
MINUTES 

MONTANA SENATE 
52nd LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION 

COMMITTEE ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

Call to Order: By Chairman Esther Bengtson, on January 29, 1991, 
at 1:01 p.m. 

ROLL CALL 

Members Present: 
Esther Bengtson, Chairman (D) 
Eleanor Vaughn, Vice Chairman (D) 
Thomas Beck (R) 
Dorothy Eck (D) 
H.W. Hammond (R) 
Ethel Harding (R) 
John Jr. Kennedy (D) 
Gene Thayer (R) 
Mignon Waterman (0 

Members Excused: none 

Staff Present: Connie Erickson (Legislative Council). 

Please Note: These are summary minutes. Testimony and 
discussion are paraphrased and condensed. 

Announcements/Discussion: Vice-Chairman Eleanor Vaughn took ove'r 
the meeting, so Senator Bengtson could present her bill. 

HEARING ON SB-I08 

Presentation and Qpening Statement by Sponsor: Senator Esther 
Bengtson, District 49, stated that she introduced this bill on 
behalf of the Montana Water Resources Association. After the 
1989 Legislative session there was interest in updating the 
irrigation laws. This bill will make a minor change in the law to 
make it easier for .irrigation districts to live within the law. 
This bill changes one part of the law, by simply providing an 
alternative method for elections, which relates to the economics 
of election and the general nature of the election process for 
all irrigation districts. 
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Proponents' Testimony: Dueane Calvin, Manager, Huntley Project 
Irrigation District, and also Chairman, Montana Water Resources 
Association (MWRA). The MWRA supports this bill. (Exhibit 1) 

Mike Stephens, Clerk and Recorders, we support this bill. 

Senator Vaughn presented a letter of support from Betty T. Lund, 
Ravalli County Clerk and Recorder. (Exhibit #2) 

Senator Harding presented a letter of support from Charlotte L 
Weldon, Election Administrator, Polson, Montana. (Exhibit #3) 

Opponents' Testimony: none 

Questions From Committee Members: 
Senator Thayer questioned the wording on Page 2, line 10, that 
"ballots may not be cast" is correct? Mr Calvin stated that if 
it would be considered election by acclamation. C. Erickson 
stated that it could be amended to read "no written ballots need 
not be cast". 

Senator Eck asked what code was referred to on Page 1, line IS? 
Mr. Calvin said that 13-1-401 refers to the law stating that the 
board of commissioners or the election administrator can declare 
that there is no need for an election. Because of the law in 
earlier section 1, this is not required, a petition may be 
submitted or write-in candidates. Those are the two alternatives 
that we have under the election laws. Senator Eck asked if that 
was Section 1, part a & b? Mr. Calvin said it was 2a, 13-1-401 
that refer the option of holding an election at their annual 
meeting. Senator Eck said she saw no problem with this. 

Senator Hammond asked if some irrigation districts have weighted 
votes? And does casting of weighted votes pertain to election of 
officers? Mr. Calvin said that the election process in an 
irrigation district is that the owners or land holders vote the 
water-righted acreage only, no matter the issue. It is not a one 
person, one vote. Mr. Calvin said that under current law, the 
only time there is a required number of votes, is when the issue 
involves contracts with the United States or the state of 
Montana. Any other issues are a simple majority of the votes 
cast. The reluctance of people to run for office because it is a 
year round job that requires too much time away from their 
private business. Those that are interested and receive a 
majority of the votes cast will be elected. 
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Senator Hammond, again, wanted it clarified, that it was the 
votes of the majority of the acreage? Mr. Calvin restated that 
it was the majority of the votes cast. Mr. Calvin has been in 
the irrigation business for 18 years, and the largest attendance 
at an annual meeting was approximately 100 people, representing 
about 15,000 out of 27,000 acres. Most meetings have about 30-35 
members, representing 20% of the acreage. Senator Hammond was 
concerned with attempts to do away with the voted weight based on 
acreage. Mr. Calvin said they support the acreage vote because 
that's the tax base. The only time this would be enacted is if 
they have one person running for commissioner, and the write-in 
time of 15 days is passed, then they can take nominations from 
the floor. Right now, no one can stand up and nominate, and have 
the candidate declare his ability to serve or not. This is no 
change of the number of ballots or the way they are cast. 
Senator Hammond asked if weighted votes are considered if there 
is going to be a policy change? Mr. Calvin said yes, but it is a 
simple majority.of the weighted votes that are cast, not the 
total weighted votes available. When the United States or the 
state of Montana are concerned, the balloting process requires 
50% of the voters representing 50% of the acreage to pass. If it 
is the petition process it requires 60% of the voters 
representing 60% of the acreage to pass. These are the only two 
processes that the law requires a specific number of voters to 
pass an issue. 

