
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
February 10, 1981 

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. by Chairman Bertel­
sen. The secretary called the roll and found all members present 
except Representative Hurwitz who was excused and Rep. Pistoria 
who was absent. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN introduced Rep. Mel Williams who is chief 
sponsor of HOUSE BILL 624. 

HOUSE BILL 624 Sponsor Mel Williams said this is an act to in­
crease the fees charged by the County Clerks for recording, fil­
ing, and copying services; removing provisions that are outdated 
amending sections 7-4-2631 and 7-4-2632, and repealing section 
7-4-2633. We have some witnesses here who will testify in behalf 
of this bill and I would first like to calIon Mr. Merrill Klundt, 
who is the Clerk and Recorder of Yellowstone County. 

PROPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 624 

MERRILL KLUNDT said he is the Vice Chairman of the Legislative 
Committee of Montana, Clerk & Recorders Association. He said 
that on behalf of the County Clerk and Recorders Association and 
himself, we would appreciate your support in passing this worth­
while legislation. (Mr. Klundt submitted his written statement 
in favor of this bill, which is attached to and made a part of 
these minutes.) 

WILLIAM ROMINE represented the Montana Clerk and Recorders 
Association. He said he would not talk on the technical aspects 
of the bill. He said this group supports this legislation. 
Primarily what this bill intends to do is to attempt to have 
those who use the Clerk and Recorders office pay for those ser­
vices. 1959 was the last time the fees were raised. Since that 
time the cost of paper, typewriters and everything else has gone 
out of sight. Because of inflation, we feel the fees should be 
increased to cover these additional costs. Mr. Romine also sub­
mitted written testimony which is attached to and a copy of these 
minutes.) 

LORRAINE MOLITOR, Madison County Clerk and Recorder, furnished 
a letter in support of HOUSE BILL 624, which is attached to and 
made a part of these minutes. 

MIKE STEPHEN represented the Association of Counties. He said 
they support this bill. Many of us have a better idea of exactly 
what the County Clerks do in reviewing this, plus the increases 
of these fees are nominal and we support them. 

HELEN KOVICH, Lewis and Clark County Clerk and Recorder, signed 
the witness sheet supporting HOUSE BILL 624. 
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CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN asked if there were other proponents. As 
there were none, he asked if there were any opponents to HOUSE 
BILL 624. 

OPPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 624 -- There were none so the chairman 
asked Rep. Williams to close. 

REP. WILLIAMS: If there is any other information that the com­
mittee would like to have as you pursue the bill, I would cer­
tainly be glad to contact the people who can provide the infor­
mation. I believe the witnesses have presented a very good 
analysis of why the increase in fees is necessary and why certain 
statutes now need amending and why others need deleting. I would 
recommend that the committee give serious consideration to HOUSE 
BILL 624 by giving a DO PASS recommendation. 

QUESTIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE: 

REP. DUSSAULT: Are there any circumstances where the county 
clerks are not elected officials? 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN answered he didn't know of any. 

REP. DUSSAULT: It is unfathomable to me that we make these people 
come to the Legislature to raise fees from 50 cents to 75 cents 
and from $4 to $6 and that they don't have the authority to do 
that. I can't believe this. My question is to any of the pro­
ponents: Would you be opposed to amending this bill and strike 
every reference to dollars and cents and simply give you the 
authority to charge whatever you feel you need to charge? 

REP. KESSLER: You've been around here a long time and so have 
I and that might be the best way to kill the bill. 

BILL ROMINE: If you do that, you will destroy the uniformity 
of filing fees. If I'm in Helena and wish to record a mortgagee 
in Ekalaka, I'm going to want to know what that filing fee is. 
I think we do need uniformity in fees. These fees may not be 
high enough now but they are a step forward. 

REP. HANNAH for Merrill Klundt: I am only speaking for Yellowstone 
County now. Has your department ever been self-supporting? 

MR. KLUNDT: No, it isn't. 

REP. HANNAH: Has it ever been? 

MR. KLUNDT: I would say about two-thirds. 
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REP. HANNAH: Do you feel that by increasing the fees as in this 
bill you'll have an appreciable effect on that two-thirds? 

MR. KLUNDT: Not basically. We felt that because of the cost 
of paper we were having a problem. The binders and indexes 
used to be $500 to $600 and now they are $1,000. Reception books 
used to be $250; the last two I got were $1,200. This is our 
reason to offset some of those costs. We felt we were reasonable 
in the amounts we were asking for. 

REP. HANNAH: How did you arrive at the figures you are asking 
for now? 

MR. KLUNDT: I have been on a fee committee since 1964. Our As­
sociation got together and we put a tremendous effort into delet­
ing obsolete language and coming up with a reasonable fee. This 
is the work of our Association, the Executive Board, Legislative 
Board and all of the County Clerks. 

REP. HANNAH: One final question. When the county commissioners 
in Yellowstone County come in with a budget for your department, 
do they project what the income will be for you as a result of 
this and then do they offset whatever shows up on the shortage 
basis? 

MR. KLUNDT: Yes, they try to push it higher than it is, but 
this past year it declined by about $30,000. 

REP. GOULD: When you said this brought in about two-thirds of 
the cost of your office, does your office have a central payroll 
that pays all the county employees? Is that part of your cost? 

MR. KLUNDT: No, not out of my budget because my county doesn't 
do like your county did. They set up a central service so this 
is just a recording section. 

REP. KITSELMAN: Why on page 4, line 15 is the rate raised from 
50 cents to $3? 

MR. KLUNDT: This is for recording each stock subscription and 
contract, stock certificates, articles of incorporation for 
water users' associations. This we felt should be indexed under 
the certificate and articles we have in our department. Why they 
ever had a 50 cent fee when it should have been $2 years ago, 
we'll never know. We probably won't get more than two or three 
in five years. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN closed the hearing on HOUSE BILL 624. 
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HOUSE BILL 594 sponsor, Rep. Dan Kemmis, said this bill grows 
out of a problem that has arisen in District 94, but which he 
thinks is festering in some other districts, too. It is a dif­
ficult problem and I don't know if there are any easy solutions. 
Our district includes the University of Montana and also the 
surrounding residential neighborhood. The University of Montana 
owns a number of houses within the residential neighborhood. Some 
of them have been converted to offices and there is no problem 
with that. In some of the blocks the University owns just scat­
tered houses. That is where the problem has arisen. On one of 
those blocks which is zoned by the city of Missoula as a single 
family residential area, the University has proposed, and some 
people say threatened, to convert the use of that building to 
office space. So you'll have a situation where you'll have a 
whole row of single family residences and suddenly you have an 
office. The individuals who own the family houses feel that this 
is an infringement of their rights under the zoning law. They 
have asked the University whether it would submit itself to at 
least a public hearing through a zoning variance procedure, and 
the University has said it is not subject to zoning and will 
not do that. The people have been left with no recourse and no­
thing but the most informal means of protesting what the Univer­
sity intends to do. 

The purpose of House Bill 594 is to make it clear that in such a 
situation the government agency is in fact subject to zoning, 
but at the same time want to make it clear that when a government 
agency attempts to change zoning as they are doing in this in­
stance, the benefit of the doubt will be given to the government 
agency. That is, the agency may raise a number of factors which 
are referred to here as public interest factors, but they are all 
factors that weigh on the side of the government agency. In con­
sidering a rezoning request, the zoning commission would have to 
consider the public benefit to be served by the intended use, in 
this case, the use by the University of a residence as an office 
building. 

The bill also provides no zoning regulation would have the effect 
of excluding a government agency from any particular neighborhood. 
If it had that effect, then it would not have any effect at all, 
and the zoning regulations would not apply. 

PROPONENTS FOR HOUSE BILL 594 

ANDREW HORNICK of Missoula represented himself. He said he lives 
in a block that is directly affected by the University. Mr. Hor­
nick supports this bill. (He submitted written testimony which 
is attached to and made a part of these minutes.) 
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DAVID WILCOX stated he is Assistant to the Mayor of Missoula and 
is speaking on behalf of the city of Missoula. I was also noti­
fied by the County Commissioners this afternoon that they would 
like me to tell the committee that they also unanimously support 
HOUSE BILL 594. Tradition has to a large degree held government 
immune to local zoning. The idea of immunity is based on a phil­
osophy that intruding government represents the interests of the 
greater number of people. For example, it is presumed that func­
tions of the State benefit all citizens of the State, not just 
those living in the community where the facility is located. I 
think this is probably correct. State legislation provides that 
the health, safety and welfare of the citizens of the State 
should certainly not be ignored by government. More recently, 
courts across the country have addressed the issue out of recog­
nition that government enterprise can, in fact, have a severely 
negative impact on adjacent property, particularly residential 
property. We prefer not to rely on the future compelling interest 
of government bodies to cooperate without any direction from the 
state legislative bodies. We certainly welcome governmental usage, 
but we prefer to have them under a program of proper regulation 
and in the spirit of mutual cooperation. 

PROPONENTS 

I'm RUDYARD GOODE and I live directly south of the main part of 
the university in Missoula. My wife and I have been among those 
most severely affected by what has been past and what we think 
are potentially harmful uses of some University property located 
in our block. We learn, indirectly, of planned non-residential 
uses which are not reasonable nor compatible with the existing 
neighborhood. We support this legislation and hope it will pass. 

