MINUTES OF THE MEETING
LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE'
. MONTANA STATE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

February 16, 1985

The meeting of the Local Government Committee was called to
order by Chairman Paula Darko on February 16, 1985 at 3:00
p.m. in Room 312-2 of the State Capitol.

ROLL CALL: All members were present, with the exception of
Vice Chairman Wallin, who was excused.

Chairman Darko asked that all persons present who were going
to testify be sure to sign the witness sheets.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 746: Representative 0O'Connell
of District 40, sponsor of HB 746, presented it to the com-
mittee. This bill authorizes an assessment option based upon
water meter size to be used in assessing costs in fire hydrant
maintenance districts. Rep. 0'Connell stated this is a house-
keeping bill, and she had the bill in Local Government two
years ago. Most cities are affected. However, two years

ago they forgot a mechanism as to how fees should be distrib-
uted. This bill will correct that situation by establishing
the charge based on the meter size. She said Mr. Johnson,
city manager of Great Falls, and Alec Hansen, representing

the Montana League of Cities and Towns, would truly appre-
ciate it if the committee would pass this bill.

Attached is exhibit 1, which is an inter-office memorandum
to Al Johnson, city manager from Nathan Tubergen, finance
director of Great Falls, stating his support of this bill.

There were no further proponents and no opponents present.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 746: There was no discussion
from the committee on this bill.

Rep. O'Connell closed her presentation of the bill.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILIL NO. 564: Rep. Miller of District
34 appeared before the committee as sponsor of HB 564. He
explained this bill is at the request of the city of Great
Falls, which allows cities and towns to pay accounts and de-
mands by check instead of warrants. Most bills in counties
are paid by warrants. This bill will allow for checks to

be written out of city funds in a bank, and this is a means
to expedite paying of bills.

PROPONENTS: Al Johnson, city manager of Great Falls, stated
there would be advantages by changing to paying by checks
as it would save money. Right now they pay 35 cents to pro-

cess each warrant, plus 17 cents each per check. At the
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present time the bank has to hand deliver the warrants, so
it is a very time-consuming operation. They also pay 13%
interest.

Alec Hansen, representing the Montana League of Cities and
Towns, stated this bill will simplify finance administration
in the state of Montana.

Bill Verwolf, representing the city of Helena, said one of
the primary reasons this bill became necessary is that local
governments can reduce costs and operate more like a busi-
ness and invest money in the best way they can.

Greg Jackson, Urban Coalition, presented written testimony
in support of HB 564. This is attached as exhibit 1.

There were no further proponents and no opponents to HB 564.
DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 564: . Rep. Pistoria asked Mr.

Hansen why he didn't think of this before, and Alec Hansen
replied he hadn't been here that long.

Rep. Sales asked Al Johnson, city manager, why it is not
necessary to specify the purpose and authority for checks
when it was necessary for warrants. Mr. Johnson replied
that the funds that are expended have to be earmarked and
are checked by the auditor. Rep. Sales then asked how it
is determined by the treasurer what funds to take the money
from. He was answered that by viture of the legal budget,
there would be an audit trail to each check. Bill Verwolf
said the system that was established for the state allows
for consolidation and the use of one warrant. Rep. Sales
said then you are still stuck with having to have a claim
for every check. Mr. Verwolf replied that they consolidate
into one warrant and it would be consolidated into one check.
There is a bill in the legislature that would allow the
elimination of a signature.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 776: Rep. Harp of District
7, sponsor of the bill, appeared before the committee to
present it. He said the title speaks to the bill itself,
which is an act to require overtime compensation to be paid
to an undersheriff or deputy sheriff who works in excess of
his regularly scheduled work period.

PROPONENTS: John Scully, representing the Montana Sheriff
and Peace Officers, said this bill is very simple. There is
a problem with deputy sheriffs working overtime hours and
not getting paid for these hours. They are asking that it
is only fair that they be paid for the hours they work, and
they are not elected officers. A deputy in Richland County
averages about 20 hours of overtime, and it is safe to say
that in every county there is overtime, and they should be
paid for it. Those counties who are engaged in collective
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bargaining will pay more money.

Chuck O'Reilly, representing the Montana Sheriff and Peace
Officers' Association, Helena, stated this doesn't increase
the hours of work. Right now approximately $7,000 to $8,000
is spent per man for each new man put on the street. Their
association stands behind the bill and asks the committee

to pass it.

Nadiean Jensen, AFSCME, said they represent certain deputy
sheriffs. They do have overtime in their contracts. She
believes the bill is a good one, and would urge a DO PASS
so that deputies in other areas will have the same rights.

There were no further proponents to HB 776, and no oppo-
nents present.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 776: Rep. Poff asked Sheriff
O'Reilly what he thinks of the deputy sheriff getting more
money than he gets. Sheriff O'Reilly answered that if they
are putting in more hours, they should be able to get paid
more.

Rep. Sands asked Mr. Scully if the labor laws don't require
paying overtime when a person works over 40 hours a week,
and Mr. Scully replied no.

Rep. Harp closed his presentation of HB 776.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 546: Rep. Miles of District
45, sponsor of the bill, was out of town; therefore, Chair-
man Darko presented the bill to the committee. This bill

is an act to provide longevity pay for certain county offi-
cers, and it was introduced at the request of some elected
officials. It provides for 1% per year longevity payments.
Elected officials receive no sick leave or vacation pay, so
there is no incentive for competent people to stay in their
positions. In closing, Rep. Darko said she would defer all
questions to proponents of the bill.

PROPONENTS: Gloria Paladichuk, president of the Montana

State Treasurers' Association, presented written testimony
in support of HB 546. This is attached as exhibit 1. She
also presented written testimony from Virginia W. Plouffe,
Roosevelt County Treasurer, which is attached as exhibit 2.

Susan Spurgeon, Fergus County Treasurer, stated that elected
officials are a vital part of county government. HB 546 is
dealing with longevity rewards for these persons. Salary in-
creases for elected officials have not been sought for four
years. She submitted an example of the longevity issue from
Fergus county, which is attached as exhibit 3. She urged

the committee's support of this bill.
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Charles Graveley, representing the County Treasurers' Asso-
ciation, wished to simply call the committee's attention to
the bracketed language. If this bill is passed, the need
affected is going to be a savings to the counties. There
is a very definite need, and he has talked with numerous
people who have left because there is no future in their
jobs. He ended by asking the committee's favorable con-
sideration of this bill.

Mike Stephen, representing the Montana Clerk and Recorders
Association, stated they support this bill because they feel
local government needs to keep good experienced officials.
There needs to be some future in the job and this is one
step in that direction.

John Scully, representing the Montana Sheriff and Peace
Officers, said they know how much it costs to put someone
on the county payroll, and they think the investment is
worth it.

Gregg Groepper of the Department of Revenue, presented
written testimony, which is attached as exhibit 4, stating
he has no position on the bill.

OPPONENTS: Gordon Morris, Executive Director of Montana
Association of Counties, stated he has to go on record in
opposition to this bill. It is a simple issue of elected
officials of local governments, and the issue of longevity
need not be brought before the Legislature, but should be
taken care of at local levels. This bill has a significant
impact in terms of the fiscal note. He asked the committee
to amend the bill.

In closing, Chairman Darko stated there was something she
forgot to note which Rep. Miles had noted. The fiscal note
is incorrect as it says 4% rather than 1%.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 546: There was no discussion
or questions from the committee.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 653: Rep. Hammond of District
52, appeared before the committee as sponsor of the bill.

He explained this bill has to do with county commissioner
raises in the fifth, sixth and seventh class districts. 1In
1981 the salary was set at $50 per day for county commissioners.
All others have had increases in their salaries. A part time
commissioner still gets $50 per day. Once he is elected
commissioner, he is a commissioner almost full time with no
clerical help. By statute they have the same responsibilities
and are just as valuable. Increasing the salaries is not
going to have a fiscal impact. It will be only $4,500 on

the average in the #7 districts.

PROPONENTS: Tom Marvin, a part-time commissioner from
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Mineral County, stated we are talking about something that
is equitable. If you take their salaries, which is $50 per
day and project it for one year, they would be making $2,000
less than an elected official. There is no initiative. If
you look at administrative costs in their county, it goes
from 1% to 1 1/2%. Part-timers have an innocuous term. He
stated he remembers only one day since 1975 that he hasn't
had something to do as a commissioner. It is just fair pay
in retaliation to salaries of others in the county.

Gordon Morris, representing the Montana Association of Count-
ies, passed out written testimony which is attached as ex-
hibit 1. This shows salary increase for class 5, 6 and 7
county commissioners. HB 653 represents a resolution of

the 52 member counties of the Montana Assocation of Counties,
which was taken at their meeting. There are 34 counties in
class 1, 2, 3 and 4 which are full time. The information
which he has provided shows the exact counties that will be
implemented and this information is provided in their direct-
ory. He asked for a DO PASS on this bill.

There were no further proponents to HB 653, and no opponents.

In closing, Rep. Hammond stated that most of us would not
like having our incomes fixed so that we would not have any
bargaining. He urged support of the bill.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 653: Rep. Poff asked Tom Marvin
how many days on the average was he in the office. Mr.
Marvin replied in his county it would average taking all three
commissioners seven days. Rep. Poff then asked Mr. Marvin if
he could foresee abuse of this on road inspections at $75

per day, where a person could just go out and drive around
each day and just charge $75. Mr. Marvin replied that when
the situation exists where it is necessary to inspect roads,
a person should be compensated for it. As far as abuse goes,
he has seen none. Therefore, this is not an issue for him

as far as road inspection goes; the abuse lies in under com-
pensation, not over compensation. Rep. Poff said he knows

it could happen, but he is not saying it does happen. Mr.
Marvin said in his county it would call for a lynching.

Rep. Pistoria asked Mr. Marvin why he calls himself a part-
time commissioner, since he is an elected official. Mr.
Marvin replied the only real concerning fact is that you

get down to counties who cannot afford fulltime commissioners.
In his county it seems they are years behind on the work

that has to be done. Rep. Pistoria then asked if he did
receive expenses, like meals, lodging and mileage for his

car, and Mr. Marvin answered yes.

Rep. Kadas asked Gordon Morris that in the current law where
is says actually engaged in board duties, does it mean only

board meetings. Mr. Morris replied that in reality that is
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what it actually means, the days that are scheduled for meet-
ings.

Rep. Sands asked Mr. Morris if in the smaller counties the
county commissioners actually made the road inspections, and
Mr. Morris replied that in the class 5 and 6 counties, that
is what they do, as they don't have a county inspector.

Rep. Sands asked if the resolutions provide that in all the
counties where they pay $50 per day, do the commissioners
have to be there 8 hours per day. The answer he received

is that the law is such that they do not have to be there a
full 8 hours. While it might not be a full 8 hours in the
office, they are still working for the constituents. Rep.
Sands then asked if he were a commissioner and someone called
him on a weekend and he worked for two hours, would he put
in for two hours. He was answered no, that he would be com-
pensated only for those days that are meeting days, and for
road inspections.

Rep. Gilbert asked Mr. Morris how they can continue to ask
for raises, and Mr. Morris responded by saying they are ask-
ing this committee to do for those 18 counties the same as
they do to other elected officials. It is only an issue of
fairness where these county officials have not received any
increases since 1981.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 642: Rep. Stella Jean
Hansen of District 57, appeared before the committee as
sponsor of this bill. She explained this bill is to pro-
vide for municipal annexation of contiguous high-density
land under certain conditions. Few states have protest
provisions as favorable to affected property owners as
Montana. No other state protects special districts such

as fire districts like Montana. Annexation is necessary

to maintain an adequate tax base. It is important to the
growth in income in the state. City services are enjoyed
but not paid for by residents of contiguous areas. Resi-
dents of areas lying adjacent to cities and towns use their
facilities, but do not pay for them. This bill gives cities
and towns the authority to annex on highly developed pro-
perty. This provision ends the long-standing unfair sub-
sidizing by city residents.

PROPONENTS: Dave Wilcox, chief administrative officer from
the city of Missoula, stated he was here as a representative
of the city of Missoula. He passed out written testimony
which is attached as exhibit 1, in support of HB 642.

Charles Shields, representing his family from Missoula,
stated they are in the process of moving from the city to
the county, and they want to be counted as part of the city
of Missoula as they will be using the city's facilities.
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Lois Herbig, councilperson from Ward I, Missoula, presented
written testimony in support of HB 642. This is attached
as exhibit 2. She also submitted signed petition from many
more people who were unable to attend, which will also be
attached to exhibit 2, as well as a letter from Howard and
C. W. Reinhardt stating their support of HB 642. This is
attached as exhibit 3.

Albert Dabbert of Missoula appeared in support of HB 642,
and also presented written testimony as exhibit 4.

Forrest Poe, a resident and taxpayer from Missoula, stated
he pays taxes in the city for city services and he also pays
taxes in the county for county services. Someone who lives
just outside of him pay only county taxes but use city
facilities, and he thinks this is unfair.

Donna Shaffer, Missoula county councilperson, presented
petitions which were signed in a small neighborhood store
for just a few days, showing support of HB 642. It stated
this bill would allow cities to annex high density, commer-
cial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries. It also
stated the bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an
orderly fashion and to provide that all users of city faci-
lities pay their fair share. These petitions are attached
as exhibit 5.

Jeanne Y. Ransavage, a homeowner of Missoula for 34 years,
read written testimony in support of HB 642. This is attached
as exhibit 6.

Emily Lennon, homeowner from the south hills of Missoula,
submitted a petition signed by 156 people, which is attached
as exhibit 7, in support of this bill. She also represented
a retired homeowner, Eugene Fitzpatric, of Missoula, and
read his letter, which is also attached, as exhibit 8.

Jerry Ballas, representing the University Area Homeowners
of Missoula, stated there are many areas in Missoula where
one side is county and the other side is city. He asked
that the committee support equality in taxes for their

area by supporting this bill. He presented written testi-
mony which is attached as exhibit 9.

Vern Erickson, representing the Montana State Firemen's
Association, said they would like to go on record as support-
ing this bill and urged the committee to support this legis-
lation. .

Alec Hansen, representing the League of Cities and Towns,
said they support this bill. It represents no threats to
rural areas. It is an issue between urban and suburban areas
and has no reference to rural areas. It is a grave inequity

in Montana and something must be done to change it. It en-
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courages people to abandon cities, but this bill represents
progress in the other direction.

