MINUTES OF MEETING
SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
February 14, 1981

The twenty-eighth meeting of the Senate Judiciary Committee
was called to order by Mike Anderson, Chairman, on the above
date in Room 331, at 10:00 a.m.

ROLL, CALL:

All members were present.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 411:

DELETING THE REQUIREMENT THAT DEPT. OF
HEALTH APPROVE COUNTY SERVICES FOR
MEDICAL AID TO INDIGENTS.

Senator Himsl, District 9, Kalispell, introduced the bill at
the request of the Audit Committee. The purpose is to do
away with a requirement for approval of medical services that
is being ignored by county commissioners.

Chad Smith, speaking for the Montana Hospital Association,
spoke in support of the bill.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 335:

ADOPTING A NEW DEFINITION OF MARINE,
INLAND MARINE, AND TRANSPORTATION
INSURANCE.

Senator Hazelbaker, District 41, Dillon, introduced the bill
at the request of the State Insurance Department. Its purpose
is to bring into conformity the definition of certain types of
insurance with those in other states.

Josephine Driscoll, Chief Deputy Insurance Commissioner for
the State Insurance Department, spoke in support of the bill,
saying it would be much more beneficial to the insurance
carriers to use the same forms nationwide.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 336:

ALLOWING THE BOARD OF PARDONS TO
DELEGATE CERTAIN HEARING FUNCTIONS.

Senator Ryan introduced the bill, stating that its purpose is
to grant authority for one member of the Parole Board to
conduct the interview prior to parole of prisoners and to
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allow authorities from another state to conduct interviews
prior to release of prisoners to Montana. He pointed out
that this would avoid unnecessary expense to Montana of
sending a state official to conduct the interview.

Hank Bridges, Chairman of the State Parole Board supported
the bill because of the convenience and because of the money
which would be saved.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 341:

PROVIDING FOR TRIAL IN ANY COUNTY WHERE
AN OFFENSE THAT IS PART OF A COMMON
SCHEME IS COMMITTED.

Senator Mazurek introduced the bill at the request of the
Attorney General's office and the Blaine County Attorney.

He said the concept of the bill arose as a result of a parti-
cular case in Blaine County involving two men convicted of
breaking into jukeboxes in two different counties, but as a
part of a continuing operation. Rather than charge them with
one misdemeanor in each of two counties, the Blaine County
Attorney charged them with a single felony for both crimes.

In response to a question from Senator O'Hara, Senator Mazurek
specified that only if there was a common thread and & definite
relationship running through several crimes could the crimes

be charged in one county.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 407:

SPECIFYING THE DISCIPLINARY AUTHORITY OF
PROFESSIONAL & OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING BOARDS.

Senator S. Brown introduced the bill and presented a handout
stating the problem which had suggested this bill (marked
Exhibit A and attached to these minutes).

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 400:

TO CLARIFY THAT UPON PETITION FOR REHEARING
OF A SUPREME COURT DECISION THE ADVERSE
PARTY MAY FILE OBJECTIONS.

Senator Halligan, at the request of the Attorney General's
Office, introduced the bill.

John Maynard, Assistant Attorney General, stated that its
purpose is to conform the criminal rule with the civil rule
relative to the seven-day period in which to request a
rehearing following an adverse Supreme Court opinion.
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FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 335:

ADOPTING A NEW DEFINITION OF MARINE,
INLAND MARINE, & TRANSPORTATION
INSURANCE.

Senator Olson moved that the bill receive a do pass. David
Niss pointed out that on page 6, line 3, reference is made to
exclusion of certain motor vehicles; and that on page 8, line 7,
there is the same exclusion, except it refers to "motor homes”
as "auto homes". Since there is no definition of either pro-
vided, it is hard to know if the two are supposed to be the
same. Also, on page 16, line 8, he pointed out the term

"wet marine insurance", a term which is no longer defined in
the law. Senator Olson withdrew his motion.

DISPOSAL OF SENATE BILL 336:

Senator Mazurek moved that the bill DO PASS, and his motion
carried unanimously.

DISPOSAL OF SENATE BILL 341:

Senator Anderson moved that the bill DO PASS, and the motion
carried unanimously.