THOMAS L. FINCH, President of the University Area Homeowners As­
sociation, said they do not see this bill as just an issue aimed 
at the University. This bill is also aimed to further the concept 
of equal protection and treatment under the law, whether the ap­
plicant is only an individual, a corporation, or an agency of 
government. We would all be treated alike. In the past, agen­
cies of the government claimed to be exempt from local government. 
If they are in opposition now, they are simply in effect asking 
to be allowed to operate outside of law. Zoning regulations by 
government agencies are unfair and inequitable treatment of the 
people who support those agencies, which then in turn do harm to 
the people's investment in their homes and to the peace and tran­
quility of their horne life. House Bill 594 by its own language 
is not a foolish attempt to exlude necessary government institu­
tions from any zoning districts. It will simply require that 
the orderly process of obtaining a variance or requesting a re­
zoning of an area will be followed. On behalf of our association, 
I ask your help that HOUSE BILL 594 be passed into law by giving 
it a DO PASS recommendation. 
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JOHN F. PATTERSON also represented the University Homeowners As-
sociation. I too speak in favor of this bill. Anything we can 
do to strengthen local zoning will have the effect which we want 
because it is important to keep up with the older areas. I would 
like to see this bill enacted. 

OPPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 594 

WARD SHANAHAN of Helena said he is an attorney and his law firm 
represents the Northern Tier Pipeline Company. I am not here to 
oppose this bill but am merely appearing for the purpose of pro­
posing an amendment. In the bill a pipeline company is granted 
the power of eminent domain in order to layout its right-of-way 
across Montana. In the statute granting the power of eminent 
domain it is an agency charged with the public use to which it is 
granted. Therefore, under this bill it is an agency. Local zoning 
regulations are also county zoning regulations. The pipeline 
company does not have the power to run willy-nilly through Missoula 
or any other incorporated city in Montana. But it does have the 
power to go across any public road or street or lands outside the 
boundaries of any city or town. We propose to the sponsor an 
amendment to take care of rights-of-way easements and we believe 
that the following language would be acceptable. On page 1, line 
17, after the word "agencies," add the following: "Except in the 
case of rights-of-way and easements," Thank you. 

BEATE GALDA represented the Department of Highways. We are neither 
in opposition to nor for this bill. We would also like to sup­
port the amendment. There is no problem with local projects. 
We do apply for and receive local support in most urban projects. 
There are protections through the EIS statements, through public 
hearings for location and road designs and through the eminent 
domain proceedings. We feel that this additional veto power by 
local officials would not be necessary. The intent of the bill 
seems to be aimed at buildings, construction of buildings and 
other uses that are not highways. We support Mr. Shanahan'S 
amendment. 

ANDREW VanTEYLINGEN, and I'm the Facilities Planning Officer of 
the Montana University System. I'd like to read the University's 
position on this proposed legislation. (Mr. VanTeylingen sub­
mitted his written testimony which is made a part of these 
minutes. ) 

KEN HEIKES, said he is administrative vice president of Eastern 
Montana State College. There seems to be a lot of talk from 
Missoula but Billings also has the same problem. I've been at 
Eastern since 1966. In 1967, 1969 and 1971 the legislature ap­
propriated money so that Eastern Montana college could acquire 
some land. The money was to be used to purchase additional prop­
erty immediately surrounding the campus for educational purposes. 
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In 1972 we took the Board of Regents a proposal called the 
long-range building program and included a facilities acquisition 
schedule that indicated three areas surrounding the campus in which 
we should buy property. There are now 30 parcels. I have a ques­
tion and I don't really understand what it means by the very last 
paragraph of the bill about land acquired under a long-range devel­
opment plan. We were to acquire land under a long-range develop­
ment plan if the plan that we started in 1972 qualifies. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN called for additional opponents. As there were 
none, he asked Rep. Kemmis to close. 

REP. KEMMIS closed. First of all, it is a pleasure for me to con­
cur in the amendment suggested by the Northern Tier Pipeline Com­
pany. I do think it is a workable amendment and takes care of the 
objections of the pipeline, and the Highway Department. I believe 
there is a problem which exists in Missoula, Billings and in Helena 
in areas around the capitol. It has been suggested that a bill 
like this would involve us in a conflict of sovereignties. I 
think in the final analysis there won't be any doubt about who is 
sovereign. The State has the power of eminent domain for these 
purposes. The power of eminent domain is in the background in 
all cases and I'd like you to keep that in mind. First of all, 
the people are the most sovereign of all and here we have some 
people who feel that they are sovereign on their land and yet 
they are told they cannot do certain things on it. At the same 
time a state agency moved into their block and with what appears 
to be an arrogant attitude tells them that they can do essentially 
what they please. That situation, I believe, should be resolved 
through a process of negotiation. That process of negotiation 
should include the state agency going to the zoning commission and 
asking for a change in the zoning in order to meet their require­
ments. With the provisions that we have written into this bill 
glvlng the benefit of the doubt to the state agency, then I think 
they have every possibility of getting that zoning variance. If 
that doesn't work, then the state agency does have the power of 
eminent domain and it can then in fact condemn the land for the 
purposes that it wants. That could be a final solution; it is 
there and this bill doesn't take it away. In Montana the exercise 
of power of eminent domai~ is. not subject to zoning and it would 
not be changed by this law. I believe this law is a fair solution 
that leaves the ultimate power of sovereignty in the State but 
at the same time it subjects a state agency to having to at least 
make an effort to accommodate their plans to the interest of local 
residents. 

QUESTIONS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS: 

REP. HANNAH: Can you tell me what the logic of the thought is 



MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
February 10, 1981 

Page 8 

that state agencies shouldn't have to comply with local zoning? 

REP. KEMMIS: I suspect that the logic is that local governments 
are the creatures of the State and that the State is the ultimate 
master and theref~re local government should be subject to the 
will of the State. 

REP. SALES: We have the same problem with federal buildings. 
But the states are creatures of the federal government, and in 
the same sense the counties are creatures of the state. 

REP. KE~rnIS: That is correct. However, we are not in a position 
to impose local zoning regulations on the federal government. 

REP. SALES: I wish you would explain the last paragraph. 

REP. KEMMIS: It was added by the Legislative Council in an effort 
to draw a distinction between proprietary and non-proprietary uses 
of land. What it actually does is to say that if a state agency 
has acquired land having put forward an argument that it has a 
long-range plan, let's say that in the long run this is how it is 
going to be laid out, and then it does not follow that long-range 
plan but puts it to a different use and in fact then applies for 
a zoning change that would put it to a different use, then the 
benefit of the doubt criteria that are in subsection 2 would not 
apply since they aren't doing what they said they were going to 
do at the outset. That is the logic behind it. 

REP. KESSLER for the gentleman from Missoula: Mr. Goode said he's 
written a number of letters to you or to somebody from the Univ­
ersity making overtures to facilitate his problem or work it out 
and he stated you haven't responded to them. 

MR. VanTEYLINGEN: I haven't seen the letters but tomorrow morning 
I'm going to look for them. 

MR. GOODE said those letters were sent to every member of the 
Board of Regents, the Commission of Education and to the Governor. 

REP. HANNAH: It bothers me to think that the state institutions 
do not bother to respond. Maybe they feel they can sandbag it 
until it gets to the legislature. I would also like to have some 
member from the University reply as to why they don't think they 
should subject themselves to local zoning? 

MR. VanTEYLINGEN: First of all, it was the Attorney General's 
opinion that we asked for in 1975. He stated that state agencies 
are not subject to zoning regulations. There are specific reasons 
in our opinion why the various units of the University System 
should not be subject to zoning regulations. I'll take Missoula 
as an example. About four years ago Montana State University 
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established a school of nursing program on the campus of the 
University of Montana. All of our university units have not had 
as many new facilities built in the last few years as we desired. 
This is one of the reasons that Missoula has purchased as many 
houses as we have at the University of Montana and have housed 
programs in these residences other than single families. The 
School of Nursing occupies two houses. When you have the faculty 
split and inadequate space for the students to get together, it 
seemed logical to find a bigger place for them close to the 
campus. I spent considerable time in Missoula attempting to 
locate a structure close to the campus that would be big enough 
to house 15 nursing faculty and at one time from 30 to 40 students. 
I did locate two or three places which were older and big enough 
but with some remodeling and improvement they would have served 
the faculty and the students of the School of Nursing. I met with 
the people in the zoning office in Missoula and I also talked with 
the past president of the residents' association there and explained 
what we were trying to do. I was told very definitely that if we 
tried that we would find ourselves with problems and for that 
reason we backed off. The School of Nursing is still in two res­
idences. 

REP. VINGER: On line 11 where you see the word "agency," it 
spells out the meaning of the word. On line 17 it says the devel­
opment and use of land held by an agency which would be our state 
land. Would that have to conform to local zoning? 

REP. KEMMIS: I don't think you'd find any land that is subject 
to local zoning. 

REP. HANNAH: Rep. Kemmis, if the state agencies were required 
to conform to zoning, what are the eminent domain possibilities? 
What kind of problems are we going to have under this kind of 
situation? 

REP. KEMMIS: I think it is possible to exaggerate the problems. 
First, I think it is very important to keep in mind that in the 
case of Missoula, it would be the City of Missoula that would 
make the decisions about whether to grant variances for the univ­
ersity. It is important to recognize that in any situation like 
that that the city is overall a branch of the state agency. They 
want to have them there. You can see that all the time. The 
city likes to have the state agency there because of the revenue 
that it brings and all the rest of it. The possible problem of 
having a city choke off the growth of the university really doesn't 
exist. It is for that reason that I think that Eastern hasn't 
had any major problems. It won't have major problems; just minor 
problems. 

