The Loca ary 12, 1981
at 12:30 N BERTEZLSEN
czlled t the roll.
A1]1 comm L PISTCRIA,
N0 Was attenced

the meet

REP. BOB THOFT, sponsor of HB 562, said this is an act to revise
and simplify the process oif adding contiguous land in an un-
ted area t0o a sewer district. What the bill

incorpora does 1is

make 1t possible to take in a contiguous landowner by petition
without having an election. Under the present law an election
is required and this could cost from $900 to $1,000. I'll use

Victor as an example. This is an unincorporated town, but they
do have a sewer district there. They are running at about 30%
capacity. If this bill is passed, they can take in contiguous
land owners by petition without an election. I think there are
about only 12 of these unincorporated towns in the state, but I
think there will be many more in the future because of the n=ed
for sewer districts and the fact that incorporating is not all
that popular. If yvou have any guestions, I'll be glad to try
and answer them. Thornton Mann, a representative in the 1974
session, is here to testify as a proponent.

PROPONENTS FOR HOUSE BILL 562

THORNTON MANN of Victor said he'd like to support HB 562 and
urged that the committee recommend a DO PASS.

OPPONENTS OF HOUSE BILL 562 - As there were none, CHAIRMAN
BERTELSEN asked if REP. THOFT would like to close.

REP. THOFT said he closes. Before the bill was drafted he checked
it out with REP. GOULD and figured he was over the hump as he
felt it was a good bill.

QUESTIONS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS

REP. HANHNAH asked REP. THOFT the following guestion. On line 19,
page 2 this must be done by a petition from the people.

REP. THOFT replied that is correct.

REP. HANNAH asked if there are any provisions in this bill that
will cause people to sign away their rights to protesting an-
nexation in the future?



REP. THCrT said we are

unincorporated sewer di

the bill where it stat

unincorporated areas.

REP. HZNNLH feels this affects Missoula because part of the
vroblem has been the water district in Missoula is not owned by
the city. ©Part of the problem in 2illings is that in past vears
the city sold water to outlying districts. Now they do not have
a lever to talk with thcse people about annexation because they
have already sold their birth rights, in effect.

REP. GOULD said you are talking about two different thin
You are talking about a city and an unincorporzted area. In
this instance you are talking about an unincorporated area where
the people have gotten together and formed a sewer district.

I don't think there is any possible conceivable way that this

would be worked in that area.

REP. AZZARA asked who comprises the Board. Is this the board
that runs the unincorporated sewer district?

REP. THOFT said the board members are elected from the district.

REP. AZZARA wondered what would happen if the Board wouldn't
take them in. Would this method force the board to take them
in?

REP. THOFT said no, it is at the discretion of the Board. There
is a provision in the bill that if the board is uncomfortable
with it, they can call for an election.

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN said there were no further gquestions, the
hearing is closed on HOUSE BILL 562.

HOUSE BILL 516 sponsored by REP. KENNETH NORDTVEDT.

REP. NORDTVEDT introduced the bill by saying this is a deter-
mination of value of state owned property, say the campus of the
University. We will go through the same procedure of getting a
value of that property to find what the taxable value would be
and then you apply just those mills necessary to run the fire and
police department of that property. By doing that you'd come
up with the University's share of the cost of police and fire
protection furnished by the city. We would then have a mechanism
by which the state would reimburse those local governments for
those services. It seems to me that sections 8 and 9 are sug-
gesting two different mechanisms. One would be that the Depart-
ment of Administration would make these payments. There would
ave to be gome appropriation by the legislature for which they'd
add up all the state owned properities to make a determination of
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S&M GESKO, the City Manager of RBozeman, said he distributed a
statement used two Vvears ago, but e situation is the same as
it wes then, only worse. The cub t of HB 516 is cne that 1is
not only dear to the heart of Zozeman, but also hinges on 1ts
continued financial vitality. (2 Gesko left written testimony
which is attached to and made a p of these minutes.) He urged
support of HOUSE RILL 516.

CEORGE TATE, Chief of Police of Bozeman, said this is a very
good bill, and he urges the commitiee to support a DO PASS

recommendation. I strongly feel this legislation is needed

as the University brings a great many activities to Bozeman
which reguire additional police protection, which is already
taxed to its full capacity. We often find ourselves virtually
unable to meet the demands created. We are supportive of the
University and will always be. However, due to 10,000 to 11,000
students annually, the problems will increase. I believe that
by the funding the city can expect to receive from the legis-
lation, more manpower could be had , thereby giving us better
control within the city. Be mindful that not all students live
on campus, nor do they find their entertainment on campus. Most
students bring vehicles and many students bring dogs. We like
the young people, but do find it difficult to maintain peace

and order at times. I strongly urge your support for this
iegislation. Thank vou for vour consideration.

LARRY CONNER, said he has been emploved by the Bozeman Police
Department since February of 1972. One vear ago it was not un-—
common for us to be working a two or three man shift. Thursday,
Friday and Saturday nights are one of our busiest times of

the week. Most of the time is spent just responding to calls
and we don't have much time to devote to proper investigation.
Many times it was necessary to call upon the sheriff's depart-
ment to step in and help us with city problems. Without their
assistance, we could not have handled some of the problems.

Many times we'd have had officers injured due to various bar
problems or house parties. We feel that by getting the support
from the State and a reimbursement to help with the police costs,
we would be able to furnish the necessary police protection.
During the summer we can keep up with the police work, but when
the students return, we need additional help. We urge vour
support of House Rill 516.



of the Loral Government Commlttee Pzg=
=D Deputy Chief of the Bozzman Fire Department, said theil
T soportant need 1s manpower. Because of the 1979 cuthack
in manpower, last year our #$2 station located near the Univer-
sity was clocsed about 1/3 of the time. The use of this station
saves vs from 3 to 4 minutes in responding to a fire at the
sniversity. Response time is very important when lives are
involved es it would be in the dorms at the university. There
are cver 1,900 students living in the highrise dorms. These
bullidings are not sprinklered and at this time have no smoke
detectors. Both of these factors tend to lend our finding
larger fires when we arrive. Our initial attacks on these fires
are usually handled by five men on shift when we have full man-
power, but when station 2 is in use, only four men handle the
fire. Fires of this magnitude completely tie up our department

and eguipment, leaving the rest of the city in some jeopardy.
Fire protection for buildings of high value areas reguire more
equipment as well as manpower. Since 1979, the city has been
unable to put aside money for extra equipment or to renew older
egulipment. In order to do a cood job, we really need another
large pumper and another aerial truck. 2Another immediate need
is in the area of fire prevention. Again in the 1979 cutback
we lost our fire prevention personnel. We should even have a
full time fire marshal at the university as we would rather
prevent fires than have to put them out.

