
MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
TAXATION COMMITTEE 

MONTANA STATE SENATE 

April 15, 1985 

The seventy-first meeting of the Senate Taxation Committee was called 
to order by Chairman Thomas E. Towe at 8:05 am, in Room 413-415 of 
the State Capitol. 

ROLL CALL: Senators Neuman and Goodover were excused. All other 
members of the committee were present. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 374: Representative Steve Waldron was recognized 
as chief sponsor of the bill. He said that the bill would raise money 
for the drug and alcohol programs to continue at almost their current 
level. There would still be a shortfall, however. He said that there 
is a shift in consumption to softer liquors and a drop in total con
sumption. He noted, however, that the programs are more than ever 
necessary as 10 percent of the consumers drink 50 percent of the alco
hol sold. He said that public awareness has caused a significant in
crease in the services required. He said that outpatient services have 
risen by 25 percent, inpatient services by 36 percent and DUI schools 
by 140 percent. He noted the need for expansion of the indigent ado
lescent programs and said that the bill must pass or the local alcohol 
treatment programs will come to serious harm. 

PROPONENTS 

Mr. Jack Pallari, District II Alcohol and Drug Treatment Program, 
Glendive, said that 13 years ago he was a teacher in eastern Montana 
looking for this kind of assistance. He said that at that time North 
Dakota was the best resource. He said that in the early days of the 
program there was one outpatient counselor for a five county area and 
that only crisis service could be provided. He said then only the late 
stage alcoholic was identified, but that now there is outreach to people 
of younger ages. He said that 60 percent of the case load is under 29. 
He said the anticipated shortfall for his program would be about $19,000 
to $20,000. He said another program, Boyd Andrews in Helena, would be 
short about $36,000 to $38,000. He noted that 20 percent of their 
budgets are paid for by client fees and that would provide $348,000 
for each of the next two years. He said that by providing this kind 
of service the state saves money. 

Mr. Mike Ruppert, Director of Alcohol Services for Gallatin County, 
said that there is ever increased demand for services. He said that 
his counselors are now working with 55 clients each per month when 
the state's recommended caseload is 20 and 35 is recognized as accepted. 
He said now it takes three weeks to get an appointment. He said that 
the proposed 20 percent decrease in funding is coupled with a 10 per
cent increase in demand. He said that an alcohOlic will cost the com
munity and the economy $4,000 and that $20,000 in treatment money 
reaches far more than 5 clients. 

Mr. Otto Kvaalen, Hill-Top RecovelY, Ha"\Zre, said that their inpatient 
and outpatient services generage over 50 percent of their funding. 
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He said the demand is increasing as the funding is decreasing. He 
said the loss would be one full-time counselor and services to 200 

• to 250 people. 

Representative Tom Asay, House District 27, said he is a strong sup
porter of the bill. He said there is no issue that gets more support 
in his mail. He said that in his area there is a strong volunteer 
participation and program success can be measured that way. 

Ms. Ann Scott, Vice President of the Rocky Mountain Treatment Center, 
said that their chemical dependency program in Great Palls is pri
vately funded. She said that she is new to the area and is amazed 
at the widespread problem in Montana. She said that the public pro
grams are good and efficient and that the dollars given them are 
carefully spent. 

Mr. Mike Murray, lobbyist for the Chemical Dependency Association of 
Montana, submitted Exhibit 1 which shows the revenue and expenditure 
projections for earmarked alcohol tax. He also gave the committee 
Exhibit 2 which shows the privileged status wine enjoys in Montana 
taxation structure and said that it wouldn't hurt to increase that 
tax. He asked that the bill not be amended and that it be acted on 
immediately. 

Mr. Roger Tippy, representing the Beer and Wine Wholesalers Associa
tion, said that they support the bill as the alternative that would 
be least harmful to their industry. He said that his industry is also 
experiencing a shortfall with beer sales down three percent over 1983. 
Wine sales increased during the last year. He said that the shortfall 
in programs funded from this source is acknowledged, but that he felt 
they should look to some consolidation. He compared for the committee 
HB 374 and HB 651 in Exhibit 3, which discusses the perceived rules 
problems with HB 651. 

Mr. Curt Chisholm, Deputy Director of the Department of Institutions, 
said that it is their responsibility to deal with treatment programs 
statewide. He said that the Department does not manage them directly, 
but that they have a strong relationship with them. He said the money 
in HB 374 will make up almost all of the shortfall. 

