
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 
FEBRUARY 4, 1981 

The House Natural Resources Committee convened in Room 104 of 
the Capitol Building on Wednesday, February 4, 1981, at 12:35 p.m. 
with CHAIRMAN DENNIS IVERSON presiding and seventeen members 
present (excused was REP. COZZENS). 

The hearing was opened on HB 509. 

HOUSE BILL 509 REP. JOE QUILICI, chief sponsor, presented the 
bill which would provide for the administration of the residential 
conservation service in Montana. This bill would allow the Depart­
ment of Natural Resources to carry out the provisions of the 
National Energy Conservation Policy Act of 1978. If the state 
does not receive the legislative authority it needs to implement 
the plan, the utilities would have to comply with a federal plan. 
It would be better to have state people handle this program. 

Speaking as a proponent was LEO BERRY, Director of the Department 
of Natural Resources. See Exhibit 1. Mr. Berry further supported 
two amendments offered by REP. QUILICI. 

MIKE ZIMMERMAN, representing the Montana Power Company, supported 
the bill as amended. 

LARRY GESKE of the Great Falls Gas Company spoke in favor of the 
bill. See Exhibit 2. Attached to his testimony was an amendment. 

There were no OPPONENTS. 

REP. QUILICI closed on HB 509 saying he is willing to accept the 
proposed amendments of the Great Falls Gas Company and the Depart­
ment of Natural Resources. He hoped also that R. E. A.'s would 
participate in this program. 

During questions from the committee, REP. SALES questioned that 
there would be no fiscal impact upon the state. REP. QUILICI 
said the department felt it could be handled with existing staff 
and within the current budget. 

The hearing closed on HB 509 and opened on HJR 11. 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 11 REP. JOHN HARP, chief sponsor, presented 
the bill which would commend and support Northern Lights, Inc. 
and other participants in a proposed project to construct a hydro­
electric darn on the Kootenai River near Troy. See Exhibit 3. 
REP. HARP presented two amendments. He stated that if the R. E. A. 's 
want to see growth in the state, they will have to generate their 
own power. He feels the location for the proposed darn is ideal 
and will not disturb an undeveloped area. The land is owned almost 
entirely by the Forest Service and the Army Corps of Engineers. 
He provided a book to committee members "Kootenai River Hydroelectric 
Project No. 2752-Montana". 
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Speaking as a proponent to the bill was ERVAL RAINEY, representing 
Northern Lights. He told of a survey conducted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Libby which indicated 63% of the people and businesses 
in the area favored the construction of the Kootenai project. 

SENATOR WILLIAM HAFFERMAN presented petitions to the committee 
as Exhibit 4. He stated the most vital issue facing our country 
is energy. Hydroelectricity will give us energy and that will 
give us power in the world. It helps provide jobs and is environ­
mentally sound. 

REP. AUBYN CURTISS spoke in favor of the bill. See Exhibit 5. 

PETER JACKSON, Western Environmental Trade Association, said the 
project will provide growth and jobs in both Troy and Libby. He 
strongly supported the project. 

JOE ROSSMAN, representing the Teamsters Union, supported the bill. 

WILBUR ANDERSON of Vigilante Electric Co-op said they have also 
received notice of insufficiency of power from Bonneville. He 
said they must have additional power. 

EARL REYNOLDS, Vice-President of the Ravalli County Electric Co-op, 
supported the bill. 

BOB DENNIS of Libby spoke in favor of the bill and what it could 
for the economic development of that area. 

DON ALLEN of the Montana Petroleum Association said that the total 
energy supplies are very precarious. We import 43% of our oil. 
We need to build our own supplies of energy. It would be in the 
best interests of the people of Montana to have this project. 

RILEY CHILDERS of the Montana Associated Utilities said this is 
an excellent opportunity to develop this type of power. 

JIM CHALLINOR from Libby said people will keep corning to that area 
because it is a beautiful place to be. Water is a renewable resource 
and should be used to its full potential. 

RANDY SUMMERS of the Operating Engineers Union supported the bill 
because he felt it would help supply union jobs. 

JOYCE BROOKS of Libby spoke in favor saying the area needs jobs in 
order to keep some of the young people in the area. Also said the 
project would not be upsetting an undeveloped area. 
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M. E. EDDLEMAN, representing the Montana Water and Development 
Association, said Montana is blessed with the head waters of 
many rivers. Should have this type of project because we need 
the power and the work. 

Opponents to the bill included BARBARA RHODES, the Co-ordinator 
of Save the Kootenai. See Exhibit 6. 

