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2018 International Legislators’ Forum Jurisdictional Delegates
Manitoba
*MLA Dennis Smook (PC) - La Verendrye

Minnesota

*MLA Matt Wiebe (NDP) - Concordia

*Representative Dan Fabian (R) - District 01A

MLA Derek Johnson (PC) - Interlake

Representative Jason Metsa (DFL) - District 06B

MLA Andrew Smith (PC) - Southdale

Representative Jeff Backer (R) - District 12A

MLA Brad Michaleski (PC) - Dauphin

Representative Ben Lien (DFL) - District 04A

MLA Nahanni Fontaine (NDP) - St. Johns

*Senator David Tomassoni (DFL) - District 06

MLA Flor Marcelino (NDP) - Logan

Senator Bill Weber (R) - District 22
Senator Carrie Ruud (R) - District 10

North Dakota

South Dakota

*Representative Lois Delmore (D) - District 43

*Representative Mary Duvall (R) - District 24

Representative Jon Nelson (R) - District 14

Representative Spencer Hawley (D) - District 7

Representative Dennis Johnson (R) - District 15

Representative Steve McCleerey (D) - District 1

Representative David Monson (R) - District 10

Representative Thomas Holmes (R) - District 14

*Senator Larry Luick (R) - District 25

*Senator Jason Frerichs (D) - District 01

Senator Jim Dotzenrod (D) - District 26

Senator Terri Haverly (R) - District 35

Senator Curt Kreun (R) - District 42

Senator Reynold Nesiba (D) - District 15

Senator Carolyn Nelson (D) - District 21

Senator John Wiik (R) - District 04

* Identifies Members of the ILF Steering Committee
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ANNUAL INTERNATIONAL
LEGISLATORS’ FORUM (ILF)

Monday, June 25 – Wednesday, June 27, 2018
Biwabik, Minnesota

Legislators representing North Dakota, South Dakota, Manitoba and Minnesota, along with support
staff, experts, presenters, dignitaries and sponsors, gathered at Giants Ridge Recreational Area in
Biwabik, Minnesota from June 25 to June 27, 2018 for the 18th Annual International Legislators’
Forum (ILF).
The ILF is a nonpartisan opportunity for legislators from the four jurisdictions to meet, learn, share
information, understand problems, build relationships, and develop collaborative approaches and
solutions on a wide variety of issues relevant to and affecting the participating jurisdictions. The ILF
evolved from the International Flood Mitigation Initiative (IFMI) consultations among Manitoba,
Minnesota, and North Dakota following the 1997 Red River Basin flood.
The Forum’s delegates have addressed a wide variety of issues over the years: water quantity and
quality; aquatic invasive species; human and animal health and food safety; methamphetamines
and law enforcement; rural access to health care; genetically modified organisms; outmigration
and immigration; the Western Hemisphere Travel Initiative (WHTI); tourism; cross border and
international trade; economic and workforce development; human trafficking, environmental
permitting and review, and other significant public policy issues. The jurisdictional delegates’ efforts
have resulted in agreements that directly and indirectly impact the jurisdictions and their policies.
The ILF Steering Committee selected these topics for the 2018 Forum:
• Environmental Permitting and Review; and
• Impacts of International Trade Policies on the Jurisdictions
Unlike previous Forums the 2018 ILF dealt with two, rather than three, topics because of the time
needed for the Minntac Mine tour. This resulted in more presentation and delegate question time.
Presenters and panelists shared their expertise, offered topic-specific information and engaged the
delegates in follow-up discussions and interactions (PowerPoints, handouts, contact information
and other materials specific to each presentation can be accessed at the Consensus Council’s
website: http://agree.org /ilf18/). All presentations included facilitated discussion, allowing the
delegates and experts to examine the topics in greater detail.
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June 25, 2018
Monday

Pre-Forum Event – The Lake Vermillion-Soudan Underground Mine State Park – Soudan, MN
The Forum began with a tour of the Soudan Underground Mine at the Lake Vermillion – Soudan Underground Mine State
Park in Soudan, MN. The Soudan Underground Mine is Minnesota’s first iron ore mine, which operated from 1882 to 1962.
The delegates, sponsors, and guests were able to explore the Soudan Underground Mine surface structures prior to viewing a
documentary about the mine, and then descended half a mile below the Earth’s surface to tour the lowest level in which the
miners worked. The tour participants learned about the ore mined at the Soudan Mine, the difficulty mining the ore, and its
importance to the United State’s production during World Wars I and II.
The ILF thanks the Minnesota State Parks Department of the Department of Natural Resources for waiving the tour fee for
the delegates and guests.

