MINUTES OF THE MEETING
STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
MONTANA STATE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

February 11, 1985

The meeting of the State Administration Committee was
called to order by Chairman Sales at 9:00 a.m. on the
above date in Room 317, State Capitol.

ROLL CALL: Seventeen members present with Rep. Pistoria
absent.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 542: Rep. Dan Harrington,
District #52, sponsor of the bill, explained that this bill
would remove the exemptions for residential buildings con-
taining less than five dwelling from the state building
construction standards and said that this would be consumer
protection wherever they live. He said that building codes
are needed to insure that buildings are inspected for all
state residences. This would prevent duplication of in-
spection with the FmHA, FHA and VA and it would be protection
for the largest single investment most Montanans make which
is their homes.

PROPONENTS: James Kembel, Administrator of the Building
Codes Division of the Department of Administration, spoke

in support of HB 542 and read his prepared testimony attached
as Exhibit #1.

H.S. "Sonny" Hanson, Montana Technical Council, said their
group opposed this section of the bill when it was introduced
in 1971 and were in support of this bill.

OPPONENTS: Wilbur L. Anderson, General Manager of Vigilante
Electric Cooperative, Inc., Dillon, Montana, said that the
additional costs of meeting imposed codes and inspections in
the range of $5500/6500 per single family home is punitive

in nature and a very poor way tO encourage energy ccnservation.
He read his prepared testimony which is attached as Exhibit #2.

Gary Marbut, energy consultant and designer for residential
energy conservation, Missoula, Montana, spoke in opposition

to the bill and presented prepared testimony which is attached
as Exhibit #3.

Terry Carmody, Montana Association of Realtors, in opposition

to the bill, said that mcst facts had been stated by the other
opponents but wanted to make one point. If the Model Conser-

vation Standards are adopted this will eliminate approximately
25% of the potential ' buyers of new homes.

There being no further proponents and no opponents, the
hearing was open for questions from the Committee.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 542: Rep. Nelson asked Mr.
Marbut if he considered this as Federal blackmail, to which
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Mr. Marbut replied affirmatively.

There being no further questions from the Committee, Rep.
Harrington closed saying that the vast majority of home
builders look at the safety and health of the occupants
and that single family dwellings and those buildings with
less than five dwellings would benefit from this bill.

The hearing was closed on HB- 542.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 523: Rep. Bob Raney,
District #82, sponsor of this legislation, said it would
provide for acquiring easements of abandoned railroad
‘rights-of-way. It is projected that another 229 miles

of railroad will be abandoned in the near future. The
State cannot afford to buy these abandoned railroads and
the purpose is to acquire an easement of those existing
rights-of-ways. If the State has acquired the easements
they would be able to take over that property at a very low
cost if, at some time in the future, that is desirable.

In the meantime, the adjacent landowners could continue to
use that property basically for agriculture but would have
to be responsible for moving any structures that had been
constructed on those easements. This would be administered
by the Department of State Lands. ’

PROPONENTS: Rep. Fritz, District #56, appeared before the
Committee to enter into the record a letter from the City
of Missoula as being in support of HB 523. (See Exhibit
#4 attached).

Rep. Cobb had planned to appear but was unable to dc so.
Rep. Raney explained Rep. Cobb's remarks to the Committee.
Rep. Cobb said there are a lot of technical problems with
the easements as they don't really know who has the rights
to these abandoned rights-of-way.

OPPONENTS: There were no opponents.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 523: Rep. Raney said that the
railroads don't want the opposition to abandonment and
perhaps they would give the State easements to these rights-
of-ways. It may be necessary to come back next session for
an appropriation. These would include transportation
corridors, not necessarily railroads. The State would
acquire the right of easement on the property, not on any
appurtenances.

Bill Fogarty, Department of Commerce, told Rep. Jenkins

in answer to his question concerning an overpass, that in
the case of the Geraldihe line the highway was going to take
out the overpass. The overpass would have to be rebuilt
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in the event the railroad was used again or a crossing

would have to be established which would be less cost.

This would have to be worked out with the highway department.
Mr. Fogarty, in answer to Rep. Harbin's question about the
projected 229 miles to be abandoned, said this was entirely
possible as they already have applications for abandonment.

Without further comment, Rep. Raney closed his presentation
on HB 523.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 725: Rep. Francis Bardanouve,
District #16, said that this was a very serious bill. He
said this bill would provide for the aspiration for the
future in some form of art work to be placed in front of the
Capitol rather than the statue of General Meagher and provides
for Gen. Meagher to be moved to the front of the Veterans'

and Pioneer Memorial Building. He said he did not wish to
reduce his dignity or position in Montana history and felt

it would be appropriate to this statute to be moved to the
Memorial Building and have some other type of art work in

its place. The funding for this would be about $15,000 from
the cultural fund of the coal tax money for the committee to
operate, to advertise throughout America for suggetions and
for meeting and travel expenses for the committee. This
funding would not come from the general fund. If the bill
passes this committee it should be proverly referred to
Appropriations. There is approximately $600,000 in this
cultural fund at the present time.

PROPONENTS : Rep. Dorothy Bradley appeared and said she
shared the enthusiasm of Rep. Bardanouve for this project

OPPONENTS: Robert VanDerVere, Helena, representing the
Concerned Citizens, told the Committee that he lived in Helena
12 months of the year and though that most people in Helena
wanted the statute of Gen. Meagher left where it is. If it

is moved you never know what might be sitting in its place.

Rep. William (Red) Menahan, spoke against moving Gen. Meagher
and submitted twc letters to the Committee as testimony.
(Exhibits 5 and 6).

Sen. J.D. Lynch, said that as a teacher he thought it very
important not to forget our past even though it is very
important also to look to the future. He said this has
always been a symbol in front of the Capitol and said that
a suitable place could be found for the proposed art work.

Bob Lee, former Senator from Butte, and a member of the
Ancient Order of Hibernians of Helena, said he was not
against the bill but was against moving Gen. Meagher. He
suggested that if the Committee passed this bill, the
moving of Gen. Meagher be amended out of the bill.
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Tom Cheney, Helena, recommended against moving Gen. Meagher's
statue.

Hal Stearns, speaking on behalf of preservation of history,
said that Gen. Meagher was a symbol of freedom and said that
he should be in front of the Capitol.