OPPONENTS 

Mr. Bob Durkee, representing the Wine Institute, a group of west 
coast wineries, said that the fact of the shortfall does not mean 
that it has to be made available through this bill. He said that 
there is no effort to tax drugs which are also a part of the pro
blem. "The alcoholic industry shouldn't support drug abuse programs," 
he said. He said the product he represents will soon be priced out 
of the market. He said the nature of the income was also related to 
the fact that the state does not handle wine. 

Mr. Gordon Morris, Montana Association of Counties, said that he did 
not appear as an opponent. He said that the counties have a major 
priority to address the statewide jail crisis as is done in HB 651. 
He asked that the committee delay action on this bill for one day. 
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Questions from the committee were called for. 

Senator Eck asked if the tax increase had kept up with the cost of 
inflation. Mr. Dan Bucks, Department of Revenue, said that he didn't 
know. Mr. Tippy said the beer tax rate had increased when graphed 
against the actual price. He said that it shouldn't be tied to factors 
outside of the industry. He said that the tax rate and price level 
increases were fairly in line. 

Senator Lybeck asked why the beer tax raise from the original bill 
was deleted? Representative Waldron said the bill originally had 
the tax split three ways to go to cities, counties and the Department 
of InSitutions for dispersal to the programs. He said that with only 
the Department of Institutions in the bill the other funding was no 
longer necessary. 

In response to a question by Senator Neuman, Mr. Ruppert said that 
the bulk of their services are alcohol and not drug related. Mr. 
Bob Anderson, Administrator of the Drug and Alcohol Abuse Division, 
said that the drug case load has been constant, but that the alcohol 
case load has been increasing. He said cocaine problems were also on 
the rise. Ms. Scott pointed out that the phrase is "chemical depen
dency" and that often the abuse is dual, either alcohol with street 
drugs, or alcohol with prescription drugs. 

Senator Mazurek asked if court schools were included in the statistics 
being used. Mr. Anderson said that only if they are admitted separately 
to treatment programs. He said that there was an increase because of 
the court schools. 

Senator Mazurek asked about the fiscal note saying there were extra 
dollars in the bill. Representative Waldron said that there was a 
technical problem with the bill but that he feared amendment would 
kill the bill. He said that those supporting the bill preferred to 
leave that money in limbo. 

Senator Towe asked if there was opposition in the House. Representa
tive Waldron responded, "I was nervous." 

Senator Goodover asked what percentage of the money was going to 
administrative process. Mr. Anderson answered that administrative 
time was very limited. He said that maybe 25 percent was spent that 
way in the smallest programs and that larger programs have larger 
administrative costs. 

Senator Eck asked about the programs for indigent youth. Mr. Anderson 
said that youth in need of care and supervision from SRS were not 
receiving services and that SRS needs money for kids already in trouble. 

Senator Eck asked if a teenager is in need of residential treatment 
who would pay. Mr Anderson said that most programs are not accepting 
kids who can't pay. He said the free beds available have waiting 
lists. 
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In response to a question from Senator Towe, Mr. Murray said that 
with the bill the shortfall will be $56,803 in fiscal year 1986 and 
$71,519 in fiscal year 1987. Senator Towe asked for a comparison 
of the taxation of wine with that of distilled spirits and beer. 
The discussion revealed only that the comparison was difficult, and 
that distilled spirits have the largest tax burden. 

Representative Waldron closed saying that he had no problem with the 
committee looking at both bills together. He said that HB 374 could 
stand alone and that it was a reasonable and modest approach to the 
shortfall. He said that he continued to support HB 651. He said that 
there was no way the $800,000 could be made up with efficiency savings. 
He said that it was important to retain the current level of services. 
He said that program audits have revealed only minor problems which 
have been corrected. He said that the problems addressed are seen 
as valid medical problems by the AMA. He said that the committee 
should retain at least the current level of services in considering 
the need. 

Chairman Towe closed the hearing saying that the Department of Revenue 
would be contacted to determine the consumer price relationships in 
taxation of distilled spirits, wine and beer. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 425: Senator Mazurek asked about problems with 
page 2, lines 19 through 22. He said that the lien would be allowed 
on all personal property and suggested striking the language. Mr. 
Lear, committee staff, said that it was an extension of tax treatment 
of personal property. 

MOTION: Senator Mazurek moved that HB 425 be amended by inserting 
a period after "taxes" on line 20 and striking lines 21 and 22. 

Mr. Bucks, Department of Revenue, said that they cannot attach a lien 
to a person who merely has possession of property under the lien laws. 

Senator Eck said she hesitated to change the language without talking 
to the folks who were doing the assessing. 

The committee discussed what could and could not be attached by a 
lien. Senator Mazurek then withdrew his earlier motion. 