ELLA DISTER spoke in opposition saying the resolution is the 
question. As amended the resolution means the legislature would 
commend Northern Lights for what it is doing even though none 
of the permits have been granted. The basic question is then 
whether or not this is the time to address this issue before the 
process is complete. Should the state commend them for what 
they should be doing anyway? Does this mean the legislature 
is implying approval? The project has not been reviewed yet 
by any state or federal agency. 

PATRICK LEFTHAND spoke in opposition on behalf of the Kootenai 
Tribe. See Exhibit 7. The proposed site is the site of the 
aboriginal hunting and fishing grounds of the Confederated Salish 
and Kootenai Tribes. The tribe does practice its religion on 
this site. 

WILBUR REHMAIN of the Montana Wildlife Federation is concerned 
because this points to a specific type and feasibility of the 
project. The Federation wou].d have no problem supporting this 
if the amendments are stricken. The Major Facility Siting Act 
would look at more than one site and type of project. Also, 
the Department of Natural Resources should complete the studies 
and after analyzing them, make a recommendation. Then, the 
resolution could be made. The legislature should not commend 
and support one particular site over another. 

REP. ART SHELDEN spoke on the bill. He felt the site for the 
project is a beautiful one but that the project in the area has 
divided the people. Many questions still need to be answered 
before any work could be done. Problems of the people in the 
area, problems of the R. E. A. 's and problems with growth all 
need to be addressed before the project can progress. 

REP. HARP closed on the bill saying this is a renewable source 
of energy and we should use it. 

During questions from the committee, REP. KEEDY asked whether 
or not Northern Lights had submitted an application to the 
Department of Natural Resources for a certificate and application 
of need. JI~1 SEWELL of Northern Lights said the application was 
submitted in March of 1980 and should be completed about March 
of 1981. 
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REP. KEEDY asked if the Department of Natural Resources had 
acted one way or another. The answer was no. 

REP. KEEDY asked if passage of this resolution wouldn't preempt 
the action of the state agency. REP. HARP replied this is 
just to commend the group for what they are doing. 

REP. CURTISS asked what is holding up the application. MR. 
SEWELL said the engineers have checked out different sites, 
but still needed are needs analysis of the customers, some 
questions on height, etc. 

REP. KEEDY asked if anybody had intervened in this application. 
MS. RHODES said several groups both in the area and out have 
intervened. REP. KEEDY then asked the basis for the intervention. 
MS. RHODES said F.E.R.C. allows for hearings to cover the siting. 

REP. ASAY asked how the tribe members are affected. MR. LEFTHAND 
replied that it is a ritual site and that it is used for religious 
purposes .. The Indian Religious Freedom Act protects them. 

REP. KEEDY asked how this resolution is going to create jobs. 
MR. ROSSMAN replied that the resolution implies that the state 
is giving permission to the company. 

MR. BERRY said the resolution would imply some sort of legislative 
approval as written without the amendments. There is still some 
implication of legislative intent. 

The hearing on HJR 11 closed. 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/ 

DENNIS IVERSON, CHAIRMAN 

Ellen Engstedt, Secretary 
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DEPARTMENT o!=- I\JATURAL RESOURCES 
A~·~D C()r\jSEJ~VATION 

CFRI'IFIED REl'URN: 58204 

Mr. \\filliam T. Nordeen 
~orttDrn Lights, Inc. 
P. O. Box 310 . 
Sandpoint, ID 

[:ear r-'lr. Nordeen: 

December 4, 1980 

'l'his is in rcSI-'onsc to 3 letter dated N0\l'llilx'r 20, 1980 frOi:1 ,J~JI[C;, A. 
Se\\'ell, Engineer in NC\-JIx.n:t, W3Shingtol1, rcqu<'sting an additional 90 d2YS 
extension of timL' to nokc the deficiencic:.:; .ill your Application Uo. 4<}f)S-s76D 
correct and l.ul1pletc as outlin?d in my lett(~r o[ July 25, 1980 . 

• 

Please be infOTITL--d that you are hereby ql anted an addi tion;:ll 90 days 
extension of tine from UlC dab? of receipt 01 this letter t.o COLlect- tl-e 
deficiencies as outlined in my letter of J·uly 25, 1980 pursuant to SH .. tion 
85-2-302, MeA. 

If I can be of further as.3istana~, fc-el .free to contact lie at YOllr 
convenienre . 

RJG/m 

cc: Wilbur Rehmann 
Jim Rehbein 
Laurence Siroky 
Gary Fritz /' 
J arres A. Sc\-.rell ~ 

Sincx'rcly, 

~(~ 
Ronald Yc;Llse 
Assistant Bureau Chief 
Wai~er Rights Bureau 
(406) 449-3962 

... " 



• 

Form No. 600 

Revised l1n3 
( , . 