Francis Superneau stated he has been a businessman in Missoula
for over 45 years, and urged the committee to give their
support of HB 642. Attached is a letter from Mr. Superneau
which is attached as exhibit 10.

Marilen Trotter of Missoula, read a prepared written state-
ment urging the committee's support of HB 642, which is at-
tached as exhibit 11.

Earl Hall, representing Local 271 Firefighters of Missoula,
stated he is also a county resident, and would like to go
on record that their organization supports this bill.

There is written testimony from Greg Jackson of the Urban
Coalition stating they would like to go on record in support
of HB 642. This is attached as exhibit 12.

Also enclosed are letters in support of HB 642, from George
H, and Mary J. Millis, James D. Scoville, and Albert and Mary
Ann Gasperino, all Missoula residents. These are attached
as exhibit 13.

OPPONENTS: Rep. Gould of District 61, stated this is a
Missoula bill. There has been a lot of arguments about in-
equities in taxing, but no one has said anything about the
inequities of the beer tax and the gas tax. When this bill
was introduced in 1979, the people from the League of Cities
and Towns had a fit over it, and he hoped this Legislature
would do to this bill what was done to the other one.

Rep. Bernie Swift, District 64, stated he has been here three
times and his prophesy came true. On line 12 it says if the
land area being annexed contains contiguous parcels having

an overall residential density of at least three dwelling
units per acre, then a municipality may annex. Line 24 is
the most vicious thing of the annexation bill, as it proposes
to wipe out any protest of the people. 7-2-4314 (2) says
that the people outside a municipality boundary will no
longer have any say as to what happens to them. The people
of Wapikiya will be annexed in about three months because
they have been taken in by a law that the city of Missoula
wants. In closing he asked the committee to please not pass
legislation of this sort that takes away the rights of the
people to say what will happen to them.

R. A. Ellis, Helena Valley stated he rises in opposition to
HB 642, and that he is surprised that the taxpayers from the
city of Missoula are here. It is a misquote that the city
provides services, because it is the people who pay for it.
Any improvements go on SIDs and the city does not provide
it, and he doesn't understand why the people can't see that.
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He hoped the committee would see fit to kill HB 642.

Rich Gebhardt, representing the Missoula Rural Fire District,
said this bill would have an impact on their fire departments
of $350,000. They oppose the disability for citizens to
protest for higher taxing upon themselves. He would like

to point out the ambiguities on line 24, where the protest
provisions of 7-2-4314(2) don't apply. Why waste the tax-
payer's money by making them go through this by making them
protest.

Vera Cahoon, representing the Missoula County Freeholders,
said about 1/2 of their members would be affected by this
bill. She presented written testimony in opposition to the
bill, which is attached as exhibit 14. She also read a let-
ter from Jeff Stevens, vice president of Wapikiya Home Owners
Association, (exhibit 15) which expresses their opposition

to the bill.

Sheldon Stoner, resident of Helena Valley, stated that 20
years ago he moved away from the city to get away from their
rules and regulations. He is also a member of the West Helena
fire department and has had to come here before to protest
this very same bill. He asked that the committee do not pass
this bill.

Vern Evans, resident of Helena Valley, stated that as far

as annexation is concerned, the laws allow for people to have
the right to annex. He does not feel there needs to be
legislation for people for annexation.

John Whittenberg, Missoula, stated he thinks it is unfair to
take the protest from a person and put them under another
arm of the government.

Ellen Imboden, Missoula, stated she disagrees with this bill
entirely, as it is unfair to the people.

There being no further proponents or opponents, Chairman
Darko thanked all those who came to testify.

In closing, Rep. Hansen said she wanted to put this into pro-
per perspective. We have heard many hours of testimony and
one of the things told is that we need to have good city
facilities to attract industry. I think they believe they
need to protest this density law we have now. These people
live in the city but don't want to pay the taxes. We have
more septic tanks and think what the burden of the city is.
Now we are in danger of losing our city wells because the
septic tanks penetrate the clay. Vera Cahoon lives in the
city of Bonner and they never will be annexed.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 642: Rep. Pistoria asked Mr.
Wilcox if it is true that this bill eliminates the right to
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protest, and Mr. Wilson said yes, that is one of the intents
of the bill. Rep. Pistoria then asked him if he was familiar
with Great Falls' Black Eagle, and he replied no. Rep.
Pistoria then asked if by eliminating the right to protest,
would Great Falls take over Black Eagle, and the answer was
he did not know.

Rep. Kadas asked Mr. Whittenberg where he lives, and Mr.
Whittenberg replied in Missoula, within the area that would
be part of the city if this bill passes. Rep. Kadas then
guestioned that when he said Missoula, did he mean the city
or county, and Mr. Whittenberg replied that when you say you
live near a city, you associate yourself with that town.

Rep. Kadas then asked Vera Cahoon if Missoula requires their
own water system, and Vera Cahoon replied she has nothing
to say about it.

Rep. Kadas then asked Mr. Gebhardt if he had a pile of
gravel at his house, and Rep. Kadas took it away, would Mr.
Gebhardt think he had the right to protest to stop him, and
Mr. Gebhardt replied of course.

Chairman Darko asked Mr. Wilcox that one of the things that

a city provides if it annexes an area is a water and sewer
service; therefore, when these costs are assessed, how much
would it be to the city of Missoula, or would they have to
provide the whole cost. Mr. Wilcox said the city of Missoula
does not own the water system. Most of those annexed in the
bill would already be on those lines. The cost of placing
lines in the ground would be borne by the newly annexed areas.
The city residents have already paid for a portion of that
but they do not have to pay for the new one. Chairman Darko
then asked if the cost to the city residents would then go
up, and the answer was no. It is a user related kind of fee.

Rep. Kitselman said the thing that bothers him in this bill
is determining who owns property, and Mr. Wilcox said it
would neutralize this bill.

Chairman Darko asked if a septic system in a county has con-
taminated the water, and several new water systems and wells
had to be found, would it increase the cost to the city and
the county. Mr. Wilcox answered that it would cost both city
and county people, and the cost is very high.

Rep. Switzer asked Mr. Wilcox if the river provides water
in Missoula, and Mr. Wilcox answered yes.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 558: Rep. Rehberg of District
88, sponsor of this bill, appeared before the committee to
present it. He said he is also representing Rep. Hannah's
district, which is District 86. This bill is as a result
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of an 88 year o0ld man in his district. The city of Billings
wanted to expand to this man's subdivision on the other side
of his farm and they wanted to expand the S$IDs. He protested
and took them to court. The reason for the laws are in many
cases discriminatory. In this case, the city of Billings
wanted to annex the property for the purpose of SID, and
because this man was not a resident freeholder, he is dis-
criminated against. Rep. Rehberg felt the right to protest
should not be taken away, and he should not have been forced
to subdivide and have increased SIDs and incrased taxes.

PROPONENTS: Vera Cahoon, representing the Missoula County
Freeholders, stated they would like to go on record as being
in support of this bill because it gives non-resident free~
holders the right of protest. She presented written testi-
mony (exhibit 1) which also suggests amending the bill to
change the time limit of 20 days for protest, to 45 days.

There were no further proponents present, and no opponents.
However, there is a letter from Jeff Stevens, vice president
of the Wapikiya Home Owners Association which is attached

as exhibit 2, stating their opposition to HB 558.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 558: Rep. Brown stated it is
nice to see a special piece of legislation for Billings.

Being no further discussion, HB 558 closed.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 569: Rep. Stella Jean Hansen,
District 57, presented the bill to the committee, as sponsor.
This bill allows a local government to establish and charge

a fee for review of a minor subdivision. She stated the
county has to review these minor subdivisions and has no way
to collect a fee for them. This bill would enable them to
collect for the trip it takes to make the review.

PROPONENTS: Bill Verwolf, representing the city of Helena,
said they feel that this bill is appropriate and allows
municipalities to recover the cost of operation.

There were no further proponents and no opponents present.

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 569: Rep. Gilbert asked if he
could change the fee to $11,000. Rep. Switzer asked why
local government is reviewing this. Rep. Hansen said this
is if they have to go out and inspect septic tanks, water
supplies and solid waste disposal facilities for a sub-
division. Rep. Switzer asked what we have a Health Depart-
ment in Helena for. Rep. Brandewie said every county sani-
tation department is equipped for checking subdivisions.

If a person has enough experience he is allowed to check
minor subdivisions. The only difference between a minor and
major subdivision is that the minor does not have to go
through a public review. It is checked for all the things
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that county subdivisions provide for. He further stated this
is a good bill.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 736: Rep. Lory of District
59, Missoula, presented the bill, as sponsor. This bill
authorizes the governing body of a municipality or a county
to require financial security from an owner of 25% or more

of the lots within an improvement district for reimbursement
of a revolving fund. The law says you can transfer from the
revolving fund to the general fund. If a person owns 25%

of a subdivision, the county requires him to pay. It says
"may" and so it is purely voluntary. Rep. Lory then suggested
two amendments. On page 2, line 9, instead of lot owners,
insert "that person", and line 22 should be 7-12-2181(2). It
is voluntary to give protest to city or county for security
of special improvement districts.

PROPONENTS: Bill Verwolf, representing the city of Helena,
stated they started out in opposition to this bill. In order
to make it work, they would have to oppose the amendments.

He proposed that the lot owners remain in there. The letter
of credit concept is to entice bond buyers to buy the bonds.
When bonds are secured, the security has to stay with the
property. The city of Helena has issued two special improve-
ment districts that were prepaid for five years.

Jim Richard, representing local government and the Montana
Association of Planners, stated he has worked with Rep. Lory.
His organization supports the bill, and he wanted to point
out that the Governor's Task Force has a problem of default
and this bill would at least solve a part of that problem.

Rep. Dave Brown of District 72, Butte, stated he does not
think we need the first amendment, but we do need the second
amendment. A lot of thought went into this bill, and he urged
the committee to support it.

There were no further proponents present, and no opponents.

In closing, Rep. Lory said he doesn't see any problem with
the bill and the only amendment to make is to strike 7-12-
4221(2) and insert 7-12-2181(2).

DISCUSSION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 736: Rep. Wallin addressed

Mr. Verwolf and stated he said they have taken in some sub-
divisions where they prepaid SIDs for five years. Mr. Ver-
wolf answered by saying they have had special improvements
districts where the developer provided a letter of credit
sufficient to cover payments for the first five years of pay-
ments. If the developer doesn't want to provide that kind

of security, they would not be provided with special improve-
ment districts.

Rep. Sales asked Mr. Verwolf of Helena if there isn't a deal
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where you get 5% up front on special improvement districts.
This would require them to post some unknown amount for the
owner of the lots. Mr. Verwolf answered that it would be
whatever was agreed upon between the city commissioners and
the developer, and it has been done as a voluntary commit-
ment by the developer so that he can get the bond.

Rep. Sales then said that by doing this, a large holder is
being treated different than the little guy. 1Isn't there
something wrong with that. Mr. Verwolf replied yes, that
the way this law is written with the 25% ownership, they are
trying to minimize the rest of the municipality as far as
possible. This letter of credit allows sufficient time for
municipalities that some of these lots will be sold. There
is not really anything that we can do today, but it makes
it more within the codes for allowing SID bonds. Rep.
Sales said we are treating a man who has 25 lots different
than the one who has one lot.

Rep. Lory closed his presentation.

The committee then went into executive session for action
on bills after a short 15 minute break, at 5:30 p.m.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 239: A gray bill was requested
for HB 239. Rep. Wallin moved to DO PASS HB 239, and this
was seconded by Rep. Brown.

Rep. Kadas moved the amendments, and Rep. Sales seconded
the motion. Lee Heiman, Committee Counsel explained that
the gray bill has all the amendments that were suggested.
The major amendments were Rep. Wallin's .

Rep. Pistoria asked what the purpose of the bill is, and
Alec Hansen said it is to allow cities and counties to set
up a district to provide special services. It is also a
question of equity, to assure that people who use the
services should pay for what they get and the people who
don't use the services, don't have to pay.

Chairman Darko asked if there is any way to get rid of a
district. Rep. Sales said he doesn't see in the protest
section where it says 50% of the property owners in either
jurisdiction can stop the district from being formed.

Alec Hansen said it was their intent with the amendment to
clarify this. Lee Heiman explained that each jurisdiction
has to have an ordinance, and if you have four districts
you would need an ordinance from each.

Rep. Sands said he doesn't understand the portion where it
says that if 50% of the property owners sign a petition,
they are not bound by the petition. Alec Hansen said that
the reason the petition is in there is that there is a need
for it.
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Rep. Fritz said he had a question on the amendments, on page
2, where property must be levied, and Mr. Hansen said this
amendment is intended to deal with the problem where districts
are bringing in areas that are far removed. They are to pro-
tect agricultural property owners. Rep. Fritz suggested in-
cluding agriculture. Rep. Brandewie said ten acres doesn't
have to be agricultural, but could be ten acres that nothing
is done with. He also said that in talking about services,
one of the things people are talking about is recreational
programs. He is trying to protect the agricultural people.
Rep. Sands said he thinks it might be advantageous to make

a green belt law that defines what agriculture is, and said

he would like Lee Heiman to look into it. Lee Heiman responded
that it has basically five acres, but he does not know any-
thing about it.

Rep. Sales suggested just putting in agriculture.

Question being called for, Rep. Kadas' motion to amend HB
239 CARRIED UNANIMOQUSLY.

Rep. Fritz moved to DO PASS AS AMENDED HB 239, and this was
seconded by Rep. Brown. Question being called for, the motion
PASSED, with Rep. Poff and Rep. Gilbert opposing.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 160: A sub-committee has been
working on this bill and they have an amendment to present.

Rep. Sales moved to DO PASS HB 160, and this was seconded by
Rep. Brown. Rep. Brandewie moved the amendments, seconded
by Rep. Brown. Lee Heiman explained that the bill was re-
written solely for motor homes, so there would not be any
conflicts. People testified that mobile homes have to have
license plates. Section 5 is left over from the old bill.