DISPOSAL OF -SENATE BILL 400:

Senator S. Brown moved the bill DO PASS, and his motion carried
unanimously.

DISPOSAL OF SENATE BILL 407:

David Niss pointed out that a Statement of Intent would be
needed with this bill, and agreed to provide one. Senator

S. Brown tnen moved that the bill, along with the Statement of
Intent, DO PASS, and the motion carried unanimously.

DISPOSAL OF SENATE BILL 411:

Senator Berg moved DO PASS, and his motion carried unanimously.

FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 288:

Senator Anderson stated that Jeanne Anderson, Billings, a member
of the Judicial Standards Commission, had wanted to testify

in committee relative to her reservations about this bill.
Senator S. Brown said that he had talked to her when she was

in Helena, and felt that her fears about this bill had been

put to rest. Senator Anderson said that he had agreed to

hold the bill, along with SB 369, until he hears from

Ms. Anderson. Senator S. Brown then stated that he has a real
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grievance with people lobbying members of the committee
against the bill, but refusing to discuss their problems with
him or to show up to testify in front of the committee.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 404:

TO GENERALLY REVISE THE LAW RELATING TO
THE APPOINTMENT OF GUARDIANS FOR
INCAPACITATED PERSONS.

Senator Mazurek, District 16, Helena, described this bill as

a companion bill to SB 403. He said that the problem leading
to drafting of this bill is that developmentally disabled
people are not able to handle all their affairs themselves, and
need limited guardianships to help in some instances. Current
law does not provide a precise definition of the authority

the guardian has or does not have.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 403:

TO CONFORM PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO
PROTECTIVE SERVICES TO MONTANA'S
GUARDIANSHIP AND CONSERVATOR LAW.

Senator Mazurek led straight into discussion of this bill as

a follow-up to the preceding one. He said that this bill
relates to the area of protective services. He stated that

no one should necessarily have to fall under the definition

of "de facto guardians" when they have gone through no process
to become guardians, and pointed specifically to the cases of
individuals who run group homes for the elderly, handicapped,
or retarded. He presented a letter and accompanying statement
of support for the bill from the Social and Rehabilitative
Services (marked Exhibits B and C attached to these minutes).

Rosemary Zion, as drafter of the bill, spoke in support of it
and traced the history of the bill. Her testimony indicated
a tremendous need on the part of the handicapped and those
who deal with them to have a limited guardianship available
to them. She said that without this kind of guardianship,
the handicapped can very easily become victims -- as can
anyone who undertakes to help them without having first
established the proper authority.

Judith Carlson, Deputy Director of the S.R.S., supported
Mrs. Zion's statements and urged support of the bill.

Rosalie Walsh spoke in support, saying that developmentally
disabled should be allowed all the control they can handle
over their lives, but they should have limited guardianships
available for the areas in which they need help.
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Beth Richter, of the State Developmentally Disabled Advisory
Council, read a statement in support (marked Exhibit D and
attached to these minutes).

In closing, Senator Mazurek offered a letter from Professor
Rusoff (marked Exhibit E and attached to these minutes).

Senator Anderson asked if Mrs. Zion had shown the drafts of
this bill to Dick Heard, at Boulder. She was not certain whether
he had received a copy or not, but said that it could be done.

Senator Mazurek, in a response to Senator Anderson's question
relative to the necessity of the bill, replied that it only
provided a mechanism for accomplishing appointment of a
limited guardian -- that it did not necessitate action. He
felt for this reason that there would be no cost to the state
in implementing the terms of the bill.

Senator Anderson asked if passage of these two bills would
make it necessary for the manager of a group home to petition
for guardianship in order to continue handling of the patient's
Social Security checks. Senator Mazurek said that the choice
would depend entirely upon what the patient requested.

Senator Anderson wanted to know why the bill had failed last
year. Mrs. Zion said that haste had been the largest
contributing factor. The bill had not been shown to the Bar
Association, the Judiciary, or the Veterans Administration.
For that reason, the V.A. opposed it last year, although this
year they do not. Mrs. Zion also said that she felt this bill
would do much toward increasing the number of guardianships
employed for medical situations. People who would be willing
to take on only this sort of responsibility would be allowed
to do so without having to become full guardians for individuals
who did not really need one for other purposes.

