MINUTES OF THE MEETING
STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
MONTANA STATE SENATE

March 5, 1979
The thirty-fourth meeting of the State Administration Committee

was called to order by Chairman Pete Story on the above date in

Room 442 of the State Capitol at 10:00 a.m.

ROLL CALL: All members of the Committee were present.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL No. 484: The Chairman called on

Rep. Carl Seifert, House District 26, Polson, sponsor of the Bill,
to present his testimony.

Rep. Seifert explained this was for an act to abolish the present
system of state campaign funding and revert any funds remaining

to the state general fund. The present tax form on which this
check-off is shown allows people to designate $1 to a state fund
for use by the governor for campaign expenses. The fund has a
present balance of about $228,000. He stated about 20% of the
persons making tax returns check this box, but didn't think they
realized what they were doing. It was a volunteer check-off, but
the money did not come from the individual; it came from the state
general funds. There is another House Bill to expand this to include
supreme court justices, but he felt it best to eliminate the whole
practice. The way it is now, we are taking tax money which should
be used for more needed services and giving it away. People who
want to run for public office should have enough get-up-and-go to
finance their own campaigns.

Further proponents were called for.

Ken Dunham, Executive Director, Republican Party, in support of
the Bill, submitted written testimony, copy of which is attached
to these original Minutes.

Janelle Fallan, representing the Montana Chamber of Commerce, sub-
mitted written testimony which pertained to both House Bill 484

and House Bill 853, but supports the passage of HB 484 and urges
the killing of HB 853. Copy of this testimony is attached to these
Minutes, to which reference is made for further details.

John Bell, representing himself as a taxpayer, rose in support of
passage of HB 484. He submitted a copy of the Montana state income
tax form showing the check-off for campaigns which states that it
does not increase or decrease an individual's taxes. He felt this
was a misstatement and that any funds should go into the general
fund and be used for general fund purposes, not for political
candidates. He also submitted a written statement from Mrs. Marj
Bell, a housewife, which urges the passage of House Bill 484.

Opponents were called.

Phil Tawney, representing the Democratic Party, stated House Bills
484 and 853 were the result of an interim committee study on the

future of campaign funding, but they cculd not agree on one solution.



Page 2
State Admin. Meeting Minutes March 5, 1979

Therefore, three bills were drafted and introduced, two of which we
passed from the House and were both being considered together. The
Democratic Party supports the public financed campaigns. He I
estimated about $750,000 would be spent on the next governor's

race. $62,000 was sent to Woodahl the last election which was just
about one-half of his total campaign funding. I

Margaret Davis, representing the League of Women Voters, also opposed
the Bill and submitted a written statement, copy of which is attached
to these minutes, which pertained to the public participation idea.

Paul Richards, Montana Common Cause, in opposition to the Bill, state
he thought there was an excellent rate of participation by this check
off system and since cost of running for office is so high, this

is a means of giving some candidates a chance to be in an election
they might otherwise not be able to afford. He thought justices I
should not have to go out to hustle funds on a "non-partisan" basis.

Al Williams, Montana AFL~CIO, stated they wanted to be on record I
as opposed to HB 484.

Chairman Story opened the hearing for questions of the Committee:
there being none, closing statement was called for. I

Rep. Seifert declared he had brought this Bill up because he was
very sincere in his thinking that the state should not subsidize ‘
political campaigns with tax money when there is a shortage of funds
in such necessary areas as schools. Candidates who really get out
and work at contacting the public don't necessarily have to spend a
lot of money, and that continuation of the state funding of campaigns
will just result in more money spent in the long run.

Hearing was then closed on House Bill No. 484.
CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL No. 779: The Chairman called on Rep.

John Scully, House District 76, Bozeman, to present his testimony
as sponsor of the Bill.

Rep. Scully testified this Bill would create an all-beverage license
classification for the five airports in the State. He did not think
the House amendments to the Bill were necessary, however. The cost
for this type of license was set at $800, which he felt was a fair
cost. The airports this would affect are Kalispell, Bozeman, Helena, |
West Yellowstone, and Billings. It has been impossible for these
airports to buy liquor licenses at a reasonable price in these areas
because of the quota system and that it would be the general public
who would end up paying the high prices if they did have to go this
route.

