MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE JOINT APPROPRIATIONS
SUBCOMMITTEE ON LONG RANGE BUILDING
March 25, 1981

The meeting was called to order by JACK K. MOORE, Chairman, at
1:35 p.m. in room 108 of the Capitol Building. All Committee
members were present except for REP. BARDANOUVE (Excused), and
SEN. HIMSL. Also in attendance was BOB ROBINSON, Fiscal Analyst.

Testimony was given by Dr. William J. Tietz, MSU President; Ed
Groenhout, Acting Dean at MSU; Commissioner John Richardson;

Dr. Dave Young, Professor at MSU; Dr. Jim Glosser, Administrator
of the Dept. of Livestock; Dr. John Jutila, Vice-President

for Research; Dr. Morris Hall, Veterinarian.

THE CHAIRMAN stated topics to be discussed would be the MSU
Visual Communication Building and HB 843 regarding the Animal
Laboratory at MSU.

DR. TIETZ stated in 1957, a Film and Television Center was
established at MSU. (see EXHIBIT B) He further explained EXHIBIT
A and all of the X's indicate where the Film and TV classes are
held. He noted the extreme inconvenience of having to have
these services around the campus. He wanted it noted in the
Film and TV area, not only is this an instructional program,

but also an entire service area for the University. The one
concern is even though the program has been capped, they are
confronted with a service demand, such as training programs

etc. He noted there was an effort by the 75 legislature to put
together a program to house various programs of the film and
television. They are now back in 1981 due to being turned down.
The size of the building required would be around 25,000 gross
square feet, the total project cost would be in excess of
$4,500,000. He stated the question has arisen that this partic-
ular program duplicates others around the state. There was

a review by the Commissioner, through the recommendation of the
Board of Regents, and the programs were assessed.

It was the general feeling that the combination of environment,
facilities and academic orientation at each of the institutions
make each unique and essential. During the last legislative
session, the University received approval to plan for a Visual
Communications Building, and he stated they did receive an
architectural plan for the building. One of the objectives

of the architects was to maximize space by combining the film,
television and photography under one roof. They are attempting
to provide zoning and utilization of this facility after hours.
Also, they intend to provide an example of low energy use, and
low operation and maintenance costs. He noted there would be
very few barriers, if any, so accessibility to the handicapped
would be handled. He explained in this facility the heat
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generated by the lights, even in subzero weather, will not re-
quire outside input of energy.

Examples of low energy use would be, one floor will be almost
underground, minimum of windows, protective wall on the north
side, optimal insulation, double paned windows, heat pumps

placed strategically, . and energy thermal storage units. He
stated in summary they will have an instructional and service

area to those who are interested in this as a major and ancilliary
program.

DR. ED GROENHOUT, introduced 6 MSU students to the committee and
asked them to each take a few minutes to explain the conditions
of the Film and Television program at MSU. These students

were Jim Linker, Maria Billinis, Robin Dickey, Craig W. Campana,
Theron Yeager and Joseph Landsverk. He asked Theron Yeager to
speak to the committee about being an out of state student
attending MSU. He noted several years ago he did a graduate
study based upon 10 years of graduating seniors to see how many
were from out of state.

THERON YEAGER stated when he checked into schools to attend

in this field, MSU was rated No. 8 in the western U. S. He noted
that trying to get into a film school in California is a

ration close to 1 out of 200. The other students expressed

the program at MSU is very good, but they are restricted as

to what classes they can take, and the sharing hours on certain
equipment is difficult, since some students have to get up in

the middle of the night to practice. Other major problem is
getting the heavy equipment from one area of the campus to
another.

JIM OXBY, representative of the Associated Students at MSU, wanted
to remind the committee that the 46th legislature assisted the
students in obtaining this building by allowing the University

to plan the building. He wanted to stress the importance of

the building and it is now the number one priority on the list.

REP. VINCENT stated he felt the time has come for the legisla-
ture to make the commitment necessary to construct this building.
He stated they have worked hard, requested planning money, and
the facility has been planned, and it is now the time to
construct the facility.

REP. DONALDSON asked about the difference between the curriculums
at the other university system.

MR. RICHARDSON stated the Board of Regents adopted a role and
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scope for each of the colleges and universities and in 1979
directed certain programs be given in-depth analysis during

the succeeding years. One of the programs analyzed was the

Film and TV at MSU, and the radio and television program

at U. of M. Dr. Dayton conducted a thorough analysis of those
programs and determined there were only 7 courses that were
duplicative and those were introductory courses. The Board of
Regents visited each campus, met with the faculty and students,
and toured the facilities. The Board of Regents conclusion

was the programs did not duplicate one another, and in many
comprehensive universities throughout the country there are

many variations in the film and television programs. It is

their opinion, especially in the television area, that this

is becoming an instructional aid, 3just like the computers. The
Board of Regents feel that both academic programs should continue
and should not be combined, and the Board of Regents has approved
both the construction of this facility and the Fine Arts Center
at the University of Montana.