Rep. Fritz moved to DO PASS AS AMENDED HB 160, seconded by
Rep. Sands. Rep. Pistoria said it was a good thing Rep.
Grady is going to carry the bill instead of him. Question
being called for, motion PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Rep. Kadas moved the Statement of Intent, and this was
seconded by Rep. Sales. Question was called for, and motion
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 746: Rep. Pistoria moved to
DO PASS, and this was seconded by Rep. Kitselman. Question
was called for, and motion PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 564: Rep. Kitselman made the
motion of DO PASS HB 564, and this was seconded by Rep.
Fritz. Rep. Fritz asked Rep. Sales if he would have a
problem with this, and Rep. Sales answered that they:have
spent a lot of years using claims and warrants, but he
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guessed they would rather have checks. Rep. Fritz said it
seemed to him it would be a little easier and a little cheaper.
Rep. Pistoria stated he thinks it is going to create problems
and that Rep. Sales is right. How are they going to keep
track of it. Rep. Sales said every check has to be attached
to a claim.

Question being called for, Rep. Kitselman's motion of DO PASS
HB 564 CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 569: Rep. Hansen made the
motion to DO PASS, and this was seconded by Rep. Kadas. Rep.
Fritz questioned if the intent was that the fee would be the
difference between Rep. Gilbert's prohibitive fee and $15.
Rep. Gilbert said that although his suggestion was made in
jest, after examining the bill he would suggest they put
some type of cap on it before voting. Rep. Hansen replied
that would be alright with her.

Rep. Brandewie said this has some real potential for abuse.
Not every countyis allowed to do the same thing that the
state does. In some of the larger areas the Health Depart-
ment might be loaded up with extra people and the cost
would go up.

Rep. Sands said that if the local people do it, then the
state wouldn't have to do anything. Rep. Hansen said that
her understanding is that this is true. Rep. Sands said
that rather than an additional fee to the owner, shouldn't
a larger fee be taken from the state. Then why not raise
the $15 fee to $20 or $30, and Rep. Hansen said that would
be alright with her.

Rep. Sands moved to amend the bill by striking section 4,
and on page 2, line 2, strike $15 and amend to $30, and
amend the title accordingly. f{his was seconded by Rep.
Brandewie.

Rep. Fritz mentioned there is a fiscal note that says
there is no fiscal impact to the state, but his amendment
would have an impact to the state of $15. Rep. Hansen
said that would be funds that the state would already have
appropriated because it would be out of funds already paid
to them.

Rep. Gilbert suggested that the fee be capped so that it
would not be over $30. Rep. Brandewie said the fact is the
state is keeping more of the money than is needed, and the
county is being shorted. Rep. Gilbert said he still thinks
his suggestion is the best way of passing this bill. If
the state and the county is making enough money, then pass
the bill.

Rep. Sands said to reduce the financial impact he would be
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willing to change the $15 to $22.50. It is appropriate that
if the state is delegating someone else to do it, the person
who is paying to have the subdivision is paying twice.

Rep. Brown stated that in the last session they spent a lot

of time funding subdivisions, and this bill will hurt what

was solved in that session. Chairman Darko asked if he

wanted to make an amendment. Rep. Hansen asked if it wouldn't
be better to put a cap on subsection 4. Rep. Gilbert asked

if they were talking $48 per lot.

Rep. Hansen made a substitute motion to amend by adding $15
collecting fee to cover the remaining cost of the review,
not to exceed $15. This was seconded by Rep. Fritz. Motion
CARRIED, with Rep. Sands opposed.

Rep. Hansen then moved to DO PASS AS AMENDED HB 569, and this
was seconded by Rep. Fritz. Question was called for, and
motion €ARRIEHR, with 5 members voting no and all the rest yes.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 736: Rep. Brown made the motion
to DO PASS, seconded by Rep. Sands. Rep. Brown also moved

to amend page 2, line 22, and this was seconded by Rep.
Kitselman. Rep. Brown then moved to DO PASS AS AMENDED HB
736, seconded by Rep. Kitselman. Question being called for,
motion PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 546: Rep. Kitselman moved to
TABLE HB 546, and this was seconded by Rep. Fritz. The non
debatable motion CARRIED, with Rep. Brown, Rep. Hansen and
Chairman Darko being opposed.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILIL NO. 558: The motion of DO PASS
was made by Rep. Brandewie, and seconded by Rep. Brown.

Rep. Switzer stated it was recommended at 20 days, and Rep.
Brandewie suggested leaving it at 20 days. Question was
called for, and motion CARRIED, with Rep. Fritz, Rep. Hansen
and Chairman Darko voting no.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 776: Rep. Sales moved to
TABLE HB 776, and this was seconded by Rep. Fritz. The
non debatable motion CARRIED, with Rep. Brown and Rep.
Kitselman being opposed.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 653: Rep. Kadas moved to DO
PASS HB 653, and this was seconded by Rep. Switzer.

Rep. Brown said he had a long talk with Gordon Morris, and
the reason the county didn't go on 614 is because they
thought it was unfair if someone was hired in 1981 and re-
signed in 1983, that the new employee would have to start
at the base pay of 1981. He said he asked Mr. Morris why
he didn't come in with an amendment. Rep. Brown said he

is going to vote for it when it comes on the floor, and he
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Rep. Kitselman said the system works as it is stated in the
law. Billings have voted this for years, and they have grown
by 28% within the city of Billings in the past three years.
The people have voluntarily said they want to go into the
city and pay higher taxes. This bill is giving power to a
government entity that is morally and ethically wrong.

Rep. Hansen said they aren't like Billings, and if they con-
tinue to come back to the Legislature and we say no we are

not going to help you with your problems, you people will have
to help us with everyone of our problems.

Rep. Kadas made a substitute amendment to delete subsection
(c), as he would like the bill to remain clean. This was
seconded by Rep. Fritz. Question being called for, motion
FAILED, with 7 opposed, and 6 voting yes. Therefore, Rep.
Sales' original motion to amend was voted on, and it PRE-
VAILED, with 5 voting no, and 8 voting in favor of it.

Rep. Kadas then moved to DO PASS AS AMENDED HB 642, and
stated he would appreciate this going to the floor as it

is the fairest way to do it. Rep. Sands said this is a
fair issue and deserves to be given a chance. Chairman
Darko seconded Rep. Kadas' motion. Motion FAILED on a Roll
Call Vote of 7 to 6.

Rep. Gilbert made a substitute motion to TABLE HB 642,
seconded by Rep. Poff. The non-debatable motion FAILED on
a Roll Call Vote of 7 to 6.

Rep. Kitselman moved to reverse the votes on the Roll Call
Vote to DO NOT PASS AS AMENDED, and this was seconded by
Rep. Switzer.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 277: Rep. Gilbert reported
from the Sub-committee, and he and Rep. Sands had met with
six people from the Crime Control Board. They are against
everything they talked about. Should a crime be committed
inside a jail, who is liable. Rep. Sands had some ideas
but they haven't had a chance to talk about it. They did
some interim studies that sound good, but nothing much is
accomplished. Rep. Fritz asked if the expert from New
Mexico was present at the meeting, and Rep. Gilbert said no,
that they met with the Sheriff from Teton county and four
members of the Crime Board. Rep. Gilbert also stated the
sheriffs in New Mexico are on tenure for two years. The
sheriff of Teton county can't find a private firm that
operate jails. Rep. Sands said he thinks we have a real
problem with jails, and that the bill has the mechanics for
dealing with the problems economically and efficiently. He
said he thinks the bill needs to be amended, and that the
amendments aren't that difficult. However, they need more
than two members to sit on the Sub-committee.
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would ask that it go to Appropriations.

Rep. Sales stated that there is something that bothers him
about both these bills. By calculating what this bill would
be, it came to $58.50, not $75. He said they should put

$60 in it and that would catch them up with what they should
have gotten.

Rep. Poff said he doesn't have any reservations about the
$75, but he does have reservations about the mileage and road
inspections because he knows they can be abused. Rep. Sands
said the number he got was $58.67, so he does not think they
should get $75.

Rep. Kadas moved to amend HB 653 from $75 to $60, and this
was seconded by Rep. Pistoria. Question being called for,
motion CARRIED, with Rep. Hansen opposing.

Rep. Sales then moved to DO PASS AS AMENDED HB 653, and this
was seconded by Rep. Kadas. Question being called for, motion
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 642: Rep. Hansen made the mo-
tion to DO PASS, and this was seconded by Rep. Kadas. Rep.
Sales moved to amend by striking section (c¢) on page 1, strik-
ing lines 23 and 24, and putting the protest provision back
in, changing subsection 1. This was seconded by Rep. Switzer.

Rep. Hansen asked Rep. Sales what he wanted to do that for,
as this would put them where they started, and Rep. Sales
disagreed.

Rep. Gilbert stated this country was founded on 'of the peo-
ple, for the people, and by the people'. The people have the
rights and it is not their fault that the city has grown.

Let us not have the government telling people that they have
to be in the city or out of the city. If we have to kill
every bill that comes in here to protect the people, we will
have to.

Rep. Fritz stated that most municipalities allow annexation
without protest. You are applying one small area (Montana)
to what is happening.

Rep. Kadas said he is confused about the amendments. By
deleting section (c) all together, the city may try to annex,
and this isn't any different from what we have now. The
whole point of the bill is that high density areas don't
have the right to protest.

Rep. Darko stated this problem isn't isolated to Missoula.

Last session, Libby and Hamilton came to the Legislature to
get help with their problems. It is the responsibility of

the Legislators to help them deal with their problems.
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Chairman Darko stated that since the committee does not have
any bills on Tuesday, she charged the sub-committee to meet
at that time and to have something ready for the committee
to deal with on Thursday.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 118: Rep. Brown stated that
at the request of Rep. Hannah he would like to make a motion
to take HB 118 OFF THE TABLE, and this was seconded by Rep.
Brandewie.

REP. Kadas stated he thinks this bill is hopeless. Rep.
Gilbert said people's rights are violated. Question being
called for, motion FAILED on a Roll Call Vote of 7 to 5.

Rep. Sands stated he supports the motion to take it off the
table because Rep. Hannah should have the opportunity to get
it on the floor. :

Rep. Sands then moved to leave it on the the table and adopt
amendments in a gray bill, to reconsider actions, and this
was seconded by Rep. Kitselman. Question being called for,
motion PREVAILED, with 4 members opposed.

Rep. Sands moved to DO PASS HB 118, and this was seconded by
Rep. Brown. Rep. Sands then moved the sub-committee amend-
ments, seconded by Rep. Brown. Motion CARRIED, with two
members voting no.

Rep. Kadas moved to strike all of Section 1 - 5, seconded
by Rep. Kitselman. Rep. Sands stated that if the amendments
are adopted, the bill that is on the table should be Rep.
Kadas' bill.

Rep. Kadas then withdrew his motion.

Rep. Sands then moved to TABLE AS AMENDED HB 118, and this
was seconded by Rep. Pistoria. Motion CARRIED, with Rep.
Brown and Rep. Hansen voting no.

Chairman Darko then told the committee that there were no
bills scheduled for Tuesday, but there were four for Thursday,
on adjournment, which would be at 5:00 p.m. There are several
other bills, but they do not need to be heard until after
transmittal.

Everyone thanked Rep. Brown for the sandwiches and Chairman
Darko for the homemade pies.

There being no further business before the committee, the
meeting was adjourned at 7:30 p.m.

PAULA DARKO, Chairman




“o—J)

(Type in committee members'

LOCA T COMMITTEE
49th LEGISLATIVE SESSION -- 1985

DAILY ROLL CALL

names and have 50 printed to start).

NAME

PRESENT

ABSENT

EXCUSED| ,,

Date tﬂz(v é /5575%

Paula Darko, Chairman

v

Norm Wallin, Vice Chairman

l/,

Ray Brandewie

Dave Brown

Harry Fritz

Stella Jean Hansen

&E | e

Bob Gilbert

Mike Kadas

Les Kitselman

Paul Pistoria

Bing Poff

Walter Sales

Jack Sands

Dean Switzer

<\\ N K\\<;\ <§ < < <\ <k i\ "~ <§

Py T

o—

Please attach to minutes.

34




STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

e FERTMAEY. 6. 1983......
g 104 R »
MR. ........ SPERRERS oo,
. TAO0AL COVERNMESR
W, YOUT COMIMUTEEE ON ...ueiiiiiieeeciieieiieiereeaesiteteseeesesnunteeeeesssassasesssarsssssssessanssssentessiesseessssssnssssesssnsssessmsanssssssnseessrasassnsssnsanes
having had UNer CONSIAEIAION .....vv.evveeeeeeeeeseeecrerereereneeeeensee s ee S eD R AR R et erevsseesesreetsiasssesessetatenenee Bill No.833.......
FIRST reading copy ( WRITE )
color
INCREASING SALARITS OF COMMISSIOURRS IN SMALLER
COUHTIES.
Respectfully report as follows: That.......ccccoveicnriiiennnninncinnccnenennsd EQ?;SB. .......................................... Bill No‘53 .........

BE AVENDED AS FOLLOWS:

Btrike: T375%
Insort: °$60°7

2. Pagas 1, lire 23.
strike: 75757
Insert: 307

3. Paage 1., line 25.
Strixe: “ﬁzgf
Insert: Ti£a¢

AND AS AUENDED,

DO.PASS ;;

STATE PUB. CO. PADNLA SARED 7 Chairman.
Helena, Mont.

FAAAAITYIEE CEADETADY



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT  =sg~

We, your committee on........

having had under consideration .................. TPt

T gyt

ok Y e

reading copy (

LOSRT GOVTINMENT

[CAWE S ]

Respectfully report as follows: That................. .33

BEOAMEIAEY AN POLIIVRED .

Py

I I
Y =

i

% Unsre 3 TE

da TSR e SN
- o .

e Tonesiars ® v

Ll A L I o e s

d, Dot D

et ewd v
< "‘,,.‘...-‘.-‘vffg’?,','_f'
DR T L P
RSk A0 M ' Y TN
4 b =
£ “aile

DO PASS ™™

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.

-

L

n T

ot

“:7‘;933'

e ereeneneen e e eeereeseerearennene B NO. v,

eeereeesreseresesessstesessasesssssassscsssessesassessesansarsesees BIN NOL vt

Chairman.