":;::PlICATION NO. 4955-s76D 
(For Dept. Use Onlv) 

STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES & CONSERVATION 

APPLICATION FOR BENEFICIAL WATER USE PERMIT 

Note: Use one application for each source of supply or separate development. Check all appropriate boxes and fill in each 
blank line. If the question is not applicable in your case. enter NA (not applicable)..I! more space is neces~ary •. attach 
additional sheets. ; .: 

(Please type or print in ink) 

1. Name of Applicant Northern Light s, Inc. 

Mailing Address P. O. Box 310 

City or Town Sandpoint! State Idabo Zip 8386{I 

Home Phone Other Phone 2Q8-263-,2141 

2. Source of water supply KQQtenaj, Riv~l: . 
a tributary of Colllmbia EilZeI: 

(strellm nllme; if well, so indicate) 

3. (a) Point of diversion: 

N ~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ NW ~ Section ~. Township -ILl, Ran~!e -2JW. Lincoln County 

Additional points of diversion. if any: 
N E 

__ % __ ~ __ % Section __ I Township __ So Range __ W. County 

N E 
_% __ ~ __ %Section __ • Township __ S. Range __ W. County 

(b) If water is not consumed, it will be discharged back into the same source: 

YeslD ; NoD. If no, explain and give the complete land description at the point of discharge. 

N E 
__ % __ % __ % Section _-I Township __ So Range __ W. County 

4. Description of water development: 

(a) Diverting works. Enclose all pertinent engineering data availc ble. If not available. describe the horsepower rating of 
the pump and capacity in gallons per minute, size of ditches. flumes. dikes or other. 

See attached sketch 

(b) Reservoir (if applicable). 
1. Project will be an enlargement of an existing reservoir. 

YesD; NoD. (If yes. complete both 3 and 4 below.) 

2. Project will be a new reservoir. 

Yes 0; No 0 . (If yes. enter NA in 3 below. and complete 4.) 

3. Capacity of existing (old) reservoir when constructed: acre-feet. 

4. Capacity of new (proposed) reservoir: acre·feet. 

"'" (c) Well Depth: feet (if opplicable). 

Id) Project will be a developed spring: Yes 0 ; NolD. 



, ." 
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5. Proposed Construction: 

(a) Desired starting date anticipa",.ed completion date _--&..1 ... 9..r.7...lo8<--______ _ 

(b) Estimated construction cost $ 50, 000,000.00 

.-- 6. Amount of water, use to which it will be applied, and period of use: 

Example: 

11~ ~ up to -JJ~!:J foriRRi ~O:II~anl from n€irl L~ to~CrD.BE~ j~inclusive. 
(Amount) ( acre-feet) month-<lay) (month-<lav) (use) 

12,200 ~ up to 8,820,000 for Eower from January 1 to December 3 ~ inclusive. 
(Amount) (acre-feet) (use) ( month-<lay) (month-<lay) 

cfs 
gpm Up to for from to ,inclusive. 

(Amount) (acre.feet) (use) (mon~-<lay) ( month-<l.y) 
cfs 
gpm Up to for from to , inclusive. 

(Amount) (acre-feet) cfs(use) (month-day) (month-<lav) 
Total amount requested: 12,200 cfs ave. gpm up to 8,820,000 acre·feet per year. 

7. Description of proposed beneficial water uses: 
(a) Irrigation (if applicable). 

1. Method of irrigation: Flood 0 ; Sprinkler::::::::::J. If Flood, explain: ______________ _ 

2. Project will involve new irrigated land: Yes 0 ; No [:J . 

3. Project will involve supplemental water to existing irrigation: Yes 0 ; No 0 . 

4. Project will involve both new irrigated land and supplemental water to existing irrigation: Yes 0 ; No D. If 
yes, the acreage must be entered on separate lines in the Table below, and identified on the map in Item 9, page 3. 

5. Acreage by land description: (Enter the number of acres to be irrigated in the appropriate quarter-section.) 

Example: 
Check Appropriate Block 

Sec. Twp. Age. NE~ NW~ SW~ SE% Totals New Supplemental 

7 i~N. J)£ -.35 l.q() I/R 0Q3 V 

Check Appropriate Block 

Sec. Twp. Age. NE~ NWY. SWY. SE'I. Totals New Supplemental 

Total number of acres to be irrigated--i- ... I ____ -' 
(b) Non-irrigation use: (jf applicable) 

1. Place of use of the water will be the same as location given in Item 3(al, page 1. 

Yes: XI; NoD. Ifno,givethelocation: __ % ___ % __ % Section ___ _ 
N E 

Township __ S, Range __ w , ________________________ County. 