There being no further proponents or opponents, the hearing
was open to questions from the Committee.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 725: Rep. O'Connell asked if
Gen. Meagher was the first Territorial Governor of the State
of Montana. Mr. Lee said he was the first Secretary of
State appointed for the Territory, however, there was some
discussion concerning just what position he did hold.

Rep. Jenkins asked Rep. Bardanouve about buying the Russell
collection from the Elks' Club in Great Falls. Rep. Bardanouve
said they have no money for this type of purchase and they

are trying to find the money as the art will be so0ld before

the 1987 session. It would cost around $495,000 to buy that
collection. A private donor has given about $45,000 which
would buy one o0il painting but the rest of the money is

needed immediately as they may have a Sheriff's sale for

that collection.

Rep. Fritz said the bill does not define aspirations for the
future to which Rep. Bardanouve replied that is a difficult
thing to define.

Rep. 0'Connell excused from the meeting.

Rep. Moore asked Rep. Bardanouve what the cost would be to
move the statue of Gen. Meagher. Rep. Bardanouve replied
that the cost would be relatively small and it would not be
the majority of the cost.

In closing, Rep. Bardanouve said that the argument from the
Butte representatives concerning moving the statue was a
very shallow argument as Butte moved the statue of Marcus
Daly to the campus of Montana Tech and all this bill would
do is move the statue of Gen. Meagher a few 100 feet. There
is also no way of knowing the cost until the design was
approved by the Legislature.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 555: Rep. Dorothy Bradley,
District #79, sponsor, said she introduced the bill because
she had never been happy with the electoral college system
and was under the impression there was nothing to be done
about it. However, after researching the subject, she said
it was up to the states to decide how their electoral votes
were to be delegated. This bill would change it to a
district system rather than winner-take-all. At the present

time we vote for four electors. If we went to a district
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system, the two congressional votes would come straight
from those two districts. The two for the senate would be
from the state at large. . This is really what was
envisioned by the original statesmen of the state and was
used by a number of states up until about 1920. In 1969
Maine went back to this kind of system and everybody has
been very satisfied. She stated three reasons for the
passage of the bill: (1) it is a matter of fairness,

(2) would create more activity in the presidential years,
and (3) would decrease the chances of putting a person in
the White House who loses the popular vote but wins the
electoral vote which has happened three times in the past.

PROPONENTS: McKinley Anderson, private citizen, presented
his testimony to the Committee, Exhibit #7, in the form

of a study by Stuart Whitehair and Dr. Conrad McBride,
Montana State University. He also explained three charts
he presented to the Committee. He said at the present time
that 12 states east of the Mississippi River elect the
president. He said this bill would be a means of creating
equality.

There were no further proponents.

OPPONENTS: Steve Yeakel, Executive Director of the
RepublicanParty, said this bill was introduced, in his

opinion, by a member of the opposite party out of frustration
because of the 1984 election and said there is only one other
state in the union doing it this way. If this bill is intended
to abolish the electoral system, it is too weak to do so. 1If
the intent is to strengthen the electoral college, this is
provided for in the Constitution. This Legislature has been
very nonpartisanin any past election bills and asked that the
Committee continue to do so.

There being no further proponents or opponents, the hearing
was open to questions from the Committee.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 555: Rep. Fritz asked Rep.
Bradley about her reference to Richard Nixon possibly de-
feating President Kennedy in the election when Kennedy
received more popular votes. Rep. Bradley said this could
still happen but there would be a smaller chance of that
with this bill.

In closing, Rep. Bradley, said this is a matter of fairness
and it has a record of working elsewhere.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 515: Rep. Kelly Addy, said
that the judicial branch had requested that this bill be
tabled in committee in view of the budget restraints this
session even though the Salary Commission had recommended pay
raises for judges.
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CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 550: Rep. Jan Brown,
House District #46, sponsor of the bill, explained the
purpose which would be to establish a sick leave fund for
employees to draw upon in the event of illness when they
had used up their own sick leave. She also had a proposed
amendment from the Montana Federation of Teachers which
she presented to the Committee. She also told the
Committee that she felt the expenses could be cut some-
what on the fiscal note. Rep. Brown also presented
written testimony, Exhibit #8.

PROPONENTS: Linda Sprau, employee of the Department of
Highways, read her prepared testimony, Exhibit #9.

Doris Siepert, representing the Department of Labor and
Industry Committee for Women, read her prepared testimony
which is attached as Exhibit 10.

Rhonda Boyle, representing the Interdepartmental Coordinat-
ing Committee for Women, suggested an amendment to include
one of their representatives. (See Exhibit #11)

Ellen Feaver, Director of the Department of Administration,
said they do agree with the bill but have no idea what the
usage would be and that the cost would be minimal.

OPPONENTS: There were no opponents.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 550: Rep. Jenkins asked if

this was strictly voluntary. Rep. Brown said that the
advisory council would work out the procedures for donating
sick leave and said they left it open so these different
instances could be taken care of but it is strictly voluntary.

Linda Sprau said that employees would not be able to borrow
more than what has been donated. If the sick leave fund is
empty there would be nothing to borrow. She also said there
is no maximum in State employment of the sick leave days
that can be accumulated.

In closing, Rep. Brown asked the Committee to look closely
at this bill and consider passage.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 18: Rep. Earl
Lory, District #59, explained that the current limit for
cons truction projects in the University system to be built
without approval is $25,000. The University of Montana has
four projects under way that exceed this $25,000. These are
not appropriated funds so they do not need an appropriation
but simply a resolution of approval.

PROPONENTS : Neil Bucklew, President of the University of
Montana, explained the four projects currently contemplated.
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He said that in two cases it is bond proceeds, one is a
grant from an individual non-profit organization and one
is regent building fees.

PROPONENTS: There were no proponents.
QPPONENTS: There were no opponents.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 18: Mr. Bucklew
said that the Regents have reviewed these projects and

have authorized that they be done. The river front property
is in excess of $100,000 - this is 10 acres of property
between the campus and the river. This would be $197,000

of bond proceeds. The Mansfield Center grant from the
Mansfield fund is $60,000; the expansion of parking lot W

is bond proceeds and the classroom project would be $70,000
from the Regents building fee.

