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The t h i r t y - s e c o n d  meet inq  o f  t k e  c o r n i t t e e  was c a l l e d  t o  o r -  8 
der on  t h e  above d a t e  i n  ~oorn-415  of t h e  S t a t e  C a p i t o l  3 u i i d i n q  - 
b j  Chairman Turnage.  

ROLL CALL: R o l l  c a l l  found a l l  t h e  mcvhers  p r e s e n t .  W i t -  
n e s s e s  g i v i n g  t e s t i m o n y  are l i s t e d  on t h e  a t t a c h e d  R e g i s t e r .  

CONSIDERATION O F  SENATE BILL 463 :  S e n a t o r  K o l s t a d  s a i d  h i s  
b i l l  would set  a n  upper  l i m i t  i f  a  c o u n t y  h a s  t o  pay f o r  d i s t r i c t  
c o . ~ r t  c o s t s .  H e  s a i d  it h a s  been r e q u i r e d  t h a t  each coun ty  pay 
i t s  own c o s t s  and i n  some c a s e s ,  h e  s t a t e d ,  the c o s t s  a r e  e x t r a -  
o r d i n a r i l y  h i g h ,  r e s u l t i n g  i n  a  p e r  c a p i t a  c o s t  o f  o v e r  $ 1 4 . 0 0  
i n  one p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e .  T h i s  was v e r y  h i g h ,  he b e l i e v e d ,  and 
h i s  b i l l  would l e v y  up t o  2 m i l l s  on t a x a b l e  p r o p e r t y  t o  h e l p  
pay t h e  c o u r t  c o s t s .  M r .  Z innecker  spoke  a l s o  a s  a  p roponen t  
and s a i d  i n  c a s e s  where a l e n g t h y ,  c o s t l y  t r i a l  i s  h e l d ,  such  
a  t r i a l  c o u l d  b a n k r u p t  one  of t h e  s m a l l e r  c o u n t i e s .  I 

Speak ing  a l s o  a s  p r o p o n e n t s  w e r e  M r .  Anderson and M r .  S k a a l u  
who s t a t e d  t h e i r  agreement  w i t h  p r e v i o u s  t e s t i m o n y .  Senator Kol- 
s t a d  i n q u i r e d  f o r  o t h e r  p r o p o n e n t s  azd d i s t r i b u t e d  a  c h a r t  show- 
i n g  p r e s e n t  m i l l  l e v y  v a l u e s ,  b u d g e t s  f o r  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t s  f o r  1 9 7  
and m i l l s  b e i n g  used  f o r  t h e  b u d g e t s ,  see Exh. #1, a t t a c h e d .  A 
q u e s t i o n  was r a i s e d  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  F i s c a l  Note accompanying t h e  
b i l l ,  on t h e  F u l l  T i n e  Employees'  wages b u d g e t e d  f o r .  I t  w a s  
e x p l a i n e d  by M r .  Abley of t h e  Supreme C o u r t  o f f i c e  t h a t  t h e  FTE's 
wouid be  needed when t h e  Cour t  r e v i e w s t h e  county budge t s  f o r  t h e  

coming y e a r .  

T h e r e  f o l l o w e d  d i s c u s s i o n  on t h e  l e v i e s  of t h e  v a r i o u s  coun- 
t i e s ;  h e a r i n g  on S B 4 6 3  t h e n  c l o s e d .  

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL  438 :  S e n a t o r  Smith s a i d  h i s  
b i l l  f r e e z e s  a p p r a i s e d  v a l u e  of  l a n d  and improvements  shown on 
a s s e s s m e n t  r o l l s  a s  o f  J a n u a r y  1, 1977. The p r o p e r t y  would n o t  
b e  r e a p p r a i s e d  u n l e s s  t h e r e  was a s u b s t a n t i a l  change  i n  u s e  o r  
i f  t h e r e  w e r e  improvements; t a x a b l e  p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  l a n d  and i m -  
provements  used  p r i o r  t o  r e a p p r a i s a l  would be r e i n s t a t e d .  