REP. HANNAH: Mr. VanTeylingen, when you took over these systems 
for the university system and you put the nurses in there where 
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it requires remodeling, are government agencies free from all re­
strictions such as putting in conduit wiring, a certain number 
of bathrooms, etc. 

MR. VanTEYLINGEN: Yes, but we have even tighter controls. 

REP. HANNAH: Are they self-imposed? 

MR. VanTEYLINGEN: No, they are imposed on us. We have two major 
uniform building codes. One is when we build or remodel something 
which is the uniform building code. That is administered by the 
State Department of Administration Code Division. Where we use 
an existing building, we are under the jurisdiction of the De­
partment of Justice. The fire marshall enforces the fire code. 

REP. DUSSAULT: REP. KEMMIS, what is the scope of the bill? I 
think that is a whole separate issue. My first question is rela­
tive to State lands or lands owned by state agencies. They would 
for all intents and purposes come under the scope of this bill. 
For example, those lands owned by Fish and Game. 

REP. KEMMIS: Wherever there is a local zoning ordinance in ef­
fect. You have to realize that almost none of the open space in 
Montana is subject to local ordinances. 

REP. DUSSAULT: Secondly, is the State of Montana considered an 
agency under this bill? Would the capitol complex be a state 
agency? 

REP. KEMMIS: I believe the definition of agency as written here 
is broad enough to include the state government. It says, "or 
other entity of state or local government." I would feel safe in 
telling you that the State itself would not be included as an 
agency. 

REP. DUSSAULT: The state has the right of eminent domain. But 
the University System does not have that right, does it? 

REP. KEMMIS: As an agency of the State, I suspect that the Univ­
ersity System does have the power of eminent domain. 

REP. SALES: Is there any type of amendment that would make this 
palatable to the system, or do you see no hope in it? 

ANSWER: I see no hope in it. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN asked for further questions. As there were no 
further questions, he closed the hearing on HOUSE BILL 594. 
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SPONSOR, REP. TED NEUMAN said HB 622 is a very simple bill. It 
raises the permissive levy for county roads in the first, second 
and third class counties from 12 to 15 mills, and in the fourth, 
fifth, sixth and seventh class counties from 15 to 18 mills. 
The State of Montana has about 85,000 miles of roads and about 
63,000 of these are rural roads. The rural roads are our arteries 
of commerce and what we use to get our farm products to market, 
what we use to run our school buses on, and also what the city 
people use to get some hunting and recreation. Inflation is eat­
ing into our ability to maintain and build these county roads. 
The study which I have shows that half of the rural roads in Mon­
tana are in fair to poor condition. Construction and maintenance 
costs of these county roads has risen at about 12 1/2 per cent 
per year for the last several years. Revenues and income that 
the county road department has to maintain and build new roads 
has remained static and the gas tax has declined. At the present 
time there are 31 counties with the maximum permissive mill levy. 
There are three counties that are within the emergency levy and 
seven other counties are within a mill of being at their maximum. 
That brings a total of 41 of the 56 remaining counties that are 
at the maximum mill levy. 

The cost of machinery and maintenance has gone up dramatically 
in the last few years. Most counties have cut back on capital 
purchases of machinery and have tried to maintain and make do with 
the equipment they have. I think we should allow these counties 
to raise the permissive levy and get more funds into the road de­
partment because, if we cut back on capital purchases, in a few 
years weIll be in such a capital crunch that weIll wake up some 
morning and have all our equipment worn out. Then weIll have to 
inject huge amounts of capital into these county road departments 
to enable them to maintain and build roads. I feel this is a 
reasonable way to get the funds and I urge you to support the 
three mill increase for rural roads. 

PROPONENTS FOR HOUSE BILL 622 

MIKE STEPHEN, representing the Association of Counties, said they 
strongly support this bill. One of the things we like about it 
is that it is a permissive three mill levy so again it doesnlt 
go to the maximum but permits the county to levy only what they 
need. Mr. Stephen passed out a sheet showing what a one mill 
road levy will bring in in some select counties. Again the road 
mill is levied only on county residents, so the value of the mill 
will be considerably less than the overall mill value for the 
county. You can build up the interstate system all you want, but 
you need the feeder system for the rural roads, or you wonlt be 
able to maintain them. The feeder systems depend on the county 
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road levy. One of the overwhelming problems as far as county 
roads are concerned is the lack of federal monies and state 
matching monies which go into the system. Our only alternative 
for the upkeep of our roads is to tax ourselves and that certain­
ly is something that is a last resort. We, therefore, urge your 
support of HB 622. 

ED McCAFFREE, from Forsyth, represented the Montana Association 
of Counties, of which he is first vice president. He asked to 
rise in support of HB 622. Due to the increase in the cost of 
machinery and equipment, the counties do need increased funds to 
operate and properly maintain the county roads. Counties are 
being forced to buy gravel which they did not have to do in the 
past. Cattle guards have gone up tremendously, as well as many 
other items such as liability and labor. An inch and a half of 
grading and oil-plant mix costs from $25,000 to $35,000 a mile. 
An inch and a half of asphalt overlay with seal and chip goes 
from $30,000 to $45,000 a mile. We urge your support of HB 622. 

The chairman called for further proponents and there were none. 
He then called for opponents, and there were none. He then 
asked Rep. Neuman if he'd like to close. 

REP. NEUMAN closed. 

QUESTIONS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS: 

REP. SALES for Mike Stephen: Why is it that we worked so hard so 
long to get some local options for taxes, and when we finally get 
one the counties won't use it? I'm speaking of the gas tax, 
which I consider is a much more honest way of paying for mainten­
ance than property tax. 

Mike Stephen said he thinks the problem is the implementation. A 
vote of the people is necessary in getting into this and it is 
hard to get them to tax themselves. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN closed the hearing on House Bill 622. 

HOUSE BILL 643 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN opened the hearing on HOUSE BILL 643 by calling 
on the sponsor, Rep. Matsko, to introduce it. 

REP. MATSKO said this bill is a repealer. It repeals a section of 
law that limits the sheriff to hiring one undersheriff and six 
deputies in first, second and third class counties; an undersheriff 
and two deputies in fourth class counties; and a sheriff and one 
deputy in fifth, sixth and seventh class counties. The reason we 
are trying to repeal this is because it is a bill which was enacted 
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in about 1905 when there was no population and no problem in the 
State to worry about. Now we have quite an increase in population 
in each county and it would be totally impossible for any sheriff 
in the State of Montana in any first or second class county to 
operate with six people. He would not be able to perform any of 
the duties he is required to law to perform, other than maybe 
taking care of the jail. It is an outdated and unneeded section 
of the law and we should repeal it. 

PROPONENTS FOR HOUSE BILL 643 

CHUCK O'REILLY, Sheriff of Lewis and Clark County, and a member 
of the Montana Peace Officers' Association, said perhaps it is 
true that you saved the best for last. I am somewhat hesitant 
to bring this up because of Rep. Dussault's comments on the Clerk 
and Recorders bill. The law hasn't been used since probably the 
1930s or perhaps earlier. If I had to run my department in Lewis 
and Clark County and service 43,000 plus people with six deputies, 
I'd throw in with you and seek another career, because it would 
be literally impossible to do the job. The State of Montana ran 
a computer printout on the duties and functions of the sheriff 
in the State of Montana and there are 737 references in over 375 
statutes of the duties that we have to perform. This is one of 
the outstanding laws that jumps out at you as far as being innoc­
uous and ludicrous. It isn't workable, hasn't been workable and 
we'd like to see it off the books. We urge your support for 
HOUSE BILL 643. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN called for further proponents and there were 
none. He then called for opponents and there were none, so he 
asked REP. MATSKO to close. 

REP. MATSKO closed by stating that if this passes, the sheriff will 
then have to justify his manpower budget with the county commis­
sioners, which is being done now. This law is being totally 
overlooked and fuere is no basis for it to remain on the books. 

QUESTIONS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS: 

REP. AZZARA asked Sheriff O'Reilly how many deputies he has. 

SHERIFF O'REILLY: 26. 

REP. AZZARA: Do you seriously feel that there should be no limit 
assuming that a small limit has been placed in proportion to some 
small populations. Is the principle of limits such an important 
thing? 
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SHERIFF O'REILLY: I think we have a very definite principle 
of limit based on the voters. By going through the County Com­
missioners we do have to justify our reasons for needing the number 
of deputies which we hire. 

The chairman closed the hearing on HOUSE BILL 643. 

REP. GOULD moved that HB 643 DO PASS. 

The chairman asked if the group was ready for the question. 

QUESTION: All in favor of DO PASS for HOUSE BILL 643 say "aye." 
Motion carried by a unanimous vote. 

REP. MATSKO then moved that HB 643 be placed on the consent cal­
endar. 

QUESTION: All in favor signify by "aye." Motion carried but 
Rep. McBride said she didn't think it should be put on the consent 
calendar. Since a unanimous vote is required for this, the consent 
calendar motion failed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN referred the committee again to HOUSE BILL 57. 

REP. AZZARA said the amendments to HOUSE BILL 57 were put in at 
the request of Montana Power. He said he feels they do have a 
legitimate concern of taxation on their utility property so he 
recommends that on page 3, line 4 following "purposes" the follow­
ing should be inserted: ", or public utility electric generating 
plants and their associated facilities" 

REP. AZZARA moved this amendment. 