Opening Social – Giants Ridge Main Chalet – Biwabik, MN
The delegates, guests, sponsors, and staff had a relaxing barbeque on the patio of Giants Ridge’s Main Chalet. The delegates
were welcomed to the 2018 ILF by long-time sponsor Deb Birgen, Director of Legislative and Government Relations for
Missouri River Energy Services, who sponsored the Opening Social.

June 26, 2018
Tuesday

Opening – Giants Ridge Main Chalet
Following a hearty breakfast, Scott Fry from the Consensus Council, Inc., welcomed participants to ILF. Scott provided
background on the work of the Consensus Council, noting that it has facilitated all eighteen of the ILF meetings. He also shared
information about the IFMI formed following the devastating 1997 Red River Flood, from which the ILF was established! Since
2000, legislators have met annually to address issues of common concern to the region.
Scott introduced the members of the ILF Steering Committee and thanked them for their service to the ILF – they received
a round of applause from the group. He then introduced the Minnesota ILF Steering Committee representatives and hosts,
Senator David Tomassoni and Representative Dan Fabian, who welcomed the 2018 ILF delegates and observers to the
Minnesota Iron Range for the first day of plenary sessions. History and highlights of the area were provided, including the
unique ownership of Giants Ridge Recreational Area by the State of Minnesota and how it is supported fiscally by the region’s
iron mining.
The jurisdictional delegates completed a round of self-introductions followed by attending guests and sponsors. Scott reviewed
the meeting ground rules for discussion as well as the Forum’s agenda.
(Note: The materials were provided to meeting participants on a flash drive and are accessible directly on the Consensus Council’s
website: http://agree.org/ilf18/).
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Minntac Mine Tour
Following the opening and welcome, attendees boarded a bus to the Minntac Mine, enjoying snacks along the way provided
by Moore Engineering. Upon arriving at the mine they were welcomed by Mine Manager Larry Sutherland. Participants
donned hard hats and safety glasses to prepare for the tour and blast. Representative Dan Fabian had the honor of igniting the
blast that was designed to explode in a series of 85 blasts. Participants enjoyed climbing on the large equipment at the mine
overlook and a group photo was taken on one of the dump trucks.
The tour was followed by lunch, provided by Minntac, and a presentation from Larry Sutherland covering an overview of
the history and operations of the mine, including the challenges they face currently in relation to trade. The mine also has a
successful cooperative relationship with the United Steelworkers Union and provides support for multiple community efforts
including the local United Way and cancer prevention fundraising. The Iron Range mines also provide the majority of the
Minnesota State School Fund’s financial support.
The attendees then boarded the bus back to Giants Ridge. Upon their arrival, the ILF reconvened and the delegates received
the Forum’s first presentation, focused on Trade.

Plenary Sessions: Day One - Giants Ridge Main Chalet
Trade from the Jurisdictional Point of View
The presenters for the Trade discussion were:
• Hanna Abou-El Seoud, Washington Trade Representative, American Soybean Association;
•	Kelsey Johnson, Executive Director, Minnesota Iron Mining Association;
• Gabrielle Gerbaud, Director, Trade Office of the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic Development; and
• Tom Wollin, Director of Agricultural Machinery Trade, North Dakota Trade Office.
The presentations explored tariffs, the US’s trade mechanisms among the branches of government, the World Trade Organization
(WTO), the services provided by the different state trade agencies, and the trade-linked policy challenges facing the United
States and Canada. The trade presentation then opened up to a question and answer session.
Question & Answer Session:
Why is President Trump putting tariffs on China when soybean prices are down 20% from normal? The presenters had different answers
to this question. One presenter indicated that the question is whether tariffs are the right mechanisms, and whether other policies that
might avoid using crops or other trade commodities as bargaining chips? Another presenter indicated that they thought the tariffs
against China are part of a broader negotiation strategy to get the US in a better bargaining position. Another presenter stated that
their agency is currently gathering information to quantify the impacts of the tariffs on business in their jurisdiction. It was indicated
that many businesses are holding their breath, waiting to see what will happen. The last presenter indicated their hope that the tariffs
against China are a short-term tool, because tariffs are often passed down to consumers and a trade war only leads to uncertainty and
inactivity, causing disruptive market changes.
How effective are countervailing duties, how much was being levied, and could they have been used instead of tariffs? The presenters
indicated that countervailing duties weren’t far reaching enough, even though some items had duties up to 500%. China also has the
capacity to out-produce the US in iron and steel because it is government owned. China also bypasses countervailing duties by sending
their product to countries like Vietnam and Thailand for “finishing,” after which it is shipped here and the countervailing duties don’t
apply.
One of the delegates revealed that, as a farmer, they watch crop prices and read articles on trade issues. Many of the articles they had
read indicated that farmers shouldn’t worry about soybean prices because there aren’t enough soybeans in the world to fill global
demand.
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Work, Live and Play.
More than 130 years of mining—
and the cleanest waters in Minnesota.
Learn more about how northeastern Minnesota leads the
globe in the iron mining industry at taconite.org.