. Pags 3, line 131,
Follawings "Pinsncing,”
Inearty "1}

e
naﬁwiﬂq ,h d i
pr:’tm? >y havisg a
lawind only an the pri

xnr, M oench Brepartr,

*
€9

7. Paga 3, linn
Grelleas “mlankors
Inaare: “nvopsriv auners”

-
-

E 4 lgviw& *ﬁ' thn

Dacmy 2 ¥ 3

HB 739

granaes of
21l 1qri¢m1tarn1

"”J

st

el 3 g}w-a.a# e a-v.s»n if aeves, b

incipal rasideoncial dwalllae, A7

k3

Honndary nf tha

g hedy oy nerzons nronariagc a

with tha emgres sloastinng

sintrator te avenarn 3 Adupaviotian of ths hwaandares

ey e 3 AR Pt

Saw an nraerisal, the
shool ddsavisg,

3

Tha bayndseer dnasrintinn

g, Paaa 3, line 2,

Palloginegs  "in"

Shrikar “hhn”

Tagart: ‘each

. Prae 3.

Foalliowing:r Yine 2

Trazarys: ?{3} Drine ¢4 Intarmining tha
Aintrict, the gravarnin
naririon ehall congule
it 3% re
=F o nronaend dizerioan, A
noandare ~hell Iallow nraciaoe,
manisinal, and ~mumbr Yinea,
mpar he ﬁanwﬁ& ned ~laarivy dsaneihad,”

19, Page 3, Lina 19,

Follinwingsr Tnf”

Shrika:r “thx*

Twmznris “apeh®

Tine &,

5, I B
xS

o
~ii‘
%4

” A - .y
12, Page &, 1lins 7
SErikar Talantora’”

Togerds Tovanerty ayners®
Fallmeingy: "Tnd”

Gheikey Tahe”

Taeavty “oaont

Srriker Tin that

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.

Tate Intuh b S B8 0 51
N TR e

Chairman.



MT RSP NP
N OAT AREMaRn,

STATE PUB. CO. -
Helena, Mont.

-

; H A" ] £
rigesr eLinnhars
3

Frapmnyn e sir gunarg

. , :
any srr AT {he daris

tha Aloselc®

Crore

Aineinen

LR

Chairman.

DRt TEWMBET R My N TP e



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT  sace 1 of 2

MR. ........ SPLAEERT .
We, your committee on ?,Q‘I(IAL’:C)‘JE}?’J?iﬁ‘{T .................................................................
having had under consideration 53’3{552 ........................................ Bill No. 6‘:2 ........
FIRLT , WHITE
readingcopy (.

AGAREATION OF CORTIGUOUS UIGH-DINATITY IAND.

WIANE L ET IR
TOUSE 542

fy 3
Respectfully report as fOlows: That ...t s eee s e seesssrbner s s sene s e e s e e s Bill NO..oieeeieeeen.
SE AHZNDLD AS POLLOWS:

1. Page 1, line 1l4.
Tollowing: “acre;*®

B mm

Insert: or

2. Page ), line 17.
Pollowing: “acre”
Serike: ": ox®
Ingart: ©.°

3., Paee 1, liases 13 +harough 23,
Strike: subsection (¢) ian its sntirety

4. Fage 1, iine 23,

Strike: ¥, except that the protest vrovisions of
7-2-4314(2) Jo non apoly®
DO PABE L CONTIHNISD
STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Helena, Mont.

Y o S B YELE e d el ol 1. -t .Y,



HB 642 Page 2 of 2

..................... Pehraary. l6..........19.85 .

5. Pags 2, line 1.
Strixe: "7-2-4312 and 7-2-4314(1)°
Insext: “7-2-4314"

AND AS AMBHDLD,
20 HOT PASS

SE=ls <

STATE PUB. CO. TAULA QARXO, Chairman.

Helena, Mont.




(Type in committee name, committee members' names, and names
of secretary and chairman. Have at least 50 printed to start.)

ROLL CALL VOTE

HOUSE COMMITTEE _LOCAL_ GOVERNMENT

DATE _Jol. /L 1955 ﬁovgg Bill No. é‘/}‘ Time

NAME YES NO

Darko, Paula = Chairman V/
Wallin, Norm - Vice Chairman
Brandewie, Ray

Brown., Dave

Fritz, Harry

Hansen, Stella Jean

Gilbert, Boh

Kadas, Mike

Kitselman, Tes

Pistoria, Panli

Poff, Bj ng

Sales, Walter \vd
Sands, Jack :
Qwi-l-vpr' Dean

<

NEEGIA

SNENENE

(o T

Marianne Bagley Paula Darko
Secretary Chairman

‘Motion: 9&(’ //(/)w @' [Mw/ﬁj( _ %WAAL Vcdf(/)

(Include enough information on motion =-- put with yellow copy of
committee report.)

Cs-31

35



Cs-31

(Type in committee name, committee members' names, and names
of secretary and chairman. Have at least 50 printed to start.)

ROLL CALL VOTE

HOUSE COMMITTEE _LOCAL GOVERNMENT

DATE,:£14,%,/Q§5’ anjf: Bill No. éﬂ%ZLfTime

NAME YES NO

Darko, Paula - Chairman ‘v/
Wallin, Norm - Vice Chairman .
Brandewie, Ray 4
Brown, Dave v
Fritz, Harry v
Hansen, Stella Jean v’
Gilbert, Bob
Kadas, Mike
Kitselman, Tles
Pistoria, Panl
BPoff, Bing
Sales, Walter v~
Sands, Jack v

Switzer, Dean v

<[] IN

Marianne Bagley Paula Darko
Secretary Chairman

— P
Motion: / ﬂl%liat — ffxw\&&,ﬂﬁ

[

(Include enough information on motion -- put with yellow copy of
committee report.)

35



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

e Feoruary 16, 19..83
MR. . SFREARER:
We, your COmMMIttee ON .....cviveeiieieiieiiiiiniriminenenaaness L QCALGGVEY{:%‘}”":ZT .................................................................
having had UNder CONSIABIALION «e....vveereemereeeereeeeeeseseessesesseereseeseesessesee HOUBE ) Bill No, /.38
TIRGT ) WEITE
readingcopy ()

SRR

SECURITY POR REVOLVING FTURDS FOR IMPROVIHERT
DISTRICTS.

IOUSE 736

Respectfully report as fOllOWS: That......cccciciiiiiiriiiciireiie et essetece st e s saeseserase e ssasasss s ssneasesseessossseannn Bill No....ccoeveeiinnnins
S5 AMEBMIRD AS DULLOHS:
1. Page 2, line 22.
Strike: ©"7-1%-4221(2)"
Ingert: "7-12-2131{2)"
AXD AL AHBUDED,
-DO-PASS

o

............ ?N*Eé‘s\?ﬁyﬁ.cmnman

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

..................... Feabruary. 16, ......1983 .
o SEEBEERT
T D VTR TS
We, yOUr COMMITIER ON ..cceercrererierinrienrcrreeneeerenans = “CAL%*Q‘%“R““”“T ...................................................................
APV =
having had under CONSIAEration ....c..eeecireeereeereveererererasssseseseesenns A Bill No"69 ........
FIRST reading copy (__TRITi )
color
LOCAL COVERNMENT FRE POR SUBDIVISICH MEVIDFR
7 % [ ¥k
Respectfully report as follows: That......c.ocevveriirrieeecnvnicccrnnenenceseenes . 'QGSL ............................................ Bill No'}‘ég .........
ER AMENDED AS FPOLLOWUS:
1. Page 2, line ».
Folloewinyg: “foe”
Insexrt: 7, not Lo exceead $153,7
AHRD RE AMIYDED,
DO.PASS.. g
........... BRI R R

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.

o v A A D A AN R I S W o w PREE A Fa RS



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

MR. SPEARTR -

LOCAL GOVIERNHENT

We, YOUIr COMMITIEE ON L.iiiieiriiieceetienierecercacree S e e ettt e aaas
HONAE =
having had under consideration ..........c.ceireeeerieiicccirncrmemenmeenerereeecneees ‘f"ﬂa& ............................................ Bill No. 364 .........
] = b Sl o i B
FIRST reading copy ( WEITa
color

AULOWING CITIES AHD TOWNS TO PAY BILLS BY CUECK.

ZOUSE ) 964
Respectfully report as fOlIows: That ...ttt seere s seseer e s an e s snene s s sennaas Bill No.weoeie.
-DO-PASS~
N0
ey
carervs o R Pyl R T ¥ 1150 PR G

Hetena, Mont.

Y SN EYIE S I T N T I N Y.y,



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

....................... Pobruary 16,1933 .
MR....SPERKER: o
We, your COMMItLEE ON .....c.eceeueeeerieenrireeenreeeseeseeens L8 L Y O L ko O
- BOUSE 558
having had under consideration .........ccccoouviverieinic i e, ‘%VF .......................................... Bill No "5 .........
T TIIY TR G
JI w34 l’eading COpy( EvbIa)—i )
color

2A5Y FPRESEOLODER BELIGIDLL TO VOTE ON ANEIATICH.

e s T
Respectfully report as follows: That.......cccccceviueerimrecvennieencrenressneeiens B e Bill Nonﬁ .........
DO.RASS
STATE PUB. CO. '.'):*&UI&:'\ :}?&‘:“};- * Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

oo FORRRALY.. 10 19..35....

MR SPEANER:

WE, YOUP COMMUTLEE ON cnnneeieiiieeieiieeeseiieees e ersnea et ta s nnttaeee i stsneeennnsreesesarn eerereeeaereneireraneeesarereertrnrr s eerrran e reeeaanen
: TOUS Y H
having had under consideration e G e Bill No. 74" .........
rIRST reading copy ( HEITE )

color

WATER METER EIIE RATIOS AS ASELSSMINT OPTION FOR
PIRE HYDRANT DISTRICTS

HeUS ) 74
Respectfully report as fOHOWS: THat. ...ttt rre e ceee s riresssesasss e saetssnaenesrnesansessnnesses Bill No..oocvveerrnen,
..DO_PASS C
! %’/
STATE PUB. CO. FAVLY DAREG, Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT raae 1t o+ 7

Pahranre 18

We, your committee on........... .

having had under consideration .......ccccoccveeecinennne

-
Flmas .
Rk + whista

reading copy (

color
FTLIMNG OF ®ORIOE ADSMET preanns Ty

o

MANNET AR MOTOGR YEIYSIYVS

Fun e .
Ty e LRE

1 b * P 3 =
e TLELS, Iira %,
L ) el To ot W g ¥
rrives PET nARWY
ad o v om ¥
Mtmereie X OSIHAYLALT

S PN A

Tazers: TEROTIONY 1§-34.507

Lt s Fos - .

.
3, 0¥ i *hronah 14,
Terlikas soaserBiens o7 ey
= ?

ey 5 . s
ST Gusrinss,

Eavyn g man e

Y rnnry roameiwd s Mo rad e Teome

¥
Amet o f

[ -
Her e ¥

foasen af ree

A

P T T N e
NPT I

A

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Heiena, Mont.



vt 2
F]
3
T
~d

LEehanry AR 1983......

£2)  The reosrd shall ahow the fallowing:

{2} nrme a7 swwar, rasidensa he towny and sonanée, and
businnmns  addremar

By mamm and  addrasz 27 aonditinnal anlaz veendsr,
martaagae, 5 athar  lienhsider, and amount due under
ronerach ar iiang

(i~} mzanfarturer af the mabila homag

£3)  1drngifoing mumber;

{=) crmar af wanyfactygrar and

{17}y ay~h  other information az may fram mime to tine
Ao Tapnd deairabls,

™in

{3} Tha divigian ahall £11a amplications fov
ragiztrating raraivad By 1% from the oountr Lraangrore of

i

i
o
rha petave and  rogisnter *ha mahila Nomes the
agﬁribﬂé and  the ouymary  theren? as th
ronsiders auitadble,
4} AlYl ramarde ohall B snan tn insopaetion
during  ail zaasahablﬁ basiaesa  noura, and the

Adwiniay  =Mall  ‘genish sy dafarmatinn foam Shn

b N

¢

r@ﬁnfﬁ upne paveeat  he  the anolirsant oFf  the snat

she f(afarmating =agueated,

390 Aavs Following +hn om0l axsh

*ha  Alviainn aha2ll serd d0 each nmpmbe
ha dnnartneant of wavenns 2 Lt »f tha

= ,wﬁe?ghip for mahile Thomesn {eoned
inag I4ng calendar munrier Lo swnars wishis
h oansmmaarls raanasﬁiv@ zaunty, Phs lisd wgad oomenin

g8 ¥ Ry cmrner  or  dhe naoss and

ot ]

aclle ﬁﬁ mrmary and -

oo, iﬂrl:diﬁﬁ e creny bniit, fhu ***i% numbar, and €hm
b

By A e o — sy
»arisl "umbhar,

MY SBOTINR,.  Sestinn 3, TeswaeTar af inearans ¥ mabile
Tema. {11 Tnen a trasfar af asv intersast in a moblile howe
ragigtared under the arovisisns A7 [rascinmge 1 throgeh
51, =ie parann whnse {ntavest is ts ha Pransforred
=hall write hie aignaregre with nen pnd ink wgren the
mareffioaes of nymevehip lnzaad for sash mabile home in
wha appronriate anare praTided yoam DR Saseseas =ida a]d

soreificxts, aml hiw  rignatuse  enet ha ackrowlodged
Arfar@ A matars mablio

12y Mithin 2Y salendar Anen sharea U
twavmfaras +hall Yaragrd hath tha  ~ndarsad
pl wgmsrafip and the marel fimaia ~E
=egingratinn,  btruserbhier writh Aln (nTarmasion eeogicagd
arder T Ty ot tha  enaue Sreasarer, whe shall

rard the divinicn, Yo oereificata o8
rynavshin or rarti#iﬂx L o~ F vagiareanian Mg Yze Ieaged
STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Helena, Mont,



hy rha Qirvisisn gntil  she ~ubeptandis
sprrandarad o that affimn s thale
tory  fir  roassnnhle sasizfaation,

annlicabkinn wizhin &ha Miaday garacs

ppli
transfarse 2o 2 panalty o8 510,
e =ollsotad by the soonty freas

roagiatration and ig in additian =o 2
nrowidnd bhe law,

A} T tha evas® 2 a2 trannfarv b soeration 7 s
~f zny {ntarest i3 2 modile home as unon inharitanes,
davizg mv hamuest, ovdav in hankeapbor ~es lxgalwsnss,

amargtion gals, TenDwe ; Jafanle in  the
narforwanas af  the rarmrs A7 1 lsass or  syxgeatory
Az Lar  sanpract, ar otharwisa than ke walgntary aece of
2ha marsan . whenes  titla ar  intaraze i trsasfareasd,
+hae  awoeuntay, adminiatrator,  Pasaiesr, Lrgaet
shaeri 4 or athar rvanragaedatiss  Ar sucscesanT

