
MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
BUSINESS A~~D INDUSTRY COMMITTEE 

MONTANA srrATE SENATE 

March 24, 1983 

The meeting of the Business and Industry Committee was called to 
order by Chairman Allen Kolstad on March 24, 1983, at 10:04 a.m., 
in Room 404, State Capitol. 

ROLL CALL: All members of the Committee were present. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 523: An act creating the Board of 
Private Security Patrolmen and Investigators; requiring the licensing 
of private security and detective businesses, requiring the registration 
of armed and unarmed private detectives and security guards; authorizing 
the Board to adopt rules; providing for the suspension and revocation 
of licenses, registrations, and identification cards; requiring the 
approval of all weapons used by registrants; regulating the uniforms 
and insignia worn by employees of licensees; providing a penalty; and 
providing an effective date. 

Representative Kerry Keyser stated this creates a Board of three 
representatives of the industry, three of law enforcement and one 
from the general public. They will be responsible for licensing 
security people and the bill provides for a definition of state codes 
regulating the industry. The current program is not efficiently 
administered. Security checks will be conducted on all of the 
applicants. This will upgrade the industry in r1ontana. In the last 
sixteen applicants that have applied for these jobs, four had felony 
records. With increased administrative staff on the Board to do this 
program they feel this will benefit the people in Montana. There are 
280 licensees who employ over 1,000 people. He then highlighted the 
bill. 

PROPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 523: Clayton Baines, representing the Board 
of Crime Control, stated there was a task force formed in conjunction 
with the Department of Commerce and the Board of Crime Control to study 
the problem of the private security industry in Montana. They had a 
code that had been dev~loped nationwide by the industry: It took them 
two years to finally draft the code itself. They took this model and 
broke it down in the various sections to see what would be needed for 
Montana. They came up with a 70-page bill. There are many different 
types of armored cars so they redrafted the codes and put it in rule
making power. This gave them the judgment reasoning they should have 
to set qualifications. They do have minimum qualifications in the 
codes and guidelines. He gave the committee an amendment that he 
would like included with House Bill 523. (Exhibit No.1) He also 
gave the committee a handout entitled "Hove to Professionalism". 
(Exhibit No.2) 

Shirley Miller, Department of Commerce, stated they strongly support 
this bill. Currently they are authorized to license private investi
gators, but they do that without the assistance of expertise. 

Butch Hardin~ Western Security Systems, stated he is a licensed private 
investigator in the State of r1ontana. He worked in Colorado for fifteen 
years. In the State of Colorado every county had their own regulations. 
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He thinks this is great that they can come up with one bill that will 
cover everything. There are some crooks in the security business. 
The reason you have this problem is most agencies pay minimum wages. 
It is a known fact that if you cannot find work go to a security 
agency and they will hire you. It is a booming business. When he 
left the Sheriff's Department and opened his own company he had one 
employee and in fourteen months he was employing 42 at one time. It 
gets out of hand. He fully supports this bill. 

Sheriff Chuck O'Reilly, representing Chief of Police Association and 
Montana Sheriffs and Peace Officers Association, stated they fully 
support this bill because he feels there is lack of control over 
these people. Many officers of the State are asked to work school 
dances and such that is private. They are not being paid to do that. 
They also work fairs. There are jailers that work as security officers 
during the Christmas season. With all of the amendments in the bill 
they fully support it. 

Mary Lou Garrett, Department of Commerce, stated they support this 
bill. They have one amendment on page 2, line 18, to allow for 
staggered terms of board members. 

OPPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 523: James Jasper stated he opposed this bill. 
His written testimony is attached to the minutes. (Exhibit No.3) 

Tom Dowling, Montana Railroad Association, stated he opposed this bill. 
He gave the committee an amendment exempting the railroad special agents. 
(Exhibit No.4) He stated they go to a four-week school and they are 
required to have 160 hours of training for firearms. They usually carry 
a license from the county in which they operate. The other problems 
were cured by Mr. Baines' amendment regarding the residency requirement. 

Martin ~. Mangan stated he was a licensed private investigator. The 
fiscal note indicates that there are 270 licensed individuals. Those 
who are licensed have met the requirements of the law that is now 
applicable through the Department of Commerce. He spent 7 1/2 years with 
the FBI. He is very much in support of law enforcement. A law enforcement 
agent's uniform is what people look up to. There are presently practices 
where law enforcement is allowed to do private security and private 
investigation work in their uniform. What is the liability placed upon 
the agencies if someone were to get hurt? There is a tremendous conflict 
there. If in fact an individual is out doing work there appears to be 
a conflict whom would he represent best? He believes it creates an 
atmosphere of undue competition. Also, there is no provision for grand
fathering us already in this business. 

David Blatter, Security Armored Express, stated he opposed this bill. 
He does not feel the Board should be made of the industries. He thinks 
the members should be from the public. The board is not qualified to 
set the insurance standards. He feels this bill should go to a study 
committee and be resubmitted. He had a meeting with a judge who 
indicated there is enough vagueness in this bill he would probably have 
to throw it out. 

Gary Gray, Burns International Security Services, Inc., stated they are 
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probably the largest contract security employer in the United States. 
From the standpoint of Burns Security he takes objection to section 29 
which exempts peace officers. He feels this exemption causes some 
concerns of liability, conflict of interest and how would an employer 
come back at someone who is irresponsible or not up to standards. 

Ann Smoyer, Attorney, stated she opposes this bill. Her written 
testimony is attached to the minutes. (Exhibit No.5) 

There were no further proponents nor opponents. 

QUESTIONS FROJ.1 THE CONrUTTEE: Senator Goodover asked were all these 
concerns presented before the House Committee hearing? Representative 
Keyser stated no, none. 

Senator Christiaens asked can you comment regarding the possibility of 
conflict of an officer supervising a fair? Representative Keyser stated 
it is regulating a person as a security guard and a private investigator. 
This is a practice that has always been in existanc~. There was testimony 
in the House that a peace officer could be going off on his own unbe
knownst to anyone. That is why they put in this language. 

Senator Regan asked was there consideration given to grandfathering 
and what was the decision and why? Mr. Baines stated the task force 
studied this. What they are doing is amending the present law. They 
decided if you had a grandfather clause those firms could continue to 
operate without firearms training. They do not think there will be 
any problem regarding the private investigator. 

