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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

 
A bill relating to the sale, transportation, and use of live white sucker bait on the Red River 
of the North. 
 

Minutes:                                                 9  Attachments   

 
Chair Unruh: Attendance was taken, all committee members present. Opened the public 
hearing. Senator Kreun introduced the bill. 
 
Senator Curt Kreun, District 42: This particular situation that’s arisen over the last few 
years. The live bait scenario with the wholesaler and vendors transporting this bait over to 
the North Dakota side to be able to use in retail and fishing business. Those retail wholesalers 
have since expired their business. There is one business on the Red River on Minnesota 
side, they are asking to be able to utilize that wholesaler to bring that bait into North Dakota, 
so he can further his business. The issue is the restriction. They can sell this bait on the 
Minnesota side, I didn’t know there was a net in the middle of the river. I’m not sure why 
there’s such a big problem between this. That particular case is very definitive. It is just in 
that particular situation in Fargo-Moorhead, up and down the Red River. If you buy the bait 
on the Minnesota side, launch on the Minnesota side, and use the bait on the Minnesota 
side, I guess you better not be caught on the North Dakota side of the river. If you can’t get 
bait on North Dakota side, we should at least have some ability to resale it on the North 
Dakota.  
 
Brad Durick, Owner, Brad Durick Outdoors LLC (5:00-12:45) testified in favor, please 
see attachment #1.  
I need to explain what a white sucker is. We’re not talking about a scoop of fathead minnows. 
We’re talking about fish, you buy them by the fish, to cut up and use as a dead cut bait. 
 
Vice Chair Kreun: When you launch on the North Dakota side and you launch on Minnesota 
side in these tournaments, when you have your catch and come back to land, the fish cannot 
be transported across the bridge? 
 
Brad Durick: That is true. 
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Vice Chair Kreun: So you have to set up a weigh station, measure the fish, weigh the fish 
on the North Dakota side; and the same thing for the Minnesota side even though it’s the 
same river. They don’t have a net in the middle of the river, why do we have that dual 
application just to have a fishing tournament?  
 
Brad Durick:  We do have a law in North Dakota that we can’t transport game fish once 
kept, which is to pull the plug for the live well. Step back to the Cats Incredible of the 80s and 
90s, when it was legal. We would load up in North Dakota and drive over the bridge to East 
Grand Forks. Due to the fact that we can’t transport live fish and water; obviously our catches 
would be dead before we got to East Grand Forks. Cats Incredible has since changed their 
tournament. Both days of their tournament is on the Minnesota side, to have everybody on 
the same weigh in side, to not damage the fish. To be fair, Minnesota has the same laws as 
well. The Boundary Battle was designed around that law, for tournaments, we do day one on 
the North Dakota side, set our weigh station there; so fish can be brought back and released.  
On day two, we move the weigh station to East Grand Forks side, and do the whole thing all 
over again.  
 
 Vice Chair Kreun: The main reason for this is a catch and release, to be fair sportsmen, 
utilize our resources, and meet criteria of two different states. Everything is duplicated 
 
Brad Durick:  Yes. Everything is double. 
 
Senator Roers: You talked aquatic nuisance species (ANS), these are not ANS fish?  
 
Brad Durick: No, they are not. 
 
Senator Roers: When you go fishing, you cut the fish up, so there’s no live fish going in the 
river. 
 
Brad Durick: That’s not necessarily true, some people do want to use them as live bait. 
Walleye anglers like them, to be used as a live bait. Some catfish anglers use them as a live 
bait; when you can use a live one at two dollars each, or cut it into five pieces, for cost and 
efficiency reasons, you’re usually going to cut it. Most people would be cutting it.  
 
Senator Piepkorn: When you’ve got a tournament, everybody has to fish under the same 
rules. If you didn’t use sucker bait, would nobody come to the tournament? 
 
Brad Durick: It can be a hindrance. I think the biggest hindrance to suckers, is they have 
always been readily available. In my opinion they’re the best bait. As a guide, they’re my go-
to bait. It’s my biggest stress, I’ve learned to deal with shortages, I’ve learned to buy ahead 
and hold onto it. But I have talked to folks who won’t go to the Wednesday night league, 
because they can’t find bait. We want people to get out and fish and enjoy it; we want people 
utilizing the outdoors, but we have this unique hindrance on what we consider the best bait. 
 
Vice Chair Kreun: If we have this bait available to be sold wholesale in North Dakota, we 
can use it on the North Dakota side. Same thing if we wholesale it on the Minnesota side. 
We use it in the river. What’s the difference between North Dakota bait and Minnesota bait? 
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Brad Durick: There isn’t any. If you go back, the permitted wholesaler for years recently 
retired. He would come from Mackintosh, MN, as a Minnesota vendor, drop it off at Cabela’s 
in East Grand Forks, drive it over the bridge and sell it to Home of Economy.  
 