QUESTION ON THE AMENDMENT: All committee members voted aye and 
the amendment passed. 

REP. AZZARA moved that HOUSE BILL 57 DO PASS AS AMENDED. 

REP. WALDRON: I have a note that this affects the county. 

REP. SALES: This does affect the road fund. Every time you take 
a piece of property out of the county and put it into the city, 
the county loses money, as the road fund is only levied in the 
rural area. 
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REP. AZZARA said we're not talking about huge sums of money. He 
feels it is unfair to bring up questions like this at this time. 

REP. SALES: This is exactly the reason they were here asking for 
a three mill levy. 

REP. WALDRON: When the city assumes or annexes an area, they 
then become responsible for the roads and streets in that area. 
I would think it relieves the county of that responsibility. 

REP. SALES: The decrease in taxable valuation to the counties has 
been very dramatic in the last several years. A portion of it 
has been due to annexation. When you start talking about annexing 
a huge plant, you are really taking a big bite out of the road 
money that is available to that county for the county road system 
which serves that plant whether it is inside the city or outside 
the city. 

After further discussion, the chairman asked if the group was 
ready for the question of DO PASS AS AMENDED for HOUSE BILL 57. 

QUESTION WAS CALLED: All in favor of DO PASS AS AMENDED signify 
by saying "aye." A roll call vote was taken and of the 15 commit­
tee members present, 9 voted "aye" and six voted "no." Motion for 
DO PASS AS AMENDED carried. The committee members voting no were 
Reps. Bertelsen, Vinger, Gould, Kitselman, Sales and Switzer. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN announced HOUSE BILL 179 would be considered. 

REP. HANNAH said that for the sake of discussion, he'd move a DO 
NOT PASS on HB 179. 

Rep. Hannah read a recommendation he received this afternoon from 
the legislative fiscal analyst in regard to the Department of 
Health and Environmental Sciences. It is specifically in relation­
ship to the agency that was here earlier looking for increases. 
He read from the report: "Corresponding to the work load, revenues 
have also decreased. Revenue is estimated to be $199,761 and is 
not sufficient to maintain the staff of six." According to the 
Bureau, legislation will be introduced to raise the revenue fee 
to $40 a lot which is House Bill 179. The report goes on to say, 
"Because the workload and revenue dropped substantially and the 
bureau is currently operating with only six fulltime equivalents, 
we recommend that the administrative overhead for this program 
be reduced by combining this program with the Water Quality Bureau 
where it was originated. The recommendation includes three of 
the four current technical positions, one of the two current 
clerical staff and eliminates the Bureau Chief, or a total of four 
fulltime equivalents. The recommended operating expenses are re­
duced by one third which corresponds with the reduction in the 
fulltime equivalents." 
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REP. HANNAH said perhaps the reason behind this is that regard­
less of the mail we received from local county sanitarians stat­
ing they like this outfit, this is a classic example of duplicat­
ing government, because the sole purpose of this agency is to ap­
prove work that is done at the county level. This is an unnec­
essary government agency and I think we should follow the recom­
mendations of the fiscal analyst and not allow that to happen. 
If we were to pass this bill, I think we'd be extending the life 
of the agency in supporting a bureaucratic agency that isn't 
necessary. 

REP. WALDRON: I happen to be on the subcommittee dealing with 
the Department of Health and I don't know if we should be making 
decisions for that subcommittee. We have not gone into this por­
tion of the budget yet and we haven't made any decision as to 
whether or not it would be appropriate to place that in the Water 
Quality Bureau. 

REP. HANNAH: I think it would be foolish for us to pass this 
bill giving them an increase in fees before the Appropriation 
Committee has a chance to look at it. 

REP. WALDRON: That bill will not be put together until the end 
of the first week of March and will be after the transmittal dead­
line before the final bill is put together. 

REP. McBRIDE: The way I understand it is you are providing addi­
tional funding for the local Health Departments who are the ones 
really hurting. I understand about three-fourths of increased 
fees goes to the local Health Department and they are the ones 
doing the work and suffering. I think before taking action on 
this bill, we should clearly understand who the added funds will 
help. 

REP. AZZARA asked Rep. Hannah the following: Rep. Waldron raised 
a critical point here which is if we kill this bill now we may 
lose the capacity to deal with the situation later. If there is 
sheer duplication and a case can be made to that effect, there 
is no doubt that the people will not support the bill. I certain­
ly won't, and I'm very interested in making sure that subdivisions 
are properly reviewed. If we don't review subdivisions well be­
fore they are approved, we pay for that later on in different ways. 
I think if anything, we should table this, but I personally feel 
a DO PASS is more in order. 

REP. SALES to Rep. Hannah: I agree with you that the $15 the 
state gets is adequate to perform the services they are perform­
ing. However, the $10 that the sanitarians are getting at the 
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local level is not enough to perform the job they are doing. 
Would you consider amending this so the State level stays at the 
$15 they presently get or even consider lowering that and giving 
the extra $10 to the local sanitarians? 

REP. HANNAH: No, I wouldn't. I think this is a sidestep on the 
part of this particular agency. They know that the appropriation 
bill won't come out until after transmittal date. What they are 
doing here is trying to get legislative approval without going 
through the appropriation fund. If we were to leave it at $25 
and take that $25 and remit it to the counties, that is fine but 
I'm 100% opposed to increasing the fee so that we can rebate 
more to more people. 

REP. WALDRON: As I recall, we do have to appropriate money for 
this Bureau based on our projections on fees. We've tried to 
increase those fees every time because there is a problem which 
ends up being at the local level where the work is actually done. 
I think if we're going to address the problem, then Rep. Sales 
has a valid point that those local health departments are not 
being paid adequately for the work they are doing. The work being 
done is mandated by state law. 

REP. HANNAH: I 
local counties. 
islation is the 
line the pocket 

don't have any problems if we give more money to 
I agree with that, but I don't think this leg­

way to reach it. I think what this does is 
of the Bureau which in my opinion is not necessary. 

REP. McBRIDE: What mechanism would you propose to help the local 
health department? 

REP. HANNAH: If the local governments are bound by statutes as 
to what they can charge for these fees, then it would seem to me 
that the proper legislation would be like some of the legislation 
we saw tonight which was an attempt to allow them to increase the 
fees on the local level. 

REP. AZZARA: As I recall, the functions performed by the State 
Health Department are mandated by State law. What they've done, 
in glancing through this bill, is delegated authority to the local 
governments. This bill outlines how much the local government 
can charge when they delegate that authority. That is my under­
standing. 

REP. HANNAH: There is a proviso that says "when the local govern­
ment has qualified personnel for adequately doing the job." When 
it doesn't, "the job is done by the State." 
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REP. WALDRON: I wasn't here for the hearing. If it was earlier 
I'd get the Fiscal Analyst in here and ask him to straighten out 
the matter. 

REP. BERTELSEN said he has a problem. If we kill this bill, we 
take away from the Senate the opportunity to reduce or adjust it, 
if they find there is a practical reason to keep something going. 
And yet I don't like to pass legislation that I'm not entirely 
happy with. 

REP. SALES: Could we have somebody research to see if there are 
any counties that don't have the sanitarians? 

ANSWER: No committee members knew the answer. 

REP. HANNAH: The fees, according to this report, were initially 
put at $15 per lot in 1975. They were increased to $25 a lot in 
1979. Now we have a bill asking for $40 per lot in 1981. To me 
it is fairly obvious that we have progression here. 

ANSWER: We have a progression of inflation, as well as of sub­
division. 

REP. HANNAH: That is not true. According to Mr. Casne's material 
which he gave us at the hearing, the number of lots created has 
dropped from a high of 15,650 lots in 1978 to 8,139 lots in 
1981. 

REP. AZZARA: Creation of lots has nothing to do with the construc­
tion of real property. 

REP. H&~NAH: The creation of lots is what we are dealing with 
here. Once the lots are created, then people may subdivide. 

REP. KESSLER: I think that Rep. Hannah is right. The testimony 
said there was a drop in it but they stated this is only temporary. 
As economic conditions change and interest rates come down, they 
anticipate an increase again. 

REP. MATSKO: It was a temporary drop, but that was also one of 
the reasons why they felt the increase was needed because the 
revenues they anticipated were not forthcoming with the decrease 
in the number of subdivisions. If this is a temporary thing and 
they can weather the storm, will they need it when the situation 
turns around? 

REP. SALES: They said they were running on a prior surplus and 
are now running out of funds. 
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REP. HANNAH: If there is a mechanism by which the state govern­
ment can handle all its major subdivisions that the local govern­
ment had trouble with, and if the state government can handle the 
areas that do not have county sanitarians to cover this, I don't 
see any reason to continue with the agency we have, but that isn't 
the decision before us. The decision is whether or not we increase 
the fees. According to the testimony I've seen, there is absolutely 
no reason to increase the fees. I see no reason to hold this 
bill and I move that HOUSE BILL 179 DO NOT PASS. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN asked if the group was ready for the question. 

QUESTION: DO NOT PASS on HOUSE BILL 179. According to a roll call 
vote, 4 voted yes; 11 voted no. Motion failed. 

REP. WALDRON said he hates to hold up the process, but I ask that 
you defer action until the next executive session as I'd like 
to talk to my fiscal analyst and see if we can work this out. 

REP. WALDRON moved that we defer action on HB 179 until the next 
executive session. 