2. Estimate the maximum number and type of livestock to be watered: __ ..:.N.:..J/'-A~ ___________ _ 

... Are there other locations where the same livestock are watered? Yes L-J ; No n . 
3. Name of municipality to be served: _.!.:N:..L/.,!A.:--________________________ _ 
4. Number of families to be supplied: _..J.NlLjf--IA~ ________________________ _ 

5. If water will be used for other purposes, describe: The apl;"; cant p] ans to 
construct a 140 MW power facility at the s1te. 
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8. Ownership: U. S. Forest Service right bank 

(a) Property owner at the point of diversion: Burlington Northern. Inc. left bank 
(b) Property owner at the place of use: Burlington Northern, Inc. 
(c) If either (a) or (b) above are other than the applicant, describe the arrangement enabling the applicant to make this 

__ filing: The applicant has filed for a preliminary permit to the Federal Power 
Commission for development of tbjs sjte and when license is issued it will 
include the necessary property from the II.S. Forest Service and the Applicant 
will negotiate with Burlington Northern for the ro ert necessar from them. 

9. Map of proposed water development: Indicate clearly the point of diversion, place of use, and section, township, and range 
numbers. Show pertinent information concerning the development, such as dams, canals, ditches, pipelines, wells,etc. Use the 
largest, most convenient scale possible. If the map shown below is not adequate to describe your development, attach addition­
al sheets. 
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10. Remarks: ____________________________________ . ________________________________________ _ 

11. THE APPLICANT CERTIFIES THAT THE STATEMENTS APPEARING HEREIN ARE TO THE BEST OF HIS 
KNOWLEDGE TRUE AND CORRECT. 

NORTHERN LIGHTS, INC. 
(Signature) (Date) 

(Date) 

Februar 24, 1975 
(Date) 

Signature of applicantlsl must be exactly as in Item 1, page 1. If more tran one applicant is shown, all must sign. 



, .. 
DEPARTMENT ENDORS\ _ ]\l .... S 

(This section is not to be filled in by Applicant) 

n ~ \" r. I V t. D. 

FEB 28 1975 
MOfiT. DEfT. of NATURAL 

Check When RESOURCES & CONSERVATION 
Completed ACTION~N 

1. __ Rece;ved u;;;.-;;y o,.,count., ;n Dep'"men,', off;" by C ~~_ 
2. ___ . Date Received (priority): Da')t"&87.~onth .2 ; Y~ar _ ; Time ~;;t;l4 
3. __ Recorded in; Book ,~- Page -, By 

Preliminary check by __________ _ 

Transmittal No.1$"'" -1// Remarks 

- ; Am~.' of fee receive~ $ .d2CJ~ d;ZL t>a?-~ 4. __ 

5. __ Application indexed by ___________ Platted by _____________ _ 

6. _- Application examined by _____________ ; Type of Permit ___________ _ 

7. __ Application returned for completion on _________ ; or corrected by office on _______ _ 

Date to be returned by Applicant __________ _ 

8. __ Corrected Application resubmitted to Department's office on _________ _ 

9. __ Priority of Application (see No.2 above) brought down to __________________ _ 
Reason: ___________________________________________ _ 

10. __ Application approved for advertisement by ______________________________ _ 

11. __ Notice of Publication prepared by ____________ ; Proofed by _________ _ 
Date ________ _ 

12. __ Publication Proof Sheet proofed by 
_______________ ;Date _____________ _ 

13. __ Publication dates: From __________ To _________ _ 

14. __ Notice published in _______________ . _____________________ _ 

15. __ Notice to water users prepared by ______________ ; Proofed by _____________ _ 
Date ________ _ 

16. __ Date Notice mailed to water users ________ _ Public agency with reserved waters ______ __ 

Others~p«ify)--__ ------------------________________________ _ 

17. __ Protests filed by __________________ . _______________________ _ 

18. __ Date notice of hearing sent to Applicant ____ _ Objector(s) _____________ _ 

19. __ Hearingheldby ____________ ; Place _____________________ _ 

Date __________ _ 

20. __ Date Statement of Opinion and notice of possible hearing sent _________________ _ 
Sentby ______________ _ 

21. __ Application field checked by _________________ ; Date ___________ _ 

22. __ Application recommended for (approval or denial) by __________________ _ 

23. __ Application microfilmed by _______________ ; Date ___________ _ 

Roll No. (Microfilm after Item 22 only) 

REMARKS 
(For Department Use Only) 
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TESTU10NY ON HB 509 - Leo Berry 

House Bill 509 allows the Department of Natural Resources and 

Conservation to carry out the provisions of the National Energy Conserva­

tion Policy Act of 1978 in regard to the Residential Conservation Service. 