Senator Fuller asked what thought was given to splitting out the private 
investigators? Mr. Baines stated if you did this you would have to 
finance two different boards. Instead of amending the present law you 
would need new law. 

Senator Fuller stated he can see where this is good but he can see some 
serious problems. Will the fee cover the costs? Will you see merit 
in splitting them out? Sheriff O'Reilly stated I think the Board would 
be covered. The law that we have now is nothing. You heard from the 
people that are trying to administer this law, it doesn't work. There 
are a lot of private security people who are well qualified. You are 
hearing some of the exceptions rather than the rule. What we are trying 
to do is provide protection for the public. Ms. Miller stated right 
now the current law is not only addressing private investigators but 
private security and alarm installers. They do not license every 
individual. They license the manager or owner. This bill will license 
every individual. The fees would be set commensurate with costs. 

Senator Dover asked do you see any problems with the amendments? 
Representative Keyser stated he does not have a problem with staggering. 
In regard to exempting railroads he does not feel these people should 
be exempt. This gives the citizen the alternative to go to the Board 
and complain about the employee. 

Senator Christiaens asked why should someone be licensed as a contract 
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security agent at 18 and 25 for private investigators? Mr. Baines 
stated the difference is because we had the three years in there. Most 
of these people coming into this field are coming in at 21. 

Senator Christiaens asked it has nothing to do with duties? Sheriff 
O'Reilly stated yes they are looking for maturity and expertise. 

Senator Fuller asked how is a Board going to determine good moral 
character? Representative Keyser stated this is language that is in 
existing law. He has no problem in striking it. 

Senator Fuller stated he has a question on uniforms. Sheriff O'Reilly 
stated we are trying to have the public identify the difference. 

In closing, Representative Keyser stated they are not requiring that 
they show a total license they just show a certificate. It does cover 
all the fields in the people involved. The bill was well thought out. 
There were a lot of people involved in the making of it. He urged 
passage of this bill. 

The hearing was closed on House Bill 523. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 534: An act to provide that the prohibition 
against licensing undertakers as life or disability insurance agents 
applies only to undertakers operating in this state. 

Representative Jim Jensen stated this bill is dealing with Purple 
Cross Insurance. This is funeral insurance. There was a question 
whether the bill clearly stated whether on page 2, line 12, a mortician 
operating in Montana meant that there was a mortician operating in this 
state. This is clarifying that a mortician operating in the state 
cannot sell funeral insurance. In the House they wanted to clarify 
further no representative can sell this insurance. 

PROPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 534: Roland Pratt, Funderal Directors Associ
ation, stated when they went in and had funeral insurance they forgot 
about the prohibition for the other section in the insurance law. This 
is what they are doing now. They have discussed this with the insurance 
department and they concur with it so long as it is understood that this 
concerns marketing arms or general agents. 

Norma Seiffert, Montana Insurance Department, stated they did discuss 
this with Mr. Pratt. This would not be for solicitation of managing 
agents. It is understood that out-of-state interests will not be 
involved in the solicitation of insurance. 

There were no further proponents and no opponents. 

QUESTIONS FROM THE CO~1ITTEE: Senator Goodover asked don't all other 
companies sell death benefit insurance? Representative Jensen stated 
yes they do for final expenses. 

Senator Goodover asked do their rates compare or do they undersell? 
Mr. Pratt stated I think they are comparable. Purple Cross sells nothing 
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but this kind of insurance. 

Senator Gage asked how do we know that from the language of this 
bill you are just talking about Purple Cross? Representative Jensen 
stated that is their intent. 

The hearing was closed on House Bill 534. 

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 534: 
Bill 534 Be Concurred In. 

Senator Dover made the motion that House 
Senator Gage seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that HOUSE BILL 534 
BE CONCURRED IN. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 576: An act creating a publicly owned 
golf course beer and wine license and providing an immediate effective 
date. 

Representative Earl Lory stated this allows a publicly owned golf 
course to have a wine and beer license which is in excess of quota. 
There are about 14 municipal golf courses, three have hard liquor, 
one has wine and beer. This bill is asking for a general wine and 
beer not a retail license. A private golf course generally has a 
liquor license. The license will be held by either the county or 
city and not an individual. It is only for issuance to a golf course. 
If they close the course the license will be suspended. He does not 
feel it will be an economic disadvantage to the taverns. It will be 
used only for those who play golf. 

PROPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 576: Daniel F. Desmond, Larchmont Golf Course, 
stated he supported this bill. He gave the committee handouts regarding 
municipal golf courses. (Exhibit No.6) 

Bill Lannon, Helena, Municipal Golf Course Advisory Board, stated they 
support this bill. 

OPPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 576: Donald W. Larson, MTA, stated he opposes 
this bill. His written testimony is attached to the minutes. (Exhibit 
No.7) 

Phil Strope, Montana Tavern Association, stated he joins Donald Larson 
in opposing this bill. This bill will not solve the financial problems 
of the golf course in Missoula. There is no way this bill could solve 
their financial problems. This bill is so broad that they could create 
anything. In a genuine sense, a miniature golf course could get a 
license. 

In closing, Representative Lory stated this is not a free license. 
The golf course will buy the license. They are just asking for an 
exemption of one to a golf course. That will not infringe upon the 
tavern owners. 

The hearing was closed on House Bill 576. 
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CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 595: An act transferring the duty to 
examine Articles of Incorporation of proposed domestic insurers from 
the Attorney General to the State Commissioner of Insurance and pro
viding an immediate effective date. 

Representative Gary Spaeth stated this was introduced by request of 
the Department of Justice. The Articles of Incorporation need to be 
examined and approved. If this bill were passed, it should be 
transferred to the State Insurance Commissioner. When the law was 
first passed in 1946 it placed this responsibility with the Attorney 
General. It provided legal services. Since that time the insurance 
commissioner has expanded and has their own legal staff. The insurance 
commissioner's office stated they were in support of this bill. 

