
MINUTES 

MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
54th LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION 

JOINT SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES 

Call to Order: By CHAIRMAN ROGER DEBRUYCKER, on January 19, 
1995, at 8:00 a.m. in Room 402 of the state Capitol. 

ROLL CALL 

Members Present: 
Rep. Roger Debruycker, Chairman (R) 
Sen. Thomas F. Keating, Vice Chairman (R) 
Sen. Judy H. Jacobson (D) 
Sen. Loren Jenkins (R) 
Rep. John Johnson (D) 
Rep. William R. Wiseman (R) 

Members Excused: none 

Members Absent: none 

Staff Present: Mark Lee, Legislative Fiscal Analyst 
Connie Huckins, Office of Budget & Program 

Planning 
Debbie Rostocki, Committee secretary 

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

Committee 
Hearing: 

Business summary: 
Department of Health and Environmental Sciences 
-Department overview 
-Air Quality Division overview 
-Environmental Remediation Division overview 

Executive Action: None 

Mr. Mark Lee, Legislative Fiscal Analyst (LFA), distributed an 
updated calendar for the subcommittee's meetings; see EXHIBIT 1. 

HEARING ON Department of Health & Environmental sciences 
Department Overview 

Mr. Bob Robinson, Director of the Department of Health and 
Environmental Sciences (DHES), gave an overview of the 
department's activities. DHES's primary mission is lito protect, 
promote and enhance public health and environmental quality for 
the citizens of Montana. II He rose in support of the DHES staff. 
The Air Quality Division is responsible for enforcing, licensing, 
permitting and setting standards for air quality as mandated by 
state and federal legislation. The Air Quality Division, Water 
Quality Division, waste Management Division and the Environmental 
Remediation Division have historically been a single division in 
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DHES called the Environmental Sciences Division. The issue of 
primacy and the relationship of state responsibilities to federal 
directives is a complicated subject which the committee will be 
dealing with. A handout was distributed which outlined the 
department's legal responsibilities, organizational structure and 
major issues. EXHIBIT 2. Mr. Robinson explained that the 
primary federal agency which the environmental side of DHES deals 
with is the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). EPA provides 
considerable funding for DHES to carry out its regulatory 
responsibilities. In some cases the state is designated as being 
tne primary responsible agent to carry out and rEgulate under the 
EPA statutes. This is called "primacy" and is allowed if the 
state laws are as stringent or more stringent than the federal 
laws. When the state is assigned primacy the federal government 
provides the funding to carry out these duties. The Legislature 
has opted in the past to maintain primacy in order to make use of 
the federal funds as well as because it was felt that the state 
would be able to deal with the regulated community more 
responsively than the EPA. He added it was the perspective of 
some of the regulated community that possibly DHES was not 
getting this job done as well as it could. The department has 
been overwhelmed with some of the regulatory permitting 
responsibilities and this has cut into its ability to be 
proactive and to provide assistance to the regulated entities. 

DHES has a memorandum of understanding with the Department of 
State Lands (DSL) which strives to make a good interlocking 
relationship and to avoid duplication in the permitting process. 

With the goal of providing consistency and the same kinds of 
standards for cleanup of all hazardous substances, the department 
has brought together all its personnel whose work involves 
cleanup and combined them in the Environmental Remediation 
Division. He explained that "CECRA" (Comprehensive Environmental 
Cleanup Responsibility Act) and "CERCLA" (Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act) are the 
state and federal superfund laws and "LUST" is the leaking 
underground storage tank act. He added that the Petro Board 
staff also worked closely with this division. 

Questions: In response to REP. WISEMAN, Mr. Robinson said the 
Water Quality, Air Quality, Environmental Remediation and Waste 
Management Divisions would all be included in the new Department 
of Environmental Quality which is being recommended by a task 
force appointed by the Governor. Also included in the new 
department would be DSL Reclamation and Mining permits and the 
Department of Natural Resources (DNRC) Energy Division and part 
of the DNRC Conservation Districts bureau. If all of the 
proposed reorganization occurs there will no longer be a DHES at 
all. 

Mr. Robinson then reviewed some of the major issues confronting 
DHES. The department has recently conducted meetings with the 
League of cities and Towns and the Montana Association of 
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counties regarding DHES's regulating responsibility and what role 
the local governments play in this. A memorandum of 
understanding is being put together that would provide for a 
regular series of these meetings and the establishment of an 
advisory committee to review proposed enforcement actions by 
DHES. 

Tape No. l:B:OOO 

Mr. Robinson explained that when various permit fees were 
initiated in the late 1980's local governments had been in 
support of this because they believed DHES would be assisting 
them with compliance. This is the end towards which the 
Department is trying to refashion itself. 

Mr. Robinson told the committee the compliance/enforcement 
administrative process which DHES has been working on for the 
past year is aimed at establishing clear standards so that both 
DHES staff and the industry will understand the administrative 
processes the department goes through. This will help to ensure 
individuals are in compliance and enforcement actions are not 
being taken haphazardly. 

Mr. Robinson stated DHES was "caught in the middle" quite often 
between the regulated entities and private citizens who are 
demanding quality environment and health conditions. The 
department has been trying to go "by the letter of the law." 
This means following the scientific standards and the public 
health information that drive regulations and the law. 