DR. TIETZ explained looking at the film and television program

at an academic standpoint, much of what is being done in

business today and engineering and agriculture depends on visual
communication. Many employers stress the importance of the
familiarity with the media and communication. They would
anticipate being able to have additional courses available

for training as an example in business, agriculture and engineer-
ing besides offering this to the majors. The research area

is another application of this program,which would enhance the
extension agencies.

HB 843

PROPONENTS :

REP. MOORE, Sponsor of HB 843, stated he introduced this bill
for construction of a central laboratory facility at MSU. He
read portions of EXHIBIT C to the committee.

DR. TIETZ stated that during WWII there was a great deal of
research done on laboratory animals for many reasons. The con-
cerns of the post war generations turned to humanitarian interests
and one of the things discovered were conditions that laboratory
animals were maintained throughout many of the teaching areas
around the country were less than humane. As a result, a great
deal of agitation developed in Congress in the late 50's and
60's, which culminated in the passage of Public Law 85-544, or
the Animal Welfare Act. The Act specifies in great detail as to
how the animals will be cared for and maintained, such as cage
size, lighting, and ventilation conditions which are under the
inspection of the U. S. Department of Agriculture. Many care
rules were developed as a result of the Act, and these rules are
what is spoken of in regard to violations and is referred to on
pages 3 and 4 of EXHIBIT C.
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He stated they are embarassed regarding the facilities for their
animals and the lack of centralized care. They are presently in
17 different locations throughout the campus. the walls are not
adequate for sterilizing, and one of the solutions is to develop
this plan. The ultimate issue is the cutting off of the research
federal dollars if they do not comply in a certain period of time
to the standards set by the Department of Agriculture. He stated
many people have asked why they don't use animals shipped 1in,

and in the past they have. At this time transportation costs are
so high, they are paying more for transportation than for the
animals. He stated that because of the inefficient transportation
system, there has been many problems with the arrival of animals.
He stated at one time MSU was the nation's leader in the re-
search of the germ free nude mouse. (see EXHIBIT D) Because of
the facilities on the campus, MSU has lost their unique position
in the nation. In terms of the magnitude, MSU handles approxi-
mately 60,000 animals in a years time, the bulk of these are mice.
The animals involved are mice, guinea pigs, hampsters, turtles,
chickens, rats, cats, and dogs. 1In essence, this is a $4 million
facility that will provide a quality animal for a research pro-
gram, which at the present time is around a $2 million enterprise
and could well grow into a $10 million dollar enterprise.

DR. DAVE YOUNG, professor at MSU, stated it was necessary to
focus on laboratory animals in the study of livestock disease.

He noted there is a broad spectrum of research in livestock
disease vaccine study, everything from safety, antibiotic
productions, testing for various disease causing agents, etc.

He felt they would like to look at what they could do with better
facilities rather than looking at the closure of this program.

He noted currently the state does not have the facilities for
testing hazardous chemicals, and it is necessary to determine
what chemicals Montana could use that would be safe.

DR. JIM GLOSSER, Administrator of the Department of Livestock
stated the heart and soul of any research program is the animal
models. It is necessary to have well designed facilities for this
research. He stated in 1980, with the warnings that MSU has
received, the State of Montana will have to act or because of

the conditional aspects of the National Institute of Health,

the program would have to be closed. He felt much of the
criticism was valid and he urged the committee to give serious
consideration to this bill.

JOHN JUTILA, Vice president for Research at MSU, referred to
EXHIBIT D, and the importance of the data attained during
successful research due to humane conditions. He stressed the
7 deficiencies which relate to the major problem of not having
a centralized facility.

DR. NORMAN REED, Chairman of Microbiology, felt it was important
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to think also of human beings. He stated there were several
pProjects proposed to his department that he had to turn down
because of the inadequate facilities. He stated with such a
facility, the state could save a lot of money, because he is
paying $280 per cubic centimeter for certain antiserums that if
the facilities were adequate could be processed within the
Department for 1/10 of that cost. He expressed disappointment
for not getting to stay ahead in a field that he and Dr. Jutila
had once achieved.

DR. MORRIS HALL, Animal Care Veterinarian, MSU, stated it is his
job to keep the animals as healthy as possible for good research
results. This problem is quite difficult since the animals are
separated through 7 different buildings, and are financed through
9 different Departments. At present they are using around 5,000
animals and used about 32,000 animals last year with very limited
facilities. It is difficult to set up a health care program
because as the animals come in there is no chance to isolate
them. He stated many diseases come when the animals are brought
in. He stated they cannot meet the real requirement of sanita-
tion as it should be because the disinfectants cannot be used on
sheetrock and materials that cannot hold up to this. It was
necessary to have 3 or more species of animals in one room which
is not an accepted practice. He feels MSU cannot afford to

have invalid test animals and thus affect the research results.

REP. HURWITZ asked with a facility of this expense, there
must be something that he is not aware of and asked Dr. Tietz to

explain.