Senator Eck felt it still appears to be a problem with a write-in 
candidate, and whether or not that person will or will not serve. 
Mr. Calvin stated that Section 1, Part 2b, it says that elections 
will be held according 13-1-401, which is the annual meeting. 
The district may accept nominations from the floor, or write on 
the ballots whom they wish to vote for. Most circumstances with 
no name on the ballot, the best thing is to nominate from the 
floor, where that person can accept or not. Then they can be 
written in, or elected by acclamation if they are the only 
nomination. Senator Eck said that there still might be the 
problem of not having that person there at the meeting that 
represents the voters interest. If there are real controversial 
issues she supposed that there would be more than one candidate. 

Closing by Sponsor: Senator Bengtson closed by stating we are 
trying to simplify irrigation law with this bill, and she asked 
the committee to support SB-l08 with a Do Pass. 

HEARING ON SB-126 

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor: Senator Greg 
Aklestad, District 6, stated that this bill makes local elections 
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nonpartisan if they choose to conduct them this way. Most people 
at the local level, vote for the person not the party 
affiliation. In his district they have a maze of representation 
by the parties. Within counties there are Republicans and 
Democrats sitting on the commission for example. Senator 
Aklestad feels nonpartisan elections will encourage more people 
to run, who do not want to be affiliated with a certain party. 
Most people are not active in the political process, but some 
might get involved if they did not have to deal with the two 
party politics. Will the political parties oppose this bill? 
Senator Aklestad said he feels a vast majority of people will 
agree to have nonpartisan elections at the local level. 
Legislation should be passed that makes it easier for the vast 
majority of people to participate in our election system. The 
procedure of the bill has an effective date of January 1, 1992. 
This was done on purpose to offset those entities that are 
already political and desire to remain that way, can do so by 
having a referendum put on their regular ballot stating they want 
to remain partisan. If they do not indicate this fall, then in 
January 1992 would become nonpartisan. Any locality wanting to 
be nonpartisan after 1992 could do so by referendum. Localities 
can go back and forth by casting votes on referendums. 
Currently, every 10 years they can choose to change. This would 
allow people at the local level to change when they want. 

Proponents' Testimony: none 

Opponents' Testimony: Bruce Nelson, Chairman, Montana Democratic 
Party, and he said the MDP opposes this bill for three reasons. 
#1. There is a difference between Republicans, Democrats, and 
Independents. This extends to people at the local level. Even 
if the race is a nonpartisan election, the candidates will 
conduct themselves as a Republican, Democrat or Independent once 
they are elected. #2. Because people are Republicans, Democrats 
or Independents, and act this way once elected, the voters have 
the right to know what they can expect from these candidates once 
they are elected. To insure that, and is tradition, is to have 
people run by party. We think it is important to continue to let 
voters know ahead time what they can expect out of their elected 
officials. #3. Our system does now accommodate people who do not 
want to choose between the Democrat and Republican party by 
allowing them to run as Independents. We are not eliminating the 
possibility for people who don't want to choose, to be run as 
candidates. With these three reasons, the MDP asked the 
committee to leave the system alone, and vote for a Do Not Pass 
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Linda Stoll-Anderson, County Commissioner, Lewis and Clark 
County, and also, Precinct Committee Chair for the Democratic 
Party. If this bill had been offered 10 years ago, she may have 
supported it, but in the last ten years in the Democratic Party, 
there has been a greater emphasis on the platform with respect to 
local government issues. Because of this, voters know where the 
candidate stands according to the party platform. It gives 
guidance on issues like taxation. Voters have an idea of what to 
expect, and she would urge the committee to oppose this bill. 