2f tha parsag whonse intnawaxe in fFesngferead

PO 2 124

Yoruard =0 ﬁﬁn diviﬂf,u an anpnlisracisan fnwv x

Y ownerahin s the  Tars *}1;“*aﬁ Tevr av ardinginal
anplisgtinan for  » raved Fimara o7 oye »f:&iﬁ, Merrat Ry
with 2 varifisd oy cnr?i‘éed aratament  af bhe

Borne T o F el tnharnes, Thae srsrtomant  “hni’ ank
fnreh  shs  veasaosn ar the inyslgntare srangfar,  the
inkm s ST Ehe pmrosan o whom

rha  oraose

RO

nynendnrs 2F Fmneling o ;.u,ﬂ_¢-, and  mthor

Aty «%ﬁeé By the  Jiviaginn, fviderca and
inery r@&airwd pr law &y aifecs =
Lrwng ar  semitailae £itle 2 or an intsrast
im oohan ha rogaisad (moansch meae il be
furaishad with *hﬂ nhntament, TP tha 4w atiefind

b d
thasy *ha  transgfor in raqaiu; zad that a
reguired by law havae bean  complisd
aend %5 thae mamer, oordicisnal 2alas vandor, lsssor,

oy Lgagan, and othav 1issar, as shows by des rorordn,

Aanti~a &f  sha  intansdad  eeasafar oan tharaxfiar,  hut
meyt lowoz fhan £ Axva theavasfesr, ahsall fesua 5 roay
"v?*"‘?li"{.ﬁ?iﬁf‘ S )S{{*‘a"“‘}\"} R xd d r‘wt"?'&" fﬁ.’ft‘_‘“{gs\ i]‘{' "“"",‘?’:r'} ':
te tha  oardan ontisiad thsrears, The wnzion horeein

YR e

reguirad ia ommnlliad with e doonaie in the
{ Ty Toadgw,  HewmEsan, with  woatogs aronasidd gnd

et

AN
N
5

rigadd foy Rl maraan st sha rasnnobtive sgdvans shnwn on

e 8 T
t“i Gimininmle rapords,
{41 Them tho mabhita home carsifiscabta A cwrmarahin
thas ix doenlaesavile sranglare=ed {o nan ssaisntarad i
thin ntntn, thas mrassdprs car Taseh e%ava yay ey hrey
Fallemgad in ammlying for a0 new oarsilld
sgrrasrs #iydiv Amd caws i flends a7 vnﬁiv?vxtiﬂg %u
CVRIIRT ATy
STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



Pehyvusry 1%

Advielian nand nnat saxdd noanine af  intendnd  bLpanefar and
=hall imons 3 nay certifiones of ogreraiipg and 2 now
mortificats of registratisn ¢o 2hs verion sntivlsd
rhmvato,

{5y {2} In the avysni nf tho Jdanth »f &H@ ar
mey ar mars wabils homes ragistasrad havannder e
&; raqﬁ*ﬁ a armhiand ralaa of 5&5,36& w‘?%nu* 1uﬁwinq
n*hmr mpnriy nasacsitarisg hre nrosgring of

pbgqu mﬁ afdmia{stredtion iy

‘n&barﬂ !bﬁ:;t;gm@nk-;v”

hen ths earvivirg spoane or avher haly, unleas sach

nropariy (e e will othaereis
trangfay ~f s AdAanadeptfs aarkif
the cercifisavs of regictratinn 7
{HY ™he nerson zasking %
cartifionts n¥ ngnarvanin oxall 7
A{winion masting forrh the {30t o
and addvrage af anw athar hai

x2g  AYn  narahy

- 3

diviaion is aunthor

parrifisars »f ~wnesrehin and raer
mafiect da all semgrity  {steyany
7 AfF i 3avir show

ok
upnn rorsiot of an
anticled f£a 3 Sranafoer grdary fha

Yial sE shis aaction,

8} Ynmthimg  im anbsz

any maogred Darde fvon
anme raglataraed aadar ohe
shranak 51 f£0 ane othev
without s feacting  the Ixd
ol Fdagbi 5% marahio
ragiztratiae,  Tmon ane asa
hin escywity interast  ina
Iemrginne 1 shrauoh %1, a .
e Filad with ths dieisian and »o
ire wamvdn,

L1 bmﬁﬁna

mads anonssary o entitle zhe

F
§ - :
& Y p

had, =5 masnrn
icate of ownarahip and
£ ﬁhe mobile hvae,

ranx far of the

iis an 28F1dawie wirh tha
f marvivorshipn and  the
wa and agsh athes b Yok ob
hfxi,ﬁt By

wad v transfar the
vifimata af voagizetravrion,
g  ahnge e (ke sanarde

ine rhat rhe affispys i2

nrwrizinag af sahzastion
.
{15 small  niravsns
r Mls dintoarant i a3 emeabhiis
i I Ianmrinag 1
uoat tho oaraant )l ang
¥ oehke 3nalder o9 Mhp

samgeed narte %
3ile home veagqintevred yader
7y westigmmant maot

rord thoraof aade apan

.
(7Y Pha coavelfizzton »?2 semarahin shall cemsin
B Aiviglion uson a tronpfer af
2nd masmd aat ha vanawsd
».»ga SROBT AN . {*ﬂv&f-?;;,?.;{.“ - ﬂa}'““ggg‘s -
Tawt i Tiamta 2% oy i
{ssnincs *e ~=  dnint sweeraiio, {1y Tnen
Tomaploetion ~F whay aanllisarinn Tor rere{Timatn oL
mmarshin an forar furvished bv +he  Jivimisa,  rhe
TORNLY TIEnyTe T z b v 2 SRS L SRS AL S S At s L

&
applicntisn 5»n fhe divieion,
.
kil

fafarmatinn ounaainegd

Tt 1z
roevespandiag Af des

mnteT e
nnon T

oRrall Tyweis

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.

Chairman.



2 a? spgrarehin
“ate 6f cwnavehin ahzll contain wpon

ean
4

manmninta  address  of  the
addraneoan ¥ dndne srenavag
ecomplieza addrear AT 2nv hnlder of
aterset in the roamistorad mahile

AL e

)} tha wame and
x porianted eararits L
oy

5'0' Hg

id) 5 dexerintion a® ha sagisterad =abils Moo,
acivding the ran™ huiler and serial prbhor:

{ad  *he Filimg data ni any Yian  agal
mnbkile homay and

£} agem other atatamant Af facka 2e omar he
gatroruisad dy the Aivieion,

{31 ¥Then the nrmmr and xddreanas A7 mnwe than ane
ayper i ars wembary % tha game {mmedinte familr are
tintad nn the carcifisacs af oynerahio, inist  ownsrshin

- "

bts

QA-

naet aunt

r

with wight ~% auryivorshin, and ant a3 sananen @
s, i3 presemed,

{5} Umon rocaine o <he anonlisation, tha
diviedan ~Ball washask $ha  soniisation, 19 thers in anv
aryor in the apniicarinn 1% may B retgroed sn sha
roagnbr Beassgrey b affasativaly sarnre tha rarraction of
~grh errar, who ahall retyrns tshe game S thr divisiom,

15y The covtifisgts of sunsrn? moanbxin x
et by By Aivisins o a franae Inteyrnat
tha ownar and agoh ot AnTih s dntormined

b Bl Alertaine,

ATW SReTIaY Tactian 4 Regirrrant ar ovinsg Sacis ownane
Y ﬁtﬁ??é'agga Ty Phe ourants af fasazinne 1 thwagogh 51
the oeyann  awmaaring s fha ahlic  racnrdg  an the
ragiagrant af any snhile heme chall awima faoia b

hn aIpaeyr therant,

oy sbeg

inpannion o Srnmnfew tdslal The waelden
& ‘??«} LT -\3‘—' + 13.6 FyM e wetwpn g oar
wpaikle fae mocment oF taves ynnom 2he
Thae  ~lerk ol rasawdaes sRnil
L Er Ahe smmate yuasonar of tha informpnise
g nren Ty
STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



i
n
1

Page ~E
3

-4»'

foreremdoon
roandy
15424707, Baparsment-sa-mahecrnios wlemaking
agthanrise, ‘1‘ ”::‘,ys da\D!’i.’!’ﬂ’S&l&f\;t oFf rmmanys M ,3.152*
:%mgﬁﬁ':ﬁé}kgzmﬁ‘z &fo’: ARCOABHZTS for nr an an "5.13 h};‘
Bl farmtmadtimn nd phn nurpHzan ~E "“’R‘&"‘“’B&’Ff‘ ,'n”,“§ﬁm"
&5""?4""“{31 *‘\"""quﬁq 5“"“4“"?99 e

{1) ?h"‘ ‘ds ﬁ“’z*’ f\’f“j!iqficq

;AL o

Fe 15-34=207, ®OA, i3 amandad tn

.

n§ if‘iﬂl”'*i{};!‘}q } “‘srhhgﬁu ;

.....__,.._...,«...__...‘ :.

e N‘P{:ﬂ"r’lf. g@{"*&m“} T. O3l f{rmarinn, Thn ‘32"6)*3*?33{‘3_!; ot

thiz acy ars iatendsd o ha ondifiad g9 an incaaral asare
ot Tigles 15, ?ham«av 24, anTe 7, and the nrowisismg af
Pieix 1%, chapter 04, mard T oapnly v ¢his nef,”
HRIEG 3G
PCH
: ;.
Sy
-
B Ricdsal LI
STATE PUB. CO. 1Y e ey Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



)
™
it
R
S
o
e
)

STATENENT ,J? IHTENT -
ISR nY 160

RLE B

A zratemeont of intent 12 reguired hecauns tha disigine ~7 motor
¢ = e ©

: i
wohinlan in olwan walomaing sutharity rolating % +ha resintration and
kronitg of weonrds of meabile homee {n asctinn 6 2F #ha W1l
T e apuayn tha hagis nrrcsdnres and

Tryema mamaecayrr w0 EERA AL ”"ﬂf?*w*'a*-*“"" ATOon
shanld ne Foavreuls rhat ohe anrwman oFf tha »ill is

z3 > . A
adurss,  The mulag

:

arimarile 20 avnwida AT br1 ames ”“ nohila home swasrakhin Foar the
marnnden ~F taxy
e : i

~. i

i

STATE PUB. CO.
Helena, Mont.

Chairman.




Ccs-31

(Type in committee name, committee members' names, and names
Have at least 50 printed to start.)

of secretary and chairman.

ROLL CALL VOTE

HOUSE COMMITTEE _LOCAL GOVERNMENT

DATE je./}, /L 1995

NAME

YES

NO

Hbuﬁgﬁ Bill No. //g Time

Darko, Paula - Chairman

v

Wallin, Norm - Vice Chairman

Brandewie, Rav

Brown, Dave

Fritz, Harrv

<

Hansen, Stella

Jean

Gilbert, Bob

Kadas, Mike

bk~

Kitselman, lLes

Pistoria, Panl

<Kl K

Paff, Ring

\L

Sales, Walter

Sands, Jack

Switzer, Dean

s

Marianne Bagley

5

Paula Darko

Secretary

Chairman

4

| Motion: jﬁ/%uv ﬁw }f/fz/ WJL

(Include enough information on motion -- put with yvellow copy of
committee report.)
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K?f‘hhwson

¥

To: House Local Government Committee ,
Representative Paula Darko, Chairperson -
From: The City of Missoula

Subject: House Bill 642 Annexation of Contiguous High
Density Land

Date: February 13, 1985

The City of Missoula supports House Bill 642. We have

the following points to make in favor of HB 642,

(1) Montana annexation laws are among the nations most

%
restrictive, according to a 1980 Legislative Council ﬁ
report, which stated: 1
- "Few states have protect provisions as favorable %
to affected property owners as does Montana." %
-"And significantly, no other states had exclusions
for industrial, manufacturing, smelting, etc. purposes.” -

-"No other states protected special service districts,

such as fire districts as is done in Montana statutes.”

(2) state law protects rural fire districts (particularly 3
the rural fire district in Missoula County) even though
fire districts provide only one service and to the

detriment of municipalities which provide many services.

(3) Apparently state law in protecting rural fire districts

from having their territory annexed is designed to

protect the tax base of those districts. The result
of course is detrimental to the tax base of munici- ?

palities. Annexation is as necessary to maintaining




(4)

(5)

(6)

_.2_
an adequate municipal tax base as growth in income
by Montana workers is to maintaining the State's tax
base. |
Our neighboring states, all somewhat rural like Montana,
provide for annexation of contiguous lands without
protest by the property owners when certain conditions
are met,
Our neighboring states apparently recognize the value
of municipalities to the State's economic growth,
Stagnate communities do not attract new investment.
It is time we recognize that sustained economic growth
and healthy municipal governments and services go
hand and hand.
City services are enjoyed and relied upon but not
paid for by residents of contiguous areas. Residents
living next to our cities and towns utilize their
services by entering them daily. When twice as many
people utilize city services as pay for them (as in
Missoula) those services become more costly in order
to meet the demand. As examples, City taxpayers support
increased costs for street repair and maintenance,
traffic regulation and accident investigation, law
enforcement and the use of parks and recreation.
You will notice in my list of examples that law enforcment
is prominent. The City of Missoula responds to law

enforcement needs far greater than the population



(7)

..3_
of 33,000 would indicate. This is because of a huge
outlying population which creates a larger commercial
and business center, more bars and other entertainment
facilities, more automobiles, and more people generally.
As a result, the City's crime rate is the highest
in the state and higher than New York City. This
is because the number of crimes is measured against
a population of 33,000 instead of the population actually
served of 50,000 to‘70,000.
Furthermore, 9-1-1 statistics for 1984 show that City
police received 28,687 calls compared to 14,820 calls
for County law enforcement, As would be expected,
the urban core, the hub of business and entertainment
is also the area of greatest need for law enforcement,
It is also the area of greatest need for other services,
all of which are supported exclusively by City property
taxpayers even though obviously used by all residents
of the urban area.
It has been said that outlying residents support the
City by purchasing goods and services from businesses
in the City. This might have some validity if City
residents didn't purchase goods and services from
the same businesses. If taxation through business
trade is a valid argument then it is simply another

double taxation problem.
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(9)

(10)

(11)
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Furthermore, state law prohibits cities from annexing

industries, our biggest business taxpayers.
Our inability to annex presents environmental health
problems, Using the Wapikiya area of Missoula as
an example, that highly developed area disposes of
its sewage through septic systems. More than 300
septic systems have failed in the last several years.
Mew septic systems are built to inject sewage into
soil below a troublesome clay lense., What will be
the affect on our groundwater? The Missoula Health
Department has discovered septic waste contamination
in ___ _wells in Missoula,.
The primary argument we hear against annexation is
that taxes will increase, People on fixed incomes
can't afford the increase, Yet, people living in
the City on low and/or fixed incomes face the same
difficulty in paying higher property taxes because
so many are exempt form supporting City services.
Collectively people outside the City are better able
to pay and the 1980 census supports this conclusion
in a variety of ways.
. Of 8,275 households in Missoula County with
incomes of less than §$10,000 per vyear, 5,025
were in the City. And of 7,294 households with
an income exceeding $25,000 per year, only 2,823

(38%) were located in the City.