PROPONENTS TO HOUSE BILL 595: Margaret Joyce Johnson, Department of 
Justice stated this is a housekeeping bill so that the statutory duties 
correspond to the office best equipped to carry them out. Her written 
testimony is attached to the minutes. (Exhibit No.8) 

The hearing was closed on House Bill 595. 

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 595: 
Bill 595 Be Concurred In. 

Senator Dover made the motion that House 
Senator Fuller seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that HOUSE BILL 595 
BE CONCURRED IN. 

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 576: Senator Goodover made the motion that 
House Bill 576 Be Not Concurred In. Senator Boylan seconded the 
motion. 

Senator Regan made a substitute motion that House Bill 576 Be Concurred 
In. Senator Goodover seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted, by Roll Call Vote, 1-7, so the motion failed. 
The Standing Committee Report will be reported out HOUSE BILL 576 
BE NOT CONCURRED IN. 

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 871: Senator Lee made the motion that the committee 
reconsider their action on House Bill 871. Senator Dover seconded the 
motion. 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that HOUSE BILL 871 
BE RECONSIDERED FOR ACTION. 

Senator Dover made the motion that we adopt amendment number 3. Senator 
Goodover seconded the motion. (Exhibit No.9) 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that the amendment to 
HOUSE BILL 871 BE ADOPTED. 

Senator Dover made the motion that on page 27, line 20, following 
"board" insert "provided that participation by a financial institution 
in projects over $1 million is at the discretion of the board". 
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Senator Gage seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted 7-1 with Senator Regan abstaining that the proposed 
amendment to HOUSE BILL 871 BE ADOPTED. 

Senator Dover made the motion that on page 27, line 22, following 
"private" insert "or". Senator Goodover seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that the proposed 
amendment to HOUSE BILL 871 BE ADOPTED. 

Senator Dover made the motion that we strike amendment number 4. 
Senator Goodover seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that the proposed 
amendment to HOUSE BILL 871 BE ADOPTED. 

Senator Goodover made the motion that House Bill 871 As Amended Be 
Concurred In. Senator Dover seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted 7-1 with Senator Boylan voting no that HOUSE BILL 
871 AS M4ENDED BE CONCURRED IN. 

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 213: Senator Goodover made the motion that 
House Bill 213 Be Not Concurred In. Senator Gage seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted 6-4 with Senators Regan, Fuller, Christiaens and 
Kolstad voting no that HOUSE BILL 213 BE NOT CONCURRED IN. 

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 853: Senator Gage made the motion that the 
amendments to House Bill 853 Be Adopted. Senator Lee seconded the 
motion. 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that the proposed 
amendments to HOUSE BILL 853 BE ADOPTED. (Exhibit No. 10) 

Senator Dover made the motion that House Bill 853 As Amended Be 
Concurred In. Senator Goodover seconded the motion. 

The Committee voted unanimously, by voice vote, that HOUSE BILL 853 
AS AMENDED BE CONCURRED IN. 

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 818: 
Bill 818 Be Concurred In. 

Senator Fuller made the motion that House 
Senator Christiaens seconded the motion. 

The Co~~ittee voted 7-3 with Senators Boylan, Dover and Gage voting 
no that HOUSE BILL 818 BE CONCURRED IN. 

ADJOURN: There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned 
at 12:10 p.m. 
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e, your committee on ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 
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JENSEN (DOVER) 

Respectfully report as follows: That.. ............................................................................. ~?~~~ ................ Bill No ... ?}~ ...... .. 
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Helena, Mont. 
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SPAETH (LEE) 

Respectfully report as follows: That .................................................................................... Mqg~~ .......... Bill No .... ~?~ ....... . 

BE COBCURRBD Dr 

j 
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STATE PUB. CO. 
Helena, Mont. 

ALLEN C. KOLSTAD, Chairman. 
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BElIGTSON (FULLER) 
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BE CORCURRBD Df 
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Helena, Mont. 
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.ALLltN C. KOLSTAD. Chairman . 

\ 



i-' 

~ I AnUlnb ~ummll 1[,[, t([,run I 

March 24 83 
.................................................................... 19 .......... .. 

PRESIDENT 
MR .............................................................. . 

. BUSINBSS AND INDUSTRY 
We, your committee on ....................................................................................................................................................... . 

having had under consideration ............................................................................................ ~~~~.~ ........ Bill No .... ~.~.~ ..... . 

MILLER (GAGE) 

. IlOUSE . 853 Respectfully report as follows. That ............................................................................................................ Bill No ................. .. 
be amended as follows: 

1. Statement of Intent, page 2, line 3. 
Following: Line 2. 
Insert: -It is the intent of the legislatur~. that if the board 

decides to authorize new forms of racing hot currently engaged 
in in Montana, it shall do so after holding publ.ic hearings to 
determine the effects of these forms of racing on the existing 
saddl.e racing program in Montana. The board should consider 
both econoaic and safety iapacts on the existing racing and 
breeding industry.-

2. Page 6, l.in. 24. 
Fol.l.ovingl -1fAGBR
Strilte: -OW' 
Insert: • at-

3. Pave 7, line 2. 
Following i' ·aeaiteIr ... • 
Ina.r~1 ·The governor Bay not appoint by aeJIber who would have 

otRilU a conflict of intereat during' his term of appoiDtaent.· 

STATE PUB. CO. 

............. Jt •••••••• ~NT.1N~ .......................................... (;;..~ 
. Chairman. 

Helena, Mont. 
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HOUSE BILL 853 

5. Page 10. lin. 15. 
Following. ·yeawy· . 
Insertl -If the boar4 decides to authorise new forae of racing 

Dot currently engaged in in Montana, it shall do 80 aftar 
holding public hearings to aateraine the effecta of these toras 
of raci.D9 on the existing saddle racing' proqraa in Montana. 
The board should consider both econoaic and safety impacts on 
the existiny racing and breeding industry. 

