HOUSE COMMITTEE ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Chairman, Kathleen McBride, called the Local Government Committee
to order on February 19, 1983, in Room 224A, Capitol Building,
Helena, Montana at 8:00 a.m. All members were present.

HOUSE BILL 394

REP. JAMES JENSEN, District 66, sponsor, opened by saying this
bill prohibits the distribution of certain public assistance
funds to county welfare departments. Those funds are federal
community service block grant funds, or federal low income
energy assistance funds.

PROPONENTS :

JIM SMITH, Region Eight Community Action Agencies Assocation:
Who is eligible for CSBG, LIEAP, Weatherization? Generally,
persons whose gross annual income is less than 125% of the
official poverty level, as determined by the federal government,
or above the eligibility level for other forms of assistance.
These were aimed at elderly, handicapped, near poor, and working-
poor. This distinction has been impressed upon program partic-—
ipants in Montana and especially the senior citizens. We would
like to see this distinction maintained and we support HB 394.
(Exhibit #1)
GEORGE SMITH, Senior Citizen's Board: This bill is our Number
One priority. Anything that resembles welfare, the senior
citizen will not go near. Human Resources can handle weather-
ization and we'd rather go cold than go to welfare.

TOM RYAN, Montana Senior Citizen's Association: These programs
aren't welfare programs. The workers at the welfare office
don't understand our problems. During the '30's the welfare
office made you feel like scum and we will not go there now.

CHARLES BANDERAB, Montana Senior Citizen's Association: Senior
citizens have struggled hard to stay off welfare and to make
them go to the welfare office is demeaning to them.

DOUG OLSON, Attorney - Federal Older American's Act: Welfare
participation in these programs will stymie them. We support
this bill.

HOWARD SCHWARTZ, Missoula County Commission: Human Resource
Councils have done an excellent job of distributing these funds
.and Missoula wants them to continue.

DON FRASER, Park County Senior Citizens: We support HB 394.

OPPONENTS :

JUDITH CARLSON, Deputy Director, SRS: The Department would
recommend that you do not pass on this bill. This bill would
prohibit counties that want welfare to distribute weatheri-
zation funds from doing so. We are working on complaints in
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the counties that have these programs. We are not treating

them as regular welfare programs and we want to hear about
problems. We need to cut down on duplications. We receive

the funds and then contract with a county to actually carry

out the program. We want to continue to provide this assistance.

REP. JENSEN, in closing, said we need to decide if the dis-
tribution of these funds should be at the county welfare
office. This does keep people away from the programs.

QUESTIONS:

REP. PISTORIA: Would this bill by-pass what you are doing
at SRS? Ms. Carlson: It would require us to contract

with the HRDC's for this program.

REP. SALES: How many counties are still contracting and how
many are handling it themselves? Ms. Carlson: About 35 are
going with HRDC's.

HOUSE BILL 729

REP. KELLY ADDY, District 62, sponsor, opened by saying this
is a local powers bill. There are people opposed to income
tax in any form, sales tax in any form and gambling in any
form. This bill gives local governments with self governing
powers the option to select any one of these forms.

PROPONENTS:

GEORGE BOUSLIMAN, Urban Coalition: It will allow local govern-
ments to do their own thing. It can generate its own revenue
from its own sources and its own constituents.

AL THELAN, City Manager, Billings: The 18 cities and counties
that have self governing powérs have it because the people
voted for it within their jurisdictions. To deny them is
taking away a basic concept they voted for. The long term so-
lution to local government's financial problems are related to
option taxes. It's very difficult to pick a source of revenue
that makes sense in every city and county in Montana. If you
give them options, they can do some model experimentation.