Gordon Morris, Executive Director, Montana Association of 
Counties, MACo, asked to put on record as a "no-ponent". He did 
have a technical element in the bill that needs to be rectified. 
Page 7, Section 9, line 9-16 that Mr. Morris said refers to home 
rule counties, or charter counties, that allows them to elect to 
be partisan or not. The new language on Page 8, mandates the 
negates the authority of charter process to select nonpartisan 
or partisan by making them nonpartisan unless voted on by 
referendum. In the 1984 review process, seve~al nonpartisan 
elections are held, but others that have a charter and retained 
partisan election would have to vote by referendum to keep that 
system. He suggested that Section 9 entirely from the bill. 
Alec Hanson, Montana League of Cities and Towns, MLCT, and we 
oppose this bill on behalf of the few cities that continue to 
have nonpartisan elections: Anaconda, Missoula, ,Havre, Chinook, 
and some smaller ones. In most cases the decision of the type of 
election was made by the electorate during the voter review 
process. We think their decision made at that time, should 
stand. They should not be told that they were wrong. One 
amendment to this bill would make it acceptable to MLCT, and it 
would be, that if a city, town, or consolidated government chose 
to have a particular type of election by a vote of the people, 
that the vote of the people would stand. It does not always work 
that way, in Butte, the majority of the Democratic party decided 
to have nonpartisan elections and it passed. Other cities that 
have partisan elections want to continue, and this bill could be 
amended to allow those voted decision to stand, then we would 
have no further problems with this bill. 

Gene Vuchovich, City/County Manager, Anaconda/Deer Lodge County, 
and he neither supports or opposes this bill, but he supports 
Alec Hanson's testimony. Anaconda/Deer Lodge has already chosen 
the nonpartisan form of election and wish not to be put through 
the added expense of having to go through the ballot this fall. 
We hope you will consider Alec Hanson's amendment. 
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Senator Vaughn had a letter of opposition to SB-126 from the 
Montana State AFL-CIO". (Exhibit #4). 

Questions From Committee Members: 
Senator Waterman asked why Senator Aklestad chose the method he 
did. Voters can currently do it under the review process, so why 
did he not just add the ability to do this by initiative, rather 
than making everyone switch or go through the initiative. 
S~nator Aklestad said the review process could be amended to make 
the 10 years shorter, but it was his impression that the majority 
of people would rather be nonpartisan. S"o this bill has support 
from the general public, and this requires less people to go 
through the election process to become nonpartisan. Senator 
Waterman said that if people feels strongly about this they 
should go through the initiative process to make the change. 

Senator Eck stated that it depends on what voters you talk to. 
She said that many people want to know party affiliation. The 
earlier bill about the irrigation district stated that they have 
a problem finding candidates to run. The political parties hunt 
for good candidates. Many people decide to run because they have 
the backing of the people in the party. Senator Aklestad said 
that he felt more people would run if they did not have to 
identify with one of the parties. Senator Eck asked who would 
contact them, and encourage them to run? Senator Aklestad said 
the same people who that are interested in the system that 
contact you now. It is not always the central committee of the 
two parties that get people to run. The central committees take 
more credit than they deserve for the action they put out. 
Senator Aklestad said that the people that ask him what party he 
represents are 99% of the time to the far left or right of the 
political viewpoint. 