Fo l lowing  h i s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  t h e  Chairman a s k e d  f o r  f u r t h e r  
p r o p o n e n t  t e s t i m o n y ,  and t h e r e  b e i n g  none,  h e a r d  t h e  opponen t s .  
M r .  Z innecker  spoke f i r s t  an3  s a i d  t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n  he  r e p r e s e n t s  

B 
i s  n e i t h e r  f o r  nor a g a i n s t  b u t  h e  f e l t  a closer l o o k  s h o u l d  b e  t a -  
ken a t  t h e  b i l l  as t h e  l e g i s k a t i o n  would affect t h e  Genera l  Fund. 
M r .  Nelson a l s o  spoke on t h e  5ii.1, oppos ing  i t ,  as d i d  M r .  Bur r  

I 
of t h e  Department  o f  Revenue. H e  f e l t  under  t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n  
t h e  idea  o f  t h e  'welcome n e i g h b o r '  would be i n  e f f e c t  and most 
p r o p e r t y  a t  1 9 7 2  o r  o l d e r  would stay a t  o l d  v a l u e s  whereas t h e  
new h o u s e s  would go on a t  c u r r e n t  marke t  v a l u e .  M r .  Kunter  t o o  
f e l t  t h e  welcome n e i g h b o r  c o n c e p t  would be i n  e f f e c t  and f e l t  i t  
t o  be i n e q u i t a b l e .  S e n a t o r  Smith made a  b r i e f  c l o s i n g  s t a t e m e n t .  f 
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There fol lowed q u e s t i o n s  from the  committee and M r .  Zinneckcr pre-  
s e n t e d  a c h a r t  t o  t h e  committee, Exh. # 2 ,  showing va lues  of a m i l l  
du r ing  t h e  p a s t  8 y e a r s  and percen tage  o f  i n c r e a s e  o r  d e c r s a s e  i n  
t h e  same pe r iod .  

Following t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  t h e  hea r ing  on S8438 was c l o s e d .  

Sena to r  Norman then  s a i d  t h a t  i f  t h e r e  was no o b j e c t i o n  from 
S e n a t o r  Ccnover, and i n  view of fo rego ing  b i l l  p r e s e n t a t i o n  and 
d i s c u s s i o n ,  he would vo te  t h a t  Sena te  B i l l  507 B e  Tabled.  Sena- 
t o r  Conover s a i d  he would have no o b j e c t i o n  and t h e  motion f o l -  
lowed: 

Sena to r  Norman Moved SB507 Be Tabled. Motion was c a r r i e d  
unanimous lv . 

SB507 was one of t h e  b i l l s  t o  be  p re sen ted  by Sena to r  Cono- 
v e r  a t  t h e  meeting and he then  p re sen ted  h i s  second b i l l .  

CONSIDERATION O F  SENATE B I L L  510: Sena to r  Conover had h i s  
t es t imony p repa red ,  s e e  E x h i b i t  #3 ,  and he r ead  from i t ,  exp la in -  
i n g  p o r t i o n s  of  t h e  b i l l  a s  he progressed .  Committee members f c l -  
lowed h i s  o u t l i n e  of  t h e  b i l l  w i th  h i s  tes t imony.  He a l s o  had 
amendments t o  t h e  b i l l  and he p re sen ted  t h e s e  as w e l l ,  s e e  Exh. # 4 ,  
a l s o  a t t a c h e d .  

Fol lowing h i s  tes t imony o t h e r  proponents  inc luded  Kathleen 
Marks who spoke of t h e  problems s u b d i v i s i o n s  had caused i n  many 
a r e a s ,  and favored  t h e  a g r i c u l t u r a l  d i s t r i c t s  a s  a r e  proposed i n  
Sena to r  Conover 's  b i l l .  She c i t e d  h igh  c o s t s  i n  p rov id ing  s e r v i -  
c e s  t o  t h e  s u b d i v i s i c n s ,  mentioning road r e p a i r s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  where 
t h e  a r e a  i s  somewhat i s o l a t e d  from t h e  nearby town. She a l s o  s a i d  
s h e  favored  t h e  b i l l  i n  an e f f o r t  t o  k e q  some of  Montana's l and  
as a g r i c u l t u r a l ,  t h u s  p re se rv ing  it i n  i t s  p r e s e n t  form. Connie 
S h i n d a l l  spoke a l s o  a s  a  proponent as d i d  M r .  Hansen. A number 
of s u p p o r t i n g  l e t t e r s  were a l s o  e n t e r e d  as ev idence ,  s e e  Exh. # 5  
and # 6 ,  a t t a c h e d .  