BILL VERWOLF, City of Helena: We are in support of this bill.
OPPONENTS:

PHIL STOPE, Montana Innkeepers Association: What's being pro-
posed is to repeal a section of law that was put in in 1975.
The 1972 Consitution says that local governments can have

all powers that are not prohibited by the legislature. 1In
1975 the legislature prohibited putting a tax on income. If
you leave this statute on the books, then Rep. Bertelsen's

HB 793 would be in conflict with it. Montana does not have
any single segment that should be an island unto itself. The
legislature should determine taxes and the authority should

stay here.
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CATHY CAMPBELL, Montana Association of Churches: In Subsection
5, those lines would do what HB 388 would do. This would be
more permissive than what was proposed in HB 388. We are
opposed to any expansion of gambling in Montana.

REP. ADDY, in closing, said we are speaking here only of

local governments with self governing powers. We have given
local governments far more responsibility than they had 5 or
10 years ago but we have not given them the tools to solve
their problems. It does not say they should have taxes and
gambling, it says the option should be left to them. We waste
alot of our time saying how much to give to the cities. Why
not give them some say.

HOUSE BILL 793

REP. BERTELSEN, District 27, sponsor, opened by saying this
bill would give local governments some freedom of choice.

We try to set up a system where the State of Montana becomes
"big daddy" and we want local governments to come back and

beg before we will give their money back to them. This bill
would allow local governments to use an all purpose mill levy
of 55 mills. This would be for the general fund and they could
determine what needs should be met with that general fund.

The 55 mill fund would be over and above the general road fund,
the poor fund, the district court, etc. We are saying they
aren't smart enough to handle their own money - someone here
in Helena has to decide it for them. There is a local income
tax option. I have spelled out exactly how it should be
administered. This could be used as a substitute for local
property tax or in addition. It must be administered by the
Dept. of Revenue. The state would oversee and they would
receive up to 1% at the state level to take care of costs.

PROPONENTS:

ALEC HANSEN, League of Cities: This represents land mark
legislation. We look at this as a supplement to the Block
Grant programs. This isn't a quick and easy fix to the local
problems - it is a long range program. This proposes to put
the decision of taxes and finances back to the local govern-
ment.

GEORGE BOUSLIMAN, Urban Coalition: We strongly support this
bill.

ANN MULRONEY, League of Women Voters: We stand in support of
this bill. This will allow local governments to help them-
selves.

BILL VERWOLF, City of Helena: The basic concept is one we
have supported for a long time and it will allow people to
decide how they want to generate funds.
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MIKE YOUNG, City of Missoula: This concept along with block
grants will be of major help to local governments.

HOWARD SCHWARTZ, Missoula County Commission: If this bill
passes, it's a chance to get our financial problems out of
the State Taxation Committee.

JOHN WILKERSON, Lewis & Clark County Commission: We are in
support of this bill.

AL JOHNSON, City Manager, Great Falls: We don't see this as
an immediate remedy but as a tool that in the long run will
provide local government financing at the local level.

JOHN ALKE, Montana Dakota Utilities: We see one problem with
the bill. MDU is not a tax payer, we are a tax collector.
Since our rates are set at the state level, we feel under the
language of the income tax option it would permit counties

to levy an income tax on MDU operations. We suggest an amend-
ment to read: "provide that nothing herein shall be construed
to permit a county to levy income taxes against a utility."

OPPONENTS: none
QUESTIONS: none

HOUSE BILL 872

REP. WALTER SALES, District 79, sponsor, opened by saying we
have delinquent RID's and SID's at this time. Our present

laws that establish bonds for SID's and RID's have a revolving
fund requirement that the whole tax paying area is actually
responsible for the payment of those bonds. When you get into

a period like we're in now when payments are not being made,
then the county has to levy a property tax on the whole district
to make those bond payments. This is an alternate type of bond.
It would limit the obligation to the district where the improve-
ment is being made. There would be no general taxing backup

of these bonds. It would not effect the existing law but it
would create a new section for a new type of bond. Any developer
who comes in is getting a cold shoulder because the city does
not want to extend itself any further. This would say, if you
can find a market for your bonds they will still have a tax
exempt feature and it would not fall back on the general tax
payer, it would only be an obligation to that district.