Senator Vaughn stated that the process is set on the two party 
system. The support and affiliation from the parties is still 
wanted by the people in the local elections. Those people 
running get support from the parties to help with their expenses, 
program, and to answer question, and people want to know if that 
candidate is going to support their interests. From her stand 
point, people can run independent if they want, but most people 
want the two party system. 

Senator Kennedy asked what problem is there in the present 
system? Senator Aklestad said that the time factor of 10 years 
is too much time. Also, people that are not as politically 
minded, do not have time to expend changing the system. 
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Senator Thayer asked Linda Stoll-Anderson if she really felt 
people at the local level are aware of the National Party 
Platform? Ms. Stoll-Anderson said that many people do not know 
all the planks, but a single issue is the sales tax. Local 
government has been reduced to local option sales tax. She was 
not implying that the electorate knows all the planks, most 
candidates do not know all the National Party planks. 

Senator Kennedy asked what happens if in a nonpartisan election 
there are 15 people running? The bill says that local government 
can decide to if a primary is necessary in 13-115. Senator 
Aklestad said that the statue is complicated, but that Gordon 
Morris could explain. Mr. Morris said that C. Erickson pointed 
out the statue. Typically you conduct a primary and then a 
subsequent run-off election. Three or four candidates are 
narrowed down to two who run in the run-off election. This is 
how nonpartisan elections are conducted under state law. 

Senator Thayer asked Senator Aklestad if he thought more people 
would file for public office if the elections were nonpartisan? 
Senator Aklestad said definitely yes, and that the majority of 
people would rather not identify with either party. 

Senator Beck asked if Senator Aklestad if at the local level, the 
county commissioner for example, are administrative area of the 
state laws, and they should base their administration on the 
political party? Senator Aklestad' said that most local officials 
do not pay much attention to one party or the other. Most 
officials act in a nonpartisan manner. 

Senator Hammond asked if Senator Aklestad felt that there was 
less concern for the political parties in rural areas than in 
urban one. Senator Aklestad was not sure. Senator Hammond asked 
if people might file with the party that they feel is stronger in 
one area? . 

Senator Bengtson stated that most local duties are not political, 
and that candidates try to get the support of Democrats and 
Republicans by campaigning as fair and even minded about the 
issues. Doesn't this problem take care of its self, and aren't 
you misjudging the public because most people are not elected 
because they are Democrat, Republican or Independent? Senator 
Aklestad said that he thinks most people elect the best person, 
and so nonpartisan elections would have more qualified people to 
run. Senator Bengtson asked what happens to the political party? 
Senator Aklestad said that there would not be a great affect on 
the central committee. Senator Bengtson asked Senator Aklestad 
if he believed in political parties? He said yes. Senator 
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Bengtson asked if he thought they were a healthy, dynamic force 
in our system? Senator Aklestad said that they take too much 
credit and adds to much to the system for what it does. 

Senator Thayer asked if school board elections are set by law to 
be nonpartisan? Senator Aklestad said yes they are set by law. 

Closing by Sponsor: Senator Aklestad closed by addressing the 
remarks of several opponents to the bill. People that have been 
nonpartisan will just reaffirm that. There will be no major cost 
factor because it is just placed on the ballot. Political 
parties are taking credit for our Legislators vote, but most of 
us here, vote philosophy that demonstrates the desire and wishes 
of our constituents. This bill would give the public the easiest 
avenue to participate in the governing process. Senator Aklestad 
asked the committee to Do Pass on SB-126, and let the Senate 
floor discuss this and voice their opinions. 

Senator Bengtson turned the committee over to Senator Vaughn, 
again. 

HEARING ON SB-l07 

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor: Senator Bengtson, 
District 49, carried this bill on behalf of the Yellowstone 
County Commissioners. This bill looks like it adds $10,000 for a 
study, but that's not really what happens. Every 10 years, local 
government can elect to have a review and a study commission. 
They finance this study by a mil 1 mill levy in excess of all 
other mills. Yellowstone County can raise $185,000 for one year, 
and this is a deterrent for any local government to want to levy 
that kind of a mill for a study commission. In 1994 there is 
another local review, and the Yellowstone County Commissioners 
suggested this language, "or $10,000, which ever is less". They 
can levy a mill, but only collect money up to $10,000. This is a 
cost saving me~sure. 