S e n a t o r  Conover made h i s  c l o s i n g  remarks s t a t i n g  t h e r e  were 
over  300 s i m i l a r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  d i s t r i c t s  i n  t h e  s t a t e  o f  New York 
and the  v o l u n t a r y  programs had encountered ve ry  l i t t l e  o p p o s i t i o n  
t o  t h e i r  i n i t i a t i o n .  

The Chairman then  c a l l e d  f o r  o t h e r  p roponents ,  o r  opponents ,  
and t h e r e  be ing  none,  pe rmi t t ed  q u e s t i o n s  from t h e  committee. T ina  
Torgrimson,  who had he lped  wi th  t h e  d r a f t i n g  of t h e  b i l l ,  volun- 
t e e r e d  some in fo rma t ion ,  on q u e s t i o n i n g ,  concerning t h e  b e n e f i t s  
of  t h e  b i l l .  The q u e s t i o n  was a l s o  r a i s e d  about  t h e  r e d u c t i o n  i n  
t a x  r a t e s  f o r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  l and  t h a t  goes  i n t o  t h e  d i s t r i c t s .  A 
q u e s t i o n  was a l s o  d i r e c t e d  a t  Te r ry  Murphy who spoke a s  an i n d i -  
v i d ~ a l .  He s a i d  he  f e l t  t h e  b i l l  t o  be a  good b i l l ,  t h a t  l a n d  
owners could  make t h e i r  own d e c i s i o n  and s a i d  he f e l t  t h e  lowered 
t a x  r a t e  i n c e n t i v e  probably could be  viewed as a replacement  f o r  
buying development r i g h t s .  I t  was brought  o u t  t h a t  a r e p o r t  i s  
f i l e d  w i t h  t h e  Department o f  Na tu ra l  Resources o n l y  f o r  t h e  r eco rd  
of  such d i s t r i c t s ,  and they  would have no a u t h o r i t y  over  such d i s -  
t r i c t s .  The h e a r i n g  was then c lo sed  on SB51O. 
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Sena to r  Norinan then  asked t h e  committee to r econs ide r  their 
actions on Sena te  B i l l  309.  

Sena to r  Norman Moved SB309 be Taken from th2 Table  and A D o  
P a s s  Motion be made. H i s  motion was seconded by Senator Kanley. 

4 
The motion f a i l e d  6 - 4 ,  6 " N o "  vo t e s  and 4 " Y e s "  vo tes .  One men- 
b e r  w a s  Absent and one reques ted  t o  Pass  on t h e  vo t ing .  

Fol lowing this motion t h e  meeting w a s  adjourned.  
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SEN. GOODOVER (Vice Chai.rm<-in) - - -- -- - -- - - -- -- ---- - ----- 
SEN. RPOWK { J" I--p 
SEN. EP.GER I 
S E N .  MANLEY d' 

S E N .  F . I N N I N G  -- ------ 
J 

SEN. KcCOLLUM 

S E N .  NOtlblAN ---- 1 / I  
SEN. R O S K I E  1 / I  
SEN. S E V E R S O N  /' I 
SEN.  TOWE 

S E N .  WATT 

CHAIR31AN T U R N A G E  /' 

Each Cay A t t a c h  to M i n u t e s .  





S m T E  (x3Wii TAXATION 

Wd4E YES N3 , i 

S E N .  GOODOVER ( V i c e  C h a i r m a n )  
I 

S E N .  BROWN v / .. \i 

SEN. HAGER 
1 

1 

S E N .  M A N L E Y  

S E N .  TOWE 1) ;. ~ / j  

I I 
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S E N .  M A N N I N G  I 
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\ 

SEN.  McCOLLUM 

S E N .  NORMAN 

SEN. ROSKIE - f (7 54.,,,,4 \ 

SEN. SEVERSON 
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S E N .  WATT 

Nita F j e s e t h  
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SB 510 -- AGRICULTURAi  -- DISTRICTS BILL  

The purpose o f  t h i s  b i l l  i s  to:  

%hhI, 1 )  Conserve and encourage the productive use of agricultural  lands, 

P. ' thus providing fo r  the retention of agricuiture as a major 
I 

21 ement in local economies. 