-f-
. 0f 3,680 housing units in the County with relatively
low values of from $10,000 to $49,999, fifty
eight percent (58%) or 2,141 were in the City.
Of 5,505 housing units valued between $60,000
and $200,000 (or more), only 1,916 (34%) were

in the City.

The City of Missoula urges a DQ PASS vote for House BRill

642. Thank you,

Respectfully submitted by:

ra

David W.

Wilcox

Chief Administrative Officer
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HB (42
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TO: House City Government Committee 7F

Paula Darco, Chair

RE: HB 642
DATE: Jepr. 16, 1985

Once again I come before you to make a desparate plea--
I am Lols Herbig, Councilperson, ward I, Missoula.

Cities MUST b€ able to expand in an orderly fashion
in order to survive. This bill allows 1it. Have any of you
considered what would be the outcome if a city was not able
to make ends meet and thereforé be forced to disincorporate?
would the State, in the final analysis, have FULL responsi-
bility for its health and welfare?

A

Billings has #me unique situation in that the outlying
areas are requesting annexation..;..Billings owns everything
they need in the way of services and the areas do not have
the Rural Fire Departments. I know from first-hand knowledge
inasmuch as I lived there for close to 10 years. N\{SSOWLA 7“6*"+LE-CAS€K

+otheRr e Fes

While out seeking signatures on this petition this week,
I learned that many more signatures could easily have been
obtained had there been the time., Iany more people would have
come with us today to testify except for extenuating circum-
stances; however, large numbers of my consitutuents have
expressed support of this bill because of daily use of the

city streets, law enforcement, varks and a host of other city

services by “those living adjacent to the city,
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Herbig, iiissoula pas

ALSO 5 major revenue sources being low because of current
State laws are as follows:
1) zas tax 2) beer tax 3) wine tax 4) State
Block Grant money 5) Federal revenue sharing
As it is, the City must regulate bars and bar disturbances,
serving a population for larger than the city itself, i.e.
Rattlesnake has no bars or gas stations; lixewise Wapikba area
with its 1,000 plus population.
A letter is presented herewith from a Rattlesnake area

WM AW
resident, one who realizeg the inequity of the existing

her
ﬁ &

situation, There is also one'from the Wapiﬁya area to testify.
Many others in thelr areas feel as they do.

It is TIJE for a change....we have been more than patienta:
Let it be this Legislative Body that at last sees the light.

Thank you.......This is one bill you have before you that doqs

not cost #«ew a cent.
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RETITION

TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:
P J

we, the under51gned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B. 692  which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share. We urge your support.
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We, the under51gned homeowners in the City of Missoula,

H. B. (e

PETITION
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

support

» which would allow cities to annex high

density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries,
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair

share.
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February 13, 1985 i
Montana House of Representatives :
Helena, Mt, 59601 i

Ladlies and Gentlemen of the House,

We write to urge you to pass House Bill 642 which
will allow cities in Montana to grow in planned and orderly
manner by annexation of adjascent suburban areas, As
residents of such an area in Missoula, we have felt that
we have been left out of decision-making in the municipal
affairs which affect our lives even while we beneflt from
the various services and amenities that the city offers
without duly paying for them,

%

Sincerely,

ﬁﬁmw@cf

‘Howard & C.,W. Re nhardt

6330 Woods Road
Missoula, Mt. 59802

%
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We, the undersigned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B. 64 r which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share, We urge your support.
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PEYITION

TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the undersigned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support
H. B. _bYYa ;, which would allow cities to annex high
density, cormercial and industrial adjacent to city boeundaries.

This bill is neecded to allow citi=zs

to grow in an orderly fashion

and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair

share. We urge your support.
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PETITION
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

we, the under51gned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

B, B. _64Y2 __ , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries,
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share, We urge your support.
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PETITION

TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:
/(u/k,u/,u‘
We, the underslgned homeewners in the City of Missoula, support
H. B. 642 , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries,

This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair

share,

We urge your support,
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TION

TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

Sl ¢y da

We, the under51gned homsowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B. _E92 _ , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adijacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair

share, We urge your support.
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ETIT
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the undersigned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B, 642  which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share. We urge your support.
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We, the under51gned homeowners in the City of Missocula, support

B, B, _ 692

which would allow cities to annex high

density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair

share,
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PETITION
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the undermgned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B. 692 r which would allow cities to annex high
density, commerc:Lal and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair

share. We urge your support.
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PETITION
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the undersigned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B. 692 , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share, We urge your support.,
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PETITION
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the under51gned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B. 642 , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share. We urge your support.
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PETITION
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the under51gned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. 642 , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commerc1al and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share., We urge your support,

NAME DRE
1. j{’m /5 7 &w'/"/ Z}//[L}. (l".ﬁ}l@h/p; s SLA

0 DAL 408, T 2345 ) Gegead B
3O e T oehey 2805 10 Oncgennd (. pisl,

4, 3Pl ‘ =

5. R4 € et [
6. / /// Lgf C/\ 22Yd £ Genoo T ArSl
7. /J/Jﬁ i /\{/ V’\Jc/l)J — 222/ Qg T ln
8. (//Q’ //t/LG/FT/L 22225 [fresoci /L7,

0. (bitlicey C /] A 23/9. £ Crepoead y00.

10. ,)zm/z o X e 9 0/)5 = Tpsean ok
1. e (o Bheciee czex g Quesendt L
12. . 2204 £ CitoconZ. Ou
13. 4@/&0/4 }7/’7 220 £ @z&dcécz,'ﬂ/'
18, _Aicehic d / S 2272 7 Ciczce ot St

v DDt L Tl pee 220 E (G seieer e
16. / Z2/6 & Kfz(,//a%“
17. A2 20 g CW}
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25,

26.

27.

28.

29.




2.
3.
4.
5.

12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23,
24,
25.
26,
27.
28,
29.

ETIT
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the undersigned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B. 64 . which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grcw in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share. We urge your support,
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RETITION
TC THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:

We, the undersigned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support

H. B, _642 , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries.
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion
and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share. We urge your support,
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PETITION
TO THE MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE:
We, the undersigned homeowners in the City of Missoula, support
H. B, Y2 , which would allow cities to annex high
density, commercial and industrial adjacent to city boundaries,
This bill is needed to allow cities to grow in an orderly fashion

and to provide that all users of city facilities pay their fair
share, We urge your support.
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FEBRUARY L4, 1385

TO WHOM THIS riAy COMCERMN:

THIS IS TO SUPFORT THE EFFORT TO ANNER HIGHLY POPULATED ARERS
COMTIMNGENT 70 THE CITY OF MISSOULA MY WIFE AMD I RRE BOTH
RETIRED AMD HAWE LIVED IWN THE CITY OF MISSOULA ZIMCE AUGUST.
1977 ME ARE THARMEFUL THAT WE LIVE WITHINM THE CITY LIMITS AMD
ARE SURFRISED THAT S0ME OF QUR MEIGHBORE FARE RESISTIMG THE
OFFORTUNITY TO TRULY BECOME MISSOULIAMNZ.

MHILE DUR RERL ESTATE TAKES ARE HIGHER THAN THEY KERE I ILLIMDIS
COUR FREVIOUS RESIDEMNCED, WE FIMC THAT THE HBSENMCE DOF ZFALES TAX
MHEARLY BRLANCELS THE LIFFEREMCE

IT SEEMS STRAMGE TO LE THRAT IN ORGER TO TEAVWEL TO OTHER FPARETS OF
THE CITYW. THAT WE MUST LEAWE THE CITY AMND TRAWELL THROLUGH
MOM-CITY: RLTHOUGH THE WISIELE DIFFEREMCE BETHEEM CITY AKND
HOMR-CITY IS UMNMRECOGH TEMELE. THEE QMLY DIFFEREMCE THRAT WE HAVE
RECOGMIZED., IS THAT S0ME OF THE MEIGHEORS IM THE NOM-CITY HAVE
HRD THEIR ZEFTIC TAWKS DUG INTO FOR REFARIRZ OR REFPLACEMENT

Co o

ALTHOUGH,  OM OUR RELATIMWELY FISED INCOME. WE RESENT FAYING EATRA
TH=AES BECAUSE SOME OF CQUR MIZIGHEQRS ARE UMHILLING TGO PRY THEITER
FARIR SHARE: HE ARE MORE FERRFUL OF THE POTENTIAL FPOLLOTION OF CUR
MATER SUPFLY BY THE HERWY CONCEMTRATION OF CEZ:Z FOOLS
CEUFHEMISTICALLY CALLED SEPTIC TAMES) SURRGUNMDING OUR WATER
SOURCE.

MOET OF THEZE MOM-CITY MEIGHEBORS. FHEHN RSKED ABOUT THEIR
RESIDENMCE. WILL SAY THEY LIVE IM MISSOULA. ALTHOUGH THE
TECHHICALLY DO MOT LIVE IMN MISSOULA EVEM THOUGH THEY MO REZIST
ARMEXATION. SUCH AMMESATION MWILL BE T3 THEM A "BLEZZING IN
LISGUISE.

RESFPECTFLULLY SUBMITTEL.

L ~ ¢ S~ ——4’"[ 1
éz,:\]&me__ Otj ‘ ()%:f)a/[#%cﬁ//na
EUSEME . FITZPATRICK

132 PIMEHURST COURT

CITY OF MISSOULA. MT.  S95
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WITNESS STATEMENT 7%4‘77 Y
NAME _ Jeppprite D. BPaceas BILL No._ & %' 2
ADDRESS 20¢ Swo. Aut A Missoee o DATE Z///A//Ef'
WHOM DO YOU REPRESENT &lupnita si? o  Arba Fornéd ounstrs

SUPPORT 2 OPPOSE AMEND

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY.

Comments:
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
201 W. SPRUCE * MISSOULA, MT 58802-4297 » (406) 721-4700

February 13, 1985

Representative Paula Darko, Chairperson
House Local Government Comnmittee

State Capitol

Helena, MT 59620

Dear Representative Darko:

House Bill 642 should be passed.

I have watched Missoula grow from about 15,000 population
to what the cosmopolitan area is now of about 70,000, only half
of which is within the city limits. All of these people should 8
be united together as a City for lots of reasons. The advantages %
the City can give the periphery are many but the City needs
the power of legitimate annexation,

Please give House BRill 642 favorable consideration,
Thank you, g

Sincerely,

]///Ld/&‘—(f.l.d/ e e LAt L e~

Francis Superneau
Ward 4 Alderman %
Missoula, Montana

Attachments

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYERM/F/V/IH
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NAME CWQQ' Qaggsou BILLSNo. L2 < SL Y

ADDRESS B o¥ YJod \AQ\&N}O\ WA DATE 8 -\ =385 .
WHOM DO YOU REPRESENT \ A vbon) Caocdi o E

SUPPORT L — OPPOSE AMEND

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY.
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James D. Scoville ) e
420 Dixon /?e/a /7L/1 773ChH
Missoula, Montana 59801 /

February 11, 1985

Representative Paula Darko and
Local Government Committee
Capitol Station

Helena, Montana 59620

Dear Chairwoman Darko and Members of the Committee,

I regret that T am unable to attend the public hearing on H.B. 642 s
which would permit cities to annex areas of high density adjacent to city
boundaries.

The bill would allow cities to grow in a logical and orderly fashion, based
on density and location of population. It would solve the inequity of city
residents paying for a whole range of services that out-of-city residents
enjoy for free.

Montana's current annexation laws are outdated and do not allow commmnities
to grow in a logical and orderly fashion. They need to be changed to be
more responsive to the changing needs of our cities. H.B. 642 would
be an important step in that direction.

The most frequent argument against annexation legislation is that cities
should persuade those in urban areas to voluntarily annex themselves by
offering services. The reason that this doesn't work is that these residents
of urban fringe areas already receive many city services without paying

their fair share of taxes. In addition city taxpayers pay county taxes to
support services to the out-of-city dweller. It is unlikely that cities

will be able to convince residentsof urban fringe areas to accept increased
taxes to pay their share for services they enjoy and to reduce the tax
inequity suffered by those of us already in the city.

H.B. 642 would allow reasonable and necessary growth in the state's

urban areas while protecting rural areas with the density requirement. I
urge your support of this needed legislation.

SinFerely yourg,
(7 i) {/I’\ Cevellc

James D. Scoville

v
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% WITNESS STATEMENT ) g
Name/jggz;ut/ dL/ZA,a,pg, Committee On éi/? A£§;4L/f
AddreSkﬁ/. ,éé— t\-gdﬁ”ﬂ/yu/t/ Date QB// 4 / g é:

Representing Support
Bill No. o ﬁ/ZLZJ Oppose Z/////
Amend

AFTER TESTIFYING, PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY.
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Itemize the main argument or points of your testimony. This will
assist the committee secretary with her minutes.
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The L4OO household members of the Wapikiya Home Owners Association of
Miss oula wish to express their opposition to H.B. 642, which would provide for
annexation of contiguous high density land without protest.

