
January 16, 2024 
 
To:  Bismarck Burleigh Joint Committee 
 
I am writing regarding the Bismarck ETA.  We live at 6111 Apple Creek Drive and fortunately we are not 
in city limits but unfortunately we are in the Bismarck ETA.  I have previously written letters to past and 
current mayors and city commission members.  My position has and continues to be that we live in an 
area that is not in the Bismarck growth plan and because we in the special flood hazard area (SFHA), 
likely will never be in the growth plan. 
 
I reviewed the minutes from the July meeting of this committee and comments regarding the ETA and 
the growth plan.  This is the first time I have seen a connection between the growth plan and the ETA.  
One of the comments, and I will paraphrase, was ‘no change is necessary to the ETA because the current 
ETA includes all the areas in the growth plan for the next 20 years’.  This is missing one key point.  There 
are areas in the current ETA that are not in the growth plan.  Since they are not in the growth plan, 
these areas could be removed from the ETA.  By removing these areas we would fall under the planning 
and zoning jurisdiction of Burleigh County, like our neighbors who are not in the ETA. 
 
Using the growth plan as the ETA has precedence.  The city of Fargo, uses the growth plan as the ETA.  
They also have a land development code and I see the city of Bismarck is currently in the process of 
soliciting bids for the development of a code. 
 
The city of Bismarck has spent, and continues to spend, considerable amount of resources, both time 
and monetary, on the development of the growth plan.  Time from the planning department, 
stakeholder groups, planning and zoning committee, city commission and holding public meetings.  Why 
not use this growth plan for the ETA? 
 
I have also discussed the growth plan with Mr. Nairn with the planning department in relationship to our 
property.  There are various reasons why we are not in the growth plan, but the main issue is we are in 
the SFHA and connection to city services is problematic.  The low elevation makes connection to city 
sewer and storm water management very difficult and costly.  I believe this has been confirmed by the 
Paradise Valley development and there sewer and storm water costs. 
 
In summary, Bismarck has spent and continues to spend a lot of resources on the growth plan.  There is 
precedence for using the growth plan for ETA management.   There is also a process for updating the 
growth plan versus the ETA.  I know the county has proposed changes to the ETA, but the city has not 
acted on the proposed changes and have taken the same position which is basically No CHANGES ARE 
NECESSARY.   There doesn’t seem to be a process for changing the ETA and it is my understanding the 
ETA has changes for over 10 years, while the growth plan was updated in 2023.  Even with the update to 
the growth plan, or area is not in the growth plan.  If we are removed from the ETA, we will still have to 
follow Burleigh County planning and zoning requirements. 
 
I have attached a few sections from Fargo’s ordinances.   
 
 



 

 