Further proponents were called for.

Bill Merrick, Chairman, Gallatin Field Airport, Bozeman, in support
of the Bill, commented that they had previously requested help

from the legislature with this problem in obtaining a liquor license
for Gallatin Field and West Yellowstone. They were not anxious to
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get into the liquor business, but felt they should provide these
services to the people and that the traveling public and persons
involved in the transportation of the air traffic demanded these
services. They had many situations where planes are late or de-
layed, and people wanted a place to go. They have provided the
airport with a bar and coffee shop set-up; the lunch counter is
operating, but because of the problem with getting a liguor license,
they have not been able to provide the public with that service.

Frank Wolcott, Manager of the Gallatin Field Airport, submitted
written testimony in support of the Bill, copy of which is attached
to these minutes, and stressing that the liquor business at airports
is not a direct competition with other liquor establishments and
that as the license would not be transferable, it did not have a
marketable value. Also, as a qualification for eligibility for this
special license, an airport must handle at least 20,000 passengers

a year, thereby assuring that the number of licenses issued would be
based only on public need.

Bill Utter, Director of the Great Falls Airport, supporting the Bill,
stated that there was a period of time that the Great Falls Airport
did not have a liquor license. After this experience, he thought
the only way to profitably operate was to have a liquor license in
addition to the food services.

Hugh Kelleher, Helena Airport Director, commented this was the

third attempt in trying to get a license. The Helena Airport handles
about 50,000 planes a year; in addition, the people involved with ’
moving the passengers would use these services. All tolled, there

is a large number of people who are deprived of this service because
of the present quota system.

Bruce Vanica, Northwest Airlines Sales Manager, commented that they
bring out many different types of people, such as hunters, skiers,
etc., in the various seasons, and with only three airports in the
State where the services for obtaining liquor is available, they hear
complaints. Favorable consideration for HB 779 was urged.

Gary Green, Director, Missoula County Airport and also representing
the Board of County Commissioners, supporting the measure, testified
they felt it will substantially aid the best use of their new air-
port at Missoula and enhance all segments of Missoula County in
serving the traveling pulic. This is particularly important as in
many instances, this is the only impression travelers get of Montana.

Ted Mathis, Manager, West Yellowstone Airport and Montana Aeronautics
Division, explained that even though that airport was only open

four months out of the year, June through September, they serve well
over 20,000 passengers. Because of the small community, it is
impossible to pay for a liquor license from that area even if one

was available at any price. Because of the number of passengers

they serve, he felt they do have the necessity for such a license.

Bob Durkee, representing the Montana Tavern Owners Assoclation,
testified that organization supports the Bill and endorses its

passage based on the testimony given. . They did not feel this special
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Sen. Bob Brown stated that Richard Hadley from the Kallspell Air-
port also wasnts to be on record as in favor of the Bill.

There being no opponents, closing statement was called for.

license would damage their business. ' J
Rep. Scully stated he wanted to add only one point: that all
fishermen, hunters and skiers are not alcoholics. I
There being no questions from the Committee, the hearing was closed
on House Bill No. 779.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL No. 86l: Rep. Scully also being the
sponsor of this Bill, Chairman Story advised him to proceed with
his presentation.

Rep. Scully was a member of the Legislative Audit Committee which
conducted the review of various boards and agencies under the swun- I
set law. He stated that he had been required to have the rules in
the House suspended in order to introduce this Bill to eliminate

the requirement of the present sunset laws to do these reviews

every 6 years. This requirement was not brought to the attention I
of the Committee until they got to looking at the various bills to
reinstate these agencies and boards. It appears the "sunset" audit
didn't eliminate too many of these boards, and if it were done ‘
every six years, it would be a very expensive procedure, without
accomplishing much. The present law sets out that every two years,
certain boards will be reviewed, and as it takes six years to do |
a complete review of all these boards and agencies, and we have to
re-establish such boards and agencies after each review under the
present law, it would be a continuing six-year cycle. He did not
think this was very wise. I

Larry Huss, Montana Society of CPA's, supported this Bill, but re-
minded that it did not eliminate the continuing sunset review for
those agencies who have not gone through the procedure. It also

does not eliminate this being done at some future time, nor does it
preclude the legislature from tacking on a provision to the effect |
that the legislature could review a particular agency if they would
want to do that.