Senator Anderson suggested that there might be a conflict

of interest in cases where one person handled all aspects of
a developmentally disabled person; but Mrs. Zion replied that
there would be better protection against this under this bill
than currently exists.

Senator Anderson said that implementing this bill might
require a great increase in record-keeping costs; but Mrs. Zion
said that she did not think this would be the case.

Senator Anderson asked Mrs. Zion to give examples showing

the need for the bill. She discussed the case of a person who
might or might not need open heart surgery, and the difficulty
that might be encountered in getting the group home manager,
who would not have adequate authority to give consent, or
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getting the surgeon to assume the responsibility. She then
described the scene which would result in a D. D. person
breaking a hip, and the staff having to look around at the
hospital for someone willing to assume the responsibility for
giving consent for treatment. She also described group home
managers facing a problem with a patient and being unwilling
to mete out discipline, even though they felt they knew how to
solve the problem, because there was no one with the authority
to grant permission for instituting the discipline.

DISPOSAL OF SENATE BILL 404:

Senator Mazurek moved that the bill DO PASS, and his motion
carried unanimously.

DISPOSAL OF SENATE BILL 403:

Senator O'Hara moved that the bill DO PASS, and the motion
carried unanimously.

FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 224:

Senator Mazurek presented amendments (marked Exhibit F and
attached to these minutes). Senator S. Brown moved that the
amendments be adopted, and the motion carried unanimously.

Senator O'Hara moved that the bill be tabled.

Senator Mazurek moved that the bill be further amended on
line 11 of page 8, by inserting, following "was", "caused or
committed"; and on line 11 by striking "caused or committed";
and on line 13, following "subdivisions", by inserting "was".
The amendments passed unanimously.

Senator O'Hara again raised the possibility of tabling the
bill until Rep. Keedy's bill on this subject gets over to this
committee. Chairman Anderson stated that there was not much
time remaining in which to consider the bill, and that a
decision would be made on February 19 relative to the
disposition of this bill.

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 265:

bDavid Niss pointed out that lines 14 and 15 provide for one and
one-half times the compensation presently allowed. In
referencing to "additional services", this amount would be

very difficult to compute. He agreed to prepare an amendment,
which is shown on the attached Committee Report.

Senator Berg moved that the amendment excluding subsection (5)

be adopted, and the motion carried unanimously. Senator B. Brown
then moved that the bill DO PASS AS AMENDED, and the motion
carried unanimously. _
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DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 112:

Senator Tveit moved to amend the bill on page 1, line 19,
following "." by inserting "At any time after receiving a
complaint, the commission may notify the parties that it

declines further jurisdiction and thereupon the complainant

may petition the district court". This motion passed unanimously.

Senator Anderson asked if Senator Tveit would change "may"

to "shall" in line 14. Putting it into the form of a motion,
it carried five to four with one abstention on a roll call
vote. T

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 29:

Senator S. Brown moved to amend page 2, line 4, following
"residential", by inserting "or commercial"; and on page 3,
line 7, following "residential", by inserting "or commercial".
These amendments passed unanimously. It was then specified
that it was the intent of the author of the bill and the intent
of the committee that this language apply to all established
farm businesses. Senator S. Brown moved that the bill DO PASS
AS AMENDED, and the motion carried unanimously. :

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 245:

Senator Mazurek moved to amend the bill on page 5, line 20, by
striking "$5" and inserting "$3". His motion passed unanimously.
Senator S. Brown moved that the bill DO PASS AS AMENDED, and

the motion carried unanimously.

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 267:

Senator Mazurek moved to amend the bill as shown on the
attached Committee Report. The amendments passed unanimously.
He then moved that the bill DO PASS AS AMENDED, and the

motion carried with Senator Olson objecting.

-
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In support of
Senate Bill 404

My name 1s Rosalie Walsh. As a consumer and DD professional I am
testifying in support of Senate Bill 404, which would allow for
limited guardianships of incapacitated persons.