Senator Bakke, District 43 (19:40-21:20) Please see attachment #2 for an introduction 
of the bill.  
 
Rob Raymond, President, Red River Valley Catfish Club (21:48-23:43) Testified in 
favor, please see attachment #3. Being president of the Red River Valley Catfish Club, my 
job is not just about a bunch of guys going out catfishing and having fun. We have a beautiful 
waterway running through Grand Forks, an unbelievable fishery. A lot of people don’t realize 
it’s there. Over the last fifteen years, the growth of the Red River Catfish League has created 
demand for White Suckers as bait, and that demand is going to keep growing. It’s so great 
now that it’s a constant shortage. There’s times when you can’t get bait. It is the belief of Red 
River Catfish Club that allowing the vendors to bring these suckers over the bridge to be 
imported and sold only in the Red River Cities. We want to keep the sport of catfishing in this 
famous river. We support SB 2183. 
 
Greg Power, North Dakota Game and Fish Department, Fisheries Division Chief (24:46-
29:08) Testified against, please see attachment #3.  
 
Chair Unruh: There appears to be some problem with accessing this bait on the North 
Dakota side; is the permitting process too onerous for people to get into? 
 
Greg Power: We don’t think so. We’ve contacted all the retailers. Ten years ago, there were 
more wholesalers than retailers. The demand has increased. There is an argument amongst 
some anglers, is white sucker preferred or critical? In the last couple years, with the 
retirement of one individual that has hampered sale to retail. All the bait vendors could 
definitely use more white suckers at certain times of the year. It’s supply and demand, good, 
bad, or otherwise, we’ve taken a few steps, made some contacts. I’ve got a list of a dozen 
legitimate sources we can put retail in contact with. We also have a White Sucker Association 
Date Vendor get-together soon in Minnesota, that would be an excellent time or North Dakota 
retailers to go and make contacts with these people. We’ve never even heard about this until 
a month ago. We’ve known there have been shortages, but we were not aware of anything 
bigger than that. During the permitting process, one of our staff goes there. The critical thing 
is the water. Minnesota has about 1000-some infested waters. There’s a lot of stuff in 
Minnesota we don’t want in North Dakota. This permitting process allows us to go check that 
source of water, go through their bait and give a clean bill of health. It’s good for 3 years, and 
they can work with any North Dakota retailer. One non-resident wholesaler in Minnesota and 
one resident wholesaler in North Dakota are the two sources currently. Hopefully, this is 
nothing more than short term supply and demand issue.  
 
Chair Unruh: How long has the permitting process been in place? 
 
Greg Power:  Probably 10-12 years. There are seven facilities that are green-lighted in 
Minnesota. Over the years, they’ve all checked out. Most of these are leeches.  The only two 
aquatic bait that you can bring across any boarder live are leeches and white suckers. Most 
of these are leech facilities. There’s a big demand for leeches.  
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Vice Chair Kreun: As you indicated Minnesota has many aquatic nuisances in their state, 
how many have been brought into the Red River? 
 
Greg Power: That’s a great question. We currently have five species in North Dakota, they 
came from somewhere else, where they came from is hard to tell. The Zebra Mussel 
infestation did originate from Minnesota, it wasn’t bait. To point directly at bait, no, we haven’t 
seen that. 
 
Vice Chair Kreun: Minnesota does the inspection as you do on the North Dakota side, is 
that correct? 
 
Greg Power: No. I wish they did, then we wouldn’t have to do it. They don’t certify ANS and 
clean their facilities, that’s why we’ve added this additional step, we ensure we have clean 
bait by going physically to their facility.  
 
Senator Roers: Isn’t it almost impossible for you to stop an invasion of a nuisance species? 
The water that runs north to Canada runs through Minnesota, out of Pelican Lake, Ottertail, 
etc., how in the world will this control the infestation of ANS? 
 
Greg Power:  That’s a question that’s been debated for a long time; what steps can we take? 
Water craft is a big vector. Water in live wells is a big vector, it has moved a lot of stuff across 
North America.  In the case of the Red River, our concern is no longer Zebra Mussels, they’re 
not going away. We’ve got problems down at Wahpeton, one of the potato plants down there. 
It’s other critters, like spiny waterflea. It’s what you can’t see in the water that are brought 
across in that water. Then once you allow water across a bridge, theoretically that water 
could find its way to Devils Lake, and we totally lose control. Maybe they’re small steps, but 
we’ve got to do everything reasonable to slow down the spread.  
 