Sonny Hanson, Montana Technical Council, rose in support of the
Bill.

Opponents were called for by the Chairman.

Paul Richards, Montana Common Cause, stated the concept of the
sunset law was very valuable and a very healthy concept to make
government function in a more responsible manner. He urged that
the review of the rest of the agencies be continued to close loop-
holes.

Sen. Story reminded Rep. Scully that there would have to be some
adjustments if this Bill passed through the Senate as the Bills

reconstituting some of these agencies have the 6-year restriction
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in them.

Rep. Scully advised that he had reminded the Legislative Council

to catch this so that these re-constituted boards are not sunsetted
again in six years. He also added that the Committee doing these
reviews had worked very hard on this and scrutinized these agencies
very closely.

Sen. Roskie questioned the representative for Common Cause if they
were only interested in loopholes in government, to which Mr. Richards
replied that they were also questioning tax rules; they did not
question the audit of these agencies by the Audit Committee. Con-
tinuing his questioning, Sen. Roskie asked what Richards thought

the sunset was supposed to do. The reply was that this aspect

should look at special privileges and review government functions;
‘that tax loopholes and tax subsidies exist which should be stopped

and that special interests are being subsidized.

Sen. Hafferman asked for an example of a loophole, to which Richards
responded that there were some allowances of certain subsidies.

Rep. Scully, responding to an inquiry from Sen. Ryan, referred to
the specific statute dealing with the sunset audits; this lists all
of the various agencies by name and states in which years they will
be reviewed. This Bill does not change any of that language. His
concern was for the elimination of the 6-year re-review requirement.

There being no further questions, the hearing on House Bill No. 861
was closed.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL No. 853: The Chairman called on Rep.
James D. Azzara, House District 96, Missoula, to present his testi-
mony as sponsor of the Bill.

Rep. Azzara stated this Bill would reconstitute the public financing-
of political campaigns in Montana and extends the range of public
financing beyond the governor to the chief justice of the Supreme
Court. On pages 2 and 3, are the major changes. This says that 60%
of the funds collected as a result of the check-off on income tax
would go to the governor-Lt. governor, and the remaining 40% would

be divided equally between the chief justice and associate justices.

Proponents were called for by the Chairman.

Phil Tawney, representing the Democratic Party, testified that the
Department of Revenue extimates about $320,000 will be in the fund

at the time of the next general election; and that figure, each
gubernatorial candidate would receive $96,000 and 40% would go to
Supreme Court candidates. The legislation creating two more justices
had not yet passed so this should be amended to include those justices.
He also felt the limitation on persons receiving these funds was very
important and urges the passage of this Bill.

Al williams, Montana AFL-CIO, rose in support of the Bill.

Margarét Davis, representing the League of Women Voters, also re-
quested being on record in surpord
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Paul Richards, Common Cause, supported the Bill very strongly

and thought that including the Supreme Court justices was a very
good idea as soliciting campaign funds was not the best situation
for a non-partisan candidate. He then cited an example of federal
campaigns by persons who ran on the national level and receiving
subsidies from the public and then voting in favor of particular
interests.

Opponents were called for.
Janelle Fallan, representing the Montana Chamber of Commerce, per

the written testimony previously submitted on House Bill 484
which also pertains to this Bill, opposed this Bill.

John Bell opposed it also, saying this was an impossible situation

in having political candidates subsidized with tax money. He then l
guestioned what would happen to this money which was raised in

years when there were no candidates running for these offices, for
instance, the justice's terms are now 8 years. The limitation on
the spending for a campaign is definitely a deterrant, he felt.
Cost per vote figures of Stan Berger at $5 and John Melcher at $1
were cited as examples. This Bill is very inappropriate, he stated
although if anyone was deserving of public campaign funding, it
should be the supreme court candidates. However, he felt a person

should have the option of saying who he wanted to support in a
political race.

| A

e

Ken Dunham, representing the Republican Party, testified in opposition
that the money itself was not the most important factor in these
campaigns. Electibility is also of great importance. By this Bill
more bureaucracy will be created and more paper work will be re-
quired - which is what people have been trying to get away from.