THE CHAIRMAN agreed to the request. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN said he'd like to consider a couple more bills 
before adjourning. We'll consider HOUSE BILL 228. 

REP. SALES, sponsor of House Bills 228 and 229 deal with SIDs and 
the other with RIDs. They both deal with the same problem; 
whether or not you believe that the general property tax payers 
in the entire district should be liable for both principal and 
interest on those improvement district bonds. If you are happy 
with that situation and you think that all the property owners in 
the county should be saddled with the responsibility of making 
good on those improvement district bonds, then you should kill 
this bill. The same thing goes in the city on the special im­
provement districts. There is a Senate bill which deals with the 
SIDs. It establishes some front-end money at the time the bonds 
are sold. They can include an extra 5% which is held in the re­
volving account so there is that cushion and always money on hand 
to pay the bonds and interest when they come due. It does not 
take care of the problem of a district that fails. I do think it 
is important that in cities you are usually talking about districts 
that are fairly well developed and there is usually value 
there that is more apt to sustain the issuance of the bonds. I do 
not think the problem is as great in cities as it is in rural 
areas. 
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On the rural improvement district bonds, I think we're getting 
into a really bad situation because here is where we start deal­
ing with mUch more speculative property. We start dealing with 
recreational properties. Any improvement district should 
stand on its own two feet. Bonds should be sold on that basis, 
whether in the city or in the county. 

REP. SALES moved that HOUSE BILL 228 DO PASS. 

REP. KESSLER said he agrees on the high speculation problem of 
the bonds. I don't believe it should be the responsibility of 
all the people of the county to back a high speculation of a 
bond issue. The question I have is whether or not this solves 
the problem. 

REP. AZZARA: Wasn't the testimony that if this passes, you just 
couldn't get the bonds? 

REP. SALES: Yes, that was the testimony from D.A. Davidson & Co. 
There is no way of knowing whether that is true or not. If that 
is true, then certainly it is true that every district is not able 
to stand on its own two feet. 

REP. HANNAH: Can you tell me what they do in Colorado and other 
states that don't have these things? Do they sell bonds? 

REP. SALES: Most of them have a sinking fund which we have to 
take care of by having some money in reserve to make sure that 
the bond payments and interest payments are timely. I don't 
know of any that have the 100% guarantee that we have in Mon­
tana. 

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN asked if the group was ready for the question. 

QUESTION: DO PASS on HOUSE BILL 228. A roll call vote was 4 
voting yes; 11 voting no, on the DO PASS. Motion failed and 
HOUSE BILL 228 received a DO NOT PASS recommendation. Those 
voting for passage of the bill were Reps. Neuman, Sales, Switzer, 
and Waldron. 

HOUSE BILL 229 

REP. SALES moved that HB 229 DO PASS. 

QUESTION: The chairman asked for a roll call vote on DO PASS. 
The roll call vote was six voted yes; 8 voted no. Motion failed. 
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Those voting against the bill included Reps. Bertelsen, Dussault, 
Hannah, Kessler, Kitselman, Matsko, McBride and Waldron. HOUSE 
BILL 229 received a DO NOT PASS recommendation_ 

The meeting adjourned at 10:15 p.m. 

Verner L. Bertelsen, Chairman 

hbm 
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MERRILL H. KLUNDT 
Clerk & Recorder 

J. Melvin Williams 
Representative House District #70 
State Capitol 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dear Mel Williams and Committee Members: 

BILLINGS, MONTANA 
!S9101 

February 10, 1981 

House Bill 11624 is a bill for an act to increase the fees charged by the County 
Clerks & Recorders for recording, filing and copying services. Also removing pro­
visions that are outdated: Amending Sections 7-4-2631 and 7-4-2632, MCA and repeal­
ing 7-4-2633, MCA. 

The Sections under 7-4-2631, subsection a, b, Lines 14 through 25, page 1, Lines 
1 and 2, page 2, should be repealed as this was in the days when recording was done 
by typing. Currently there is no county under the old system, they are either done 
by photostate or by micro film systems. 

Subsection b iii, Lines 3 and 4, page 2 should be repealed as this section is 
now under G ii, page 3, Line 11 of this bill. 

tV,/ Line number 7 of page 2, the words "or Notice of Appropriation of Water" should 
be deleted as the statutes have changed and are under Section 85-2-236, which states: 
Certificate of Water right, after recordation, the Clerk & Recorder shall send the 
certificate to the person to whom the right is decreed. The fee then is based under 
the provisions of 7-4-2632 of page 5 of this bill. 

Section I, Lines 20 through 22 portions are stricken, but the question has 
risen that Certificates of Fictitious Name are now filed with the Secretary of 
State. This is true, however, some still demand that we place them on file at the 
county level; therefore we left this portion in. 

Section (e) is providing a flat fee of $5.00 for each plat plus cost per lot. 

Section (f) is the provis ion charging$.s. 00 per Cert ificate of Survey plus 
50t per lot or tract. This makes the fee uniform for st:bdivision plats and 
Certificates of Surveys. 

Section G(i) deletes the old language of folio to page and a fee of 50t per 
page. This is the fee most are charging now and is the fee charged for copies 
under the· Uniform Commercial Code under Section 30-Q-40i, subsection 2, MCA. 



• 

Section (h) increasing fees from 30t to SOt per index per year. Lines 14 
through 17 should be repealed. 

With the advent of microfilm, it is 
of a mortgage, lien or other instrument. 
and is repealing the marginal release of 
71-1- 211, MCA. 

impossible to allow a marginal release 
Sena te Bill 11171 has passed the Sena te -t.-­

a real estate mortgage under Section 

Section (m), lines 22 through 25, page 3, should be repealed as stated. 
Section 70-21-207 just designates that letters of patent and other federal and 
state documents may be recorded without acknowledgm:nts. 

A recording charge for a patent from the federal government to other individ­
uals is not exempt from charges. This section is outdated. 

Section K, lines 1 through 9, page 4, is a new section and this relates to 
multiple indexing of a single document. (See attached documents.) 

Old Section (p), lines 16 and 17, page 4, should be repealed as these dis­
tricts are created by the Board of County Commissioners and are on file with the 
Clerk in the County Commissioner proceedings. This is similar to the creating 
of Rural Special Improvement Districts and they are not recorded in this fashion. 
Why duplicate and record in Clerk & Recorders office twice. 

Section 2, lines 24 and 25, page 4, and lines land 2, page S, is to clarify 
the present language. 

Section 7-4-2632 is increasing the recording fees from $2.00 to $3.00 and 
clarifying the language in line 8 as stated. There is a big difference between 
filing and recording a document. A filed document is retained in the Clerk & 
Recorders office indefinitely. A recorded document is returned to the party 
designated at the time of recording. The recording fees have not been increased 
since 1959. 

Section 7-4-2633 to be repealed. This is relating to the fee for comparison 
of papers and certification. 

In behalf of the County Clerk & Recorders Association and myself, we would 
appreciate your support in passing this worthwhile legislation. 

'-- Yours truly ~ I 
7-11~)c:# X/t4 . - .f) /)/ 

MERRILL H. KLUNDT ~' 
Vice Cha irman 
Legislative Committee of Montana 
Clerk & Recorders Association 
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TO: 

Montana Association 
of 

County Clerks & Recorders 

THE HONORABLE MEMBERS OF THE 47TH. LEGISLATURE, COMMITTEE ON LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT, GEORGE MC CALLUM, CHAIRMAN, JESSEE O'HARA VICE CHAIR­
MAN, MAX. CONOVER, DONALD OCHSNER, PETE STORY, BILL THOMAS AND FRED 
VAN VALKENBURG, MEMBERS. 

fROM: LORRAHJE p. MOLITOR, MADISON COUMTY RfCORVER AND PRESIfiEf.JT OF THE 
MONTANA ASSOCIATION OF CGUiITY CLERK !i,f~V RECcir'DERS 

RE: HOUSE BILL NO. 624 

F e.e.6 0 n cf.ountlj cleAk and Jr..e.c.OJ1_de/LO 6oJr.. M1.--Lng, ,'1 e.c..:rfLd/ n9, -tnde.x-tng ~ maung 
M_aJLc.fW..-6 on Jr..e.c.oJr..d.6 and no.'1. the. man!f otheJr.. du,t,le.~ peAn0tune.d have Itot L'?l'..n 
-tnC/'~e.a..6ed nOlL man:} ije.a.Jr...6. We. .6/-{PPOJr..-t the. paMage. on HOMe. B..,:..ti No. 624 
nOll, the. ooUow-tng Jr..e.a.60I1.6: 

1. COl.Jt..6 60lL lLe.pfuung e.quipme.nt .6u.c.h a.6 t!fpe[ijwe.Jr..-~, c.opy mac.hJ_ne..f." 
m-tc.lL06ili-tng e.quipment a.nd .6up)'J.ue.~\ have. eLt teald tupte.d ove_h the. 
Pa..6t te.n ye.a.Jr...6. C;-'t..t;.\ 60Jr.. munte.nanc.e. a.g!z..e.emenu, in..f.,u.'l.1tnCe, 6;'1..e,ight 
a I1d maiLing hil v e. Ju..6 e.n dJtamwc.-1_U, y • 

2. Dut--i.e.6 .6uc.h a..6 Ite.c.O!LMng, M-u/Ilg, -tndz.x-tllg and i'te.6 e.Mehing 0 6 Jr..e.C'C/~cf6 
Me. a...U.. ma--Lc.uioM and .time. c.oVL-6uming. Sa..tafLie.6 on c.te.r...k..6 aHd depr,t.Uu5 
h'1ve. fli..6e.n, .60 man-hoM C.06U h..ave. aLoo /nc.ll,e.a.-6ed. 