Proponents' Testimony: Kay Foster, Billings Area Chamber of 
Commerce, spoke in support of the bill for the Yellowstone County 
Commissioners. Mike Matthew was unable to make it to Helena. 
This is a very easy bill. This makes it possible to have a study 
commission without having to levy a mill for $185,000. Section 
1, Part. 2a, states that it will be 1 mill or $10,000, whichever 
is less. In some counties, 1 mill will not raise $10,000, so the 
bill gives them the option under Section 1, Part 3c, that local 
government may in its discretion provide additional funds and 
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Gordon Morris, MACo, said this bill is not just for Yellowstone 
County, but MACo had a similar bill in 1985 that had a different 
amount in it dealing with line 17. Currently 19 counties whose 
taxable value is less than $10,000. Under the current law they 
would get exactly the amount of the mill for their study. They 
get no less under this bill, but have the option, under Section 
1, Part 3c to provide additional funds and other assistance. 
There are 37 other counties that will get less than their mill 
would raise. (Exhibit #5) With this bill, 19 counties will get 
no less than their mill would raise, and in those 37 counties 
the taxpayers will be saved an unnecessary tax burden. MACo 
supports this bill and recommends a Do Pass on SB-I07. 

Alec Hanson, MLCT, supports this bill. This is just another 
example of the wealth and destitution of counties in the state. 
The last study done by Rosebud County raised $250,000. They 
could have sent the study commission on the road to help the 
entire state. Up in Nashua, a 1 mill levy will raise $79. This 
is a good bill. If additional money is needed, local government 
can provided according to this bill, and places like Nashua will 
probably need it. In the Butte-Silver Bow consolidation that 
took from 1927-1977, and certainly took more than $10,000. We 
support this bill and recommend a Do Pass on SB-I07 

Opponents' Testimony: none 

Questions From Committee Members: 
Senator Eck asked Gordon Morris about line 16-18, does every 
county have the discretion of levying 1 mill if its over $10,000? 
Mr. Morris said that they can levy 1 mill or 110,000, whichever 
is less. This language in regard to 1-105 that this law takes 
precedence over 1-105 and this 1 mill levy would not count as to 
property tax freeze. Senator Eck thought this was still 
confusing. 

Senator Thayer had two problems with the language. The 
discretion to authorize 1 mill which can raise $79 in Nashua or 
$10,000, and that would be a problem for Nashua to come up with 
that amount. In that same section, line 14, you have to levy 1 
mill or the $10,000 for each fiscal year the study is in 
existence. What if its in existence for 10 years? Mr. Morris 
said the study commission law that we're dealing with here, will 
be on the ballot in 1994 asking the question of the voters 
whether they want a study commission. If they vote fora study 
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commission, it would run from 1994-1996, its only 2 years, and it 
would receive $10,000jyear or the 1 mill whichever is less. 
Senator Thayer felt that the bill has built in a rigid situation, 
either levy a 1 mill or $10,000. Why not include 1 mill or "up 
to $10,000. Mr. Morris said the bill states which ever is less. 
Senator Thayer stated that $79-$1200 isn't enough for a study. 
Maybe they would like levy $2500. Mr. Morris said that Mr. 
Hanson pointed out the flexibility on Page 2, Section lc, that 
local government can provide additional funds. Kay Foster also 
added that this is voted on by the people and so the wording 
"shall" is used. If the word is "may" then it leaves the 
governing body to decide whether they will adequately fund the 
study. If there has been an election that has stated the voters 
want a study, then there is the feeling that there shall be some 
appropriation to fund it. County Commissioners can not just say 
that they will fund up to a certain amount. 