This Bill is not a compromise of the ad hoc study committee, he '
stated, as he was a member of that committee and one of the 3 fiscal

Rep. Azzara added that he thought all funds not used during the
election year reverted to the general fund and the entire procedure
was voluntary. What is indicated by this check-off on the returns

is a situation where they can get a handle on the money donations Il

conservatives l
The Chairman then called for the closing statement.

to political campaigns.

Sen. Roskie, referring to a remark of Mr. Tawney on allowing Re-
publicans to compete wondered if he was inferring that Democrats
outnumber Republicans in the state, so they were contributing more.
Responding, Mr. Tawney said he thought this also helps those who
are not in power because they have the ability to raise more money
Court ruling was to the effect that the only way to put a celllng

on this spending was to have the candidate accept public financind
This would allow both candidates to buy prime time TV and radio

which he felt was very important. Continuing his questioning, Sen.
Roskie asked if this ceiling dcoesn't give the incumbent a clear
advantage, to which Tawney replied he didn't think so, per Mr. Bell'gs
statement. .
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Sen. Roskie further commented that the efforts of some candidates
regarding special interest groups is also a major influence in
campaigns and that he felt private funding did make a difference.
Mr. Tawney remarked a certain amount of money was needed to be
effective, but it 1s not the only thing that affects an election.

Sen. Roskie then stated there was no relationship in Mr. Tawney's
statement, and Mr. Richards pointed out a lot of bad things about
the way the federal government acts with oil depletion money, etc.
Turning to Mr. Richards, he asked for an example where Montana
candidates have misused funds - keeping it to Montana. Mr. Richards
started to respond regarding their contention of having documented
cases of instances in Congress.

Sen. Ryan objected to the continuation of this type of questioning
on a party line basis.

Chairman Story stated the Committee would not get into personalities.

In response to Sen. Roskie's question if this Bill would help or
cure any problems he may see in our present system, Rep. Azzara

replied that he thought some of these questions may be actualized
and others left to the future. The money may prevent some candidate

/
from getting before the public. !

Sen. Story commented that what this would do is enhance the Republican
and Democratic parties, without considering the individual.

Rep. Azzara felt the policy set out on page 1 addresses this, to
which Sen. Story responded that it does only as it relates to a
new group, not an established one.

Sen. Roskie extended apologies to anyone who may have been affronted
and expressed his concern for any insinuations applied toward Montana
and its candidates.

There being no further questions, the hearing on House Bill No. 853
was closed.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL No. 337: Sen. Jergeson submitted the
Statement of Intent previously discussed by the Committee pertaining
to this Bill and read it to the Committee.

After short discussion, Sen. Hafferman moved that the Statement
of Intent be adopted. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

Sen. Jergeson then moved that House Bill No. 337, WITH STATEMENT OF
INTENT ATTACHED, BE CONCURRED IN; this motion carried also by
unanimous vote. Duplicate original copy of Statement of Intent
Regarding House Bill No. 337 is attached hereto for specific details.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL No. 779: Sen. Brown moved that House
Bill No. 779 BE CONCURRED IN; motion passed without opposition.

There was some discussion on amending the Bill to include an effective
date; Sen. Brown will check on this and perhaps amend it later.
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DISPOSITION OF HQUSE BILL No. 861: Sen. Jergeson moved that Hous
Bill No. 861 BE CONCURRED IN; by unanimous vote, the motion carried.

FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS 484 AND 853: Sen. Story
commented that as a member of the Finance Committee, they felt it
was a raid on the general fund and if anyone were funded, the
Supreme Court should be. He also felt it was another way to
finance special interests. However, if this system were changed
so that people were spending their own money, it might be more
acceptable.