3. IncJte.a..6-tng der:land6 Me. made. upon (l,.~ to .~ cpr.;f..y c.op,Le.6 to tMge. oif and 
ga.6 c.ompanie.6, m-tning r;,Q.'1..po!z..a..:tioH.6, af1d e.ve.n by .6ta.:te. ond ne.deAM G.-

ge.nC'A..e..6 to .6Uppty c.op-te.6 and -tnnotuna..t.-tOV!. Thou.gh we. a.,'(.c> 110;(: plL('Mt 
mafui.ng 119 e.m2--le.6, we. mu..6t brz. Jr..e.,,[mbu/r..6 e.d ! eJr.. the ac.tual c.(l/. to l' b .6UpD .. Ue. .. ~ 
and ll,er.eac.emewvO. Th:.lJ -i.!.) nci be.{w:., d0:.'. at the rJr..e1>e.li< t.{jYi,:. :1>.>:,;:. 
CD,6t-~ .6hotdd be. bOlLn by the. -LndJ..v-Lc!tllU61("eJI.AvL"lg :the. 6, '!v-i.(~el, (tYl~ HO.t 

by ..the. ta:xpaye.M a..6 a whote. 

('Je. a1Lde.ntty .oe.e.k YOM .6Uppo'1.:t 60lL HeMe. B~.el No 61.4 and (,:(. hope that yC1Il wLU 
M,n.d d wofLthy 06 :jOM .6£.l.)JpofLt. Ptea..6e. lL;2,.cmme.nd pa.!J.oage. :to .the, o-the/i rne.mbCL5 
on ,the. 47th. t{:.g -t.of -'LtWLe.. 

Re . .6pec.t6uUy .6u.bmitie.d 

/~d~~2~ 
~'\;RAINE P, MOLITOR, MADISON COW,trY REC'ORDFR 
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Sec. I, Cia. ~, L I~!I'J; Band. Sec. 1I-II!1, <':b. 2M, 1.. 1~63; aUld. Sec. 73, Cia. 3411, 1.. 1'174; amd. 
Sec. 32, Cia. 213, L 1~75; R.CM. 1947,25-231(8). 

7 -4-2633. :Fee for comparison of papers. In all cuses where copies 
of u record or paper ure to oe certified oy the county clerk und the copy is 
furnished to the clerk for certification, the clerk shall not charge a fee for 
the comparison of the copy other than the fee of $1 for his certificate and 
seal. 

History: En. Sec. 4635, Pol. C 1895; re-en. Sec. 3168. Ref. C 1907; amd. Sec. I, Ch. 117, L 
1911; re-en. Sec. 4917. R.CM. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4917, R.CM. 1935; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 87, 1.. 1941; 
amd. Sec. I, Ch. 90, 1.. 1953; amd. Sec. I, Ch. 202, 1.. 1955; amd. Sec. 2, Ch. 148, L 1957; amd. 
Sec. I, Cb. 9, 1.. 1959; amd. Sec. 11-115, Ch. 264, L 1963; amd. Sec. 73, Cb. 348, L 1974; amd. 
Sec. 32. Ch. 213, L 1975; R.CM. 1947, 25-231(part). 

7-4-2634. Fees to be noted on recorded documents. On each 
instrument delivered to him for recording, the county clerk shall endorse on 
it all charges made for each service, and the endorsement shall be recorded 
as a part of the instrument in his office in order that the department of com­
munity affairs may verify the charges and may see that they have been prop­
erly entered on the fee book or reception record in the county clerk's office. 

History: En. Sec. 4635, Pol. C 1895; re-en. Sec. 3168, Ref. C 1907; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 117, L 
1911; re-en. Sec. 4917, R.CM. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4917, R.CM. 1935; amd. Sec. I, Cb. 87, L. 1941; 
amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 90. L. 1953; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 202, L. 1955; amd. Sec. 2. Ch. 148, L. 1957; amd. 
Sec. 1. Cia. 9, L 1959; amd. Sec. 11-115, Ch. 264. L. 1963; amd. Sec. 73, Cia. 348, 1.. 1974; amd. 
Sec. 32, Ch. 213. 1.. 1975; R.CM. 1947, 25-231(17). 

Part 27 

Office of County Attorney 

7-4-2701. Qualifications for county attorney in certain Coun­
ties. No person is eligible for the position of county attorney in counties 
which have a population in excess of 30,000 unless he is a citizen of the 
United States who has resided in the state 2 years immediately before taking 
office and has been admitted to the practice of law for at least 5 years prior 
to the date of election or appointment. 

History: En. 16-3107 by Sec. 2, Cb. 102; L 1975; R.CM. 1947, 16-3107. 

7-4-2702. Procedure to fill vacancy in office of county attor­
ney. (1) Whenever a vacancy in the office of county attorney shall arise in 
any county and there is no licensed attorney residing in said county who is 
eligible to be appointed to fill said vacancy, the board of county commission­
ers is authorized and has the power to employ special counsel from without 
the county, who shall be designated and officially known as the "acting 
county attorney" and who during said employment shall be vested with all 
the powers and shall perform all the duties of the county attorney, including 
the filing of all complaints, informations, and/or other proceedings for and in 
which the county or state may be a party and the prosecution and defense 
of the same to the same extent and with the same force and effect as if he 
were the regular qualified county attorney. Said attorney shall be paid a 
monthly compensation not to exceed the monthly salary of the county attor­
ney. Whenever any such attorney is employed, the county clerk of said 
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(ii) fur cach udditiunal JIIining cluilll included ill it, GO cents; 
(e) for filing and indexing each writ of attachment, execution, certificate 

of ~all', lit'n, or uther instrulllt'nt required by luw to he filed und indexed, $1; 
(f) for filing and indexing each certificate of incorporation or annunl 

stutelllcnt uf u corpuratiull, $~; 
(g) for recording and platting each townsite or map: 
(i) for each lot up to and including 100, 50 cents; 
(ii) for each additional lot in excess of 100, 10 cents; 
(iii) for recording the field notes of survey of a townsite, 50 cents per folio; 
(h) for a copy of a record or paper: 
(i) for each folio, 30 cents; and 
(ii) for each certification with seal affixed, $1; 
(i) for searching an index record of files of the office for each year when 

required in abstracting or otherwise, 30 cents; 
U) for each entry of discharge or satisfaction of a mortgage, lien, or other 

instrument on the margin of record of it or upon the original instrument and 
noting the entry in the indexes concerned, 50 cents; 

(k) for administering an oath with certificate and seal, no charge; 
(1) for taking and certifying an acknowledgment, with seal affixed, for sig­

nature to it, no charge; 
(m) for recording and indexing an instrument which may be recorded 

under 70-21-207 and which pertains to land allotted to an Indian or land 
within an Indian reservation, except fee patents, no charge; 

(n) for filing, indexing, or other services provided for by 30-9-401 through 
30-9~407, the fees prescribed in those sections; 

(0) for recording each stock subscription and contract, stock certificate, 
and articles of incorporation for water users' associations, 50 cents; 

(p) for filing an order creating a television district pursuant to 7-13-2509, 
$3; 

(q) for filing. recording, or indexing any other instrument not expressly 
provided for in this section, 7-4-2632, or 7-4-2633, the same fee provided In 

this section, 7-4-2632, or 7-4-2633 for a similar service; 
(r) for each copy of a birth certificate or a death certificate, $2. 
(2) State agencies submitting documents for recording shall pay the 

recording fees provided for in this section. These fees may be paid by a state 
agency on a monthly basis. 

lIisIOr): (I) Ihru (141. (17)En. !We. 4635. Pol. C 1895; re-en. Sec. 3168. Ret. C 1907: aRId. Sec. 
I. Ch. 117. L 1911; re-en. Sec. 4917. R.C.l\1. 1921: re-en. Sec. 4917. R.CM. 1935; aRId. Sec. I. Ch. 
87. L. 1941; amd. Sec. I. Ch. 90. L 1953: amd. Sec. I. Ch. 202. L. 1955; amd. Sec. 2. Ch. 148. L 
1957; amd. Sec. I. Ch. 9. L 1959; aRId. Sec. 11-115. Ch. 264. L 1963; amd. Sec. 73. Ch. 348. L 
1974; amd. Sec. 32. Ch. 213. L 1975; Sec. 25-231. R.CI\1. 1947; (l5)En. Sec. I. Ch. 68. L 1909; 
n·-cn. Sec. 4467. R.CI\1. 1921; rl'-en. Sec. 4467. Il.CI\1. 1935; Sec. 16-1101. R.Cl\1. 1947; (16)En. 
Sec. II. Ch. 1911. L 1961: Sec. 70-415. R.CM. 1947; R.Cl\1. 1947. 16-1101(parl). 25-231(parl). 
70-415{parll; amd. Sec. I. Ch. 487. L 1979. 

7-4-2632. Fee when recording done by mechanical means. 
Where recording is done by photographic or similar process, the county clerk 
and recorder shall charge S2 for each page or fraction of a page of the instru- . 
ment for filing and indexing. 