Notes:
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Is the dip in soybean prices temporary? One presenter stated that soybeans might not get back to 2013 prices, but there is little chance
that any one country could fill China’s demand. China will have to come back to the United States at some point, but who knows when
that point will be – 2 years, 5 years? Another presenter indicated that China won’t likely be able to replace the soybeans, they will
have to buy from us this year. But our primary competitor in the international soybean markets, Brazil, doesn’t have the necessary
infrastructure that the US and Canada do, but has more land to put into production whereas the US and Canada don’t have much more
land to put into production. What would happen if China decided to put the money into Brazil’s infrastructure?
Is the WTO ineffective, and why was not that process used? The presenters indicated that a WTO claim against China has been filed by the
US, but the tariffs were put in place, too. The WTO’s decision on the China claim is still pending and the process is lengthy and slow.
Is there a finite amount of soybeans, and have prices gone down in Brazil or elsewhere? The presenters indicated that Brazil has to sell
everything they grow after harvest because they don’t have storage, whereas US and Canadian producers can hold soybeans over from
year-to-year because we have storage. But, there have been two months this year where China purchased no US soybeans. In the end,
no one really knows what the impact of the trade war will be, or what the prices are in other countries.
How do we identify the interrelation between time-of-year, tariffs, and other price impacts? The presenters indicated that it is difficult to
measure supply, demand, and the impact of speculators. It is possible to compare past prices and impacts to current ones as a possible
formula. But, we also need to examine the relationships China is building around the world, like those they are building in Africa.
Finally, there’s no way to address the possibility of China purchasing from the US through indirect purchases, thereby avoiding the
tariffs. A possible example of this is the purchase of US soybeans by Argentina that were then shipped to an unknown location outside
of Argentina.
What can the ILF’s participating jurisdictions do to circumvent or lessen the trade impacts of actions like this as a region? The presenters
indicated that the jurisdictions can continue building relationships with other countries, mentor companies already developing trade
partners so that cooperative pathways exist when the tariffs go away. They also indicated that the jurisdictions could communicate
these concerns with state officials, federal agencies like the USDA and the SBA, congressional delegates, and develop partnerships with
other organizations with similar concerns.
Scott thanked all of the panelists and the delegates for the great discussion around a difficult and complex issue.

Banquet – Giants Ridge Main Chalet
A reception and dinner, graciously sponsored by the Consulate General of Canada, Minneapolis, Minnesota, highlighted Tuesday
evening providing the delegates the opportunity to network with colleagues and peers, honor Representative Lois Delmore and
Senator Carolyn Nelson, and enjoy comments from United States Consul Anthony Pagliai and Canadian Consul Rob Pengelly.
The ILF honored and celebrated with gifts the commitment and service from North Dakota Representative Lois Delmore and Senator
Carolyn Nelson, they are retiring from their Legislative service later in 2018.
Consul Rob Pengelly thanked the International Legislators’ Forum for providing a venue to discuss important topics impacting the
jurisdictions. He indicated that he spoke at the 2008 ILF in Bismarck at which time border issues were very important, with thousands
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But,
stated
Pengelly,
the
US
Administration’s recent actions are
perplexing, because far too many of our
countries’ industries are integrated, such
as the steel industry, in which Canada
purchases Minnesota taconite and
Minnesota purchases Canada’s steel. But,
said Pengelly, Canada will impose dollarfor-dollar tariffs against America. Canada
and the US would be much more powerful
if they worked together in the global trade
arena. He is confident that the shared values
between the two countries will overcome
the current strife and stated that we can
and should do more for those left behind by
global trade.

Transforming the nation’s energy
landscape—from the corner of Lake
Avenue and Superior Street

ALLETE is proud to call downtown Duluth home. Our family
of companies is committed to providing energy and water
solutions for a cleaner, more sustainable future for this vibrant
city and the many other communities we serve. Here, on the
shore of beautiful Lake Superior, we’re embracing change
while staying focused on the comfort, security and quality of
life of our customers.