Rep. Phillips asked just what a Regents building fee is.
Mr. Bucklew said it is fees paid by all students on the
campus and this goes back several decades. There is about
$100,000 available per year.

Rep. Cody asked if they would be coming back in a year or
two and ask for maintenance and repairs for these projects
or if that is taken care of. Mr. Bucklew said this would
be taken care of under their current programs such as

the river front property being maintained under the grounds
program, the parking lot would be maintained as are all the
parking lots, etc.

There being no further questions from the Committee, they
then went into executive session.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 515: Rep. O'Connell moved TO
TABLE HB 515, seconded by Rep. Harbin. Motion CARRIED UNANI-
MOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 542: Rep. Cody said she dis-
agreed with rural inspections and that most people do not have
the cash to construct new homes. They would be financing them
and they would be inspected by the lending institutions and
people are going to insist on energy efficient housing without
the inspections.

Rep. Garcia MQVED TO TABLE until later in the week to look
into some of the questions involved with this bill.

Rep. Jenkins made a SUBSTITUTE MOTION DO NOT PASS, seconded
by Rep. Moore. Rep. Harbin asked that it be left in the
Table situation because the Committee does not really know
what it contains and was in support of Rep. Garcia's motion.
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The question being called for on the Substitute Motion
DO NOT PASS, Motion CARRIED with Reps. Harbin, Garcia
and O0'Connell voting "no".

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 523: Rep. Fritz moved that
HB 523 DO PASS, seconded by Rep. O'Connell. Motion CARRIED
with Reps. O'Connell, Sales and Hayne voting "no".

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 725: Rep. Nelson moved that
HB 725 DO NOT PASS, seconded by Rep. Jenkins. Rep. Compton
said that he had talked to two contractors, one from Helena
and one from his district and they had told him they would
not attempt to move the statue of Gen. Meagher for less
than $100,000 and he did not think this was minimal as
suggested by Rep. Bardanouve. Motion CARRIED with Reps.
Holliday, Harbin, Kennerly, Fritz and Sales voting "no".

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 555: Rep. Smith moved that

HB 555 DO NOT PASS, seconded by Rep. Phillips. Rep. Fritz
said it was creating a problem that it sets out to solve.

Motion CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 550: Rep. Nelson moved that
HB 550 DO PASS, seconded by Rep. Cody.

Rep. Smith said that in reality they would be trading 25%
for 100% which is brought out on the fiscal note. Rep.
Nelson said that he knew of an instance where it was very
valuable to someone who needs the sick leave and could see
no problems with it. Motion CARRIED with Reps. Phillips,
Garcia, Smith, Sales, Compton and Peterson voting "no".

The Committee also revised the proposed Statement of Intent.
See the attached Committee Report.

Rep. Fritz asked about a Committee bill being introduced
pertaining to the paper ballots. Needing a 3/4 vote of the
voting members, the motion CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

The election subcommittee will report to the full Committee
on February 12, 1985 at 8:00 a.m. for executive action on
the bills in that subcommittee.

There being no further business, the Committee adjourned at

11:20 a.m.
Lt 7\/&%
/el

WALTER R. SALES UChalrman

1s
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Camphell, Bud

Compton, Duane

Cody, Dorothy

Fritz, Harry

Garcia, Rodney

Hayne, Harriet

Harbhin, Raymond

Hollicay, Gay

Jenkins, Loren

Kennerly, Roland

Moore, Janet

Melson, Richard

Peterson, ilary Lou
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Phillips, John

Pistoria, Paul

Smith, Clyde

Please attach to minutes. 34
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MR. o) SPEARER o

We, your committee on........... S Tfu?EAD.QI:SI.TRA'?IO;l .....................................................................................
having had under consideration ........... L O Bill No. 530 ......

Pirsgt Whit

reading copy (ﬁi)
color

HOHREPUMOABLE SICK LEAVE PUND POR STAY: THPLOYEZES

Respectfully report as follows: That........... .Iﬁﬂﬂ% ................................................................................... Bill No... 335 ...
DO-RASS.

CSTATEMENT OF IUTEST ATTACHL

p—

STATE PUB. CO. i"’alter Tie Sal@s . Chairman.
Helena, Mont.

COMAMITTEE CECDETADY



Statement of Intent . Page 2 of 2
i3 559

*nis i1l requires a statement of intent becauss section }
givea the department of administration rulemaking authority
to administer the sick leave fund created by the bill.

Tha dapartment {3 required to consult with the zick leave
advisory cooacil created by tha »ill in promalgating all
rulas. It is intended that these rules relate to the following
matters: '

{1) procedures for contribatinc sick leave and applying
for loans of sick lesave:

{2) a plan under which individuals must pay back the
loaned sick lsave:

(3) the.contribution of sick lesave to a apscific eligible
individual ratner thaan to the fund in general;

(¢} definition of the types of illness or other circum-
stances for which loans or grants may be made;

(5) maximum amount of sick l=zave which may be loaned orx
qranted; and

(8) other matters necessary for the efficient operation
of the sick leave fund.

It is further intended that these rules in no way lixit
the ablility of a recognized hargaining agent to negotiate othaer
gsick leave provisions for its wmembers.

e

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.
Helena, Mont.
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Y S SPEARER o
We, your committee on................. STR%A’{EQ{IHIS?R&TIO& ...............................................................................
having had under consideration E:'OUSL ........................................................................................ Bill No. ’342 ......
First reading copy ( dhite )

color

R[WVISR BUILDING CODES ~ Ificw.f.)ﬁ RESIDEHCES ~ CONGOLIDATION OF
IG3rCTIONS

Respectfully report as follows: That.....ceccccrvreeceennn. ERETEE oo Bill No....542 ...

SO _NOP PASS

DEPAES

STATE PUB. CO. Falter R. 3ales, Chairman.

Helena, Mont,

COMMITTEE SECRETARY



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

N February 1 .. 19..85
MR. ........... SPEAKER o,
We, your committee on.......cceveiienennns S ’?&TEA@%IE{I?}%‘RN?I@*! .........................................................................
having had under CONSIALTALION woverrrereere EBRE e eee e ee s Bill No. 523 .....
First reading copy ( White )
color
STATE ACOUISITION OF INTEREST IN ABANDONED RAILROAD
RIGHE-OF~WAY,
Respectfully report as follows: That.....c.cceccvverreccnnnns ,?{{}"Jﬁg ................................................................... Bill Nosz:3 ......
DQ.RASS. .
carerm o ffalt@rk.s@les, ....................... G

Helena, Mont.