Mr. Robinson pointed out that according to the preliminary 
results of a survey conducted by the Montana Ambassadors Program, 
DHES is considered very useful. In addition, almost all of those 
polled considered one of the best features of Montana to be the 
quality of the environment. He concluded DHES is not always 
considered onerous by those whom it regulates. 

Regarding the expansion of environmental regulations, he stated 
the department did not have a very ambitious agenda. DHES has 
reviewed the existing statutes to find ambiguous areas where the 
laws can be made more workable and understandable. He said the 
Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) requires DHES to ensure 
that an environmental assessment (EA) , if not an environmental 
impact statement (EIS), is done. He submitted the department 
does not have adequate funds to do this and there will be 
~egislation to try to define how those costs are to be covered. 
In addition, the policy issue of how regulatory programs should 
be financed needs to be addressed. The trend since the mid-
1980's has been to "make the polluters pay" but he felt the 
question of whether a portion of the costs should be financed 
with general fund needed to be addressed. Regarding indirect 
costs, in 1993 some changes were made to the rate and now they 
need to over-recover to compensate for the under-recovery which 
took place. 
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Questions: Mr. Robinson said every action DHES takes requires 
that they do at least an EA. Based on the information provided 
by the EA and utilizing input from the parties involved, DHES 
makes a determination whether or not an EIS is necessary. SEN. 
JENKINS wanted to know how many EIS's the department did, 
compared to EA's. Mr. Robinson said about 1% of all projects 
would require a~ EIS. 

In closing Mr. Robinson stressed that the department had tried to 
build a management team so the division administrators would be 
truly responsible for their divisions. He then introduced the 
staff: Mr. John Geach, Acting Administrator of the Environmental 
Remediation Division; Roger Thorvilson, Acting Administrator of 
the Waste Management Division; Jeff Chaffee, Administrator of the 
Air Quality Division; Neil Marsh, Superfund section Supervisor; 
Curt Chisolm, Department Administrative Officer and coordinator 
in the Director's office for the environmental divisions; Bill 
opitz, Deputy Department Director and Jean Riley, Executive 
Director for the Petroleum Release Compensation Board. 

Tape No. 2:A:OOO 

HEARING ON DHES Air Quality Division 

Mr. Jeff Chaffee, Administrator of the Air Quality Division, then 
began his presentation by distributing a handout to accompany his 
slide presentation. EXHIBIT 3. He stated the growth in the 
division was driven in large part by amendments made to the 
federal Clean Air Act. Title III, dealing with toxics in the 
air, was a new program created in 1990 aimed at regulating 189 
sUbstances. six coal-fired power plants in the state are 
impacted by Title IV - the acid rain program. Title V is a new 
permitting program which the states are required to carry out and 
under which all the major industrial sources in the state will 
have to come in for a new operating permit in the next three to 
four years. It has been the division's goal to fit the federal 
regulations to Montana. 

In reviewing the organizational chart of the division, Mr. 
Chaffee said they planned to open a regional office for the 
western part of the state in Polson. The division includes four 
sections: the Permitting section, the Compliance and Enforcement 
Section, the Planning and Technical Support section and the 
Occupational and Radiological Health Bureau. In response to SEN. 
JENKINS, Mr. Chaffee said the Compliance and Enforcement Section 
was considering changing its policy regarding open burning in the 
eastern part of the state by simplifying the notice and permit 
system. The reason permits are required is to assure that an 
industry is designed properly and will fit into the airshed 
without causing problems. Unlike some states where the state and 
federally required permits are not issued together, DHES provides 
"one-stop shopping" for permits. The operating permitting 
program is a brand-new federally required program. New operating 
permits will be written for the 88 major industrial sources of 
pollution in the state. The first third have been contacted. 
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Also, due to the Title III toxics program in the federal act, 
there is a potential that smaller sources of pollution in the 
communities will be added. One example is dry cleaners. They 
are working on devising ways to make this simple for small 
businesses. They have a small-business person to work with the 
small business community to help with compliance. 

REP. WISEMAN wanted to know if the federal government was funding 
these new programs. Mr. Chaffee said the operating permit 
program and the toxics programs dealing with industry and 
business sources are required to be funded through fees. The EPA 
has provided federal grant funds to help DHES develop the Title V 
Operating Permit program and to begin work on the toxics program. 

SEN. KEATING said he had been told a dry cleaning business in his 
area was going to have to add $.10 to the cleaning charge of 
every garment to pay for these new requirements. He submitted 
that in the end it was the consumer who would be paying. He 
added there were other regulations related to disposal and the 
Occupational Safety & Health Act (OSHA) which were "coming down 
awfully hard" on small businesses. Mr. Chaffee said that on the 
national level EPA was focusing its efforts on the larger 
polluters. He added probably only a fraction of the dry cleaners 
in the state would be affected by the new rules. He maintained 
the gains derived from regulating needed to be weighed against 
the costs of regUlating. SEN. JENKINS wanted to know how many of 
the programs were actually in law and how many were more broad
based, with the state having rule-making authority. Mr. Chaffee 
replied Titles III, IV and V of the federal Clean Air Act were 
fairly preseciptive and quite specific. 

