

Chairman Poolman :  I u nderstand that you need to take the amendment to your  conferees 
and to leadership .  

Representative Kasper: This is a big deal  on our side as I am sure that i t  is  on your side 
and I know that leadership will want to look at the amendment. The way that the 
amendment is written leaves the u ltimate decision in  the plann ing g rounds committee, not 
the leg islature .  From that perspective, we may have an issue. Our goal is the same; it is 
j ust a matter of how we get there .  

Chairman Poolman :  I would caution us in terms of legislative input. Yes, we absolutely 
want some leg islative oversight, but getting al l  House members and al l  Senate members to 
agree on what this should look l ike ,  I am not so sure that it wi l l  be al l  that practical .  I am 
hoping that what we have proposed will be acceptable.  Adjou rned the conference 
committee. 
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Minutes : 

Chairman Poolman:  Opened the conference committee on SB 2304. We offered an 
amendment yesterday that you had mentioned that you would th ink on i t  and take it back to 
leadership to get some opin ions. What have you got? 

Representative Kasper: I can g ive you an overview of my conversation with leadership in 
the House and some of the other representatives. We are not convinced that the process 
that your  amendment provides is the way that we want to go.  However, before we move 
too far into that, I real ly would l ike to ask to John Boyle some questions. We heard Senator 
Laffen g ive a presentation from an arch itect's point of view and now I would l ike to talk to 
J o h n  Boyle about  the p e rs pective of how the b u i l d i n g  a n d  g ro u n d s  comm ittee works on a 
project l ike this to get some more information on the record . 

John Boyle, Director, Facil ity Management: The capitol g rounds planning commission 
has 9 members and it is chaired by the Lt. Governor. There are two Senators and two 
Representatives with one being a Republ ican and one being a Democrat for each side. 
Then there are four  other members that are chosen .  One has to be a l icensed arch itect in 
the state of North Dakota , one has to be from the state H istorical Society, and two are from 
at large that the Governor can choose. Their role is to approve everyth ing that is 
permanent on the g rounds.  Any time that we have a project that is on the grounds and it is 
considered permanent, l ike the parking lots , they have to have final  approval on the plans. 
(Gave an example of the parking lot project and the process appl ied in that project . )  The 
process was very open to the publ ic and legislators had the opportun ity to be involved as 
wel l .  I know there are leg islators that would l ike to have input. If we went the exact same 
route, when we put together the selection committee, we could have certain leg islators on 
the selection committee. We always l ike to have an odd number so that it is never evenly 
spl it. Say we went with 9 people, we could have a couple from OMB,  maybe the Lt. 
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Governor cou ld be on it because he cha irs the planning commission , and then the rest 
could be spl it evenly between the Senate and the House for people who have a lot of 
interest in  this project. That way the legislators are gett ing input before there is even a 
design .  That is j ust at the stage where we select who is going to prepare the designs and 
then we have the pub l ic meeting with the p lann ing commission .  We would invite a l l  
legislators that would l ike to participate. Then from tha meeting then we could narrow it 
down to maybe two designs and then down to eventual ly one design .  

(5 :32) Representative Kasper: You sort of jumped one step .  You ta lked about the design ,  
but  how do we get to the design? That is  one of the key issues from the House. Senator 
Laffen ta lked about how you could not get many arch itects wi l l ing to submit a proposal .  I 
need to visit with h im further because I do not know if the word "proposal" to h im is the 
same as it is to me. What does proposal mean to Senator Laffen? I need that expla ined. I 
do not expect an arch itectu ra l  fi rm to g ive a complete set of d rawings that is encompassing .  
It would seem to me that the selection committee that you are talking about would be the 
committee that would come up with the parameters l ike the square footage, number of 
bed rooms, and add it ional broad overview information .  Then you could invite the RFQ's to 
a l l  of the arch itects in the state of North Dakota but the request wou ld not be to g ive us a 
set of drawings but the request would be to give us a re dering of what it would look l ike. It 
would take effort but not a lot of expense. You could l imit that depending on who would 
answer the RFQ. There m ight be a lot of firms that would want to come up  with a rendering 
of what they envision doing and would be wil l ing to spend the time coming up with a 
d rawing to present. That would be a way to narrow it down with someth ing that is concrete 
as opposed to going out and doing an RFP and look ing at the q ua l ifications and then 
selecting one fi rm up front. Now the only ideas would be with that one fi rm . Not saying that 
they would not be good but it would just be one idea. That I th ink is more where the 
House's position is. The second thing would be the concern that the separation between 
the arch itect that does the design and the genera l  contractor that does the bu i ld ing ,  that 
there wou ld  b e  a separation .  I ta lked to a friend of mine that is an arch itect in  Fargo after 
our meeting that special izes in  residential and smal l  commercia l .  I asked h im if he thought 
there would be a lot of fi rms that wou ld be interested i n  putt ing time in to be the one that 
was selected . He said that he does th ink there would be . He said most l ikely it would be a 
smal ler firm but there may be some larger fi rms in  the state that m ight be interested 
because of the prestige that would be gained by doing that. There is more of a story, at 
least from our perspective, than simply saying that we have to pay them some money or no 
one wil l  come forward with a proposal or a rendering .  

John Boyle : The way that the RFQ process works is that i t  d istinctly states in  Century 
Code how you wou ld q ual ify people that would submit it. The idea of going through the 
process is to get the most qua l ified firm . If it is one fi rm or four  or five firms, that the design 
is going to be based and the qual ity of the design is going to be based on the qual ity of the 
committee . If the committee can express what they want to visual ly see , then I think that 
one firm can draw that j ust as wel l  as five d ifferent firms. I understand your  point but the 
problem is that the statute does not al low us to do it that way. The statute for the RFQ 
process al lows you to pick a firm and then that fi rm and the owner design it so that it does 
turn out the way that the owner, who in this case is the state, wou ld l ike it to look. 
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Representative Kasper: We have a bi l l  in front of us that cou ld amend the statute to al low 
fo r  a change in  the method at least on this one residence.  

John Boyle : Yes , 54 :44-7 statutoria l .  The problem that I have received from the Attorney 
Genera l's office is that because it is OMB that is overseeing the project, we have to obey 
the statutes and the b i l l  does not trump statute the way that it is written right now. 

Representative Kasper: I am puzzled . I thought the leg islature amends statute or creates 
new statute . Is there a statute i n  law right now that we could not amend to solve this l ittle 
g l itch that you are just sharing with us? 

John Boyle: I am not saying that there is not a way that you can it, and I don't know what 
that way would be, but I am saying that the way that the b i l l  came out of the House does 
not do that. 

Rep. Kasper: I see that there are a lot of problems of how the b i l l  came out of the House.  
That is why we are trying to get a resolution through that we can al l  ag ree on .  

John Boyle : The reason the amendment was written the way that i t  was is so that i t  does 
fol low statute so that OMB cou ld oversee the project. 

Senator Davison : As you described the process, does this amendment al low for the 
process you described in the procedu re that we have in front of us? 

John Boyle: Yes it does . 

Senator Dever: (Reviews what he understands the process to be as John Boyle 
described . )  

John Boyle:  That i s  correct. The first stage i s  getting an appropriation .  Then we put an ad 
in the paper. Then we have arch itects submit. That is Phase 1 .  From those submittals we 
narrow that down to at least 3 .  We can interview 5 or 6 ,  but those are based on 
qual ifications. A person that has done luxury homes is going to be very qual ified . A person 
that has designed office bu i ld ings is not. Then at the interview stage they have to submit 
with in  the interview process recent work that is s imi lar to what we are looking at. The only 
people that are going to be even interviewed are people that have done luxury residences . 
We cannot l imit to North Dakota firms only because it violates statute. We are looking for 
the most qual ified . Then the selection committee that can be made up of Senators,  
Representative, and some Executive Branch would s it  th rough this interview and l isten to 
these people present. You would see al l  of their recent and current work. Then that 
committee would choose which one of those is the most qual ified . Al l  of them wi l l  be 
qual ified . We have a scoring sheet and each member scores and then we al l  get together 
and we rank it. Whoever we choose wi l l  do what we want. It is the qual ity of the selection 
committee that wi l l  determine how wel l  the process wil l  go .  

Chairman Poolman:  You said that we could have a number of leg is lators on that selection 
committee . 
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John Boyle : That is something that we just thought of this morning . We can make it where 
the people that have the most interest in  th is project be on the committee. We can have 
legislators from both sides on the committee . On the plann ing commission you have those 
four  legislators as wel l .  Then we sti l l  have a publ ic hearing and at that time if no one l ikes 
any of it you start a l l  over and you get the guy to do three or fou r  more .  

Chairman Poolma n :  Al l  of the leg is lators can come to that. 

John Boyle : Exactly and we can sched ule it at a time when a lot of them are here town . 

Senator Dever: Basically what we are talking about here then is should we choose a 
design and then choose an arch itect based on that design ,  or should we choose an 
arch itect that would provide us the choices in  d ifferent designs .  

John Boyle: The law only al lows you to choose the arch itect and then the architect and the 
team work on the design .  I bel ieve the end result will be what everyone is looking for in the 
end. We are not going to bu i ld anyth ing that we are going to be ashamed of. 

Senator Dever: I do not deny the possibi l ity of the legis lature being involved in the 
process . At the same time it is the Governor's residence. We are going to ask the friends of 
the North Dakota Governor's residence to put in  20% of the fund ing and it seems to me that 
they should have sign ificant input into the end resu lt .  This b i l l  was introduced in the Senate 
and it came through the GVA committee . The reason the GVA committee adopted the 
study rather than the bi l l  was just a matter of t iming and money is t ight and is this the time 
to do it. As it comes back from the House, the Senate is on board with that part of it. The 
only thing we are talking about is not the project, but the process. It is entirely Section 1 .  
Section 1 provides that the budget section may approve one project design or may reject al l  
project desig ns,  so when we ask the friends of the Governor's residence to put up $ 1  
mi l l ion for the benefit of th is ,  I do not know that we shou ld b e  putting up barriers a l lowing 
someone else to choose. And that someone else is us.  I am not so sure that I agree. One 
of the d ifferences in the two bi l ls also was the timing because the Senate said they wanted 
to wait unti l  after the next election so that pol itics wou ld not be a part of this. I am just 
saying that I am not prepared to support the version of the b i l l  that the House says they are 
not ready to deviate from . 

C hairman Poolman:  To echo your  statements , the Senate is not interested in  violating our 
current process in state law in order to bu i ld a house, as Senator Dever said , wi l l  in it ial ly by 
pol itica l ly sensitive . We are not going to start breaking the ru les for this project as opposed 
to other projects . Since we have been reassured that there is leg islative oversight, and 
certain ly a lot of legislative part icipation in the process as it is outl ined in  the amendment, I 
just do not understand why the House would be interested in violating state law for this 
particu lar process .  

Representative Kasper: Let me object to your  last statement. Let me make i t  perfectly 
clear to you and to the Senate. The House is not interested i n  violating any law. We never 
have been and we would never support it. I fi nd it offensive for you to make the ins inuation 
that we would be wi l l ing or want to violate state law. Let's j ust have that on the record . 
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Representative Steiner: To echo that, it is not breaking the ru les if you amend the statute 
to a l low a design competition .  Really that is what the House is trying to do.  There is current 
law that goes through the process a l ittle d ifferently. I th ink that k ind of speaks to that. We 
could amend but if the design competition becomes an issue then we wil l  have to resolve it. 
I wanted to mention that on Section 1 , I noticed the Senate has the word "entertainment" 
and I real ly appreciated Senator Poolman's comments yesterday about being able to honor 
our Boy Scouts and young people when they come to the Governor's residence and I do 
not know if "entertainment" is the rig ht word . It sounds l ike we are having some kind of 
concert .  I would l ike that word to be reflective of honoring our citizens;  maybe with aud io 
and video capabi l ity. I th ink that is what you were speaking to yesterday; a p lace where 
they can come and be honored for some accomplishment that they had and maybe they 
wi l l  s ing so you would need audio and video capabi l ity. I th ink "enterta inment" is 
addressing that but the publ ic m ight read that and wonder what kind of entertainment they 
were talking about. It is just a semantics word for me. 

Senator Dever: I would just point out that is d rawn from the House amendment. It is the 
same word but we wou ld be happy to look at that. 

Representative Steiner: I obviously m issed it on the House side, but I would l ike to get 
that adjusted . 

Chairman Poolman:  I agree with that sentiment and we wi l l  have to find a better word . We 
are on the same page there .  

Representative Kasper: The process that Mr. Boyle outl i ned whereby you could have, in 
add ition to the bu i ld ing and g rounds committee , a selection committee with legislators and 
others. I do not object to Senator Dever's suggestion that we have the friends of the 
Governor's residence as part of it but I do bel ieve that, based on the sentiment of the 
House, that the membership as wel l  as a lot of the leg islators seem to th ink that there is a 
desire to have some type of an input from al l  leg islators at the process if there are three of 
four  choices at the end that we can come to . It may not be the overrid ing veto effect but at 
least everyone would have an opportun ity to voice what their thoughts are .  I l ike Mr. 
Boyle's idea of a selection committee and I th ink if there is a separation between the 
arch itect and the general contractor so that you don't have a construction management 
type concept. In ta lking to my arch itect friend yesterday, he recommended against that and 
said that you should have a general contractor and an arch itect separate because that 
al lows checks and balances on each other. It keeps one entity from going off and coming 
up in  the end of the project with someth ing d ifferent than what was envisioned . I apologize 
for my firmness in my statement prior but I do not th ink that we are that far apart. If we can 
do some tweaking to section 1 ,  I th ink we can probably get something done. That is our 
desire. We would not have gone through the heartache in the House GVA committee to 
get to this point if we d id not feel that now was the time to move forward . It is a matter of 
getting something that we can sell to the House . 

Chairman Poolma n :  Would you be wi l l ing to work with John Boyle in terms of crafting 
some language so that we can fol low the process but add those pieces in that you value in 
the House? 
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Representative Kasper: I would , but I wou ld l ike a representative from the Senate as wel l .  

Chairman Poolman : Wonderfu l .  

Representative Schneider: I n  Section 1 ,  where we are talk ing about the Governor's 
residence and that it must include - I would el iminate "enterta inment" there ,  so that it would 
read "must include space to accommodate meetings and events" and take out 
"entertainment" .  To speak to the t iming,  I th ink to a certain degree we can el iminate pol itics 
from this no matter which d i rection we go and I would l ike to take advantage of the 
slowdown in other part of our economy that would provide us with savings and workers to 
get th is done as qu ickly as possib le for the First Fami ly. 

Chairman Poolma n :  I would echo those comments .  Construction costs wi l l  on ly go up if 
we wait. I agree with that wholehearted ly and I th ink that is a great amendment. We wi l l  
work on someth ing .  Adjourned the conference committee on SB 2304 . 

• 

• 
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M i n utes : 

Chairman Pool man : Opened the conference committee on SB 2304. See Attachment #1 
for proposed amendments. 

(1 :55) Representative Kasper: Asked for John Boyle to come to the pod ium for some 
questions . 

John Boyle, Director, Fac i l ity Management: See Attachment #2 for additional 
information to the committee . 

( 3 : 00) Representative Kasper: Can we walk  through the process again to make sure that 
this amendment fits in with what I perceive? If the b i l l  passes and we are going to bu i ld the 
residence, there is going to be a process to bu i ld it . My fi rst question is that I want to be 
sure that the p lann ing commission is involved in the process and that this amendment does 
not take them out of the process which was certain ly not the House's intent. The House's 
intent was to have a l ittle more legis lative input but not replace the planning commission .  
Does th is amendment p reserve that? 

John Boyle:  I t  does. The process for any project that OM B has is that we choose who wi l l  
be on the selection committee. I f  we wou ld l ike a l l  of  the members of the plann ing 
commission to be part of it plus these four  that we have just added and myself that wou ld 
be fine. That wou ld be 1 4  people on the commission .  Some of them may not want to serve 
and then it may bring it down by one or two . There would be 8 legislators on this selection 
committee and then I would suggest that the same selection committee would continue in 
the process through then end of the project so that there is consistency. With that the 
leg islature would have to appoint the same people and the Governor because it is a two 
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year term. There may be some turnover but the core of that committee would stay the 
same from start to fin ish .  

Representative Kasper: So that is  clear. They are there from beg inning to end.  Then we 
would use the Office of Management and Budget's normal proced ure that you d iscussed in 
our last conference committee to cal l  for the RFQ procedu re ,  and then the arch itects that 
are interested wi l l  submit, one wi l l  be selected , and then you go th rough the rendering and 
schematics etc. Then that would be presented further down to a publ ic meeting at the 
capitol grounds and any legislative assembly member cou ld also come to that publ ic 
meeting and have their input. 

John Boyle: That is correct. 

Representative Kas per: They have their input but they do not have any veto power. They 
hear the presentation and they can tel l  the committee what their thoughts are and then the 
committee wil l  get back together and make their decision . 

John Boyle:  That is correct. All they have is input. But, as I said at the last meeting , if 
there is a lot of opposition to what this selection comm ittee put together, then we would 
have the arch itect start over. We want everyone happy in the end . 

Representative Kasper: From that perspective, I th ink that sort of fits with where I th ink 
the majority of the House wanted to be. 

Representative Sch neider: I th ink that would fit i n .  I th ink i t  would meet with our 
colleague's satisfaction .  

Representative Stei ner: I have a question about when you g ive i t  to  leadership .  I th ink the 
intent of the House was that there would be more legislators to be involved than just 
leadership .  I don't know. I do know some leg islators that wil l  be d isappointed to see that. 
Whether or not it is a big enough deal to squabble over I do not know. 

Chairman Poolman:  That is why we put the majority and minority leaders or their 
designees . If they were taking flak from their caucus for p lacing themselves on there they 
cou ld a lways have a designee if people were concerned . As a leader I wou ld probably d iffer 
to my designee when I have the opportunity. 

Representative Kasper: I have one other issue. From the perspective of Section 1 ,  based 
on what I have heard ,  I am comfortable with Section 1 .  But an area that I want to continue 
on with is the area of fundra ising . Representative Keizer has taught me over the sessions 
that I have been here that you have to be specific when you are talking about how the 
money is raised , who is going to ra ise it, and how that is going to happen .  In our b i l l ,  we 
refer to the money being ra ised but we do not establ ish an entity to raise the money. We 
are just assuming it is going to be raised and we talk  about any private fundraising entity 
certifies to the office of management and budget. I am u ncomfortable with that. I have 
asked John Bjornson to work on an amendment that wou ld establ ish in this bi l l  a 
fundraising entity that would have oversight from either OMB or the legislative management 
committee so that it is maybe a separate 501  C3 so that it can be a structu re and a function 
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to maybe go out and legal ly raise the money and be appropriated through this method . He 
is going to have something by tomorrow morning for the committee to consider. That is a 
suggestion that I would l ike to consider if you don't mind .  

John Boyle :  The fundraising end I do not know how that is going to occur. Al l  I know is 
how i t  was done in the past. The selection committee that did the remodel ing project 
interviewed three or four  fundraising compan ies and then they determined that the amount 
of money that they were going to take in  fees was around 20%.  So they thought i f  they 
formed "The Friends of Governor's Residence" 501 C3 they cou ld do it internal ly. I do not 
know if that is what the existing members of that foundation signed up to do.  I wanted to 
make sure that this commission knew that probably would be the fund raising arm of it. 
They may be involved in  hosting fundraising events or someth ing at the residence. I do not 
th ink we can put it on them to be responsible to raise $ 1  mi l l ion . 