PROPONENTS:

MS. ALIKSON, City of Billings: We support the concept of this
bill but it needs to be rewritten if it is to accomplish his
objective.

OPPONENTS: none

REP. McBRIDE: Between now and tomorrow, Rep. Sales, I would like
you to get this bill into a more acceptable form. It's our
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responsibility to see that it's in good form before we pass it
out of committee.

HOUSE BILL 859

REP. STEVE WALDRON, District 97, sponsor, opened by saying
Missoula County requested that he carry this bill. It's an
attempt to standardize the notice requirements for local
governments other than municipalities. There are a few
problems with it. that can be handled by the Senate.

HOWARD SCHWARTZ, Missoula County Commission: This establishes
two general sections of law so you can reference what section
you are referring to. This would be of great help for county
attornies and the general public who doesn't know which notices
are required. The idea is to make this parallel to the cities
so we have one body of law. It needs to be tidied up, however.

JOHN WILKERSON, Lewis & Clark County Commissioner: We have
been challenged through the letter of the law because of
notifications. This would go a long way toward clearing up
the notification laws.

MIKE MELOY, Montana Press Association: My newspapers don't
like very much reducing the three publications down to two
but there is something to be said about standardization.

I would be willing to work with Rep. Waldron to clean up
this bill.

OPPONENTS: none

HOUSE BILL 821

REP. FAGG, District 63, sponsor, opened by saying this is a
poorly drafted bill that does not do what he intended it to do.
The general theme is present so he will proceed...The bill

sets up a committee under the Dept. of Commerce that would
work to achieve cost savings for the cities. This is an
appropiations bill and he asks that it be held in committee
until details could be worked out. It would require $12.5
million from the general fund to be matched from city and
county savings. This would be to form consolidation in
governmental units.

PROPONENTS :

GEORGE BOUSLIMAN, Urban Coalition: This bill is 14 pages
long and on the surface there appears to be a number of
characteristics that are attractive.

OPPONENTS: none

QUESTIONS:

REP. McBRIDE: This doesn't appear to help my city at all.
It gives us no money. Rep. Fagg: County consolidation would



LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE
Page 6
February 19, 1983

be a benefit. Two or three counties could consolidate into one
government.

HOUSE BILL 863

REP. FAGG, District 63, sponsor, opened by saying this bill
would give broader retirement benefits. The state would assume
all local government retirement benefits for sheriff, police
and fire department until those benefits run out. All existing
people under municipal government plans would continue to be
covered by the state relieving local government of that obliga-
tion. All people coming on board after the effective date
would be handled under a new program where there would be no
state participation. I was attempting to get the state out

of the retirement program but keep them in until after all
present people are satisfied.

PROPONENTS: none

OPPONENTS:

DON FRASIER, Retired Police Officer's Association: No city has
been able to run an efficient retirement program. We finally
came in under the state. We like it the way it is and we

want to keep it that way.

GEORGE OLSEN, Active Police Officers Association: We are in
total opposition to this bill.

MIKE MARRIS, Retired Police Chief's: This would throw us back
to the 0ld system. The state operates this system wonderfully.
We would like to leave it the way it is.

JOHN WALSH, Butte Police Officers: Local governments in better
times than these, were never .able to properly run or fund the
pension systems. The state people have expertise in this

field and I strongly urge do not pass HB 863. (Exhibit #2)

TOM SCHNEIDER, MPEA: The key point is expertise. The big
local governments can afford to hire it but the small ones will
get themselves into trouble again.

ROY SWINGLEY, Great Falls Retired Police Officer's Association:
This bill is of no benefit what-so-ever and we totally oppose it.

RAY BLEHM, Mont. State Firemen's Association: It appears that
benefits established by ordinance may be revocable but by state
law they are not revocable. If you comply with the concept in
HB 863, HB 821 would run head on into it. I assume we will be

in a local bargaining situation with local governments if this
were to pass.