Sen. Ryan guestioned the tax form of the State and how it worked.

Ward Shanahan responded that it was taken against the tax liability,
not out of an individual's own pocket; that the Bill would have to
be amended to accomplish an actual contribution of personal funds
from tax refunds.

Sen. Story questioned what the implications would be when only worki
people who might be getting refunds would be financing the fund

and ranchers and businessmen did not because they don't get refunds,
and also expressed the danger in these funds being used for special
interest groups. l

Discussion on the different concepts presented by these two con-

flicting Bills was held, centering on the voluntary contribution o'\‘i"
raid of general fund theory. 5

Mr. Tawney remarked this is strictly voluntary on the part of the
individual.

Mr. Shanahan stated that by putting it above the line, offering an
extra tax deduction, that private charities were suffering.

Sen. Brown suggested having the researcher prepare some amendments
to HB 853 to make it strictly a voluntary system and so that the
money would not come out of the general fund.

killed anyway; so, a straw vote was taken. Tentative voting on
HB 484 was approximately a tie.

Chariman Story then directed the researcher to prepare amendments
to be considered at the next meeting.

Sen. Roskie was appointed to carry House Bill 337 on the floor;

The Chairman cautioned putting amendments on a bill which might be '
Sen. Brown will sponsor HB 779 and Sen. Jergeson will carry HB 861'

ADJOURNMENT :

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned by Chai

man Story at the hour of 11:45 A.M
~ /}/,./
%\ \ ”"\/'k,‘, .

. N
PETE STO
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CALLATIN FIELD
Owned and Opersated by
Gallatin Airport Authority
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.
T Sewthwest Wontana

PO Box 148, Bozeman, AL D715

Frank S Wolcotty Awrnort Manager

Telephore Belgeade 408 3B £E00 Ty 5 | 970
[RFRTAN \_.F{ e L ~

CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE ON STATE ADMINISTRATION
HerenA, MonTana 59691

DEAR SIR:

[ AM THE AIRPC  MANAGER AT GALLATIN FIELD, BOZEMAN'S JET
PORT, AND PAST PRESIDENT OF THE MONTANA AIRPORT MANAGERS ASSOCIATION.
HB 779 IS AN ACT CREATING APUBLIC AIRPORT RETAIL LIQUOR LICENSE
FOR AIR CARRIER AIRPORTS THAT ENPLANE AND DEPLANE 77,030} PASSENGERS
OR MORE PER YEAR. (THE AIRPORTS CONCERNED THAT DO NGT MAVE LIQUOR
LICENSES ARE HELENA, MissoutA., S0zemAN, KALISPELL AND YEST YELLOWSTONE,)
[ WANT TO POINT OUT THAT:
~BARS ON AIRPORTS ARE REALLY NOT COMPETING WITH OTHER BARS.
~THIS LIQUOR LICENSE WOULD HAVE NO MARKETARLE VALUE,
-A BAR AT AN AIRPGRT IS A CONVENIENCE TO THE TRAVELLING PUBLIC.
-IN ORDER FOR AN AIRPORT TERMINAL OF OUR SIZE TO HAVE ANY FOOD
SERVICE FACILITIES THEY WOULD SURELY NEED TO HAVE THE BAR IN CONJUNC-
TION TO MAKE IT PROFITABLE., AT LEAST INITIALLY,

-IN THE CASE OF GALLATIN FIELD WE WOULD NEED A LICENSE UNDER
THE ALLOTMENT OF BELGRADE., BELGRADE 1S 7257 OVER THEIR ALLOTMENT NOW.

“HELENA, BOZEMAN AND MISSOULA HAVE JUST COMPLETED NEW TERMINAL
DUILDINGS, WE WOULD LIKE TO BE ABLE TO FURHISH THZ PUBLIC FOOD AND
DRINK SERVICE IN THESE NEW BUIILDINGS.