This bill would threaten with annexation over 30,000 residents of areas
contiguous to the city of Missoula. In the past these areas have consistently
and overwhelmingly rejected annexation efforts by the city., The Wapikiya-
Bellevue area recently rejected annexation by an 80% margin.

These areas are being served by the county government at a level that is
at least equal to that being prévided by the city of Missoula,

Any burden, real or imagined, that county residents may impose on city
services is more than offset by the economic and social contributions these
people make to the community as a whole,

H.B., 642 would deprive county residents of the right of self determination
which is guaranteed by the state and U.S. constitutions. It would deprive them
of a form of local iovernment that they have actively chosen and supported for
decades. It would deprive them of a voice in their future and would grant
municipalities unreasonable and oppressive powers.

For these reasons we ask that you give a do not pass recommendation to

H.B. 6L2.

Jeff Stevens
Vice President
Wapikipz Home Owners Assoc,



1B i oppre

To: House Local Government Committee in care of Paula Darko, Chairperson

From: Jeff Stevens, Vice President, Wapikiya Home Owners Association

Date: Feb, 11, 1985

Re: H.B. 642 "An act to provide for municipal annexation of contiguous high density

land under certain conditions."

The 400 member households of the wapikiya Home Owners Association of
Missoula wish to express their opposition to H.B. 642 which would provide for
annexation of contiguous high density land without protest.

This bill would threaten with annexation over 30,000 residents of areas
contiguous to the city of Missoula. In the past these areas have consistently
and overwhelmingly rejected annexation efforts by the city. The Wapikiya-Bellevue
area recently rejected annexation by an 80% margin.

These areas are being served by the county government and the rural fire
depaztment at a level that is at least equal to that being provided by the city of
Missoula,

Any burden,real or imagined, that county residents may impose on city
services is more than offset by the economic and social contributions these people
make to the community as a whole.

HeB. 642 would deprive county residents of the right of self determination
which is guaranteed by the state and U.S. constitution. It would deprive them of
a form of local government that they have actively chosen and supported for decades.
It would deprive them of a voice in their future and would grant municipalities
unreasonable and oppressive powers.

For these reasons we ask that you reject H.B. 642.
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SUBCOMMITTEE AMENDMENTS
February 2, 1985

AMEND HOUSE BILL 118 AS FOLLOWS:

1. Title, line 5.

Following :"PRESERVATION OF"
Insert: "EXISTING"

Following: "PRIVATE"

Insert: "OR RURAL FIRE DISTRICT"

2. Title, line 6.

Strike: "PRIVATE"

Insert: "EXISTING"

Following: "SERVICES"

Insert: "FOR A PERIOD OF THREE YEARS AFTER ANNEXATION"

3. Title, line 13.

Following: "PROTECTION;""

Insert: "DELETING THE RESTRICTION ON ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY
IN A RURAL FIRE DISTRICT UNDER THE ANNEXATION
PROCEDURES OF TITLE 7, CHAPTER 2, PART 47; PROVIDING
THAT THE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, MAY AFTER A
PUBLIC HEARING, IMPOSE FEES IN LIEU OF PROPERTY TAXES
FOR THE FUNDING OF A RURAL FIRE DISTRICT;

4, Title, line 14.

Following: "7-2-4506,"

Strike: "AND"

Following "7-2-4610,"

Insert: "7-2-4734, 7-33-2105, AND 7~33-2109,"

5. Page 1, line 18.

Following: "existing"

Strike: "private"

Following: "agreement."

Insert: " (1) As used in this section an "existing fire
service" means either a private fire service or a rural
fire district that prior to the commencement of
annexation proceeding provided fire protection to the
territory to be annexed."

Renumber: subsequent subsections

6. Page 1, line 19.
Strike: "(2)"
Insert: "(3)"

7. Page 1, line 20.
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing”

8. Page 1, line 22.
Strike: ". Municipal"
Insert: "for three years after the date of annexation.



During that period of time municipal"”

9. Page 1, line 23.
"Following: "receiving”
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing"

10. Page 1. line 24,
Following: "in"
Strike: "the"
Insert: "an"
Following: "area"

Insert: "receiving existing private fire services"

11. Page 2, line 1.
Strike: "A"

Insert: "Prior to the expiration of the three year period a"

12, Page 2, line 2.
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing"

13. Page 2, line 8.
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing"

14. Page 2, line 11.
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing”

15. Page 2, lines 13 through 18.
Following: "area" on line 13

Strike: the remainder of the subsection in its entirety
Insert: "at an election to be held not later than 60 days

after the date of annexation.”
16. Page 2, line 20.
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing"

17. Page 2, line 21.
Strike: "a private"
Insert: "an existing"

18. Page 2, lines 23 and 24.
Strike: ", whether" on line 23 through

19. Page 3, line 20.
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing"

20. Page 4, line 5.
Strike: "a private"
Insert: "an existing"

"property" on line 24



21. Page 4, line 6.
Strike: "private"
Insert: "existing"

22. Page 5.

Following: line 19

Insert: "Section 6. Section 7-2-4734, MCA, is amended to
read:

"7-2-4734, Standards to be met before annexation can
occur. A municipal governing bodv may extend the
municipal corporate limits to include any area which meets
the following standards: A

(1) It must be contiguous to the municipality's
boundaries at the time the annexation proceeding is
begun.

(2) No part of the area may be included within the
boundary of another incorporated municipality.

(3) It must be included within and the proposed
annexation must conform to a comprehensive plan as
prescribed in Title 76, chapter 1.

t4r--No-part-of-the-area-may-be-inetuded-within-the
beundaryr-as—existing-—-at—--the-ineeption-of-suech-attempted
anrnexation;-of-any-fire-diskrict-organized--under-any-of-=he
provisiens-ef-part-2i--ehapter-337-if-the-£fire--distriet
was--er:ginatlty--erganized--at--lteaset--18--years--prier--te
the--ineeption-of-sueh--attempted-annexationc-—Howevers—--a
singte-ewnership--pieee--of--tand--may--be--transferred
from-—a-fire-digkriet—to-a-munteipatity-by-annexation-as
previded--in-7-33-2327<"

Section 7. Section 7-33-2105, MCA, is amended to read:

"7-33-2105. Powers and duties of trustees. (1) The
trustees shall prepare and adopt suitable bylaws.

(2) The trustees shall have the authority to
provide adequate and standard firefighting apparatus,
equipment, housing, and facilities for the protection of
the district. They shall appoint and form fire companies

that shall have the same duties, exemptions, and
privileges as other fire companies.
(3) The trustees shall prepare annual budgets and

request special levies or fees on improvements therefor.
The budget laws relating to county budgets shall, as
far as applicable, apply to fire districts,

(4) (a) If requested by the trustees, the board of
county commissioners may establish a fee in lieu of propertv
taxes to be assessed on all improvements to real
property in the district.

(b) The fee may be a flat fee for all improvements or
may be a schedule of fees based upon tvpes of
improvements, types of fire hazards, and difficulty in
fighting a fire in the improvement. The board of county
commissioners shall publish notice of the amount of the fee




or schedule of fees and provide opportunity for public
protests of such fees prior to their adoption.

(c) The fee must be placed on the property tax notice
pertaining to the improved property to be collected with
property taxes owed on the property. If a property owner
fails to pay the fee, it becomes a lien upon the property."

Section 8. Section 7-33-2109, MCA, is amended to read:

"7-33-2109. Tax levy or fee authorized. At the time of
the annual levy of taxes, the board of county
commissioners may levy a special tax upon all property
within such districts or assess the fee on improvements if
such a fee was established under 7-33-2105, for the purpose
of buying or maintaining fire protection facilities and
apparatus for such districts or for the purpose of paying to
a city, town, or private fire service the
consideration provided for in any contract with the council
of such city, town, or private fire service for the
purpose of furnishing fire protection service to
propverty within such district. Such tax must be collected
as are other taxes." "

Renumber: subsequent section

PC5HB118.110
LH/HANNAH
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Amend House Bill 160

1. Title, line 5.
Strike: "THE SAME"
Insert: "A SIMILAR"

2. Title, lines 7 and 8.

Strike: "SECTIONS 61-3-101, 61-3-201, AND
61-3-317, MCA"

Insert: "SECTION 15-24-207"

3. Pages 1 through 14.

Strike: everything following the enacting clause

Insert: "NEW SECTION Section 1. Records mobile homes --
duties of division of motor vehicles. (1) The department
of justice, division of motor vehicles shall keep a record
as hereinafter specified of all mobile homes, and of
certificates of registration and ownership thereof.

(2) The record shall show the following:

(a) name of owner, residence by town and county, and
business address;

(b) name and address of conditional sales vendor,
mortgagee, or other lienholder and amount due under
contract or lien;

(c) manufacturer of the mobile home;

(d) identifying number;

(e) vyear of manufacture;

(f) such other information as may from time to time
be found desirable.

(3) The division shall file applications for
registration received by it from the county treasurers of
the state and register the mobile homes therein described
and the owners thereof as the division considers
suitable.

(4) All records shall be open to inspection
during all reasonable business hours, and the
division shall furnish any information from the records
upon payment by the applicant of the cost of
transcribing the information requested.

(5) Within 30 days following the end of each
calendar quarter, the division shall send to each county
assessor and to the department of revenue a list of the
certificates of ownership for mobile homes issued during
the preceding calendar quarter to owners within each
assessor's respective county. The list must contain the
name and address of the owner or the names and addresses
of joint owners and a description of the mobile home,
including the year built, the title number, and the serial
number.

NEW SECTION Section 2. Transfer of interest of mobile home.
(1) Upon a transfer of any interest in a mobile home
registered under the provisions of [sections 1 through 5],




the person whose interest is to be transferred shall write
his signature with pen and ink wupon the certificate of
~ownership issued for such mobile home in the appropriate
‘space provided upon the reverse side of the certificate,
and his signature shall be acknowledged before a notary
public.

(2) Within 20 calendar days thereafter, the
transferee shall forward both the endorsed certificate
of ownership and the certificate of registration,
together with the information required under [section 3],
to the county treasurer, who shall forward them to the
division. No certificate of ownership or certificate
of registration may be issued by the division until the
outstanding certificates are surrendered to that office or
their loss 1s established to 1its reasonable
satisfaction. Failure to make application within the
20-day grace period subjects the transferee to a penalty
of $10. The penalty 1is to be collected by the
county treasurer at the time of registration and is in
addition to the fees otherwise provided by law.

(3) In the event of a transfer by operation of law of
any interest in a mobile home as upon inheritance, devise,
or bequest, order in bankruptcy or insolvency, execution
sale, repossession upon default in the performance of
the terms of a lease or executory sales contract, or
otherwise than by voluntary act of the person whose title
or interest is transferred, the executor,
administrator, receiver, trustee, sheriff, or other
representative or successor in interest of the person whose
interest 1is transferred shall forward to the division
an application for a certificate of ownership in the form
required for an original application for a certificate
of ownership, together with a verified or certified
statement of the transfer of such interest. The statement
shall set forth the reason for the involuntary
transfer, the interest so transferred, the name of the
person to whom the interest is to be transferred, the
process of procedure effecting such transfer, and
other information requested by the division. Evidence
and instruments otherwise required by 1law to effect a
transfer of 1legal or equitable title to or an interest
in chattels as may be required in such cases shall be
furnished with the statement. If the division is satisfied
that the transfer is regular and that all formalities
required by law have been complied with, it shall
send to the owner, conditional sales vendor, lessor,
mortgagee, and other lienor, as shown by its records, notice
of the intended transfer and thereafter, but not less
than 5 days thereafter, shall issue a new certificate of
ownership and certificate of registration to. the person
entitled thereto. The notice herein required is complied
with by deposit in the post office in Deer Lodge,
Montana, such notice, postage prepaid, addressed to the
person at the respective address shown on its records.



(4) When the mobile home certificate of ownership
that is involuntarily transferred is not registered in this
state, the procedure set forth above must be followed
in applying for a new certificate of ownership and
certificate of registration but the division need not send
notice of intended transfer and shall issue a new
certificate of ownership and a new certificate of
registration to the person entitled thereto.

(5) (a) In the event of the death of the owner of
one or more mobile homes registered hereunder and not
exceeding a combined value of $15,000 without 1leaving
other property necessitating the procuring of
letters of administration or letters testamentary, then
the surviving spouse or other heir unless such property is
by will otherwise bequeathed may secure transfer of the
decedent's certificate of ownership and the certificate of
registration for the mobile home.

(b) The person seeking transfer of the certificate
of ownership shall file an affidavit with the division
setting forth the fact of survivorship and the name and
address of any other heirs and such other facts as are
hereby made necessary to entitle the affiant to a transfer.

(c) The division is authorized to transfer the
certificate of ownership and certificate of registration,
subject to all security interests shown by its records,
upon receipt of an affidavit showing that the affiant is
entitled to a transfer under the provisions of subsection
(5) (a) of this section.

(6) Nothing in subsection (5) shall prevent any
secured party from assigning his interest in a mobile home
registered under the provisions of [sections 1 through 5]
to any other person without the consent of and without
affecting the interest of the holder of the certificate of
ownership and certificate of registration. Upon any
assignment by a secured party of his security interest in
any mobile home registered under [sections 1 through 5], a
copy of such assignment must be filed with the division
and record thereof made upon its records.

(7) The certificates of ownership shall remain valid
until canceled by the division upon a transfer of any
interest shown therein and need not be renewed
annually.

NEW SECTION Section 3. Certificate of ownership --
issuance -- contents -~ Jjoint ownership. (1) Upon
completion of the application for certificate of
ownership, on forms furnished by the division, the county
treasurer shall forward one copy of the application to
the division, which shall enter the information contained
in the application upon the corresponding records of its
office and shall furnish the applicant a certificate of
ownership

(2) The certificate of ownership shall contain upon
the face thereof:




(a) the date issued;

(b) the name and complete address of the owner
or the names and addresses of joint owners;

, (c) the name and complete address of any holder of a
perfected security interest in the registered mobile home;

(d) a description of the registered mobile home,
including the year built and serial number;

(e) the filing date of any 1lien against such
mobile home; and

. (f) such other statement of facts as may be
determined by the division,

(3) When the names and addresses of more than one
owner who are members of the same immediate family are
listed on the certificate of ownership, joint ownership
with right of survivorship, and not as tenants in
common, 1s presumed.