HisIOr): En. Sec. 4635. Pol. C 1895; re-en. Sec. 3168. Re\. C. 1907; amd. Sec. I, Ch. 117. L 
1911; fe-en. Sec. 4917. R.CI\\. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4917. R.CI\1. 1935; amd. Sec. I. Ch. 87. L 1941: 
amd. Sec. I. Ch. 90. L 1953; amd. Sec. I. Ch. 202. L. 1955; amd. Sl'c. 2. Ch. 148. L 1957: amd. 
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arrange the books of record and indexes in his office in such suitable places 
us to facilitate their inspection. 

Hislory: En. Sec. 4423. Pol. C. 1895; r"-,,n. SfC. 3044. Rel. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 4810. R.C.M. 
1921; Cld. Pol. C. Sec. 4246; re-en. Sec. 4810. R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947. 16-2916. 

7-4-2623. Liability of clerk relating to duties as recorder. A 
county clerk is liable to the party aggrieved for three times the amount of 
the damages which may be occasioned thereby and is punishable as provided 
in this code if the county clerk, as ex officio recorder to whom an instrument, 
proved or acknowledged according to law, or any paper or notice which may 
be recorded by law is delivered for record: 

(1) neglects or refuses to record such instrument, paper, or notice within 
reasonable time after receiving the same; 

(2) records any instruments, papers, or notices untruly or in any other 
manner than as hereinbefore directed; 

(3) neglects or refuses to keep in his office such indexes as are required 
by this part or to make the proper entries therein; 

(4) neglects or refuses to make the searches and to give the certificates 
required by this part or if such searches or certificates are incomplete or 
defective when such incompleteness or defect is due to his direct responsibil­
ity particularly affecting the property in respect to which it is requested; 

(5) alters, changes, or obliterates any records deposited in his office or 
inserts any new matter therein. 

HisIOf),: En. Sec. 4421. Pol. C. 1895; re-"n. Sec. 3042. Rel. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 4808. R.C.M. 
1921; Cal. Pol. C. Sec. 4244; re-en. Sec. 4808. R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947. 16-2914. 

7-4-2624 through 7-4-2630 reserved. 

7 -4-2631. Fees of county clerk. (1) The county clerks must charge, 
for the use of their respective counties: 

(a) for recording and indexing a written instrument allowed by law to be 
recorded, except as otherwise provided in 7-4-2632 and 7 -4-2633: 

(i) (A) for the first folio, 60 cents; and 
(B) for each subsequent folio or fraction of one, 30 cents; 
(ii) for each entry in index, 20 cents; 
(iii) for a certificate that an instrument has been recorded with seal 

affixed, $1; 
(b) for recording and indexing each real estate mortgage or an assign-

ment, renewal, or release of a real estate mortgage: 
(i) for each folio, 40 cents; 
(ii) for each entry in index, 20 cents; 
(iii) for a certificate that the mortgage, assignment, or release has been 

recorded with seal affixed. $1; 
(c) for recording and indexing each certificate of location of a quartz or 

placer mining claim, millsite claim, or notice of appropriation of water, 
including a certificate that the instrument has been recorded with seal 
affixed, $4; 

(d) for recording and indexing each affidavit of annual labor on a mining 
claim, including certificate that the instrument has been recorded with seal 
affixed: 

(i) for the first mining claim in the affidavit, $2; and 
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THE MONTANA UNIVERSITY SYSTEM 
33 SOUTH LAST CHANCE GULCH 

HELENA, MONTANA 59620 

(406) 449-3024 

COMMISSIONER OF HIGHER EDUCATION February 10, 1981 

'lb: ~1embers of IDeal C:overnmmt Ccmni ttee 

Andrew VanTeylingen, Facilities Planning Officer {1.?ff1' 7t; ~J rl~:t14# . 
I-bntana Uni versi ty System -/ 

Fran: 

Re: TestiIrony On House Bill No. 594 

Section 3, subdivision (2) (a) would effectively give local govern­
:rrent agencies, including zoning corrrnissions am Jx>ards of adjustm:mt, 
veto power over programs am facilities considered and authorized by 
this Legislature. It would allow legislatively authorized programs to 
be held hostage to local interests am politics. 

'Ihe bill creates a conflict of sovereignties. It is also possible 
that it contributes an unconstitutional delegation of legislative powers. 
'!his Legislature, under our constitutional fonn of government is the 
only canpetent lx>dy to detennine state interests. This bill at Section 
3 (2) (a)- (b) delegates to sulx>rdinate local agencies the pawer to detennine 
state-wide interests am needs without specific guidelines as to how 
that pO\>l8r should be exercised. This is an infringement on the power 
which the people delegated to its elected legislative representatives. 

The pawer to control the location of public services is the DCMer 
to control their effectiveness am existence. 

The use of the word "considered" in Section 3 (2) would allow the 
local governmental lx>dy to avoid ap!?lication of the statenents presented 
in Section 3 (2) (a)- (c). 'Ihe dictionary definition of "cx:msider" would 
not require the local governm:mtal entity to actually apply those state­
:rrents in reaching its decision as long as it reflected on or thought 
about them. 

In short - Decisions relative to use of land am facilities to 
serve the programs of the University Systan would be subject to local 
control. 

AV:blo 

THE MONTANA UNIVERSITY SYSTEM CON51STS OF' THE UNIVERSITY OF' MONTANA AT MISSOULA, MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY AT BOZEMAN. MONTANA COLLEGa 
OF MINERAL SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY AT BUTTE. WESTERN MONTANA COLLEGE AT DILLON. EASTERN MONTANA COLLaGE AT BILLINGS 

AND NORTHERN MONTANA COLLEGE AT HAVRE. 

~. 



Mr. Ted James, Chairman 
Board of Regents 
Montana University System 
2210 Beech Drive 
Great Falls, Montana 59401 

Dear Mr. James: 

Mi ssoul a, Montana -......13801 
Apr; 1 11, 1980 

Recently it has been brought to our attention that the University of Montana 
plans to convert the house at 667 East Beckwith Avenue (formerly the University of 
Montana president's residence) to offices for the University Development Fund, and 
incidentally, the University Foundation. Of the eight residences in the 600 block 
of East Beckwith Avenue the University owns the house mentioned above plus the 
houses at 619 and 655 East Beckwith Avenue. All three of these residences are 
presently being rented and used as single family dwellings in accordance with local 
zoni ng 1 aws. 

We would like to protest this proposed change on the grounds that it not only 
violates local zoning laws but also diminishes the value of our properties, changes 
the essential character of the neighborhood, and infringes on "our civil and 
property ri gh ts . 

Until the University of Montana is prepared to purchase all the privately 
owned property in this block, we would like to urge the Regents and the Commissioner 
not to approve routinely this violation of Missoula City zoning laws. We consider I 

the intent of the University tantamount to "block busting". 

We find the University's attempt to locate the University Development Fund and 
the University Foundation in our residential block particularly offensive because 
President Bowers assured us last August 9, 1979 that he would recommend to the 
University Campus Development Committee that the Foundation not be located in this 
residence. Furthermore, Allan Vannini, the Director of the Foundation in a separate 
meeting July 25, 1979 said that the University of Montana Foundation would never 
locate in the block if the residents of the block objected. We feel, therefore, 
that the University officials have violated an oral contract and their moral commit­
ment to us. Notes taken by Walter King, 656 Evans Avenue, Patricia Dunkum, 
601 East Beckwith Avenue, and Rudyard Goode, 643 East Beckwith Avenue, document 
these statements. 

What is worse, we on this block have had to fight off University attempts to 
misuse this residential property for at least the last eight years (specific dates 
are available if they are necessary). For example: 

1. After tearing down a residence on the southeast corner of Maurice and 
"-Seckwith, the University tried to turn this lot into a parking lot. We 
convinced them not to proceed. 

2. The University tried to turn the Paul Gillespie house at 655 East Beckwith 
into offices. We convinced them not to proceed. 

3. After tearing down a residence on Arthur Avenue behind the Edmund and Mary 
Freeman house at 601 East Beckwith, the University tried to turn this very 
small lot into a parking lot. We convinced them not to proceed. 

4. The University proposed to demolish the house at 619 East Beckwith in order 
to make a parking lot. We convinced them not to proceed. 

5. The University planned (in August 1978) to turn the house at 667 East 
Beckwith into a home for disturbed children. We convinced them not to 
proceed. 

6. The University proposed to move the University of Montana Foundation into 
667 East Beckwith Avenue last August, 1979. We thought we had convinced 
the University not to proceed (see enclosed correspondence between 
Mr. Hanson and Mr. Bowers and Mr. Hanson and Mr. Vannini). 

Time and time again, the University has tried to violate the residential nature 
and character of this block. Time and time again, we have had to band together to 
convince them not to do it. Quite frankly, we are tired of having to convince 
University officials that their plans to use this property for non-residential 
purposes are unnecessary or ill-conceived and in violation of local zoning ordinances 
only to have these same officials try six months or a year later to do something 
of the same ilk. 

It is for these "reasons that we asked President Bowers to sell the property 
on the South side of Beckwith last August. As you can tell from Mr. Hanson's 
letter to President Bowers extab1ishing the conclusions of that meeting and from 
President Bowers' reply, President Bowers agreed last August to do just that. We 
are amazed that not only has President Bowers gone back on his word to us, but 
Mr. Vannini, who specifically told us that the University Foundation would not move 
into the house at 667 East Beckwith Avenue against our wishes, has now also gone 
back on his word. 
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University of montana 

nlissoula, rnont ana 59812 

(406) 243-2311 

E. Arnold Hanson, President 

September 4, 1979 

University Area Homeowners Association 
515 E. Kent Avenue 
Mi sso ul a, Montana 59801 

Dear Mr. Hanson: 

Thank you for your kind letter of August 28, 1979. 