Tape No. 2:B:OOO 

Mr. Chaffee characterized the Air Toxics program as their 
"futuristic" program. His sense was there may be 500-1,000 more 
sources coming into the regulated community as a result of this 
program. The new standards were given ten years for 
implementation. He added that the acid rain requirements 
shouldn't be a major issue for Montana. 

In response to SEN. KEATING, Mr. Chaffee said as long as federal 
requirements were being implemented the federal government had 
the power of oversight. In addition the EPA will have the 
ability to review operating permits and this would include veto 
authority. 

SEN. KEATING wanted to know what the EPA would do if the state 
decided to no longer handle permitting or implementation of 
Titles III, IV and V the Clean Air act. Mr. Chaffee replied if 
the state didn't implement the federal law then EPA is 
statutorily directed to do so, and the industries would still be 
charged the fees. In addition the EPA has the option of imposing 
sanctions on the state including the withholding of highway 
funds. He said although most states wanted to be the ones doing 
the job, some states had recently begun to "push back" on the EPA 
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regarding transportation programs and inspection maintenance 
programs for cars. The EPA appears to be listening and looking 
for better ways to do what is required. DHES has tried to 
involve the regulated industry when it writes the rules to 
implement the federal law. 

In response to SEN. KEATING, Mr. Chaffee said Missoula had to run 
an oxygenated fuels program but Billings and Great Falls did not 
have to. Although Billings and Great Falls are officially still 
non-attainment areas, they are ready to be redesignated as in 
attainment. Mr. Chaffee explained that federal grants paid for 
automobile and people-related pollution work. He also stated 
that since the division added staff they are now meeting their 
time frames for permit processing. 

Mr. Chaffee explained that the State Implementation Plan (SIP) 
was made of many components submitted over the years. As plans 
are finalized for the nonattainment areas they are added to the 
SIP. If this is not done the EPA can implement sanctions and may 
write their own plan, which the state is then expected to 
implement. A map showing the nonattainment areas for carbon 
monoxide (CO), lead (Pb), sulphur dioxide (S02), and fine 
particles (PM10) was reviewed EXH. 3. PM10 is pollution which is 
ten microns or less in diameter and comes from various sources 
including wood stoves, vehicle traffic, street dust and some 
industry. DHES works with local governments and passes money 
through to the counties to help them reach attainment. 

Tape No. 3:A:OOO 

Regarding the Occupation and Radiological Health Bureau, Mr. 
Chaffee said the asbestos removal program had probably reached 
its peak and would be tailing off in the future. The federal 
government provides funds for both the asbestos control program 
and the radon control program. A combination of state and federal 
funding and fees funds the Occupational Health program. 

SEN. KEATING questioned whether some of the programs were worth 
what they were costing the taxpayers. Mr. Chaffee said he felt 
dollars spent could directly be related to an improvement in air 
quality and services provided. Most of the growth in local 
program funding has been for carrying these local programs out. 
The seven counties that DHES contracts with are provided with a 
mix of general fund and federal grant monies. Mr. Robinson added 
that whenever possible the state contracts with local people to 
do their own work rather than DHES coming in and doing the work. 
Regarding funding levels for the department, he said the fee 
program was growing in order to meet the new federal Clean Air 
Act requirements. SEN. KEATING surmised that even though the 
tonnage of toxic air pollutants was going down, the fee 
assessment was increasing exponentially and staffing increases 
were being requested within DHES. Mr. Chaffee pointed out that a 
big concern of industry was that the department have adequate 
staff to operate these programs in a timely manner. 
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Tape No. 3:B:OOO 

Mr. Robinson said the rates DHES is charging to cover Title V 
operating fees are about half of what the EPA would charge if 
they had to do the work. SEN. KEATING submitted that although 
the state charges a lower fee it requires the industry to 
retrofit in order to comply with the standards. The EPA fee is 
higher but EPA would not have the ability to enforce ~ompliance. 
Mr. Robinson said the EPA would use the fee money to ensure that 
the same cleanup as the state would have required was done. Mr. 
Chaffee pointed out that the EPA would not be able to process 
permits in as timely a manner as the state could, either. 
Turning these programs back over to the federal government has 
proven to be "a mess" in other states, such as Idaho. 

Mr. Chaffee said DHES had planned on using fees as part of the 
state's match on EPA funds, but the federal government does not 
allow Title V fees to be used. At this point DHES is not going 
along with this interpretation. 

In response to SEN. JENKINS, Mr. Chaffee said the level of EPA 
funding had gone from 59.5% in 1992 to 36% in 1996 and was 
expected to continue decreasing. 

HEARING ON DHES Environmental Remediation Division 

Mr. John Geach, acting administrator for the division, gave an 
overview of this new division which had previously been part of 
the Solid and Hazardous Waste Bureau. EXHIBIT 4. The Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank (LUST) program was put in with the 
Superfund program because the two programs share many of the same 
concerns. The LUST trust is funded out of a federal gasoline tax 
and there is a 9:1 federal/state match on the funding for this 
program. The purpose of the program is to investigate sites 
where it is believed there is pollution from a leaking 
underground storage tank and the responsible party will not or 
cannot pay the cost of the investigation. They have submitted a 
state program approval for EPA primacy in this program. 