COMMITTEE QECRETARY
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STATE ADMIX
We, your committee on........... 6{ ?ATER&{IHISTRA‘?IQH .....................................................................................
k2% | 5 Fa ' 5 ¢ T v Ve .

having had under consideration ........ “Q{}S“JUI’??“SGLLTI&; ............................................ Bill No...d3........

" .

Pirat reading copy (_4ndte )

color

COHSENTING 20 CONSTRUCTION OF ?GUR PROJECTS AT THE U OF MONTARA

Respectfully report as follows: That............. zlGﬁSEJ‘OI.&‘Z’ﬂES;OLUTIQ; ................................. Bill No. 3’ ..........
-PDO.PASS
STATE PUB. CO. Walter R. Sales, Chairman.

Helena, Mont,

COMMITTEE SECRETARY
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.............. February 11 . .. 1933 .
MR. oo SPCBRER
We, your committee on........... 3 TAE&MIR:QTRATI;)& .....................................................................................
having had under consideration ........ EQQ&E ............................................................................................ Bill No....... 3 55
Pirst . dhits
reading copy (""" )
color
CHOOSING A PRESIDENTIAL ZLECTOR FROM PACH CONGREXSIDNAL
DISTRICY AND 2 AT LARGE.
uy g@@ 2
Respectfully report as follows: That“ﬂuw ..................................................................... Bill No...... ’}55 .....
0 HOT PALS
“BEPASS
carermco walt&r?.sal'zs' ....................... G

Helena, Mont.

COMMITTEE SFCRETARY
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having had under consideration ........... SEIUBE et et Bill No...785%......
Pirst ) Wnita
reading copy (
color

APPROPRIATING FUUDS POR A SCULPTURE DESIGH FOR PRONT OF CAPIYOL

Respectfully report as follows: TRAL ceeeeeerereseeea .

D0 JOT PAES

BoF PSS

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.

Yaltar R, Sales, Chairman.

COMMITTEE SECRETARY
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TEETINONY o MR o542

DUILSIVC CoDrms DIVISICH
CEFADRTIEYT OF ATMNIVISTRATICHM

The nurnosgsa of our testimcny rtere today 1is to nrovide the
committee with background information for deliberating HR 542,
Concern has been =sxnressed by the public and cther governmental
agaencies over t“\ lack of inscectiocn of the subject buildinga not
covered by local governnent enforcarent »nrogams. Theefcrz, it is
nroner for legislature to review the topic and decide if such

coverage 1s desirable on a statewide basis.
Tre vnronosed bill amends Sec. 5C- E?

-192(1), MCA, by deleting the
following wording from the second and

92
thir?d lines:

SN O O RN N & |

"residential huildings containing less than five

dwelling units or their attached-to structures.”
ne prososed change will allow the Department to inspect single-
amilv Zwellings through four-plexazs, in those areas not covared
v a lecal government ccocde e2enforcement nrogram to insure
omnliance with the huilding, ~eschanical and energy codes.
urrantly, the Denartrment insnects these huildings for cemnliance
o the electrical code and excent for single-family Zwellings
ITunbed by the home owner, tc the =lumbing code. ’

[
.

The bznefits &erl red frem compliance of these buildings with the
building, mrechanical and energy ccdss are:
1. LLife-safety of building occupants is protectad,

2. Building owner's investment is protected by
having a better guality huilding.

3. Property losses due to fire and structural
failure are greatly reducsed.

4, Ernergy use 1s reduced resulting in reducad
enerqgy bills for cwners.

5. Urban s»rawl is reduced by discouraging those
persons wishing to bnild outside of a
municipality's jurisdiction to avoid comnlying
with the codes.

5. Encouraging failr comnetition between contractors

by requiring them all to build to the san=
standard.
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lowing ars 2xavnles cf a few of the 1tans insnecticns
2 to assura.
nuilding Cods
Adoquate sepnaration betvesen huildings to raduce
the chances for ravid spread cf fire,
Emergencv escane 0or rescus extarior onaenings are
rcrovided from all sle=ping rocoms.
Fabitable rocoms are nroviced witihh acdecuate
natural light and ventilation.
Dathroon and kitchen facilities are adequate,
Ceiling ard room dimensions are adecuate,
Fire-warning systems are nrovided.
Usating system is acdeguate to nheat the building.
Fuilding is structurally sound,

Conforming exits are providad,
Finish materials havas nrooer flame-snread
ratings.
“achanical Ccde
Prover installation of furnaces, wocd stoves,

boilers, which includes:
-Clearance of the unit to combu
-2Adequate combustion air.
-addecuate
combustibles
-Duct installation
of material quality,
clearances.
-Clcthes drver

for same,
from the sta
sizing, a

exhaust ducts si

material, and termination.
Prooer testing and labeling of
equinment.

nergy Code

Building envelope insulation
oroperly installed.

venting and clearance

stibles.
5 to

ndpoint
nad

zing,

mechanical

is adegquate and

are



J
(W2}
o
N

2. aterx nl 3nace E\ﬂatirﬁq ~ouinmaent maet
ngrformarce stantards

3. El=ctrical Sistribution and lizating svstems are
designed for efficient distribution and use of
elsctrical ensravy.

4. nuilding snvalone air lea%age 1is within
acceptaple levels,

Tha ahove ltems demeonsirate the nazards to life-szafety, chances
of substantial »nronertv losses -and no*tential for substantial
encrgy losses that can be prevanted by code coverage of single-
fanily dwellings thrcugh four-plexes. Zurrently, the onlv wav
occupants of the subject category of nuildings are afforled
nrotection is 1if the local government choos2s to adont and
enforce the ccdes.

Tha modal codes currently used in ontana were devaloned as the
result of disasters in this categerv of huilding and therefore,
reilact a rzal concern for those hbuildinz occurvantz not afforded
the orotectlon code zanfcrcemant pr ov1”A

Lsg o£’19u2, 2% states have adonted statesvide building codes,
“inetcon of the 25 states have acdovte? ctandards for singloa-

f mily dwellings throuzh four-vlexsas.