6. Page 10, line 24. 
Following I ·officials· 
Inserts • for the department-

7. Page 12, line 3. 
Strike I ·at a race course in this stat.e· 

8. Page 14, line 9. 
Following' ·Op· 
Insert:: • exotIc
Following & ·00-
Strike, -BXorYC'-

9. Page 14. line 10. 
Following: -AND· 
Insert: .up to 30' of the aJIlOunt. set. aside may be used-

10. Page 14, line 16. 
Following: ·PORMS Ope 
Insert: ·vagerlIiq on-

11. Page 16. line 13. 
Folloving i ·BXO'.rIC· 
IAaert: ·ya(JerLig on· 

12. Page 17, line 6. 
i'ol.loving I .• ~apter. -
Insert. "The liceDS .. shall. at the aame time, pay to the 

departaeat all BUllS collect.ed under 2·3-4-202(4) (d) on exotic 
vac.JGrillg OIl racea.· 

13. Page 11. line 15. 
Following. ·4e~t· 
IJUlert. ." alit pa8.!Dg through the board'. agency fund 

aceount,-

ARD, AS SO A!!!P.BP, 

~ DB £9!SP!$R!R Dl 
.:~ , 

STATE PUB. co. 
Helena, Mont. 

............. : .......... ': .......... ::-:-:-: .............................................. c..~ 
. ALLEN C. XOLSTAD, Chairman. 
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PRESIDENT 
MR ..•........................••..•............................... 

BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY 
We, your committee on ....................................................................................................................................................... . 

HOUSE. 871 
having had under consideration .................................................................................................................. Bill No ................. . 

FAGG (CHRISTlAENS) 

HOUSE. 971 
Respectfully report as follows: That ............................................................................................................ Bill No .................. . 

be amended AS follows: 

1. PAge 2, line 8. 
P'ollowinq: Line 7. 
Insert. - (5) -Local government- .. ana the c~y in which the project 

is located, if the project is located within an incorporated 
municipality, or the county if the project is located within 
the county but outside the boundarios of an inCDGporated 
I8Wl.i.c.ipality. 

(6) -Kajor project- IleAnS a project whose coat or 
appraised. value exceeds $800.000.-

lle.o.aaber& subsequent subsections. 

I. Page lS, line 21. 
Following. -to
Strike. -COJDpleaent
Insert a -implement-

3. Page 15, line 22. 
Following. -26).
anax 

\.: Strike. reaaiuder of 
r entirety. 

lin. 22 through liDe 6 on paqe 16 in their 

·····~····,··~·~···c.Q~~···!'····!'t····p.· .. ·········ch~i~~~~:~~ 
STATE PUB. CO. 

Helena, Mont. 
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4. Page 27, line 16. 
Folloving' Line 15. 
Insert: ·cost or· 

5. Page 27, line 18. 
Following: -project-

nouSE BILL 871 

Insert: - if the cost or appraised val.ue is les8 than $1 litillion-

6. Pago 27, line 20. 
Following I -board-
Insert: ., provided however that participation by a financial 

institution in projects of over $1 million is at the discretion 
of the board· 

7. Page 27, line 22. 
'-Pollowinq: -private

Insert: ·or· 

8. Page 30, line 1. 
Followings ·aeeeea~~· 
Strike: reaainder of lin. 1 throug'h ·PUBLIC· on liea 3. 
Insert: ·be broadly representative of the state, seeking to balance 

professional expertise and public interest and accountability· 

i 
.-•• ~.r _ 4 

, 

DB CORCUUBD DI 
f" 

-', 

.......................................................................................... ~ 
ALLEN C. lCOLSTAD, Chairman. \ ~ STATE PUB. CO. 

Helena, Mont. 
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SENATE COMMITTEE BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY 

Date ___ 3_/_2_4_/_8_3 _______ ---~ Bill No. 570 Time ___ _ 

NAME YES NO 

PAUL F. BOYLAN V 

B. F. CHRIS CHRISTIAENS V 

HAROLD L. DOVER V 

DAVID FULLER 

DELWYN GAGE t/ 
PAT M. GOODOVER V 

GARY P. LEE, VICE CHAIRMAN V 
PAT REGAN V--

PAT M. SEVERSON V 

ALLEN C. KOLSTAD, CHAIRMAN 

" ".-", 

Mimi Fancher ALLEN C. KOLSTAD 
Secretary Chairman 

Uotion: 4. C&:nt.~ vAv · 

(Include enough information on motion -- :t>ut wibl yellow copy of 
committee report. 



ROLL CALL VOTE 

SENATE COMMITTEE BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY 

Date __ 3/_2_4_/_8_3 ___ ---~ Bill NO.t1/0 Time ___ _ 

NAME YES NO 

PAUL F. BOYLAN / 

B. F. CHRIS CHRISTIAENS V 

HAROLD L. DOVER V 

DAVID FULLER V--
DELWYN GAGE / 

PAT M. GOODOVER V 

GARY P. LEE, VICE CHAIRMAN ~ 

PAT REGAN ../' 

PAT M. SEVERSON / 

ALLEN C. KOLSTAD, CHAIRMAN V 

"" '., 

Mimi Fancher ALLEN C. KOLSTAD 
Secretary Chairman 

Motion: 4" ~~ d-ev, 

(Include enough information on motion -- put wit.il yellow copy of 
committee report. 
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BOARD OF CRIME CONTROL 
~ 

HELErJ~?T~6~¥AL~I~G5960t 
TELEPHONE No. 449-3604 

IN REPLY HEFER TO: 

A1llendment to House Bill 523 to Regulate Private Security Patrolmen and 
Private Investigators. 

Section 12, Page 16, starting on line 4 

delete "has been" 

delete "and" 

delete all of lines 5 and 6 

On line 4 insert "is" before "a" 

Line 4 should read: (b) is a citizen of the United States. 



SUBMITTED BY: Clayton Baines, 3/24/83, 
EXHIBIT NO. 2 

Move to Professionalism: 
Security Guard Stan:dards 

Fighting crime is not solely a police function. 

WHILE privately employed security 
personnel are not policemen. when 
prorxr1y trained and equipped, and 
adequate safeguards are taken to as~ure 
high moral character, they are cnme 
prevention and deterrent (lids to law en
forcement. 

Unfortunately. most law enforce
ment agencies are required to ope~ate 
with a budget not related to d~S1red 
police coverage of the commumty or . 
private enterprise. The security officer 
can afford that specific crime suppr~s
sicn function, offering each commumty 
a little added protection that the 
overworked. understaffed police agen
cies cannot. 