Chairman Poolma n :  Could we make it their job to put together the people who do ra ise 
the money? Could the friends say that they are interested in helping with the residence but 
we are not fundraisers? Since they already exist, could we put someth ing in the bi l l  that 
outl i nes that they would put together the fundraising plan and seek out members who 
would become those fundraisers? 

John Boyle:  I have no idea how to go about putting this together. As soon as it is certified 
that the funds are there we wi l l  bring the wrecking bal l .  

Representative Kasper: Can we see what Bjornson puts together and see how we feel 
about it then? 

Senator Davison : For the record , I have a couple of concerns regard ing setting up a 
501  C3.  We have had 2 bi l ls on the House side with 501 3C's and they have not met with 
much success. I am concerned that if we set one up that the people that are running the 
501 C3 might tel l  us what color the house should be or how big the rooms should be etc. I 
do th ink there are ways around it. 

Representative Kasper: I agree with you and if the 501 C3 is the wrong entity I have no 
problem with it being some other entity. I tota l ly agree that they ra ise the money but th is 
committee decides how it is spent. 

Chairman Pool man:  I spoke to the sponsor and she was not thri l led about getting too 
defin itive in terms of how that money is ra ised . I am hopefu l that we can find some common 
ground there but I am concerned that if we get to prescriptive in that area .  I have concerns 
on how this is a l l  going to rol l  and if it is going to get more compl icated than it needs to be 
in terms of how we just come up with $ 1  mi l l ion .  I don't th ink that it is going to be hard to 
come up with it because we have many people that are excited to ra ise it. We do not need 
another entity that wil l muddy the waters . 

Representative Stei ner: I have a question on the concern with the sponsor. Is she thinking 
that the friends were l ikely to be the entity? 
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Chairman Poolman : Not maybe the fundraisers, but since that is already set up to take the 
donations, that is where it wou ld go.  

Representative Stei ner: If we said that i t  was going to them , we sti l l  could set rules of how 
there would be legis lative oversight so that it would be prescribed . 

Chairman Poolma n :  What would the leg islators be prescrib ing? Is  it how we are ra ising it? 
Or who gets to donate or g ive? That is where I am concerned . That now we are going to go 
down a path where we have a lready been very prescriptive here in how this is going to be 
d ifferent from our normal process and now we want to be very prescriptive about how the 
money is going to be raised . 

Representative Steiner:  What if a group decides they are going to do it and these lad ies 
are doing it and there are two groups and this other group does it on their own and says 
they are doing it? There is nothing to prevent them from doing it. So they do it, take the 
donations, and then there are problems with it. What happens then? 

Chairman Poo l ma n :  I u nderstand what you are saying.  

Representative Steiner:  We should have some oversight on i t  so that people know when 
they g ive that it is going to go to that project. 

Senator Davis o n :  (Question for John Boyle) Are you fami l iar with any other project where 
we have raised money and what we used for a pass-through i n  previous times? 

John Boyle:  The Heritage Center. When the Heritage Center did their expansion project, 
they have a foundation ,  The H istorical Society Foundation ,  and they stated that they were 
going to ra ise $ 1 2  mi l l ion to go towards the project. They also stated that they have to 
raise $ 1 5 mi l l ion to net $ 1 2  mi l l ion .  It costs money to ra ise money. That is the only one that 
I am fami l iar with . 

Representative Kas per: That point alone is exactly why I bel ieve we need a structure so 
that we don't a l low a large amount of fund ra ising fees to be paid to ra ise the money. I th ink 
there is going to be lots of money flowing in that you don 't have to pay a n ickel and you just 
have to have some volunteers who are going to go out and raise the money. That is the 
intent of having it establ ished by the legislature so that that does not happen. 

Chairman Poolma n :  I would be very supportive of an amendment that said th is is 
voluntary and that we are not paying outside fundra is ing organ izations to raise the money. 
Adjourned the conference committee on SB 2304 .  
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Explanation or reason for i ntrod uction of bi l l/resolution : 

A B I L L  for an Act to provide for the design of a governor's residence;  to provide an appropriation 
to the office of management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence 
and the construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's office 
for temporary housing expenses. 

M i n utes : Attachments 1 

Chairman Poolman : Opened the conference committee on SB 2304 . 

Representative Kasper: See Attachment #1  for proposed amendment. 

(5:05)Representative Kasper: Moved Amendment 1 5 .0890 . 050 1 4 .  

Representative Ste i ner: Seconded . 

Senator Dever: I guess I have some concerns. It appears to me that we are going to have 
8 leg islators involved and 5 other members of the capitol g rounds planning commission and 
sti l l  somewhere in  there we are going to appoint a taskforce and it could very wel l  become 
the Friends of the Governor's Residence and they real ly don't have any say in this whole 
matter. I am not so sure that I feel comfortable with this whole arrangement. 

Chairman Pool man : I wou ld agree. I have sign ificant concerns about the legislative 
m icromanagement involved in al l  of Section 1 .  We have g iven in to having a lot of 
legislative micromanagement in the terms of a selection process. We have al l  sorts of 
involvement there and we a l ready have a process for raising money for the residence.  The 
Friends of the Residence is a non-profit that has a lready been establ ished and if we are 
taking private donations I bel ieve that they should go into the Friends of the Residence.  I 
wou ld welcome the idea of a subsection 2 of section 1 but I would prefer that it wou ld say 
"the members of the Friends of the Residence shal l  appoint a fundraising taskforce 
coord inating fundrais ing , the donations, appropriated under Section 2 of th is act and any 
donations received for the project must be deposited in  that 50 1 C3 Friends of the 
Residence.  So, we would sti l l  have a separate task force that had been appointed . As we 
have talked about, there are p lenty of people who want to raise the money but I have 
concerns about now taking ,  not on ly the legislators that are on the current plann ing 
comm1ss1on, but then adding the four  legis lators that we a re add ing to the other 
commission .  Now you have a majority of leg islators who are decid ing what this taskforce is 
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going to look l ike and then they have to go leg islative management to approve it as wel l .  • We have taken a l l  of the fund raising control out of the hands of the people who are typically 
doing the fundrais ing and putting it all under the leg islatu re .  When people are donating 
private funds to a government entity, I do not see that they are going to have the same tax 
deduction ab i l ity that they would if they were donating to another nonprofit. I see so many 
issues with that and I just genera l ly see issues with legislative over reach in  terms of this 
project verses every other bui ld ing project that we do that fol lows th is chapter. We have a 
plann ing g rounds commission for a reason .  We have the Friends of the Residence for a 
reason and I do not know why we are trying to circumvent a l l  of the process that we have 
had in the past for this particular project. I also would not support the amendment. 

Representative Kasper: You make a good point about the tax deductib i l ity of the 
contributions; which I d id not talk with John Bjornson about in our proposed amendment. 
For certain ,  you would not want to have the tax deductib i l ity . That is an issue that should 
be checked into. That may change my viewpoint and I th ink our viewpoint. I would l ike that 
clarified . However, having said that, the question is who is going to be overseeing the 
project. It is the capitol g rounds bui ld ing committee along with equal  representation from 
both pol itical parties to be involved . If there is a confl ict or a problem with the money 
getting ra ised , how m uch would be paid in fees and commissions to entities that are 
contracted to or by whatever organ ization to raise the funds. I th ink there should be l ittle if 
any fees pa id .  I th ink  the desire to donate wi l l  be large. Also , what happens to the excess 
dol lars if that happens? I do not know that we are that far apart but I guess the concern is 
there about having a l ittle more legislative input. I l ike t at but it appears that the Senate 
does not. That m ight be an area that needs to be fu rther d iscussed . 

Chairman Pool man :  I am thinking out loud here . What would you th ink about having the 
Friends of the Residence appoint the fundraising taskforce and add ing language that says 
that the taskforce may not contract an outside entity for he pu rpose of rais ing funds? And 
having them g ive a report to legislative management. Wou ld that be enough? Then you are 
sti l l  keeping the control of the funds in  the nonprofit and you are sti l l  keeping a lot of the 
same process that we would ord inarily go through for this but then you are making sure .  I 
agree wholehearted ly. I do not want anyone from the outside being h i red and taking a fee.  
I do understand you concern about maybe just having some idea as to where they are and 
what is happening .  If we wou ld have language that would al low the friends to appoint the 
taskforce that has the idea that they may not contract an outside entity and that once they 
have done this that they report to leg islative management. We could say how often we 
want that report. Is that someth ing that would be in  the middle in  terms of what we are 
looking for making sure that things are not going wrong but also making sure that we are 
not getting too much into it as wel l? 

Representative Kas per: I th ink you are moving in  the right d i rection .  That might be a 
compromise that we could work out. I have not spoken to my col leagues in  the House and I 
certain ly want their input. The goal from our perspective is to bui ld this so if we can get to a 
point where we are a l l  comfortable I th ink we can go a ead . I th ink your  suggestion might 
have some merit. 

Representative Schneider: I have no problem with the way you are working together to 
coord inate . I l ike the flexib i l ity of the genera l  term of "appointing a fundraising taskforce" 
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because you can do anyth ing you want to with that. It could be the Friend of the Residence 
or it could be a combination of them and others . The way I changed it in that paragraph is 
by adding a couple of words.  Starting with that sentence that starts "the project oversight 
committee" , it would read "the project oversight committee with the approval of the 
legis lative management may appoint a fundraising taskforce to coord inate volunteer 
fundra is ing with the Friends of the Residence for the donations appropriated" .  It sti l l  g ives 
the leg islative control to either expand the friends or take a g roup from the friend and 
others.  

Chairman Poolma n :  We have a motion on the table. 

Representative Kasper: Withd rew motion .  (With the caveat that we come to an 
amendment from th is proposed amendment and try to agree in  our next meeting that we 
move forward . )  

Representative Ste i ner:  Withdrew second . ( I  would hope that the Senate cou ld bring an  
amendment and  maybe we can work together on  that . )  

Chairman Poolman:  I was going to make the same suggestion ;  that maybe one of us from 
each should go up to legislative council to work that out. 

Senator Dever: I th ink that our approach should be that it is the people's place and that the 
people should have input into that. We as leg islators represent the people but this is a l ittle 
bit d ifferent. It is not a legislative mandated project. I am not sure in th is why it needs 
approval of legislative management if we are going to put together the authority for that 
task force to come into existence un less there is some other consideration that others see 
that may come into place prior to that. 

Chairman Poolma n :  That is why I l ike the idea of reporting to leg is lative management 
rather than waiting for their approval for each th ing that they want to do.  

Representative Kasper: I have no problem putting the word " report" as opposed to the 
word "approve" .  That is not a b ig deal .  It is just to keep legislative management involved so 
that they understand and they can let the legis lative body know where the project is going . 

Representative Ste i ner:  I know from the House's perspective it was real ly important that 
the publ ic be able to see sketches and that the publ ic could have involvement. I would l ike 
to encourage leaving Section 1 in p lace. 

Chairman Poolma n :  Absolutely. I am not interested in touching Section 1 .  

Senator Dever: I th ink the fundrais ing effort is a matter of marketing this whole project to 
the pub l ic .  That input just becomes a part of that effort. 

Representative Sch neider: I th ink we al l  agree on the volunteer fundrais ing too. 

Chairman Pool man:  Absolutely. That is an easy way of saying that they may not h i re 
someone else. Adjourned conference committee on SB 2304 . 
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Expla nation or reason for i ntrod uction of b i l l/resol utio n :  

A B I LL for a n  Act to provide for the design of a governor's residence; to provide a n  appropriation 
to the office of management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence 
and the construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's office 
for temporary housing expenses. 

M i n utes : II Attachments 1 

Chairman Poolma n :  Opened the conference committee on SB 2304. 

Representative Kasper: See Attachment #1 for proposed amendment 1 5 . 0890. 050 1 5 . 

(4: 05) Representative Stei ner: When you were going through the amendment I noticed on 
Section 1 ,  the last sentence ,  "a member of the legislative assembly is entitled to receive 
compensation", and I th ink  the House version was to include reimbursement for House and 
Senate members that wanted to come for the unvei l ing .  I thought that was in  the orig inal  
b i l l .  You are just l im iting it to those that are involved with the plann ing commission .  Could i t  
a lso include other legis lators that want to come in and be i nvolved? I t  seemed to me that it 
was leg islators wish ing to attend the publ ic hearing would be compensated for that day. I 
do not know how you want to word it. 

Representative Kasper: It m ight read "member of the legis lative assembly serving on the 
project selection committee and any leg islator who attends the project design meeting" or 
someth ing along those l i nes. It would be a one-time opportunity when this unvei l ing 
occurs. They would not be involved in  the decision making process but they would be paid 
to come and see the big dea l .  I would not object to that. It was an oversight in our many 
d rafts . 

Senator Dever: I bel ieve it was to receive expense reimbursement. 

Representative Kasper: Reads from 07000 version on l ines 1 6- 1 8 . 

Chairman Poolma n :  Reviewed the 07000 version .  If we kept Section 1 as it is and just 
added that l ine ,  since it is d ifferent from how we are compensating the people who are 
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actual ly serving on the committee, can we just add a sentence at the end? Can we 
consider that a friend ly amendment to the amendment? 

Senator Dever: I th ink we want to make it clear that we are not going to reimburse their 
attendance at every meeting .  It wou ld be just the one that the plans are going to be publ ic. 

Chairman Poolman:  Correct. I request that we move this amendment first and then further 
amend . 

Representative Kasper: Moved proposed amend ment 1 5 .0890.05015 .  

Representative Steiner:  Seconded. 

A Roll  Cal l  Vote Was Ta ke n :  6 yeas, 0 nays ,  0 a bsent. 

Motion Carried. 

Representative Steiner:  Moved to amend by adding sentence from Pages 1 6-1 8 on 
the 07000 vers i o n .  (A member of the leg is lative assembly who attends the publ ic input 
hearing is entitled to receive expense reimbursement for attending the meeting . )  

Representative Kas per: Seconded. 

A Roll  Call Vote Was Ta ke n :  6 yeas, 0 nays , 0 absent. 

Motion Carried. 

Representative Kas per: Moved that the House Recede and fu rther amend as ag reed 
upon. 

Senator Davison : Seconded. 

A Roll  Cal l  Vote Was Take n :  6 yeas, 0 nays , 0 a bsent. 

Motion Carried. 

Senator Pool man and Representative Kasper will  ca rry the b i l l .  
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Prepared by the Legislative Counci l  staff for 
Conference Committee 

April 21 , 201 5 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE BILL NO. 2304 

That the House recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1 433 and 1 434 of the Senate 
Journal and pages 1 598-1 600 of the House Journal and that Engrossed Senate Bil l  No. 2304 
be amended as follows: 

Page 1 , l ine 1 ,  after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bil l  with "for an Act to provide for the 
design of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA: 

SECTION 1.  GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT AND ENGINEERING 
SERVICES - FUNDRAISING AND PROJECT OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE. 

1 .  The office of management and budget shall procure architect and 
engineering professional services pursuant to chapter 54-44.7 for the 
design of a governor's residence that must include space to accommodate 
meetings and events. The office of management and budget project 
selection committee, which must include the majority and minority leaders 
of the house of representatives or their designees, and the majority and 
minority leaders of the senate or their designees, shall require the selected 
person or firm to provide at least three preliminary designs to be presented 
at a public meeting of the capitol grounds planning commission. The 
director of the facility management division of the office of management 
and budget or the director's designee shall serve as the project manager. A 
member of the legislative assembly serving on the project selection 
committee is entitled to receive compensation in the amount provided per 
day for members of the legislative management under section 54-35-1 O for 
attending meetings. 

2. The members of the 501 (c)(3) Friends of the Residence and the capitol 
grounds planning commission shall appoint a fundraising task force to 
coordinate volunteer fundraising for the donations appropriated under 
section 2 of this Act. Upon request of the legislative management, the 
Friends of the Residence shall report to the legislative management 
regarding the fundraising plans of the task force and the progress of 
fund raising efforts. All donations received for the project must be deposited 
in a dedicated account by the Friends of the Residence and transferred to 
the capitol building account upon the request of the capitol grounds 
planning commission . .  

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE PROJECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in  the capitol build ing fund in the state 
treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,000,000, or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
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$1 ,000,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
and budget for the purpose of design ing and constructing a governor's residence in ( accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  201 5,  and ending June 30, 
201 7 .  

SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5,000,000, of which $4,000,000 is from the capitol 
building fund and $1 ,000,000 is from funds to be raised from private donations and 
deposited in the capitol building fund, for the demolition of the existing governor's 
residence, the design and construction of a new residence, and for fixtures and 
furniture for the new residence. Construction may not begin u ntil the capitol grounds 
planning commission certifies to the office of management and budget that, of the 
special funds required to complete the project, at least $500,000 in cash has been 
received and placed in the capitol building fund designated for the sole purpose of 
constructing the project authorized in this Act. If more than $1 ,000,000 in donated 
funds is raised , the office of management and budget may seek emergency 
commission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for upgraded 
fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Any increased spending authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. There 
is appropriated out of any moneys in the general fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  201 5, and ending June 30, 201 7. The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-time funding item. Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other purpose and 
must be canceled in accordance with section 54-44 . 1 -1 1 ." 

Renumber accordingly 
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Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for 
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Committee 

Apri l 21 , 201 5  

PROPOSED AMEN DMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE B I LL NO.  2304 

That the House recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1 433 and 1 434 of the Senate 
Journal and pages 1 598- 1 600 of the House Journal and that Engrossed Senate Bi l l  No. 2304 
be amended as follows: 

Page 1 ,  line 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the b i l l  with "for an Act to provide for the 
design of a governor's res idence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA : 

SECTION 1 .  GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT AND ENGINEERING 
SERVICES - FUNDRAISING AND PROJECT OVERSIGH T  COMMITTEE. 

1 .  The office of management and budget shal l  procure architect and 
engineering professional services pursuant to chapter 54-44.7 for the 
design of a governor's residence that must include space to accommodate 
meetings and events. The office of management and budget project 
selection committee, which must include the majority and minority leaders 
of the house of representatives or their designees, and the majority and 
m inority leaders of the senate or their designees, shal l  require the selected 
person or firm to provide at least three prel iminary designs to be presented 
at a publ ic meeting of the capitol grounds planning commission. A member 
of the legislative assembly who attends the public input hearing is entitled 
to receive expense reimbursement for attending the meeting . The director 
of the facility management d ivision of the office of management and 
budget or the director's designee shall serve as the project manager. A 
member of the legislative assembly serving on the project selection 
committee is entitled to receive compensation in the amount provided per 
day for members of the legislative management under section 54-35-1 0  for 
attending meetings. 

2.  The members of the 50 1 (c)(3) Friends of the Residence and the capitol 
g rounds planning commission shal l  appoint a fundraising task force to 
coordinate volunteer fundraising for the donations appropriated under 
section 2 of this Act. Upon request of the legislative management, the 
Friends of the Residence shal l  report to the legislative management 
regarding the fundraising plans of the task force and the progress of 
fund raising efforts. All donations received for the project must be deposited 
in a dedicated account by the Friends of the Residence and transferred to 
the capitol bui lding account upon the request of the capitol grounds 
planning commission. 