DR. TIETZ explained the facility shown on EXHIBIT C, pages 5, 6
and 7. Contained within this building is an isolation unit

that would permit MSU to use biohazardous materials up to a
Grade 3. This would be a separately operated facility, with air
filtered in and out, the temperature must be maintained constant,
all materials entering and leaving must be sterilized, and all
individuals entering must be cleansed thoroughly. The remainder
of the building would be a holding area and rearing animals of
all sizes. One of the principal problems in this area, is that
some organisms are passive carriers that would actively infect
another species. There is a necessity of keeping a limited
number of animals. He further explained EXHIBIT E, page 2,
regarding the yellow area, or the circulation tower or bridge
that goes between Cooley and Lewis Hall. These buildings are
built on different levels and this unit will provide access
between floors of the adjacent buildings. Also within the

$4 million there is a communication system that links the
Laboratory Animal facility and Johnson Hall and Lewis Hall. He
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stated approximately $1 million would be spent on the Communica-
tion area. At the present time the farm animals are not covered
with these present laws, but because of the active use of pigs

and goats in research they are now being brought in as experimental
animals under the same acts being discussed.

REP. MOORE stated the testimony has given a good explanation
regarding the problems and requirements of the buildings. He
noted over the past few years there has been a lot of problems
.in not having adequate facilities, and he feels MSU could lose a
lot of research money if this facility is not attained as soon

as possible.

There being no further discussion or comments, the meeting was
adjourned at 2:50 p.m.

JACK K. MOORE, Chairman
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VISUAL COMMUNICATIONS AT MSU

Film and Television at Montana State University originated during the
mid-1950's as a service function in the Office of Information. Basic
courses in photography, film making and television production were

offered as electives for students enrolled in established majors. 1In
September of 1957, the Board of Education authorized a Bachelor of

Science degree in Film and Television Production and formally established
the discipline as an academic department.

By 1970 the program grew to 168 and space became a resl problem resulting
in a severely fragmented program with offices, laboratories and studios
spread across the campus.

In 1976, there were 271 majors. At that time enrollment had to be limited
due to the inadequate facilities. As many as 50 to 75 potential students
were denied enrollment in overcrowded classes, discouraged from participa-
ting in the program, or delayed in their studies. 1In addition, departmental
service to students enrolled in other programs has been severely reduced.

One of the basic strengths of the academic program is the unique combina-
tion of its three options: Motion Picture, Television, and Still Photography.
The inter-relationships of these media emphasizes the cross-exposure for all
majors in the area. This proves a valuable asset to many graduates seeking
positions in industry. It provides the employer with an individual more
broadly-based than graduates from most other institutions offering similar,
but not as all~inclusive, programs as Montana State University.

Professional expertise developed by the department is capable of providing
vital communication services to the state but is limited by lack of adequate
facilities. It is important the state realize this potential by providing
appropriate support.

At best, the current "temporary' facilities can only be described as margi-
nal. Heavy equipment for motion pictures is moved up and down three flights
of stairs in an old building where utilities are dangerously overtaxed; an
area in a dormitory basement housing darkrooms and technical laboratories
conflicts with dorm operation, especially during evening and study hours;
space in the Student Health Service, presently used as a studio, is soon to
be converted to space for expanded health service to the campus; and tele-
vision space is distributed throughout another building -- divided by the
research facilities of one of the important service laboratories in the State
of Montana.

Visual communications is well suited to Montana State University. In addi-
tion to aspects of the academic program designed to prepare graduates for
successful careers, the department recognizes its responsibility to the agri-
cultural, industrial, educatioral and other interests in Montana. A broad
scope of possibilities for application of visual communications extends across
every conceivable academic area at MSU, including engineering, biomedical and
physical sciences, nursing, business, the arts, social sciences, and continuing
education.

A Visual Communications (Film and Television) facility is desperately mneeded.

(March, 1981)
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MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY
Film and Television Department

ORIGIN _lgézﬁ—— Regents approved B.S. degree in Film and Television
production to prepare students for professional work in
television and film industries and offer training in produc-
tion of film for TV, agriculture, industry, and education.

BUILDING 1975 -- First request for Film and Television Building.
PROJECT Project not funded.
HISTORY

1977 -- Second request for building. Regents specify building

as priority #1 request. Project approved by the Legislature,
but not funded; consequently, vetoed by the Governor. During
this same year, the television service program was expanded
with a Federal grant for the use of a satellite for medical
education (WAMI and NCAST).

1979 -—- Third request. Planning money requested as priority #1
by Regents. Legislature authorized MSU to spend $225,000 to do
preliminary and final planning.

1980 - July -- Fourth request. Regents specify MSU's Visual
Communications Building AS THE TOP PRIORITY for new construc-
tion. $4,598,000 requested.

A two-year review was conducted in 1979~80 by the Commissioner of Higher Educa-
tion and the Board of Regents to assess possible duplication of the MSU film

and television program and the radio and television program in the School of
Journalism at UM. They determined there is no inappropriate duplication. Each
program has a ''character and emphasis which is considerably different, and both
serve useful purposes for the student'". As a result, the Board of Regents are
requesting funding from the 1981 Legislature for a Visual Communications Building
at Montana State University.