I was pleased to meet with the University's neighbors several 
weeks ago. It \"as for me a beneficial meeting. I apologize 
for not having been able to stay longer. 

RCB/kc 

Sincerely, 

.l. IL_.,-_~' 
"! .• ~~ : 1 ...... : ...... " .• =. '_ .!-. 

Ri chard C .. Bowers 
Pres; dent 

Equal Opportunity in Education and Employment .t: " 



Dr. Hlcharc. C. Bm1ers, Pres1dent 
Univerc1ty at Honttma 
M1s:.ioula, Mootnna 59801 

Dear Prea1dent l3oVer81 

515 E. Kent Avenue 
Missoula, I-bntfl.D8 59&>1 
~ugu6 t 23, .1979 

On bch~lr of the Un1vcrf'1 t..., Arca HotllCovners k6oclat1on e.ud the 
many u.embers \iho 11 VI) in the 1 m:nccU a te vicin1 ty of the Un1 \"er~i ty 
propcrtie" on ::. i)eckvith Avenue, 1 'Want to express our r.incerc 
tlUl.nkt) tor your JDeetillg v1 ~ us earlier this lOOnth. OUr br1p.f 
discuaa1on, I'm cure, wae mutually beneficial and ve vere all 
rel1ev~d to learn that you plan to rcco~ the University ('ell 
the residence properties on E. Deck~1th in favor of co~lctlng 
plannod aC'.luis1tlons ncrov6 the street and on the north 51de or 
thecnmpus. 

OUr Board at D1:-ectors met last evenin~ and voted to extend our 
toenko io you for not convcrtin~ the old p~es1rlent'5 house at 
661 ~. Bcckvith into ofrico space for the University of ~~n~na 
Foundat1oDtJ and especially fot" D.61wr1ng us you pl~nl to rent t.he 
three hourcs for rea1dent1nl purpoces only until such t1~ es they 
can be ~old for s1ngle t~~ occupancy. 

11" you believe 1 t app:-opnstc va could '&rrange t.r.> have one or t,,'o 
rncmbcro or our UJillA Board meet vj th you and tho CUJJJilUS Development 
Cocmittce vheu you discuss plano t"or the E. Beckv1th p~0p8rt1e8. 

Thank you again, very much. 

cc: Ca~u:.J Develop.:DOnt CoIlJ:21 ttee 
c/o Dr. tonald Habbe 

cc: D. Angv1n, V.Pres./' 
H. Doty, Secy. 
T. }"'lnch, Zoning Cormn. 

()lncerely, 

t. ARNOLD HANSOl'! 

E. Arnold Hanson, President 
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July 27, 1979 

Mr. E. Arnold Hanson 
515 East Kent 
Missoula, Montana 59801 

Dear Mr. Hanson: 

_11' 14'4'. MY. I' AND Ol'lGGlf 
" .. MIllO"*- DC 

Thank you for the opportunity to meet with the 
University Homeowner's Association. 

As I said at the meeting, the Foundation wants 
to take no action that will upset the Associa­
tion. Therefore, I have informed Dr. Bowers 

for use of that we are withdrawing 
the former presidential 

Thank you. 

AMV:ar 

our request 
residence on Beckwith. 

Sincerely, 

Allan M. Varmini 
Executive Director 

,.,alnA , DOl (.1.1\. w, _ f ..... 4fto .... 

1,,...\(1)11' Of MONT .... ,..A 
................ oen .... 
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THOMAS L JUDGE 
GOVERNOR 

Mrs. Rudyard Goode 
643 E. Beckwith 
Missoula, Montana 

Dear Mrs. Goode: 

~hdr of ]f{uuimm 

(Offirl' of U:~l' (6ul1l'ntor 

Jlrlrnll, 59601 

October 11, 1978 

My staff has passed on to me the concerns you have expressed about 
your neighborhood in Missoula and in particular your concern about the 
University holdings of property in residential areas. 

As I understand it, the particul ar home, owned by the Un; vers ity, . 
which you had heard was under consideration for use by emotionally dis­
turbed youths is no longer being considered for that use. For the moment, 
that.should allay your concern. 

However, you raise a good point regarding the need to review all Uni­
versity properties, whether or not they are still needed, whether or not 
they fit into expansion plans of each campus, whether or not the expansion 
plans are in fact still valid. As you know,. the Board of Regents is the 
legal entity responsible for these matters. However, even though not under 
my authority, I have made the request of the Board of Regents that they 
do undertake such a review. It may be that you will want to follow-up 
with specific information or comment to the Board, c/o Ted James, Chairman. 

Thank you for bringing these matters to mY attention. 

Best personal regards. 

Sincerely, 

c~·~ 
THOMAS L. JUDG 
Governor 
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

............... -:.;~ ...... ~ .. ;,., ........... ,.~ .................. 19 ....... ~ ... . 

MR .............. ~~~~:~-~~:~~ ............................. . 

We, your committee on ........................................ ~!..~!.l.~: ... ?~~Y:.~.~ ... ~:~?~~~~~ .................................................................. . 

having had under consideration ......................................................................................... ..!.~?~~1~!:: ......... BiI! No ...... ~.?~ .... . 

so~:e S94 
Respectfully report as follows: That ............................................................................................................ Bili No ................ .. 

..... . 
1. li:~~ 17. 

In3e~t: ~2XC3~t a~ provi~Q~ i~ 7~~:-Jl~ 
ri~rl tc. ~.)f '\:1cl~" anc:. e(lSt:;'::l~nts, t~l\.)"i 

fer 

DO PASS 

STATE PUB. CO. 
...... ~ ~';:" 'r' ':;"~' ;,;..' .. :,: ...... '';'':':'''~ .~:;;, :.::"';':" ';;'; ..... , .......... C" 'n' "a' :1 r"m" 'a' n ........... .. 

\...;... .)., . .:.., ...... -J. ':_:"~":"'1..:-......;..:..._~e~l', 

Helena. Mont. 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

..,.-., ~ .. ~".. ,. 4~ 

•••• ••••• ••••••• ~ ••• '-: •• :.~ •• ~: :."':~ ,"t', •••• 7": •••• ~ ••••.••.• 19 .......... . 

MR ........... ~:h .. '.0.'.;.~.~;~~ ............................... . 

Wei your committee on ................................ L.::J.:I~L ... ~:?::rr~.:;7.y~;~:L::.-IT ........................................... ................................ . 

having had under consideration ....................................................................... i:J.iS.:::.:: .............................. Bill No .. £2.7. ...... .. 

"T" " 
"-.i.;..., ..... ~ 

. .·":"",T::·~ '~"'~". '" 
.... _f .......... ..J_ .... -.. 

.to ;...;~~.··~IS~.I\!·~ C0T.; :~ .. ~-i :~(\~~~) ~L-~./r; 
r-, ... 

... ~,. •• II:" 

R tf II t f II Th t :-)~ •. :'.. B'II No.J:.= ... =-.~ ........ . espec u y repor as 0 ows: ,a ............................................... ~:.;:.:.:.';".;................................................. I 

DO PASS 

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman. 
Helena, Mont. 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

........ ~~:i. ~ .. ~ . .;.~ ;;y .... l/. J ....... . 

MR ........... ~~;.~~\: .. ~:.~.~ ................................ . 

We, you~ committee on ...................... )·~,);:X~ ... q~t .. t.~~:·.~.-.~:.<::r:' ................................................................................... . 

having had under consideration ...................................................... .............. h)l",.·.;;:X, ................................ Bill No ..... G.7.A .... . 

~·~3 • 
. - ~-' ... ! 

Respectfully report as follows: That ...................................... :.~.?~.~~~.-:; ........................................................ Bill No . ..... ~,}A ..... . 

1. Pass 21 line 7. 
Pcll.'J~il'lg: li!'lO fj 

St.ri5,;2: "'or lloticu of appropriation of ¥later ( ~ 

DO PASS 

STATE PUB. CO. 
··············V~i::-·f10i··l;;···~-:jiE::;I;~:~ri"·······c·h~i~·~~~:········· 

Helena. r""'ont. 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

.................. '.' ... ' ..... ..; - -.. :. .... ~:.;;,L ........ _ ......... , 19 ... ~ .. ~ ... . 

MR ......... ~.;~~::.::.' .. ;~ ................................. . 

We, your committee on ............................ ; .. !.;.:~~~ .. g.~~~~~.:-:.~:;.~;;; . ..i.~L ............................................. ............................... . 

having had under consideration ............................................................................ ~~.;:.:,~;?.:.. ........................ Bill No .. ..fA} ..... . 

..... .,..- T" 

~,-.~~~ 
?-" ~ "'!""' ' '0 • • 

___ ,. _ .J.. -0., ... .; ........ . 

.. \~ ~~ 

.-~- .... 

. ,.--." .. -~ r.-
Respectfully report as follows: That .......................................... .' .... ~:· .... -.::: .................................................... Bill No .... : ...... : ...... . 

STATE PUB. CO. 
Helena, Mont. . 

......... ~,;.; ;'::;.~:!.;:- ... ~: • .., ... . ; .. ~~:r. t; .. ;~·1~·!- i.-':" ;:; ••••••..••••••••••••••..••••••••.••••• 
Chairman. 
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