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE PROJECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in the capitol building fund in  the state 
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treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,000,000, or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$1 , 000,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
and budget for the purpose of designing and constructing a governor's residence in 
accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginning Ju ly 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30, 
201 7. 

SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5, 000,000, of which $4,000,000 is from the capitol 
bui ld ing fund and $1 , 000,000 is from funds to be raised from private donations and 
deposited in the capitol bui lding fund, for the demolition of the existing governor's 
residence, the design and construction of a new residence, and for fixtures and 
furniture for the new residence. Construction may not begin unti l  the capitol grounds 
planning commission certifies to the office of management and budget that, of the 
specia l  funds req uired to complete the project, at least $500, 000 in cash has been 
received and placed in the capitol bui ld ing fund designated for the sole purpose of 
constructing the project authorized in this Act. If more than $ 1 , 000,000 in donated 
funds is raised, the office of management and budget may seek emergency 
commission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for upgraded 
fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Any increased spending authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. There 
is appropriated out of any moneys in the general fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30, 201 7. The 
funding provided in  this section is considered a one-time funding item . Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other purpose and 
must be canceled in accordance with section 54-44. 1 -1 1 ." 

Renumber according ly 
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REPORT O F  CONFERENCE COMMITIEE 
SB 2304, as engrossed : Your  conference committee (Sens. Poelman, Davison, Dever and 

Reps. Kasper, Steiner, Schneider) recommends that the HOUSE RECEDE from the 
House amendments as printed on SJ pages 1 433-1 434, adopt amendments as 
follows, and place SB 2304 on the Seventh order: 

That the House recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1 433 and 1 434 of the 
Senate Journal and pages 1 598-1 600 of the House Journal and that Engrossed Senate Bi l l  
No. 2304 be amended as follows: 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A B I LL" replace the remainder of the bi l l  with "for an Act to provide for 
the desig n of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and 
the construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the 
governor's office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA: 

SECTION 1 .  GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT AND 
ENGINEERING SERVICES - FUNDRAISING AND PROJECT OVERSIGHT 
COMMITIEE. 

1 .  The office of management and budget shal l  procure architect and 
engineering professional services pursuant to chapter 54-44 .7 for the 
design of a governor's residence that must include space to 
accommodate meetings and events. The office of management and 
budget project selection committee, which must include the majority and 
minority leaders of the house of representatives or their designees, and 
the majority and minority leaders of the senate or thei r designees, shall 
requ ire the selected person or firm to provide at least three prel iminary 
designs to be presented at a publ ic meeting of the capitol grounds 
plann ing commission.  A member of the legislative assembly who attends 
the pu blic input hearing is entitled to receive expense reimbursement for 
attend ing the meeting .  The di rector of the facil ity management d ivision of 
the office of management and budget or the d i rector's designee shall 
serve as the project manager. A member of the leg islative assembly 
serving on the project selection committee is entitled to receive 
compensation in the amount provided per day for members of the 
legislative management under section 54-35-1 0  for attend ing meetings. 

2 .  The members of the 5 0 1  (c)(3) Friends of the Residence and the capitol 
grounds planning commission shall appoint a fundraising task force to 
coord inate volu nteer fundraising for the donations appropriated u nder 
section 2 of this Act. U pon request of the leg islative management, the 
Friends of the Residence shall report to the leg islative management 
regard ing the fundraising plans of the task force and the progress of 
fund rais ing efforts. All donations received for the project must be 
deposited in a dedicated account by the Friends of the Residence and 
transferred to the capitol bu i ld ing account upon the request of the capitol 
grounds planning commission. 

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE PROJ ECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in  the capitol bui ld ing fund in  the state 
treasury, not otherwise appropriated,  the sum of $4,000,000, or so much of the sum 
as may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$1 , 000,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of 
management and budget for the purpose of design ing and constructing a governor's 
residence in accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginn ing Ju ly 1 ,  20 1 5 , and 
ending June 30, 201 7 . 

( 1 )  DESK (2) COMMITIEE Page 1 s_cfcomrep_73_001 
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SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL INCOME. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5,000, 000, of which $4,000,000 is from the capitol 
bui ld ing fund and $ 1 , 000,000 is from funds to be raised from private donations and 
deposited in the capitol bu i ld ing fund, for the demolition of the existing governor's 
residence, the design and construction of a new residence, and for fixtures and 
furniture for the new residence. Construction may not begin unti l  the capitol g rounds 
planning commission certifies to the office of management and budget that, of the 
special funds required to complete the project, at least $500, 000 in cash has been 
received and placed in the capitol bui ld ing fund designated for the sole purpose of 
constructing the project authorized in this Act. I f  more than $ 1 ,000, 000 in donated 
funds is raised, the office of management and budget may seek emergency 
commission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for upgraded 
fixtures and furn itu re for the new residence. Any increased spend ing authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in the general fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50, 000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housi g expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the bienn ium beg inning J uly 1 ,  201 5 ,  an ending J une 30, 201 7. The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-time funding item. Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other pu rpose and 
must be canceled in  accordance with section 54-44. 1 - 1 1 . " 

Renumber accord ing ly 

Engrossed S B  2304 was placed on the Seventh order of business on the calendar. 
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NORTH DAKOTA GOVERNOR'S RESIDEN CE 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

INTRODUCTION 

The fo ll owing document represents a review of the current condition of the North Dakota Governor 's 
Residence. The goal of this document is to aid in determining the suitability of keeping the existing 
residence for future occupancy or to construct a new facility. The options presented for consideration 
include a combination of remodeling, repurposing of existing, and new construction . 

HISTORY 

Officially built in 1960, the basement and north stair were left unfinished until 1971 due to insufficent 
funding. In the past 54 years, portions of the residence have been renovated, however, significant areas 
have fin ishes over 20 years old . 

EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES: 

Security: The placement of the bedrooms and the open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns . 

Accessibil ity: The "step-down" living room and basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to the backyard has also been identified as 
problematic. These barriers present challenges for hosting events . 

Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are an insufficent number of bedrooms . 

Hazardous materia ls: Although future investigation needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous materials are present . 

Lack of natural light: The original location of the basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants in the recreation and game room . 

Undersized garage: The 2-sta ll garage served its pu rpose when it was first built, however the res idential 
garage of the 21st century requires more space than what was originally constructed . 

PREVIOUS STUDIES COST ESTIMATES: 

Michae l Burns Report (Append ix Al : 

Renovation/ Add ition: $2,852,200 
New Const ruction: $4,500,000 

Ra ndy Hansen Estimate (Appendix Bl : 

Interiors Renovation : $628,584 

CONCEPT OPTIONS COST ESTIMATES: 

Option A- Renovation & Addition: $3,480,784 
Option B - New Residence/Ent erta in up to 10: $1,950,000 
Option C - New Residence/Enterta in up to 75: $4,500,000 
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EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the open 
breezeway between the garage and house have raised 
security concerns . 

Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and basement 
entertainment room do not meet ADA requirements for 
accessibility. Lack of accessibility to the backyard has also 
been identified as problematic. These barriers present 
challenges for hosting events of any scale . 

Sleep ing Quarters : Bedrooms are currently located on 
separate levels; prefered design would be to locate all 
sleeping areas on the same level. There are an insufficent 

number of bedrooms . 

Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 1960 
construction date of the facility that hazardous materials 
are present. 

Lack of natural light . The original location of the basement 
windows {clerestory height and below the porch) do not 
provide ample daylight for the tenants in the recreation and 
game room. 

Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served its purpose 
when it was first built, however the residential garage of the 
21st century requires more space than what was originally 
constructed . 
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OPTION A 
RENOVATI ON PLAN 

Option A balances the needs for security and accessibility, 
while improving space adjacencies and finishes at 
significant areas. 

Existing: 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
Renovation : 3,S06 Gross Square Feet 
Addi tion : 3,607 Gross Squa re Feet 
TOTAL: 13, 759 Gross Square Feet 

Renovation Estimate : $1,352,200 
Addition Estimate : $1,500,000 
Interiors Estimate: $628,584 
TOTAL: $3,480,784 

Pros: 

• Balance of investment and essential needs 
• Retains historic structure 
• Provides efficient reuse of spaces 

Cons: 

• Maximizes use of existing facility, but mimimizes potential 
for future expansion 
• Meets mimimum requirements, but doesn't create ideal 
scale and adjacency of spaces 
• Existing mechanical and electrical systems would be need 
to be evaluated to ventilate and power addition. 

EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

e 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

0 O 0 Accessibi lity. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 

requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 

of any scale . 

e O O Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 

locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e O O Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 

1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

o o e 

e oo 

Lack of natura l light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 

porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 

its purpose when it was first built, however the 

residential garage of the 21st century requires more 

space than what was originally constructed. 
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OPTIO A 
RENOVATION PLAN 

Option A balances the needs for security and accessibility, 
while improving space adjacencies and finishes at 
significant areas . 

Existing: 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
Renovation: 3,506 Gross Square Feet 
Addition : 3,607 Gross Square Feet 
TOTAL: 13,759 Gross Square Feet 

Renovation Estimate: $1,352,200 
Addition Estimate: $1,500,000 
Interiors Estimate: $628,584 
TOTAL: $3,480, 784 

Pros: 

• Balance of investment and essential needs 
• Retains historic structure 
• Provides efficient reuse of spaces 

Cons: 

• Maximizes use of existing facility, but mimimizes potential 
for future expansion 
• Meets mimimum requirements, but doesn't create ideal 
scale and adjacency of spaces 
• Existing mechanical and electrical systems would be need 
to be evaluated to ventilate and power addition . 

EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

e 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

O O O Accessib ility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale . 

e O O Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e O O Hazardous materials . Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

O O e Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

e O O Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 
space than what was originally constructed . 
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OPTION B 
NEW PRIVATE RESIDENCE- HOST UP TO 10 

Option B proposes a new up-to-date private residence, and 
assumes state function s would be held off-si te . Thi s facility 
wou ld have th e capacity to host an event up to 12 peop le . 

Existing : 10,1S2 Gross Square Feet 
New Private Residence : 6,230 Gross Square Feet 

Building Estimate: $1,800,000 
Site Estimate: $SO,OOO 
Demolition Estimate: $100,000 
TOTAL: $1,9SO,OOO 

Pros : 

• Low long-term maintenance and operation costs 
• Optimizes efficiencies and adjacencies of space 
• Presents a new image and presence for governor 's 
residence 
• "Complete design": integrating interior/exterior spaces 

Cons : 

• High initial cost 
•Abandons historic structure 

• , EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

• e 0 0 Securi ty. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 

• 
• • • 
• • 
• • 
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raised security concerns. 

e 0 0 Accessibili ty. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale . 

e O O Sleeping Qu arters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e 0 0 Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materia ls are present. 

e 0 0 Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

eoo Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residentia l garage of the 21st century requires more 
space than what was originally constructed . 
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OPTION C 
NEW PRIVATE RESIDENCE- HOST UP TO 75 

Option C proposes a new up-to-date facility th at 
accomodates both state functions and a private residence . 
This facility would have the capacity to host an event up to 
SO people . 

Existing : 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
New Private Residence: 6,230 Gross Square Feet 
New Public Area : 7,120 Gross Square Feet 
Total New Facility: 13,350 Gross Square Feet 

Private Residence Estimate : $1,800,000 
Public Area Estimate: $2,350,000 
Demolition Estimate : $100,000 
Site Estimate: $250,000 
TOTAL: $4,500,000 

Pros : 

• Low long-term maintenance and operation costs 
• Optimizes efficiencies and adjacencies of space 
• Presents a new image and presence for governor's 
residence 
• "Complete design" : integrating interior/exterior spaces 

Cons: 

• Highest initial cost 
•Abandons historic structure 

EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

e 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

e O O Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale . 

e O O Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered des ign would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e O O Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

e 0 0 Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

e 0 0 Undersized garage. The 2-sta ll garage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 
space than what was originally constructed . 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN MAY 2. 2012 

In April 2011 Michael J. Burns Architects, Ltd. was hired by the ND Capitol Grounds Planning Commission 
to assess, provide options and a corresponding cost estimate to determine the realistic value of the current 
Governor's Residence which was completed in early 1960. The current size is just over 10,000 square feet on 
both upper and lower levels, excluding the exterior balcony, patio, ga rage walkway and garage. 

Presentations were made to the Commission in September 2011 and January 2012 to review the preliminary 
findings, updated information and estimated costs. 

PLANNING PRIORITIES 

• To assess the current condition of the residence 
• To examine its potential for renovation and expansion to meet current building and accessibility codes 

and the adaptability to meet the growing needs of the state's executive branch to socially interact with 
legislators, private company executives and various state agencies flourishing in economic growth 

• To compare those modifications to a new residence 

HISTORY 

The construction of the home is a blend of light commercial and residential construction. The basement 
floor is concrete slab-on-grade; the first floor is a concrete floor on steel decking that rests on steel joists. A 
concrete bearing wall occurs between the public formal dining room and living rooms on both the basement 
and first floors . The roof is made of "stick-built" wood trusses. All interior walls are finished plaster with 
stained wood trim. 

The residence was completed in March 1960 and Governor John Davis and his family moved into the three
bedroom home. The lower level/basement was not finished at this time due to an exhausted budget. In 
December 1960 Governor-elect William Guy and his family moved into the residence. The Guys had three 
children so in 1961 the two bedrooms and bath, which remain, were finished in the basement. Numerous 
other changes have occurred in the 52-year history and are briefly described below: 
construction of the home is a blend of light commercial and residential construction . The basement floor is 
concrete slab-on-grade; the first floor is a concrete floor on steel decking that rests on steel joists. A concrete 
bearing wall occurs between the public formal dining room and living rooms on both the basement and first 
floors. The roof is made of "stick-built" wood trusses. All interior walls are finished plaster with stained wood 
trim. 

The residence was completed in March 1960 and Governor John Davis and his family moved into the three
bedroom home. The lower level/basement was not finished at this time due to an exhausted budget. In 
December 1960 Governor-elect William Guy and his family moved into the residence. The Guys had three 
children so in 1961 the two bedrooms and bath, which remain, were fi nished in the basement. Numerous 
other changes have occurred in the 52-year history and are briefly described on the next couple pages: 

1 

• • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• • 
• • • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• • 
• • • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• • 



• 
I• 
• 
• • • 
• • 
• 
• • 
• 
• 
• 
• • 
• 
• • 
• • • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• ,. 

ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

1971/72 Basement: 

1989 Family: 

Public: 

1992 Kitchen: 

1993 Family: 

1999 Public: 

2002 Family: 

2004 Family: 

' 
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Dakota Room, 
kitchenette, public 
toilets, north stairwell 
were finished 
Living room, dining 
room, new rubber 
membrane roof and 
can lighting were 
upgraded and added 
Master Suite: sitting 
room created from 
bedroom renovation 
Reconfigure office 
areas 
Dakota Room was 
renovated with new 
wallcovering, carpet, 
blinds and audio 
visual equipment 
Balcony reinforced 
and added steps and 
railing 
Kitchen was 
completely 
remodeled 
Master Suite: 
renovation of sitting 
area (by Foundation 
funds) 
State Living Room, 
toilets and foyer 
renovated; all 
windows replaced 
and asbestos 
removed from the 
ceiling plaster finish 
State bedroom and 
bath added (first 
Foundation project) 
Accessible walks 
added 
All windows replaced 
on the upper level 
(Marvin Windows) 
Added fire door 
separating the 
basement sleeping 
area from the public 

MAY 2, 2012 

Remodeled Master Suite Sitting Area (1989 & 1993) 

Remodeled Kitchen (1989) 

New fi re egress door (2004) 

2 
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Public: 

2011 Public: 

Family: 

2012 Family: 

corridor areas 
Added a new fire 
egress door from the 
Dakota Room and 
connected with the 
bedroom as an exit 
way 

The shingle roof 
was replaced after 
new ventilation 
holes were cut into 
the wood joists to 
prevent condensation 
from accumulating 
which had damaged 
the soffit and ceiling 
in the formal dining 
room 
Basement bath was 
remodeled 
Enclose covered 
walkway between 
house and garage 
with glass walls 
(tentative) 

NEri ~· C.DX PL YriOOD SHEATHING TO REPLACE 
SHEA THING REMOVED FOR ATTIC. riORI< 

DRILL VENT HOLES THRU 
EXISTING :2X 10 JOISTS(:2' DIA 
HOLES o 4' O.G. IN BETY<EEN 
EXISTING 2xe OUTRl66ERS) 

%' GYP.SD TEXTUflE 
TO MATGH EXISTING, 
PAINT BY O>'lNER 

6 MIL VAPOR BARRIER 

ADD BLOYiN INSULATION T 0 
MATGH ATTIC. THIC.l<NESS 
riHERE POS51BLE 

Original soffit detail in dining room 

• • 
• 
• • 
• 
• • 
• Damaged Dining Room cei ling (2010) 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Dining Room roof repair (2011) • 
• 
• 
• 

,~· ... ~~~-
·~ .... ., .. .......... .. . -- ___ ., __ _ 
· ~ .... .. .................... . • 

• 
• 

Dining Roof roof repair-new ventilation holes (2011) • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

3 • Basement Bath (2010/2011) 

• 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

RECOMMEN AT!ONS FOR THE EXISTING RESIDENCE 

Areas examined include the following: 
Exterior 

• Additional parking for larger group gatherings 
• Site and building accessibility 
• Improve roof drainage system 
• Patio expansion 
• Additional natural light in the b(;!sement 
• Enclose walkway between house and garage 
• Enlarge garage or add 2 more stalls 

Interior 
• Accessibility 
• Basement kitchen upgrades 
• Sauna/exercise room 
• Large windows at the Dakota room 
• Egress windows at bedrooms 
• Upgrade interior finishes 
• Hazardous materials removal 

0 NOTE: Numbers preceding image descriptions refer to corresponding "Specific Recommendations': 
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Capitol Grounds Masterplan 
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1. Governor's Residence 

MAY 2 2012 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS 

Exterior Improvements: 
1. Parking-Provide more off-street spaces 

a. The 2000 Capitol Grounds Masterplan 
recommends the location for parking lot, which 
is adjacent and to the north of the existing 
parking area and is set back from 4th Street and 
can be partially concealed by a grove of existing 
large trees 

b. Various sources have expressed the need for 
more parking for the social events that are 
often held at the residence as the existing lot 
holds about 18 cars and any excess are requ ired 
to park on 4th Street. 

c. Recommended capacity is approximately 50-55 
cars 

2. Accessibility 
a. Separate public parking access from the private 

access 
b. Create a ramped walking surface from the 

parking area to both the residence's front door 
and into the backyard. (e.g., Gra_ssy-Crete for 
backyard) 

c. Add a fence for limiting backyard access 
3. Improve roof dra,inage system 

a. Shallow gutters with open outlets rather than 
downspouts 

b. Due to large overhang of the public side of 
the roof, adding downspouts will alter the 
appearance of the home and will possibly 
interfere with regular yard maintenance 

4. Private patio expansion 
a. Existing patio is too small for any seating 

greater than 5 people 
b. Provide landscaping at south edge for shading 

and the creation of an outdoor space 
5. Natural light/egress windows in basement 

a. Remove lower level windows in the Dakota 
Room and drop exterior grade to provide 
deeper windows for more light 

b. Remove bedroom windows and enlarge them 
to meet building code egress 

6. Garage/House Walkway enclosure 
a. Provide temperature controlled enclosure 
b. Within the existing structure, provide all glass 

doors, both fixed and operating patio doors 
for access to/from backyard and landscaped 
garden 

II I I I 

3. Roof Drainage 

4. Patio expansion needs 
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4. Proposed Patio expansion 

MAY 2 2012 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

7. Enlarge existing garage 
a. Connect the existing garage via a new link to a 

new two-stall garage to the south and west of 
the current garage 

b. Modify driveway slab as required 
c. Provide secure access to and from garbage 

containers 
8. Expand public space in residence to current 

entertaining needs and to provide sound and 
secure separation between the public and private 
sides of the residence 
a. Add another 5,000 sf ( 2,500/floor) to 

accommodate the public and private needs 

5. Exterior windows & rail 

6. Garage link & rerouted downspout 

6. Walkway 

7. Existing Garage-2 stalls 

MAY 2 2012 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

Interior Improvements 

I • 

A. Accessibility 
1. Provide a 2-person, Limited Use, Limited Access 

(LULA) elevator to provide access to all levels of 
the residence. The formal dining room must be 
accessed via the kitchen. 