Senator Hammond asked how many counties voted for a study in 
1984? Mr. Morris said that 26 counties voted for the study. 
Only 2 of the 26 did the study. Mr. Hanson told the committee 
that the local government organization at MSU has published a 
book on local government study commissions. He will get a copy 
of this to the committee because it has many of these types of 
answers in it. 

Senator Thayer asked Mr. Morris if there is a problem is saying 
that you can levy a 1 mill or levy $10,000? Mr. Morris asked if 
Senator Thayer was suggesting that line 17 be amended the 
equivalent of $10,000? Senator Thayer wants it to read 1 mill or 
"up to $10,000. The max would be $10,000. Then Page 2, Section 
lc is not needed. Mr. Morris said that would make those 19 
counties, whose taxable ~alue is less than $10,000, would have to 
increase the taxpayer obligation to fund the study commission, 
when they may not wish too. You've eliminated the discretion up 
to $10,000. In Nashua, $79 might be sufficient, subject to the 
discretion of local council to provide additional funding, you've 
eliminated that because you would require them to give them 
$10,000. 

Senator Bengtson asked Senator Thayer is he wanted to change the 
intent of the bill? Senator Thayer said he thought the bill had 
a contradiction. The discretion to give additional money 
contradicts the two choices stated before. Senator Bengtson said 
that the first two choices are "shall" and the additional funds 
are "may". If they don't get enough money from the mandatory 
mill levy, then they may do something else. 

Senator Waterman asked if the voters want a study, but possibly 
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the commission is not in favor, they would under-fund so that the 
study would not succeed? Mrs. Foster said that this allows good 
budgeting procedure. She said the problem with wording "1 mill 
or up to $10,000, is that they could fund $2 at the discretion of 
the governing body. There should be some mandatory expenditure 
if the voters have approved a commission study. 
Senator Hammond said that he understood Senator Thayer's concern. 
In Nashua, 3 mills would have to be levied, and people would not 
go for that. Senator Waterman stated that 2c would then allow 
the mills to be levied. Senator Hammond corrected her that it 
would have to be other monies. But Senator Bengtson said they 
could levy more mills if they wanted. 

Senator Eck said she could see the problems small counties and 
towns would have, but larger communities have previously needed 
more money to study the options by going to workshops, etc. But 
now that has been done, and in a sense, a study commission that 
runs cheap will be better accepted than a commission that spends 
lots of money. The local governing body will have a better 
relationship with the commission because the study commission 
will have to rely on the local officials for funding. The study 
commission will not be seen as such a threat, as has been in the 
past. This way, $10,000 is the maximum required, even in large 
counties, and if they want to do something major, they will have 
to get out and beat the pavement to find other money. 

Closing by Sponsor: Senator Bengtson had no further comments. 

The committee will take Executive Action on SB-79, SB-I08, SB-
126, and SB-I07 on Thursday, January 31, 1991. S8-102 and the 
amendments are still being worked on. The new meeting time 
Thursday is 3:00 P.M. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Adjournment At: 2:37 p.m. 

Chairman 

EB/jic 
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L 
ROLL CALL 

SENATE LOCAL GOVERNMENTCOMMITTEE 

~ LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

NAME PRESENT ABSENT EXCUSED 

Senator Beck 'i 

Senator Bengtson Y.. 

Senator Eck y. 
'\ 

Hammond " X Senator 

Senator Harding X 

Senator Kennedy X 

Senator Thayer X. 

Senator Vaughn )( 

Senator Waterman X 
C~ &..t.('~ X 

I 

Each day attach to minutes. 



SENATE LOCAL GOvr. COMM. 
EXHIBIT No._~/:.....-___ _ 

OATL._ /-~: -: (? 
Bill NO. 5e-LO~ 

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

S.B. #108 

By: Dueane Calvin, for the Montana Water Resources Association, 
January 29, 1991. 

As was earlier indicated by Senator Bengston, this legislation 

is part of an ongoing effort by the MWRA to review and update Title 

85. 