(4) Upon receipt of the application, the division
shall recheck the application. If there is any error in the
application it may be returned to the county treasurer
to =2ffectively secure the correction of such error, who
shall return the same to the division.

(5) The certificate of ownership shall contain a
notice to the division of a transfer of interest of
the owner and such other statements as may be determined by
the division.

NEW SECTION Section 4. Registrant as prima facie owner of
mobile home. For the purpose of [sections 1 through 5], the
person appearing on the public records as the
registrant of any mobile home shall prima facie be deemed
the owner thereof.

NEW SECTION Section 5. Notice of intention to transfer
title to mobile home. When a mobile home is sold under
contract or under conditions so that title 1is not
immediately conveyed, the parties to the transaction shall
file immediately with the ccunty clerk and recorder a
notice of intention to transfer title. The notice
must indicate the name of the party who is thereafter
responsible for payment of taxes upon the mobile home. The
clerk and recorder shall immediately notify the county
assessor of the information in the notice.

Section 6. Section 15-24-207, MCA, is amended to read:

"15-24-207. Bepartment-te-make~ruwltes Rulemaking
authority. (1). The department of revenue may make
reasonable rules necessary for or as an aid to effectuation
of the purposes of this-part sections 15-24-201 through
15-24-208..

(2) The department of justice motor vehicle division
may make reasonable rules necessarv for the administration
of [sections 1 through 5]."




NEW SECTION Section 7. Codification. The provisions of this
act are intended to be codified as an integral part of Title
15, chapter 24, part 2, and the provisions of Title 15,
“chapter 24, part 2 apply to this act."

HB160.36
PC5



STATEMENT OF INTENT

h HOUSE BILL 160

A statement of intent is required because the division of
motor vehicles is given rulemaking authority relating to the
registration and keeping of records of mobile homes in

section 6 of the bill.

It is contemplated that the rules will govern the basic
procedures and forms necessary to carry out such
registration procedures. The rules should be formulated
keeping in mind the that the purpose of the bill is
primarily to provide a way to asertain mobile home ownership

for the purposes of taxation.
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The LOO member households of the Wapikiya Home Ownmers Association of
Missoula wish to express their opposition to House Bill No. 558 "An act
making any freeholder eligible to approve or disapprove annexation of property
by ammmx municipality provdding services."

Though we are not opposed in theory or principle to the idea of allowing
all property owners in a district the right to protest annexation, in practice
this bill would have a damaging effect on both resident and non resident
property owners.

It would require mmkidimm petition organizers to contact out of neighborhoeod
out of town and out of state property owners for signatures in a 20 day
protest period that is already too short under present requirements., If this
bill is approved, the protest period should be extended to LS days to allow
adequate time for getting signatures from non resident property owners.

In its present form, this bill would increase the annexation powers of
cities and actually work against the interests of non resident property owners
who oppose annexation,

For these reasons we request that you give H.B. 558 a do not pass
recommendation in its present form,

Jeff Stevens

Vice President
Wapikiya Home Owners Assoc,
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To: House Local Government Committee in care of Paula Darko, Chairperson '

From: Jeff Stevens, Vice President, Wapikiya Home Owners Association %
Date: Feb, 11, 1985
Re: H.B. 558 "An act making any freeholder eligible to approve or disapprove annexation %

of property by a numicipality providing services.”

The 400 member households of the Wapikiya Home Owners Association of

=

Missoula wish to express their opposition to H.B. 558 "An act Making any Freeholder
e =

eligible to approve or disapprove annexation of property by a municipality providing

services,"
Though we are not opposed in theory or principle to the idea of allowing %

all property owners the right to protest annexation, in practice this bill would

have a damaging effect on both resident and non resident property owners.

It would require petition organizers to contact out of neighborhcod, out

k.
of town and out of state property ownees for signatures.in a 20 day protest period ‘iﬁ
that is already to#short under present requirements. If this bill is approved g
the protest period should be extended to 45 days to allow adequate time for gettingy
signatures from non resident property owners. %

The bill in its present form would increase the annexation powers of
municipalities and actually work against the interests of non resident property %

owners who oppose annexation.,

For these reasons, we request that you give H.B. 558 a do not pass

recommendation in its present form,




NAME Gloria Paladichuk BILL NO. _#4B 546

ADDRESS Sidney, Montana 58270 DATE 2-16-85

WHOM DO YOU REPRESENT President, Mt. St. Treasurers' Association

SUPPORT * OPPOSE AMEND

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY.

Comments:

I RISE IN SUPPORT OF HB 546 - THE LONGEVITY BILL. IT IS NOT

ZASY TO ASK FOR A PAY RAISE, HOWEVER, I WOULD LIKE TO POINT OUT

THE UNFAIRNESS THE ELECTED OFFICIALS THROUGHOUT THE STATE OF

HONTANA ARZ UP AGAINST. WE HEAR OF THE INEQUITIES OF SALARY
COMPARISONS ALL THE TIME THROUGHOUT THE COUNTIES--SUCH AS SEVERAL
CLERKS IN THE ASSESSORS' OFFICES MAKING MORE THAN THE ASSESSORS
THEMSELVES -- CLERKS MAKING MORE THAN ELECTED OFFICIALS AND 0N

AND ON. , I AM HERE TO PRESENT SOME FACTS THAT I'M FAMILIAR WITH

AS THEY ARE FROM MY COUNTY, RICHLAND. THESE—FFGURES AREROUNDED

QFEF _T0_THE HEARESP-DOLLAR.. MY SALARY, AS SET BY THE STATE LEG-
ISLATURE IS $17,680. THIS IS NOW MY SECOND TERM OF OFFICE. THE
COUNTY TREASURER IN OFFICE BEFORE ME DECIDED TO ONLY SERVE ONE

TERM. SHE INSTEAD WENT 70 WORK FOR RICHLAND COUNTY AS A CUSTODIAN
HELPER AND MAKZS ONLY $400.00 LESS PER YEAR THAN I, AND SHE RECEIVES
SICK PAY, WHICH I DO NOT. SHE WORKS APPROXIMATELY THREE NIGHTS PER
WEEK, AND DOES NOT HAVE THE RESPONSIBILITY SHE HAD AS COUNTY TREASURER.
SHE AND HER HUSBAND, AL
TOGETHER MAKE £36,730 PER YEAR. THE COUNTY HAS ALSO HIRED ANOTHER
FYLLTIMEZ MAN AND ONE PARTTIHE WOMAN TO HELP WITH THE JANITORIAL DUTIES.
OUR ROAD FOREMAN MAKES 827,600 AND THE LOWEST PAID MAN ON THE ROAD

CREW IS PAID A HIGHER SALARY THAN I AM.

NOW I ASK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN, WOULD YOU BE CONTENT IF THE TEACHER'S
AIDS WERE PAID A HIGHER WAGE THAN THE TEACHERS? AND I ASK YOU BUSINESS-
MEN, WITH YOUR MANY RESPONSIBILITIES, WOULD YOU THINK IT FAIR THAT YOUR
SECRETARIES RECEIVE A HIGHER SALARY THAN YOU?

I BELIEVE THE REASON FOR THIS DISPARITY THROUGHOUT MONTANA IS THAT TUE
CUSTODIANS AND ROAD EMPLOYEES ARE MEN AND THE ELECTED COUNTY OFFICIAL

12

¢

ARE PRIMARILY WOMEN. I FIND THIS BHBARRASSITG, TUMILFATTNGAND VIRY
DISCOURAGING.



I KNOW YOU WILL BE HEARING SOME COUNTY COMMISSIONERS STATING
~“PYAT THEY CANNOT AFFORD TO PAY THE COUNTY ELECTED OFFICIALS
HIGHER WAGES, BUT I REMIND YOU PHA® IT IS THESE SAME COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS THAT ARE PAYING THE ROAD CREWS AND CUSTODIANS,
IN SOME CASES, NEARLY DOUBLE WHAT THE ELECTED OFFICIALS ARE
RECEIVING. IF THERE REAIY IS THE INABILITY TO PAY IN SOME
COUNTIES, THERE ARE OTHER ALTERNATIVES, SUCH AS OFFICE
CONSOLIDATIONS. '

I ASK THAT YOU PLEASE KEEP THESE FACTS IN MIND WHEN MAKING YOUR
DECISION REGARDING THIS BILL.



:«/—&f—)l A,-,f

G

-+

) HE 546
2- 1658

HOUE BILL NO. 546

SUBJECT: LONGEVITY

Longevity payment seems to be the only way to compensate to the county cofficial for
years of service as it is now, an official can be in office one (1) month and draw
the same salary as an official who has been in office ten, (10) twenty (20) or

thirty (30) years.

Your consideration on House Bill No.546 will be appreciated by the County Treasurers'

Association of the State of Montana.

Respectfully submitted by,

(M;Mv 0, uip

VIRGINIA W. PLOUFFE
ROOSEVELT COUNTY TREASURER

Attached Flyer



YEAR of 1984 - 1985

YEARLY SALARIES

County Treasurer

Civil _Defencge
EADSES ESRATSSES

Deputy Co. Treasurer
Clerks,in Co.Treas.office
County Commigsioners
County Sheriff

Part-time Co.Attorney
County Road Foreman

Road Dept.Employees (BASE)

17,293.02

16,428.37
15,563.72
13,834.42
19,293.02
19,293.02
18,493.02
23,598.00
18,840.00

YEARLY SALARIES FOR FULL TIME SCHOOL: CLERKS IN ROOSEVELT COUNTY

$ 18,000.00
20,000.00
27,268.00
18,700.00

VARIOUS SCHOOL SECRETARIES IN ROOSEVELT COUNTY

$ 17,680.00
20,000.00
13,873.00
20,000.00

Working with school grants
Transportation Supervisor

VARIOUS SCHOOL CUSTODIANS IN ROOSEVELT COUNTY

$ 17,680.00
25,418.00

$ 18,833.00
14,560.00

$ 17,000.00

CITY EMPLOYEES IN ROOSEVELT COUNTY

$ 20,484.00

$ 17,880.00

$ 24,432.00

ALL OF THESE SALARIES ARE OUT OF TAX MONEY,

Respectfully submitted:

2T RN LL“:’D(} (k&

VIRGquA W. PLOUFFE

ROOSEVELT COUNTY TREASURER -

$ 25,043.00

20,000.00
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HDB 54
FERGUS COUNTY 20 55
STATE OF MONTANA fep. /M1 Te s
Lewistown, Montana 39457
Current Base S 17,496.00
Supt of Schools 17,896.00
Sheriff 19,496.00

1% longevity for annual increase based on 84-85 annual salaries
as per H.B. 546-

Assessor % 2,449.44
Clerk of Court 874.80
Clerk & Recorder 349.92
Sheriff 2,729.44
Supt. of Schools 357.92
Treasurer 349.92
$ 7,111.44
As per S, B. 116
Parttime Co. Atty 280.44
Deputies - 2 168.28
448.772
TOTAL RAI SES FOR LONGEVITY $ 7,560.16 ~

Lthis would not include any additional cost of lTiving increases]
Less the reduction of expenses of S.B. 116
Deputies being paid by the state

for half of their curvaat salaries
of $31,784.76 $15,892. 38

= Reducing the cost to the county by $ 8,332.22. —
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HD ¢53
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MONT ANA 1802 11th Avenue
Helena, Montana 59601
ASSOCIATION OF (406) 442-5209
HOUSE BILL 653
SALARY INCREASE FOR CLASS 5, 6 & 7 COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HOUSE LOCAL GOVERNMENT
FEBRUARY 16, 1985
MCA 7-4-2107(2) last changed in 1981
SALARY/EXPENSE/YEAR
CLASS 5 COMMISSIONERS DAYS/MONTH $50/DAY $75/DAY
BROADWATER 3 4 S 7,200 $ 10,800
DEER LODGE 5 2 6,000 9,000
McCONE 3 4 7,200 10,800
POWELL 3 5 9,000 13,500
STILLWATER 3 6 10,800 16,200
$ 40,200 $ 60,300
CLASS 6
CARTER 3 3 $ 5,400 $ 8,100
DANIELS 3 4 7,200 10,800
GARFIELD 3 4 7,200 10,800
GOLDEN VALLEY 3 1.5 2,700 4,050
GRANITE 3 4 7,200 10,800
JUDITH BASIN 3 7 12,600 18,900
MEAGHER 3 3 5,400 8,100
PRAIRIE 3 4 7,200 10,800
SWEET GRASS 3 4 7,200 10,800
WHEATLAND 3 3.5 6,300 9!450
$ 63,400 $102,600
CLASS 7
MINERAL 3 5 $ 9,000 $ 13,500
PETROLEUM 3 1 1,800 2,700
TREASURE 3 2 3,600 5,400__
$ 14,400 $ 21,600
SUBTOTAL $123,000 $184,500
ROAD INSPECTIONS 14_,8 0 $ 33,750

TOTAL MACO $137,850 §218,250



. HS '7LHp 3
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM ) A-1b-85

/f?.o'

CITY OF GREAT FALLS, MONTANA

101 Al_Johnson, City Manager DATE February.15,.1985

FROM: Nathan Tubergen, Finance Director  mepLY REQUESTED ONOR BEFORE:

SUBJECT: Fire Hydrant Charges

This is basically a housekeeping bi1l which authorizes the charge against the
water meters, or something equivalent to the charge based on the water meter
size or flat rate size by each local unit of govermment.

In 1983 the Legisltators passed a bill authorizing the Fire Hydrant charge to be
placed on the water bill monthly. The problem at that point was that there was
no mechanism established that would make it feasible. There is no way that you
can do it on a square foot basis because not every piece of property is being
serviced by water. It is more equitable to use the water meter size or charge
the minimum based on the water meter size, for those that have flat rates, than
the square foot that is required under the current law. This will give each

local unit of government more flexibility in which method would be more
equitable.

%i

NT/kjo
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NAME @/’//4/?[/:’5 KSH/L—ADS BILL No. [ 4%

ADDRESS 755~ [/ CeNTRAL-Misseulr A/J/f DATE__ 2 -/¢ -4
. FYygo
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/ /
SUPPORT // OPPOSE AMEND
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