Mike McEnroe, North Dakota Chapter of the Wildlife Society (36:39) Testified against. 
There is no doubt that the Red River is a world class catfishery, and that we should support 
that and use it. The interest and popularity of the Red River fishery notwithstanding, we 
support the Game and Fish’s position on the transport of these fish and the water. If you’ve 
got a bait that’s worth $2 apiece, you’re going to keep it alive as long as you can. If you live 
in North Dakota, you’re going to want to bring that bait back and keep it alive until you can 
use it again. A scoop of fathead minnows for $2.50, you can afford to throw those away, 
you’re not going to throw suckers away.  
 
Lance Gaebe, North Dakota Sportfishing Congress (38:21-41:05) Testified against, 
please see attachment #5.  
 
John Bradley, Executive Director, North Dakota Wildlife Federation (41:30-42:55) 
Testified against, please see attachment #6. 
 
Vice Chair Kreun: What other bait has the same restrictions? 
 
John Bradley: I do not know, the Game and Fish might address that.  
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Greg Power: White suckers are only species that has an exception. We do allow them to be 
imported. The other baits, primarily fatty minnows are not allowed to be imported in. So they 
already are exceptional. 
 
Vice Chair Kreun: If you launch on Minnesota side is anybody enforcing that that boat can’t 
go to the North Dakota side? 
 
Greg Power: In our regulations with the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, the 
regulations are standardized. The same limits, one limit for catfish, walleye, pike; most of the 
rules and regulations are them same. There’s a couple ANS type of regulations that are 
slightly different, by and large they’re the same. Either side of the river, you’ve got pull the 
plug, all those things still apply. 
 
Vice Chair Kreun: That’s my point. Everything is the same; if you’re going to contaminate it 
with the boat, with the water, with the bait, you’re going to contaminate it all. It’s almost 
ridiculous to think you’re going to stop anything in the middle of the river. There are two issues 
here; one is the bait, the other is the water. The bait is going to be out there no matter what 
you do. If you restrict it just to the river.  
 
Greg Power: It’s a commonsense question if you’re local. It’s bigger than Cabela’s and East 
Grand Forks. If it’s purchased in North Dakota, you know it’s a clean source. If bait from 
Cabela’s is ok, why not Crookston or further? You lose control.  
 
Vice Chair Kreun: On the Minnesota side they can do that already. They can come from 
wherever.  
 
Greg Power: When any angler from Minnesota comes across the border, they cannot have 
water. Do we know if they’re going to stop at Grand Forks? Or are they going on to Devil’s 
Lake or Sakakawea? There could be nasties in that water. I understand the local issue, but 
it’s the only way we can have some assurances. Another thing to understand is that 
Minnesota does not allow suckers or anything from North Dakota to go into Minnesota. We 
allow suckers in, but they do not allow anything across their border.   
 
Chair Unruh: Closed the hearing. 
Attachments 7-9 are emailed testimony in opposition.  
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

 
A bill relating to the sale, transportation, and use of live white sucker bait on the Red River 
of the North. 
 

Minutes:                                                 No Attachments  

 
Chair Unruh: Opened the meeting.  
 
Vice-Chair Kreun: I contacted Mr. Brad Durick, once I had a memorandum of agreement 
written up by Fish and Wildlife. It doesn’t address what he has in mind I was visiting with Mr. 
Steinwand, I think hopefully they can settle this outside, if we leave it open a day or two, we 
probably won’t need the bill, is what I’m getting at. I did look at putting a memorandum of 
agreement into the Century Code, that is probably not one of the things we would be doing. 
Just to have that as an option. That’s off the table. The only thing they’ve done that with some 
federal cases so they aren’t doing that in century code. I will continue to work with Mr. 
Steinwand’s group and Mr. Durick’s so that we have a completely understanding, I believe 
we will be voting no on this bill if things work out right.  
 
Chair Unruh: We can wait on that, we have a week or two.  
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

 
A bill relating to the sale, transportation, and use of live white sucker bait on the Red River 
of the North. 
 

Minutes:                                                 No Attachments  

 
 
Chair Unruh: Opened committee action.  
 
Vice-Chair Kreun: I was in contact with Game and Fish people, in contact with the individual 
that wanted to bring this forward. We have come to the conclusion that we’ve been able to 
find a supplier for this need in the Red River Valley. Game and Fish is more than willing to 
certify a new supplier. The individual and Game and Fish have come together and found a 
supplier. We’re in the process of looking at that. If that is the case, we go back to the way it 
was prior to the shortage. We should be able to supply it. I think with that, the need for this 
bill is no longer there. I move Do Not Pass on SB 2183. 
 
Senator Roers: I second.  
 
A roll call vote was taken. 
Motion passes 6-0-0. 
 
Vice-Chair Kreun: Will carry.  
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