Briefly in the law irrigation districts are a "Special Class", 

this categorization relates to their taxing authority. 

However, this reference inadvertently applies to other aspects 

of irrigation districts and primarily relates to the reluctance of 

landholders to become involved in board participation. In some 

instances this reluctance of landholders to participate virtually 

necessitates the implementation of conscription to get a qualified 

candidate to run for the office of commissioner. Therefore, in 

almost every instance there is only one candidate for each vacancy 

on the board. The exception to this circumstance being when there 

is some local issue of a controversial nature that requires 

resolution, then there may be two or more candidates ready to step 

foreword. Otherwise, if ~ candidate steps foreword of their own 

volition they are, with few exceptions, readily accepted by the 

electorate. 

Declared wri te-in candidates are permissible under the law and 

this option will not be removed or circumvented by the alternative 

action permitted by this legislation. However, it must be 

recognized that undeclared "write-in" candidates are not always the 

proud or willing recipients of such an honor and therefore may be 

unwill ing to serve. The "floor nomination" process will then 

provide the landholders a greater degree of freedom in determining 

how a prospective candidate may view his selection. The conduct 

their business and primarily the selection of candidates for the 

office of commissioner will in all probability be more orderly and 

business-like. 



Another aspect of this legislation is that it will be 

economically beneficial to many of the smaller district in that 

they will not be required to pursue the balloting process when it 

is clearly not require due to the limi ted slate of candidates. 

Without exception and whether the election is conducted in 

conjunction with a school district or at the irrigation district's 

annual meeting the cost of an election will be between $300 and 

$500 per each. Although this cost does not appear to substantial, 

it is in any case, an expense that many smaller and even some 

larger districts would like to avoid in these economic times. 

The MWRA therefore desires to go on record, before this 

committee, as supporting this legislation. 



WITNESS STATEMENT 

SENATE LOCAL GOVT. COMM .. 
EXHl3fT rw. £: j.-&'" ~ 
DATE. 1-2.9 - 9 ( 
8lLL 10. .. 5B- I Qa 

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants 
their testimony entered int the record. 

Dated this .&2- day of ...,cs~~~~.4,4.=---' 1991. 

Name :U ?I C c;:y/? e:..-. 

50 I N. Sanders • Helena, Montana 59601 • (406) 442·9666 

Appearing on which proposal? 

~i3@8 
Do you: Support? X Amend? __ Oppose? --
Comments: 

1 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY 



01-23-91 09:14AM FROM RAVALLI COUNTY 

srNAT~ lOCAL GOVT. COMM. 
EXHIB!T NO. 2.. 

-"'=:::---~--

DME. 1-2...1-91 
UilL I.u. :sA - lOB 

January 22, 1991 

N· ROTUNDA 

The Honorable El.anor Vaughn, Vice Chairman 
Local Govern •• n~ COMm1~t •• 
Montana Senate 
C.p1~ol 5t.a~lon 

Helena, MT 59620 

(Thi. ie a corr.e~ion to 
my fax •• nt la.t night!l) 

RE: SB 108 Hearing January 23, 1991 1:00 P.M. 

Dear Vice Chairman Vaughn and M6Mbera of the ComMittea: 

For ~h. record. my name is 2~tty T. Lund, Ravalli County 
Clerk & Recorder/El.elion AdMinist.rat~o. 

I would like to offer .y complete support lor sa 108. Pege 
2 lin&& e t.hrough 11 oentainly make good sound finane!.l 
.enae. t have eonductad electiona hAre in Ravalli County 
for is yeara and always £alt it wa. a weal. o£ taxpayers 
money ~o hold an elaction with only one eandidata, and 
sometimes £o~ only one ballot po.ilion. These i~rig.tion 
ai.trict .lec~ion. are vary importan~ but lew people are 
willing to taka th.tia. to help with the adminiatration of 
the diatr1ot. Wa have nine !rriga~!on di_tricta in Ravalli 
County. The filing de.dline wa. January 1?th. Only one 
poaition had co_petition. If thlA law was in e££act, there 
would only be ona irrigation district elaotion held. 