RICH BROWN, Mayor of the City of Helena, stated he wishes to
speak in favor of House Bill 516. He said Helena 1s also happy
to have the state complex. Our incident rate among our police
department 1is probably not as high a percentage as that of
Bozeman because the state employees, or at least the represent-
atives, are better behaved than the students at Bozeman. For
example, our police department does have a lot of extra duty
because the State Capitol is located here. Since you have

been here, there have been a number of demonstrations by large
numbers of crowds that cause some traffic congestion and other
problems that require the City of Helena Police Department to
respond. Because the Governor and other officials are here,

a great many foreign dignitaries visit the City and the Helena
Police are required to provide escort service and protection,
as well as the number of threats being made against state of-
ficials which are also covered by the police department. A
number of political candidates often visit Helena. Last year
we had V.P. Mondale and Senator Edward Kennedy. Again the
Helena Police Department is called on for that special task.
Security and escort is becoming a major problem for the City of
Helena Police Department. It could be and is attributable to
the fact that we have the State Capitol and the State Complex
here.

g
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et me give you an cxzmitle of w the bill would call for as
far as mill levies c¢o and how that would apply to the City of
Helena. Currently, the City of Helerna anplies 27.8 mills for
police and 21.85 mills for fire protection. Using the Depart-
ment of rdministration Insurance and L=gal Division evaluation
0f state owned property, ithat would come ¢ nately
$51,0600,000 in ¥elcocna. If we took +hat by ble value
of 12¢%, we would come up with $4,130,000. lizda that
to Helena's already existing teax Lase of S we would
come up with a totzl of about $37,810,000 valuation.
In other words, the taxable value of the Ci ena would
increase by an assumed amoupt for the value tate owned
propertyv. That would Tear mill would bhe ut $37,810
or 1/1000 of the $37,810, UOO Trat would mean that instead of

a
asking the citizens of Helena tc provide £49.65 mills we would
ask that the mill levy be 41.61 or a reduction of basically
8 mills if the State of Montana were to pick up its fair share
of the police and fire protection based upon its taxable valuation.
That would mean to fund our police department it would reguire
23 mills instead of 27.8 mills and 18 mills for our fire de-
partment instead of 21 mills. This would mean the fair share
that has not been provided to the City of Helena so far would be
about $255,000 annually. Again, I wish to say that I am a
propcnent of this bill. I believe it would not only be a fair
thing for the State of Montana to consider paying its fair share
but as you can also see, it would relieve our city employees of
part of the tax burden they are now forced to pay.

Others who signed the visitors' register in support of HB 516
included Joe Wolf from Butte; Les Prentice from Missoula,

Dan Mizner from Helena and Rose Leavitt representing the
League of Women Voters.

REP. AZZARA said the situation in Missoula is similar to those
situations which have been testified to by other proponents.
Missoula essentially provides police and fire protection for nine
months of the year for a campus from which it extracts no taxes.
I think that certainly lends to the financial distress which
Missoula experiences as well as several other cities of the
state. I fully support the bill and urge that it DO PASS.

OPPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 516

CURT CHISHOLM, Deputy Director for the Department of Institutions,
said the department does not take issue with the bill's intent
nor the goals it 1s trying to achieve. But since there is no
middle ground here, we'll stand as an opponent simply to raise
some technical issues that cause problems for us, which we want
clarified.
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In relation to our department we, of course, have state owned
facilities in a number of small towns ahout the state, Swan
Lake, Miles City, Columbia Falls, Lewistown, Helena, Glendive,
etc. In some of these towns we have relaticnships developed
where 1n fact we are assisting them to develop sewer lagoon
systems, for instance &t Bouvlder, in cooperation with the Cit
of Boulaer. Fairly, we should cwe them for fire and police
srotection.  Secondly, the bill calls for the first pavment tO
be in November. We don't have a problem with that under normal
circumstances. But it is too late to budget for those services
now to make our first payment, either from our agency to the
Department of AZdministraticon or to actually budget for it in
terms of charging that acainst o T individual institutions.

We would like some time to studv the amount we would cwe them,
and secondly to adecuately budoat for them and then to make the

payment. We are very gun shy of getting ourselves into situations
where we would incur a legal obligation to pay for services which
are not adeqguately budgeted for. That is the last thing we want
to do this time around.

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN asked for further opponents and there were
none. He asked REP. NORDTVEDT if he'd like to close.

REP. NORDTVEDT said he feels the bill has been adeguately dis-
cussed. We are only asking for those mills that are idenfi-
fiable with police and fire services which are provided to these
facilities now. When a fiscal note comes, it should be looked
at closely to make sure that the market values of these state
properties would be multiplied by the appropriate 50% which puts
them on the same basis as privately appraised property today at
the 8.55% class to determine the equivalent taxes on the property.
I think that would somewhat reduce the fiscal impact from what
it would be under the formula that the gentleman from Helena
mentioned. The purpose here is to find the fair share of police
and fire protection services if the city is to be reimbursed

for those services.

QUESTIONS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS

REP. AZZARA asked if it is a good guess that we apply residential
rates of 8.55 against the evaluation of the property?

REP. NORDTVEDT said 8.55 applies to residential and commercial
property, so I think that is the proper class for anything but

a state industrial facility.

REP. HURWITZ asked REP. NORDTVEDT if they ever considered a
police fee and a fire fee on students as a cost of education?

REP. NORDTVEDT said he doesn't know if that would be lecal.
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FEP. BERTELSEN clcsed the hearing on HOUSE RILL 516.

BOUSE RILL 425 - sponsored by REP. DARRYIL MEYER

REP. MEYER said House Bill 425 which repeals sections of the law
eliminates the franchising where a company has to go in and have
an election. what has coened in the past, for instance in the
City of Billings, where e population is arcund 65,000, they have
to have an election which costs the company that wants the francnhi
cuite a bit of money. For instance, there are 65,000 people in
the city and only 318 people turned out to vote. This bill leaves
the matter up to the governing bedy, either the county or the
city, to crant this franchi

PROPONENTS FOR HOUSE BILIL 425

PERRY WEIDLER represented the Montana-Dakota Utilities Company.
We are asking that you repeal sections 7-5-4321 and 7-5-4332
which set forth the election procedure. At the present time any
company serving natural gas has to petition the city council

to hold an election. Mr. Weidler said they support House Bill
425. (See attached testimony which is made a part of these
minutes.)

BOB GANNON stated he is with Montana Power Company. As Mr.
Weidler has indicated, this does relate very significantly to

the gas operations of the utility business. It does not apply to
the electricity side of our business. We have had similar ex-—
periences in every town and city in the State with francise
elections. The franchise is simply granting the power to use

the streets and alleys to lay the pipelines. We had two ex-
amples in the last three or four years where in a franchise
election in the town of Chester and in Belgrade, the franchise
was turned down by the voters and we ended up in the unigue
position of not having the authority granted by the municipality
to conduct business in the towns. Since we didn't have the
authority, we didn't know what we were going to do; pull up

our gas lines oOr not serve the community. There really is no
alternative to our service. Another election had to be held.

We feel getting the authority from the City Council is sufficient
so we don't have to go through the unnecessary costs of having

an election. We hope vou support HB 425.

DAN MIZNER signed the visitors' register as a proponent for
HB 425.