2. Modify the public restrooms to accommodate 
handicapped requirements . 

B. Basement kitchen upgrades 
1. Kitchen is used for large events that use both 

levels of the residence 
2. Original design rema ins and is very small 

allowing limited use and is no accessibility 
3. Limited space for storage and preparing food 
4. No dumbwaiter exists-food must be hand

carried from the main floor kitchen for events 
5. Enlarge kitchen into the existing laundry room 

which provides either same-level access to the 
elevator or use of existing steps to the Dakota 
Room 

C. Sauna/exercise room 
1. No designated private space exists 
2. First family must either use off-site facilities or 

the Dakota Room 
3. Sauna can be created renovating the existing 

cedar-lined and dry-goods pantry into a small 
bath and sauna; the exercise room can be 
located in the original garage by using the 
existing NE room and expanding it providing 
windows overlooking the backyard to the east 

D. Interior design finishes upgrades 
1. Dakota Room 
2. Recreation Room which is separated by a 

partial wood screen from the Dakota Room 
3. When replacing finishes it is recommended 

to use a classic color scheme, which won't 
go in and out of style and remains flexible for 
updating accessories as needed. 

E. Hazardous materials removal 
1. This is an unconfirmed issue that must be 

addressed prior to any major renovation work 

• IBL111Bll'1 
• 

MAY 2 2012 
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A. Dakota Room access 

C./D. Dakota Room 

D. Dakota Room 

D. Dakota Room 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN MAY 2 2012 

COST ESTIMATE·RENOVATION/ADDIT!ON 

The current estimated and insured value of the residence is $1,667,000. 

Exterior 
Parking/ADA walk to backyard 
Enlarge Dakota Rm and Bedroom windows 
Garage Link Enclosure 
New Garage/trash enclosure 
Private patio and landscaping 

Sub-total 

Interior 
Elevator 
Upgrade public toilet rooms 
Upgrade finishes in Dakota Rm 
Modify Basement Kitchen/Laundry 
Provide sauna/shower and to ilet 
Exercise room 

Sub-total 

New Residence Expansion - 5,000 SF @ $300/SF 

TOTAL RENOVATIONS AND UPGRADES 

Softcosts1 

TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT COST 

$151,400 
71,600 

151,400 
124,800 

18,000 

$120,000 
52,300 
88,300 
62,600 
25,900 
15,000 

$475,400 

$512,700 

$364,100 

$1,500,000 

$2,376,800 

$2,852,200 

1 Softcosts are 20% of the above estimate and include design fees, administrative management costs, testing, 
abatement, reports, etc. 

COST ESTIMATE-NEW CONSTRUCTION 

Recommended features: 
1. New residence on one floor 
2. Two master suites 

a. Governor 
b. Guest Dignitary 

3. Provide on present site 
a. Demolish existing home 

15.000 SF Residence/Public Hall 

b. Build new home north of existing home; demolish existing when new one is complete 
4. Landscaping and sitework to accommodate large gatherings 
5. Complete separation between public use areas and the family residence 
6. Security 
7. Nearby parking lot for large functions 

11 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN MAY 2 2012 

Cost Estimat 
Building with fire protection systems: 
Demol ition: 
Parking Lot for SS cars: 
Landscaping/Security: 

Subtotal: 

Softcosts1 

TOTAL NEW CONSTRUCTION PROJECT COST 

SUMMARY: 

1. Age: 52 years old 

$3,lS0,000 
$150,000 
$200,000 
$250,000 

$750,000 

$3,750,000 

$4,500,000 

2. Construction methodology-recent examples of condensation problem in the publ ic dining room roof/ 
ceiling, its cost and inconvenience of repair indicate that additional problems may accelerate due the 
building's age and construction assemblies . 

3. Handicapped access-no provisions have been made to provide access to the backyard that is barrier free . 
Due to the "sunken" public living room on the main floor and Dakota Room in the basement access is not 
readily available . 

4. Safety/security/fire protection-this can be improved upon; no fire suppression system exists in the 
residence . 

5. Parking-is insufficient for large public gatherings 

6. Inflexible public use-the governor must participate whenever the publ ic portion of the residence is used 
therefore limiting the amount of public use that could be available with distinctive separation between the 
public and private parts of the residence. In addition : 

a. public spaces are too small for most gatherings requiring that entertaining the legislature be done in 
several parties 
b. basement bedrooms and bath must be accessed via same halls that are used by state staff when 
entertaining 
c. Public/private driveways should be separate to maximize privacy 

7. Serving kitchen for Dakota Room and backyard events is too small and inaccessible. Two separate sets 
of steps must be traversed between the level of the Dakota Room and the backyard, which creates both 
safety and efficiency issues . 

END OF REPORT 

II I I I I' 
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•• 
• • • • GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

• 2014 REMODEL SCOPE . 

• ROOM # LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK SF UNITCOST ESTIMATE DEMO 

• 
• 116 KITCHEN EXISTING CABINETRY 55 $ 650.00 $ 35,750.00 $ 1,000.00 • CIRCA 1992 FLOORING 420 $ 20.00 $ 8,400.00 $ 500.00 

• WALL FINISH 576 $ 4.50 $ 2,592.00 
CEILING 288 $ 2.75 $ 792.00 

• PLUMBING FIXTURES $ 3,000.00 
LIGHTING $ 1,000.00 • DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 6,500.00 

• APPLIANCES $ 2,000.00 

COUNTER STOOLS $ 500.00 $ 62,034.00 

• • 117 /118 LIVING/DINING FLOOR COVERING 900 $ 20.00 $ 18,000.00 

• WALL FINISH 1080 $ 4.50 $ 4,860.00 

CEILING 900 $ 2.75 $ 2,475.00 

• DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 3,000.00 

• FURNITURE $ 30,000.00 

AUDIO/VIDEO $ 2,500.00 

• LIGHTING $ 3,000.00 

FIREPLACE REDESIGN $ 10,000.00 $ 1,000.00 

• $ 74,835.00 

• • 119 SOUTH BACK WALL FINISH 1010 $ 4.50 $ 4,545.00 

ENTRY DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 11,000.00 • CEILING 484 $ 2.75 $ 1,331.00 

• LIGHTING $ 2,500.00 

SKYLIGHT? $ 10,000.00 

• STAIRWELL FIXTURE? $ 1,000.00 $ 30,376.00 ,. 
I 

P.O. BOX 2695 BISMARCK, ND 58502 II :;", ~: 
) ~\ \ 
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GOVERNOR'S RESI DENCE 

REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 2 OF 6 

ROOM# LOCATION 

137 PRIVATE SIDE 

STAIRWELL 

122/123 OFFICES 

125/126 MASTER 

CLOSET AND 

SITTING AREA 

127 PRIVATE W/C 

SCOPE OF WORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

MILLWORK 

CEILING 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MlLLWORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

CABINETRY 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING 

W INDOW COVERING 

LIGHTING 

INSULATE WALLS 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

INSULATE WALLS 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

LIGHTING 

128 PRIVATE SHOWE PLUMBING FIXTURES 

TILEWORK 

SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

192 $ 20.00 $ 3,840.00 

$ 10,000.00 

300 $ 2.75 $ 825.00 

$ 1,000.00 $ 15,665.00 

448 $ 20.00 $ 8,960.00 

1080 $ 4.50 $ 4,860.00 

350 $ 2.75 $ 962.50 

$ 10,250.00 

$ 25,032.50 

704 $ 20.00 $ 14,080.00 $ 600.00 

1100 $ 4.50 $ 4,950.00 

392 $ 2.75 $ 1,078.00 

24 $ 460.00 $ 11,040.00 

$ 8,000.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 2,800.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 2,800.00 $ 49,848.00 

200 $ 4.50 $ 900.00 

30 $ 2.75 $ 82.50 

$ 400.00 

$ 1,750.00 

$ 500.00 $ 3,632.50 

$ 1,500.00 

300 $ 30.00 $ 9,000.00 $ 1,000.00 $ 11,500.00 

• • • • • • • • • 
• • 
• • • 
• • • • • • 
• • • • 
• 
• 
• • • • 
• • 



• • • • GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

• REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 3 OF 6 

• 
• • ROOM# LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

• 129 MASTER FLOOR COVERING NA $ 500.00 
BEDROOM WALL FINISH 675 $ 4.50 $ 3,037.50 • CEILING 225 $ 2.75 $ 618.75 

• WINDOW COVERING $ 1,000.00 
LIGHTING 

• INSULATE WALLS $ 1,500.00 $ 6,656.25 

• • 139 GUEST WALL FINISH 324 $ 4.50 $ 1,458.00 
BATHROOM CEILING 80 $ 2.75 $ 220.00 

• VANITY CABINET 8 $ 460.00 $ 3,680.00 $ 750.00 
DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 2,500.00 • PLUMBING FIXTURES $ 1,800.00 

• WINDOW COVERING $ 250.00 

LIGHTING $ 750.00 $ 11,408.00 

• • 132 GUEST FLOOR COVERING 265 $ 20.00 $ 5,300.00 

• BEDROOM WALL FINISH 400 $ 4.50 $ 1,800.00 

CEILING 275 $ 2.75 $ 756.25 • DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 5,000.00 

• WINDOW COVERING $ 500.00 
INSULATE WALLS $ 900.00 

• LIGHTING $ 1,500.00 $ 15,756.25 

• • • 8-1/B-7 LOWER NORTH FLOOR COVERING 538 $ 20.00 $ 10,760.00 $ 750.00 

HALL WALL FINISH 1250 s 4.50 $ 5,625.00 • CEILING 400 $ 2.75 $ 1,100.00 

• DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 14,500.00 

LIGHTING $ 2,500.00 $ 35,235.00 

• 1• 
I• 
1• 



• • • 
GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE • REMODEL SCOPE 2014 
PAGE 4 OF 6 • • • ROOM I# LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO • 
B-8,9,10 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 200 $ 20.00 $ 4,000.00 • BATHROOMS WALL FINISH 800 $ 4.50 $ 3,600.00 

{CIRCA 1971) CEILING 200 $ 2.75 $ 550.00 • DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 6,500.00 • LIGHTING $ 2,500.00 
PLUMBING FIXTURES $ 3,000.00 $ 20,150.00 • • 8-5 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 936 $ 20.00 $ 18,720.00 • FAMILY ROOM WALL FINISH 1080 $ 4.50 $ 4,860.00 

{WALL FINISH CEILING 864 $ 2.75 $ 2,376.00 • CIRCA 1989) INSULATE EXTERIOR WALL $ 2,500.00 • DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 3,000.00 
(CIRCA 1959) NEW WINDOWS $ 10,000.00 • WINDOW COVERING $ 2,000.00 

FIREPLACE UPGRADE $ 10,000.00 $ 2,000.00 • FURNITURE $ 30,000.00 • LIGHTING $ 7,000.00 $ 92,456.00 

• 
B-6 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 470 $ 20.00 $ 9,400.00 • ACTIVITY RM WALL FINISH 470 $ 4.50 $ 2,115.00 • CEILING-REMOVE SOFFIT? 470 $ 2.75 $ 1,292.50 $ 3,500.00 

DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 5,000.00 • BAR BACK 14 $ 640.00 $ 8,960.00 
BAR FRONT 14 $460.00 $ 6,440.00 • REMOVE ROCK WALL $ 1,000.00 • MEDIA ROOM? 

(CIRCA 1959) NEW WINDOWS $ 6,000.00 • WINDOW TREATMENT $ 1,000.00 
INSULATE EAST WALL $ 1,500.00 • FURNITURE $ 12,000.00 $ 58,207.50 • • • • • 
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REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 5 Of 6 

ROOM# LOCATION 

• B-14/B-11 GALLEY 

LAUNDRY 
(CIRCA 1960) 

(CIRCA 1971) 

B-12/B-13 LOWER LEVEL 

BEDROOM 

HALLWAY 

B-21/22 LOWER 

HALLWAY 

CLOSETS 

SCOPE OF WORK 

REDESIGN/REPURPOSE 
LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

CABINETRY 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 
CEILING 

DOORS AND MILL WORK 

LIGHTING 
CABINETRY 

HVAC 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • 

B-18 LOWER LEVEL REMODELED 

BATHROOM 

SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

$ 2,000.00 

480 $ 20.00 $ 9,600.00 

480 $ 4.50 $ 2,160.00 

340 $ 2.75 $ 935.00 

$ 9,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

15 $ 300.00 $ 4,500.00 $ 30,195.00 

276 $ 20.00 $ 5,520.00 $ 500.00 

800 $ 4.50 $ 3,600.00 

220 $ 2.75 $ 605.00 

$ 17,500.00 

$ 2,500.00 $ 30,225.00 

N/A 



GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE60F6 

ROOM## LOCATION 

B-17 /B-19 LOWER LEVEL 

BEDROOMS 

(CIRCA 1959) 

SCOPE OF WORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

HVAC 
FURNITURE 

WINDOW COVERING 

WINDOWS 

INSULATE EXTERIOR WALLS 

CABINETRY 

SF UNIT COST 

608 $ 20.00 

1400 $ 4.50 

448 $ 2.75 

8 $ 460.00 

ESTIMATE 

$ 12,160.00 

$ 6,300.00 

$ 1,232.00 

$ 15,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 12,000.00 

$ 3,000.00 

$ 3,680.00 

DEMO 

$ 55,372.00 

• • • 
• • • • • • • • • 
• • • • 

$ 628,584.00 • 

• • • • • • • • 
• 1 
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SB 2304 

Chairman Holmberg and Members of the Senate Appropriations Committee: 

I am Senator Joan Heckaman from New Rockford and I represent District 23. I am 

here in support of SB 2304. 

I am supporting this bill as the right opportunity at the right time. Last session 

even the Governor was not in favor of building a new residence. But this session I 

understand that he is neutral on this issue. 

If you think about the receptions we attend in that residence, you can certainly 

see the need for expanded space for entertaining, updating outdated fixtures, 

parking problems, and the issue of security. 

It is estimated that it would take over $2 million to renovate the current 

residence. I would suspect that may be even more given that any renovations we 

have attempted at our house cost much more than the estimate. Once you begin 

a renovation project, things don't always fall into place as expected. 

We are a showcase state right now and the opportunity is before us. Let's make 

the step forward to proceed with this project and provide an up to date residence 

for our Governor and First Lady or First Man. 

Senator Joan Heckaman 

!�I 
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INTRODUCTION 

The following document represents a review of the current condition of the North Dakota Governor's 
Residence. The goal of this document is to aid in determining the suitability of keeping the existing 
residence for future occupancy or to construct a new facility. The options presented for consideration 
include a combination of remodeling, repurposing of existing, and new construction. 

HISTORY 

Officially built in 1960, the basement and north stair were left unfinished until 1971 due to insufficent 
funding. In the past 54 years, portions of the residence have been renovated, however, significant areas 
have finishes over 20 years old . 

EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES: 

Security: The placement of the bedrooms and the open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

Accessibility: The "step-down" living room and basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to the backyard has also been identified as 
problematic. These barriers present challenges for hosting events. 

Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

Hazardous materials: Although future investigation needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous materials are present. 

Lack of natural light: The original location of the basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants in the recreation and game room . 

Undersized garage: The 2-stall garage served its purpose when it was first built, however the residential 
garage of the 21st century requ ires more space than what was originally constructed. 

PREVIOUS STUDIES COST ESTIMATES: 

Michael Burns Report (Appendix A): 

Renovation/Addition: $2,852,200 
New Construction: $4,500,000 

Randy Hansen Estimate (Appendix B) : 

Interiors Renovation: $628,584 

CONCEPT OPTIONS COST ESTIMATES: 

Option A - Renovation & Addition : $3,480,784 
Option B - New Residence/Entertain up to 10: $1,950,000 
Option C - New Residence/Entertain up to 75: $4,500,000 



EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the open 
ezeway between the garage and house have raised 

rity concerns. 

Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and basement 
entertainment room do not meet ADA requirements for 
accessibility. Lack of accessibi lity to the backyard has also 
been identified as problematic. These barriers present 
challenges for hosting events of any sca le. 

Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located on 
separate levels; prefered design would be to locate all 
sleeping areas on the same level. There are an insufficent 

number of bedrooms. 

Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 1960 
construction date of the facility that hazardous materials 
are present. 

Lack of natural light. The original location of the basement 
windows (clerestory height and below the porch) do not 
provide ample daylight for the tenants in the recreation and 
game room. 

Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served it s purpose 
when it was first bui lt, however the residential garage of the 
21st century requires more space than what was originally 
constructed. 
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T N 
ENOVATION PLAN 

Option A ba lances the needs fo r security and accessibility, 
wh ile improvi ng space adjacencies and finishes at 
significant areas. 

Existing : 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
Renovation: 3,506 Gross Square Feet 
Add ition: 3,607 Gross Squa re Feet 
TOTAL: 13,759 Gross Squa re Feet 

Renovation Estimate: $1,35 2,200 
Addi tion Estimate: $1,500,00 0 
Interiors Estimate: $628,584 
TOTAL: $3,480, 784 

Pros: 

• Ba lance of investment and essential needs 
• Retains historic structure 
• Provides efficient reuse of spaces 

Cons: 

• Maximizes use of existing fac il ity, but mim imizes potential 
fo r future expansion 
• Meets mimimum requirements, but doesn't create ideal 
scale and adjacency of spaces 
• Existing mechanical and electrica l systems would be need 
to be evaluated to ventilate and power addition . 

XISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

0 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

0 0 O Accessib ility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 

of any scale. 

0 0 0 Sleeping Quarters : Bedrooms are currently located 
on sepa rate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

0 0 0 Hazardous materia ls. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed , it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 

materials are present. 

O 0 e Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows {clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide am pie daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

0 0 Undersized garage. The 2-stall ga rage served 
its purpose when it was fi rst built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 

space than what was originally constructed. 
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ENOVATI ON PLAN 

ption A balances the needs for security and accessibility, 
while improving space adjacencies and finishes at 
significant areas. 