There are, of course. some negative 
asp~ts to hiri.ng private se?urity firf!1s. 
Large security compames requIre 
back~round checks, training in law en
forcement, criminal code, first aid, safe
tv ad infinitum. But, those small 
·'bootstrap" operation companies that 
operate out of private h?mes or s~all 
offices may not be orgamzed to provIde 
a comolete training program, nor are 
their facilities such to provide an 
adequate background examination. 
Exceptions to the rule may exist, but on 
the norm, a small security company 
does not. provide a ~e.vel of 
professionahsm and supervlSlon that 
should be required. 

The security officer should have a 
background in law enforcement prior. to 
employment. He then should receIve 

NOEL F. ROGERS Is Director of Securi
ty, Western Forge Corporation, 
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80907, and 
an instructor and member of the 
Criminal Justice Department Advisory 
Board, Colorado Technical Col/ege, 
Colorado Springs. He Is a retired special 
egMt, Army CID, whose last assignment 
was personal security officer to the 
Supreme Allied Commander, General 
Alexander M. Halg, Jr. He graduated 
with a B.S. degree In law enforcement 
end corrections from the University of 
Nebraska and earned his M.S. In educa
tion at the University of Southern Califor
nia. 
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specialized training in security work 
such as electronic surveillance 
techniques, !o~k and k~y ~ontrols, 
physical tralmng, fire-fIghting and 
prevention,. 3nd safety. . 

It is felt Ul many secunty and I~w en
forcement circles that the adoption by 
all states of a proposed model code ~or 
private security could upgrade security 
officer standards to the extent that law 
enforcement agencies would tend to rely 
more heavily on them for assist~nce of a 
limited nature. The Committee of 
National Security Companies has been 
attempting for two years to complete 
such a code for submission to the 
Private Security Advisory Commission 
of the federal Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration (LEAA). 
Ultimately, it WOUld, with the LEAA 
imprimatur, hopefully be adopte? and 
codified by all states for regulatIOn of 
security company operations. If law en
forcement agencies were confident that 
all private security officers were well 
qualified, trained, of good mpral 
character, and competen~ly superVIsed, 
a liaison would be estabhshed whereby 
the police officer would tend to seek out 
information and assistance to build up 
that much needed store of police in-
te11i$ence material. . 

FIghting crime is not sole!y a ~~llce 
function. AU the support assIstance ob
tainable should be amassed from any 
source available and used by that agen
c,! responsible for area crime suppres
sIon. 

a wealth of information to law enforce
ment agencies if only they were ass~red 
of the reliability of this informatIOn. 
These companies maintain logs and 
reports of suspicious persons and 
vehicles at the business locations they 
are hired 10 prolect. Also, they have 
developed personal contact wilh adult 
and juvenik citizenry. resu!ting from 
daily contact at one Job sIte. As an 
example, a situation has b~en reported 
where a security officer was able to ob
tain information on a runaway juvenile 
from other juveniles at a gameroom 
where he worked. The information was 
relayed to the local police department 
and resulted in the juvenile being 
returned home. A rash of office 
burglaries was stopped with informa
tion provided by a securit~ office.r who 
diligently recorded vehIcle license 
numbers during his tour of duty at a 
large office complex. 

Industrial security programs that 
employ their own security officers have 
somewhat of an advantage over con
tract security companies in that they 
can set their own standards. Typically, 
such companies will set salaries at a 
much higher scale than the contract 
security company, resulting in a higher 
caliber secunty officer. There is also a 
trend towards a higher stature of securi
ty managers in recent years. There was 
a period when a security manager 
ranked quite low on the corporate 
totem pole; and usually, the Job of 
security was in addition to the primary 
position, normally safety or personnel. 
The trend now is toward security 
managers with a background and 
education in law enforcement, security, 
and management and who are well 
placed and welt paid. 

Lloyd Singer, president of Motorola 
Teleprograms, Inc., commented, 

The solution of the accelerating growth of 
crime In America Is beyond the power of 
public law enforcement agencies by 
themselves. The rapid growth of security 
personnel Is in direct response to this 
situation, but an Increase in the number of 
security personnel alone will not get 
business-related losses under control 
without adequate training of security 
forces. The U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
recently estimated such losses at more 
than $20 billion per year - about 17 per
cent of aU after-tax corporate profits. 
The crime situation is progressively 

deteriorating even with advanced law 
enforcement methods, equipment, per
sonnel. and support. As pohce agencies 
concentrate on a specific high-crime 
rate and start an abatem~nt of reported 
crimes in one area, the tate of reported 
crimes in another area begins to rise. It 
seems to be a never-ending circle. 
Private security firms must follow the 
lead of police agencies and upgrade all 
standards to the best of their ability. A 
conscientious effort must be made by all 
for the good of all. * 
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Testimony before the Senate Business and Industry Committee 

24 March 1983 

In the matter of house bill 523 

Positions opposed to passage 

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate Business and Indust~ Committees 

!~ name is James Steven Jasper, and I am a licensed private investigator 

holding license number 218. I have been a licensed private investigator 

since October 22, 1980. I am here to testify against the passage of house 

bill 523. While I do not object to the intentions of those favoring a 

high level of professionalism, I do have many questions about the frame-

work of this legislation. 

As a bUSinessperson, I have grave reservations about the figures quoted 

in the attatched fiscal note to this bill. Assuming those to be accurate, 

the potential cost of maintaining my license could prohibit m from offering 

my services on a competitive basis. ..., 
", 

Concerning the provisions for the "board of private security patrol-

men and investigators," there appears to be a mixing of apples and oranges. 

The professions are not synonymous. They a re different. To regulate them 

under the sama IaN presents some serious conflicts. The current law gover-

ning the regulation of private investigators--as a profession--is awork-

able one. In any event, I believe it appropriate that investigators reg

ulate investigators. 

}lost _:1.m~ortantly, this bill contains no grand! athe r provia ion for 



those private investigators who are currently performing in'.a competent 

and professional manner. Some investigators, such as myself, are pri-

marily engaged in work related to civil law. Hence, we have no need for 

firearm permits and the related requireDents. In effect, this bill would 

if enacted, prohibit me from guaranteeing my clients that I could continue 

to offer my services beyond October 1, 1983. 