OPPONENTS FOR HOUSE BILL 425

WILLIAM ROMINE represented the Solid Waste Contractors Associ-
ation. He said he has a few problems with the bill from the
carbage collectors point of view. I don't necessarily agree
with the position that the franchise is not exclusive, so I
won't speak to that as other opponents will. I am a little
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sothered 2t we nave power neocple tel
we shonl clections. This law has keen on the boocks
sirce 16§ sze any reason to chéange 1t now. {See
balance imony which is attached to and made a
vart of We oppose Hcuse Bill 425.
CARY ZRDECK, registered lcobbyist the Solid Waste Contractors,
said most of the propconent's tes ny has to do with utilities,
natural gas, electric and teleph service. Solid waste 1is

also a utility service of sorts. esently cities have the
apility to wrovide carbage servi Also in the major cities

f Montana there are private car s. We view this bill as an
exclusive right of franchise. I gue with the testimony sub-
mitted by Mr. Weidler that it is a non—-exclusive right franchise.

By repealing this bill the city manacement would have the ability
to award a contract to cne carrier to serve the city. That

would in effect put existing carriers out of business. Most of

the solid waste contractors are virtually made up of family

member operations. They have a substantial investment in eguip-
ment and a certificate issued by the Public Service Commission.

The certificate has a value very similar to that of a liguor

license of any where from $70,000 to $200,000. By granting

the cities the ability without submitting it to a vote of the

people to contract with just one carrier you put people out of
business. Their investment and life savings and their livelihood
goes down the drain. The Solid Waste Contractors are very much
opposed to allowing city management a very important and devastating
decision without the approval of the voters. If it isn't the
intention of the proponents of this bill to affect solid waste
contractors (garbage carriers), I suggest it be amended with

that exception.

Suppose a city can grant a granchise for one garbage carrier
to serve the city, without a vote of the people. Three years
down the line the other carriers are out of business. That
contract is up. The effect of the bill would eliminate all
competition. The bill would also give the city the right to
decide who would receive one of these franchises. We hope
you will oppose House Bill 425 or amend it so it will not
include solid waste carriers.

VESTER WILLIAMS from Hamilton, Montana said he operates the
Bitterroot Disposal Service. I won't repeat what the other
opronents said, but I hope you will amend this bill excluding

our industry should this bill pass. I still think we are playing
on dangerous ground. Any time you say, "no, we don't want to
listen to the vote of the people as the turnout hasn't been too

good in the last few years", I think we're making a mistake.
I've seen many elections where the turnout wasn't too good, but
many times it Dicks back up. I think we're playing with fire

when we say we don't want to give the people a chance by casting
their vote.
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REP. HURWITZ asked Mr. .

centlemen who just spo election and
the city was to hire s 1id waste,
then the other solid w of business.
Wouldn't the sazme thin ection and
one =s0lid waste collec

BILL ROMINE said yes, it could happen. But if you didn't give
the public the opportunity to vote, there could be oppositiocn
to that type of proposal. Other carriers could come before the
public and say, "wait, this would be the result." If you want
to handle it that way, that would be fine, but it would be
through a vote of the people. The city has the right to give

a franchise under present law with public approval. A franchise
is a special privilege the city has to do something it is en-
titled to do under these powers. It is not for every contract.
The city could conceivably franchise out police protection to

a private group.

REP. MATSKO said the situation now is in a City like Great Falls,
the residents have a choice. They can hire the city to haul
their garbage or they can hire Montana Sanitation Service or
Black Eagle Sanitation Service. The residents also have a choice.
These people should realize that the importance of an election

is giving them the choice to choose what they want to say. We
feel the election will safeguard that choice.

REP. HANNAH said how he sees it, is the people can say to the
city, "if you want to put some type of a service on a bid

basis you have the right to do that. You also have the right to
choose the best bidder".

BILL ROMINE said the problem is that a franchise is something
that is granted to a private individual that is not granted to
anybody else. In the present law, we do have that exclusion
but this bill would allow an exclusion with the public's per-
mission.

REP. ANDREASON asked Lee if, as he interpretes this bill in
regard to the solid waste contractors, would it necessarily
indicate that it would be an exclusive thing?



MR. ZADECK said I suppose it would. One of the problems is

that this bill is a repealer, so 1t takes things off the books.

T still thinX that may or may not he necessarv. We haven't
talked this throuch because we didn't know where the rroponents
were coming from, but ricght now the city could bid parts out, but
not to the exclusion of everyone else. The city can haul garbage

itself. It doesn't need a certificate.

REP. KESSLER asked Mr. Gannon who is correct because the handout
we received states that a franchise is nat exclusive and these
gentlemen say it is exclusive? There is a mistake somewhere.

BOB GANWNON said the handout was prepared by Montana-Dakota
Utilities. I can say as far as Montana Power goes, and we
handled a couple of these elections, that in our franchises
we specifically state that they are not exclusive. As far

as our gas utility business, we, in a franchise after it has
been submitted to the voters and comes back with an ordinance
from the municipality, are advised that it is a non-exclusive
franchise.

REP. KESSILER to Mr. Gannon: So it is stated in your franchise
and not in the law.

MR. GANNON said yes.

REP. SALES asked Mr. Weidler if perhaps we couldn't simplify our
problems if we wrote into the bill that no election was reguired
for non-exclusive franchises?

REP. MATSKO said he was looking at the handout from the utility
corporation. You stated that these are not exclusive franchises
in your contract. He asked Lee if we repeal these sections,
wouldn't the bill apply to all franchises, exclusive and non-
exclusive?

LEE said yes, there would not be an election for any type of
franchise.
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20USE RILL 424 - sponsored by RIP. DAVE ZROWN
said he is here to explain House 13111 425. There
znges heing made on lines 16 and 20 of page 1. These
fzct no one cxcept the pecple in 3utte-Silver Bow.
brief bachkground of why this bill is being submitted.
of representatives co-sicning this bill shows the need
he law now stands with the $7 per unit rate. The Butte
tary and/or storm seweX cistrict is presently the only
the state affected by this rarticular section of law.
- waste water itreatment plant was constructed and vassed
at $1.35 million and put into operation in January of 1970.

Recent expansion of the sanitary and storm sewers amounted to

$2.6 million. Metro storm sewers are subject to the laws of

the 1979 addition of Montana Codes Annotated and is unigue because
it is the only sewage plant in Montana established by and governed
by the Montana Legislature. Expansions in the Metro sewer system
completed in 1979 were reguired to meet the regulations in the
Environmental Protection Agency (the Federal EPA). The Metro
sewer system is now in very good condition. There is a drastic
need to increase revenues to meet the actual costs of operation,
maintenance and treatment of the Metro sewage plant and a defi-
nite need to raise the ceiling from $7 to $10 due to sky-rocketing
inflation, in order for the Metro sewer district to operate
properly. Those of vou around here know this is a touchy issue
and in Butte Silver Bow it is commendable that we have unified
support this year on the raise.

PROPONENTS FOR HOUSE BILL 424

JOE QUILICI from District 84 in Butte said anyone here in 1971,
1973 and 1974 will remember that we adamantly opposed this
legislation because it is hard to raise your own sewer rates.
That is exactly what we are doing. Over the years and with

the new administration in Butte Silver Bow, we have been able to
come up with some specific data concerning the operation of the
Butte Metro Sewer Plant. I believe this is the first time the
delegation has ever received information concerning the sewer
rates in Butte Silver Bow. A lot of effort and time was put into
compiling some factual information. In 1981 we are going to
have a $190,000 deficit in our sewer district if we don't
receive a raise, especially in an area like ours that 1s depres-
sed with unemployment and evervthing else, but we must do it.