2 )  Provide a  voluntary, smooth process for  farmers and rznchers 

to ensure the maintenance of the i r  agricultural  communities, 

particularly i n  urbanizing areas. 
B 

3)  Provide property taxation re1 ief for  agricul tural  landowners I - 
who join in an agricultural d i s t r i c t .  

4 )  Keep productive lands in agrScul tural rather than residential  I 
use, thus encouraging appropriate coinniuni ty  growth. 

THE PROCESS: 

I .  Creation of a n  aqricuitural  d i s t r i c t .  
I 

f*..s 4 55, A .  Farmers i n i t i a t e  e f fo r t s  to form an agricultural  d i s t r i c t  on the i r  

F 3  lands by signing a  pet i t ion.  

1 .  The pet i t ion:  

a )  Sets for th the boundaries of the proposed d i s t r i c t  in a  map. 

b )  Requests the property within the boundaries be organized into 
a n  agricul tural  d i s t r i c t .  

c )  Must be signed by a t  l eas t  65, of the landowners in the proposed 
B 

d i s t r i c t .  

B .  I n  order t~ * : ~ a l  i fy  as a  <: : s t r i c t .  the prol:osed d i s t r i c t  must: 
C 

1 .  Contair, .: l ea s t  500 ac:es. i 2 .  k i a ~ e  ar. , ?a s t  802 of the land i n  proposed d i s t r i c t  i n  agricultural  use. 

a )  Agric<:;turai use i s  as cleficed in Montana's greenbelt law: 

1 )  No less than 5 acres,actively devoted to agriculture during 

the l a s t  growing season a n d  continuing to be devoted to  

agricui tural use. f 
2 )  Lar:d whicii agricul tura? i y 71-oduces f o r  sale  O r  incocne 15:; 

or- rilot-e 0:' t 1 1 ~  1 sndov~ni! t -  ' s ,~nriL;a 1 gro: i i nr_oll;e . I 



S \ c n 7 ,  C .  The petS t i o r i  i s  thnr: s::bi:;ittt?ci :c; t he  county ~ c f i ~ ~ i s ~ i o n e r ~ ,  

Wiq 1 )  The cornmissioners appoint wi thin 15  days of tfie rece ip t  of the 
. . 

~ e t i  t ion s t )  ~ g r i c u l  tu;-.;il disti-li:;  :idvi-;r;ry coii:;rii t i e e  o f :  

I a )  Two landowners in the proposed d i s t r i c t .  

b )  One reprcsenta t i  ve from the local conservation d i s t r i c t .  

I c )  Two courity ltianning board n:e!i~t!ers ( i f  col i r l ty has no planning 

board, then two adjacent  landowners) . 
2) The review corrimi t t e e  has 45 days in which t o :  

a )  Study the proposed d i s t r i c t  t o :  

I 
5-41 cns 4 2 \ o 

1 )  Evaluate the extent  and nature of farming or  ranchinc in  

the a r ea ,  and 

2 )  Evaluate the extent  of urban influences within the ~ rooosed  
6 , -  

d i s t r i c t .  

b )  Hold a public hearing, held with wr i t t en  notice t o  a l l  o f  the  

landowners in the proposed d i s t r i c t ,  as  well as public nc t i c e ,  d n d  

c )  Recomriie~d approval o r  deniai of the d i s t r i c t  to  the county 

comrn.issioners . 

3) From the tirre of receiving the ioninlittee's recommendation, the 

county con!missioners have 30 dzys in which to  approve o r  deny 
I 

the proposed d i s t r i c t .  

11. Life  of an agr icu l tu ra l  d i s t r i c t  -- 

1 )  The proposed d i s t r i c t  innsediately Goes i n to  e f f e c t  when the pe t i t ion  

i s  submitted t o  the county co~iintissioners and s tays  in e f f e c t  unt i l  

such tiii~e as the ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~s deny the request  fo r  creat ion of  the 

d i s t r i c t .  