MOTION: Senator Mazurek moved that HB 425 be amended by adding on 
Page six "and on all personal property of person assessed". Mr. Lear 
said another section would also have to be amended. 

~OTION: Senator Eck moved as a substitute motion that HB 425 be amend
ed on page 2 line 21 be adding "owned by and". 

MOTION: Senator McCallum mobed as a substitute motion for all motions 
pending that HB 425 be tabled. Senator Hirsch voted no and all other 
members present voted yes. The motion carried. 

Chairman Towe agreed to address a letter to the Legislative Council 
requesting that HB 425 and HB 172 be addressed in the lien study that 
was already proposed. 
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CONSIDERATION OF HB 625: Senator Hager proposed the amendments in 
Exhibit 4. He said it would allow for flexibility in assessment and 
clarify the protest provlslons. Mr. Lear, committee staff, suggested 
adding an additional alternative method of protesting to correspond 
with other statute. 

The committee discussed the protest methods available to local govern
ments and to the special improvement districts. 

MOTION: Senator Hager moved that HB 625 be amended per Exhibit 4. 

Senator Neuman asked if the bill was being written to be sure a pro
test would occur until the smallest taxpayer had to pay the largest 
share. Senator Hager said the timing provisions following a successful 
protest would preclude that. Senator Eck said that those who want the 
district would support it. Senator McCallum said that those with the 
least clout would pay for it. 

Question was called and the motion carried unanimously. 

MOTION: Senator Hager moved that HB 625 be concurred in as amended. 
The motion carried unanimously. Senator Hager agreed to carry the 
bill. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 892: 

MOTION: Senator Mazurek moved that HB 892 be amended per Exhibit 5. 

Senator Mazurek noted that the amendments would make the provisions 
voluntary. Senator McCallum asked if it stretched the termination 
date. Senator Mazurek said that it would begin on July 1, 1987. He 
added that there was little or no opposition to the bill until it 
was tied to the stream access issue. He said the amendments clarify 
that. 

Senator Towe defined "riparian rights" as the rights of an individual 
whose land adjoins a body of water. Senator Mazurek clarified that 
it refered to streams and that the comprable zone on a lake was called 
"lat~ral". 

Senator Goodover spoke against the bill saying that it was voluntary 
now, but could be easily required later and that no one would be picking 
up the taxes on the land not taxed under the bill. He said it addres
sed a legitimate concern but that the bill was not necessary. 

Senator Severson agreed saying that the bill provided no real incen
tive anyway. 

Question was called on the amendments. With Senators Goodover, Lybeck 
and McCallum voting no and other members present voting yes, the motion 
carried. 

MOTION: Senator Neuman moved that the numbers be renumbered. The 
motion carried. 
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MOTION: Senator Mazurek moved that HB 892 be concurred in as 
amended. 

Senator McCallum said if it was voluntary by the owner and the 
owner could get out at any time, the bill was nothing. 

Senator Neuman asked if a for-profit hunting club could not take 
advantage of the bill by buying a stream corridor and not pay taxes. 
He aSked if Nature Conservancy paid taxes on land they owned. Ms. 
Janet Ellis pointed on that on page 3, line 16, the land was re
quired to be in forest or agricultural use before it was eligible 
for the incentive. 

Senator Lybeck said the opponents of the bill are those involved 
in the industry. He said that Oregon had the bill for years and 
only had designated 200 acres. He said the stream bank preserva
tion was enacted and he felt the bill was not necessary or desire
able as it could become required. 

MOTION: Senator Lybeck moved as a substitute motion that HB 892 
be not concurred,in. 

Senator Mazurek said that the fear of a voluntary program was 
questionable. Senator Brown agreed saying that the "foot in the 
door" fear was satisfied by the amendments. 

Senator Neuman said that the oversight function would be more costly 
than the savings. Senator Towe said that was correct, but that the 
purpose of the bill was education. 

MOTION: Senator Halligan moved as a substitute motion to amend 
HB 892 by striking "2000" and inserting "500" on page 7, line 25. 
The motion carried. 

MOTION: Senator Neuman moved that Section 13 be stricken in its 
entirety. Senator Hager voted no, other members present voted yes. 
The motion carried. 

MOTION: Senator Goodover moved that HB 892 be tabled. Senators 
Goodover, Hirsch, Lybeck, McCallum and Severson voted yes; Senators 
Brown, Eck, Halligan, Mazurek, Neuman and Towe voted no; Senator 
Hager abstained. The motion failed. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 704: Senator Eck said this bill was even more 
important as reclassification had not been addressed. Senator Towe 
said there was a possibility of protest in every county in the state. 