In 1977 we had 25 employees; now we have 18. The administration
has shown good faith in trving to run this plant in an econo-
mical manner and as conservatively as possible, vet with high
energy costs and costs of chemicals, it is getting out of sight.
The rates will raise from $42 to $60 per year, but it is still
cheaper than most of the major cities in Montana. With that,

I will hope that the committee will see fit to pass this legis-

4, .
1aTtion.
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SERLTOR JOHN HEALY think there 1s any one

ere who i1s more £ 2r W s than he is. As an sngineer,

I lzved several miles of stor sanitary sewer which went

into Silver Bow Cresk long be the Metro district was es-—
tablished. 2t that time we € >d all of our sswage into

Silver Row Creek inito which t mines also purped their water.

I sicgned the bill with others @ &bsolutely need this.

I urge your DO PASS considera

DO PECPLES, City Zxecutive of Butte-Silver 2ow, szid this is

a unigue situation. The legislature does have authority to

set the ceiling on the rates for the storm and sanitary districts.
I urge that you give DO PASS consideration to this bill as we
desperately need the increase to continue our operation without
being in the red.

OKIz O'CONNOR, DON ULRICH AND MARGARET LEARY all submitted
written testimony in favor of HOUSE BILL 424. {(Their testi-
mony 1is attached to and made a part of these minutes.)

LARRY STIMATZ, Senator from District 43 in Butte-Silver Bow
said he heartily endorses this bill.

REP. FRITZ DAILY, from Butte, said there are approximately
38,000 people who live in Butte Silver Bow and unless this
bill gets an immediate DO PASS, most of those people will be
in here to testify for the need for it.

JIM JOHNSTON, JOE WOLF and another person signed the visitor's
register supporting House Bill 424.

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN asked if there were any opponents to House
Bill 424. There were none, so he asked REP. BROWN if he'd
like to close.

REP. BROWN said the only impact of this bill is on Butte-Silver
Bow and its residents. We do have unanimous support today and
can get more if you need it. We urge a speedy DO PASS and we
appreciate it.

QUESTIONS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS

REP. HURWITZ asked REP. QUILICI if he has to go through the
Public Service Commission besides coming here.

REP. QUILICI said no. This was one of the alternatives we were
looking at, and with the regulatory delay, we felt this would
be the way to expedite the matter.

REP. AZZARA asked REP. QUILICI if the district is subject to
further future regulation by the PSC should Butte choose to
go that route?
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change the bill i:fself, except for

es will still have to hz set Ly

co to the PSC unless we chande

us to ¢co to the PSC.

Butte-Silver Zow the only city 1n

set by the Lecgislature?”
T .28 =aid the ¢ tion of the Metro Sewer District had
& legiclation t© llow the creation of the district.
That the district cept. Once that was done, the legis-
lzture had to set a celling on the amount of money that could
be charced for the usge the services. As was stated, the
sewer rate has to bDe e ta to the service provided. There
is a variance ©f cpinion zmong the delecgation itself, but we
did make the detrermination that any future increases would
come out of the PSC. I frankly supported the position of the
League of Cities and Towns that Montana cities set their own

sewer rates. But we have an immediate problem which is that

we have a $190,000 deficit this vear which must be taken care

of. 1If we had the authority to go to the PSC, we would done that.
But since we need the increase now, we came to the legislature

to give us the authority to raise the ceiling so we can make

the proper adjustment.

REP. SALES wondered if the present delegation would have any
concern about taking the lids off and letting the matter ride
for a few years to see how the local unit handles it, or would
vou rather have these limits in the bill?

REP. QUILICI said he thinks it is mutually agreed upon that this
ceiling is adequate to survive.

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN said if there are no further gquestions, he
will close the hearing on HOUSE BILL 424.

HOUSE BILL 438 - sponsored by REP. ANDREASON

REP. ANDREASON said you have before you a two-page bill that is
going to correct a situation which he feels is a problem.
Usually when two units join together to form a partnership,
there is an egual say on the part of either one. Currently,
this law deals with what happens when a city and a county con-
solidate their governments. When that is done now, a simple
majority of everybody living in that area is reguired which
means that the people in the county really don't have much of

a vote as a separate entity on whether or not they were going to
be consolidated into the general government. This legislation
would give them a separate vote on the decision to consolidate
the county and city governments. Basically, all it does 1is that
instead of a simple majority of every one, it is a majority of
the two units involved in joining together in the consolidation.



i
(
T
0
U
e
L
®
‘_J
i

JULIEZ EACKER said sh

reslident 1n Micsscula and
urges that it pass. (

a part of these minute

ELLEN IMBODEN 23D JOY KELSOKN koth sicned the visitors' reagister

in favor of E3 538.

LES PRENTICE of Missoula and DAN MIZNER of Helena signed the
visitors' register opposing the bill.

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN asked REP., ANDRELSON to clcse.

gy

REP. ANDREASON said again vou can see the concerns. We have talked
a lot in this legislature of the country people vs. the city people.
This is an issue which comes up guite regularly in the legislature.
Recently we have had certain voices on the floor of the House saying
"country people, please take into concern what is happening in the
cities and give us a break." There were some people who live in
the country who did bend to that desire and give city people who
wanted to annex a break. Many of them even changed their minds.

I hope that this committee will think of the concerns of the people
who live in the country and their desire for independence and take
care of their concerns as a separate problem.

QUESTIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE

REP. WALDRON asked REP. ANDREASON if he checked out the constitu-
tionality of this bill before introducing it?

REP. ANDREASON replied no.

REP. WALDRON said he'd refer him to section 3, article 11 of the
constitution which reads: "The legislature shall provide methods

for governing local governing units and procedures for incorporating,
classifying, merging, consolidating and dissolving such units and
altering their boundaries. The legislature shall provide such
optional or alternative forms of government that each unit or
combination of units may adopt, amend or abandon and optional or
alternative forms by a majority of those voting on the guestion."”
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Y zction of the constitution that
2 te majorities like that end wait
T unty residents living in the city
[ ty residents living ocutside of
I icn to Lee Heiman to respond &S
to & onst 11 rtased on that csection cof the
constitution.
LEE ERIMAN said he doss sce a constitutional guestion in it. The
subsection below it involvas countv-county consolidation. I think
there is a separate section on city-city consclicdation.
REP., DUSSAULT acgk in diseniran-
chising certain m m Ting The logic
would reelly be in giving the county residents living in the
city two votes. Essentially what you are saying by this bill
is that persons living in the urban limits are hereby no longer
members of the county for this purpose.
REP. ANDREASON said he doesn't see it that way. I see that they
are separate in many different kinds of things in terms of what
governing body they are under; what sheriff's department they are
served by; what tax rate they pay. I see them under a separate
governing body and I think that is the key to the issue that
there are no separate governing bodies.

REP. DUSSAULT: Rationalize the fact that they are still sup-
porting the other governing body through taxation? As residents of
the county they too are paying some of the cost of county govern-
ment.

REP. ANDREASON said the city people are still under a different
government.