If the state does not receive legislative authority to implement the 

Hontana Residential Conservation Service Plan that is now being reviewed 

by the u.S. Department of Energy, the utilities would have to comply with 

the federal standby plan. In addition, the U.S. Department of Energy 

would administer and enforce the standby plan through the utilities from 

its Wdshington, D.C. office. The utilities have indicated that they would 

rather work with the State instead of the u.s. Department of Energy in 

Washington, D.C. 

The Residential Conservation Service Program can be implemented with 

no fiscal impact on the Department of Natural Resources and Conservation. 

The costs of the program are to be absorbed in the budgets proposed by the 

Legislative Fiscal Analyst and the Office of Budget and Program Planning, 

from part of the federal funds. 

The Department feels that the wording on page 1, lines 16-18, of 

HB 509 may jeopardize the approval of the Hontana Residential Conservation 

Service (RCS) Plan by the U-.-S. nepar-tment. of Energy. The ReS regulatj.ons 

do not limit the financing of energy conservation measures to low-cost 

loans. The Hontana ReS Plan allows for financing through any type of loan 

which includes those from private lending institutions. The words "low-cost" 

should be stricken from HB 509 to conform with the Hontana RCS Plan and the 

Nationa~ Energy Conservation Policy Act. 



The definition of "utility" shouJd be expantlcd to alloH utilities 

that annually sell less than 10 billion cubic feet of natural gas or 750 

million kilowatt hours of electricity to voluntarily participate in the 

Residential Conservation Service Program, if they so desire. This tvould 

increase the potential energy savings from the program and allow for the 

equal treatment of all utility customers. 



GREAT FALLS GAS COMPANY 

TESTIMONY OF LARRY D~ GESKE - FEBRUARY 4, 1981 

BEFORE THE LEGISLATIVE NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Good afternoon. The Great Falls Gas Company has participated with other 

utilities in the state in assisting the Department of Natural Resources in 

drafting the State's Residential Conservation Service Program Plan to comply 

with the National Energy Conservation Policy Act. During the drafting process, 

the companies that have been included in the draft plan were: 

The t~ontana Power Company 

Montana Dakota Utilities 

Pacific Power and Light 

Great Falls Gas Company 

We are proud to be part of the RCS program and have been performing energy 

audits on a formal basis for t\'/o (2) years. He are the major energy supplier 

into the Great Falls area and are pleased to have the opportunity to offer this 

more detailed RCS audit program to our customers. We believe that Great Falls 

Gas Company has been a leader in the State in advancing energy conservation with 

our customers and, as you may recall, in 1977 the Montana Legislature passed a 

unanimous resolution that commended the Great Falls Gas Company for being the 

first in the State with its home insulation program. 

After receiving a copy of the draft of HB 509, we were alarmed to find 

that the bill had been drafted, hopefully in error, to exclude Great Falls Gas 

Company from participating in the RCS Program. The exclusion is in Section 

2. (3) (a): which states that participation would be by utilities supplying 



Over 10 Bcf of natural gas sales per year. Since Great Falls Gas Company sales 

are some 6 Bcf per year, we would be excluded under the present draft of the 

bill. We have prepared a revision to the draft of HB 509 that is marked 

Exhibit-A to this testimony. This exhibit includes a provision for utilities 

smaller than the above stated criteria to participate in the plan, if they want 

to, as long as they comply with the Department's rules and regulations. 

In talking with The Montana Power Company and the Department of Natural 

Resources, we believe they support this amendment. 

I would be happy to answer any questions you may have about this proposed 

change in HB 509. Thank you. 

-2-
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. ex Pl \"8111 ~ .I.V J\Ll." I''!lJjHf\.NA ;STAT!; UGISUTORS , ," 

The economic future of Western Montana is primarily dependent on the development 
of it's abundant natural resources. These resources have to be developed in an 

... 

environmentally prudent and economically responsible manner - and we, the undersigned, 

....., 

feel that the Northern Lights proposal to build a hydro-electric project on the 
Kootenai River is consistant with these demands and will produce an additional 
clean, renewable and domestic energy source so vital to the stabili"ty of our nation • 

We urge you to support HJR # 11 in the 1981 Montana Legislative Session. 
• Copies of this petition will be sent to the Montana State Legislature • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

-
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---------------------------
TO ALL MONTANA STATE LEGISLATORS 

The economic future of Western Montana is primarily dependent on the development 
,f it's abundant natural resources. These resources have to be developed in an 
environmentally prudent and economically responsible manner - and we, the undersigned, I 

feel that the Northern Lights proposal to build a hydro-electric project on the 
Kootenai River is consistant with these demands and will produce an additional 
clean, renewable and domestic energy source so vital to the stability of our nation. 