17430

of people crossing the border. Consul
Pengelly stated that trade between the two
countries is important to both and that the
United States has a $3 Billion surplus in its
trade relationship with Canada, even though
Canada is the US’ largest supplier of energy,
electricity, and uranium. Additionally,
Canada works with the US to maintain the
security of both countries and has provided
clean energy from hydro from Manitoba to
its partner jurisdictions for years. He stated
that there are 9 million jobs in the US tied
to trade with Canada. Rob also indicated
that the relationships among Canada, the
US, and Mexico have been able to produce
rules-based trade like NAFTA that benefit
all three countries. He then stated that the
relationship is about more than trade: we
are brothers and sisters in arms. Since the
1917 explosion in Halifax, the city has sent
a Christmas tree to Boston, MA, annually
for the help provided. During the disaster
of 9/11, Canadian airports accepted diverted
commercial airline flights. And both
countries have teams working together to
protect the countries’ borders.

ALLETE.COM | NYSE : ALE

Consul Anthony Pagliai thanked the ILF for the opportunity to speak. He met his wife, who is from Winnipeg, after moving to the
Twin Cities and it was obvious that cooperation was an important part of what makes the jurisdiction work. There is much going on at
the national stage, stated Pagliai, but the ILF needs to be recognized for their prairie common sense ways to grow economies. This kind
of relationship, said Pagliai, is astounding, relationships like this never happen between Mexico and its neighboring US states. But,
Pagliai stated, other presidents have been critics of Canada and did not help with cross-border relations, and yet Manitoba and North
Dakota are cooperating with the Northwest Area Water Supply project to divert Missouri River water that will flow up to Manitoba in
the Souris River. People from around here engage each other rather fight each other, and that needs to continue, closed Pagliai.

W W W. A G R E E . O R G
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June 27, 2018
Wednesday

Plenary Sessions: Day Two - Giants Ridge Main Chalet
Environmental Permitting and Review
Presentation PowerPoints, handouts, contact information and other related materials can be accessed at the Consensus Council’s
website: http://agree.org/ilf18/. The presenters for the session were:
• Kelsey Johnson, Executive Director, Minnesota Iron Mining Association;
• Will Seufert, Executive Director, Minnesota Environmental Quality Board;
• Barbara Naramore, Assistant Commissioner, Minnesota Department of Natural Resources;
• Bruce Webb, Water Development & Control Assessment Officer, Manitoba Sustainable Development; and
• Marty Haroldson, North Dakota Pollutant Discharge Eliminating System Program Manager,
		 North Dakota Department of Health
The presenters described the different roles, responsibilities, activities, and impacts of their agencies. The presenters also discussed
the level of cooperation between their agencies.
Question & Answer Session
Do the tribes have to consult with Minnesota? The presenters indicated that it depends on the issue or project, but the agencies try
to have good two-way communication with any people who are impacted.
What do the agencies do to assure the timeliness of decisions? The presenters indicated that they are sensitive to timeliness for
businesses. They try to make themselves a first stop shop for business and industry, but they have found that using a consultant
can be an asset for business.
Do panelists see an increase in regulation from year to year? The presenters indicated that there seem to be more barriers because
of the negative public perception of mining. The agencies have to follow the law and in some of the jurisdictions the law provides
people the ability to request steps that normally aren’t needed. But, these challenges have decreased over the years because more
signatures are needed to trigger those additional steps. The different players are also learning how to work better together.
Is the possibility of reducing redundancy in the systems laughable? Does Minnesota’s NEPA or EIS take over the administration of
federal rules? The presenters indicated that some redundancy has been reduced, for example it is possible to use the Federal EIS as
a posted draft for Minnesota.
Do agencies have the ability to address those challenges that are superfluous and unnecessarily time consuming? The presenters
indicated that citizens do come to the agencies for advice, but Minnesota often only receives 12 challenges a year and only a few
move through the process. But, the threat of a petition to challenge can often have the same impact as the petition itself.
Do the processes the agencies go through work? Do they meet the goals the people want? Are we assured that no more superfund sites
will happen? The truth is that pipes leak and land gets ruined. The presenters indicated that industries have progressed and often,
modern science and technologies have helped prevent environmental problems of the past.
What happens after a mine is closed, what do we do if there is a failure, a group leaves a mess of unrepaired land? The presenters
indicated that Minnesota uses progressive, incremental reclamation rather than reclaiming all at once. The presenters also stated
that everyone needs to do a better job of reducing the rhetoric and bring people together to agree on the process, goals, and
implementation. The presenters also shared that they conduct real-time surveys that provide information on both major decisions
and minor community challenges, and they are finding that issues such as greenhouse gasses are becoming emerging issues within
the state. The agencies are trying to find the right balance.
W W W. A G R E E . O R G
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Explain why, 21 years after the Red River flood, Grand Forks and Wahpeton were able to get their diversions, but Fargo hasn’t. Why is it
taking so long for that project to come to fruition? The presenters indicated that each project is unique and the diversion project has
diverse views impacting it. The presenters indicated that USACE and the State of Minnesota have issues with the Fargo diversion
that makes it different than previous agreements.
Regarding the Line 3 project, why has Minnesota almost stalled it for the other jurisdictions? The presenters stated that there were
many different opinions regarding the Line 3 project and while it was aggravating and disappointing to see and hear misinformation
or rhetoric, the agencies do not have the charge to address it. The agencies do seek to provide correct and clarifying information,
they have to be careful when doing so in the deliberation processes because they don’t want to cloud the record with information
that is more grist for the mill. The agencies have to remain neutral with news releases and public information sessions that allow
people to vent, but if a project meets all the regulator requirements a permit has to be issued.
Scott thanked all of the panelists and the delegates for the great discussion about a timely and multi-faceted issue.