2) The d i s t r i ' c t  shal l  be in  e f f e c t  f o r  8 yea r s ,  unless the o r ig ina l  

pe t i t ion  request a  12-  o r  20-year e f fec t iveness .  

S'3C3hm \3 3) A t  the end of t h i s  8 ,  1 2  or- 20 year period,  there i s  a county 
I 

&.7h3 review process de ta i l ed  in tile b i l l  t o  deterniine whether the 

d i s t r i c t  should be renewed, n~odified o r  abolished.  (Section 13) 

4) During the l i f e  of the d i s t r i c t ,  adjoining land~wners  can pe t i t i on  

county con?nlissioriers to be a l l c w d  to join the d i s t r i c t  and the 

request then undergoes the sac!e procedure out l ined fo r  forming a d i s t r i c t .  

I I I .  -- Effects  of ari - ac&ci,l t!li.a? cjistr-ic t -- 
1 )  Tax incentive--33, tax c u t .  

a .  Agricultur31 property w i t h S n  a  d i s t r i c t  i s  ta, ied a t  20" of 
- -i i t s  assessed \ / , i l h e  for  a g r i c g ~ l l ~ r e  r a t he r  than tr;e pr2;ert .,cl,, 



2 )  Limits on subdivision 

A )  No 1 imi t on subdiv'sion for  agricultural  purposes within m 
the d i s t r i c t .  

0 )  No subdivisiai~ for  residential purpose; within the d i s t r i c t .  

3)  Limitation of the exercise of erriinent domain or the advarice of 
I 

publ i c  funds. 

A )  Any s t a t e  agency, any corporation or any local government which 1 
intends to acquire lands or any in t e res t  therein ( more than 

10 acres froin any one landowner or more than 100 acres in the  

agricultural  d i s t r i c t )  or which intends to advance a  grant ,  

loan, in te res t  subsidy or other funds for  construction o f  

dwell ings, conimercial or industrial  fac i i  i  t i e s  or  water and 
I 

sewer f a c i l i t i e s  to serve nonfarm structuresmust: 

1 )  File notice of intent with the director of the Department 
I 

of Natural Resources a n d  Conservation a t  l ea s t  30 days before 

the proposed action i s  t o  take place. I 
2 )  The director  then has 30 days to review the notice of intent .  

3) If the director  finds potential adverse impacts o n  the 

d i s t r i c t ,  within the 30 days he orders the agency, 

or local government n o t  to take any action within 60 days 

following the in i t i a l  30 days. 

4 )  During the 60-day period, the director holds a  public hearing, 
with proper notice in the d i s t r i c t ,  to discuss the proposed 

action. B 
5 )  If he decides the action will def ini te ly have adverse impacts 

on the continuation of the agricultural  d i s t r i c t ,  he can 

request the attorney general to enjoin the agency, corporation 

or local government from taking the proposed action. 

4)  Local governr;lents are res t r ic ted  from enacting laws or  local 

ordinances :,: thin the agricul tgral d i s t r i c t  which would unreasonably 

r e s t r i c t  or ~ y l  a te  farrii structures or farming practices u n 1  ess 

such r e s t r i ~ : : ~ > n s  or regulations are  necessary to the public 

I 
heal t h  or safety.  

5 )  The pclicy of  s t a t e  ageficies will encour-age the maintenance o f  

fanning in agricul tural d i s t r i c t s  and administrative rules and 

procedures s  t ia l l  be modified t o  t h i s  purpose i f  consistent with 

i 
I 

publ ic  heal t h  and safety.  
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From the tirw t h s e t i t i o n  i s  subrrritted to  t t ,e  conmissioners - - - - - __-------------_I 

to the t i ; ] :?  o f  t h e i r  d e c i ~ i o : !  t c  a n p v e  .;- dery the a ~ r i c u i  t u r z l  
I-- J --- --_ 

d ~ s t r i c t ,  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I  ihe r e c t r i c t i ons  on suodivis-on,  1(;cal r egu la t i cn ,  
s t a t e  pol ~ c y  anu em1 nent dorira:ri cis described herein i n  -- - ---- 
Sections 1 7 ,  18, I S  and L O  s h ~ l l  a p g y  t o  the lands i n  the  -- -- - ----- --- 
proposed d i s t r i c t .  