REP. FAGG, in closing, said he has cleared his conscience as he
carried the two bills they are discussing today in 1973 and ever
since that time has been accousted by administrators or mayors

or editorials about the unconscionable burden the state has put
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upon local government, costing the counties about 7 mills and
that we're mandating programs for the local government to
fund. I, therefore, thought perhaps I had created something
I should try to get myself out of. I made that offer today
and I have gotten no support.

QUESTIONS:

REP. SWITZER: Harrison, the state would carry these for all

the existing people? Rep. Fagg: We cannot walk away from

the people already in the program. It would last until they
passed away. It probably would not be a tremendous amount of
time... most of these people are getting along in years...

REP. McBRIDE: During the last session we created a Firefighter's
Unified Retirement System and it seems like this would be step-
ping backward from what we accomplished in the last session.

Ray Blehm: The concept has been a continual push toward consol-
idation which firemen have resisted for many years. I thought we
managed our money quite well. Now that we have the funding
mechanism in place and we are continually trying to improve the
system, we think the process should be continued.

The hearing adjourned at 10:00 a.m.

Wémf}f{cm

REP. KATHLEEN McBRIDE, CHAIRMAN

felmer

Lin Palmer, Secretary
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FACT SHEET

EB 394

QUESTION: WHAT PUBLIC ASSISTANCE FUlDS ARE DESCRIBED IN
THIS LEGISLATION?

ANSWER: The following three programs: 1. Low Income
Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP); 2. Low
Income Fome Weatherization Program (Weather-

ization); 3. Community Services Block Grant
(CSBG) .

.

QUESTION: ARE THESE THREE PROGRAMS FUNLCED BY THE STATE
OF MONTANA?

ANSWER: No. These programs are funded entirely by
the federal government. CSRG and LIEAP are
funded by the Department of Health and
Human Services (HHS). Weatherization is
funded by the Department of Energy (DCE).

QUESTION: DO ANY OF THESE PROGRAMS REQUIRE A STATE OR
LOCAL "MATCH"?

ANSWER: No.
QUESTION: WHAT STATE AGENCY ADMIMNISTERS THESE PROGRAMS?

ANSVER: These programs are presently administered by
the Department of Social and Rehabilitation
Services (SRS).

QUESTION: HOW ARE THESE PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED LOCALLY?

" ANSWER: Historically, these programs have been
administered by the ten Human Resource
Development Councils (HRDCs). In October of
1982 twenty one counties assumed local
administration of LIEAP.

QUESTION: WHO IS ELIGIRLE FOR THESE PRCGRAMS (CSBG,
LIEAP, WEATHERIZATION)?

ANSVIER: Generally, persons whose gross annual income
is less than 125% of the official poverty
level, as determined by the federal government.

QUESTION: WHAT DOES "125% OF THE POVERTY LEVEL" MEAN
IN ACTUAL DCLLAR AMOUNTS?

ANSWER: This depends on the actual number of persons

in the family or household. Those figures are
as follows:



FAMILY SIZE 100% OF POVERTY 125% OF POVERTY

AL D WN M

CUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

ANSVER:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

34,680 $5,850
$6,220 $7,775
$7,760 $9, 700
$9, 300 $11,625
$10,840 $13,550
$12,380 $15,475

NO OTHER FORMS OF PUBLAC ASSISTANCE HAVE
DIFFERENT ELIGIBILITY STANCARDS?

Yes. Other programs, especially Aid to Families
with DMependent Children (AFDC), Medicaid, and
Food Stamps have eligibility established at 100%
of the poverty level.

YVHY THE DIFFERENCE?

LIEAP and Weatherization are recently enacted
programs, toth aimed at reducing the impact of
fuel cost increases on people with low and
fixed incomes. Both are "targeted" to reach the
elderly, handicapped, near poor, and working
poor by deliberately establishing eligibility
above the official poverty level. CSBG

1s targeted at low income people in corder to
design programs to assist them in becoming
more self sufficient.