REP. KESSLER thinks that with this bill the city vote will out-
weigh the county vote in some communities. I don't think that is
the case in Missoula, but it would be in Billings. What about

the case where we have an unincorporated city like Laurel? Is

the vote doing to be taken in the two cities together and weighed
against the county vote?

REP. ANDREASON said it depends on whether a county government and
a city government are going to consolidate.

REP. KESSLER said "What if we are going to have city-county con-
solidation?"

REP. ANDREASON said if you are going to consolidate all of the county
vithin one city, then there would be two separate bodies. What you
e doing 1is consolidating two governments.



REP. AZZARA said it is mpossikle under the provision of the bill.
v oconstituticnal sense is that there is a one—-maén, one vote
problem here that is very substantial. I am not oppoecsed to the
idea and I understand what you are trving to 4o but it would be
possible for a minority of people to thwart the wishes of the
majority. That is where you gest into the problem of egual welght-
ing for votes. If the balance of the urkan populetion of Missoula
located in the county wanted to dump the City, they couldn't.

The city would simply hold it up. You separate it out that way 1In
the bill, and it may come out that way anyway in terms of an
election. Wwhat you are doing here hy separating it out is clearly
running the risk of subjecting a maljority vote to the veto of a
minority vote on the same guestion.

REP. ANDREASON said what he sees 1is allowing the people under one

government a separate vote as to whether or not they want to be
combined with another government. I think we have charity in

the minority and charity in the majority and that is why the laws
of our country are set up to take care of both the rights of the
majority to decide on certain things and right of the minority
can also have a say in the matter. ‘

CHAIRMAN RBERTELSEN asked if there were further gquestions. As
there were none, he closed the hearing on HOUSE BILL 438.

EXECUTIVE SESSION:

HOUSE BILL 527

REP. AZZARA moved that the amendments to HOUSE BILL 527 DO PASS.

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN commented that House Bill 527 deals with
making it possible for municipalites to sell park land. The
guestion is whether we want to provide a vote for those owners
who are located within a reasonable distance of the park so that
the park land wouldn't be taken away from them.

Copies of the amendments were passed out to committee members.

QUESTION: All those in favor of the amendments reply by saying
"ave". The vote was unanimous and the motion carried.

REP. SALES asked to offer another amendment, namely, that on Page
2, lines 5 and 6, following "developing" strike "and maintaining".
He said all of our laws now relating to parks that have been
dedicated, state that land or cash in lieu, depending which way
it went, can only go for the construction and development of
parks and not for maintaining them.
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ROP. HARNIRH chiection
e has witn der to
dezvelon a plec g cne of two
things. You must either ¢ r you must
provide cash in lieu OL the cocesn't
rass, we then have a Situati king land
from developers on a pretens ¥s; then
taking that land and selling eir ceneral
budzet for maintenance of pa

REP. PEAWNAH said the whole reason for pzople to give 1s

for the development of parks.

REP. RZZARA saild it was REP. FARRECA's okjective to enable counties
to sell carcels of lana that can't be used for parks and make sure
that that money is used for scomeé purpcse related to parks. I
doesn't seem sensible to me to reguire that they can only use 1t
to acquire further land. Maintenance of existing parks should be
enabled by money which is gotten from the sale of parcels that
could not be made into parks.

REP. MATSKO thinks there is a cood point in this amendment. I
would much rather see the proceeds from park land sold, co to

T
putting in improvements such as landscaping, put up new swing
sets or things like that than to hire a bunch of people to go
around and mow lawns in parks already developed or buy new hcses
for watering and that type of thing. Maintenance 1s minimal
compared with the actual developmental ccsts of the parks.

REP. AZZARA asked REP. MATSKO why we'd want to raise taxes else-
where to maintain parks when we could get the money from selling
land that can't be used for park purposes? Why would we want to
take that privilege away from local governments?

REP. MATSKO said the point is that governments cannot budget for
developing land that is brought in through new developments being
brought into the city. There are barren pieces of ground that are
just sitting there as weed patches that must be developed before
they can be used. I think that if the money was allocated specifi-
cally for that rather than for hiring someone to mow the lawn or
another playground lady, you'll get better use out of that park
land.

REP. AZZARA said "Don't vou think a local governing body would do
that and then whatever money was left over should be allocated
or used for maintenance?

REP. MATSKO said he thinks that is a good point, but in lieu of
striking "and maintaining" we should at least prioritize it a
little more and not leave it totally in the air.

~J
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n¥s that whan the Lecislatur
land Zor park purpcoses, it was d
provide maintenance for parks.
through. This is the first ti
have con ~red selling ©
the money maintenan
XEP, SWI caid he a@crees whole! y with ta:
Sk cause otherwise the capital ment cf al
cugl lots &nd home space with £ that a pa
attached are being deprived of pa eir capit
Using the monies from the sale of nd is Just
thie parks vou dé=velop and i in.
RZP. DUSSEULT: I often wonder why we limit the au
governments. Sitting here nacg_*nc for half an ho

are going to develop and/or maintain parks with mo
to me. Secondly, given the economic situation of

towns, the reality may be that as thev face cutbac
governments, and a lot of them are, to force them

that they cannot maintain in their ceneral budget

It seems to me we should give them the discretion

a rational, responsible thing that if they cannot

parks which they are currently developing that we

to maintain what they have developed and protect t
ments. Many cities will be facing that guestion a
general fund cutbacks.

HANNAH said that is fine with him. To carry

REP.
further,
of the price crunch, we shouldn't give them the la
place. If they can't maintain them, they'll say "
Land" and go around the back door and sell it for
it into the general fund.
in the area on the land that is being developed.
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many areas and
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is also ludicrous.
which would be
maintain those

do allow them
heir invest-

s they face

us

a logical step

if the cities can't maintain or keep up the parks because

nd in the first
thank vou for
cash and put

It is a direct taxation on the people

What havpens 1is

the total cost of the land given to the city is spread on all of

the people who buy lots in the district. It really

becomes something

whereby the city can use it for the general fund because most of
the time the subdivisions will have possibly 200 houses in if it

is a big one.
way to generate cash to put into the general fund.

We are allowing the city to come up with another

CHAIRMAN BERTELSEN said he didn't want to drag this out any longer.

If we've reached a point where we can vote, there

in continuing the conversation.

QUESTION on amendment t0 strike "and maintaining”,
"developing" on page 2, lines 5 and 6.

call vote on the amendment resulted in
ndment and 7 voting aoaluab. Those voting acail
“ZZdLa, Bergene, Dussault, Hurwitz, Kessler,
n Motion CdrIlEd and amendment was passed.
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HOUSE BILL NO. L -
Mr. Chairman: '
s ST ;o =y | ' v IRr:
My name 15‘/1&:u<w¢ ~ oo and I am the L Zniym: - cconv-o o7 /N7 557

/ T -
e I

of the Butte-Silver Bow Government. I rise in support of HB == <
which would allow the unified Government of Butte-Silver Bow to adjust
their sewer rates to $10.00 per user unit. The sewer rates in Butte-
Silver Bow are currently set by MCA 7-13-144 (1) (2) and allow a user
unit charge of $7.00. The average residential unit in Butte-Silver

Bow consists of 3 user units. When calculated on an annual basis,
residents in Butte-Silver Bow currently pay $21.00 per year for
collection and disposal and $21.00 per year for the treatment plant.
This calculates to $42.00 per year or $3.50 per month. The sewer rates
are the lowest in the State and are simply not sufficient to allow

Butte-Silver Bow to operate its sewer collection and treatment system.