The Petro fund is a portion of their program in the corrective 
action tank program and is funded from the state Petroleum Tank 
Release Compensation fund. A total of 14.3 FTE are employed in 
the Billings and Polson offices. The FTE in the Special Projects 
portion of the Superfund section are funded by Burlington 
~orthern and Arco and some of the other responsible parties who 
have decided to fund positions within the department rather than 
have the department do the work and "cost recover" the money back 
from them. Federal Superfund personnel are concerned mainly with 
work in the eight federal superfund sites in the state. The 
state superfund program, which became fully operational in 1989, 
works on the 271 sites that don't qualify for federal cleanup 
dollars and includes many abandoned wood treating, petroleum 
refining, mining and industrial sites. The Burlington Northern 
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railyard in Livingston is a state superfund site which may soon 
become a national superfund site. 

Tape No. 4:A:OOO 

In response to SEN. JENKINS, Mr. Geach said DHES tried to recover 
its costs whenever a responsible party could be identified, and 
if this was not possible the cost was paid by the state. Mr. 
Robinson pointed out that the responsible party had the option of 
doing the cleanup themselves either voluntarily or through an 
administrative order from DHES. In response to SEN. KEATING, Mr. 
Geach said the state superfund money came from the Environmental 
Quality Protection (EQP) fund, which is derived from 6% of the 
Resource Indemnity Trust (RIT). 

Mr. Geach then outlined the process involved in superfund 
projects, which involves site assessment, a remedial 
investigation feasibility study, a record of decision and 
remedial action. Mr. Robinson used a state superfund site 
located on Joslyn st., west of Helena, to illustrate how the 
process works. 

Mr. Geach explained the difference between the federal and state 
superfund laws. The federal superfund is federally funded from 
monies from the chemical producers. DHES is the lead agency on 
two of the eight federal sites in Montana. On the remainder of 
the federal sites DHES assists the EPA regarding the 
interpretation of state laws, negotiations with the responsible 
parties, management of contracts with nonprofit agencies and 
technical expertise. On the state lead sites the EPA has an 
oversight role. 

Mr. Neil Marsh, Superfund section supervisor, was then 
introduced. He explained what actions had been taken regarding 
the chromium contamination site in Columbus. About halfway 
through the process the material had to start being shipped to a 
disposal facility in Utah. 

Tape No. 4:B:OOO 

Mr. Robinson said Fifty-five of the 271 state superfund sites 
have been prioritized as being the greatest risk for the 
environment and/or human health. 

The Transisco site in Miles city was discussed. In the early 
stages of the cleanup several hundred gallons of diesel fuel per 
day were being removed and at present less than a gallon per day 
is being removed but there are still unresolved issues regarding 
the responsible party designation. 

SEN. JENKINS asked that the issue of lengthy preliminary phases 
of projects be addressed. Mr. Robinson said complex sites 
required lengthy evaluation and assessment times, but with 
simpler sites he felt DHES was moving faster. He pointed out 
that the remedial investigation and feasibility study were the 
most lengthy part of the process. An alternative which is 
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beginning to catch on is to allow the responsible 
do a voluntary cleanup, with certain limitations. 
attested that this would result in the RP spending 
litigation and more money on the actual cleanup. 

party (RP) to 
Mr. Robinson 
less money on 

REP. JOHNSON wanted to know the status of the cleanup at the 
Burlington Northern (BN) refueling site in Glendive. Mr. Marsh 
said BN was still operating a product recovery system there which 
has been in place for a number of years. DHES is in the process 
of negotiating an administrative order for BN to go to all 13 of 
its refueling sites and wrap up the cleanups. The order will 
probably provide enough funding for DHES to dedicate an FTE to 
handle the wrap-up work. 

Mr. Geach said 
often resulted 
alternatives. 
fund have been 

feasibility studies allowed for a process which 
in the discovery of better and less costly cleanup 
Fifty-six percent of the funds spent from the EQP 
cost-recovered. 

Regarding the LUST program, Mr. Geach said a total of 2,350 leaks 
have been reported and about 49% of them have been resolved. 
Thirty-five sites are impacting drinking water and an additional 
170 have a potential of impacting drinking water wells. He 
mentioned there was a 1998 federal deadline for having all tanks 
up to standard. As a result the program is beginning to see a lot 
more tank replacements. Mr. Robinson said it was extremely 
expensive for small gas stations and similar businesses to bring 
their tanks up to code and this could eventually result in gas 
shortages in the smaller communities. 

Mr. Geach said the department had calculated the average cost of 
cleaning up a LUST site with no responsible party to be $45,760, 
although some sites were much more expensive than others. He 
said there were 38 LUST Trust sites in the state to date. 

Tape No. 5:A:OOO 

Mr. Neil Marsh then showed slides of some of the superfund sites 
and leaking underground storage tank sites in the state. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 12:15 p.m. 

DEBBIE ROSTOCKI, Secretary 

RDjdr 

This meeting was recorded on five 60-minute aUdiocassette tapes. 