~PURCHASE OF ALICENSE IN THE BELGRADE AREA WOULD RUN WELL OVER
$100,000 wHIcH WE DO NOT FEEL IS JUSTIFIABLE BY A PUBLIC ENTITY,

[ HOPE THAT YOU AND YOUR COMMITTEE CAM FIND IT JUSTIFIA3LE TO
GIVE HR /79 A DO PASS,

SINCERELY,

FRANK WOLCOTT, AIRPORT MANAGER
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Senate State Administration Committee
March 5, 1979

Testomony on HB 484 and HB 853
Janelle Fallan

It seems a little unusual that the House could pass both
484 ,and 853, since one expands public financing and the other
eliminates 1it.

Presamably, the Senate in its wisdom will understand and
settle this contradiction. The best way to settle it, in the in-
terests of the taxpaver, is to pass HB 484 and kill 853.

Public financing of campaigns is, most simply put, using
the taxpayers' money to support candidates those taxpayers might
not otherwise supporé.

Public financing is a questionable funciton for government.
People have, to date, shown themselves to be capable of contribut-
ing to political campaicns on their own. Does the state also need
to do so?

Public financing must be administered, which requires another
government office, and bureaucracies are not known to shrink.

Public financing has been called a solution in search of a
prohlem. What will it solve?

Is it the illegal use of campaign funds? It will not solve that
problem and furthermore, campaign finance laws have been enacted to ‘

that end. To date those laws seem to be working well and serving

the public interest,



Is it a lack of money for some races? If that is the problem,
it should not be considered the function of government to solve it.

Is it "overspending" by candidates? Who determines what is
overspending? Asllong as candidates must make open, timelyv, public
repoigs on what they spend, it should not be the government's concern
whether they spend $5 or $5,000,000. If the people don't like what
they perceive to be overspending, they can say so on election day.

Is the problem public participation in the electoral process?
Checking a square on one's income tax return is hardly active
participation in an election.

Whgn a person plans to run for office, he or she must consider
two basic things: getting votes and raising money. While there is
not a consistent correlation between money spent and votes received
(since the one who spends the most is not always the one elected),
the candidate who can't r ise money is not likely to get too many
votes. It should not be the state's job to guarantee the same amount
of funds to both candidates.

The notion that the check-off does not cost anything should be
given a rapid burial. The $172,000 in the fund at present had to
come from somewhere, even if it allegedly did not add to the in-
dividual taxpayer's tax liability. It came from the general fund,
from money already appropriated by the Legislature to other purposes.
If the cost of state government could easily be reduced by that much
to fund political candidates, perhaps the taxpayers of Montana paid too
much to begin with. |

If the stafe is concerned with encouraging more participvation in
the electoral process (and why should this be the state's concern

to begin with?), it should open the process, not limit it. So

far, this session the legislature has done a very good job at this.



v

Fublic financing of campaigns instead is a limit on candi-

dates and on people in general. Spending money is one way to be ‘

politically active. So is being a campaign volunteer. If it is seen

as a proper function of the state to limit one aspect of political

activity, it may sometime be seen as a proper function to limit

any aspect.



70: SENATE STATE ADMINISTRATICH CCHNITTEE
ENATOR PETE STORY, CTHAIRHAN
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FROK: MARJ BELL, NORTHWEST OF [{ELENA AT BIRDSEYFE

] AM STRONGLY IN SUPPORT OF H.B. 484.

PUBLIC CAMPAIGN FUNDS RESTRICT YOUR RIGHT TO SUPPORT
CANDIDATES OF YOUR CHOICE AND FORCE YOU TO SUPPOAT POLITICAL
CANDIDATES YOU MANY TOTALLY DISAGRREE WITH.

PUBLIC CAMPAIGN FUNDS ARE A RAID ON OUR HARD EARNED-TAX
MONEY. THE FISCAL NOTE ON HB 484 STATES TH4T £S5 OF JUNE 30,

(o]

1978 rHE FunD WILL B $220,000. THIS MONEY COMES FROM THE

3

GENERAL FUND. WNE HAVE MANY OTHER PLACES IN THE BUDGET THIS
YFAR WHERE THAT $220.000 Is SORELY NEEDED.

PLEASE GIVE HE 484 4 "po pass" our 0oF YOUR COMMITTEE.