Existing : 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
Renovation: 3,506 Gross Square Feet 
Addition: 3,607 Gross Square Feet 
TOTAL: 13,759 Gross Square Feet 

Renovation Estimate: $1,352,200 
Addition Estimate: $1,500,000 
Interiors Estimate: $628,584 
TOTAL: $3,480,784 

Pros: 

• Balance of investment and essenti al needs 
• Reta ins historic structure 
• Provides efficient reuse of spaces 

Cons: 

• Maximizes use of existing fac ility, but mimimizes potential 
for futu re expansion 
• Meets mimimum requ irements, but doesn't create ideal 
scale and adjacency of spaces 
• Existing mechanical and electrical systems would be need 
to be evaluated to ventilate and power addition. 

STING FACILITY ISSUES 

0 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

0 O O Accessibil ity. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale. 

0 0 0 Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are current ly located 
on separate levels; prefe red design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

0 O O Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed , it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

O O e Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

O Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 

space than what was originally constructed. 
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W PRIVATE RESIDENCE- HOST UP TO 10 

tion B proposes a new up-to-date private residence, and 
assumes state functions would be held off-site. This facility 
would have the capacity to host an event up to 12 people. 

Existing : 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
New Private Residence: 6,230 Gross Square Feet 

Building Estimate: $1,800,000 
Site Estimate: $50,000 
Demolition Estimate: $100,000 
TOTAL: $1,950,000 

Pros: 

•Low long-term maintenance and operation costs 
• Optimizes efficiencies and adjacencies of space 
• Presents a new image and presen ce for governor's 
residence 
•"Complete design": integrating interior/exterior spaces 

Cons: 

• High initial cost 
• Abandons historic structure 

ING FACILITY ISSUES 

0 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

O O O Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibil ity. Lack of accessibility to 
the backya rd has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale. 

O O O Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

0 0 0 Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

0 0 0 Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample dayl ight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 

space than what was originally constructed. 
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Tl 
W PRIVATE RESIDENCE- HOST UP TO 75 

Option C proposes a new up-to-date facility that 
accomodates both state functions and a private residence . 
Th is faci lity would have the ca pacity to host an event up to 
50 people . 

Existing : 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
New Private Residence: 6,230 Gross Square Feet 
New Public Area: 7,120 Gross Square Feet 
Total New Facility: 13,350 Gross Square Feet 

Private Residence Estimate: $1,800,000 
Public Area Estimate: $2,350,000 
Demolition Estimate: $100,000 
Site Estimate: $250,000 
TOTAL: $4,500,000 

Pros: 

• Low long-term maintenance and operation costs 
• Optimizes effic iencies and adjacencies of space 
• Presents a new image and presence for governor 's 
residence 
• "Complete design" : integrating interior/ exterior spaces 

Cons: 

• Highest initial cost 
•Aba ndons historic structure 

!STING FACILITY ISSUES 

0 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

O O O Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement enterta inment room do not meet ADA 
requi rements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale. 

O O O Sleeping Quarters : Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate al l sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

O O 0 Hazardous materials . Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of t he facility that hazardous 

materials are present. 

0 0 0 Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and be low the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

0 Undersized garage. The 2-stall ga rage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 

space than what was original ly constructed. 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN MAY 2 2012 

In April 2011 Michael J. Burns Architects, Ltd. was hired by the ND Capitol Grounds Planning Commission 
to assess, provide options and a corresponding cost estimate to determine the realistic value of the current 
Governor's Residence which was completed in early 1960. The current size is just over 10,000 square feet on 
both upper and lower levels, excluding the exterior balcony, patio, garage walkway and garage. 

Presentations were made to the Commission in September 2011 and January 2012 to review the preliminary 
findings, updated information and estimated costs. 

PLANNING PRIORITIES 

• To assess the current condition of the residence 
• To examine its potential for renovation and expansion to meet current building and accessibility codes 

and the adaptability to meet the growing needs of the state's executive branch to socially interact with 
legislators, private company executives and various state agencies flourishing in economic growth 

• To compare those modifications to a new residence 

HISTORY 

The construction of the home is a blend of light commercial and residential construction. The basement 
floor is concrete slab-on-grade; the first floor is a concrete floor on steel decking that rests on steel joists. A 
concrete bearing wall occurs between the public formal dining room and living rooms on both the basement 
nd first floors . The roof is made of "stick-built" wood trusses. All interior walls are finished plaster with 
tained wood trim . 

The residence was completed in March 1960 and Governor John Davis and his family moved into the three
bedroom home. The lower level/basement was not finished at this time due to an exhausted budget. In 
December 1960 Governor-elect William Guy and his family moved into the residence. The Guys had three 
children so in 1961 the two bedrooms and bath, which remain, were finished in the basement. Numerous 
other changes have occurred in the 52-year history and are briefly described below: 
construction of the home is a blend of light commercial and residential construction . The basement floor is 
concrete slab-on-grade; the first floor is a concrete floor on steel decking that rests on steel joists. A concrete 
bearing wall occurs between the public formal dining room and living rooms on both the basement and first 
floors. The roof is made of "stick-built" wood trusses. All interior walls are finished plaster with stained wood 
trim. 

The residence was completed in March 1960 and Governor John Davis and his family moved into the three
bedroom home. The lower level/basement was not finished at this time due to an exhausted budget. In 
December 1960 Governor-elect William Guy and his family moved into the residence . The Guys had three 
children so in 1961 the two bedrooms and bath, which remain, were finished in the basement. Numerous 
other changes have occurred in the 52-year history and are briefly described on the next couple pages: 

1 



ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

1971/72 Basement : 

1989 Family: 

Public: 

1992 Kitchen: 

1993 Family: 

1999 Public: 

2002 Family: 

2004 Family: 

Dakota Room, 
kitchenette, public 
toilets, north stairwell 
were finished 
Living room, dining 
room, new rubber 
membrane roof and 
can lighting were 
upgraded and added 
Master Suite : sitting 
room created from 
bedroom renovation 
Reconfigure office 
areas 
Dakota Room was 
renovated with new 
wallcovering, carpet, 
blinds and audio 
visual equipment 
Balcony reinforced 
and added steps and 
railing 
Kitchen was 
completely 
remodeled 
Master Suite : 
renovation of sitting 
area {by Foundation 
funds) 
State Living Room, 
toilets and foyer 
renovated; all 
windows replaced 
and asbestos 
removed from the 
ceiling plaster finish 
State bedroom and 
bath added (first 
Foundation project) 
Accessible walks 

added 
All windows replaced 
on the upper level 
(Marvin Windows) 
Added fire door 
separating the 
basement sleeping 
area from the public 

MAY 2 2012 

Remodeled Master Suite Sitting Area (1989 & 1993) 

Remodeled Kitchen (1989) 

New fire egress door (2004) 

2 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

.. 
. : · ~ : "' ·., 

Public: 

2011 Public: 

Family: 

2012 Family: 

corridor areas 
Added a new fire 
egress door from the 
Dakota Room and 
connected with the 
bedroom as an exit 
way 

The shingle roof 
was replaced after 
new ventilation 
holes were cut into 
the wood joists to 
prevent condensation 
from accumulating 
which had damaged 
the soffit and ceiling 
in the formal dining 

room 
Basement bath was 
remodeled 
Enclose covered 
walkway between 
house and garage 

with glass walls 
(tentative} 

NEY'i Y.i° C.DX PL YY'iOOD SHEATHING TO REPLAC.E 
SHEA THING REMOVED FOR ATTIC. Y'iORK 

DRILL VENT HOLES THRU 
EXISTING 2X 10 JOISTS(.2' DIA 
HOLES o 4' O.C.. IN BETY'iEEN 
EXISTING 2xe OIJTRIGGERSJ 

0 

.. .... , , . ... · .... ',· · : .. 

%'GYP. BD, TEXTIJRE 
TO MATC.H EXISTING, 
PAINT BY OriNER 

ADD BLOYiN INSULATION T 0 
MATCH ATTIG THIGKNESS 
Y'iHERE POSSIBLE 

6 MIL VAPOR BARRIER 

Original soffit detail in dining room 

Damaged Dining Room ceiling (2010) 

I - -- ' 
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Dining Room roof repair (2011) 

Dining Roof roof repair-new ventilation holes (2011) 

Basement Bath (2010/2011) 



ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN MAY 2 2012 

Areas examined include the following: 
Exterior 

• Additional parking for larger group gatherings 
• Site and building accessibility 
• Improve roof drainage system 
• Patio expansion 
• Additiona l natural light in the basement 
• Enclose walkway between house and garage 
• Enlarge garage or add 2 more stalls 

Interior 
• Accessibility 
• Basement kitchen upgrades 
• Sauna/exercise room 
• Large windows at the Dakota room 
• Egress windows at bedrooms 
• Upgrade interior finishes 
• Hazardous materials removal 

**NOTE: Numbers preceding image descriptions refer to corresponding "Specific Recommendations'~ 
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ND GOVERNO R'S MASTER PLAN 

Exterior Improvements: 
1. Parking-Provide more off-street spaces 

a. The 2000 Capitol Grounds Masterplan 
recommends the location for parking lot, which 
is adjacent and to the north of the existing 
parking area and is set back from 4th Street and 
can be partially concealed by a grove of existing 
large trees 

b. Various sources have expressed the need for 
more parking for the social events that are 
often held at the residence as the existing lot 
holds about 18 cars and any excess are required 
to park on 4th Street. 

c. Recommended capacity is approximately 50-55 
cars 

2. Accessibility 
a. Separate public parking access from the private 

access 
b. Create a ramped walking surface from the 

parking area to both the residence's front door 
and into the backyard . (e.g., Gra_ssy-Crete for 
backyard) 

c. Add a fence for limiting backyard access 
3. Improve roof drainage system 

a. Shallow gutters with open outlets rather than 
downspouts 

b. Due to large overhang of the public side of 
the roof, adding downspouts will alter the 
appearance of the home and will possibly 
interfere with regular yard maintenance 

4. Private patio expansion 
a. Existing patio is too small for any seating 

greater than 5 people 
b. Provide landscaping at south edge for shading 

and the creation of an outdoor space 
5. Natural light/egress windows in basement 

a. Remove lower level windows in the Dakota 
Room and drop exterior grade to provide 
deeper windows for more light 

b. Remove bedroom windows and enlarge them 
to meet building code egress 

6. Garage/House Walkway enclosure 
a. Provide temperature controlled enclosure 
b. Within the existing structure, provide all glass 

doors, both fixed and operating patio doors 
for access to/from backyard and landscaped 
garden 

MAY 2 2012 

3. Roof Drainage 

4. Patio expansion needs 

,_' I 

/ 
/ 

4. Proposed Patio expansion 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

7. Enlarge existing garage 
a. Connect the existing garage via a new link to a 

new two-stall garage to the south and west of 
the current garage 

b. Modify driveway slab as required 
c. Provide secure access to and from garbage 

containers 
8. Expand public space in residence to current 

entertaining needs and to provide sound and 
secure separation between the public and private 
sides of the residence 
a. Add another 5,000 sf ( 2,500/floor) to 

accommodate the public and private needs 

MAY 2 2012 

5. Exterior windows & rail 

6. Garage link & rerouted downspout 

6. Walkway 

7. Existing Garage-2 stalls 



ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

Interior Improvements 
A. Accessibility 

1. Provide a 2-person, Limited Use, Limited Access 
(LULA} elevator to provide acces_s to all levels of 

the residence . The formal dining room must be 
accessed via the kitchen . 

2. Modify the public restrooms to accommodate 
handicapped requirements. 

B. Basement kitchen upgrades 
1. Kitchen is used for large events that use both 

levels of the residence 
2. Original design remains and is very small 

allowing limited use and is no accessibility 
3. Limited space for storage and preparing food 
4. No dumbwaiter exists-food must be hand

carried from the main floor kitchen for events 
5. Enlarge kitchen into the existing laundry room 

which provides either same-level access to the 
elevator or use of existing steps to the Dakota 
Room 

C. Sauna/exercise room 
1. No designated private space exists 
2. First family must either use off-site facilities or 

the Dakota Room 

3. Sauna can be created renovating the existing 
cedar-lined and dry-goods pantry into a small 
bath and sauna; the exercise room can be 

located in the origina l garage by using the 
existing NE room and expanding it providing 
windows overlooking the backyard to the east 

D. Interior design finishes upgrades 

1. Dakota Room 
2. Recreation Room wh ich is separated by a 

partial wood screen from the Dakota Room 
3. When replacing finishes it is recommended 

to use a classic color scheme, which won't 
go in and out of style and remains flexible for 
updating accessories as needed. 

E. Hazardous materials removal 
1. This is an unconfirmed issue that must be 

addressed prior to any major renovation work 

MAY 2 2012 

A. Dakota Room access 

C./D. Dakota Room 

D. Dakota Room 

D. Dakota Room 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN MAY 2 2012 

/A>> LQN 

The current estimated and insured value of the residence is $1,667,000. 

Exterior 
Parking/ADA walk to backyard 
Enlarge Dakota Rm and Bedroom windows 
Garage Link Enclosure 
New Garage/trash enclosure 
Private patio and landscaping 

Sub-total 

Interior 
Elevator 
Upgrade public toilet rooms 
Upgrade finishes in Dakota Rm 
Modify Basement Kitchen/Laundry 
Provide sauna/shower and toilet 
Exercise room 

Sub-total 

New Residence Expansion - 5,000 SF @ $300/SF 

TAL RENOVATIONS AND UPGRADES 

Softcosts1 

TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT C ST 

$151,400 
71,600 

151,400 
124,800 

18,000 

$120,000 
52,300 
88,300 
62,600 
25,900 
15,000 

$475,400 

$512,700 

$364,100 

$1,500,000 

$2,376,800 

$2,852,200 

1 Softcosts are 20% of the above estimate and include design fees, administrative management costs, testing, 
abatement, reports, etc. 

Recommended features : 
I . New residence on one floor 
2. Two master suites 

a. Governor 
b. Guest Dignitary 

3. Provide on present site 

a. Demolish existing home 
b. Build new home north of existing home; demolish existing when new one is complete 

4. Landscaping and sitework to accommodate large gatherings 

5. Complete separation between pub lic use areas and the family residence 

6. Security 
7. Nearby parking lot for large functions 

11 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN MAY 2 2012 

Cost Estimate 
Building with fire protection systems: 
Demol ition: 
Parking Lot for 55 cars: 
Landscaping/Security: 

Subtotal: 

Softcosts1 

TOTAL NEW CONSTRUCT/ON PROJECT COST 

SUMMARY: 

1. Age : 52 years old 

$3,150,000 
$150,000 
$200,000 
$250,000 

$750,000 

$3,750,000 

$4,500,000 

2. Construction methodology-recent examples of condensation problem in the public dining room roof/ 
ceiling, its cost and inconvenience of repair indicate that additional problems may accelerate due the 
building's age and construction assemblies. 

3. Handicapped access-no provisions have been made to provide access to the backyard that is barrier free. 
Due to the "sunken" public living room on the main floor and Dakota Room in the basement access is not 
readily available. 

4. Safety/security/fire protection-this can be improved upon; no fire suppression system exists in the 
residence. 

5. Parking-is insufficient for large public gatherings 

6. Inflexible public use-the governor must participate whenever the public portion of the residence is used 
therefore limiting the amount of public use that could be available with distinctive separation between the 
public and private parts of the residence. In addition: 

a. public spaces are too small for most gatherings requ iring that entertaining the legislature be done in 
several parties 
b. basement bedrooms and bath must be accessed via same halls that are used by state staff when 
entertaining 
c. Public/private driveways should be separate to maximize privacy 

7. Serving kitchen for Dakota Room and backyard events is too small and inaccessible. Two separate sets 
of steps must be traversed between the level of the Dakota Room and the backyard, which creates both 
safety and efficiency issues. 

END OF REPORT 

; -U R l'N -S- 12 
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l 

GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

2014 REMODEL SCOPE . 

ROOM# LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

116 KITCHEN EXISTING CABINETRY 55 $ 650.00 $ 35,750.00 $ 1,000.00 

CIRCA 1992 FLOORING 420 $ 20.00 $ 8,400.00 $ 500.00 

WALL FINISH 576 $ 4.50 $ 2,592.00 

CEILING 288 $ 2.75 $ 792.00 

PLUMBING FIXTURES $ 3,000.00 

LIGHTING $ 1,000.00 

DOORS AND MILLWO~K $ 6,500.00 

APPLIANCES $ 2,000.00 

COUNTER STOOLS $ 500.00 $ 62,034.00 

117 /118 LIVING/DINING FLOOR COVERING 900 $ 20.00 $ 18,000.00 

119 SOUTH BACK 

ENTRY 

WALL FINISH 1080 $ 4.50 $ 4,860.00 

CEILING 900 $ 2.75 $ 2,475.00 

DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 3,000.00 

FURNITURE 

AUDIO/VIDEO 
LIGHTING 
FIREPLACE REDESIGN 

WALL FINISH 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

CEILING 

LIGHTING 

SKYLIGHT? 
STAIRWELL FIXTURE? 

1010 $ 4.50 

484 $ 2.75 

$ 30,000.00 

$ 2,500.00 
$ 3,000.00 
$ 10,000.00 $ 1,000.00 

$ 4,545.00 

$ 11,000.00 

$ 1,331.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 10,000.00 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 74,835.00 

$ 30,376.00 

.. 

P.O. BOX 2695 BISMARCK, ND 58502 :: . .. : 
) ~\' I 

. ~ ' ' 
~ o, ) • • ; I I 



GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 
REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 2 OF 6 

ROOM## LOCATION 

137 PRIVATE SIDE 

STAIRWELL 

122/123 OFFICES 

25/126 MASTER 

CLOSET AND 

SITIING AREA 

127 PRIVATEW/C 

SCOPE OF WORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

MILLWORK 

CEILING 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

CABINETRY 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING 

WINDOW COVERING 

LIGHTING 

INSULATE WALLS 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 
INSULATE WALLS 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

LIGHTING 

128 . PRIVATE SHOWE PLUMBING FIXTURES 

TILEWORK 

SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

192 $ 20.00 $ 3,840.00 

$ 10,000.00 

300 $ 2.75 $ 825.00 

$ 1,000.00 $ 15,665.00 

448 $ 20.00 $ 8,960.00 

1080 $ 4.50 $ 4,860.00 

350 $ 2.75 $ 962.50 

$ 10,250.00 

$ 25,032.50 

704 $ 20.00 $ 14,080.00 $ 600.00 

1100 $ 4.50 $ 4,950.00 

392 $ 2.75 $ 1,078.00 

24 $ 460.00 $ 11,040.00 

$ 8,000.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 2,800.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 2,800.00 $ 49,848.00 

200 $ 4.50 $ 900.00 

30 $ 2.75 $ 82.50 

$ 400.00 

$ 1,750.00 

$ 500.00 $ 3,632.50 

$ 1,500.00 

300 $ 30.00 $ 9,000.00 $ 1,000.00 $ 11,500.00 



GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 
REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 3 OF 6 

ROOM## LOCATION 

129 MASTER 
BEDROOM 

139 GUEST 

BATHROOM 

132 GUEST 

BEDROOM 

B-1/B-7 LOWER NORTH 

HALL 

SCOPE OF WORK SF 

FLOOR COVERING NA 
WALL FINISH 675 

CEILING 225 

WINDOW COVERING 
LIGHTING 

INSULATE WALLS 

WALL FINISH 324 

CEILING 80 
VANITY CABINET 8 
DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

WINDOW COVERING 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 265 

WALL FINISH 400 

CEILING 275 
DOORS AND MILL WORK 
WINDOW COVERING 

INSULATE WALLS 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 538 

WALL FINISH 1250 

CEILING 400 

DOORS AND MILL WORK 

LIGHTING 

UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

$ 500.00 

$ 4.50 $ 3,037.50 

$ 2.75 $ 618.75 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 1,500.00 $ 6,656.25 

$ 4.50 $ 1,458.00 

$ 2.75 $ 220.00 

$460.00 $ 3,680.00 $ 750.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 1,800.00 

$ 250.00 

$ 750.00 $ 11,408.00 

$ 20.00 $ 5,300.00 

$ 4.50 $ 1,800.00 

$ 2.75 $ 756.25 

$ 5,000.00 

$ 500.00 

$ 900.00 

$ 1,500.00 $ 15,756.25 

$ 20.00 $ 10,760.00 $ 750.00 

$ 4.50 $ 5,625.00 

$ 2.75 $ 1,100.00 

$ 14,500.00 

$ 2,500.00 $ 35,235.00 



GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 
REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE40F6 

ROOM# LOCATION 

B-8,9,10 LOWER LEVEL 

BATHROOMS 

(CIRCA 1971) 

B-5 LOWER LEVEL 

FAMILY ROOM 

(WALL FINISH 

CIRCA 1989) 

(CIRCA 1959) 

B-6 LOWER LEVEL 
ACTIVITY RM 

(CIRCA 1959) 

SCOPE OF WORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILL WORK 
LIGHTING 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

INSULATE EXTERIOR WALL 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

NEW WINDOWS 

WINDOW COVERING 

FIREPLACE UPGRADE 

FURNITURE 
LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 
WALL FINISH 

CEILING-REMOVE SOFFIT? 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

BAR BACK 
BAR FRONT 

REMOVE ROCK WALL 

MEDIA ROOM? 

