
 
 
 
 
 

2019 HOUSE POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS  
 

HB 1307 

 

 

 

  



2019 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Political Subdivisions Committee 
Prairie Room, State Capitol 

1/31/2019 
HB 1307 

Job # 31969 

☐ Subcommittee 

☐ Conference Committee 

 

Committee Clerk: Carmen Hickle 

 

Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

 
Relating to special assessments  
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Chairman J. Dockter: Opened the hearing on HB 1307. 
 
Rep. Satrom: (Handout # 1,2) Introduced HB 1307 by reading his testimony. 
When he campaigns the number one concern is property tax. This bill 
addresses this and there was a woman who could no longer afford to live in 
her own home. I’m suggesting a paradigm shift. People pay off their house 
and want to live out the rest of their days on their property. They have now 
been surrounded by other properties and receive an assessment for large 
amounts. How can we allow that to happen? The way the municipalities 
operate is like we don’t care. You can show up for the public meetings to voice 
your concern, but not really listened to. Should we be adding to the 
indebtedness of people without giving them an equal increase in property 
value? They are putting a mortgage on people’s property, people are being 
unfairly assessed.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: Could you walk us through what the bill actually does, 
and what the term special benefit that is listed in the bill means?  
 
Rep. Satrom: What they are saying is unless your property is being improved 
to add value to it you can’t just assess it.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: How does this work in Minnesota? You have a piece of 
property and it’s improved around it or the city grows out to it, are you saying 
the value of your home if you were to sell it would be higher? How do they say 
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the only reason your value increase was because of your neighbors and we 
are not going to consider that assessment formula? 
 
Rep. Satrom: Functionally what I’m asking you to consider is impossible. I 
want you to think outside of the box to understand we have problems.  
 
Rep. Ertelt: If it is modeled after Minnesota law it would not be impossible, I 
assume they are proceeding with special assessments?  
 
Rep. Satrom: One of the experts that was going to answer this could not be 
here.  
 
Rep. Ertelt: Is that what we will receive in email testimony then? 
 
Rep. Satrom: I will get you that information as well as an email describing 
some of this egregious behavior.  
 
Terry Traynor: Associations of Counties. Special assessments in county 
government is generally for the improvement of streets in rural subdivisions. It 
is at the request of the citizens of those subdivisions. I would argue that this 
creates a liability on all the taxpayers of the county.  
 
Stephanie Dassinger: Deputy Director and Attorney for ND League of Cities.  
(Handouts #3,4,5,6). Read her testimony.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: We heard that other states do this, have you looked into 
other states models and how they deal with some of these challenging 
issues?  
 
Ms. Dassinger: I have not done a comprehensive review of how special 
assessments are done across the country. There have been interim studies 
that have looked it.  
 
Shane Goettle: Assistant States Attorney of Minot. (Handout #7). Testimony 
was for Lance Meyer. He referenced the handout stating chip seal doesn’t 
increase the market value of the property.  
 
Rep. Ertelt: In the same way that chip seal doesn’t increase the value of the 
property and that is maintaining it to keep in the same condition. Would you 
say that applies to property and in particular buildings themselves when 
someone needs to replace siding or roof?  
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Mr. Goettle: I think that is true. If you replace the roof you are adding to the 
value of the home. But it depends on the situation.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: We hear these things and the problem we run into is just 
because someone could afford a home 30 years ago doesn’t mean they can 
afford the taxes and special assessments on a $300,000 home today. How do 
we deal with the dilemma without driving people out of their homes?  
 
Mr. Goettle: I think that question is beyond the scope of this bill.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: The reason I bring it up is because the sponsor indicated 
that it is that kind of dilemma that gave rise to the bill.  
 
Mr. Goettle: This bill narrowly tries to tackle that through mechanism that has 
problems.  
 
Dana Schaar Jahner: North Dakota Recreation and Park Association. 
(Handout #8). Read her testimony. 
 
Ken Vein: Grand Forks City Council. We are in opposition to the bill. It would 
be difficult to prove property value increases based on a particular 
assessment.  
 
Rep. Guggisberg: Found the language from Minnesota. (Handout #9) 
 
Chairman J. Dockter: Closed the hearing.  

  
 
    Rep K. Koppelman: Made a do not pass motion.  
 
    Rep. Adams:  Second the motion.  
 
    Vote yes 11, no 2, absent 1.  
 
    Rep. Guggisberg will carry the bill.  

 
 
 







 

 

 

2019 TESTIMONY 

HB 1307 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


































































	House Political Subdivisions
	Testimony