R ' R
s )(EfA /ﬁfj{, EL

e
MArRJ BELL
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Statement of Ken Dunham, Executive Director, Montana
Republican Party, 1425 Helena Avenue, Helena MT 59601

I am speaking in support of House Bill 484, which would abolish
the public campaign fund, and transfer the remaining funds to the

state general fund.

The establishment of the campaign fund in 1974 was a reaction to
allegations of misuse of political campaign funds in Montana, and
a reaction to a ygeneral climate of political distrust in America

following events at the national level.

One should remember that at the time the legislature took this
action, Montana had no apparatus for monitoring political campaigns

At the time many people thought the logical approach was partial

‘

public financing of political campaigns.

But, in fact, the Montana.experiment of public financing did little
other than provide the two gubernatorial candidates with $65,000
each that they likely would not have had otherwise raised. The
general spending limits in those two campaigns were just elevated

that amount of money.

The problem in political campaigns cited as a major reason for public
financing was not the amount of money spent. Rather, it was instead
what happened to the money once it was received by the campaign,
where it was spent, and the fact that the public didn't have a means
to readily learn anything about campaign contributions and

expenditures.

That has largely been changed by the establishment of strict
campaign reporting requirements, and the public disclosure of

campaign receipts and expenditures.

These 1s an obsession in this country of trying to impose public
financing on candidates by a number of special interest groups.
That action has been characterized as "a solution in search of

a problem."
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This country was founded on a belief in free enterprise. I happen
to believe that that concept follows in political campaigns as

well.

if a person is an electable candidate, and he or she wants to be
elected to a particular office, then that candidate must be:able

to raise sufficient money to tell his story. If people don't have
confidence in that candidate, they won't give money and the chances

of being elected will be diminished.

We don't need the government - either federal or state - providing
the candidate the money for that campaign. If people want to give
to political campaigns, let them do so directly and make the
candidate justify himself to the people directly - not through a

government subsidy.



ROLL CALL VOTE RECORD

SENATE CQOVMITTEE STATE ADMINISTRATION
pate 2ol ‘... Bill No. o .7 Time
s P R AN T
I /;. . .)"

NAME YES
Senator Pete Story, Chairman L--
Senator George F. Roskie, V. Chairman -
Senator Bob Brown -
Senator A. T. (Tom) Rasmussen “
Senator Patrick L. Ryan &
Senator Gregqg Jergeson Lo
Senator William F. Hafferman s
Jennie L. Palmer Pete Story

Secretary Chairman

Motion: Senator Bob Brown moved that House Bill No. 779

BE CONCURRED IN; moticn carried by unanimous vote.

Sen. Brown will carry the Bill on the floor.

(include enough information on motion—put with yellow copy of

camittee report.)



We, your committee on

having had under CONSIAEIATION wiueeuiirieicr sttt ee e es et HOhSE ..... Bill No.?..?..? ..........

Scully (2. Zrown

Respact{ully report as fOlOwS: THatu..iecvuceerecerererieee e ss e ees e eee e e esrese s sem s e Heusg...8ii No.. . 779,

Third Reading Bill,

WOPASSY  BE COUCUDKED I

== ‘/,'—):,"W i
g 7. T

STATE PUB. CO, Pete Story, Chairman,
Helena, Mont, .



ROLL CALL VOTE RECORD

SENATE COMMITIEE STATE ADMINISTRATION
Nyl Ao ) . .
pate 4/, s 5= T /e oo Bill No. S5/ Time
o s /23,/ e F L / I -
, ) ’/f«f/ ’/,/,('/ o—

NAME YES NO

Senator Pete Story, Chairman -

Senator George F. Roskie, V. Chairman Lo

Senator Bob Brown ¢

Senator A. T. (Tom) Rasmussen ¢

Senator Patrick L. Ryan .

Senator Greg Jergeson

Senator William F. Hafferman R

Jennie L. Palmer Pete Story

Secretary Chairman

Motion: Senator Greqg Jergeson moved that House Bill No. 861

BRE_CONCURRED _IN: motion carried by unanimous vote.