The purpose of HB /z;?kf is to allow a raise in the ceiling to
$10.00 per user unit. The actual costs will be set by the local
Government of Butte-Silver Bow after appropriate public budget hearings.
We are not certain at this time whether the user unit fee will be
$10.00 but our projections for the first year anticipate a $10.00 per
user fee. This will allow Butte-Silver Bow to pay for collection and
treatment facilities and services and will also allow the Butte-Silver
Bow Metropolitan Sewer District to address a deficit that will occur
this fiscal year as a result of the inability of the sewer rates to
compensate for the expenditures incurred. I would aks for your favorable

consideration.
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TESTIMONY OF Ol

HOUSE BILL No. - %

Mr. Chairman:

;F

I am . - /5 /o of the Butte-Silver Bow local Government.

I wish to present to you today a Resolution passed unanimously
by the Butte-Silver Bow Government. This Resolution requested the
legislative delegation from our area to introduce the legislation

proposed in HB ﬁ/g%wé/ .

This Resolution is presented to you today to indicate the Butte-

.—\_,'
Silver Bow Council of Commissioners full support of HB 4[C’f/ .

The need for passage 1is obvious. The Legislature has the authority
to establish a ceiling on sewer rates for the Metropolitan Sewer
Districts, and this ceiling has not been adjusted since 1969. The
time has passed for the Butte-Silver Bow Metropolitan Sewer District
to live within the rates allowed by current legislation. As a matter
of fact the sewer district this fiscal year will incur a deficit of
approximately $i§6}obb. This deficit will occur even after every
possible economy in operation has been placed in effect.

The sewer rates in Butte-Silver Bow are among the lowest, if not
the lowest, of any sewer system in Montana. Even if the sewer rates

are raised to the maximum allowable amount as provided by HB Z/Olf/

the Butte-Silver Bow Metro Sewer rates will still be among the lowest
of any municipal sewer system in Montana.
Members of the Committee, I urge your affirmative action on this

critical piece of legislation.
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/2
HOUSE BILL No. 4/ A

Mr. Chairman:

M} o Mepresentlng M #fr of Butte-

Silver Bow. I am in favor of passage of HB f?;lﬁl . As the sponsor

of the Bill has indicated, Butte-Silver Bow is governed under provisions
of Metropolitan Sewer District MCA No. 7-13-144 (1) (2). The sewer
rates established under this Section of the law apply at this time only
to Butte-Silver Bow as’'it is the only Metropolitan Sewer District in

the State of Montana.

I urge you to suppdrt the passage of HB 55/524/ because without

it Butte-Silver Bow will simply be faced with a catastrophic situation
in regard to its sewer system. The current statutes allow a $7.00 per
user unit fee for collection and a $7.00 fee per user unit for treat-
ment. This amounts to an annual metro sewer assessment for an average
residential unit in Butte of $42.00 per year. The amount of money that
the Metropolitan Sewer District generates from the fee system is,Simpiy
not adequate. We have not had an adjustment in the current statutes
since 1969. 1In the meantime we have experienced annual double digit
inflation. Worthy of special notice is the unusually large increases
in utility rates. As an example utility costs have increased from
$27,000 in FY 1977-78 to over $100,000 per year in FY 1980-81.

The operation of the treatment plant costs have demanded that the
Butte-Silver Bow Government reduce levels of employment to the point

where the plant is operating with a bare minimum number of employees.



The plant is designed to be operated by 15 operating
because of budgetary problems, we have had to reduce
the plant to 9 operating engineers. On a continuous
it is extremely difficult to maintain the plant with

employment.

engineers and
the operation of
24 hour operation,

this level of

The Butte-Silver Bow Council of Commissioners will take full

responsibility to set the sewer rates within $10.00 per user unit

as HB L#}%f%/ proposes. As an elected official of Butte-Silver

Bow, I ask your support.
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Testimony on HB-42% by Ferry Weidler representing
Montana Dakota Utilities Co.

Before Local Gov't Committee
2/12/81

a

At the present time companies delivering natural gas to th&®many
communities of Montana must petition the City Council or govern-
ing body to hold an election in order to be granted a franchise.

These elections are time consuming, do have expenses connected
with them and create very little voter interest.

For those reasons I ask this committee to repeal sections 7-5-4321
and section 7-5-4322 which set forth the election requirements.

Section 7-1-4123 is already in the statutes and gives a city or
municipality the authority to grant franchises.

In 1979 in a franchise election in Billings, a city of approx-
imately 65,000 population only 318 bothered to vote.

In 1979 in Glasgow- population 4700 - only 128 voted.

In 1980 in Sidney - population 4500 - only 82 voted.

What is a Franchise?

Briefly:

e

Grants to a company a non-exclusive right to use the streets
and alleys for purpose of constructing and operating facilities
necessary in a utility operation for a stated period of time,
(Usually 10, 15 or 20 years)

States that the utility system shall be efficient.
Provides that the city shall-not be liable for any litigation

which might arise as a result of utility facilities being loc-
ated in the streets and alleys.

% franchise granted to a company is not exclusive.

Even though a franchise has been granted for 20 years it is -
possible for the city to grant another franchise for the same
service during the same period.
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7-1-1123. Legislative powers. A municipality with general powers
has the legislative power, subject to the provisions of state jaw, to adopt,
amend, and repeal ordinances and resoiitions required Lo

(1) preserve peace and order and sceure treedom {rom dangerous or nox-
ious activities;

(2) secure and promote the general public health and welfare:

(3), provide any service or perform any function authorized or required by
stagg law;

(4) exercise any power granted by state law:

(5) levy any tax authorized by state law:

(6) appropriate public funds;

(7) impose a special assessment reasonahly refated to the cost of any spe-
cial service or special benefit provided by the municipality or impose a fee
for the provision of a service,

(_(B)_grant franchises; and
(9) provide for its own organization and the management of its affairs.
thistory:  En. Sec. 34, Ch. 455, L. 1979,

ko] (‘)\ N~
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7-5-4321. Grant of franchise — clection required. (1) The council
may not grant a franchise or special privilege to any person except in the
manner specified in subscction (2). The powers of the council are only those
expressly prescribed Ly law and those necessanly incident thereto.

(2) No franchise for any purpose may be granted by any cily or town or
by the mayor or city council thereol to anyv person, association, or corpora-
tion without first submitting the application thercefor to the electurs of the
city.

