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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

 
Relating to the Bank of North Dakota loan guarantee program. 
 

Minutes:                                                 Att. #1-3 

Chairman Klein: Opened the hearing on SB 2296. All members were present. 

 
Senator Wanzek, District 29: See attachment #1 for testimony in support of the bill.  
 
(6:00)Senator Roers: You talked about the Dakota spirit ethanol plant and simultaneously 
Blue Flint? Are those the same thing? 
 
Senator Wanzek: They’re affiliated with Midwestern AgEnergy.  
 
Chairman Klein: This was established three sessions ago, you’re adding a bit of language 
to allow the bank to determine the types of projects and then changing the dollar figures? 
 
Senator Wanzek: If you look in the century code, this particular section has a title of fuel 
production facility, and working with legislative counsel they said you can’t change the title. 
But if you make a statement, the one the bank can utilize to get the funds to make a guarantee 
that they feel is… 
 
Chairman Klein: They shall establish the types of projects that are eligible. That doesn’t 
interfere with what your goal is to deal with these products?  
 
Senator Wanzek: No, and there are other added values of benched projects that want to 
work together, cooperate together with like some of these ethanol plants and providing some 
really neat added value options and opportunities.  
 
Chairman Klein: But the bigger issue would be that we can provide more dollars similar to 
what we heard earlier. Leveraging dollars, providing more opportunity. This is exactly what 
you’re thinking of but in a different sort of category.  
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Senator Wanzek: Right, and it does allow the developer with that guarantee, to get a higher 
percentage of financing and secure the needed funds. And also obviously, a loan to a bank 
that’s guaranteed by the state is gonna have a lower interest rate on it.  
 
Senator Burckhard: What does IMO stand for? 
 
Senator Wanzek: In my opinion.   
 
Senator Piepkorn: That’s the first time we’ve seen a texting acronym in testimony.  
 
Adam Dunlop, Midwest AgEnergy Group: see attachment #2 for testimony in support of 
the bill.  
 
Senator Piepkorn: You really get the $85 million worth of corn from the Jamestown area? 
You don’t have to bring any in from the outside? 
 
Adam: Almost all of the corn is secured within about 35 miles of the Spirit Wood area.  
 
Chairman Klein: But the idea here is certainly to develop more value to those products. You 
were talking about barley, and CO2 capture. I need to have a tour this fall out there. They’re 
not just squeezing corn and putting it in a bucket. The technology is just mind boggling.  
 
(15:26)Al Christianson, Great River Energy: testified in support of the bill. It was very 
successful in 2013 when we carried that forward. What’s more important in this day and age, 
is why GRE, Great River Energy, is interested in this, both of our locations where we have 
power plants, we’ve developed energy parks. We know we have to continue to bring value 
to coal-fire power plants to keep them viable. So by having an ethanol plant by Coal Creek 
Station, we sell them steam we sell them water. They have a lower carbon score so they can 
sell their ethanol into different markets. At Spirit Wood, we did the same thing. That was a 
project that was brought to us by Governor Hoeven at the time. Herald Newman wanted to 
build an ethanol plant at Spirit Wood, in, Cargil needed a solution for their high natural gas 
prices for their barely processing, for their molting plant. We went together, we were able to 
do it. Herald wasn’t able to build the ethanol plant, but we saw the need. We built a power 
plant which created 65-70 high paying jobs in Jamestown area. The ethanol plant came, we 
were supplying steam to both the ethanol and to Cargil. Cargil has gone away. We still think 
this energy park concept is what is going to keep our plants viable. We’re looking for any 
opportunity to bring value to our coal fire power plants. Ethanol plants, they’ll supply the 
steam, the water. They want to put a greenhouse in next to our Coal Creek Station, which 
we would be able to sell them hot water which is waste heat that you see going out of the 
cooling towers, CO2 from the ethanol plant. It would be a $35 million investment. There’s 
also the opportunities they talked about, the CO2, the barley. Anybody that the Bank of North 
Dakota see as a value added ag, would allow them to fall under this and allow them to do 
those things. It’s very positive for the economy. It’s not only gonna help ag, its gonna help 
energy.  
 