The size of the program at MSU is shown below:

Total Number of Majors (1976-80) 1,002
Total Number of Degrees Awarded
(1976-30) 187
Television Equipment Inventory $994,000
(New Government Grant) +425,000

TOTAL $1,419,000
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SUMMARY : LABORATORY ANIMAL FACILITY
Montana State University

INTRODUCTION

The Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of 1966 and its amendments insist that
those institutions employing laboratory animals must provide resources

for their care and maintenance according to the standards defined by the
National Institute of Health (DHEW) and the U. S. Department of Agriculture.
Both agencies are charged with the responsibility of monitoring and pelicing
animal care in those institutions receiving federal funding.

Montana State University conducts research in a variety of biomedical and
agriculture science areas in which experimental animals are employed. At
the present time laboratory animals are used in over $2 million worth of
federally funded research and between 20 and 25 principal investigators are
involved. This research enterprise is one of the largest and best in the
northern Rocky Mountain area. In addition, laboratory animals are an
essential component of the hands-on learning experiences in Agriculture,
Nursing, Medicine, Veterinary Science, Biology and Home Economics. It is
the responsibility of the institution and its administration to provide
resources that insure optimal conditions and care for these animals.

REQUEST

Recent assessments of the facilities used to house laboratory animals at
Montana State University can be summarized by quotations from Dr. George
Hof fman, Regional Animal Care Specialist, U. S. Dcpartwent of Agriculture,
and by the Accreditation Site Visit Team from the Northwest Assocliation of
Schools and Colleges. Dr. Hoffman's letter of February 5, 1979, says in
part, “"Montana State University dces not have adequate animal cages for re-
search, nor are their facilities adequate to properly clean and sanitize
present equipment". Dr. Hoffman continues, "NIH will be notified of the
violations being filed against Montana State University with recommendation
to discontinue NIH monies and stop immediately further grants to Montana
State University."

The Northwest Association Accreditation Team stated in November, 1980, "the
need of this facility was reported to the Commission in 1970 as ‘urgent'.

In 1980 it simply is not enough to hope it will be funded next year. Montana
State University should provide proper facilities or get rid of the animals
now inadequately housed."

The selectionof an architect and preliminary plans were authorized in 1980.
Construction of an appropriate central laboratory animal facility is estimated
to cost $4.203 million. <This estimate includes construction of an infectious
disease isolation unit at Hadleigh-Marsh Laboratory.

Eohdl



Justification for a Central Animal Facilicy at
Montana State University

I. Statement of Need

As Montana's land grant University, MSU has had a long-standing and
firm commitment to teaching, research and service in agriculture: much of
this activity in agriculture requires the use of animals. TIn the last two
decades, the institution has developed a strong research program in the bio-
medical sciences involving faculty in the Departments of Biology, Microbiology,
Psychology, Veterinary Science, the WAMI Regional Medical School, and the
School of Nursing. Collectively, the established programs in agriculture
and the more recently developed programs in the biomedical sciences result
in a2 need for large numbers of experimental animals at MSU.

Unfortunately, even though the organization and administration of
animal carve at MSU is reasonable and rescarchers respect the rights of
animals to receive humane and proper care, MSU has not been able td acquire
or develop proper space and facilities for experimental animals. The serious
nature of this problem is illustrated by several letters (see letters dated
9/14/77, 12/6/78, 2/5/79) from USDA veterinarians who have noted violations
of animal care standards mandated by the Animal Welfare Act of 1966 and its
amendments.  This Act insists that those institutions employing laboratory
animals must provide resources for their care and maintenance in accord with
the standards defined by the National Institutes of Health and the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture. The more recent letter (2/5/79) clearly enunciates
the serious nature of the violations and the penalty for not bringing the
facilities into compliance. It summarizes MSU's plight by saying:

"Montana State University does not have adequate animal cages for
research nor are their facilities adequate to properly clean and
sanitize present equipment. These violations are critical in
continuing and maintaining the facility in compliance with the
Animal Welfare Act of 1966 and its subscquent amendments. If facility
is not brought into compliance, violations will be written. These
violations will be sent to the U.S. Office of General Counsel with
the recommendation of immediate prosecution. The University could
be cited $1,000 per violation plus a cease and desist court order
from continuing such violations per Section 19 (b) of the Animal
Welfare Act.

NIH will be notified of the violations being filed against Montana
State University with recommendation to discontinue NIH monies and stop
immediately further grants to Montana State University. Such restric-
tions, if imposed, would be subsequently lifted as soon as facility
came into complete compliance with Animal Welfare regulations and
Standards."