My concerns include an interest in protecting the rights of develop-
mentally disabled persons and insuring that any decisions made which
affect them are in their best interests. Yet I am not interested in
denying them those personal choices which they as individuals are
capable of making for themselves.

Therefore, I would like to see our systen create a balance between
allowing developmentally disabled persons to exercize control over:
their own lives insofar -as~they are able, while at the same time
preventis® their victimization.

I also believe a bill such as this would sncourage more relatives
and advocates of DD persons to become involved in a positive way in
their lives.

Finally, I would like to point out that the State ARC (Association
for Retarded Citizens) has advocated this type of bill since 1968.
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OFFICE OF THE LEGISLATIVE AUDITOR
SUNSET POSITION PAPER #9

RE: RANGE OF PENALTIES GIVEN REGULATORY BOARDS

The Council of State Governments Task Force on State
Dental Policies and the Federal Trade Commission (FTC)
have each addressed the issue of the range of penalties
available for regulating licensees. The two groups
stated that in certain instances regulatory boards will
not pursue disciplinary action against licensees be-
cause the boards believe the alternatives available to
them may be too severe for the violation. For example,
Montana statutes concerning the Boards of Optometrists
and Osteopathic Physicians appear very stringent in
penalties for violations of the licensing acts. The
statutory language of both laws suggests that the only
disciplinary recourse available to the boards is revoca-
tion of an individual's license.

In contrast to these specific statutes, a Montana law
specifying the duties of regulatory boards attached to
the Department of Professional and Occupational Licens-
ing (Section 37-1-103, MCA) describes a somewhat
broader range of alternatives.

"Each board shall: 1) set and enforce stan-
dards and rules governing . . . the conduct
of the members of the particular profession
or occupation within its jurisdiction; and
sit in judgment in hearings for the suspen-
sion, revocation, or denial of a license."

Thus, there appears to be an implied range of disciplin-
ary action up to revocation; however, the range of
penalties is not specific.

The FTC and the Council of State Governments stated
that a solution to the problem is to allow boards a
range of penalties in the law which would fit any
disciplinary situation. For example, the Montana Board
of Medical Examiners has the statutory authority writ-
ten into Section 37-3-323, MCA to:

"(a) revoke his license;
(b) suspend his right to practice for a period
not exceeding 1 year,
(c) suspend its judgment of revocation on the

terms and conditions to be determined by the
board;

(d) place him on probation, or
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(e) take e¢ny other action in relation to dis-
ciplin ng him as the board in its discretion
consid :rs proper."

Similarly, the 1oard of Radiologic Technologists has
the authority (S :ction 37-14-321, MCA) to do the follow-
ing:

"A license »>r permit may be suspended for a
fixed pericd or may be revoked, or such
technologis: may be censured, reprimanded, or
otherwise disciplined as determined by the
board...."

In reviewing the appropriate licensing statutes for the
becards subject t¢ sunset, it is apparent that most laws
specify that the boards have the power to revoke or
suspend. A rang: of available disciplinary actions is
usually not provided. A summary of the boards' au-
thority in taking disciplinary actions as set down in
the boards' specific licensing statutes appears in
Appendix A.

ISSUE:

Should the laws that apply to disciplinary action of
regulatory boards specify the range of penalties which
are available to the boards?
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DEPARTMENT OF s A £
SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICES —

TED SCHWINDEN. GOVERNOR P.O.BOX 4210

— SIATE OF MONTANA

HELENA MONTANA 59604

2 February 1981

The Honorable Joe Mazurek
Montana State Senate

g Capitol Station

| Helena, MT 59601

Dear Senator Mazurek:

The Director, the Office of Legal Affairs and the
concerned divisions of the Department of Social and Re-
| habilitation Services have reviewed, as introduced by you,
| the bill amending the Montana guardianship laws and the
Protective Service Acts to allow for limited guardianships
in Montana. We support your bill in that it would provide
the means for tailoring appropriate guardianships for the
particular situations. The Department of Social and Re-
habilitation Services has responsibilities in many situa-
tions where limited guardianship would be preferred to a
full guardianship. Accompanying this letter is a statement
detailing our reasons for supporting the bill.