NEW WINDOWS 

WINDOW TREATMENT 

INSULATE EAST WALL 

FURNITURE 

SF UNITCOST ESTIMATE DEMO 

200 $ 20.00 $ 4,000.00 
800 $ 4.50 $ 3,600.00 

200 $ 2.75 $ 550.00 

$ 6,500.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 3,000.00 $ 20,150.00 

936 $ 20.00 $ 18,720.00 

1080 $ 4.50 $ 4,860.00 

864 $ 2.75 $ 2,376.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 3,000.00 

$ 10,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 10,000.00 $ 2,000.00 

$ 30,000.00 

$ 7,000.00 $ 92,456.00 

470 $ 20.00 $ 9,400.00 
470 $ 4 .50 $ 2,115.00 

470 $ 2.75 $ 1,292.50 $ 3,500.00 

$ 5,000.00 

14 $ 640.00 $ 8,960.00 

14 $460.00 $ 6,440.00 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 6,000.00 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 1,500.00 

$ 12,000.00 $ 58,207.50 



OVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 
REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 5 OF 6 

ROOM# LOCATION 

B-14/B-11 GALLEY 

LAUNDRY 

{CIRCA 1960) 

{CIRCA 1971) 

B-12/B-13 LOWER LEVEL 

BEDROOM 

HALLWAY 

B-21/22 LOWER 

HALLWAY 

CLOSETS 

SCOPE OF WORK 

REDESIGN/REPURPOSE 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

CABINETRY 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 
CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

CABINETRY 

HVAC 

B-18 LOWER LEVEL REMODELED 

BATHROOM 

SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

$ 2,000.00 

480 $ 20.00 $ 9,600.00 

480 $ 4.50 $ 2,160.00 

340 $ 2.75 $ 935.00 

$ 9,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

15 $ 300.00 $ 4,500.00 $ 30,195.00 

276 $ 20.00 $ 5,520.00 $ 500.00 

800 $ 4.50 $ 3,600.00 

220 $ 2.75 $ 605.00 

$ 17,500.00 

$ 2,500.00 $ 30,225.00 

N/A 
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OVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 
REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 6 OF 6 

ROOM# LOCATION 

B-17/B-19 LOWER LEVEL 

BEDROOMS 

(CIRCA 1959) 

SCOPE OF WORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILL WORK 

LIGHTING 

HVAC 

FURNITURE 

WINDOW COVERING 

WINDOWS 

INSULATE EXTERIOR WALLS 

CABINETRY 

SF UNIT COST 

608 $ 20.00 

1400 $ 4.50 

448 $ 2.75 

8 $ 460.00 

ESTIMATE DEMO 

$ 12,160.00 

$ 6,300.00 

$ 1,232.00 

$ 15,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 12,000.00 

$ 3,000.00 

$ 3,680.00 $ 55,372.00 

$ 628,584.00 



• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

1 . 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

' ( --

-t-r / d so tf 
:=-) - ) q  \ 5 
___, 

N O RTH DAKOTA GOVE R N O R'S  R ES I D E N CE 



• • • 
• 

1• 
• • 

1• 
1• 
I • • 
• • 
• 
• 
• 

1. 

• 
• • • • 
• • 
• 
• 

• 
• 

NORTH DAKOTA GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

INTRODUCTION 

The following document represents a review of the current condition of the North Dakota Governor's 
Res idence. The goal of this document is to aid in determining the suitability of keeping the existing 
residence for future occupancy or to construct a new facility. The options presented for consideration 
include a combination of remodeling, repurposing of existing, and new construction . 

HISTORY 

Officially built in 1960, the basement and north stair were left unfinished until 1971 due to insufficent 
funding. In the past 54 years, portions of the residence have been renovated, however, significant areas 
have finishes over 20 years old. 

EXISTING FACILITY ISSUES: 

Security: The placement of the bedrooms and the open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised secu rity concerns . 

Accessibility : The "step-down" living room and basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to the backyard has also been identified as 
problematic. These barriers present challenges for hosting events . 

Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

Hazardous materials: Although future investigation needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous materials are present. 

Lack of natural light: The original location of the basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants in the recreation and game room . 

Undersized garage: The 2-stall garage served its purpose when it was first built, however the residential 
garage of the 21st century requires more space than what was originally constructed . 

PREVIOUS STUDIES COST ESTIMATES: 

Michael Burns Report (Appendix A): 

Renovation/Addition: $2,852,200 
New Construction : $4,500,000 

Randy Hansen Estimate (Appendix Bl : 

Interiors Renovation: $628,584 

CONCEPT OPTIONS COST ESTIMATES: 

Option A- Renovation & Addition: $3,480,784 
Option B - New Residence/Entertain up to 10: $1,950,000 
Option C - New Residence/Entertain up to 75 : $4,500,000 
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Sleeping Quarters : Bedrooms are currently located on 
separate levels; prefered design would be to locate all 
sleeping areas on the same level. There are an insufficent 

number of bedrooms . 

Hazardous materia ls. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 1960 
construction date of the facility that hazardous materials 
are present. 

Lack of natura l light. The original location of the basement 
windows (clerestory height and below the porch) do not 
provide ample daylight for the tenants in the recreation and 
game room. 

Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served its purpose 
when it was first built, however the residential garage of the 
21st century requires more space than what was originally 
constructed . 
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OPTION A 
RENOVATION PLAN 

ption A balances the needs for security and accessibility, 
while improving space adjacencies and finishes at 
significant areas. 

Existing: 10,1S2 Gross Square Feet 
Renovation: 3,S06 Gross Square Feet 
Add ition: 3,607 Gross Square Feet 
TOTAL: 13,7S9 Gross Square Feet 

Renovation Estimate: $1,3S2, 200 
Add ition Estimate: $1,S00,000 
Interiors Estimate: $628,S84 
TOTAL: $3,480, 784 

Pros : 

• Balance of investment and essential needs 
• Retains historic structure 
• Provides efficient reuse of spaces 

Cons: 

• Maximizes use of existing facility, but mimimizes potential 
for future expansion 
• Meets mimimum requirements, but doesn't create ideal 
scale and adjacency of spaces 
• Existing mechanical and electrical systems would be need 
to be evaluated to ventilate and power addition. 

. XISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

• e 0 0 Secu rity. The placement of the bedrooms and the 

• 
• 
• • • • • • • • 

• • 

open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

O O O Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale. 

e O O Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e O O Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

O O e Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

O O Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residentia l garage of the 21st century requires more 
space than what was original ly constructed . 
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OPTION A 
RENOVATION PLAN 

ption A balances the needs for security and accessibility, 
hile improving space adjacencies and finishes at 

significant areas. 

Existing : 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
Renovation: 3,506 Gross Square Feet 
Addition: 3,607 Gross Square Feet 
TOTAL: 13, 759 Gross Square Feet 

Renovation Estimate: $1,352,200 
Addition Estimate : $1,500,000 
Interiors Estimate: $628,584 
TOTAL: $3,480,784 

Pros: 

• Balance of investment and essential needs 
• Retains historic structure 
• Provides efficient reuse of spaces 

Cons: 

• Maximizes use of existing facility, but mimimizes potential 
for future expansion 
• Meets mimimum requirements, but doesn't create ideal 
sca le and adjacency of spaces 
• Existing mechanical and electrical systems would be need 
to be evaluated to ventilate and power addition . 

XISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

e 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns. 

O O O Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale. 

e 0 0 Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e 0 0 Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

0 0 e Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

0 0 Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 

its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 
space than what was originally constructed . 
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OPTION B 
NEW PRIVATE RESIDENCE- HOST UP TO 10 

ption B proposes a new up-to-date private residence, and 
assumes state functions would be held off-site. This facility 
would have the capacity to host an event up to 12 people. 

Existing : 10,152 Gross Square Feet 
New Private Residence : 6,230 Gross Square Feet 

Build ing Estimate: $1,800,000 
Site Estimate: $50,000 
Demolition Estimate: $100,000 
TOTAL: $1,950,000 

Pros : 

• Low long-term maintenance and operation costs 
• Optimizes efficiencies and adjacencies of space 
• Presents a new image and presence for governor's 
residence 
• "Complete design": integrating interior/exterior spaces 

Cons: 

• High initial cost 
•Abandons historic structure 

XISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

• e 0 0 Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
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• 
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raised security concerns. 

e O O Accessibility. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requirements for accessibility. Lack of accessibility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale . 

e O O Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are currently located 
on separate levels; prefered design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e 0 0 Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed that given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that hazardous 
materials are present. 

e 0 0 Lack of natura l light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room. 

0 0 Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 
its purpose when it was first built, however the 
residential garage of the 21st century requires more 
space than what was originally constructed . 
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OP ION C 
NEW PRIVATE RESIDENCE- HOST UP TO 75 

ption C proposes a new up-to-date facility that 
ccomodates both state functions and a private residence. 

This facility would have the capacity to host an event up to 
50 people . 

Existing : 10, 152 Gross Square Feet 
New Private Residence: 6,230 Gross Square Feet 
New Public Area : 7,120 Gross Square Feet 
Total New Facility: 13,350 Gross Square Feet 

Private Residence Estimate: $1,800,000 
Public Area Estimate: $2,350,000 
Demolition Estimate: $100,000 
Site Estimate: $250,000 
TOTAL: $4,500,000 

Pros: 

• Low long-term maintenance and operation costs 
• Optimizes efficiencies and adjacencies of space 
• Presents a new image and presence for governor's 
residence 
• "Complete design": integrating interior/exterior spaces 

Cons: 

• Highest initial cost 
•Abandons historic structure 

XISTING FACILITY ISSUES 

e oo 

e oo 

e oo 

Security. The placement of the bedrooms and the 
open breezeway between the garage and house have 
raised security concerns . 

Accessibi lity. The "step-down" living room and 
basement entertainment room do not meet ADA 
requi rements fo r accessi bilit y. Lack of accessi bility to 
the backyard has also been identified as problematic. 
These barriers present challenges for hosting events 
of any scale . 

Sleeping Quarters: Bedrooms are current ly located 
on separate levels; prefe red design would be to 
locate all sleeping areas on the same level. There are 
an insufficent number of bedrooms. 

e O O Hazardous materials. Although future investigation 
needs to be completed, it is assumed tha t given the 
1960 construction date of the facility that ha za rdous 
materia ls are present. 

e 0 0 Lack of natural light. The original location of the 
basement windows (clerestory height and below the 
porch) do not provide ample daylight for the tenants 
in the recreation and game room . 

0 0 Undersized garage. The 2-stall garage served 
its purpose when it was first bui lt, however the 
resid ential garage of the 21st century requires more 
space than what was originally constructed . 
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In April 2011 Michael J. Burns Architects, Ltd. was hired by the ND Capitol Grounds Planning Commission 
to assess, provide options and a corresponding cost estimate to determine the realistic value of the current 
Governor's Residence which was completed in early 1960. The current size is just over 10,000 square feet on 
both upper and lower levels, excluding the exterior balcony, patio, garage walkway and garage. 

Presentations were made to the Commission in September 2011 and January 2012 to review the preliminary 
findings, updated information and estimated costs. 

PLANNING PRIORITIES 

• To assess the current condition of the residence 
• To examine its potential for renovation and expansion to meet current building and accessibility codes 

and the adaptability to meet the growing needs of the state's executive branch to socially interact with 
legislators, private company executives and various state agencies flourishing in economic growth 

• To compare those modifications to a new residence 

HISTORY 

The construction of the home is a blend of light commercial and residential construction. The basement 
floor is concrete slab-on-grade; the first floor is a concrete floor on steel decking that rests on steel joists. A 
concrete bearing wall occurs between the public formal dining room and living rooms on both the basement 
and first floors. The roof is made of "stick-built" wood trusses. All interior walls are finished plaster with 
stained wood trim . 

The residence was completed in March 1960 and Governor John Davis and his family moved into the three
bedroom home. The lower level/basement was not finished at this time due to an exhausted budget. In 
December 1960 Governor-elect William Guy and his family moved into the residence. The Guys had three 
children so in 1961 the two bedrooms and bath, which remain, were finished in the basement. Numerous 
other changes have occurred in the 52-year history and are briefly described below: 
construction of the home is a blend of light commercial and residential construction . The basement floor is 
concrete slab-on-grade; the first floor is a concrete floor on steel decking that rests on steel joists. A concrete 
bearing wall occurs between the public formal dining room and living rooms on both the basement and first 
floors. The roof is made of "stick-built" wood trusses. All interior walls are finished plaster with stained wood 
trim. 

The residence was completed in March 1960 and Governor John Davis and his family moved into the three
bedroom home. The lower level/basement was not finished at this time due to an exhausted budget. In 
December 1960 Governor-elect William Guy and his family moved into the residence. The Guys had three 
children so in 1961 the two bedrooms and bath, which remain, were finished in the basement. Numerous 
other changes have occurred in the 52-year history and are briefly described on the next couple pages: 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

1971/72 

1989 

1992 

1993 

1999 

2002 

2004 

Basement: Dakota Room, 
kitchenette, public 
toilets, north stairwell 
were finished 

Family: Living room, dining 
room, new rubber 
membrane roof and 
can lighting were 
upgraded and added 
Master Suite: sitting 
room created from 
bedroom renovation 
Reconfigure office 
areas 

Public : 

Kitchen : 

Fami ly: 

Public: 

Family: 

Family: 

Dakota Room was 
renovated with new 
wallcovering, carpet, 
blinds and audio 
visua l equ ipment 
Balcony reinforced 
and added steps and 
railing 
Kitchen was 
completely 
remodeled 
Master Suite: 
renovation of sitting 
area (by Foundation 
funds) 
State Living Room, 
toilets and foyer 
renovated; all 
windows replaced 
and asbestos 
removed from the 
ceiling plaster finish 
State bedroom and 
bath added (first 
Foundation project) 
Accessible walks 
added 
All windows replaced 
on the upper level 
(Marvin Windows) 
Added fire door 
sepaqiting the 
basement sleeping 
area from the public 

I ) 
MAY 2 2012 

Remodeled Master Suite Sitting Area {1989 & 1993) 

Remodeled Kitchen {1989) 

New fire egress door (2004) 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTER PLAN 

Public: 

2011 Public: 

Family: 

2012 Family: 

corridor areas 
Added a new fire 
egress door from the 
Dakota Room and 
connected with the 
bedroom as an exit 
way 

The shingle roof 
was replaced after 
new ventilation 
holes were cut into 
the wood joists to 
prevent condensation 
from accumulating 
which had damaged 
the soffit and ceiling 
in the formal dining 
room 
Basement bath was 
remodeled 
Enclose covered 
walkway between 
house and garage 
with glass walls 
(tentative) 

NEYi ~· C.DX PL YYiOOO SHEATHING TO REPLACE 
SHEA THING REMOVED FOR ATTIG YiORI< 

DRILL VENT HOLES THRU 
EXISTING 2X 10 JOISTS(2' DIA 
HOLES o 4' O.C,. IN BETYiEEN 
EXISTING 2xe OUTRIGGERS) 

. . . " . 
: ... , . .. , ... ' · •. ·. . . . . ... . . . .. . ' 

'\.•. ,I• • •' ' • 

: ,• .· ... · 
. - ~· ... : .. ,,. .· ·:' . 

%'GYP. BD TEXTURE 
TO MATCH EXISTING, 
PAINT B'I' OYiNER 

ADD BLOYiN INSULATION TO 
MATCH ATTIG THIGKNE55 
YiHERE POSSIBLE 

6 MIL VAPOR BARRIER 

Original soffit deta il in dining room 

\). l"V' 
MAY 2 2012 

Damaged Dining Room ceiling (2010) 

Dining Room roof repair (2011) 

'/fi~'L~---
• , ••• ti . ·~·fi.• 1t• .. . ... .... ____ .. __ _ 
• Ill ..... ... ..... 

Dining Roof roof repair-new ventilation holes (2011) 

Basement Bath (2010/2011) 
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• RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE EXISTING RESIDENCE 
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Areas examined include the following: 
Exterior 

• Add itional parking for larger group gatherings 
• Site and building accessibility 
• Improve roof drainage system 
• Patio expansion 
• Additional natural light in the b~sement 
• Enclose walkway between house and garage 
• Enlarge garage or add 2 more stalls 

Interior 
• Accessibility 
• Basement kitchen upgrades 
• Sauna/exercise room 
• Large windows at the Dakota room 
• Egress windows at bedrooms 
• Upgrade interior finishes 
• Hazardous materials removal 

**NOTE: Numbers preceding image descriptions refer to corresponding "Specific Recommendations'~ 

·Parking, . 
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Capitol Grounds Masterplan 1. Governor's Residence 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS 

Exterior Improvements: 
1. Parking-Provide more off-street spaces 

a. The 2000 Capitol Grounds Masterplan 
recommends the location for parking lot, which 
is adjacent and to the north of the existing 
parking area and is set back from 4th Street and 
can be partially concealed by a grove of existing 
large trees 

b. Various sources have expressed the need for 
more parking for the social events that are 
often held at the residence as the existing lot 
holds about 18 cars and any excess are required 
to park on 4th Street. 

c. Recommended capacity is approximately 50-55 
cars 

2. Accessibility 
a. Separate public parking access from the private 

access 
b. Create a ramped walking surface from the 

parking area to both the residence's front door 
and into the backyard. (e.g., Gra.ssy-Crete for 
backyard} 

c. Add a fence for limiting backyard access 
3. Improve roof drainage system 

a. Shallow gutters with open outlets rather than 
downspouts 

b. Due to large overhang of the public side of 
the roof, adding downspouts will alter the 
appearance of the home and will possibly 
interfere with regular yard maintenance 

4. Private patio expansion 
a. Existing patio is too small for any seating 

greater than 5 people 
b. Provide landscaping at south edge for shading 

and the creation of an outdoor space 
5. Natural light/egress windows in basement 

a. Remove lower level windows in the Dakota 
Room and drop exterior grade to provide 
deeper windows for more light 

b. Remove bedroom windows and enlarge them 
to meet building code egress 

6. Garage/House Walkway enclosure 
a. Provide temperature controlled enclosure 
b. Within the existing structure, provide all glass 

doors, both fixed and operating patio doors 
for access to/from backyard and landscaped 
garden 

• m111m~'1 
Ii I I 

• 

MAY 2 2012 

3. Roof Drainage 

4. Patio expansion needs 

. '• 

\ 0 I . 

f ,.t I 

4. Proposed Patio expansion 

6 



ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

7. Enlarge existing garage 
a. Connect the existing garage via a new link to a 

new two-stall garage to the south and west of 
the current garage 

b. Modify driveway slab as required 
c. Provide secure access to and from garbage 

containers 
8. Expand public space in residence to current 

entertain ing needs and to provide sound and 
secure separation between the public and private 
sides of the residence 
a. Add another 5,000 sf ( 2,500/floor) to 

accommodate the public and private needs 

5. Exterior windows & rail 

6. Garage link & rerouted downspout 

6. Walkway 

7. Existing Garage-2 stalls 

?.1it7 • 
MAY 2 2012 

7 

• 
• 

• • 
• • 
• 
• • 
• 
• 
• • • • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• • 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 



• 
• 
• 

• • 
• 
• • 
• • • • • • 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

Interior Improvements 
A. Accessibility 

1. Provide a 2-person, Limited Use, Limited Access 
(LULA) elevator to provide access to all levels of 
the residence . The formal dining room must be 
accessed via the kitchen . 