10

IRRRB “International Legislators Forum Sponsorship” Ad/8” X 4.875”

August
1 8 T H A N N U A L I N T E R N AT I O N A L L E G I S L A
T O R S2,’ 2018
FORUM

FROM THE FLOOR

From the Floor provides delegates the opportunity to engage in open and flexible discussion of their
observations and learning moments from the Forum. Using a consensus-based decision-making process
they develop conclusions, agreements, and recommendations on the issues presented at the Forum.

TRADE

Conclusions and Recommendations:
The delegates of the 2018 International Legislators’ Forum:
•	
RECOGNIZE that trade relationships between the United States and Canada, and especially the International
Legislators’ Forum’s jurisdictions, have been strong for generations and need to be maintained; and
•	RECOGNIZE that aggressive tariff-based trade wars have the potential to be one of the causes of a Worldwide
Recession as they did in the 1930s; and
• RECOMMEND that the current relationships between the International Legislators’ Forum’s jurisdictions and those
		 between the United States and Canada be reaffirmed and strengthened; and
•	
RECOMMEND that Canada and the United States be more transparent in their negotiations with each other and
declare their end goals to better settle the uncertainty of the stock and commodity markets; and
• AGREE investigating autonomous regional trade systems at a future International Legislators’ Forum; and
• AGREE that both countries should avoid trade agreements that sacrifice one industry to the benefit of another; and
• AGREE to write a letter to State, Provincial, and Federal Officials, and the Midwest Legislators Conference that
		 highlights:
		That International Legislators’ Forum Delegates are available to participate in Canadian /United States Trade Missions;
oo The uniqueness of the International Legislators’ Forum;
oo The strong and mutually beneficial trade relationships between Canada and the United States and the
benefit to both countries and the International Legislators’ Forum’s jurisdictions in continuing those
relationships;
oo Encouragement of Federal Officials and Agencies in both countries to focus on enhancing fair trade, open
and transparent communications between the countries, and to define the end goals;
oo That the lengthy uncertainty in trade discussions harms people and jurisdictions;
oo That posturing needs to be avoided because it is dangerous, unproductive, and negatively impacts
businesses in the International Legislators’ Forum’s jurisdictions’;
oo That the United States and Canada coordinate their targeting of countries that practice unfair trade practices;
oo That the trade agreements between the two countries should be comprehensively beneficial solutions; and
oo The recognition of the history, complexity, and broad impacts of trade between Canada and the United States.

W W W. A G R E E . O R G
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ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITTING AND REVIEW
Conclusions and Recommendations:

The delegates of the 2018 International Legislators’ Forum:
•	
AGREE that environmental regulations’ intent is to protect the International Legislators’ Forum’s jurisdictions’ people
and to increase the sustainability of their industry;
•	
RECOGNIZE the positive impact of environmental protections to human safety and health; and
•	AGREE that environmental regulation has led to cleaner air and water since their passage into law;
• AGREE that environmental regulations can be redundant and contradictory;
•	
AGREE that protracted environmental permitting and review can negatively impact the development of business
opportunities within the jurisdictions;
• AGREE that environmental remediations can be costly to implement for smaller and less populous political
		 subdivisions;
• RECOGNIZE the need to balance between protecting human health and safety and business; and
• RECOMMEND the jurisdictions develop mechanisms that address the costs of environmental regulations’ remediations
		 for political subdivisions; and
• RECOMMEND that the jurisdictions balance regulation and deregulation to protect human safety, human health, and
		 the environment.