More recently, the Accreditation Site Visit Team representing the
Commission on Colleges, Northwest Association of Schools and Colleges, scverely
criticized the animal facilities at MSU and stated that our inadequate facilities
places the future of research at MSU in jeopardy. The report comments in the
following manner:

"The University reported in the self-study 'overcrowding and poor housing
of animals'. We found during our visit to the campus that the housing of
animals was inadequate rather than merecly poor: inhumane and substandard
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at best. In our opinion, the juxtaposition of animal rooms and often
unrelated research facilities is program—-limiting, and the hope that
construction of proper animal facilities 'will be funded in 1981' (a
building program detailing needs already exists) to be almost irre-
sponsible. The need of this facility was reported to the Commission
in 1970 as 'urgent'. 1In 1980 it simply is not enough® to hope it
will be funded next year. Montana State University should provide
proper facilities or get rid of the animals now inadequately housed."

Considering the desire of investigators to provide proper animal care,
the criticism from regulatory and accreditation agencies, and the dispersion
of our existing, inadequate facilities (therc are now 17 different places at
MSU where animals are housed), the faculty and administration decided that
the only solution is to design, construct, and operate a central animal
facility at MSU.

[I. Status of Building Plans

In 1979, the Montana Legislature authorized the use of funds for pre-
liminary planning of a Central Animal Facility on the campus of Montana State
University. Using these planning funds, MSU has made the progress described below:

1. The architectural firm of E. F. Link and Associates, Billings, MI., was
selected to help MSU plan a central animal facility.

2. A building committee appointed by the President recommended that the
central animal facility be located north of Cooley Laboratory and Lewis Hall
and that it be ceonnected to those two buildings and to Johnson Hall. The pro-
posed central animal facility will house the large numbers of laboratory aniuwals
presently located in 17 different places on campus and the design will be flexible
enough to accommodate small numbers of larger animals. The animal facilities
at the Veterinary Research Lab would be remodeled to accommodate rescarch with
dangerous infectious agents.

3. Two members of the building committeec, an architect from E. ¥. Link
and Associates, and the Director of MSU's Facilities Planning Office visited
animal facilities at Washington State University, Oregon State University and
Battelle Northwest Laboratories. After visiting these animal facilities, a
schematic plan was prepared.

4. Two veterinarians specializing in Laboratory Animal Care were brought
to the MSU campus as consultants. These consultants met with members of the
building committee and the firm of E. F. Link and Associates and gave oral and
written evaluations of our plans.

5. E. F. Link and Associates have prepared the modified floor plans
attached. :

6. We seek $4.203 million to construct the proposed central animal facility
and infectious disease isolation unit.



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSFECTION SERVICE
VETERINARY SERVICES
Capitol Station, Livestock Building
Helena, Montana 505601

September 14, 1977

CERTIFIED MATL-~
Mr, Ted Williams Peturn Receipt Requested
Vice President for Research
Montana Hall
Montana State University
Bozeman, Montana 59717

Dear Mr. Williams:

Recently an Animal Welfare inspection of the research facilities at
MSU in Bozeman was performed by Dr., Paul ilolcomb, The inspecticn on
September 1, 1977 listed some of the same discrepancies that were noted
on an earlier inspection on February 17, 1977.

A majority of the deficient items are breakdowns in s
you can have the various departments correct these ite
{future.

Some of the other deficiencies will entail maiiing some capital improve-
ments and I realize these will take a little longer to accomplish. I
would appreciate if you would return to me in writing a time schedule
by which each of these improvements can be accomplished.

1 am certain that both you and the researchers involved would much rather
produce research results with healthy, well-cared-for animals rather than
have unnecessary variables introduced due to sickness caused by unsanitary
conditions,

I appreciate your consideration of this matter.

hoppc D’
UlthlCt Veterinarian in Charge



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
INSPECTION

PLANT HEALTH
VETERINARY SERVICES
Station, Livestock
lelena, Montana 59071

ANIMAL AND

Capital

John Jutile

Vice President of Rescarch
Room 207 dontana lall
Montena State Univercity
Bosenan, Montana 5971
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AMIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE
VETERINARY SERVICEDS
210 WALNUT STREET, ROOM 877
DIES MDINES, 10WA 50329

February 5, 1979

Dr. John Jutila, Vice President
Montana State University
Montana Hall, Room 207

Bozeman, MT 59715

Dear VUr. Jutlila:

This letter is written to draw your attention to the numerous violations
noted in the aniwmal carce facilities under your supervision at the
Montana Statce Unlversity.

In ovder for rescarch to be meaningful, adequate care and comfort
nust be furnished all animals being used. This care and comfort is
also required by lav under the Animal Welflave Act passed by Congress
in 1966 and 1its subsequent amendments.

Several violations have been cited on the facility lnspection report,
VS Form 18-8, dated January 31, 1979. These violations have been a
continual problem as so indicated by previcus inspection reports.

The violations involved, as covered in Title 9, Code of Federal
Regulations, Standards, Part 3, Subpart A, B and C, arc as follows:

1. 3.1 - Improper storage of feed and bedding. (Dogs & Cats)

2 3.25 - Improper storage of feed and bedding.  (Cuinea Plgs)

3. 3.4 - lnadequate space f%rnlshed in primary enclosures. (Dors)
4, 3.53 —4Inadcquntc space furnished in primary enclosures.