If we can be of any assistance in explaining how this
proposed legislation relates to the responsibilities of our
agency, or should there be any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Zﬁ%fjj Jé?cfz;/H<>//

Cary B. Lund, Attorney
i Office of Legal Affairs

CBL/na

| cc: Rosemary Zion

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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STATEMENT OF SRS IN £ JPPORT OF BILL AMENDING
GUARDIANSHIP AND P! DTECTIVE SERVICE ACTS

The Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services
supports the propOSed amendme 1ts to the Guardianship Act,
creating a 4imited guardianstip and the proposed amendments
to the Protective Services Ac:ts, limiting their effect in
relation to the Guardianship Law.

The changes proposed in the Guardianship and Protective
Services Acts will serve to clarify the. relationship.of.
those acts to each other and will also define.the Troles-that
the Social Services Division 3f the Department of Social and
Rehabilitation Services mav assume in providing Protective
Services and undertaking ;euaL respon51blllt1es for incap-
acitated persocns.

The acts as they are curr-ently written are to an extent
duplicative in that the Prote:tive Services Acts allow the
State to assume substantial l:gal responsibilities for
incapacitated persons in a maainer that is similar to guardian-
ship and conservatorship. «Th¥g€¥8ack of ‘distinction between
the-Guardianship Act and the ?rotective Services Acts has
.lJead to some confusion among ittorneys and thé &ourts. Con-
sequently, the State has on ozcasion, received by the lan-
guage of Court Orders for Pro:ective Services significant
guardianship authority over aid thus legal responsibilities
for an incapacitated person. This authority often is neither
necessary nor desired. A further problem is that such
authority. is received by protective services procedures
.which not only differ from those required in"guardianship
proceedings but which are also less stringent.

The concept of limited guardianship would provide
courts greater discretion in designing appropriate guardian-
ships. Under-the current law d-1limited -guardianship.is only
implied. The proposed changes would incorporate the concept
into the law and set forth specifically the procedure for
and elements of such a guardianship. Under the present law,
sthe authorlty and responsibilities glven a guardian may be
;far in excess of that actually needed. Consequently, the
State and private parties often find guardianship to be a
burden upon them and the ward when it is granted. Potential
guardians are reluctant to take on the tasks and legal
responsibilities of a full guardianship. edimited. guardian-
ship -would -encourage concerned parties to more: xeadily -
assume responsibility for the-individual.in the irealmswhere
it is needed while allowing the dndividual to_retainsthose
responsibilities he -is capable-of«exercising: An incapa-
citated person's needs could be more appropriately met in
this manner.

The aythority and responsibilities granted to a limited
guardian would have to be.specifically stated in a court
decree. Such authority and responsibilities as are granted



by a court order would have to be predicated upon stated
£indings as to the need for guardianship. The guardian
would know from the court decree what his legal respon-
sibilities are in relation to a ward and the guardian*s

degal~ liabilities might consequently be limited by this
clearer definition.



Senate Bills 403 and 404

The State Developmental Jisabilities Planning & Advisory Council
sponSored the research which lel to Senate Bills 403 and 404 because
the Council has long seen a neel for a guardianship procedure more
limited than the all-or-nothing guardianship process permitted by
Montana state law at the presen: time.

In my three years with tie Council, I have heard several
parents of adult developmentally disabled persons express concern
about the future welfare of their children, particularly as the parents
progress into their senior years. Many parents are, at the same time,
reluctant to have guardians applinted for their adult children because
of the all-encompassing control over the child's life which this‘ﬁéu
involves. The adult child may iot live at home, but rather in ;ﬂsetting
in which his activities are con:rolled and monitored, in which case it
is impossible for the parents to constantly guard against exploitation
of their child or against ill-aivised, but perhaps well-meaning,
decisions made on behalf of the child. These are situations in which
a limited form of guardianship can be very advantageous and desireable.