History: (LEn. Sec. 4813 Pol. (. 1895; re-en. Nec. 3290 Rev. O 1907, smd. Sec. 1, Ch. 29, 1
1921; re-en. Sec. S074. R.COML 1921 rewen. Sec. SO74 RO 19350 Sec. 1121206, R.CNL 1947,
(21En. See. 1, Cho BS, L. 1903; re-en. Sec. 3291, Rev, €L 17: re-en. Sec. S07S, R.CM. 1921 re-en.
Sec. 5078, R.C.ML 1935, Sec. 11-1207, RCML 1947, RON 1947, 111206, 11-1207; amd. Sec. 9,
Ch. 31, L. 1979,

7-5-4322. Election on question of granting franchise. (1) Notice
of the election shall be published as provided in 13-1-103. The notice must
state the time and place of holding the clection, the character of any such
franchise applied for, and the valuable consideration, if there is any, to be
derived by the city.

(2) At such election the ballots must contain the words “For granting
franchise” and “Against granting {ranchixe™, and in voting, the elector must
make a cross (X) opposite the answer he intends to vote for. The election
must be conducted and canvassed and the return made in the samme manner
as other city or town elections.

{3) If the majority of the votes cast ut the clection are “For granting {ran-
chise”, the mayor and city council must thereupon grant the same by the
passage and approval of a proper ordinance.

Mistory: (14 (2)Fn. Sec. 2. Ok 35, L. 190X re-en. Nec. X292, Rer. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 8076,
R.CM. 1921 re-en. Sec. 5076, R.C.M. 1935 Sec. 11-1208, R.CDML 1947, (QEn. Sec. ), Ch. 85, L.

190); re—cn. Sec, 3293, Rev. C. 1907 re—ca. Sec. 2077, R.CNL 1921 re-en. Sec. 8077, R.C.ML 19)S;
Sec. 11-1209, R.C.M. 1947; R.C.M. 1947, 111208, 11-1209; amd. Sec. 304, Ch S71, L. 1979,
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FEBRUARY 12,1981

MY NAME IS VERA CAHOON. I AM CHAIRMAN OF THE MISSOULA COUNTY FREEHCLDERS
ASSOCTATION AND I REPRESENT THAT GROUP HERE TODAY. I RISE IN STRONG SUPPORT
OF H.B, 438,

WE MUST NOT ALLOW CITY-CCUNTY CONSOLIDATION TO BE FCISTED UPON US BY SOME

ILL CONCIEVED, POORLY THOUGHT OUT IDEA THAT IT IS BEST FOR ALL OF US. WE MUST
GIVE IT CAREFUL CONSIDERATION. IF IT IS DONE ONLY EY PETITION, AS STATED IN THIS
BILL, IT WILL GIVE THE PECPLE, THE VOTERS, TIME TO THINK IT THROUGH, WEIGH ALL
THE FACTS, THE ALTERNATIVES AND THE EFFECTS AND THEN, ONLY THEN GO TO THE POLLS
TO VOTE WITH KNOWLEDGE, THEIR CHOICE. THE PETITIONING PROCESS BRINGS CLEARLY INTO

FOCUS THE ISSUE TO BE DECIDED,

REQUIRING THE VOTE TO THEN SHOW A CLEAR MAJORITY OF THE MUNICIPALITY AND A CLEAR
MAJORITY OF THE REMAINDER OF THE COUNTY, IS A FAIR AND DEMOCRATIC METHOD OF FINALLY
DETERMINING SUCH AN IMPORTANT ISSUE.. YOU CANNOT FORCE THE WISHES OF ONE SIDE

UPON THE OTHER., LOCAL GCVERNMENT SHOULD NOT BE GIVEN ANY MORE POWER IN DECIDING
SUCH IMPORTANT ISSUES, WHEN THEY ARE CLEARLY ABUSING THAT WHICH THEY ALREADY HAVE.
VOTERS, PARTICULARLY IN FIRST CLASS COUNTIES MUST RETAINSOME METHOD OF CONTROL
OVER THEIR DESTINY. CITY-COUNTY CONSOLIDATICN SHOULD NOT BE TAKEN LIGHTLY. IT IS
SOMETIMESEASIER TO GET INTO SCMETHING THAN IT IS TO GET OUT OF IT WHE N IT DOES

NOT WCRK.

THIS BILL IS SIMPLE, CLEARLY PROVIDING FOR A FAIR AND DEMOCRATIC METHOD FOR
CHANGE, GIVING THE FINAL DECISION TO THE PECPLE, THE VOTERS , BOTH IN THE CITY
AND OUTSIDE THE CITY., THIS IS AS IT SHOULD BE, WE STRONGLY URGE YOU, THE MEMBERS
OF THIS COMMITTEE AND THE ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES OF THE PEOPLE TO GIVE THIS
BILL, H.B. 438 A DO PASS RECCOMENDATION..

THANK YOU,
VERA CAHOON

;,(z/w/ &//M
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March 12, 1670

Gentlemen, we are requesting an appropriation whnoe time has come!
Precedent exists all over the country, for rcimbursemert Tor local services
provided for stute facilities. Wwhen I bepun my public service enploymont
21 years ago, 1in a college town, the state then already ceontributed a sig-
nificant portion of BOTH the police and fire btudeets, in recognition of
services provided! Our efforts to secure recognition of these unusual re-
sponsibilities have continually been met with absolute frustral.on. 1o my
knowledge, not one cent of payments-in-licu, subsidy, bud;rt contributions
or financial ussistance of any ?ind has ever peen grant.d

&

4y

such services. In spite ¢

. . . . .
The ConsceTvatlve duintd Shweoiig, o

a result of the notoricus Proposition 13, v o mast, in il ralruess, concede
that. this 1s wruly an appropriation whose tine has coma!
-
Bozewarn's population in 1070 was just over 19,06 \Uothat tine,
the student body was just over 7,000, Qur yopulaticon t7do, Bovels jusl cver

25,000, including 16,000 students.  We are sctually o oty witinon @ vlty,

e arc a ¢ity of 15,000 residents, whoso tax struciuie Wust »'% DOTL Liwiher
city of 10,000 voting--hut not tarpaying residenti--in ool midsto por o
purpese of thirs appropristion-- . ire servicer- uwo pust oo Son LirC et or
tion to SEZ,000,000 worth orf strustural valumiicn.

Lozeman 1s a growing <ommunity and, of Course, it poopertly tax base
grows when new homes and businesses zre built.  That is an indivect weacfin
at best since cach new structure ddds to the scrvice bose provided by public
safety, public works and utility departecnts.  Without a gross reccipts
tux, the ceonomic impact of 10,000 students is a direct bencefit Lo the
merchants only. #Without a room tax on those using motels, the tourists,
skiers, universlty visitors, tournament participants--among others--direcrly
benefit only motel owners.  {Tournament participants and spoctators, such
as witl be in PBozemun this weck-end for the AA hasketiball tournament, will

penerate over $2,U00 in overtime for our iolice Department alane



WIThOoUt O S21Cs WX, Iranciacse tax, 00 any ol 0T motor s

» P N ot < B
revenue, our sole significant rource of revonue i the proyerty il Wit

§82,000,000 worth of structural vaiue cxerpt frow property taxes, it s

not likely that property taxes arc adequatce--.and they are not

We added a fire station--5 years ago--at a nominal cost of $15¢,000.
But that station has $46,000 worth of apparatus in it, costs 35,700 per
year to heat and maintain, and is manncd by § men whose silarics totel

aita

$128,000 per ycur. All this te better provide fire service to MSU and
maintain a VG Class 4 rating. Although only 4% of our calls are to MSU,
when we do get a call, we feel compelled to cipty not only this station,
but the muin station downtown as well--lecaving tihe Test of the city un-

protected for the noment.