950119JN.HM1 



54th LEGISLATIVE SESSION 1995 

NATURAL RESOURCES APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOl\ll\lITTEE 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

Legislative 
Dav 

3 

4 
5 
7 

8 
9 

10 
11 
13 
14 

15 
16 
17 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
43 
44 
45 

Tentatiye Schedule ( Chairman: Roger DeBruycker rxHIB1T __ J?:o..,i- _...".~,.~!<~~.' 

Secretary: Debbie Rostocki (48lMTE fit l' ! g~~ 
LF A Staff: Roger Lloyd (5385) HB. ) 

Mark Lee (4581) 

Meeting Room 402 
8:00 AM - 12:00 Noon 

+ Agency Order - Executive Action Following Each Program + 

Public Service Regulation 
Livestock 
Agriculture 
State Lands 

'Yeekdav Date 

Wednesday 1-4-95 

Thursday 1-5-95 
Friday 1-6-95 
l\londay 1-9-95 

1-9-95 
Tuesday 1-10-95 
Wednesday 1-11-95 
Thursday 1-12-95 
Friday 1-13-95 
Monday 1-16-95 
Tuesday 1-17-95 

Wednesday 1-18-95 
Thursday 1-19-95 
Friday 1-20-95 
Monday 1-23-95 
Tuesday 1-24-95 
'Yednesday 1-25-95 
Thursday 1-26-95 
Friday 1-27-95 
Monday 1-30-95 
Tuesday 1-31-95 
Wednesday 2-1-95 
Thursday 2-2-95 
Friday 2-3-95 
Monday 2-6-95 
Tuesday 2-7-95 
Wednesday 2-8-95 
Thursday 2-9-95 
Friday 2-10-95 
Monday 2-13-95 
Tuesday 2-14-95 
Wednesday 2-15-95 
Thursday 2-16-95 
Friday 2-17-95 
Monday 2-20-95 
Tuesday 2-21-95 
Wednesday 2-22-95 

5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

DHES (EnYironmental Sciences) 
Fish, 'YiIdlife and Parks 
Commerce 
Natural Resources and Conservation 

LFA 
TopidAgencv Analyst 

Orientation Roger Lloyd 
Supplementals Roger Lloyd 
PSR Roger Lloyd 
Livestock Roger Lloyd 
Livestock Roger Lloyd 

(8:00) RIT Explanation Ray Beck (DNRC) 
(9:00) FWP Capitol Gnds Roger Lloyd 

Agriculture Roger Lloyd 
Agriculture Roger Lloyd 
State Lands Roger Lloyd 
State Lands Roger Lloyd 
State Lands Roger Lloyd 
State Lands Roger Lloyd 
Exec. Action Roger Lloyd 
Exec. Action Roger Lloyd 
DHES (Enyir.) Mark Lee 
DHES (Em-ir.) Mark Lee 
DHES (Em·ir.) Mark Lee 
DHES (Em·ir.) Mark Lee 
Exec. Action Roger Lloyd 
FWP Roger Lloyd 
FWP Roger Lloyd 
FWP Roger Lloyd 
FWP Roger Lloyd 
FWP Roger Lloyd 
FWP Roger Lloyd 
Commerce * Roger Lloyd 
Commerce Roger Lloyd 
Commerce Roger Lloyd 
Commerce Roger Lloyd 
Commerce Roger Lloyd 
Commerce Roger Lloyd 
Commerce Roger Lloyd 
DNRC Mark Lee 
DNRC Mark Lee 
DNRC Mark Lee 
DNRC Mark Lee 
DNRC Mark Lee 
Wrap-up Roger & Mark 
Wrap-up Roger & Mark 

Monwna Sci~ncr and Tt'ChnoloGY Alliancr fi '.~f for a joint muting with Education. 
NOTES: Saturday /rft OP'" jor catch-up. T'UfLlmiIJal hrrak traditional/y O((Ur-$ afur thr 45rh day 

JanIJ.J0 lB, jYY5 



D
ep

t.
 o

f H
ea

lt
h

 a
n

d 
E

n
vi

ro
n

m
en

ta
l 

S
ci

en
ce

s 

E
n

vi
ro

n
m

en
ta

l 
P

u
b

lic
 H

ea
lt

h
 a

n
d

 W
el

fa
re

 I
ss

u
es

 

• 
M

o
n

ta
n

a
 E

n
vi

ro
n

m
e

n
ta

l P
ol

ic
y 

A
ct

, 
T

itl
e 

7S
, 

C
h 

1 
• 

C
le

an
 A

ir
 A

ct
 o

f M
on

ta
na

, 
T

itl
e 

7S
, 

C
h 

2,
 P

ar
t 

1 
• 

A
sb

e
st

o
s 

C
o

n
tr

o
l A

ct
, 

T
itl

e
 7

S
, 

C
h 

2,
 P

ar
t S

 
• 

M
o

n
ta

n
a

 R
ad

on
 C

o
n

tr
o

l 
A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
7S

, 
C

h 
3,

 P
ar

t 
6 

• 
M

o
n

ta
n

a
 W

at
er

 Q
ua

lit
y 

A
ct

 (
p

o
p

u
la

r 
re

fe
re

nc
e)

, 
T

itl
e 

7S
, 

C
h

 S
 

• 
P

u
b

lic
 W

a
te

r 
S

u
p

p
ly

 A
ct

 (
po

py
Ja

r 
re

fe
re

nc
e)

. 
T

itl
e 

7S
, 

C
h 

6 
. 