ARE THERE OTHER INDICATIONS OF DIFFERENCES
BETWEEN LIEAP, WEATHERIZATION, CSRG AND OTHER,
MORE TRADITIONAL FCRMS OF PUBLIC ASSISTANCE?

Some. LIEAP requires assurances from states
that outreach efforts will be conducted, and
that "priority" will be given to elderly and
handicapped people. Weatherization requires
outreach, assurance that efforts will be
made to serve renters. CSBG, LIEAP-and

Weatherization all require "state plans"
and approval by DCE or HHS. In addition,
LIEAP has been funded out of the Windfall
Profits Tax or decontrolled oil (this is
subject of "The Broken Promise," by the
National Consumer Law Center, copies
available) and the prcgram has been
presented to eligible persons on that basis.

HAS PROGRAM PARTICIPATION REFLECTED
THESE FEDERAL PRIORITIES AND STATE
Al'D LOCAL FFFCRTS?

Historically, yes.
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT R

.............. Pebruary 21, . ... ... 1983 .

having had under consfderation m .................................................. 8ill No39‘ .........
fitﬂt reading copy ('hi“ )
color

A BYLL FOR AS ACT ESTITLED: “AN ACT PRONISITING TAX DISTRIBUTION
OF CERTAYH PDSLIC ASSISTANCE YUMDS THROUGHE COUNTY WELFARE DSPART-
HEATS; ANBIOIHG SECTION 53-21-306, MCA.”

Respectfully report as follows: That.........ccoevevievencccnrcnvecncnas 3 %SK ......................................................... Bill N039‘ ..........
DO _NOT PASS
BHERES
25 seesasnesianiens
STATE PUB. CO. KATELEER MoBRIDE Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



~ | | dIANUING LUMMII IEE KEPUKI

HOUSE BILL 793 g
Page 1 &f 4 March 22, 19 83

MR. .. SEEREER e
We, your committee on.............. mmmmm .............................................................................................
having had under CONSIAEration .....vveeeeeeeiminiersnnctnneiasesssstsnecinitis s esnes BOUSE ........................... Bill No. 753 ......
.M"wmmiilat,w_*wﬁxvadinscmmﬁitﬂguumﬂwj
' R ¥ Nis g

A BILL POR AN ACT ENTITLED: “AY ACT PROVIDING FOR OPTICNAL LOCAL
GOVERNMENT TAXES; AUTHORISING A 55-MILL ALL~PURPOSE LEVY FOR
COUHTIES, A LOCAL GOVERNMENT INCOME TAX NOT TO EXCEED 20 PERCENT
OF STATE IHCOME TAX LIABILITIES TO BE-ESTABLISHED COUNTYWIDE
APTER APPROVAL BY THE ELICTORATE, A LOCAL GOVERSMENT MOTOR
VEHICLE LICENYSE PEE, AND A JOTEL OF HDTNL ROOM TAX; AMENDING

SECTIOH 7-6-2220, MCA; AHZ PROVIDING AW ZFFECTIVE DATE.”

Respectfully report as follows: That.....c.eeeciiiiiiiininii et s e sn s

1. Titls, lise 16,
Followings “KCa;™
Insert: *PROVIDIBRG AN APPROPRIATION:™

2. Page 4, line 13,
Pollowing: "tax"™
Ingarts a3 a percentage of the state income tax liability*

3. Page 4, line 16.

Following: "liability.*

Ingsert: “Rothing 1at%u4=t£ona § through 15] may ba construed to
p:mt a county to levy an income tax on a regulated public
u ty

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

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

i : KA N AcCBRIDRE Chairman.

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.