(18:05)Lance Gaebe, North Dakota Ethanol Producers Association: see attachment #3 
for testimony in support of the bill.  
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Zac Smith, North Dakota Association of Rural Electric Cooperatives: testified in support 
of the bill. From our perspective this is a win all around for both ag and energy, the two 
biggest ones in North Dakota. I’m just here to urge a do pass.  
 
(22:46)Dan Wogsland, North Dakota Grain Growers Association: testified in support of 
the bill. Its all been said. We would echo all the sentiments said here today. The North Dakota 
Grain Growers would like to offer their support for the bill.  
 
(23:18)Scott Rising, North Dakota Soybean Growers Association: testified in support of 
the bill. Ditto what he said.  
 
Todd Steinwand, Chief Business Officer, Bank of North Dakota: provided neutral 
testimony. This program allows the bank to provide up to a 30% guarantee. Once the project 
is funded, those funds are transferred to the bank. They are invested so while they are in the 
bank’s control there is a return on that investment similar to what’s in the original fund. These 
programs do take a lead lender to originate them, the Bank of North Dakota may or may not 
participate in them, in the previous project we did we were asked to participate as part of a 
lender on it, but we wouldn’t need to. But we do administer the guarantee. There is a 1%fee, 
one-time fee up front for the guarantee. And then a fifty basis point ongoing fee for us to 
administer. It’s been an effective program. It’s fairly simple, fairly straight forward. Our intent 
after visiting with the sponsors of the bill is that it would be used for anything value added 
energy and anything value added ag. To expand that, rather than just a facility guarantee 
program.  
 
Chairman Klein: The $25 million that we authorized originally is back in the bank? 
 
Todd: Yes, the loan is paid off. The state investment board, we put the cash back in, and we 
have some treasury bills right now. We’re working with the state investment board they want 
to take those back and keep hold that security but we’re in the processes of transferring that 
back.  
 
Senator Piepkorn: Is this a total of $50 million available? Or is that per project?  
 
Todd: That’s a total of $50 million that’s available. Under the current statute, it states that we 
can guarantee the loan, the maximum dollar amount of any single loan guarantee is $25 
million so there would be at least two projects. We work with the lead lender to structure the 
transaction and it’s really a gap financing or a credit enhancement to help the project get 
done. We work very closely with the lead lender and then we put the guarantee in place really 
at the minimum amount that it would take to move forward.  
 
Senator Piepkorn: In the history of doing this kind of guarantee, have any of these gone 
belly up? 
 
Todd: We’ve only done one and it went very well. It’s important to understand that even 
though we’re guaranteeing, we do have lead lenders on these transactions that underwrite 
it, we also underwrite it. We take collateral. The transactions that you normally look at, are 
going to be new technology that’s trying to emerge, and so that’s the reason that the 
guarantee is in place, and the hope is that the guarantee is in place for it to get up and 
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running. Once its up and running, they refinance or do things which is the case. And they’re 
off and running and don’t need the Bank of North Dakota anymore.  
 
Senator Roers: How did this one get paid off so quickly? What is the term of your 
commitment? 
 
Todd: The regional term of this particular note started in October of ’15. It actually paid off 
last year. What happened is they were a company that went through a restructure, they 
looked at restructuring the balance sheet and their debt. And the guarantee was no longer 
needed. It was strong enough to stand on its own. And the guarantee and the lead lender 
said we’re comfortable doing this transaction without the guarantee.  
 
Senator Roers: The interest rate you were charging, was it more appealing for them to go 
financers outside of your relationship because the interest rate probably got better?  
 
Todd: In transactions when companies normally refinance especially projects that 
successful, you have several lenders that are looking to finance the transaction and that 
competition does help drive interest rates down. We rely on the lead bank to set those rates. 
We are just guaranteeing the portion of it. We may take a participation if requested by the 
lead lender, but the sate provides the guarantee through us.  
 
Chairman Klein: closed the hearing on SB 2296.  
 
Senator Roers: Moved a Do Pass and rerefer to appropriations.  
 
Senator Kreun: Seconded.  
 
A Roll Call Vote Was Taken: 6 yeas, 0 nays, 0 absent.  
 
Motion carried.  
 