• 
S

a
n

ita
tio

n
 in

 S
u

b
d

iv
is

io
n

 A
ct

 Q
:lo

pu
la

r 
re

fe
re

nc
e)

, 
T

itl
e 

76
, 

C
h 

4 
• 

M
o

n
ta

n
a

 A
gr

ic
ul

tu
re

, 
C

h
e

m
ic

a
l, 

a
n

d
 G

ro
u

n
d

w
a

te
r 

P
ro

te
ct

io
n

 A
ct

, 
T

itl
e 

80
, 

C
h 

1S
, 

P
ar

t 
• 

W
a

st
e

w
a

te
r 

T
re

a
tm

e
n

t R
ev

ol
vi

ng
 F

u
n

d
 A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
7S

, 
C

h 
S,

 P
ar

t 
11

 
• 

M
o

n
ta

n
a

 S
ol

id
 W

as
te

 M
a

n
a

g
e

m
e

n
t A

ct
, 

T
itl

e
 7

5,
 C

h 
10

, 
P

ar
t 2

 
• 

M
o

n
ta

n
a

 H
a

za
rd

o
u

s 
W

a
st

e
 a

n
d

 U
S

T
 A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
7S

, 
C

h 
10

, 
P

ar
t 

4 
• 

C
E

C
R

A
 (

C
o

m
p

re
h

e
n

si
ve

 E
n

vi
ro

n
m

e
n

ta
l C

le
a

n
u

p
 R

e
sp

o
n

si
b

ili
ty

 A
ct

) 
T

itl
e 

75
, 

C
h

 1
0,

 P
ar

t 7
 

• 
M

o
n

ta
n

a
 I

nt
eg

ra
te

d 
W

as
te

 M
a

n
a

g
e

m
e

n
t A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
75

, 
C

h
 1

0,
 P

ar
t 8

 
• 

M
e

g
a

la
n

d
fil

l 
S

iti
ng

 A
ct

, 
T

itl
e 

7S
, 

C
h 

10
, 

P
ar

t 
9 

• 
In

fe
ct

io
u

s 
W

as
te

 M
a

n
a

g
e

m
e

n
t A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
7S

, 
C

h 
10

, 
P

ar
t 

10
01

 
• 

M
o

n
ta

n
a

 U
n

d
e

rg
ro

u
n

d
 S

to
ra

g
e

 T
a

n
k 

In
st

al
le

r 
L

ic
e

n
si

n
g

 a
n

d
 P

e
rm

itt
in

g
 A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
75

, 
C

h 
11

, 
P

ar
t 2

 
• 

M
o

n
ta

n
a

 M
aj

or
 F

ac
ili

ty
 S

iti
n

g
 A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
7S

, 
C

h
 2

0,
 P

ar
t 

1 
• 

W
at

er
/W

as
te

w
at

er
 O

p
e

ra
to

rs
 C

er
tif

ic
at

io
n 

A
ct

, 
T

itl
e 

37
, 

C
h 

42
, 

P
ar

t 
1 

• 
N

u
cl

e
a

r 
R

eg
ul

at
io

n,
 T

itl
e 

75
, 

C
h 

3 
• 

A
g

ri
cu

ltu
ra

l C
he

m
ic

al
 G

ro
u

n
d

w
a

te
r 

P
ro

te
ct

io
n

 A
ct

, 
T

itl
e 

80
, 

C
h 

15
 

• 
M

o
n

ta
n

a
 C

le
an

 I
n

d
o

o
r 

A
ir 

A
ct

, 
T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

4
0

 
• 

A
ct

 r
e

g
u

la
tin

g
 J

u
n

k 
V

eh
ic

le
s,

 T
itl

e 
7~
, 

C
h 

10
, 

P
ar

t 2
 

• 
S

ch
o

o
l S

ite
s 

an
d 

P
la

ns
 A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
20

~P
ar

t 
6 

• 
F

e
d

e
ra

l C
le

an
 A

ir 
A

ct
, 

4
2

 U
S

C
 7

40
1 

• 
F

e
d

e
ra

l C
le

an
 W

at
er

 A
ct

 
• 

F
e

d
e

ra
l S

af
e 

D
ri

nk
in

g 
W

at
er

 A
ct

 
• 

N
u

cl
e

a
r 

R
eg

ul
at

io
n,

 T
itl

e 
7S

, 
C

h
 3

 
• 

P
u

b
lic

 S
w

im
m

in
g

 P
oo

ls
, 

T
itl

e 
SO

, 
C

h 
53

 
• 

R
C

R
A

 (
R

es
ou

rc
e 

C
o

n
se

rv
a

tio
n

 a
nd

 R
ec

ov
er

y 
A

ct
),

 4
2

 U
S

C
 6

90
1 

• 
C

E
R

C
L

A
 (

C
o

m
p

re
h

e
n

si
ve

 E
nv

ir
on

m
en

ta
l 

R
es

po
ns

e,
 C

o
m

p
e

n
sa

tio
n

, 
a

n
d

 
L

ia
b

ili
ty

 A
ct

) 
o

f 
19

80
, 

P
L 

96
-S

10
 

• 
O

cc
u

p
a

tio
n

a
l H

ea
lth

 A
ct

, 
T

itl
e

 S
O

, 
C

h 
70

 