Plea •• give a SB 108 e 00 PASS recommendation. 

If you have any questions, ~laaae fa.l free to contact me a~ 
363-6345. 

Sincetoely, 

~-r.~ 
aetty T. Lund 
Ravalli County Cle~k & R.cordet' 
Courthouse, Sox ~002 
Hamil~on, NT 59840 

P.S. Eleanor, how do I get this read into the hearing - did 
I u •• proper wording? HELP!! 1 toaally think,thi. bill ia • 
gr.at onet Sure will cut ou~ the work on the local level. 
Sorry about my confusion in my firat fax - was ~yping 
t •• timony on He 221 about lire diatrict. end go~ the word a 
mixed up. This would ba a very good idea lor £ire di_trict 
election. alaott 

P02 



TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

ELECTION ADMINISTRATOR 
LAKE COUNTY 

106 Fourth Avenue East 
Polson, Montana 59860-2174 

Telephone 883-6211 Ext. 280 

January 22, 19 91 §YI#~ ~ ... COIl.. 
lxW:i( ;lfJ.=::It..!S 

MEMO BAi e- i=~==:=~~,..-:CZ~():::=----: 
Lake County Senators and Representa1H:t~-1 D1 : 
Charlotte L. Weldon, Election Administrator 

Current Legislation 

Please note that I urge your support for Senate bill #108 which 

would eliminate the need for a costly election for the Irrgiation 

Districts when either noone files for an office of Director, or 

when only the number of candidates file who are to be elected. 

At present, elections are required to be held regardless of the 

number who file, and also if noone files, electors are still 

given the ballot to write-in the name of their candidate. 

This causes needless expense for the districts. Many times 

voter turnout is very low which makes the cost per voter to 

hold the election totally unreasonable. As you may be aware, 

there is now a similar law in regard to Fire District elections 

(see 7-33-2106 (4». 

Thank You for your support. 
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SEN/HE LOCAL GOVT !OMM. 

EX\IIGIT ~!O.----'_~-'±~---
DATE / ,. 29-9/ -

DONALD R. JUDGE 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

January 29, 1991 

The Honorable Eleanor Vaughn 
Montana State Senate 
Capitol Station 
Helena, Montana 59620 

Dear Eleanor: 

BILL NO :58 r /2.6 

110 WEST 13TH STREET 
P.O. BOX 1176 

HELENA, MONTANA 59624 
(406) 442·1708 

First of all, I'd like to apologize for not being able to personally appear 
before the Senate Local Government Committee when it hears Senate Bill 126 on 
Tuesday, January 29. I had a conflict in my schedule, so I am taking this 
means of communicating with all of you on this important legislation. 

The AFL-CIO has always supported integrity and accountability in government. 
These qualities of good government often begin with an expression of philo
sophical beliefs through party affiliation. Knowing a candidate's party of 
preference helps the voter to recognize some basic tendencies of candidates. 
Senate Bill 126 would obstruct the voters of their basic right to know the 
party affiliation of the candidate that they will be electing. 

Nonpartisan elections would force the voters to rely on campaign rhetoric for 
information concerning the field of candidates. This can lead to false infor
mation, confusion, and mud slinging campaigns. 

Senate Bill 126 would allow for partisan elections only under referendum or 
initiative. We believe that just the opposite should be the case. Voters 
should automatically enjoy the knowledge of the candidates principal beliefs. 
Senate Bill leads away from open campaigns and ultimately from good govern
ment. This is a step in the wrong direction, especially at the local level. 
For these reasons, we urge you not to pass Senate Bill 126. 

Thank you for considering otir position on this important matter. 

With best regards, I am 

2:5: 
Donald R. Judge, Executive Secretary 
Montana State AFL-CIO 

PRINTED ON UNION MADE PAPER 
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