Senator Mazurek said that if cool heads could prevail the railroad 
issues would be addressed. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 870: Senator Towe suggested submitting to the 
people a choice of oil severance tax or motor vehicle fees as a 
way of funding local government. Senator Mazurek said the Legisla
ture should make the decision. Senator Goodover said that the poker 
machines revenue would help the problem. 
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Senator Towe adjourned the meeting at 10:31 am. 

Chairman 
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HB374 Representative Steve Waldron 

Wine nationwide enjoys a privilege position in that there is less tax on 
wine than there is on distilled spirits (hard liquor) or beer. In fact 
the National Distillers Association has stated this unfair tax edge has 
given wine an unfair market advantage over either distilled spirits or 
beer. 

TAX EQUITY BETI'JEEN WINE AND LIQUOR 

vJhen wine was put in grocery stores state taxes were inadvertantly 
removed. The tax that was put on wine two years later was 20¢/liter. 
This reduction placed the tax rate on wine at less than 25 percent of 
the tax rate on liquor and resulted in a revenue loss in 1984 alone of 
over $3.5 million. Additionally, by placing a flat cents/liter tax on 
wine the alcohol tax rate has decreased with inflation. 

HB374 NEEDED TO REDUCE REVENUE SHORTLz\LL 

The increase is needed to offset the $8DO ,000 taxation revenue short
fall that has developed from the declihe in liquor sales and the trans-
fer of wine out of the 31 percent taxation rate. 'IIIIIIII 

\VINE SALES HAVE REMAINED STABLE I:J A FLAT LIQUOR MARKET 

The Department of Revenue figures show 5,700,000 liters were sold, in 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1984, with an estimated price of 
$15,000,000. Wine contribution to county programs at tax rate of 
1-1/3¢ per liter was $79,000. 

INCREASE IN WINE TAXES WILL BRING THEM TO LESS THAN 50 PERCENT OF 
FORMER RATE 

Without the increased tax county alcohol programs will face a serious 
shortfall and many programs will be closed. Under state law these 
programs are unable to turn away clients. Serious liability problems 
may result. 

Exhibit 2 -- HB 374 
April 15, 1985 
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POINTS OF CONTRAST -- HB 374 and HB 651 

Validly transmitted 

Aboveboard--consistent 
with original purpose 

Consistent with present 
agency responsibilities 

Acceptance by taxed 
industry 

374 
YES 

YES 

YES 

651 
QUESTIONABLE 

NOT PER PRESS REPORT 

NO (HB 935 and SRS 
appropriation) 

Yes by whole- NO 
salers if no 651 

Roger Tippy 
Wholesalers Association 

Exhibit 3 -- HB 374 
April 15, 1985 



AMEND HB 625 
SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE REPOF.T 

DATED APRIL 5, 1985 

1. Amendment No.2. 
Following: the catchline ending with "improvements." 
Strike: text of section 5 
Insert: "no further action shall be taken upon the proposed 
district for 1 year if rt vTritten protest against passaqe of 
the proposed ordinance is filed by: 

(1) Owners of property within the proposed maintenance 
district havinq a taxable valuation, when agqregated, 
representinq not less than 50% of the total taxable 
valuation of propertv within the district; 

(2) Not less than 50% of the owners of property within 
the district; or 

(3) Owners of property within the proposed maintenapce 
district hrtving projected assessments, when aggregated, 
representinq not less than 50% of the total projected 
assessments for property within the district." 

Exhibit 4 -- HB 625 
April 15, 1985 



HB 892 
Arrv:mdrrents to Third Reading, Second Printing Copy 
Rep. Harper 
Senate Taxation Committee 

1 Staterrent of Intent. 
Page 1. 
Following: line 14 
Insert: lilt is the intent of the legislature that any agreerrent or 

action plan entered into under the provisions of this act specify that 
the landowner retains all managerrent rights and responsibilities for his 
land. It is the intent of the legislature that nothing in this act or 
in the rules adopted thereunder be construed to diminish or transfer the 
rights of any landowner to regulate access to his land. It is further 
the intent of the legislature that entry by a landowner into the program 
established under this act be on a strictly voluntary basis." 