{Rabbits)

5. 3.51 - Improper interior surfaces in primary enclosuves.
(Rabbits)

6. 3.29 - Contaminated and inadequate feed. (Guinca Plgs)
7. 3.54 - Contaminated and inadequate feed. (Rabbits)

8. 3.30 - Contaminated and inadequate potable water. (Cuineca Pigs)



Mr. Jo

hin Jutila

9. 3.55
10. 3.31
11. 3.56
12, 3.31
13. 3.56
4. 3.34
15. 3.57

Summary:
Montana -State University does not have adequate
nor are thedr facilitvies adequate to properly clean and sanltize present
equipment.
the facilicy in compliance with the Animal Wel
subsequent amendments.
violations will be written. These violatious

Office of General Counsel with the recommandat
prosccution.

a cecase

NI will be

- Contaminated and inadequate potable water. (Rabbits)

- Primary enclosures not properly cleaned and sanitized.

(Guinca

Pigs)

- Primary cenclosures not properly cleaned and sanicized.
(Rabbits)

- Boards,

- Feed and

feed, and feces on floor. (Cuinea Pigs)

feces on floor in ani

mal voom. {Rabbits)

- Veterinary Care - guinea pigs housed in same room with
rabbicrs. Possible Bordettella Infection from rabbits

to guine

- Lmployees

In anima

These violat

a pily colounies. (Repo

being superviscd by
1 husbandry and animal

lons are critical 1in ¢

If facdillity 13 not bro

>

reed as 3.33 on 18-8)

those without background
care

animal cages for research

ontinuing and maincaining
fare Act of 1966 aund its
ught {nto compliance,
will be sent to the U. S,
ion of immediate

The University could be cited §1,000 per violation plus
e and desist court order from continuing
Scceion 19 (L) of the Animal Welfare Act.

such violations per

notified of the violatlons beinpg filed against Montana State

Universicy with recommendaction to discontinue NIH monies and stop
immediately further grants to Moutana State Unlversity. Such restrictlons,

{f imposcd,

would be subsequently lifted as soon as facility came into

complete compliance with Animal Welfare regulations and standards.

Sincerely,

e
K//Z//,//\ /7/VL[Z/L( (.;’// Ab

G. A.

(ofmann

D.V.l.

Regional Animal Care Specialist



EXCERPT FROM NORTHWEST ASSOCIATION OF SCHOOLS AND COLLEGES

ACCREDITATION SITE VISIT TEAM - OCTOBER, 1980 " 39

“the next 7 to 8 years." Since not even planning money for this purpose
has yet been made available, we view this portion of the self-study with

skepticism.

Of a more serious nature is the housing of experimental animals in the
Cooley laboratory, which also serves in research and graduate instruction.
The University reported in the self-study "overcrowding and poor housing
of animals." We found during our visit to the campus that the housing of
animals was inadequate rather than merely poor: inhumane and substandard
at best. In our opinicn, the juxtaposition of animal rooms and often
unrelated research facilties is program-limiting, and the hope that construction
of proper animal facilities "will be funded in 1981" (a building program
detailing needs already exists) should become a reality. The need of

this facility was reported toc the Commission in 1970 as "urgent.” In 1980
it simply is not enough to hope it will be funded next year. Montana
State University should provide proper facilties or get rid of the animals
now inadequately housed.

On a positive note, and with exceptions noted, we commend the University
on the condition of the facilities in Lewils and Cooley which are old and
heavily used but clean and well maintained. The obvious care lavished on

the older building is, indeed, encouraging.

The Department of Microbiology in particular has made excellent use of the
spaces assigned to it. Much of the space in Cooley Hall has been refurbished
recently. The furnishings and equipment are up to date and complete.
Biochemistry and Genetics, housed in Johnson Hall, are in a’modern building
and occupy well-equipped if somewhat crowded laboratories. The Department
of Biology, on the other hand, seemed to us not so well housed. Research
space was reported to be available to those whose programs required it,

but not every member was assigned space. Those biology laboratories we
visited we judged to be fair to adequate in equipment. Ordinary housekeeping
in many of the research spaces was substandard, and much of the space

during our very brief visit was unoccupied. These observations are
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With exceptions noted above, the committee found the biclogical and health
sciences at Montana State University to be vigorous and productive.
We commend the University on the quality of leadership in this area, on the
fine undergraduate curricula, and on the research programs in Biochemistry
and Microbiology. We found the pre~health professions advisement program
to be outstanding.
.—_;é believe that the present treatment of animals used in research is a
discredit to the University, seriocusly limits current research and
instructional prcgrams in all the biological sciences; it very likely
places the future of research in this area in jeopardy. We urge the

University to correct this serious defect in otherwise good facilities at

the earliest possible time. We view the present research activity in the
Department of Biology as minimally meeting the objectives of the University
and urge the encouragement of research through a combination of facilities

| improvement and faculty development.
~\\
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Testimony Offered in Support HB 843
by
John W. Jutila
Vice President for Research

The Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of 1966 and its amendments insist that
those institutions employing laboratory animals must provide resources for their
care and maintenance according to the standards defined by the National Insti-
tutes of Health (DHHS) and the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Both agencies
are charged with the responsibility of monitoring and policing animal care in
those institutions receiving Federal funding.