- -- . 

p .4  
Section 7 ; 
r7 2 : All such b e a ~ d  PA- cnmrilittee members shal l  serve without pay. 

L b .  a <  , The appointed irembars shal l  receive per diem as a1 lowed by 
s t a t e  law fo r  each day when the beat=$ corfimittee i s  --- 
ac tua l ly  i s  session and  t h e i r  necessary miieage as provided 
by law. 

P .  5 7  
Section 8\ 
r ?  ( 5 )  ' . rilake a  recor:ai,endatiori e~ f o r  a ~ r o v a l  -~-- c r  denial o f  the proposed - 

,; 1- d i s t r i c t  to the county c ~ ~ o ~ : i ~ , i i o n e r s .  - - - - 
.- 

Creation of an dgricul tura1 t f i s  ~ r i c t .  ( 1  ) The ccnlr~iissioners 
shall  within 30 days a f t e r  t-eceiving t he  reconmndation from 
the cocarittee d ~ s r o v e  o r  d i s a o ~ r o v e  the creat ion of an . . , 4 

agr icu l tu ra l  d i s t r i c t .  --- if t h e  -.-A county - - con:n~issioners do not a c t  ---- 
within t h i s  36-da l  t i iw p e r ~ o d ,  the r e s t r i c t i ons  on  subdivisi65,  -- --- - - - - -- ~-~ -- 
local regulation, s t a t e  p o l i c j  and  erriinent clon:ain as described -- --- ---- 
herein i n  Sections 1 7 ,  18, T'? d d  20 rfnain in e f f e c t  un t i l  tne 
co~inlissioners i1:~k.e t h e i r  decisicn t o  approve or disapprove -- - 
the agr icu l tu ra l  d i s t r i c t .  - 

-. ., 
P .  7 , 

Section 13;  
: (a)  ( a )  ask fo r  the t.eco!;anendatiorls of a ~ - a ~ p e i ~ $ e d - ~ e ~ ~ ~ ! + $ k e e  
\ 
\I t '  

" the advisory co~l~i~li t t e e  appointed f o r  the aqricul - tut-a1 d i s t r i c t  
{as provided ( 1 1  Section 7 o f  t h i s  i a q a t  l e a s t  121, days -- - - ---- -- - 
pr io r  t o  the ?rid o f  the e f f ec t i ve  l i f e  o f  the d i s t r i c t ;  

-r 'I --. 
L c t i o n  1 7 1  Section 17. Limit on subdivizion. Subdivision for  the purposes >- ---- 

, of t h i s  a c t  shal l  mean arly d iv is ion of land in to  s,malfer -- - - ---A- -- - 

pieces.(! LL:nXl wltnin a  d ~ s t r ~ c t . .  . . . . 

Section 20 i 
l . .  I irie 1 9  \ -  departii!ent o f  n , ~  tura: reso~rt-ces ,?:id conservation and the 

r .  
- -- 

I - anricul d turd1 L t l i s t r i c t  adv i s~ t -y  ~ ~ ; i ; ; ~ ! i i  t t e e  ( j ~ z c r i b ~ d  in 
- .  ' -  - . . - - . . Section 7 o f  th i s  a c t  ~oii t~l; t l l r :~-;  . . . . . .  



February 19, 1979 

Sen. Max Conover 
Montana Senate 
Capi to1 Station 
Helena, MT 59601 

Dear Sen. Conover: 

Please submit this testimony t o  the Senate Taxation Committee on 

February 20 in support of SB 510. 

My husband and I operate a c a t t l e  and sheep ranch near Nye, Montana. I 
am a former county com~issioner and longtime member of the St i l lwater  County 

Planning Board and a former member of the S t i l lwater ,  Carbon and Sweet Grass 

TRI-County planning board. 