WRAP-UP

The Steering Committee members, the Minnesota host delegation, sponsors, Canadian and U.S. Consuls and their staff, the
staff at Giants Ridge, and the many others who assisted in planning and presenting at the 2018 International Legislators’
Forum were identified and thanked. Participants were asked to complete and submit evaluation forms, including 2019 ILF
topic ideas.

ADJOURNMENT

Participants were advised that:
• The 2019 International Legislators’ Forum will be hosted by South Dakota.
• The Steering Committee will meet in September to begin planning the 2019 ILF.
The 2018 International Legislators’ Forum adjourned with a wish to all for safe travels and an enjoyable and productive
remainder of the summer.
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Achievements of the International
Legislators’ Forum (ILF) 2001–2017
Following is an abbreviated listing of some of the achievements
and actions identified and approved by the delegates during
the past 17 International Legislators’ Forums.
• S
 ecured a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) from
respective legislative leaders in all four jurisdictions to
continue the annual meetings.
• L
 earned about differences in structure and process in the
respective states and provinces.
• L
 earned that the delegates share many of the same issues
and values and wish to learn more from each other about best
practices for addressing them together.
•	Interacted annually with the Canadian Consul General, based
in Minneapolis, and the US Consul and Principal Officer in
Winnipeg, both of whom have been significant supporters of
the ILF efforts.
•	Shared information and agreements reached at the ILF
meetings with the federal governments in both countries
through the respective Consuls.
•	Sponsored and helped initiate what became “2Nation
Tours,” involving the travel and tourism agencies of all four
jurisdictions.
•	Supported the Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program
(CREP), especially in the states because it is aimed at enhancing
the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) in the US.
• S
 upported the establishment of a 600-mile “Greenway”
from the source of the Red River and on its tributaries to its
termination in Lake Winnipeg. The efforts to develop it have
expanded and continue today.
•	Supported the Prairie Public Television/Radio “River Watch”
program, which was linked to the Greenway and other flood
control and mitigation efforts throughout the region and
helped to secure multiple years of funding for that program,
as well as the Greenway, from the Otto Bremer Foundation.
•	Discussed mutual water quality issues and the many water
quality problems that are shared among the jurisdictions and
agreed that it will be essential to work together to address
those issues.
•	Advanced the discussion about the enhancement of renewable
fuels and energy transmission capacity in the region, which
was responsible, in significant part, for the work done by the
Great Plains Institute (GPI), Powering the Plains (PTP) process
and the work of the Midwest Governors Association.
•	Encouraged agricultural harmonization legislation and
regulation at the national levels in both countries and
contacted the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and
the Canadian Pest Management Regulatory Agency (PMRA) in
support of the work of the Agriculture Harmonization Working
Group and broadening, expediting and prioritizing that work.