Py

with feder

B

I~ addition, the bill n»nrovides fcr state cocneratin
and local authoritiss to consclidate rmermitting ﬂrOFnﬂurcs, 1
reviews, an< compnliance inspect'ons te reduce dunlicaticn
efforts between governrental agencies.
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225 E. BANNACK STREET * PHONE 683-2327 ¢ DILLON, MONTANA 59725
POST OFFICE DRAWER 71
STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
HEARING

TESTIMONY BY

WILBUR L. ANDERSON
GENERAL MANAGER

VIGILANTE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC.
AND
WESTERN MONTANA ELECTRIC GENERATION AND TRANSMISSION COOPERATIVE, INC.
February 11, 1985

Mr. Chairman and members of this Committee, my name is Wilbur
Anderson. I am General Manager of Vigilante Electric Cooperative at
Dillon, Montana; Manager of Western Montana Generation and Transmission
Cooperative, and I serve on the Executive Committee of the Public Power
Council and the Board of the Northwest Public Power Association.

Our Northwest Public Utilities are very concerned about the Model
Home Building Standards and Surcharges being proposed by the Northwest
Power Planning Council. We do not feel home owners and new home builders
should be required to pay for building standards, and a surcharge on
their monthly electric bill for non-compliance in meeting state building
standards during construction of their homes. We feel, further, that
the additional costs of meeting state imposed codes and inspections in
the range of $5,500. to $6,500. per single family home, is punitive in
nature and a very poor way to encourage energy conservatiom.

House Bill No. 542 will permit the establishment of such codes,
home inspections, and surcharge penalties on electrical users in the

service areas of Bonneville Power customer systems in western Montana only.



We feel that such propcsed rules and penalties by the Council
that epply to electrical users only, and six of the twenty-fiwe
Electric Cooperatives in Montana 1is highly discriminatory and
may well be unconstitutional in all of the Northwest States.

The Master Builders Association in the State of Washington
has filed suit against the Northwest Power Planning Council
challenging the authority of the Council, and the constitu-
tionality of their actions._  Building Codes and Surcharge
penalties being requested by the Power Council of the north-
west states sre not mandated in tne Horthwest Power Planning
and Conservation Act. For the pest two sessions, the Master
Ruilders have defeated a bill enacting the Council's model
conservation code.

Tne Idano State Legislature presently in session hes
introduced resolutions directed to the President, the Congress,
and members of the Power Planning Council, condemning acticns
of the Council:

"(1) In adopting and promulgating model conservation
standards that are not economically feasible to
consumers in the state of Idaho,

(2) In promoting the adoption, implementation, and
enforcement of those standards by local governments
in the state of Idaho,

(3) In advocating e plan to impose surcharges on electric
customers in local jurisdictions that have not

sdopted the standards by Jauuary 1, 19386."
They further state thot these actions "unduly alter,
dimiegh and avridge the rights ot tne State of Idaho and its

citizens with respect to regulaticn of the energy industry."



The two Northwest Power Planning Council members in
Montana claim to represent the BPA customers in our state.
However, they totally ignored the resolution passed at our
Montana Associated Utilities Annual Meeting in Butte in
September, 198L, wnich states that if building and surcharges
are approved, they should apply to all forms of energy used
in residential neating. The Council also adopted the building
codes and surcharges in spiﬁe of a resolution passed by the
Public Power Council requesting a two year delay till some
factual data on model home savings could be obtained. The
Public Power Council represents 11L public utilities in the
northwest states.

Mewbers of the Committee, notning less than your elesctric
bill, alreauy plenty high, is at stake in tnis legislation.

We urge that you defeat House Rill Ho. 542. The electric

consumers in Montana do not need another level of standards,

jo¥

codes, costs, and surcharges on our homes and in our wmonthly
bills.,

Thank you for your consideration.
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B. I. T. Enterprises
Gary S. Marbut P.O. Box 4924

Missoula, Montana 59806
(406) 549-1252

February 11, 1%85

State Administration Committee
Montana House of Representatives
Helena, Montana 59520

Mr Chairman and Members of the Committee:

The House State pAdministration Committee will receijve

testimony concerning HBES4Z todar. HBS4Z, revising buil

ding

codes, would allow the HMorthwest Power Planning Council s
Model Concservation Codes to be applied to the shelter
industry administratively. On behalf of mysel+, and the
principals who I represent, I respectfully request that wou

do not release HB342 out of committee, or if you dc,
you release it with a Do Mot Fass recommendation.

that

There has been substantial discussion of the proposed Model
Conservation Standards (M.C.S.) among federal and state

agencies, the <state legislature, and the Montana media.

a residential energy expert, the <spokesperson for

&
[ ==

many

consumers, and as an interested party, I am opposed to the

imposition of the Maodel Conservation Standards.

My primary business is as a designer and consultant for
residential energy conservation. I vie with a few others to
be Montana’s leading proponent of energy conservation. I

was one of six persone appointed from throughout Montana to
the Residential Standards Demonstration Frogram (R.53.D.P.)

Task Force. This task force worked with D.M.RE.C. to design
a program that would test the Model Conservation Standards
in western Montana. 1 am &alsoc Co-chairman of the Energy

Task Force of the citizens’/ local government current effort

to rewrite the Missocula Comprehensive Flan.

As  you may kKnow, the proposed M.C.5. require that a new
i

home, which will theat with electri mu=t ke built

in a

city,
way that will consume no more that 3.2 Kilowatts per szquare

foot per year for heat,

My opposition to the Model Conservation Standards is
multifaceted and is & result of my expertise in energyr
censervation and my awareness of the walue and consequences
of the M.C.S. My reacons for objection to the M.C.S. are as

follows:



1

4)

The proposed M.C.5. are currently in a testing phase. @&
ma.jor testing program, expensive to taxparers and
consumers, was implemented to test the M.C.5., cost and
utility, and the processe by which they are applied.
That testing program will not be concluded for months,
at best. There is substantial conjecture that the codes
are not currently cost-effective in terms of returning
investment quality walue to the homeowner who inuvests in
the conservation measures, under the parameters
established by the HMNorthwest Power Planning Council
(N.P.F.C.>. The results simply are not in, however, the
testing has demonstrated several wars in which the
process of application of the M.C.S5. does not work.,

The cost-effectiveness of the M.C.S. is dependent upon a
surprising number of wvariables, the most important of
which s the rate of fuel cost escalation. Many of the
gther variables are gaining a wuseful amount of
definition, but pegging the rate of fuel cost escalation
requires either a crystal ball, or accepting promises
and +orecasts from those who are only guessing, at best.
My computser modelling of homes projected to meet the
M.C.5. indicates that these homes are only
cost-effective if one assumes & rate of Ffuel cost
escalation in the range of 10¥ to 154, Current
projections by N.F.FP.C. and utilities forecaszt a 24 to
o rate. At this projected rate, the investment

essary to achiewve the 3.2 Kw standard DOES NOT return
a wusesful gain, or pay back cover an acceptable period of
time. This Me ans that the M.C.5. are only
cozt-effective at a rate of fuel cost escalation which
ie substantially higher than the forecasting experts are
willing to admit. This contlict must be resolued before
the M.C.5. are seriously considered.