Specific Objections/Questions: 

Statement of Intent 

Subsection 5 

Page 2, lines 1-11 

Page 8, line 14 

Page 12, line 13 

Page 13, line 10 

Page 16, line 10 

Page 17, line 3 

Page 11, lines 1-11 

Concerning training programs, aside from fire
ann training, what are these programs to en
compass? Hem much will they impact the licers e 
fee? 

Concerning the makeup of the board, potem-ial for 
conflict of interest exists. Considerations . for: 
private_security businesses should be separa~ 
from those for private investigators. 

How serious is the problem of incompetence? 
Specifically, how lIlany of the complaints are 
directed at the work of private investigators? 

This new provision makes DP mention of the authority 
of district court judges /who in the past have 
had the authority for granting firearm permi~ • 
HOlf do the courts feel about this? 

Concerning fees for the services of the attorney 
general, how will these affect the license fee? 

In the interest of professionalism, should we 
allow convicted felons to obtain licenses? 

Should military service records be a factor? 

It is not clear why someone with these qualifications 
would be applying for a license under this act. 
Would th~ not already be covered? 



Page 17, line 20 

Page 18, line 11 

Page 19, lines 3-5 

~. I '1 ~.~ \~ J- \ ~ 
P~e 19, line 15 

Page 20, lines 23-25 

Page 23, lines 23-25 

Page 24, lines 1-4 

Page 25, line 12 

Page 28, line 19 

Page 29, line 17 

Page 27, lines 24-25 

. '. 

"Maylt require a written exam seems somewhat ar
bitrar,y. Should this requirement not be clearly 
defined in the ]a w? 

Concerning the license fee, it should be clea" ly 
defined in the law. Businesspeople fix their rates 
taking into consideration the cost of licenses. 
How can we determine accurately the cost of our 
semces to our clients whenve do not knar the 
cost of doing business? 

Conce rning these requirements, aren I t they vague? 

What is the justification for this? All infor
mation relating to a private investigator's 
license is on record with the department, which 
is the regulating agency. That agency alone 
should be the repository for that information. 

Concerning the training requirements of a pri
vate investigator, should those not be determined 
solely by private investigators and their clients? 
And how much will that training cost? 

The employer-employee relationship is not clear 
here. There is some question as to whether the 
employer 1s thereby limited in his hiring dis
cretion. After all, the employer already has 
a license. 

,.J!..0-' 

Is this constitutional? Regardless, in the normal 
course of one I s work, a private investigator Will 
identify him or herself as such. 

"Unprofessional conduct" should be clear~ de
fined in the law. 

Potential conflict of interest. 

Is an off-duty policeman or wanan actually im
personating a police officer while working in 

this capacity'l 



Page 31, line 25 

Page 32, lines 10-13 

Page 33 

For the client who pays taxes in addition to 
the security guard fee, is he or she not p~ing 
for the same service twice? Furthermore, how 
are these people to find work if t hey do not 
seek it1 

_" If such badges are allowed to be used, how will 
"this affect the public's perception of the persons 
holding badges, their roles and authority? What 
was the rationale behind prohibiting such use 
under the present law? 

There is no provision for those who are already 
competent, licensed professionals. This bill 
would severely inhibit their ability to carry 
out their livelihoods. This bill presents a 
whole new set of vague and undefined rules for 
private investigators with no guarantee that 
they will be allowed to continue their practices. 

In conclusion, I sumnit that this bill should not be passed. The cur-

rent statute regulating private investigators is a viable one. It should be 

retained. I thank you for this opportunity to testify. 

,,' ", 
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HOUSE BILL 523 

Amend Section 5, line 8 to read as follows: 

"Special agents employed by railroad companies." 

" '., 
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LARCHMONT GOLF COURSE, INC. 

3200 OLD FORT ROAD 

MISSOULA, MONTANA 59801 

February 7, 1983 

Memo I All Public Municipal Golf Courses 

406-721-4416 

Regarding House Bill #576 - Beer & Wine License 

This proposal was heard before the Business & Industry 
Committee at 9.00am on Friday February 4th in room 420 
at the State Capitol. 

Appearing on behalf of this proposal were Barbara Evans, 
Missoula County Commissioner, Bill Verwolf, Helena 
Assistant City manager, and myself. 

Appearing in opposition to the Bill, the Representative 
for the Tavern Owners Association. 

State Representative Lory, from Missoula, introduced the 
Bill with a strong recommendation for passage. Proponents 
and opponents had their opportunity to speak prior to 
questions from the Committee. The entire session lasted 
45 minutes. 

~ JS". 

House Bill #576 did receive a Do Pas~' recommendation from 
the Business & Industry Committge~proved by a 12 to 7 
margin. 

I believe that it is very important for all of the golf 
facilities with an interest in this legislation to direct 
all available energy toward passage of HB576. 

If any information is desired, please contact this office 
and we will respond with all available facts and figures. 

DANIEL f. DESmOND 
General Manager 

- -
/I,L" / 



LARCHMONT GOLF COURSE, INC. 

3200 OLD FORT ROAD 

MISSOULA, MONTANA 59801 

February 3, 1983 

MEMO 

Regarding Montana House Bill #5761 
Municipal Golf Course Beer & Wine License 

406-721-4416 

The following communities have been contacted regarding 
their support for the above bill. 

- --

Hamilton Golf Club (Ravalli County Facility) They have 
a Beer and Wine License at present. However, this Bill 
would allow them to sell the existing permit and realize 
a financial gain for their facility that would be of 
great benefit at this time. They support this Bill. 

Broadus Golf Club (Powder River County Facility) They do 
not have a license at this time and are in support of this 
Bill. 

Overland Golf Club (City of Big Timber) They do not have 
a license at this time and are in sUp'port of this Bill. 

Polson Golf Club (City of Polson) They do not have a 
license at this time and are in support of this Bill. 

R. O. Speck Golf Course (City of Great Falls) This course 
operates the food and beverage departments on a concession 
basis with the current lessee providing their own license. 
They are supportive of this Bill as it would provide them 
with greater flexibility of operation. 

Anaconda Golf Course (City of Great Falls) Same as above. 