HOUSE BILL 793
Page 2 of ¢

4. Page 4, line 18,
Strikxe: "local incoma®

S. Page 4, line 19.
Following: “hy"
Strikae: *{section”
Ingart: *[sections®
Following: “8°%
Insexrt: *, 16, and 17"

6. Page 5, line 8.

Following: “goverament®
Strike: "income tax*

Insert: " {irmert name of tax)"®

7. Page 5, line 9.

Pollowing: "governmant®
Strike: "income tax"

Insert: "{ingert name of tax}*

- &.-Page 5, line 17.
Following: "belore®
Strike: "Octobwr?
Ingert: "August™ oo

9. Page 5, line 2I1.
Pollowing: “any"
Strike: "fiscal®
insert: “caleadar™

10, Page 5, line 23.
Scrike: "120°
Ingert: *1%6%

11. Page 6.
Following: line 23
Ingert: “{1) For the purposes of chis
"nonresident® means a person not
place of residesce in tha county
- YOar. »
Renumber: subsequent subsections

12. Pags 7, line 6.
Following: "the*”
Strike: "nponresident®
Insert: “taxpayer®

13. Page 7, line 8.

Following: “"tax, the"

8trike: “department shall credit®
Insart: "taxpayer shall pay*

14. Page 7, line 9.

|

STATE PUB. CO. KATHLERY McCBRIDE

Helena, Mont.

section the term
maintaining a perasnent
a8 the close ¢f the tax

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

Chairman.



HOUSE BILL 793
Pags 3 of 4

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

Following: "total®
Strike: "net proceeds of the nonresident's”
Following: "to"

Insert: “be credited to"

15, Page 7, line 10,
Following: *husiness”
Strike: "and refund the™

~L§. Page 7, line 1l. .
Stritte ‘finaingu: ta the taxpayer®

S .

17. Pag& 8, linesS. SR
Pollowing: *must be® T~

Strike: "distributed” on line $ thranqﬁ ha® on liac 11

18. Page 8, lines 18 through z4. “\

Strike: subsactioca (b} in its entirety TN

19. Page 9, line 4. -
~Fallowing: *(1)* —

sStrikor *A"

Insart: "Purswant to the praovisions of [section 9] a®

286, Page %9, linez 4 threugh 6.
Pollowing: ®may™ on line 4
f¢rike: "by®™ on line 4 through "regolution® on ling 6

21, Page 8, line 9.

Following: “The"

Btrike: “registrar of moter wvehiclas®

Insert: "motor wvehicle division, department of justicae”

22. Page 10, line 4.

Pollowing: lina 3

Strike: “A*

Inssrt: “"Parsuant to the provisicas of [section §] a*

23, Page 10, lines & through 6.
Following: "may”® on line ¢
Strike: "by” on line ¢ through ‘reaalution‘ on line 6

24, Page 10.

Following: line 24 :

Insert: “REN BECTION. Sectioa 20. Appropriation. Thera is
apprepriated $37,000 from the gemeral fund to the department
of revenne for the bilennium ending Juna 30, 19688, for the
inftial development costs of the local income tax progrna.

Renumber: subseguent section

AND AS AMENDED .

R

STATE PUB. CO. nmm MCRRIDE Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



HOUSE BILL 793
Page 4 of 4

STATEMENRT OF INTENT
HOUSE BILL 7%3

A statement - of intent ias reguired of this bill becauasa
rulemaking autbhority 1is granted the Department of Revenue in
section 13 and the Motor Vehicle Diviqian of the Department of
Justice in section 16, .

It is intended that tha rules pronnl§;£é5~bgytha Department
of RPevenue would provide maxinmus compatibllity with ralas adopted
T by the Departeent £or administering state income taxaes, - In

aehiavinq this goal the Department should strive for ;inplicit?\ai

for taxpayesrs, anrd if burdens are necessary, tha Department
should beir. _them. In administering the program the primary
obhjective shoﬁid»\ba efficiency for both the state and the
concerned counties. ~It i contemplated that the rules will
addraess reporting farms, payments to local governments, aad other
procedures necezsary for the proper administration of the local
income tax. '

The rules promulgated by the #Hotor Vehicle Givaision are

' intanded ¢0 be primsrily administreative such as prescribing

reporting by local goveraments, payment schaedules by the Divi-

sion, torms to bas used, and other procedures necessary far the

proper admianistratioan of the motor vehicle fee for local govern-
ments.