. 
, 

L
eg

al
 R

es
po

n
si

bi
li

ti
es

 

T
ra

d
it

io
n

al
 a

n
d

 C
o

re
 P

u
b

lic
 H

ea
lt

h
 F

u
n

ct
io

n
s 

• 
Li

ce
ns

in
g 

a
n

d
 C

er
tif

ic
at

io
n 

of
 a

ll 
he

al
th

 c
ar

e 
fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

(i
nc

lu
di

ng
 h

os
pi

ta
ls

, 
nu

rs
in

g 
ho

m
es

, 
p

e
rs

o
n

a
l 

ca
re

 h
om

es
, 

ho
m

e 
he

al
th

 a
ge

nc
ie

s,
 h

os
pi

ce
s,

 
m

en
ta

l 
he

al
th

 c
en

te
rs

, 
re

si
de

nt
ia

l t
re

at
m

en
t f

ac
ili

tie
s)

, 
T

itl
e 

SO
, C

h 
S

 
• 

C
er

tif
ic

at
e 

o
f 

N
e

e
d

 f
or

 h
ea

lth
 c

ar
e 

fa
ci

lit
ie

s,
 T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

5,
 P

ar
t 3

 
• 

E
m

e
rg

e
n

cy
 M

e
d

ic
a

l S
er

vi
ce

s,
 T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

5 
• 

V
ita

l 
S

ta
tis

tic
s 

(a
do

pt
io

ns
, 

de
at

h 
ce

rt
ifi

ca
te

s,
 b

ir
th

 c
er

tif
ic

at
es

),
 T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

15
 

• 
H

ea
lth

 C
a

re
 In

fo
rm

a
tio

n
 A

ct
s,

 T
itl

e 
50

, 
C

h 
16

 
• 

T
u

b
e

rc
u

lo
si

s 
C

o
n

tr
o

l, 
T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

17
 

• 
S

ex
ua

lly
 T

ra
n

sm
itt

e
d

 D
is

ea
se

s,
 T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

18
 

• 
Im

m
u

n
iz

a
tio

n
 R

eq
ui

re
m

en
ts

, 
T

itl
e 

20
, 

C
h 

5,
 P

ar
t 4

 
• 

In
fa

nt
s,

 (
se

rv
ic

es
, 

ge
ne

tic
s,

 m
at

er
na

l a
nd

 c
hi

ld
 h

ea
lth

),
 T

itl
e 

52
, 

C
h 

2,
 T

itl
e 

SO
, 

C
h 

19
, 

T
itl

e 
SO

, 
C

h
 1

 
• 

Q
u

a
ra

n
tin

e
 A

ut
ho

ri
ty

, 
T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

1,
 T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

2 
• 

S
e

p
tic

 T
an

k,
 C

e
ss

p
o

o
l 

an
d 

P
riv

y 
A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
37

, 
C

h 
41

 
• 

M
o

n
ta

n
a

 F
o

o
d

 D
ru

g
 a

n
d

 C
os

m
et

ic
 A

ct
, 

T
itl

e 
50

, 
C

h 
31

 
• 

F
oo

d 
E

st
a

b
lis

h
m

e
n

t L
ic

en
si

ng
 a

nd
 C

om
pl

ia
nc

e,
 T

itl
e 

SO
, 

C
h 

50
 

• 
H

ot
el

s,
 M

ot
el

s,
 R

oo
m

in
gh

ou
se

s,
 T

itl
e 

50
, 

C
h 

51
 

• 
T

o
u

ri
st

 C
a

m
p

g
ro

u
n

d
s 

an
d 

T
ra

ile
r 

C
ou

rt
s,

 T
itl

e 
so

, C
h 

51
 

• 
P

ub
lic

 S
w

im
m

in
g

 P
o

o
ls

 a
nd

 S
w

im
m

in
g 

A
re

as
, 

T
itl

e 
SO

, 
C

h 
53

 
• 

P
ub

lic
 W

at
er

 S
u

p
p

ly
 A

ct
 (

po
pu

la
r 

re
fe

re
nc

e)
, 

T
itl

e 
75

, 
C

h 
6 

::
r 

0 ~
 

P
1

 ", 

~
 

~
 
~
 '" ~ ~ ~
 

~
 

~
 

~
 
~
 

~
 ~
 

v
\ 

-
'
-

''i
D

H
F

 .... (
j 

'T
' _

_
_

 '.'
%

 R
r"o

'. 
l"

'''
K

lA
 

\l
 

'
-

If
tI

:I
Ia

 
_ 

i
i
-

, '-
--



,.. 
• 

,. 
.. 

I 
. :, 

• 
I
' 

~ 
. 