The impetus +or implementation of the M.C.5. is
threat by B.P.A. of up to a S0% surcharge on electrici

sold into a state which does not adopt the M.C.5.
Considering that EBE.P.A&4. services only a portion of
Montana, and that B.P.A. provides only a portion of the
power sold into its service area, my sources of
information Jlead me to believe that the threatened
surcharge wo 1 d apply to only about 10X of the
recsidential electricity consumed in Montana. It is also
sensible to think that B.P.A. would not immediately,

the
it

¥

regardiess of rhetoric, impcse the maximum allowable
surcharge of S04, Thus, the driving motive for the
M.C.5. PS, in reality, relatively minor (although it

makes good press when stated broadly).

The proposed M.C.5. do not apply to homes heated with
oily, natural gas, propane, wood, soclar, biomass, or
geothermal, and, thus, targetz a discriminatorily small



&>

sector of residential shelter. aAdditionally, the M.C.S.
will not applty to "manufactured housing”, thus exempting
another shelter sector.

The M.C.S. require homes toc be built which consume less
that 3.2 Kw/ =gq. ft. / wear. In order to dertemine i+ a
home meets this standard reguires an immense number of
mathamatical calculations. Thi= can only be practically
accomplished by cemputer. There is currently no
publicly available computer hardware and software to
accomplish this task im Montana, @&t best, the average
citizen builder would be required to acquire about $2000
worth of computer hardware and software, and take many
hours to becomse proficient in its use, before he would
be able to determine i+ the home he proposed would meet
the new standards. Some methode have been proposed to
circumvent this quagmire, but, so Ffar, they are all
incomplete, constrictive, time consuming, or expensive,
ar  all of these. Also, no public domain methodology has
been ot+tered by either B.P.A. or N.P.F.C. to be used to
gual ity the effects of passive solar gain on M.C.5. home
designs,

Ae menticoned before, my business iz consulting and
design for residential energy conservation. In this, I
am & member of a fledgling industry in Montana. When a
prospective owner of & npew home ie considering home
designs, they bring their home plans to my» businese, and
I coach them about what inuestments in  enerqy
conservation are sensible, useful, and cost-effective,
White I applaud the concept of residential energy
conservation, the current ewvolution of the way these
standards would be implemented would jerk the rug out
from under my +fledgling industry. That iz, current
intended implementation of the M.C.5, would be in direct
competition with my private business and private
industry.

Cne of the basic presumpticones of the M.C.S5. is= that the
standards are good for pecple; that if people are forced
tc makKe the investment in energy conseruvation it will
save them moneyr in the long run, andsor will zave all of
us money in the lomg run. This logic makes the
presumption that common people don’t Know what is good
tor them, and therefore government should rush to their
rescue and mandate what they should do "for their own
welfare". I +ind this logic absolutely unacceptable.
Whilte this rationale may hold =ome =way with respect to
matters of health and safety, it becomes abusive when
apptied to matters of persconal economic chaice.



83 Again, the driving force behind the press for the M.C.S.
iz the threat of the B.P.A. surcharge. This hazs many
paralells and historical precedentse, including drinking
age and highwar funds, air quality control and highway

funds, comprehensive land wuse planse and community
development Funds, and many others. The essence stated
by these programs is, "We tFeds) will give your money

back if you do what we tell you." I gather that this is
part of what is meant by the term "creeping federalism."”
I+ we desire to aveoid the wultimate tyranny of the
federal gowvernment and the federal bureaucracry, there
comes a time when states’ rights must be forcefully
asserted. I beliewve that the issue of imposition of the
Model Conservation Standarde would be an excellent point
to resist this increasing federal mandate. [ suggest

that it would be more appropriate for the Attorney
General to to be in conflict with B.P.A. over the
M.C.5., than for the government of the State of Montana
to be in contlict with its citizens over the M.C.5.

Ferhaps an interesting question is raised here. At the
risk of sounding simplistic, that gquestion may be, "Does
state government choose to work in  favor of its
citizens, or in favor of B.F.A. and the federal

government?®

¢ The M.C.S. are based on a philosophy which views energy
conservation as & resource, much like & new hydro plant
or E] rew  caal-+tired generation facility, The
presumption is that we need to gdewvelop this "resource®

in order to provide for our energy needs. In the recent
Montana Power Company Colstrip rate case before the

Public Service Commiszsion, the FP.S.C., and the Montans
Supreme Court, decided not to grant M.C.P. their
requested rate increase tao help pay for Colstrip 3,
because there is currently an abundance of electrical
power in Montana.,  Their rationale was that =ince the
power is not needed, that Colstrip 3 iz not "uzed and
useful", It is clear that this zame standard szhould he
applied to development ot the "rezource" af
conservation. I+ we dont need more power, we don’t
need more power, period. Thus, the M.C.5. don“t need to
be imposed or implemented; this by the same lagic which

decided the Colstrip decizion.

To recap theze arguments in short, the Model Conservation
Standardse are untested, wunlikely to be as good for the
consumer as predicted, conflict with private business, ars
presented with unwarranted assumptions, discriminate against
site-built homesz heated with electricity, represent zan abuce
of govermmental authority over citizens® economic decisions,
are in conflict with recent P.S.C. and Montana Supreme Court
decisions, and consztitute a cave—in to federal mandate.