STATE PUB. CO. KATHLEEN MoBRIDR Chairman.

Helena, Mont,

Jf"
f



S IANUING LUMMII IEE KEPUKI

....february 21, oo 19..83

MR.... SEPEAKZR o
We, your committee on................ M&GOVEW ...........................................................................................
having had under consideration ........ccoeccocciiienensre e tnrenc e eeenrnee e eresenees HOUSE e, Bill No. B89

L Eirst  resding vovy %3
Loy
A BILL FOR AN ACT ENTITLED: “A¥ ACT 70 GEHERALLY STANDARDIZE NOTICR

REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO THE CORDUCT 9F~BUBI§KSS OF LOCAL GOVERMMENT
UNITS OTHER THAH MUNICIPALITIZS) 8&%&91&3 SECTIQUS 7-2~-27%4, 7~-2-2756,
7-4~-2307, 7-5-2321, 7-6-23326, 7*6‘23{3: 7-£-2635, 7-8-151, 71-8-2212,
7-8-2216, 7-8-2302, 7-8-351)}, 7~11-228, 7-13-145, 7-13-208, 7-13-2324,
7-13~2345, 7-14-2796, 7-14-4635, 7-15~-21023, 7-16-2324, T-21-2422,
T~24-2212, T-22-2446G, 7-33~:142, 7-34-21853, 7-34-2157, 7-24-2162,
7-35-2182, AXD 7~35-2115, MCA."

Respectfully report as follows: That.......ccoccrviniiiieiieciicricciiennrcerte e rcccraeeeee s H 0!?53 ............................. Bill No”sa .......

AND AKEND HOUSE BILL £59 AS POLLOWS:

1, Page 2, line 3.

Following: "ba*

Strike: ":*

Ingsert: “"the newspaper as provided in 7-5-2411,

2. Page 2, lines 4 through 14.

Strike: the remainder of subsection {2) and all of subsection (3)
in their entirety.

Renumber: subsequent subsections

AND AS AMRHDED
DQ.BASS

A i ieseeireseernietarisansetnestastaatnnasstresanestanrenn e na s sagnasannianastttananasanaes

STATE ;Ué. co. ! KATHLEEN McBRIDE Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



- SIANDING LUMMI I IEE KEFUKI

.......... Fabruary.. 2L, e 1983
MR. ... BPERRER e
We, your committee on........... LDCALGOVERH)‘ENT ................................................................................................
having had under conSIderation .........cccoeveecrriiareeccnetircsaeerassnnenssseneesaessanes HOUSB ................................. Bill No 872

—Lixat =~ reesding copy { white )
Color

A BILL FOR AN ACT ENTITLED: “AN ACT AUTHORIZING LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
TO ISSUE LIMITED SPECIAL AND RURAL INPROVENENT DISTRICT BONDS; RE-
MOVING THE LIABILITY OF TAXABLE PROPERTY FOR THE IMPROVEMENTS;
PROVIDING SALE BY ADVERTISEMENT OF SUCH PROPERTY IF ASSESSMENTS ARE
DELINQUENT; AMENHDING SECTIONS 7-6-4423, 7-12~2170, 7-12-2182,
7-12-2185, 7-12-4182 THROUGH 7-12-4184, 7-12-4202, 7-12-4222, AND

7-12-4225, MCA; A4D PROVIDING AH EFFECTIVE DATE."

Respectfully report as follows: That......cc..ccceeiriiiiciiienncneniccceenersesenecsneene. iiOUSIS .............. Bill No.872........

DO PASS

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

STATE PUB. CO.

. ' Chairman, -
- Helena, Mont, mm McBRIDE airman