~ .
•
 ; 

! 
I
,p

' 

, 
.. 

D
ep

t. 
o

f H
ea

lt
h 

al
ld

 E
llv

ir
ol

l1
11

el
lta

i S
ci

el
lc

es
 
I 

Sc
op

e 
o

f R
e!

)1
JO

lls
ib

ili
tie

s 

N
u

rs
in

g
 H

o
m

es
 

H
o

sp
it

al
s 

F
am

il
y

 
P

la
n

n
in

g
 

C
li

ni
cs

 

H
ea

lt
h

ca
re

 P
ro

fe
ss

io
n

 

(l
-I

E
A

L
T

H
C

A
R

E
 

G
R

O
U

P
S

 

P
U

B
L

IC
 

H
ea

lt
h

 E
d

u
ca

ti
o

n
 

S
C

H
O

O
L

S
 

',(
 

T
o

o
th

b
ru

sh
es

 

L
ab

s 
V

it
al

 S
ta

ti
st

ic
s 

P
H

S
 

C
D

C
 

E
P

A
 

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
 

A
G

E
N

C
IE

S
 

M
D

I-
IE

S 

C
IT

Y
/C

O
U

N
T

Y
 

&
 T

R
IB

A
L

 
H

E
A

L
T

H
 

D
E

P
A

R
T

M
E

N
T

S
 

N
u

tr
it

io
n

 
S

er
v

ic
cs

 
P

u
h

li
c 

II
ca

ll
h

 
N

u
rs

in
g

 

E
N

V
IR

O
N

l\
1E

N
T

A
L

 
G

R
O

U
P

S
 

R
es

la
ur

an
ls

 
W

al
er

 T
re

at
m

en
t'

P
la

n
ts

 

I 
R

E
G

U
L

A
T

E
D

!:
::

::
:=

-
A

g
ri

cu
ll

u
re

 

IN
D

U
S

T
R

Y
 

F
a
c
to

ri
e
s-

M
in

e
s 

L
A

W
 

E
N

F
O

R
C

E
M

E
N

T
 

C
it

y 
P

ol
ic

e 

S
h

er
if

f 

O
T

H
E

R
 

S
T

A
T

E
. 

A
G

E
N

C
IE

S
 

L
iv

cs
to

ck
 

F
W

&
r 

D
N

R
C

 
S

R
S

 

A
g

ri
cu

lt
u

re
 

C
o

u
rt

s 

D
S

L
 

O
P

I 

C
o

m
m

er
ce

 
D

C
II

S
 

D
F

S
 

4
4

ft
 

,Q
 

-'* 
.c

e
e
 

.,@
 ..

 ,4
 I

t
' 

k#
 

4
1

4
1

%
 
t>

~i
if

' 
:a

'*
i!

'>
i~

' 
.. r

"
·
 .

..
 ~
~
~
a
~
.
-



Major Department Issues 

Meeting expectations of: 
_' Local goyernment 

-as permittees 
-as co-regulators 

Regulated industry 

Citizens demanding quality environment and 
health conditions 

Policy determinations 

Montana Environmental Policy Act issues 

How should regulatory programs be financed? 

U.s. Environmental Protection Agency relations 

Indirect costs 

Implementing reorganization 
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f.XHIBIT + P' 

DATE (-Itt -qs 

ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATIbN-nIVISIOW 
UST CORRECTIVE ACTION SECTION 

REMEDIATION COSTS 

FEDERAL LUST TRUST 

• AVERAGE COST PER SITE $45,760 

MONTANA PETROLEUM TANK RELEASE CLEANUP FUND 

• AVERAGE CLAIM: $ 4,870 

• AVERAGE REMEDIATION COST PER SITE $22,395 



Alzada 
Augusta-LUST 
Billings-First Ave S. 
Broadus-Vapors 
Busby-Trading Post 

LUST TRUST SITES 

Capyon Creek-Lundberg Well 
Cascade Public Well 
Checkerboard-Checkerboard Inn 
Chinook-LUST 
Columbia Falls-LP Well 
Columbus-Farmers Union Trading Company 
Columbus-Jess Wilson Well 
Columbus-Sports Hut 
Cut Bank-LUST 
CUT-LUST 
Denton 
Glasgow-Westland 
Glendive-BN (CECRA) 
Great Falls-US West 
Havre-BN (CECRA) 
Lincoln-Lewis and Clark Exxon (Sinclair) 
Lincoln-Blackfoot Service 
Lincoln-Groundwater Investigation 
Livingston-Tracy's Chevron 
Lockwood PTOW 
Missoula-Matuska Dentist 
Polson 
Poplar-Sewer Line 
Simms-Fireside Inn 
Troy-Downey Residence 
West Glacier-Murphy Residence 
West Yellowstone-Strozzi 
Whitefish-BN (CECRA) 
Wibaux-Fas Gas 
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SUPPORT OPPOSE AMEND ----------

COMMENTS: 

P.:R:1993 
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--~---------------------------------------------------
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VISITOR'S REGISTER 

,f\}(.1-1 r XlZS.:;uf-Lt:5 ~ £ COMMITTEE BILL NO. 
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