While I am 120X in favor of energy conservation, I am 1503



opposed to the M.C.5. The» probably will not accomplish the

intended result, but will almost certainly increacse
bureaucratic intrusion into the lives of the citizens of
Montana.

It ie conceiwable that the M.C.S5. would cavuse 2 net

conservation of electricity, but, i+ so, it would be because
the ™M.C.%. will act as =a tremendous disincentive to the
construction of electrically heated homes. This may well
exacerbate other problems which will themselves seem to cry
cut for oqovernment solutions, such as the air pollution
caused by the increased inventory of homes heated by oil and
wood. I am reminded of Ruff‘s first rule of government,
which is, "For every problem gowvwernment solves, it creates
twa or more of equal or greater dimensions.”

I thank wou for your time and concern for this topic, and 1
urgently request that vou defeat HBT4Z.

Sincerely,
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Gary 5. Marbut
Energy Conservation Consultant
R.2.0.P. task force member
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MISSOULA OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
R —— 201 W. SPRUCE * MISSOULA, MT 59802-4297 « (406) 721-4700
MEMO
TO: House State Administration Committee
Representative Harry Fritz

FROM: The City of Missoula
RE: HB #523 - AN ACT PROVIDING AUTHORITY FOR STATE

ACQUISITION OF ABANDONED RAILROAD RIGHTS-OF-WAY OR
EASEMENTS THEREIN FOR FUTURE TRANSPORTATION CORRIDORS;
AMENDING SECTION 60-11-111, MCA.

DATE: February 11, 1985
The City of Missoula supports the amendments proposed in HB

#523, and suggests an additional amemdement to include railroad
rights—of way already abandoned (line 13).

The City of Missoula acquired some of the Milwaukee Railroad
right-of-way when it was available, but most of the right-of-way
was sold by the bankruptcy Court. Acquistion of portions of this
corridor, particularly between neighboring communities such as East
Missoula and Frenchtown, would provide valuable links for present
and future transportation needs.

We hope that recreational uses (hike and bike trails) are
included in the meaning of transportation corridors. One of the
most popular uses of abandoned railroad rights-of-way around the
country is for recreational trails. The Elroy-Sparta trail in

Western Wisconsin, for example, 1is a 35-40 mile long route that
has benefited economies of communities along the way.
Recreational use of an abandoned railroad right-of-way could
begin sooner and at a much lower cost than a fully developed
motor vehicle corridor. Development of a roadway or rail route
could occur in the future when it is warranted by demand, and
sufficient funding is available. The option for future

development would be preserved.

The City of Missoula supports a pass vote by the State House
Administration Committee.

Respectfully submitted by

Mike 1o

Mike Kress, Transportation Planner
Missoula Office of Community Development

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYERMI/F/V/H
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ANCIENT ORDER or HIBERNIANS

IN AMERICA

February 09 1985

~onorable %wm. T. Menahan, Representative
fnaconda-Deer Lodge County
19&5 Montana . State Legislature
Helena Iliontana
Re:HOUSE BILL NO. 725

Dear kepresentative idenahan:

The entire nempersnip of Divisica #1 ofthe Ane;ent Crder of Hibernians
in this community 15 deeply concerneda ana very much ursat over the legislation
prorosed by House Bill 725 to destroy the historic and memorable stature of Thomas
Francis ileagher, the first territorial governor in Xontana.

&S descendants of & long line of Irishmen in *his comrmunity, our members
are in full support of maintaining in its present state the majestic statuc of a
great military leader, a dedicated government official, and most of all a
remérkable Anerican -- THOMAS FRANCIS MEAGHER.

The Ancient Order of Eibernians in Anaconda urges you and cther legislators
in the rLouse to do everytning possible to cereat house Bill 725. TYour efforts, and

these of fellow legislators, tc this end will be much appreciated by the Hibernians.

Jincerely

ot/ / -/
LEO ”s;‘APPER" KELLY, U 9INANCIAL ABECRETIRY \/
on behalf of the Officers and ilembers of ACH
LVK/s Division #1, Anaconda-Deer lLodge County
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Bnights of Cnlumbus

ANACONDA COUNCIL, No. 882
P.O. Box 440 586

Business and

Social Sessions Anqcondal Mon‘l’qnq 597]]

First Tuesday

February 10, 1985

Rep., William Menahan

State House of Representatives

Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Red:

The Knights of Columbus, Anaconda Council 882, are opposed to
House Bill 725, the removal of the statue of our first territorial
governor, Thomas Francis Meagher, from in front of the Capitol
building.

With so much important work to be accomplished, we hope this can
be swiftly defeated so you can move forward on more critieadl

issues,

Yours very truly,

L Sdpniid.

GRAND KNIGHT

4
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ELECTORAL COLLEGE REFORM:

A CASE FOR THE DISTRICT ALTERNATIVE

@
!

Svuart Whitehair
December 12, 1G83

Or. Conrad MceBride
Policticual Science 30L4
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House Bill 550

State Administration
2/11/85

House Bill 550 sets up a sick leave bank for state employees. It
provides that employees may contribute any amount of their accumulated sick leave
to this nonrefundable sick leave fund.

This makes them eligible to draw from the fund if their own accumulated
sick leave has been totally used.

The bill sets up an Adyisory Council to work with the Dept. of Adminis-
tration to adopt rules to implement the sick leave bank. As you see by the
Statement of Intent, the rules are to include procedures to contribute to and
borrow from the fund; to pay back borrowed sick leave; the maximum amount that
can be loaned; and other operating procedures.

I introduced a similar bill last session, and it was nit-picked to
death. Some legislators wanted to set forth all the operating rules in the bill
rather than leave them up to the Advisory Council. Also, last session's fiscal
note was huge because it had been figured erroneously.

I think this fiscal note is high, too, because there probably wouldn't
be enocugh participation in the first yeaf or two to warrant modifying the
computerized accounting system for $15,000.

Also, once the fund is set up and procedures are established, the
Advisory Council probably wouldn't have to meet as often as 6 times a year.
Money could also be saved by having the Advisory Council members all be from
Helena and have just 1 person representing the University System instead of
one from each unit.

I believe that a sick leave bank could be of great benefit to state
employees, and I hope the committee will consider this bill favorably.

I have other proponents to testify for the bill.



Proposed Amendment to
STATEMENT OF INTENT

This bill requires a statement of intent becausc =ection 1 gives the
Department of Administration rulemaking authority to administer the sick
leave fund created by the bill.