But, in addition, there are some adult disabled persons who
live and function more independently than others and who are capable
of personally handling most decisions they must make, but may need
limited help in other areas. Some developmentally disabled adults are
capable of making decisions about, for instance, buying a TV set,
changing jobs, relocating to another apartment, and any number of other
decisions we make in our everyday lives. But the prospect of having

v“-/’ ”
to make/%‘g;;151onsabgu£ é;ttlng married, consenting to a surgical
procedure, or investing money, :could render the same disabled adult
completely helpless. For these individuals, a full guardianship
is an unnecessary and costly procedure and more complex than it need be.

The Council urges your support for Senate Bills 403 and 404.
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Dear Rosemary:
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Thank you for sending the latest draft of your bill dealing with limited
guardianships. I have read this draftr and have no criticism of it,

e/ —evcept for having found some typographical errors and some words for which
T:hgve substituted different words.

Martin Burke was the only member of the faculty who expressed any interest
in the bill. He tells me that he has some experience with guardianships

and said he will

end his comments on your bill directly to you.

I hope you will continue to let me know what you are doing with this bill.
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Very truly yours,

=
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Lester R. Rusoff
Professor of Law

Equal Opportunity in Education and Employment @ .
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

vRr.  PRESIDIHT

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

We, your committee or SRRSOV ¥ . 110, £ 65 883 OSSOSO TSSOSO
biag 3 e N £

having had under considerat on SD'mT: Bill No404 ........
SENATL 40

Frespectfully report @5 FOHOWS: That...ieoueeeieiereirireecreeieseieseeence st seecenses e tas e sensae s reeennns SERATE gy No....‘..‘.’.ﬁ .........

DO _PASS.
)
e
STATE PUB. CO. Mike Anderson Chairman.

Heiena, Mont,



STANDING COMMITTEE RzFCR

-

Sne ey
MR, .. FRESIDadT

We, your COmMmMItiee ON ....ocevererrieiennicecenenannns JUDICIARY ...........................................................................................
having had under CONSIAEIATION .....ocoii ittt SEJAT: Bill No. 433 .......

SEATE 40
Respectfuliy report as follows: TR ervee e eeeeeee e eeeee e e ene e s ss s e e e s eee e s see s T TR BN No...f.f’.?. .........
DO _PASS
g0
STATE PUB. CO. Hike Anderson Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

MR, PRESIDEN:

We, your COMmMItIE ON .oevvveeeeereeeneenrennns JUDICIARY .....................................................................................................
(29541
having had UNGer CONSITE TATION ceureiviicireenertes e e ce s s e s s e e e sttt e e e e e e ss e e nr e e e saae s sasneneeenean "“'{ATE Bill No411 ........
Respecttully report as fOHOWS: That.....ccciiiiiieccin e SE“!ATE ...... Bill No‘.’?..:.l;l ..........
DO PASS
'
;//u N -
STATE PUB. CO. Hike Anderson Chairman.

Heienz, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE =:P0RT

rey

TeDruar: 14, 4 81
MR. ... EBOSIDSNT
- -
We, your committee onJU“I\’U‘R‘ ..............................................................................................
having had under consideration .................. ’SLJAT“ ....... Bill No... 341
T A
Respectfully report as follows: T ceeeeree oo seesesesseesesceeeeesssseseeessessesssessosmenresesesseessssss VA Bill No. 331
DO PASS
7
VAR
B g e
STATE PUB. CO. Hine “aderson Chairman.

Heiena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

Y1 T PRESIDLIT .
. JUDICIARY
WE, YOUE COMIMITIE " O ceuuuiiissiuueueeesinreneessssesacesssesssensansesansssncesenncssnnssnsasnnsssnsnsssnsssssennnsnsnsssaemosnaastnmmmmnnsrenamssnassensnsrssssnnsssensans
aving had UNGEer COMSIC 2rAtIOMN weaueiceiree e e ceeet e e eecrrr e e e e e e e e e e et ec e e e sesn S EEEATE Bill No. 336 ........
<o = -
Respectfully report @s FOHOWS: THat ..o ettt s sa s smeeneeane "EJATL Bill No33b .........
DO PASS
) — n
26
sttt iaaee sttt R e et r st s st s saenea L
STATE PUS. CO. Mike Anderson Chairman.