2. Modify the public restrooms to accommodate 
handicapped requirements . 

B. Basement kitchen upgrades 
1. Kitchen is used for large events that use both 

levels of the residence 
2. Original design remains and is very small 

allowing limited use and is no accessibil ity 
3. Limited space for storage and preparing food 
4. No dumbwaiter exists-food must be hand

carried from the main floor kitchen for events 
5. Enlarge kitchen into the existing laundry room 

which provides either same-level access to the 
elevator or use of existing steps to the Dakota 
Room 

C. Sauna/exercise room 
1. No designated private space exists 
2. First family must either use off-site facilities or 

the Dakota Room 
3. Sauna can be created renovating the existing 

cedar-lined and dry-goods pantry into a small 
bath and sauna; the exercise room can be 
located in the original garage by using the 
existing NE room and expanding it providing 
windows overlooking the backyard to the east 

D. Interior design finishes upgrades 
1. Dakota Room 
2. Recreation Room which is separated by a 

partial wood screen from the Dakota Room 
3. When replacing finishes it is recommended 

to use a classic color scheme, which won' t 
go in and out of style and remains flexible for 
updating accessories as needed. 

E. Hazardous materials removal 
1. Th is is an unconfirmed issue that must be 

addressed prior to any major renovation work 

• mmm1m11 
1 1 I 1 

• 

?. ti 
MAY 2 2012 

A. Dakota Room access 

C./D. Dakota Room 

D. Dakota Room 

D. Dakota Room 
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ND GOVERNOR'S MASTERPLAN 

COST ESTIMATE-RENOYAIION/ADPIIION 

The current estimated and insured value of the residence is $1,667,000. 

Exterior 
Parking/ADA walk to backyard 
Enlarge Dakota Rm and Bedroom windows 
Garage Link Enclosure 
New Garage/trash enclosure 
Private patio and landscaping 

Sub-total 

Interior 
Elevator 
Upgrade public toilet rooms 
Upgrade finishes in Dakota Rm 
Modify Basement Kitchen/Laundry 
Provide sauna/shower and toilet 
Exercise room 

Sub-total 

New Residence Expansion - 5,000 SF @ $300/SF 

TOTAL RENOVATIONS AND UPGRADES 

Softcosts1 

TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT COST 

$151,400 
71,600 

151,400 
124,800 

18,000 

$120,000 
52,300 
88,300 
62,600 
25,900 
15,000 

$475,400 

Y1d-D 
MAY 2 2012 

$512,700 

$364,100 

$1,500,000 

$2,376,800 

$2,852,200 

1 Softcosts are 20% of the above estimate and include design fees, administrative management costs, testing, 
abatement, reports, etc. 

COST ESTIMATE-NEW CONSTRUCTION 

Recommended features : 
1. New residence on one floor 
2. Two master suites 

a. Governor 
b. Guest Dignitary 

3. Provide on present site 
a. Demolish existing home 

15.000 SE Residence/Public Half 

b. Build new home north of existing home; demolish existing when new one is complete 
4. Landscaping and sitework to accommodate large gatherings 
5. Complete separation between public use areas and the family residence 
6. Security 
7. Nearby parking lot for large functions 

11 
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ND GOVERNOR'S M ASTERPLAN 

Cost Estimat 
Building with fire protection systems: 
Demolition : 
Parking Lot for 55 cars: 
Landscaping/Security: 

Subtotal: 

Softcosts1 

TOTAL NEW CONSTRUCTION PROJECT COST 

SUMMARY: 

1. Age: 52 years old 

$3,150,000 
$150,000 
$200,000 
$250,000 

$750,000 

MAY 2 2012 

$3,750,000 

$4,500,000 

2. Construction methodology-recent examples of condensation problem in the public dining room roof/ 
ceiling, its cost and inconvenience of repai r indicate that additional problems may accelerate due the 
building's age and construction assemblies . 

3. Handicapped access-no provisions have been made to provide access to the backyard that is barrier free. 
Due to the "sunken" public living room on the main floor and Dakota Room in the basement access is not 
readily available . 

4. Safety/security/fire protection-this can be improved upon; no fire suppression system exists in the 
residence . 

5. Parking-is insufficient for large public gatherings 

6. Inflexible public use-the governor must participate whenever the public portion of the residence is used 
therefore limiting the amount of public use that could be available with distinctive separation between the 
public and private parts of the residence. In addition: 

a. public spaces are too small for most gatherings requiring that entertaining the legislature be done in 
several parties 
b. basement bedrooms and bath must be accessed via same halls that are used by state staff when 
entertaining 
c. Public/private driveways should be separate to maximize privacy 

7. Serving kitchen for Dakota Room and backyard events is too small and inaccessible. Two separate sets 
of steps must be traversed between the level of the Dakota Room and the backyard, which creates both 
safety and efficiency issues . 

END OF REPORT 
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• • GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE • 
• 2014 REMODEL SCOPE . 

• ROOM ## LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

• 
• 116 KITCHEN EXISTING CABINETRY 55 $ 650.00 $ 35,750.00 $ 1,000.00 

• CIRCA 1992 FLOORING 420 $ 20.00 $ 8,400.00 $ 500.00 

• WALL FINISH 576 $ 4.50 $ 2,592.00 
CEILING 288 $ 2.75 $ 792.00 

• PLUMBING FIXTURES $ 3,000.00 
LIGHTING $ 1,000.00 • DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 6,500.00 
APPLIANCES $ 2,000.00 
COUNTER STOOLS $ 500.00 $ 62,034.00 

• • 117 /118 LIVING/DINING FLOOR COVERING 900 $ 20.00 $ 18,000.00 

• WALL FINISH 1080 $ 4.50 $ 4,860.00 

CEILING 900 $ 2.75 $ 2,475.00 

• DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 3,000.00 

FURNITURE $ 30,000.00 • AUDIO/VIDEO $ 2,500.00 

• LIGHTING $ 3,000.00 

FIREPLACE REDESIGN $ 10,000.00 $ 1,000.00 

• $ 74,835.00 

• 
• 119 SOUTH BACK WALL FINISH 1010 $ 4.50 $ 4,545.00 

ENTRY DOORS AND MILLWORK $ 11,000.00 • CEILING 484 $ 2.75 $ 1,331.00 

• LIGHTING $ 2,500.00 

SKYLIGHT? $ 10,000.00 

STAIRWELL FIXTURE? $ 1,000.00 $ 30,376.00 

- P.O. BOX 2695 BISMARCK, ND 58502 II ·~., ~.' 
) ~· , 
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GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 2 OF 6 

ROOM# LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK SF UNIT COST 

137 PRIVATE SIDE FLOOR COVERING 192 $ 20.00 

STAIRWELL MILLWORK 

CEILING 300 $ 2.75 

LIGHTING 

122/123 OFFICES FLOOR COVERING 448 $ 20.00 

WALL FINISH 1080 $ 4.50 

CEILING 350 $ 2.75 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

125/126 MASTER FLOOR COVERING 704 $ 20.00 

CLOSET AND WALL FINISH 1100 $ 4.50 

SITIING AREA CEILING 392 $ 2.75 

CABINETRY 24 $ 460.00 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING 

WINDOW COVERING 

LIGHTING 

INSULATE WALLS 

127 PRIVATE W/C WALL FINISH 200 $ 4.50 

CEILING 30 $ 2.75 

INSULATE WALLS 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

LIGHTING 

128 PRIVATE SHOWE PLUMBING FIXTURES 

TILEWORK 300 $ 30.00 

ESTIMATE 

$ 3,840.00 

$ 10,000.00 

$ 825.00 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 8,960.00 

$ 4,860.00 

$ 962.50 

$ 10,250.00 

$ 14,080.00 

$ 4,950.00 

$ 1,078.00 

$ 11,040.00 

$ 8,000.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 2,800.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 2,800.00 

$ 900.00 

$ 82.50 

$ 400.00 

$ 1,750.00 

$ 500.00 

$ 1,500.00 

$ 9,000.00 

rv. :i-0 

DEMO 

$ 15,665.00 

$ 25,032.50 

$ 600.00 

$ 49,848.00 

$ 3,632.50 

$ 1,000.00 $ 11,500.00 

• • 
• 
~ 
• 
• • • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
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• 
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OVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

EMO DEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 3 OF 6 

ROOM# LOCATION 

129 MASTER 

BEDROOM 

139 GUEST 

BATHROOM 

132 GUEST 

BEDROOM 

B-1/B-7 LOWER NORTH 

HALL 

SCOPE OF WORK 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

WINDOW COVERING 

LIGHTING 

INSULATE WALLS 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

VANITY CABINET 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

WINDOW COVERING 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

WINDOW COVERING 

INSULATE WALLS 

LIGHTING 

FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

y_ ,----
i_S 

SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

NA $ 500.00 

675 $ 4.50 $ 3,037.50 

225 $ 2.75 $ 618.75 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 1,500.00 $ 6,656 .25 

324 $ 4.50 $ 1,458.00 

80 $ 2.75 $ 220.00 

8 $ 460.00 $ 3,680.00 $ 750.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 1,800.00 

$ 250.00 

$ 750.00 $ 11,408.00 

265 $ 20.00 $ 5,300.00 

400 $ 4.50 $ 1,800.00 

275 $ 2.75 $ 756.25 

$ 5,000.00 

$ 500.00 

$ 900.00 

$ 1,500.00 $ 15,756.25 

538 $ 20.00 $ 10,760.00 $ 750.00 

1250 $ 4.50 $ 5,625.00 

400 $ 2.75 $ 1,100.00 

$ 14,500.00 

$ 2,500.00 $ 35,235.00 



GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 
REMODEL SCOPE 2014 
PAGE 4 OF 6 

ROOM # LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK SF UNIT COST 

B-8,9,10 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 200 $ 20.00 
BATHROOMS WALL FINISH 800 $ 4.50 
(CIRCA 1971) CEILING 200 $ 2.75 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 
LIGHTING 
PLUMBING FIXTURES 

B-5 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 936 $ 20.00 
FAMILY ROOM WALL FINISH 1080 $ 4.50 
(WALL FINISH CEILING 864 $ 2.75 
CIRCA 1989) INSULATE EXTERIOR WALL 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 
(CIRCA 1959) NEW WINDOWS 

WINDOW COVERING 

FIREPLACE UPGRADE 

FURNITURE 
LIGHTING 

B-6 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 470 $ 20.00 
ACTIVITY RM WALL FINISH 470 $ 4.50 

CEILING-REMOVE SOFFIT? 470 $ 2.75 
DOORS AND MILLWORK 

BAR BACK 14 $ 640.00 
BAR FRONT 14 $460.00 

REMOVE ROCK WALL 

MEDIA ROOM? 

(CIRCA 1959) NEW WINDOWS 

WINDOW TREATMENT 

INSULATE EAST WALL 

FURNITURE 

ESTIMATE 

$ 4,000.00 

$ 3,600.00 

$ 550.00 

$ 6,500.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 3,000.00 

$ 18,720.00 

$ 4,860.00 

$ 2,376.00 

$ 2,500.00 

$ 3,000.00 
$ 10,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 10,000.00 

$ 30,000.00 
$ 7,000.00 

$ 9,400.00 

$ 2,115.00 

$ 1,292.50 

$ 5,000.00 

$ 8,960.00 

$ 6,440.00 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 6,000.00 

$ 1,000.00 

$ 1,500.00 

$ 12,000.00 

~' L to 

DEMO 

$ 20,150.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 92,456.00 

$ 3,500.00 

$ 58,207.50 

• 
• • 
• 
• 
• • 
• 
• 1 
• 
• • 
• 
• 
• 
• • 
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• 
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OVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

EMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 5 OF 6 

ROOM# LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK 

B-14/B-11 GALLEY REDESIGN/REPURPOSE 

LAUNDRY LIGHTING 

(CIRCA 1960) FLOOR COVERING 

WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

PLUMBING FIXTURES 

(CIRCA 1971) CABINETRY 

B-12/B-13 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 

BEDROOM WALL FINISH 

HALLWAY CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

B-21/22 LOWER FLOOR COVERING 

HALLWAY WALL FINISH 

CLOSETS CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

CABINETRY 

HVAC 

B-18 LOWER LEVEL REMODELED 

BATHROOM 

r\ 7--7 

SF UNIT COST ESTIMATE DEMO 

$ 2,000.00 

480 $ 20.00 $ 9,600.00 

480 $ 4.50 $ 2,160.00 

340 $ 2.75 $ 935.00 

$ 9,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

15 $ 300.00 $ 4,500.00 $ 30,195.00 

276 $ 20.00 $ 5,520.00 $ 500.00 

800 $ 4.50 $ 3,600.00 

220 $ 2.75 $ 605.00 

$ 17,500.00 

$ 2,500.00 $ 30,225.00 

N/A 



GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE 

REMODEL SCOPE 2014 

PAGE 6 OF 6 

ROOM # LOCATION SCOPE OF WORK 

B-17/B-19 LOWER LEVEL FLOOR COVERING 

BEDROOMS WALL FINISH 

CEILING 

DOORS AND MILLWORK 

LIGHTING 

HVAC 

FURNITURE 

WINDOW COVERING 

(CIRCA 1959} WINDOWS 

INSULATE EXTERIOR WALLS 

CABINETRY 

SF UNIT COST 

608 $ 20.00 

1400 $ 4.50 

448 $ 2.75 

ESTIMATE 

$ 12,160.00 

$ 6,300.00 

$ 1,232.00 

$ 15,000.00 

$ 2,000.00 

$ 12,000.00 

$ 3,000.00 

8 $ 460.00 $ 3,680.00 

DEMO 

$ 55,372.00 

$ 628,584.00 

• 
• 
• 
. 1 
• 
• 
• 
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NOLA, H GVA - Hart, Carmen 

Cc: 
Subject: 

NOLA, Intern 06 - Lafferty, Austin 
Thursday, March 19, 2015 3:50 PM 
-Grp-NDLA House Government & Veterans Affairs 
NOLA, H GVA - Hart, Carmen 
Image(s) of the South Dakota Governor's residence 

Chairman Kasper and Committee Members 

As Chairman Kasper requested, I contacted John Boyle from facilities to get pictures of the SD Governor's residence . He 
is not sure which specific pictures Chairman Kasper used when introducing his bill during the earlier session, but he did 
provide two links. The first provides an image of the SD governor's residence, as well as images of several other state's 
residences. The second link is to a google image search providing a variety of images of the SD residence . 

Link One : http ://www.quazoo .com/q/South%20Dakota%20Governor's%20Residence 

Link 
Two: http://www.google .com/sea rch ?q=so uth+da kota+governor' s+mansion&safe=active&biw=l 920&bih= 1054&tbm=i 
sch&imgil=g1ip301atinU9M%253A%253BHZcpY-
1 YFbfNGM%253Bhttp%25253A%25252F%25252Fsd.gov%25252Fgovernor%25252Fmansion .aspx&source=iu&pf=m&fir= 
g1ip301atinU9M%253A%252CHZcpY-1 YFbfNGM%252C &usg= HO
HAHcQ3Ah3DwUDRZKDbauiWHc%3D&ved=OCCcQyjc&ei=czlLVb08HKe1sQTx8oKoBA#imgrc=g1ip301atinU9M%253A%3 
BHZcpY-
YFbfNGM%3Bhtt %253A%252F%252Fsd . ov%252F overnor%252Fim 

Fsd .gov%252Fgovernor%252Fmansion.aspx%3B644%3B431 

1 



1 5 .0890.05002 
Title. 

--- ---

if l ;2 7;() t{ 
Prepared by the Legislative Council  staff for 1 r: 
Representative Dockter . _, '). t - ) 

March 26, 20 1 5  ") 

PROPOSED AMENDM ENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE B I LL NO.  2304 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the bi l l  with "for an Act providing an 
appropriation to the office of management and budget for the demolition of the 
governor's residence and the construction of a new residence. 

B E  IT E N ACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASS E M B LY OF NORTH DAKOTA :  

SECTION 1 .  AP PROPRIATIO N .  There is appropriated out o f  a n y  moneys in the 
capitol bu i ld ing fund in the state treasury, not otherwise appropriated , the sum of 
$4,000,000,  or so much of the sum as may be necessary, and from special funds 
derived from other income, the sum of $ 1 , 000,000,  or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the office of management and budget for the purpose of constructing a 
governor's residence, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5 , and ending June 30, 
20 1 7. 

SECTION 2. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION. Section 1 of this Act 
includes $5,000 , 000,  of which up to $4,000,000 is from the ca pitol bui ld ing fund and 
$ 1 , 000,000 in special funds to be raised from private donations or other sources, for 
the demol ition of the governor's residence and for the design and construction  of a new 
residence on the site of the current residence.  Construction may not begin unti l  any 
private fundraising group certifies to the office of management and budget that of the 
special funds required to com plete the project, cash or pledges with a discounted cash 
value of at least $500,000 has been received and placed in an account desig nated for 
the sole purpose of constructing the project authorized in this Act ."  

Renumber accord ing ly 

Page No.  1 1 5 .0890. 05002 



1 5 . 0890. 05003 
Tit le. 06000 

Prepared by the Leg islative Council staff for ]-2 7· / ;
House Govern ment and Veterans Affairs 
Committee 

March 27, 20 1 5  

PROPOSED AM E N DMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE B I LL NO.  2304 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the bi l l  with "for an Act provid ing an 
appropriation to the office of management and budget for the demolit ion of the 
governor's residence and the construction of a new res idence. 