Senator Klein will carry the bill.  
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

 
Bank of ND loan guarantee program. 
 

Minutes:                                                 Attachment 1, 2 

 
Chairman Keiser:  Opens the hearing on SB 2296. 
 
Senator Wanzek~District 29:  Attachment 1. 
 
5:30 
 
Vice Chairman Lefor:  Did we actually take 50 million dollars out the SIIF or did it just stay 
there? 
 
Sen Wanzek:  The 1st time we did this was three sessions ago, we just designated that 25 
million sitting in the SIIF that could be accessed by the Bank of ND if they needed it.  My 
hope is that the bank is doing the analysis before they expend that guarantee & vet the loan.  
We just designated for the risk & never leave the SIIF fund. 
 
Rep Schauer:  Why the 50 million? 
 
Sen Wanzek:  For some potential for projects to be developed. 
 
Rep Schauer:  Will these compete with the private banks? 
 
Sen Wanzek:  My understanding it could be a private bank.  The Bank of ND will only be 
providing the guarantee to that bank. 
 
Rep Richter:  Since the money is not expended, is it still there?  Does it make this request 
not actually for 50 million new dollars but 25 new & 25 old? 
 
Sen Wanzek:  Yes, it’s still there. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  If we don’t use it we have to authorize it? 
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Sen Wanzek:  You’re right. 
 
Jeff Zueger~ND Producer Association:  They have paid off their Dakota Spirit Ethanol 
plant project.  Explains.  We are looking at two projects & explains them.  The loan guarantee 
is essential in putting these projects together.   
 
14:30 
 
Chairman Keiser:  Could you walk us through the Dakota Spirit’s history? 
 
Jeff Zueger:  Explains the history. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  You never accessed these dollars, they were there for a backstop? 
 
Jeff Aueger:  Yes. 
 
Al Christianson~Great River Energy:  This helps the electrical & power plants to become 
stronger.   
 
18:40 
 
Rep Schauer:  What is your biggest threat to your industry? 
 
Al Christianson:  The uncertainty of regulations on the federal level. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  Did you use any of the guaranteed money for projects? 
 
Al Christianson:  It was for a few ethanol plants. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  You didn’t actually use as SIIF? 
 
Al Christianson:  Yes. 
 
Zac Smith~ND Associations of Rural Electric Cooperatives (REC):  This is a win for the 
utility & members of the cooperatives.  We urge a do pass. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  Sounds great if everything works but what happens if it doesn’t work? 
 
Zac Smith: l have a great degree of respect with the Bank of ND with these projects.  So far, 
they are batting 1,000. 
 
Lance Gaebe~Corn Growers & ND Ethanol Producers:  I also have a me too testimony.  
We have a real nice resurgence of value in agriculture & agriculture opportunities. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  Has the loss of the ethanol subsidy affected the corn growers in the 
state? 
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Lance Gaebe:  There was not an ethanol subsidy & there is a conception that there is.  They 
are challenged right now.  The margins are pretty tight.  It helps because we have the local 
market.   
 
Dan Wogsland~ND Grain Growers Association:  We echo the support for the bill & it’s a 
positive step in the right direction.  This is a great opportunity. 
 
Scott Rising~ND Soybean Growers Association:  Please pass this bill.  It’s critical to our 
people. 
 
Todd Steinwand~Bank of ND:  Attachment 2.  Goes through the mechanics of how this 
might work.  Bank of ND does not originate these loans.  They are originated by a lead lender 
& we rely on them.  We may buy a participation of part of the debt.   
 
Secondly, we don’t guarantee 100% of the debt is guaranteed.  The maximum is 30% of a 
project or loan.  We want equity & for the business to have some skin in the game.  That’s 
where this guarantee comes into place on the newer projects.   
 
It does expand the power of the Bank of ND as we set out the rules to include not only value 
added ag but value added energy.  We’ve seen a renewed interest in a lot of value added ag 
& energy that look like great projects.  
 
The way it works is the lead bank originates the loan, structures with the Bank of ND, we take 
whatever the amount of the guarantee is, money is transferred from the SIIF fund into the 
Bank of ND.  However, the state land board directs what we invest that money in.  It’s still in 
the SIIF fund, it is held by us as a backup.  It is owned by the SIIF & is held in a separate 
account with us.  As the loan gets paid back & the guarantee amount goes down, the state 
land board can request that we transfer that back to them.   
 