Hejena, Mont,



e A ERERATY 13, 9.6l

MR. ......... PRLSIDLET e
We, yOUur COMMILTEE ON ..ccerrirrirrcviencrrinemrinannnss U D A R e eereeeeseme
having had Under CONSIBEIATION ..eei ittt et et SEaTl | Bill No... 400 ......
Respectfully report as foliows: Tha*s;‘:“"‘; ...... Bill No403 .......

DO PASS
2L

STATE PUB. CO. “1ixe Andarson Chairman.

Heiena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

TITITS TS I

MR, FRESI0 ST

We, yOUT COM NItTEE ON ...veeviieeeeeraeeeennns NESS R OF 18 &SNS U OISO NUUR RO

TUATE
having Nad UNAer CONSIBETATION .oovieieeeeiieeeeestetessseeieseesees et esee s assnseseescenceaeeneeseseasaeneenseanes S "'"AT ...... Bill No. 407 ........
Sv‘:‘ e N

Respectfully report as follows: That ...ttt ee et e s ae e s e = EAL“ ..... Bill Noq\'l .......
DO _PASS

STATEMENT OF INTENT ATTACHED

Y P ter B gy p g P g fgrpe- St F e T e eresesataacanaan sonetatncareneTosorenetonesartnnnn
Hike And=rEOon :
STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMRAITTEL RE

o

1)
r
O
Q
-
—

et Teornazry.l 2.19..33.
MR. ... ERLSIOZHT
We, your committee on........cooccccmeeceonner MR IC T A RN
having had under cONSIAEration ...ttt SSuATL Bill No. 407 ........
Respectfully report as follows: That....Statemeat of Iateat, —— SCJIATE - oo No.. 237
be adopted.
STATEMISRT OF IUTINT RE: 53 4957

SB 4027 reyuires a statement of intent because it grants eech
licensing board allocated to tas Departmznt of Professional and. Occupational
Licensing tine authority to adopt specifying grounds for dJdisciplinary
action and tine type of action that may be taxena.

Cach board adopting new substantive or procedural rules under SB 407
is to specify both the grouads upon wilch each type of Jisciplinary
acticn @may pe taxen, and the procedure to be uz2:d for cach action.
Zach board usiny a disciplinary action not spzciiied in subsection (1) (a)

DELPASE

continued

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Hetena, Mont.



Ccrmnittee on Judiciary
S5 497

PYage <.

............................ Fobruary X4, ..9ki....

tarcugs (e) but comsidered prouer under (1) (£f) nust also st ta in

tne rule the grounds upoa wihich disciplinary acticn may be .aken

ana tine applicable procedura.

@#o rule shall specifv disciplinary action for failure ‘o0

renevw any license or certifizata,

any program of coatinuing

rarticipation is rejuireld oy

Hules aatiorized

law and vraviously adopted u

readopted wader SB 407.

STATE PUB. CO.
Heiena, Mont.

by bota 83

pay anv fec or participat: in

IS

ducatica unlass the renswial, fa2 or

4727 aad by otuasr provision:. of

such oticr rovisions need not be

Chairman.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

............................. Feamary. li,...19..31
MR. .. EBESIZ 0T
We, your comr itte ON....ee.iivnencnieininniniaenenns JUDICIARY .............................................................................................
. . S"?z'\ myy .
having Nad UNAEr ¢ NSIARFATION L.ev.eiieeiererreemeeteiieseneereeea s et seesescesessomscsanssnmsessseeesesscnesseaes oo e Bill No:”'67 ........
Respectfully report as FOIOWS: THhal.. oo rcrcreerscer st esse st s esannss e ens SEAATL L Bill No....2B.7.......

se aiencal as follows:

. Page 4, line 21.
rollowving: “department”
Iasert: "or a licensed child-placing agency®

3.
liaes 12, 13, 20 and 21 in their entirety.
sabseguent subsections

5. Page 2, line 7.
Folliowing: “toward the child”®
Szrige: *,°

o

N - - e, s =
ie Faye I, line B,
N -
:

"as gdefined in 41-3-102(3) (&) "

». Paj: B, line lu.
Toliowing: ®~nild®
Iasgrks  -as defined ia 41-3-102(3) (4)”

coatinued

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Heienz, ont.