We urge you to support HJR # 11 in the 1981 Montana Legislative Session. 
Copies of this petition will be sent to the Montana State Legislature. 

NAME ADDRESS 
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N.E.E.D. 

Jan. 30, 1981 

Sen. William Hafferman 
Capitol Station 
Helena, Mont. 59620 

Dear Bill: 

P.O. BOXl158, L1BBY,MONTANA 59923 

We have letters on the way to you with regards to SJR # 4, SJR # 5, 
and HJR # 11. Enclosed is the first of petitions you will receive on 
HJR # 11. If you can, we would like you to forward to us, a copy of 
each petition you receive, as we will have them mailed from several in­
dividuals. We hope to have 3 or 4 people in Helena to testify next 
Wednesday. 

I am puzzled by Sheldon and Mueller's opposition, based, (according 
to news reports), .on the opinion that the resolution willdeYl.de the 
community. If ever a federal agency makes the final decision~ then they 

- will raise hell, because they weren't given the opportunity.to submit 
local or state input. 

Keep in there, Bill, 

Sincerely, 

Steve Lethrud, Co-chairman 

N.E.E.D. Legislative Committee 
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TO ALL MONTANA STATE LEGISLATORS 
\ ... : 

• The economic future of Western Montana is primarily dependent on the development 
of it's abundant natural resources. These resources have to be developed in an 
environmentally prudent and economically responsible manner - and we, the undersigned, 

, feel that the Northern Lights proposal to build a hydro-electric project on the 
~otenai River is consistant with these demands and will produce an additional 
clean, renewable and domestic energy source so vital to the stability of our nation. 

- We urge you to support HJR # 11 in the 1981 Montana Legislative Session. 
Copies of this petition will be sent to the Montana State Legislature. 

NAME ADDRESS 
.------~==~----~--~----------~----------~~~~---------------------------
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TO ALL MONT!NA STATE LEGISLATORS , ~. . 

The economic future of Western Montana is primarily dependent on the development 
of it's abundant natural resources. These resources have to be developed in an 
environmentally prudent and economically responsible manner - and we, the undersigned, 
feel that the Northern Lights proposal to build a hydro-electric project on the 

~ Kootenai River is consistant with these demands and will produce an additional 
clean, renewable and domestic energy source so vital to the stability of our nation. 

We urge you to support HJR # 11 in the 1981 Montana Legislative Session. 
Copies of this petition will be sent to the Montana State Legislature • 
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The economic future of Western Montana is primarily dependent on the development 
of it's abundant natural resources. These resources have to be developed in an 
environmentally prudent and economically responsible manner - and we, the undersigned, 
feel that the Northern Lights proposal to build a hydro-electric project on the 
Kootenai River is consistant with these demands and will produce an additional 

r clean, renewable and domestic energy source so vital to the stability of our nation. 
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FOR THE RECORD, I AM AUBYN CURTISS, DISTRICT 20 REPRESENTATIVE, AND 

THE DISTRICT I REPRESENT ENCOMPASSES PORTIONS OF FLATHEAD AND LINCOLN COUNTIES • 

THREE OF THE COOPERATIVES JOINING IN THE DECEl,mER 1, 1978 FILING OF 

THE APPLICATION WITH THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION, PROVIDE . . 

POWER FOR THESE TWO COUNTIES. AND CONSUMER MEMBERS OF FLATHEAD AND LINCOLN 

ELECTRIC AND NORTHERN LIGHTS ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE AVAILABILITY OF POvlER 

FOR FUTURE USE SINCE BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION HAS SERVED NOTICE THAT 

THEY WILL BE UNABIE TO ALLOCATE ENERGY TO MEET GRo\~TH NEEffi AFTER 1983. 

Be~NEVIL1E3' 9Q%INCREASE, WITH MORE CONTEMPLATED, AND THE GROWTH 
.. 

RATE CURRENTLY EXPERIENCED IN RURAL AREAS BOTH INDICATE THE NECESSITY FOR 

THE COOPERATIVES TO INITIATE SOME ACTION TO PROVIDE FOR THEIR OWN ENERGY 

NEEIE • 

.. - INFORMATION SUPPLIED BY THE COOPERATIVES AND HARZA ENGINEERING SEEM 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

• 

.. 

.. 

.. 