Senator Jergeson will carry the Bill on the floor.

(include enough information on motion--put with yellow copy of
camittee report. )
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Bill No...250 1 ...

..................................................................................................

having had under CONSIARIAtION ... ccviiirceerriirer e e s sass e sa e st eseeeee e s et sssssessmesssesme s
Scully {(Jergescn)
Respectfully report @s TOHOWS: THat. oot eeee et e e ee et
Third Reading 2111,
GO RASS. DL COLCURRLT T
o L
STATE PUB. CO. Tato

Hetena, Mont.



ROLL CALL VOTE RECORD

SENATE COMMITIEE STATE ADMINISTRATION
Date 2 .- 5 5 ‘. ,., Bill No. = = Time
- /';,.’{ PR A et
(g';»l'..// c///u —/ 4 1‘/"/'-"/" ;
NAME YES No T
Senator Pete Story, Chairman £
Senator George F. Roskie, V. Chairman ‘£
Senator Bob Brown -
Senator A. T. (Tom) Rasmussen /
Senator Patrick L. Ryan -
Senator Greg Jergeson .
Senator William F. Hafferman e
Jennie L. Palmer Pete Story
Secretary Chairman
Motion: Senator Greg Jergeson moved that House Bill No. 337

BE CONCURRED IN, with Statement of Intent as adopted by the

Committee attached; motion carried without opposition.

Sen. Roskie will carry the Bill on the floor.

(include enough information on motion--put with yellow copy of
camnittee report.)
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ROLL CALL VOTE PLCORD

e e e e R, s
SENATE CO-MITTEE STATE ADMINISTRATION
o !
Date ~17pr 2 57 iz Y eme s Bl NoLo Vo5 Tire
_:" 2SI A e ... ’ "-‘-,," L 4. . ’//"":-“‘ T :f
- > Py Bl P .
NAME YES NO
. !
Senatoxr Pete Story, Chairman e
.Senator Georygye F. Roskie, V. Chairman | e
Senator Bob Brown '
Ay L//lﬂ
Senator A. T. (Tom) Rasmussen
. £
Senator Patrick L. Ryan
! i
Senatecr Greg Jergeson &
. o 7
Senator William F. Hafrerman
3
i
i
Jennie L. Palmer Pete Story

Secretary Chairman

Motion: Senator Bill Hafferman moved that the Statement of Intent

for House Bill No. 337 proposed by Sen. Greg Jergeson be adopted;

motion carried by unanimous vote. Copy of Statement of Intent

is attached to this record.

(include enouch informaticn on motion——put with vellow cop’ of
ocarmittee report. )



STATEMENT OF INTENT REGARDING HOUSE BILL No. 337

A statement of intent 1s not required for House Bill 337 in
that it does not grant additional rule-making authority. However,
the Senate State Administration Committec voted to attach a state-
ment in accordance with Joint Rule 11-2.

(1) It is the intent of the Committee that this legislation shall
apply only to those spouses who never had available to them the
opticn of participating in the Highway Patrolmen's Retirement
System covered by Chapter 349, laws of 1975.

(2) It is, further, the intent of the Committee that the adminis-
trators of the Highway Patrolmen's Retirement System shall avoid
seeking benefits for those persons who have failed to take ad-
vantage of the option of participating in the Highway Patrolmen's

Retirement System.

Adopted by the Committee on State Administration of the

Senate on the 5th day of March, 1979.

S -

(\\ \\/

Pete Story, Chairman
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MR. oo PXaSiGani
We, YOUT COMIMITIEE OM .ovuiureeieereerereeeseeeeeneeeeee e ceeneann. REARS. AUIANIIREARIOR
having had Under CONSIARIATION vue.ruiecireiieiceee et cetereeesesre b e e seeetresseeeesstesssaeaenene e saeaenns Fiersis Lo Bilt No.33.7.,

Respectfully report as follows: That

Third Reading Bill,

o

i

DO .EASS N 2T CONLCURRZE 14,
fm 7
(o8

Statement of Inte

404G

Y Chasirman.

STATE FUB. CO.
Hanena, Mont,