Forsyth Golf Club (City of Forsyth) This facility has a 
valid full liquor license. This Bill would not provide 
any additional benefit for their operation. 

Bill Roberts Golf Club (City of Helena) This facility 
does not have a license at this time. This Bill would 
be of direct benefit to the cash flow of this operation. 



LARCHMONT GOLF COURSE, INC. 

3200 OLD FORT ROAD 

MISSOULA, MONTANA 59801 

February 3, 1983 

Memo continued, House Bill 4576 

Madison County Golf Course (Located in Ennis) 
facility does not have a license at this time. 
in support of this Bill. 

406-721-4416 

This 
They are 

Pineridge Golf Club (City of Roundup) This facility does 
have a license in use, however, they did offer their 
support for this Bill. 

Harlowton Golf Club (City of Harlowton) They are in full 
support of this Bill. 

Exchange Golf Club (City of Billings) They are in full 
support of this Bill. 

Buffalo Hills Golf Course (City of Kalispell) They have 
a valid full liquor license in use. This license does 
belong to the Golf Association and not to the City. 

Larchmont Golf Course (Missoula County Facility) This 
facil! ty does not have a license and .remains in complete 
support of this Bill. .,~' 

Establishing this special classification for Beer and Wine 
service would be in keeping with existing special Liquor 
Licenses providing exemptions for Airports and for Resorts. 

The communities involved would realize additional cash 
revenue thereby reducing potential need for tax dollars. 

Beer and wine service at all public oolf facilities would 
enhance useage and serve as a convenience to the public 
who support the game of golf. 

Spokane County realizes a percentage income from golf 
course concessionaires. The concessionaires report 
that they are experiencing an average gross income per 
round of play of 51.29. 
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MI(Q)NlI'ANA 
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STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO HB576 BY DONALD W. LARSON, REGISTERED 
LOBBYIST. BEFORE THE SENATE BUSINESS & INDUSTRY COMMITTEE - 3/24/83 

HB576 is opposed by the Montana Tavern Association. 

This is a bill for one golf course ... Larchmont in Missoula. 

The attached new~_release from the Missoulian, dated January 21st, 

tells you why they want to sell beer and wine. They're broke and 

they want to bailout their defunct operation by getting a free 

license at the expense of those in this industry who have to pay 

for theirs. 

If Larchmont hasn't been able to make it as a golf course, where 

is the e~uity in putting the burden on an already hard-pressed industry 

to solve their financial problems? 

Perhaps the most important point is that Initiative #94 proposed 

to eliminate the beer/wine quota. This issue went to the voters of 

Montana last November and it was defeated by a 3 to 2 margin. The 

only county in the state that voted for 1-94 was Missoula. The other 

55 counties said NO, we do not want to eliminate the quota system. 

In addi tion to defying the expressed will.:"()f the voters of Montana, 

this bill is unjust. Tavern owners PAY for their licenses; publicly 
owned golf courses would not. Tavern owners PAY taxes on their bus

inesses; publicly owned golf courses would not. Then HB576 allows 

this tax-free, nonquota license to be leased out. Montana tavern 

operators are prohibited by statute from doing this. 

Bills like this have come before the Legislature in session after 

session, only to be rejected because they are local, self-serving issues. 

But they could impact on every community and every on-sale retail. licen~ 

see in the state. 

We urge this Committee to likewise reject HB576. 
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SUPERIOR CLIPPING SERVICE 
SUPERIOR, MONT. 59877. 

.. , 
Plan Viould pe~mit 
beer on golf coul·ses 
1·~ 

By JEFF COLE 
of fhe Missoulian 

The connection between beer and 
golf, says one Missoula duffer. is as 
natural as that between dog and 
bone. 

Applying IIwt logic, county offi
ci"ls have convinced a local legislator 
to propose a law making it easier to 
serve beer and wine at the city's fi
nancially strained Larchmont munici
pal golf course. 

The bill, requested by county 
Commissioner Barbara Evans, would 
exempt the state's public courses 
from the quot.a system limiting the 
number of liquor licenses to be used 
in a given area. 

It is being drafted by the Legisla
tive Council and Rep. Earl Lory, a 
Missoula Republican, said this week 
that he will sponsor the measure. 

Larchmont's newly appointed fi
nance coordinator, county Budget Of
ficer Paul Dwight, said that he has 
been trying to find a way to provide 
beer and wine sales at the course. 

While he still doesn't know if the 
course could acquire the necessary li
cense, Dwight said, "I feel in the 
back of my mind that it (the change) 
can't hurt. that it can only help." 

Lnrchmont's municipal golf 
COllfS(' on;Jfd was disbanded by the 
comissioners last month and replaced 
with Dwight, who is charged with 
reorgani7.ing the debt-troubled 
course. 

Larchmont. valued at $2.6 million, 
was started with a $530,000 federal 
recreation grant almost five years 
ago. The 1ft-hole course is just west 
of Heser\'e Street and south of Mis
souln Community Hospital. near Fort 
Missoula. 

To complete the course, the com
missioners approved the sale of $\.1 
million in bonds in 1981. But con
struction dl'lays and cost overruns, 

coupled with high, 13;5 percent inter-
. est rates on the bonds, brought seri

ous financial ~es on the course by 
the end of its first partial season last 
summer. 

Last fall, me commissioners lent 
the course $100,000 from the tax-sup
ported county general fund. 

And golf course board memhers 
arrived before the commissioners in 
December in search of another $100,-
000 loan. 

The commissioners refused, in
stead appointing Dwight to salvage 
the operation. 

He said this week that he believes 
the course can survive with a strong 
season and turnout during the next 
few years. "We're still here," he 
said. "We're going on a day-to-day 
basis. " 

Dwight said he has spent much of 
the last several weeks re-negotiating 
debts with course creditors. 

"They want us to survive," 
Dwight said, and local businessmen 
in particular "have been very, very 
helpful. " 

Both Dwight and Dan Desmond, 
course pro and manager, said that 
local golfers have also been offering 
to heIp in any way possible. 

Desmond said that if,the proposed 
change in law ultimatel{means they 
can serve alcohol. "Jt definitely 
would have a very positive effect on 
c;lsh flow for us." 