TO VERIFY THAT THE KOOTENAI RIVER PROJECT # 2752 IS A FEASIBLE METHOD TO 

MEET INCREASED ENERGY DEJ1ANffi IN A MANNER WHICH ~IILL HAVE NINIHAL IMPACT ON 

THE ENVIRONMENT •• RATHER THAN RUIN THE FALLS AREA, A FLOW DISTRIBUTED EVENLY 

ACROSS THE RIVER, AS PROJECTED, HOULD ENHANCE THE BEAUTY OF THE FALLS. PLANS 

FOR H1PROVING THE VISITOR LOCATION I\1LL NOT ONLY IHPROVE THE SCENIC ACCESS,' 

BUT CONTRIBUTE TO GREATER PUBLIC SAFETY. 

NONTANA P.iWPLE, ON A BALLOT INITIATIVE, INDICATED THEY DID .NOT HANT 

ANY NUCLEAR· F~CILITI.8S LOCATED HERE UNLESS STRINGENT REQUIREMENTS WERE l1ET. 
AIIY#tf Y- /Pre J€ ~ . 

. g;; H%W i· , ARE A'r A STAND STILL BECAUSE OF ALLEGED EN'yIRONt'£NTAL CON-

CERNS. THE PROPOSAL UNDER CONSIDERATION H£RE POSES NO SUCH THREATS, BUT IS 

A CLEAN, ENVIRONHENTALLY SAFE PHOJECT WHICH COULD PEIDUT NEEDY CONSUl'lERS TO 

PROVIDE FOR THEIR OHN NEl!:IB \-11THOUT J~O}>AHDIZING THE HEA.LTH AIW \~EL.rA.RE OF 

OTHERS. AND WE HAVE BEEN TOLD THAT EVEN SHOULD THE CANAL FLATS DIVERSION 

TAKE PLACE IN BRITISH .COLUflilllA, Tllli HEHAINING KOOTENAI FLO\{ WOULD BE ADS·1UATE 

TO SUPPLY PROJECT ·NEEDS ~:rTHOUT SACRIFICIHG '·lATER QUALITY OR AESTHETIC_ 

VI-.LUES. 

I A11 A NATIVE HONTAllAN AND HAVE LIVED I!~ LINCOLi'i CGU:·iTY HOST c·:·· l,f, 

YSAR3. I VALUE OUB RESOURCE':'; ";·ND AP.fHECIATE TrrE IHPORTANCE OF PP2SERVL:' 

.F.IR AtE) i:ATER '<l.UALITY, FOH£ST3, FI::::H2RIl!:S, A:ilJ IHLDLI?i::. ONE: NC.,)T VA].J;.:'I:;· 



EP. AUBYN A. CURTISS 
HOUSE DISTRICT NO. 20 

COMMITTEES: 
FISH .. GAME 

JUDICIARY 
BOX 102 
FORTINE. MONTANA 59918 

NATURAL RESOURCES 

RESOURCE, TOO OFTEN OVERLOOKED, IS OUR YOUNG PEOPLE. . I FEEL IT IS DEPLORABLE 

THAT WE MUST LOSE SO 11ANY OF OUR MOST GIFTED TO arHER STATES BECAUSE OF 

LIMITED OPPORTUNITIES FOR THEM HERE IN OUR STATE. I BELIEVE THE COMPLE.'TION 

OF THIS PROJECT WOULD INCREASE THE TAX BASE AND STRENGTHEN THE OVERALL 

ECONOMY OF THIS AREA, BY GUARANTEEING ·A STABLE SUPPLY OF ENERGY; WITHOm 

WHICH NO COMMUNITY CAN THRIVE AND DEVELOP ITS ParENTIAL. 

ALTHOUGH I AM NO ENGINEER OR TECtICIAN, I BELIEVE THAT THE MONTANA 

STATUTES PROVIDING FOR ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES AND ASSESSMENTS ARE ADEXlUATE 

11'0 ENSURE THAT ENVIRONl;1EHTAL CONCERNS WILL BE ADDRESSED AND THAT THE PROJECT, 

IF APPROVED, WILL PROVE TO BE AN ASSET TO THE COUNTY AND THE STATE • 

THANK YOU FOR AFFORDING THIS OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT OUR COm-1ENTS. 



NEWS RELEASE 
Athens, Greece 
November,S, 1979 

Information regarding the proposed Kootenai River Hydroelectric 

Project on the Kootenai River between Libby and Troy, Montana, was 

presented here today in a paper entitled, "Adding The Kootenai River 

Hydroelectric Project To Existing Multi- Purpos e Development". The 

paper was presented by Brian J. Gallagher, Environmental Scientist 

of Harza Engineering Company, Chicago, and was co-authored by 
\ 

Wm. T. Nordeen, General Manager of Northern Lights, Inc., a Montana 

and Idaho rural electric cooperative based in Sandpoint, Idaho; and 

Arthur E. Allen, Civil Engineer for Harza Engineering Company. 