BE IT E NACTED BY THE LEGIS LATIVE ASS EMBLY OF N O RTH DAKOTA: 

S E CTION 1 .  APPROPRI ATION. There is appropriated out of any moneys in the 
capitol bui ld i ng fund in the state treasury, which is ded icated solely to the improvement 
to the capitol grounds, not otherwise appropriated,  the sum of $4, 000,000,  or so much 
of the sum as may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations , the 
sum of no less than $1 , 000, 000, to the office of management and budget for the 
purpose of constructing a governor's residence, for the biennium beg i nning J u ly 1 ,  
20 1 5 , and ending Ju ne 30,  20 1 7 . 

S E CTION 2. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATIO N .  Section 1 of this Act 
incl udes $5 , 000 ,000,  of which $4 , 000, 000 is from the capitol bui ld ing fu nd and no less 
than $ 1 , 000, 000 in  fu nds to be ra ised from private donations,  for the demol it ion of the 
governor's residence and for the design and construction of a new res idence, i ncluding 
a publ ic gathering faci l ity to accommodate at least one hundred people,  on the site of 
the current residence.  Construction may not begin unti l  any private fundraising group 
certifies to the office of management and budget that of the special fu nds req uired to 
com plete the project, cash or pledges with a d iscounted cash value of at least 
$500, 000 has been received and placed in an account desig nated for the sole pu rpose 
of construct ing the project authorized in this Act. Should m ore than $ 1 , 000, 000 in 
donated funds be ra ised , the budget section may appropriate those funds to be used 
as addit ional authorization for construction costs . "  

Ren u m ber accord ing ly 

Page No .  1 1 5 . 0890. 05003 



1 5. 0890.050 1 2  
Title. 

<.Ir I I (_p 
Prepared by the Legislative Counci l  staff for 
Senator Poelman 

April 1 6 , 20 1 5  

PROPOSED AMEN DMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE B I LL NO. 2304 

That the House recede from its amendments as printed on  pages 1 599 and 1 600 of the House 
Journal and pages 1 433 and 1 434 of the Senate J ournal and that Engrossed Senate Bi l l  
No. 2304 be amended as follows: 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A B I LL" replace the remainder of the b i l l  with "for an Act to provide for the 
design of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new res idence; a nd to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE I T  E N ACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA: 

S ECTION 1 .  GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT AND E N G I N EERING 
S E RVICES. The office of management and budget sha l l  procure architect and 
engin eering professional services pursuant to chapter 54-44.7,  for the design of a 
governor's residence that m ust include event space to accommodate meetings and 
entertai nment. The office of management and budget project selection com mittee shall 
req u ire the selected person or firm to provide at least three prel iminary designs to be 
presented at a publ ic meeting of the capitol g rounds planning commission .  A member 
of the legislative assembly who attends this capitol grounds planning com mission 
meeting is entitled to receive expense reimbursement for attending the meeting. The 
d i rector of the facil ity management division of the office of management and budget, or 
the d irector's designee, shal l  serve as the project manager. 

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE P ROJ ECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in the capitol building fund in the state 
treasury, not otherwise appropriated , the sum of $4,000,000, or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$ 1 ,000,000,  or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
a nd budget for the purpose of designing and constructing a governor's residence in 
accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginning Ju ly 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30,  
20 1 7. 

S ECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL I NCOME. 
Sectio n  2 of th is Act includes $5,000, 000 , of which $4,000,000 is from the capitol 
bu i ld ing fund and $ 1 ,000,000 is from funds to be ra ised from private donations,  for the 
demol it ion of the existing governor's res idence, the design and construction  of a new 
residence,  a nd for fixtures and furniture for the new residence.  Construction  may not 
begin u ntil any private fundraising entity certifies to the office of management and 
budget that, of the special funds req uired to complete the project, at least $500, 000 in 
cash has been received and placed in an  account designated for the sole purpose of 
constructing the project authorized in  this Act. If more than $ 1 ,000,000 in  donated 
funds is raised, the office of management and budget may seek emergency 
com m ission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for upgraded 
fixtures and furniture for the new residence.  Any increased spending authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

Page No .  1 1 5 .0890.050 1 2  
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S ECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. There 
is appropriated out of any moneys in the general fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the biennium beginning Ju ly 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30,  20 1 7. The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-time funding item.  Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other purpose and 
m ust be canceled in  accordance with section 54-44. 1 -1 1 . " 

Renumber accordingly 

STATEM E N T  OF P URPOSE OF AM E N DM ENT: 

This amendment changes the design review and selection process for the governor's residence 
from the Budget Section to the Capitol Grounds Planning Commission.  

Page No.  2 1 5 . 0890.0501 2  
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FRIENDS OF THE NORTH DAKOTA GOVERNOR' S RESIDENCE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 201 4- 2015 

EXECUTIVE BOARD 
Susan Andrews - Chairwoman 
Cecily Fong - Vice-Chairwoman 
Kathy Hawken - Secretary 

Lori Finken -Treasurer 

BOARD MEMBERS 

Linda Butts 
Lisa Carlson 
Carol Cashman 

Linda Christman 

Linda Collins 

Tara Holt 
Jan Irby 
Kathy Keiser 
Carole Kline 
Margo McCulley 

Connie Nicholas 
Carol Nitschke 
Orinda Olsen 
Anne Pyle 
Laurie Rauschenberger 
Kathleen Wrigley 

GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE: 

Betsy Dalrymple 

Steve Sharkey 

3-2 0-20 1 5  



1 5 . 0890.050 1 3  
Tit le .  

Prepared by the Leg islative Counci l  staff for 
Senator Poelman 

April 20,  20 1 5  

PROPOSED AMEN DM ENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE B I L L  NO.  2304 

That the H ouse recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1 598- 1 600 of the House 
J ournal and pages 1 433 and 1 434 of the Senate Journal and that Engrossed Senate Bi l l  
No.  2304 be a mended as fo l lows: 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the bi l l  with "for an Act to provide for the 
design of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

B E  I T  E N ACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASS E M B LY O F  NORTH DAKOTA: 

S ECTION 1 .  GOVERNOR'S RESI DENCE - ARCHITECT AN D E N G I N EERING 
S E RVIC ES. The office of management and budget shal l  procure architect and 
eng ineering professional services pursuant to chapter 54-44.7,  for the design of a 
g overnor's  residence that m ust include space to accom modate meetings and events. 
The office of management and budget project selection committee , which must include 
the m ajority and m inority leaders of house of representatives, or their designees, and 
the majority and m inority leaders of the senate, or thei r  designees, shal l  req uire the 
selected person or firm to provide at least three prel iminary designs to be presented at 
a publ ic  meeting of the capitol grounds planning com missio n .  A member of the 
legis lative assembly who attends this capitol grounds planning com mission meeting is 
e ntitled to receive expense reimbursement for attending the meeting .  The d i rector of 
the faci l ity management division of the office of management and budget,  or the 
d i rector's designee, shal l  serve as the project manager. 

S ECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVER N O R'S RESIDENCE P ROJ ECT. 
There is a ppropriated out of any moneys in  the capitol bui ld ing fund in the state 
treasury, not otherwise appropriated,  the sum of $4, 000,000,  or so m uch of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$ 1 , 000 , 000 ,  or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
and budget for the purpose of designing and constructing a g overnor's residence in  
accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginning Ju ly  1 ,  2 0 1 5, and ending June 30, 
20 1 7 . 

S ECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITI ONAL I NCOM E. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5, 0 00, 000, of which $4,000, 000 is from the capitol 
bu i ld ing fund and $1 , 000, 000 is from funds to be ra ised from private donations,  for the 
demolit ion of the existing governor's residence, the design and construction of a new 
residence,  and for fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Construction may not 
beg in  u nt i l  any private fundraising entity certifies to the office of management and 
budget that,  of the special funds req uired to complete the project, at least $500, 000 in 
cash has been received and placed in an account designated for the sole purpose of 
constructi ng the project authorized in this Act. If more than $ 1 , 000, 00 0  in donated 
funds is raised, the office of m anagement and budget may seek emergency 
com m ission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for upgraded 

Page No.  1 1 5. 0890.050 1 3 



fixtures and furniture for the new residence .  Any increased spending authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTI O N  4. A P P R O P RI ATION - TEM PORARY H O U S I N G  EXP E N S ES. There 
is appropriated out of any m oneys in the general fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the g overnor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demol ition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence,  for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30, 20 1 7 . The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-time funding ite m .  Any funds not 
used for tem porary housing expenses may not be spent for any other purpose and 
must be canceled in accordance with section 54-44. 1 - 1 1 . " 

Renumber according ly 

STATEMENT O F  P U R PO S E  O F  A M E N D M ENT: 

This amendment changes the design review and selection process for the Governor's 
residence from the Budget Section to the Capitol Grounds Planning Comm ission and includes 
four legislators on the selection com m ittee. 

Page No.  2 1 5 .0890.050 1 3 



Home Governor First Lady Lt. Governor Administration Boards and Commissions 

l!!!!ru: I Boards and Comm issions 

Boards and Commissions 

capitol Grounds Planning Commission 
Type of Board: 

Voting Members: 

Non-Voting Members: 

Length of Tenns: 

Frequency of Meetings: 

Address: 

Phone: 

Fax: 

Website: 

Advisory Pay I Benefits: 

9 other Members: 

0 Created by: 

2 years 

Call of the Chairman 

600 East Boulevard - 4th Floor Sismarck. ND S8505 

701-328-2471 

701-328-3230 

Email: roberg@nd.oov 

State Rate 

0 

NDCC § 48-10 

The C-Ommission shall advise the director of the Office of Management and Budget and the LeglslatiVe Council on matters relating to the physical and aesthetic feature of the 
interior and exterior of all buildings on the capitol Grounds. The Commission consists of the lieutenant governor as chairman and eight other members including two citizens, 
one licensed architect, and one representative from the State Historical Society appointed by the governor. The president of the Senate shall appoint two senators as 
members and the speaker of the House of Representatives shall appoint two representatiVes. 

Member Name Position Work County Appt. Date Term Ends 

Berg. Claudia Governor's Appointee - 5HS (701) 328-2724 Burleigh 11/ 24/ 2014 7/31{2017 

Burns Michael Governor's Appointee - Archivist (701) 298-0140 Gass 8/1/2005 7/ 31/ 2015 

Carlson. Lisa Governor's Appointee - Otizen Burleigh 10/ 7/ 2003 7/ 31/2015 

K~l~h R~r~sent<ibve Je!!)! Legislal!Ve Appointee 

Kl f in R~ur~~~nti!tiY~ Mi!tt LeglslatiVe Appointee 

~i!ff~n, ~oatQr L.Qnn i ~ LeglslatiVe Appointee (701 ) 746-1727 Grand Forks 5/1/ 20 11 

Prchal. Doug Governor's Appointee - Otizen Burleigh 10/ 7/ 2003 7/31/2015 

TriQlftt. ~~n~t2r !:;Qnnif Leg lslatiVe Appointee Adams 

Wrig l~)'.: 1 ~~ GQv~mor Qr~w Chairman (701) 328-2200 Burleigh Open 



• 

48-10-0 1 .  Capitol grounds planning commission. 

The capitol grounds planning commission consists of the lieutenant governor as chairman and 

eight other members selected biennially as provided in this section. The governor shall appoint 
two citizens, one licensed architect, and one representative from the state historical society as 

members, the president of the senate shall  appoint two senators as members, and the speaker of 
the house of representatives shall appoint two representatives as members. Appointment to the 

commission is for a term of two years. Legislative and citizen members of the planning 
commission are entitled to per diem payments and expenses in such amount and in the same 
manner as provided by law for members of the legislative management . 

History. 

S.L.  1 965,  ch. 3 1 4, 1 ;  1 967, ch. 364, 1 ;  1 973,  ch. 3 77, 1 ;  1 987, ch. 563,  1 ;  1 995,  ch. 59,  2; 2009, 
ch. 482, 3 3  . 



1 5 . 0890 . 050 1 4  
Title. 

Prepared by the Leg islative Council staff for 
Representative Kasper 

April 20, 20 1 5  

PROPOSED AMENDM ENTS TO ENGROSSED S ENATE BILL NO.  2304 

That the House recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1 433 and 1 434 of the Senate 
Journal and pages 1 598-1 600 of the House Journal and that Engrossed Senate Bi l l  No.  2304 
be amended as fol lows: 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the bi l l  with "for an Act to provide for the 
design of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASS E M B LY O F  NORTH DAKOTA: 

SECTION 1 .  GOVE RNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT AN D ENGINEE RING 
S E RVICES - FUN DRAISING AN D P ROJ ECT OVERSIGHT COMM ITTEE. 

1 .  The office of management and budget sha l l  procure architect and 
eng ineering professional services pursuant to chapter 54-44.7  for the 
design of a governor's residence that must include space to accommodate 
meetings and events. The office of management and budget project 
selection committee , which must include the majority and minority leaders 
of the house of representatives or their desig nees, and the majority and 
minority leaders of the senate or their designees, shall req uire the selected 
person or firm to provide at least three prel iminary designs to be presented 
at a public meeting of the capitol grounds planning com mission.  The 
d irector of the facil ity management d ivision of the office of management 
and budget or the director's designee shal l  serve as the project manager. 

2 .  The mem bers of the project selection comm ittee under subsection 1 who 
are mem bers of the legislative assembly and the members of the capitol 
grounds plan ning commission shal l  serve as a project oversight committee 
to monitor the planning and construction of the project. The project 
oversight committee , with the approval of the legis lative management, may 
appoint a fundraising task force to coordinate fundraising for the donations 
a ppropriated under section 2 of this Act. Any donations received for the 
project must be deposited in the capitol bui lding fund and designated for 
the sole purpose of constructing the project. 

3 .  A member of  the legislative assembly serving on the project selection 
committee and the project oversight committee is entitled to receive 
compensation in the amount provided per day for members of the 
legislative management under section 54-35- 1 0  for attending meetings. 

SECTION 2. APPROPRI ATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE P ROJ ECT. 

There is appropriated out of any moneys in the capitol bui ld ing fund in the state 
treasury, not otherwise a ppropriated,  the sum of $4, 000, 000, or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
$ 1 ,000,000,  or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
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and budget for the purpose of designing and constructing a governor's  residence in 
accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginning J uly 1 ,  20 1 5 , and ending June 30, 
20 1 7 . 

SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - AD DITION AL INCOME. 
Section 2 of  this Act includes $5,000, 000,  of  which $4,000 , 000 is from the ca pitol 
bui ld ing fund and $1 ,000, 000 is from funds to be ra ised from private donations,  for the 
demol ition of the existing governor's residence, the design and construction of a new 
residence, and for fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Construction may not 
begin  until the capitol grounds planning com mission certifies to the office of 
management and budget that, of the special funds req uired to complete the project ,  at 
least $500,000 in cash has been received and placed in the capitol bu i ld ing fund 
desig nated for the sole purpose of constructing the project authorized in this Act. If 
more than $ 1 , 000, 000 in donated funds is ra ised , the office of management and budget 
may seek emergency com m ission and budget section approval to spend the excess 
funds for upgraded fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Any increased 
spending authority for the project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPO RARY HOUSING EXPENSES. There 
is appropriated out of any moneys in the general  fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50 , 000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the biennium beg inning Ju ly 1 ,  20 1 5 , and ending June 30,  201 7. The 
funding provided in this section is  considered a one-time funding ite m .  Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other purpose and 
m ust be canceled in accordance with section 54-44. 1 - 1 1 . " 

Renumber accordingly 
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Prepared by the Legislative Counci l staff for 
Conference Committee 

April 2 1 , 20 1 5  

PRO POSED AMENDM ENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE BILL NO. 2304 

That the House recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1 433 and 1 434 of the Senate 
Journal and pages 1 598- 1 600 of the House Journal and that Engrossed Senate Bil l  No. 2304 
be amended as follows: 

Page 1 ,  l ine 1 ,  after "A BI LL" replace the remainder of the bil l  with "for an Act to provide for the 
design of a governor's residence; to provide an appropriation to the office of 
management and budget for the demolition of the current governor's residence and the 
construction of a new residence; and to provide an appropriation to the governor's 
office for temporary housing expenses. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY O F  NORTH DAKOTA :  

SECTION 1 .  GOVERNOR'S RESIDENCE - ARCHITECT A N D  ENGINEERING 
SERVICES - FUNDRAISING AND PROJECT OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE. 

1 . The office of management and budget shall procure architect and 
engineering professional services pursuant to chapter 54-44.7 for the 
design of a governor's residence that must include space to accommodate 
meetings and events. The office of management and budget project 
selection committee, which must include the majority and minority leaders 
of the house of representatives or their designees, and the majority and 
minority leaders of the senate or their designees, shall require the selected 
person or firm to provide at least three preliminary designs to be presented 
at a public meeting of the capitol grounds planning commission . The 
director of the facil ity management division of the office of management 
and budget or the director's designee shall serve as the project manager. A 
member of the legislative assembly serving on the project selection 
committee is entitled to receive compensation in the amount provided per 
day for members of the legislative management under section 54-35-1 0  for 
attending meetings. 

2 .  The members of the 501 (c)(3) Friends of the Residence and the capitol 
grounds planning commission shall appoint a fundraising task force to 
coordinate volunteer fundraising for the donations appropriated under 
section 2 of this Act. Upon request of the legislative management, the 
Friends of the Residence shall report to the legislative management 
regarding the fundraising plans of the task force and the progress of 
fundraising efforts. All donations received for the project must be deposited 
in a dedicated account by the Friends of the Residence and transferred to 
the capitol bui lding account upon the request of the capitol grounds 
planning commission . 

S ECTION 2. APPROPRIATION - GOVERNOR'S RESIDENC E  PROJECT. 
There is appropriated out of any moneys in the capitol building fund in the state 
treasury, not otherwise appropriated , the sum of $4,000,000, or so much of the sum as 
may be necessary, and from funds derived from private donations, the sum of 
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$1 ,000,000, or so much of the sum as may be necessary, to the office of management 
and budget for the purpose of designing and constructing a governor's residence in 
accordance with this Act, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5 , and ending June 30, 
20 1 7. 

SECTION 3. CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION - ADDITIONAL I NCOME. 
Section 2 of this Act includes $5,000,000, of which $4,000,000 is from the capitol 
building fund and $1 , 000,000 is from funds to be raised from private donations and 
deposited in the capitol building fund,  for the demolition of the existing governor's 
residence, the design and construction of a new residence, and for fixtures and 
furniture for the new residence. Construction may not begin until the capitol grounds 
planning commission certifies to the office of management and budget that, of the 
special funds required to complete the project, at least $500,000 in  cash has been 
received and placed in the capitol building fund designated for the sole purpose of 
constructing the project authorized in this Act. If more than $1 , 000,000 i n  donated 
funds is raised , the office of management and budget may seek emergency 
commission and budget section approval to spend the excess funds for upgraded 
fixtures and furniture for the new residence. Any increased spending authority for the 
project may not be used to expand the scope of the project. 

SECTION 4. APPROPRIATION - TEMPORARY HOUSING EXPENSES. There 
is appropriated out of any moneys in the general fund in the state treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much of the sum as may be 
necessary, to the governor's office for temporary housing expenses for the governor 
during the demolition of the existing governor's residence and construction of a new 
residence, for the biennium beginning July 1 ,  20 1 5, and ending June 30, 201 7. The 
funding provided in this section is considered a one-time funding item. Any funds not 
used for temporary housing expenses may not be spent for any other purpose and 
must be canceled in accordance with section 54-44. 1 -1 1 . " 

Renumber accordingly 
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