Inspections conducted by USDA veterinarians have revealed deficiencies
in animal care and maintenance that can be attributed almost entirely to in-
sufficient or inadequate space for experimental animals. The specific nature
of these deficiencies include the following:

1. There are 15 separate animal facilities each having its own sanitizing,
cleaning, storage, isolation and environmental problems contributing to a dupli-
cation of effort and resources.

2. Envirommental factors (light, temperature, humidity) cannot be properly
controlled.

3. Various animal species cannot be housed separately to avoid cross in-
fection.

4. Quarantine facilities for newly acquired animals are not available.

5. There are no cleaning and sterilizing facilities capable of handling
(rabbit sized) animal cages.

6. There are no containment rooms or facilities to house infected animals
or animals given genetically engineered organisms.

7. There are no satisfactory facilities to house unique strains of animals
such as germfree, pathogenfree or mutant forms having immune deficiencies.

The lack of 'special facilities has moved MSU away from a position of
leadership and eminence with respect to the development and maintenance of
unique life forms. 1In 1964 Dr. Norman Reed and I obtained, and maintained with
great effort, the first germfree mice in the region. Later in 1979 we success-
fully reared a mutant mouse, the nude mouse, for the first time in the U.S.

Many of the current colonies of nude mice in the U.S. and the world received
breeding stock from our laboratory. Because of its severe immune deficiency,
contributing to lethal infections early in life, it proved to be difficult to
rear and maintain and only through great energy and effort were we able to raise
sufficient numbers for experimental work and export to other laboratories. Be-
cause of the deterioration of animal facilities and great expense of caring for
animals under these conditions, production has decreased significantly and their
use in research declined accordingly. Similar, but less harmful, circumstances
surround our attempts to rear conventional mice and more rugged animal types.

In order to insure the highest level of productivity and yields of reliable
data from healthy animals, a centralized laboratory animal facility is essential
to our research and instructional effort in the agricultural and health sciences.
Without it, the research effort suffers, the State suffers, and good science is
replaced by a pedestrian activity having no value.

Evhibit D
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SUMMARY : LABORATORY ANIMAL FACTLITY
Montana Statc University

INTRODUCTION

The Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of 1966 and its amendiients insist that
those institutions employing laboratory animals must provide resources

for their care and maintenance according to the standards defined by the
National Institute of Health (DHEW) and the U. S. Department of Agriculture.
Both agencies are charged with the responsibility of monitoring and policing
animal care in those institutions receiving federal funding.

Montana State University conducts research in a variety of biowcdical and
agriculture science areas in which experimental animals are employed. At
the present time laboratory animals arc used in over $2 million worth of
federally funded research and between 20 and 25 principal investigators are
involved. This research enterprise is one of the largest and best in the
northern Rocky Mountain area. In addition, laboratory animals are an
essential component of the hands-on learning expericnces in Agriculturc,
Nursing, Medicine, Veterinary Science, Biology and Home Economics. 1t is
the responsibility of the institution and its administration to provide
resources that insure optimal conditions and care for these animals.

REQUEST

Recent assessments ol the facilitices used to house laboratory animals at
Montana State University can be summarized by quotations from Dr. George
Hoffman, Regional Animal Carce Specialist, U. S. Department of Agriculture,
and by the Accreditation Site Visit Tceam [rom the Northwest Association of
Schools and Colleges. Dr. Hoffman's letter of TFebruary 5, 1979, says in
part, 'Montana State University dees not have adequate aniwal cages for re-
search, nor are their facilities adequate to properly clean and sanitize
present equipment”. Dr. Hoffman continues, "NIH will be notified of the
violations being filed against Montana State University with recommendat ion
to discontinue NIH monies and stop immediately further grants to Montana
State University."

"the

The Northwest Asscociation Accreditation Team stated in November, 1980,
need of this facility was reported to the Commission in 1970 as 'urgent'.

In 1980 it simply is not enough to hope it will be funded next year. Montana
State University should provide proper facilities or get rid of the animals

. Lhl
now inadequately housed. .