The Symposium on the "Prospects of Hydroelectric Schemes 

Under the New Energy Situation and on Related Problems" is being held 

November 5 - 8 at Athens under the auspices of the Committee of Electric 

Power of the United Nations - Economic Commission For Europe with the 

cooperation of the Greek government. With present energy shortages, 

European nations are renewing their interest in Hydroelectric power --projects that are self-renewable and can be built with minimal effect on ----- ------- - ---------- -------------
-- ---

the environment. Papers presented are reproduced in the three working .--
languages of the Economic Commis sion For Europe (English, French 

and Russian): 

Participants in the Kootenai River Hydroelectric Project include all 

of the electric cooperatives in Western Montana and the Flathead Irrigation 

Districts. 



News Release 
November 5, 1979 
Page 3 

The Kootenai River site involves prQblems-relative to topography, 

geo12gy. areas at the site devoted to public recreation, terrestrial and 

aquatis-wildUfeLhighway traffic, and railroad relocation. The combination 
-- - ---------- ------- ----.-

of factors results in a unique project having an underground powerstation, 
------- -- ----_._---_._--

which is unusual at such low head. The technical approaches to minimize 
-- ------------

cost while providing adequate residual flow in the river for wildlife and 

public recreation involve many unusual features. --
The Project serves an area in which population is growing even -

though population density is small. The need for electrical power aJ;ld 
AlHT: --~ --/ -l-. a.¥- I1¥treItf vrr: _~~iJI}7/YC.> -------------------------

energy in the area is increasing. The paper ~cHS<A:i'SS the beneficial 

~, effects of the Project on the economy of the area-a~~-~escribelthe 

position of the project relative to alternative sources of power and energy. 

It is expected that the Project will increase the attractiveness of the area 

to tourists and recreational visitors. 

-30-



Testimony on House Joint Resoluti~n 11 

My name is Barbara Rhodes and I live in Libby. I speak to you as a 

private citizen. I am the Co-ordinat~r of Save the Ko~tenai and an 

active member of the League of ~men Voters of M~ntana. 

C' I ex {-I 11)1 T 50 
--------

In your consideration of this resolution I would like to speak to the 

orderly process that the State of Montana is now undertaking to 

identify the facts about the impacts of the Northern Lights proposal. 

This resolution will do nothing to help the Department of Natural 

Resourc es and Cons e.L 'V' ation in i ts' timely efforts. It will not serve 

to shed light on the confusion of a polarized community, it will not 

diminish the emotional rnetoric or help in any way to come to a decision 

on the merits of the pr~posal. 

I would like to ask you to table this resolution and spend no more 

time in helping Northern Lights evade the process of fact finding and 

objective decision making that our Montana due process necessitates. 

in an effort to protect the rights ~f all its' citizens. Thank you. 



RESOLUTION 
OF THE GOVERNING BODY OF 

THE CONFEDERATED SALISH AND KOOTENAI TRIBES 
OF THE FLATHEAD RESERVATION 

RESOLUTION OPPOSING KOOTENAI FALLS DAM 

WHEREAS, the Northe~n Lights Electric Co-op is proposing to build 
a dam at Kootenai Falls on the Kootenai River near Libby ,}jontana, 
and, 

WHEREAS, the site is in the aboriginal hunting and fishing grounds 
of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes, and, 

WHEREAS'/ P.L. 95-341 (92 Stat. 469) ~ the American Indian Religious 
Freedom Act, guarantees Native Americans the inherent right to free 
exercise of their religion, and, 

\":HEREAS, it is the site of one of the last Kootenai Vision Quest 
si tes in l~orthwest }lontana and its destruction would infringe upon 
the Kootenai people's freedom of religion, and, 

l~HERBAS, there are 15 archeological sites in the area to be inundated, 
10 of which are prehistoric, now, therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Tribal Council of the Confederated Salish 
and Kootenai Tribes that for the above reasons the Tribes are 
oooosed to the construction of Kootenai Falls Dam. - ... 

C E R T I FIe ATE 

The foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Tribal Council of the 
Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes on the 6th day of Juli, 1979, 
with a vote of 9 for 0 opposed and 0 not voting, pursuant to the --­
authority vested-in it by Article VI, Section 1 (a), (c) and (u) 
of the Tribes Constitution and Bylaws; said Constitution adopted 
and approved under Section 16 of the Act of June 18, 1934 
(48 Stat. 984) as emended. 

l!..TTFST: 

----