Committee on Juaiciary
S3 207
rage 2.

. ¥Page 11, line 3.
- utnat‘!

Aina, as so azended,
L0 PASS

—

STATE PUB. CO.
Heiena, Mont.

g e e A A
MHixe ANCEYZOA Chairman.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

YT € FPPIAL
MR. ... &= ROEAT
We, your cc mmittee oN....ooeovernennnea...) dJ UDICIARY ........................................................................................................
- SENATE . 2
having had UNGE " CONSIABIATION iurireeiriereeiirrtees e cateeere e et reee s e nreer e s e s rr e e s e reseea s s raaannsansnnnrae bt S Bill No. 65 .........
PIATL -
Respectfully report as fOlOWS: THaL.....cvicoieeeeeieceeeeeecte et e e esee e eeeaseteeateeseeesaessaes S"’“I“\*“ .......... Bil No....%s..? ........

pe anzndad as follows:

1. Line 15.
rollowing: *in®
inscrt: "supsections (1) through (4) of*"

And, as so0 arended,

DO PASS
=3
A ~
:’iy:emderson ............................................. sreeoeessasscneaaas
STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Helena, Mont,



STANDING COMEii 72 REPORT

........................ Lezrua:;mL:.mmWﬂgmm§%
MR. ... ERESIDOANT ..
We, your COMMITIE. OM L.ocoieiii it meceeeeae JUDICIARY ...............................................................................
having had under CoNSIAEration ........c.uiiiiiiiii ettt SZJATE B Noll2 ........
SETIAT i ]
Respectfuily report as fOHOWS: THhat. .. eeierieiircenniee et s et e e e e s sananan :'L“,;A'“ Bil Noll" .........

> ancnded as follows:

1, Line l4.
Following: ‘“chapter”
Strize: “may”
Insert: ™suall®

2. Lineo 19.
Following: ".°
Insert: YAt any time after recc1v139 a complaint, tue commission

may notify tne parties that it &sclines ;urtnpr jurisdictioa and
thereupon the complainant may petitica the district court.®

And, as so amended,

DO PASS
LA
> aonc e e g e e n e a e neee e e e e et eaeem e m e s e e s nnnensennen e
STATE PUB. CO. e A‘*“e“son Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



SENATE COMMITTEE JUDICIARY

Date M{/f / _Bill m.é_ Time 224 /+/

Anderson, Mike

N

.

Q'Hara, Jesse A.

Olson, S 2.

Erown, BODb

Crippen, Bruce D.

Tveit, Larry J.

N R\ <

Brown, Steve

Berg, Harry K.

Mazurek, Joseph P.

Halligan, Michael

Secretary Chairman

Motion: ﬁmo%g/ 7 /QWQ?; 4 Zf» /Q/ﬁ///_[W éozf

Yo

e,

(include enough information on motion--put with yellow copy of
camittee report.)
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

We, VC IF COMMItIE. ON coevveeeceeeeeeeereeeeeseeene T D L R e
naving had INder CONSIABIATION ..ottt et e e e et e e s s neaeennsmn e e e e eesanne s SQ@‘TE Bill No245 ........
™INTT
Respectfully report as follows: Tha's‘-“"z\“"‘ Bill No....% 45 .......
i»: amended as follows:
l. Page 3, line 23.
Followling: "§2*¢
Strixe: "$5°"
Iasert: "33°
And, as so0 anmanded,
DO PASS
oF
=7
..‘\‘i.}:a.mﬁgrsan ..............................................................

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Heiena, Mont.
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STANDING COi%.

PROUSIDEHT

We, your committee on

TEE REPORT

........................................ Yol rwary. 149, 86)

having had under consideration

Respectfully report as follows: That

ba anmznded as £ollows:

line 2,
" RESIDLENHCE"
YOk BUSINZSs5ZS”™

1. 7Title,
Following:
Insert:

line 4.
“residential”
*or commercial®

2. Page 2,
Following:
Insert:

3, Paye 3, line 7.
Follcwing: “residential”
Insert: “or commercial”™

And, as so amended,
DO PASS

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont,
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Chairman.