MSU has three ll-story hi
automatic sprinkler systems,  Our eerial ladder will reaclh only te the
fomsh floor. Althoupn a ctandpipe does exist 1n cach, o muse provide

manpower to haul noses and canipsent un multinie flisht. 1o ficht fires

euoupper levels.  Virtually every building on campus proscnts @onariicocar

problem (in the language of the statute), becausc of Poing Jarper tinn oo~

thing else in town, or nhecavse of azcess prollens

3 -

A look at Bozeman's budget {igures indicates that 8540 of the Cenerual

wn
(93]
o

ind 1s for payrells! This should not cxceed

'oThe fact that our (&

cral Fund Jevy is (3.5 milis, of which 24,20 milis 15 Zor police and Fire

i

pood

eperations, explains that dispropoertienately high percenia

¢e. That leaves
just over Y mills to provide all other General tund services! This is
easily recognizable as ahnermal--and hardly leaves enough to plow snow and

st

111 chuckholes!

Two sentences regavding pelice services:  Through dommitory and resi-
dence hall addresses, we can casily ‘1dentify I8% of last year's police ac-
tivities directly to students. Our Chief, with 17 years on the Bozemuin
force, estimates an additional 20%--total alimost 50%--wmidentifiable be-

cause of addresses in private residences or away from the campus communit)!

HE
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The lart legislative Tessoon Prov oo G SUaiute-=1 00 Lo Aol
h N 1 -y L) N oo . - . . ~ . . s e
tion.  We arc not here as:ing 10r oo dede--00T oanbuTsenent for serviiuas

rendered.  We arc not locoring o pifr horsce--MUU--in the ponth,

Bozeman would obvicusly not be the sanc wi&ﬁout the university. but
its presence is not an unmixed blessing. You can't plep down 10,000 stu-
dents, plus faculty and staff, plus $82,000,000 werth of cxermpt structural
valuation, without creating some responsibilitics--und some costs--for both

the City and the State!

Distributed & packet of infermation 1o cash of the comnitice mumsers,
which included a letter from the Attorney Ceneral whileio sunports this view-
-

joint.



STANDING CONMMITTEE REPORT

We, your committee on............... &84 % =08 ) A A B ORI

having had

A BILL FOH AN AQCT LL3TICLID: - :"-“,C‘I
VURICIPALITY 70 CHALNT A PRANCRIZD Wi
ATTLICATION o Fon 7o i E;’L.’TC’Z‘SZ‘;S:
T=5=-4321 LD 7-3-£322, AL T
SFPPDOTIVE DARTL.T

Respectiully report 8s TOHOWS: That ..o s A Sr E e eea, Bill No... 5253
Amend house L1ill 423
1. =2itlie, linz 8.
Folliowing: TGRANT AT
Iusert: TUOHN-DCLUSIVEY
2. Title, line 6.
Folliowing: “LLECTORS
Strike: "REPL LALIANG ""L’"‘" HEr
Iusart PAMINITRING SDOTIONT

3. 7Title, line 7.
FPollewing: "7-5-~4321"
Strike: “ARD 7-5-4322-

DRBAGSE

STATE PUB. CO. Verner L. Bertelsen Chairman.
Heilena, Mont.



Fehruary 14, 19 61

Axend Nouse Bill 425 (continued) Page 2

4. Fage 1, linee 11 anld 12Z.

Fcllowing: “Section 1.°

Strike: remainder of secticn 1 in its exntirety.
Insert: T“Section 7-5~4221, HCiA, is amended to read:

= 7-5-4321. Grant of exclusive franchise _ election reguired.
{1) The council may not grant an exclusive franchise or special
rivilegs to axny person exccpt in the manner specified in
subsection (2). The powers of the council are only those
express8ly prescribed by law and thosz necessarily incldent
thereto.

{2) Wo exclusive franchise for any purpose may be granted
by any city or town or by the nayoer or city council thereof
to any person, association, or corporatior withoutr first
suhmifting tha application therefor to the electors of the
city.” *

AS AMENDED
DO_FASS

STATE PUB. CO. Verner L. Bertelsen Chairman.
Heiena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

Mmtwe foymgs ¥ M Z
T, 1900
MR. ... SO TARER
L V!r\ A W e
We, your committee on............... L "}CALGD'”;‘E‘F“"' .............................................................................................
LT E Lo i
having had under coNSIAEration ...cccccovcerieericie e !““'”{" .............................................. Bill No........ 5 16
A UBILL FOR AN ACT ENTITLEDR: "AT ACT TO PROVIDE FUOR PAYEINTS
BY THE STATE OF MONTARMA T0 LOUAL GOVERMNHINTS ThAT FUORRILH
PIRE ARD POLICE BLRVILCEE 70 STATESOVHID BUILNINGS ARD
FACILITIEEs AND PROVIDIHG AN EFFLCTIVE DATE."
Respectfully report as follows: That....c..ccceevevevierieeennenenee ?‘ASSK .................................. R Bill No-ll‘
faoend House Bill 516, intreduced copy, as I2llows:
l. ?Page 1, line 12.
Follewing: 1line 11
Strike: *Property®
-Insert: *zgildings®
rollowing: ™Act of”
Bcrike: "1333"
Insert: ®198i"
2., Page 1, line 1€,
Following: “puildings®
Strike: ®and fecilities®
3. Page 1, line 25 through line Z on page 2. , :
Following: ™{3)* -
strike: subgection {(3) in itz entirety
Insert: "State-owned building®™ means a structure owned by the
state of Monteona intended for humen habitation as & dwelling,

vffice, or school having an area of 2,050 or more sguare feet.”

DOPASS

STATE PUB. CO.
Heiena, Mont.

Verner L. Bartelsen Chairman.



STATE PUB. CO.

&, Peue Z, line €.
Strikey “preperiy®
Inserts ®huilding”®

. PFaze 2, line 28,
Strikes  “provercy™
Inrevt: "huillding¥

G, Face 3, line &,
followings *“state-cwned®
ftrikes T"property®
Insert: *building®

e DPaoe 2, line 1=,
Pollowing: "payment’”
Innert: ®(i1)*

. Page 2, lire 1%,
Following: “bwuildings®
strike: "or facilitiezs”

GO« Prge 3, line 20.

Following: *[section 6].°
Insert: ™If the apprepriation for the implemcntation of [this act]

{8 insufficient for the full payzents determinesd under [section 7
the departxent shell reduce all payzentz preportionately.
(2)*

i0. Page 3, line 25 throegh line 4 on pace 4.
Gtrike: section 9 in its entivety
Tenumber: sulBeguent sections

1l. pPage 4, line 7.

rollovings “any®

Zerike: "aotate property®
Insert: “state—owne2d buildiag”

Vernar L. Bertelsen Chairman.

Helena, Mont,



STANDING COWMMITTEE REPORT

We, your committee on

having had under consideration
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Respectfully report as foliows: That

DO_PASS

T eeeian N S S gae T T ek B T s s
YV OWide s B o »
STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont,

Chairman.