While there's no way to tell ex
actly how much money could be 
raised through liquor sales, Desmond 
said, a similar Spokane, Wash., 
course earns about $30,000-$40,000 
annually from beer and wine sales. 

lie said Ihat during last summer's 
P;lIt inl season, golfers frequently left 
lor a cold, alcoholic beverage after 
playing several rounds. 

If the drinks were available at the 
course: he added, "they might very 
well be inclined to play another 
round. " 
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SUBMITTED BY: Margaret Johnson 3/24/83, EXHIBIT NO. 8 

TESTIMONY OF MARGARET N. JOYCE lTOHNSON 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 

REGARDING HOUSE BILL 595 

The State Auditor is the Commissioner of Insurance 

according to Section 2-15-1903, Montana Code Annotated. 

Title 33, MCA, makes the Commissioner of Insurance 

responsible for the regulation of the business of 

insurance in the State of Montana. Section 33-3-202 was 

enacted in 1947 at a time when the Auditor's Office, or 

more specifically, the Commissioner of Insurance did not 

have his own legal staff. It places upon both the 

Commissioner and the Attorney General the duty of 

examining and approving proposed articles of 

incorporation of domestic insurers. Presumably, the 

duties of examination and approval were placed upon the 

",' 

Attorney General at that time to assu~e legal review of 

those documents before an insurer was permitted to 

incorporate in this state. 

Since 1975, the Insurance Commissioner has had his own 

legal staff. The Department of Justice has requested 

that House Bill 595 be introduced as a matter of 

housekeeping so that the statutory duties correspond to 

the office best equipped to carry them out. There is no 

doubt that the Auditor's office, involved on a continual 



-2-

basis, as it is, with the regulation of insurance, is 

the office which possesses the greatest amount of 

expertise in this area. The requirement of examination 

and approval of proposed articles of incorporation of 

domestic insurers by the Attorney General has outlived 

its usefulness. It is proper at this time to recognize 

the expertise which the Insurance Department of the 

Auditor's office possesses both in its staff attorney 

and in its constant dealings in the regulation of the 

business of insurance by giving that office full 

responsibility for the examination and approval of all 

proposed articles of insurance of domestic insurers. 

It is our understanding that the Auditor's office has 

no objection to this transfer of statutory ctuties in 

this area. 



SUBMITTED BY: Staff Attorney Greg Petesch, 3/24/83, EXHIBIT NO. 9 

Proposed Amendments to HB 871 

1. Page 2, line 8. 
Following: line 7 
Insert: "(5) "Major project" means a project whose cost or 

appraised value exceeds $800,000." 
Renumber: subsequent subsections 

2. Page 15, line 22. 
Following: "26]." 
Strike: remainder of line 22 through line 6 on page 16 in their 

entirety 

3. Page 27, line 18. 
Following: "project" 
Insert: "if the cost or appraised value is less than 

$1 million," 

4. Page 27, line 21. 
Following: "project" 
Insert: ", if the cost or appraised value is less than 

$1 million," 

GP3/ HB 871 
________ ~~ ______ ----__________________________________ ~ ___________ ._. _______ • ______ ~. __ 0 



Amendments to HB 853 

1. Page 6, line 24. 
Following: "WAGER" 
Strike: "ON" 
Insert: " at" 

2. Page 7, line 2. 
Following: "member,,:" 
Insert: "The governor may not appoint any member who would have 

a conflict of interest during his term of appointment." 

3. Page 9, line 10. 
Following: "govern" 
Insert: "horse" 

4. Page 10, line 24. 
Following: "officials" 
Insert: "for the department" 

5. Page 14, line 9. 
Following: "OF" 
Insert: "exotic" 
Following: "ON" 
Strike: "EXOTIC" 

6. Page 14, line 10. 
Following: "AND" 
Insert: "up to 30% of the amount set aside may be used" 

7. Page 14, line 16. 
Fo llowing : "FORMS OF" 
Insert: "wagering on" 

8. Page 16, line 13. 
Following: "EXOTIC" 
Insert: "wagering on" 

9. Page 17, line 6. 
Following: "chapter." 

"r ", 

Insert: "The licensee shall, at the same time, pay to the 
department all sums collected under 23-4-202(4) (d) on exotic 
wagering on races." 
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APPEARING ON ~iICH PROPOSAL: ____ ~fI __ ~a$L_~</~2~3L_ __________ __ 

DO YOU: SUPPORT? ~ AMEND? 
i --------

OPPOSE? 

~~~/ COMMENT: 
- 5 

"'. , .. 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY. 

" 



(This sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

N~~E' ~ eLi &/24 
ADDRESS: 1.tY$yI£/ . 
PHONE: tf Y"3 - /Q(~dJ if. ~ 

~i~;P~-' ~ 
RE?RESENTING WHOM? M ~,.; ~?~ ~, 
AP PEARl NG ON WH I CH PROPOSAL: _.J-H..J.....-t;:;,.5.....;5~J-~1-:=::...-__ "---________ _ 

DO YOU: SUPPORT? ><: AMEND? ---- OPPOSE? ------

COMMENT: 
- - • -5 

,./:to" 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY. 



(This sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

Nk~E'~_~ L ;!MtV 
ADD RF.S S : ~-:;<&<.~ 

PHONE: -(ff- J7:3 7 

RE?RESENTING WHOM? ~ / ~/ (2#. ~ 
APPEARING ON WHICH PROPOSAL: titS .,J-J:3 . 

00 YOU: SUPPORT? ---- AMEND? ---- OPPOSE? 

" "'~ 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY. 



, 

(This sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 
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00 YOU: SUPPORT? -----

COMMENT: 
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PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY. 
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ADDP£Ss:~I~o_~~I __ ~I_~_h~e_fi_.~d __ ~_v __ ~ __ ~~(. _________________________________ _ 

PHONE : _--=Y::.l-Y~fJ/-· _" -_''I_O_L_ . .::;:.d-____________________ _ 
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(This sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

NA."1E: _{~ R-} b [1.4 --) 

A~DRESS: I ~ $, 'I TH £, T· /l16 r2 T 1-1 

PHONE: L/rY-/C,'7 I 
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