•	Supported pilot projects for pesticide labeling applicable
across US and Canadian borders - now applied to 3 pesticides.
•	Authored letters of support to appropriate agencies in the
US and Canadian federal governments to encourage the
adoption of a regional inter-jurisdictional action process in
case of disease outbreak to ensure the containment and quick
eradication of these outbreaks in the region. These included
handling food safety and security in an economical and
efficient manner by using inter-jurisdictional expertise and
scientific technology and brought responsible agency people
from all four jurisdictions together between several annual ILF
meetings to begin their work together in this area.
•	Supported an emergency management mutual aid agreement
and emergency management experts working together across
borders.
•	Facilitated a meeting of the three Attorneys General
and the Justice Minister to provide updates on interjurisdictional criminal justice issues, progress on dealing with
methamphetamine, and to sign an agreement to develop a
cross-border “Amber Alert” system assuring quick, coordinated
service in the event of child abductions.
•	Supported inter-jurisdictional sharing of best practices in
“healthy living.”
•	Supported greater rural access to medicine to ensure access
to appropriate health care for all citizens in the region.
•	Encouraged the public and private sectors in this region to
work together to enhance broadband technology and other
infrastructure, especially in rural areas.
•	Supported a regional effort to enhance rural and community
development, beyond simply economic development and
including support for immigration.
•	Contacted and requested that the Department of Homeland
Security, other relevant agencies and states’ Congressional
offices ensure border crossings for citizens in the US and
Canada remain as seamless as possible. Emphasizing the
belief that the two countries share so much in terms of history,
culture, mutual relations and issues that: “Whatever decisions
are made with regard to implementation (of cross-border
identification requirements), there needs to be sufficient time
to develop a thorough, comprehensive and accurate costbenefit analysis of all proposed solutions; sufficient time to
implement the regulations; and sufficient time to ensure that
all privacy concerns are adequately addressed. Finally, the
regulations need to be affordable by states and provinces
and their citizens.” The delegates share a belief that their
input has had a significant impact on achieving the delay
and reconsideration of many border-crossing identification
regulations.
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•	Recommended the development of mutually supportive
research and development initiatives and agreements that
would clarify and enhance collaborative efforts.
 greed that water issues relative to the Red and Missouri
• A
Rivers be considered and addressed from a “basin-wide”
perspective.
•	Acknowledged and supported trade and border policies
that foster cooperation, coordination, collaboration and are
efficient, effective and economical.
•	Supported a forward-looking process to assess and address
infrastructure (including digital and broadband) needs
throughout the region.
•	Recommended a comprehensive review of existing highway
transportation regulations and needs; and supported the
development of consistent, comprehensive region-wide
guidelines.
• S
 upported collaborative efforts to identify and address the
threat of invasive species in the region.
• R
 ecommended the adoption and integration of education/
training and immigration policies that support the region’s
workforce needs.
•	Developed a set of general principles regarding energy
development and related policies.
•	Recognized the interconnection and logic of dealing with
water issues on a basin-wide level and supported cooperative,
coordinated and collaborative basin-wide and basin-to-basin
efforts.
•	Recognized the growing value and importance of the Missouri
River, it’s impact on the regional economies and supported
the need for a proactive, collaborate plan for its responsible
management that incorporates jurisdictional assessments, full
stakeholder involvement, and a solution-orientated approach.
 ecognized the efforts and investments being made by the rail
• R
industry to maintain, expand and improve the infrastructure
and enhance safety and encouraged the continuation of an
aggressive program of investment and improvement.
•	Acknowledged the research-based value of early childhood
development programs and investments and their positive
effect upon workforce development and a broad range of
societal and economic factors while supporting jurisdictional
autonomy in program and service development.
•	Commended the thorough and coordinated presentation on
aquatic invasive species and the leveraging of expertise from
all of the jurisdictions.
•	Recommended the coordinated harmonization of messaging,
rules, symbols, and public education between jurisdictions to
increase the impact of existing aquatic invasive species control
programs.
•	Recognized the dramatic negative economic, environmental,
and social impacts of aquatic invasive species on the ILF
jurisdictions.

•	Supported and Encouraged increasing youth education
and outreach by agencies involved in aquatic invasive species
controls within the jurisdictions, through jurisdictional
education channels such as Project Learning Tree.
•	Agreed that human trafficking is a heinous and serious crime
and a violation of basic human rights.
•	Recognized the need to address victim and service provider
confidentiality within the jurisdictions.
• R
 ecognized the importance of training for law enforcement
and service providers in the recognition and identification of
high risk and trafficked victims.
• R
 ecognized the importance of communicating between
jurisdictions by law enforcement and service providers about
human trafficking victims and perpetrators.
• S
 upported the passage of inter-jurisdictional safe harbor laws
similar to the Uniform Law Commission Model Legislation.
•	Recognized the need for balanced education and research of
genetically modified organisms.
• A
 greed that genetic modification is an extremely powerful
tool for agricultural, commercial, and industrial uses.
• Agreed that Subsurface Water Management laws and
regulations need to align with data driven information.
• Agreed that surface and subsurface water considerations
need to be part of a comprehensive plan to create a functioning
system.
• Agreed that increasing public awareness of surface and
subsurface water management tools is important.
• Agreed that a comprehensive training program for decisionmakers and the public about subsurface water management is
needed.
• Agreed that drain tile considerations need to address other
aspects of water management, such as water quality.
• Recognized drug abuse and behavioral health as drivers of
the increase in prison populations;
• Supported using evidence-based practices and policies to
address behavioral health issues and the causes of drug abuse.
• Recognized that the local cost impacts of criminal
justice systems and corrections need to be addressed by the
jurisdictions.
• Recognized the need for a diversified energy portfolio.
• Recognized that energy needs to be affordable and reliable.
• Agreed that the jurisdictions need to work together to
address the complexities in the energy transmission system.
• Recognized that alternative energies will be the driver of
the energy economy in the future.