The selectionof an architect and preliminary plans were authorized in 1980.
Construction of an appropriate central laboratory animal facility is estimated
to cost $4.203 million.
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47TH LEGISLATIVE SESSION

JOINT APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE ON
LONG RANGE BUILDING

COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Representative Jack ‘K. Moore, Chairman
Representative Francis Bardanouve
Representative Gene Donaldson
Representative Burt Hurwitz
Representative Rex Manuel

Senator Mark Etchart
Senator Jack Haffey
Senator Bill Thomas
Senator Matt Himsl

COMMITTEE SECRETARY

Mitzie Grover

* % %k Xk * *k *x *x % * *k % *x *x *k * *x * * * *x *x *k * *x *x *x *



1/27/81
2/3/81
2/7/81

2/10/81

2/14/81

2/17/81
2/21/81
3/3/81

3/11/81

3/12/81

3/14/81
3/18/81
3/19/81
3/20/81

3/21/81

3/23/81
3/24/81

3/25/81
3/26/81
3/27/81

3/28/81

GENERAL INDEX

Overview of Responsibility of Sub Committee

Dept. of Fish, Wildlife and Parks
Construction of two Job Service offices
Workers'! Compensation Building

Four Highway Projects

Dept. of Military Affairs

Dept. of Natural Resources

Public Service Commission

Dept. of Justice,

Historical Society

Mont. School for Deaf and Blind

HB 497; Dept. of Administration
Department of Administration

Water Tower Maintenance at Institutions
Corrections Facility at Mountain View
New Cottage at Mountain View

Veterans' Home

Montana St. Prison

Swan River Youth Camp #11

Center for Aged
Boulder River School,
Eastmont, repair

repair

Galen, repair

Warm Springs, Sewage Treatment Plant
HB 564, HB 826, HB 532, HB 603

HB 367, HB 261

HB 180

L,es Mason

Sprinag Meadow Lake

Kootenai Lodge

Marias Pass

Tongue River Recreation Area
Bar's Landing

Doeden's Island

Tongue River Wilderness Area
Engle's Ranch

Signal Butte Park

HB 460

Dept. of Administration requests
HB 837: Cowan Hall;

Computer Site remodification
Cisel Hall at EMC

MSU Visual Comm. Bldg; HB 843

Clinical Psychology Blg and Fine Arts Bldg

HB 841; Mt. Tech Science Bldg
Remodeling Crafts Bldg. at WMC
Mt. Tech Petroleum Bldg

Butte Vo-Tech

Children's Center

HB 830



GENERAL INDEX, Page 2

3/30/81
3/31/81

4/1/81

4/2/81
4/3/81
4/4/81
4/6/81
4/7/81
4/8/81
4/10/81
4/13/81
4/14/81
4/15/81

HB 831, HB 829, HB 847

Prison Religious Center
Conservation of Capitol Murals
HB 478

HB 563, HB 857

Health Dept. Remodeling
Montana Genesis Project
Cultural and Aesthetic Projects
Cultural and Aesthetic Projects
Executive Session

Executive Session

Executive Session

Executive Session

HB 666 Work Session

Children's Unit

Children's Unit

Children's Unit



ROLL CALL
LONG RANGE BUILDINA

COMMITTEE

47 LEGISLATIVE SESSION, 19 81

1/ B/ 12/ D/ 12/ thé;/ 3/13/ B/ 13/13/ |3/
Name 27 4 71 10{14{ 17 21{ 3{ 11 12}14{18[19 |20
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVH X [ X X | x|x [x [x|x | x|a x| Aa]xX|X
REP. 5ENE DOMALDSON XX (x| x|y ja | x|x|lajxle { x{x|xX
SEN. MARK ETCHART E|X |IX | X1E |x {[xIX | E|E|E | E|E |E
SEN. JACK HAFFEY XIX |x {x|x |2 |x|x }aja|x | x|x|x
SEN. MATT HIMSL X [X (X [X|a 2 {2y | x{x|{¥x |A]|X |a
REP. BURT HURWITZ XX [ 1alx Ix [(X|E | x|a|x | xX|X |X
REP. JACK MOORE X IX X | XA X |{x{x |x|xIx | xX|Xx {X
REP. REX MANUEL XX X | X |x [x |x|x | xix {x | x|x |x
SEN. BILL THOMAS XX X [ XX A |X|x | x|x|x | x]2a|x




ROLL CALL

LONG RANGE BUILDING

COMMITTEE

__47 LEGISLATIVE SESSION, 19 g3
Date

B/ 3/ 13/ B/ |3/ 13/ B/ |3/ 3/ b/ |4/ W&/ &/ |4/ ¥/ 4
Name | 201 23 24125126 |27 | 28] 30 31 21314 | 617
REP, FRANCIS BARDaNOpug S| X1 X JE X X X X | X |X | XX X [X |X
REP. GENE DONAINSON Al XX IxX IX [ X (X X XX [ XXX X |X
SEN. MARK ETCHART X|E|x|x |E |E{E |[E |E|E |E|X[E |E [|X
SEN. JACK HAFFEY XTI XXX X XX X X IX | XX |X |X |X
SEN. MATT HIMST, X|EJE|E |E |E |A |[x |X |X | X|X |x [x [Xx
REP. BURT HURWITZ XTI XX X X X X X XX | XX |X |X IX
REP. JACK MOORE X[ x1xIx |x |Ix(x |x Ix|x |x|x|x @ [|X
REP. REX MANUEL P XJX X )X [ X |X X |X X | XX |X X |X
SEN. BILL THOMAS Alxlxx Ix [xle la |alx |elx |x |x [x
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