There i s  no question in my mind that  Montana's most important resource 

i s  i t s  agricul tural  land. As a rancher and concerned c i t i zen ,  I have seen 

thousands of acres of f ine  agricultural  land go out of production. If  we are  

to  protect the backbone of Montana's economy and way of l i f e ,  we must keep our  
agricul tural  1 ands in agri cu1 ture .  

The reason tha t  I c a n ' t  be here today i s  that  I  have t o  attend a planning 

board meeting a t  home abou: the pr~posed subdivision of a neighboring ranch. 

This ranch has been in the family's hmds for  several generations, i s  a 
productive u n i t  and i s  one of the best ranches in the S t i l lwater  Valley. 

I t  i s  j u s t  one more recent and sad example of the conversion of agricultural  land 
to  non-productive uses. I know from experience that  once one ranch in an area 
goes, others soon follow and i t  becomes more and more d i f f i c u l t  for  other area 
ranchers to  s tay in  business. 

Because of s i tuat ions l ike  t h i s ,  we and some o f  our neighbors have 

recently been developing a proposed zoning d i s t r i c t  i n  our area tha t  would 

keep ranches in agricul ture .  I f  we had th i s  b i l l ' s  provisions to work wi t h y  

the formation o f  our zoning d i s t r i c t  would be s igni f icant ly  eas ie r  and the 

resul tant  d i s t r i c t  much more effect ive.  Moreover, the b i l l  would give us t a x  

benefits f o r  the commitment that  we would make to keep our ranches in production 

and out of development. 



A strong agricultural  economy benefits a l l  of us. i strongly support thiz 

b i l l  because i t  not only keep certain areas in production 2nd provides and 

voluntary and c lear  process for  doing so, b u t  i t  ultimately strengthens local 

economies and local comunit ies .  

I urge t h i s  committee to give SB 510 a do-pass recommendation a t  a t  the 

same time affirm your commitment to a strong agricultural  base in Montana. 

Sincerely , 
-.- 

~ a r i  0on'clhoe 
Nye, Montana 



- .  __ - - -  
Form 4256 Countlcr . . 

-4 \ 
,+ 

. SIJ'C Puhlish~nu C O .  ,: 1977 ~ i 5 t - t . i ~ ;  V i l l u e  of ,: p.1, 116 [ . , I .  .., I ic ic>ra .  h¶,,niar?~ ' , C o t ~ r t  Budget, 1 111i11-1977 i! D i s t 1 . i  . i r ' l ' t .  ! 
I . ! 

c . - 
1 ii - . . .. , , 

i . $ 1  
, . .  - 

I '  , ' I  . , ; l  :%6$,ll30.!i~i~ $!.6',81~.,0rj 1: . , .  _ . , : Ucaveriiend I :  

: 
I i . j  ': 7 .  0 0  5 5 , 3 3 3  ) O O  :; ; ; I . 2 : )  , 1 ,  ,: : I3ig TIorrl , .. I I, . ,. ' ,  I 

i~ , ,%l;ii,,c 65 ,0 (>1  : u O :  , , ,  19,358.00 . ,: I (  i ; .>. .' ) I ,  1 .  1 1  . ,  ' 'I 
, . 1 : I  
' .>. $ 1 . :  I',~.ontl\vattr~. , . :. I ,  

1 ~;nrbol l  ! I  

I i .  , 
(:ilr.tcr 

! ( : ~ L S C ~ L ~ C  i 

i I Choutc;iu 
I :  , t 

I 

c1lsl.or 

i~;lll it~ls I I 

Dawsun I 
, . 

P c e r  1,otlg-c 

, Filllo11 

i F'ergus 

; Fl;lt.hcaJ 
Oallatirl I 

C:al.t'i, Iii 
I ! , !  . . 

i Qlacicr 

' ( . ; ~ ~ l i l i ~ ~ ~  ITall(ly 

c ~il11i tt? i ,i I , t 

, 4 .. 

I! i 11 . , :: 
I Jefferson 

4 

' Juclitli Hasin 
T.nkr 
I ,cH~~s  and Clark 

' 1,iberty 

I Lincoln 

Jlndiuon 
; BlcCo~ia 

Mengllcr 
3Iilicral 
hf issouln 

IIussclshcll 