•	Urged all jurisdictional aquatic invasive species control officials
to increase jurisdictional coordination and cooperation.
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International Legislators’ Forum (ILF)
Annual Highlights/Focus
The annual meetings of the International Legislators’ Forum have addressed these issues:
MN 2002 – Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) among
legislative leaders in the four jurisdictions to meet annually
and provide substantial support for Conservation Reserve
Enhancement Programs (and analogous programs in Canada)
in order to address flooding, drought and water quality issues.
SD 2003 – Establishment of a regional renewable fuels
working group called Powering the Plains (PTP) and
beginning efforts to bring emergency management officials
from the four jurisdictions together to enhance cooperation
and coordination across borders.
ND 2004 – Beginning of significant efforts to study
methamphetamine and pharmaceutical issues across
borders in order to address addiction issues and alternatives
to incarceration.
MB 2005 – Building on the agreements to address
methamphetamine issues across borders, broadened the
discussion to include collaboratively addressing all interjurisdictional criminal justice issues.
MN 2006 – Emphasized the importance of basing water
related public policy issues on sound science. Supported
the efforts of the four jurisdictions’ Attorneys General to
address methamphetamine and criminal justice issues and
their signing of an inter-jurisdictional Amber Alert MOU to
enhance mobilization in the case of child abduction.
SD 2007 – Provided broad support for the Regional Energy
Roadmap that had been developed by the PTP participants,
supported the enhancement of broadband technology,
especially in rural areas of the four jurisdictions and expressed
significant concerns to the US Department of Homeland
Security and other relevant US and Canadian entities about the
implementation of the Western Hemisphere Travel Initiative
(WHTI).
ND 2008 – Highlighted issues related to rural community
development, health and infrastructure issues, including
the need for further enhancement of broadband technology
in the region and continued the ongoing discussions
of water (LIDAR mapping), energy and cross-border
identification issues.

MN 2010 – Discussions centered on water issues in the Red
River basin and included recommendations and requests from
the Red River Basin Commission regarding management,
impoundment, retention and diversion. Energy, commerce,
border security and the media were also highlighted.
SD 2011 – In addition to updates and discussion on the
developments in the Red River Basin, the focus of the Forum
was on research and development efforts within the four
jurisdictions and the existing and potential opportunities for
collaborative initiatives.
ND 2012 – The Forum focused on energy (integrated
regulations); water (basin-wide collaboration); and trade
(coordination and harmonization of regulations and policies).
MB 2013 – Delegates addressed the existing economic
relationships throughout the region and explored options to
support and expand opportunities to leverage the regional and
cross-border relationships to strengthen the economic future
of all the jurisdictions. Additionally, the delegates outlined a
set of general principles regarding energy development and
related policies.
MN 2014 – Members of the delegation, guests and sponsors
participated in a variety of agricultural-related presentations,
demonstrations and activities that provided an overview of the
historical aspects of the agricultural industry, its current role
in the region and nation, the use of current and developing
technologies, and the ever increasing demands to supply food
for the world’s growing population.
SD 2015 – Delegates addressed the issues of infrastructure
and regulation of highways and railways, models and efforts
to address current and future workforce needs, and updates,
regulations and initiatives in the Missouri River Basin.
ND 2016 – Delegates addressed genetically modified
organisms and their impacts; aquatic invasive species; and
human trafficking.
MB 2017 – Delegates received information on Farmland Use
of Drain Tile, Criminal Justice Reform and Reinvestments, and
Alternative Energy and Energy Systems.

MB 2009 – While specifically focusing on Lake Winnipeg,
the delegates developed agreements to address regional water
quality and quantity issues, regional energy issues and crossborder security, identification and tourism.

W W W. A G R E E . O R G
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SILVER LEVEL
sponsor
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Bronze LEVEL
Sponsor

Bronze LEVEL

Bronze LEVEL

Sponsor

Sponsor
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IRON MINING
Defining Northern Minnesota
for more than 130 years

Providing good jobs • Working together
Protecting the environment
Learn more at IronOreAlliance.com
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Thank you

A number of individuals, agencies, groups, businesses and organizations provided assistance, sponsorship
and expertise to support the many aspects and components of the 2018 International Legislators’ Forum.
Although it is not possible to identify everyone, the Steering Committee would like to express their sincere
gratitude and appreciation to everyone who provided support and assistance in so many ways.
They helped to make this year’s Forum a reality and a success.

2018 International Legislators’ Forum
Sponsors & Supporters:

A special thanks to all of our planning group partners, the presenters and their staffs, who shared so graciously
Aand
special
thanks
all expertise
of our planning
group partners,
the took
presenters
andtheir
theirvery
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who
shared sotograciously
patiently
of to
their
and knowledge,
and who
time from
busy
schedules
assist in
and patiently of their
expertise
and
knowledge,
and
who
took
time
from
their
very
busy
schedules
to assist in
planning, preparing, developing and providing information and materials.
planning, preparing, developing and providing information and materials.
Faciliated by: Consensus Council, Inc.
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