The Department would be requir-d to consult with the advisory council
created by the bLill in proaulgating all rules. The rules would relate tc
the following matters:

(1) procedurcs for cortrituting sick leave and applying for luans of

sick leave;

(2) a plan under which individuais wili pav back the loaned sick leave;

(3) the contribution of sick leave to a specific eligible individual
rother than to the fund in general;

(5) defining the types of illness or other circumstances when loans
o urantts will Ye made;

(5) maximum amount of sick leave which can be lcaned or granted:

(6)  other rattcrs neceswary for the efficient operation of the sick
feave toand.

In no way would these rules limit the ability of a recoanized bargaining
agent to negotiate other sick leave provisions for 1ts members.
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HOUSE STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

TESTIMONY ON HB 550 - LINDA SPRAU - FEBRUARY 11, 1985

My name is Linda-Sprau and | work for the Department of Highways.

1 am here today in support of HB 550. | am a single parent and cannot
get disability insurance. My situation is this: Eight years_ago, |
was working for the federal government when my youngest daughter was _
~born. Shortly after | returned from maternity leave | discovered that
| had cancer. Although | had used all my sick leave as maternity leave
the government allowed me to borrow against future sick leave. | was
fortunate to make a recovery and was ab]e'to return to work and | paid
back that sick leave.

| am now diVbrced. Sometimes | get child support and sometimes 1
don't. As a practical matter, | am the sole support of my two children.
We are normally healthy but among us we have enough bouts with the flu
or what héve you to use most of my sick leave. | worry about what might
happen to us if | have an illness of any length at all. | have tried to
get disability insurance on two separate occassions but both times the
answer has been the same--no, not until ten years have passed since the
incident with the cancer. The state has no provision for borrowing
against future sick leave. As it stands today, in case of an illness
| would have to go on leave without pay--but then how would we eat? how
would | pay for the health insurance which | would desperately need?

HB 550 would provide an avenue of help. |If the sick leave fund is created,
it would be possible for me to draw upon it during a lengthy illness. |
would be able to concentrate on getting well rather than on how we were to
eat. This bill creates a voluntary fund. Those people who wish to

contribute and participate may do so but no one has to join. The bill



HB 550 - Sprau, p. 2

would allow us to voluntarily fill a void which otherwise could be filled
only if the state were to supply us all with group disability insurance.

| urge you to vote Do Pass on HB 550.
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HOUSE STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE o—;////?’s

TESTIMONY ON HB 550 - DORIS SIEPERT - FEBRUARY 11, 1985

My name is Doris Siepert and | am here representing the Department

of Labor and Industry Committee for Women. | work at the local Job

Service and | have taken vacation time to be here today to tell you

why | support HB 550.

My elderly mother and | are the only family members living in
Montana. My mother's health has gotten succeedingly worse for the past
four years--she has had two heart attacks, a stroke and a broken arm.
There is no one else to care for her except me and | have used most of -
my sick leave doing so. Last year, my own health fihally gave out. |
was hospitalized with severe high blood pressure. | was off work for

2 months--1% months on leave without pay because | had no more sick leave.

Since | have no one to depend on, several years ago | took out a disability
insurance policy. This disability insurance is expensive, $34.247a month,
but it provided enough money so that | was able to pay for my health
insurance while | was on leave without pay. And of course, since | was

on leave without pay the insurance company insisted that | pay for my
disability insurance 3 months in advance. | will try to make that a little
more clear. As soon as my gick leave was exhausted and | was on leave-
without pay the state stopped paying for my health insurance. Not only

did | have no salary, | then had to pay the $100 a month state contribution
toward my health insurance. Because | had no salary, the disability
insurance company demanded that | pay the premiums on my disability
insurance 3 months in advance. It felt like catch 22. My expensive
disability insurance paid a total of only $600 for the two months | was

sick but fortunately this was enough to pay the $300 in insurance premiums.



HB 550--Siepert, p. 2

Had | not been able to pay these insurance premiums | would have lost
my health insurance just when | needed it most. Not only would | have
been left without health insurance while | was ;?ck, after 1 returned
to work | would have had to work a “qualifying year'' before | could
again be covered for high blood pressure. As it is, my disability
insurance does not cover my high blood pressure without a year's wait.
If we had a sick leave fund people like me would be able to borrow
against it in time of need. Right now with no sick leave fund to

borrow against even a simple illness can be a financial disaster as well

as a physical and emotional one. | urge you to approve HB 550.
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INTERDEPARTMENTAL COCRDINATING COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN

February 11, 1985

TESTIMONY — HB 550

Mr. Chairman, members of the Camittee, I am Rhonda Boyle Representative for
the Interdepartmental Coordinating Cammittee for Women known as ICCW.

ICCW supports the passage of HB 550. The concept explored here is cancami-
tant with present socio—econamic pressures which have increased the number of stress
related illnesses, such as, cardicovascular disease and cancer.

Individuals, men and wamen, who are afflicted with an extensive illness or
seriocus injury, find that theyquickly drain their existing sick leave credits. This,
then, places them in a leave-without-pay status causing a critical financial burden.
However, generocus and campassionate fellow state employees have prampted the writing
of HB 550 to provide a sick leave pool which contributing state employees may borrow
fran in the event of a crisis.

ICCW would like Section 2 of HB 550 to be amended to include a representative
fram our Camittee on the sick leave advisory council.

We ask that you sincerely consider this bill and support the passage of HB 550.
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49th Legislature o509

STATEMENT OF INTENT

Ho usE BILL No. S5

This bill requires a statement of intent because section
1 gives the department of administration rulémaking authority
to administer the sick leave fund created by the bill.

The department is required to consult with the sick leave
advisory council created by the bill in promulgating all
rules. It is intended that these rules relate to the following
matters:, |,

(1) proceddres for contributing sick leave and applying
for lo;ps of sick leave;

(2) a plan under which individuals must pay back the
loaned sick leave;

(3) the contribution of sick leave to a specific
eligible individual rather than to the fund in general;

(4) definition of the types of illness or other
circumstances for which locans or grants may be made;

(5) maximum amount of sick leave which may be loaned or
granted; and

(6) other matters necessary for the efficient operation

of the sick leave fund.
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