Chairman Keiser:  You were holding up to 25 million, never used it, at the completion of the 
project, you then can transfer that money back? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  That is correct. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  It was never used? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  It was never used to pay any loan back; it just was held by us until the 
loan was paid in full. 
 
Rep D Ruby:  Was there a fee related to that? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  We change a onetime fee of 1% guarantee fee on the first project up front 
that is paid by the borrower.  Going forward, there is a 50 basis servicing fee & that is paid 
out of the income of the fund.    
 
Rep Schauer:  The next guarantee is 30% of the loan, how is the other 70% breakout? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  It depends upon the project & how it’s structured. 
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Rep Schauer:  The risk factor for the lead banks, what is their skin in the game? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  If we guarantee 30% of the loan, they got 70% of less equity. 
 
Rep Schauer:  How concerned that in 2021 for regulations for energy? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  We look & analyze all things including the political, yes, we take that into 
consideration for loan decisions.   It’s impossible to get away from the fossil fuel business.  It 
wouldn’t be replaced for a fairly long time. 
 
Rep Richter:  Line 11 & 12, does that mean that it could be other projects other than 
agriculture based. 
 
Todd Steinwand:  Yes, it broadens the language now. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  It doesn’t say that. 
 
Todd Steinwand:  That’s correct.  It’s up to the bank to do the guidelines. 
 
Rep P Anderson:   Is the 50 million for “first hand”? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  It’s a balancing act, it could be first in.   
 
Rep P Anderson:  If one goes south, what happens with the guarantee? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  They would go through the normal liquidation process. 
 
Rep P Anderson:  You wouldn’t lose the whole guarantee? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  Yes, the money is paid to the lead bank, the money would be gone. 
 
Chairman Keiser:   Can you talk about the dynamics of the guarantee there versus if it’s not 
there? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  Explains.  Higher the risk, higher the rate.  This brings down the rate back 
down to a normal rate.   
 
Vice Chairman Lefor:  Do you deal with other guarantee programs separate from this? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  Yes, we have a beginning farm real-estate loan program & beginning 
entrepreneur programs.  Those are the two guarantee programs we do guarantee. 
 
Vice Chairman Lefor:  If this passes, I would request that the BND will need to report back 
in two years. 
 
Todd Steinwand:  We would be happy to provide you with that. 
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Chairman Keiser:  There are certain members the house that would like to see this number 
decrease.  We can fight for the 50 million, but we need to know that there is a real need.  
Without disclosing any preparatory information, do we need the 50 million? 
 
Todd Steinwand:  There was four projects mentioned here & I know of three or four other 
big projects that could be coming.  These big projects take a lot & a long time to put together, 
50 million would be great but we will take anything.  The first project was 18 million. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  The 50 million, I can stand there & say that we need it. 
 
Todd Steinwand:  Yes, we’ve had interest in a lot of projects. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  Anyone else here to testify on SB 2296?    Closes the hearing.  What are 
the wishes of the committee? 
 
Rep Bosch:  Moves a Do Pass. 
 
Rep Louser:  Second. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  Further questions? 
 
Rep Schauer:  Why doesn’t this have added value age & energy in it? 
 
Chairman Keiser:  They want the flexibility if it’s on the margin to be able to do the project, 
would be my guess. 
 
Todd Steinwand:  That’s correct. 
 
Vice Chairman Lefor:  We need to do things like this.  The risk is there & there are other 
projects that need this. 
 
Rep P Anderson:  I would agree. 
 
Chairman Keiser:  We will fight the battle but don’t be surprised when appropriations will 
suggest that we might reduce that amount.  We could win this one on the floor to get it back.  
It will be an interesting discussion.  
 
Al Christianson:  It didn’t have to go to appropriations because there is no fiscal note.  In 
the senate it did not go to appropriations because it was a repeat.   
 
Roll call was taken on SB 2296 for a Do Pass with 11 yes, 0 no, 3 absent & Rep D Ruby 
is the carrier. 
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