2. Page 12, line 6. 
Following: "APPLICABILITY" 
Insert: "_- tennination" 

3. Page 12. 
Following: line 15 
Insert: II (3) This act terminates after December 31, 1995, unless 
reauthorized by the legislature. II 

Exhibit 5 -- HB 892 
April 15, 1985 



Proposed amendments to HB 870, Third Reading Copy 

1. Title, line 8. 
Following: "PeeT" 
Insert: "PROVIDING A REFERENDUM FOR A DETERMINATION WHETHER 
THE BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM WILL CONTINUE TO BE FUNDED BY THE 
INCREASED LIGHT VEHICLE LICENSE FEES OR BY AN INCREASE IN 
THE OIL AND GAS SEVERANCE TAXi" 

2. Title, line 9. 
Following: "SECTIONS" 
Insert: "15-36-101" 

3. Title, line 11. 
Following: "DATE," 
Strike : "AND" 
Following :--" DATE" 
Insert: "AND A CONTINGENT EFFECTIVE D)l..TE" 

4. Page 6. 
Following: line 2 
Insert: "Section 4. Section 15-36-101, MCA, is amended to 
read: 

"15-36-101. Definitions and rate of tax. (1) Every 
person engaging in or carrying on the business of 
producing petroleum, other mineral or crude oil, or natural 
gas within this state or engaging in or carrying on the 
business of owning, controlling, managing, leasing, or 
operating within this state any well or wells from
which any merchantable or marketahle petroleum, other 
mineral or crude oil, or natural gas is extracted or 
produced sufficient in quantity to justify the 
marketing of the same must, except as provided in 
15-36-121, each year when engaged in or carrying on any such 
business in this state pay to the department of revenue 
for the exclusive use and benefit of the state of Montana a 
severance tax computed at the following rates: 

(a) 5% of the total gross value of all the petroleum 
and other mineral or crude oil produced by such person 
from each lease or unit on or after April 1, 1981, and on 
or before March 31, ~983198S~ 6% of the total gross value of 
all the petroleum and other mineral or crude oil producp.d 
by such person from each lease or unit on or after April 1, 
~98371987 afie-efi-e~-Befe~e-Ma~efi-3~7-;985T--e~e--5%--ef--~fie 
~e~a~-~~ess-Va~~e-ef-e~~-~fie-~e~~e±e~ffl-afie-e~fie~-ffl~fie~e~-e~ 
e~~ae--e~~-~~ee~eee-By-s~efi-~e~sefi--f~effl--eaefi--±ease--e~ 
~fi~~--~fie~eaf~e~: but in determining the amount of such 
tax there shall be excluder &_~~ ~~~~;~~~~~;~" ~'1 

Exhibit 6 -- HB 870 
April 15, 1985 



'petroleum or other crude or mineral oil produced 
such person during such year in connection 
operations in prospecting for, developing, and 
such petroleum or crude or mineral oil; 

and used by 
with his 

producing 

(b) 2.65% of the total qross value of natural gas 
produced from each lease or unit; but in determining 
the amount of such tax there shall be excluded from 
consideration all gas produced and used hy such person 
durinq such year in connection with his operations in 
prospecting for, developing, and producing such gas or 
petroleum or crude or mineral oil; and there shall also 
be excluded from consideration all gas recycled or 
reinjected into the ground. 

(2) Nothing in this part may be construed as 
requiring laborers or employees hired or employed by any 
person to drill any oil well or to work in or ahout any oil 
well or prospect or explore for or do any work for 
the purpose of developing any petroleum or other mineral 
or crude oil to pay such severance tax, nor may any work 
done or the drilling of any well or wells for the purpose 
of prospecting or exploring for petroleum or other 
mineral or crude oils or for the purpose of developing 
same be considered to be the engaging in or carrying 
on of any such business. If, in the doing of any such work, 
in the drilling of any oil well, or in such prospecting, 
exploring, or development work, any merchantable or 
marketable petroleum or other mineral or crude oil in 
excess of the quantity required by such person for carrying 
on such operation is produced sufficient in quantity to 
justify the marketing of the same, such work, drilling, 
prospecting, exploring, or development work is considered 
to be the engaging in and carrying on of such business 
within this state within the meaning of this section. 

(3) Every person required to pay such tax hereunder 
shall pay the same in full for his own account and for' 
the account of each of the other owner or owners of the 
gross proceeds in value or in kind of all the 
marketable petroleum or other mineral or crude oil or 
natural gas extracted and produced, including owner or 
owners of working interest, royalty interest, overriding 
royalty interest, carried working interest, net proceeds 
interest, production payments, and all other interest or 
interests owned or carved out of the total gross proceeds 
in value or in kind of such extracted marketable petroleum 
or other mineral or crude oil or natural gas, except that 
any of the aforesaid interests that are owned by 
the federal, state, county, or municipal governments 
shall be exempt from taxation under this chapter. Unless 
otherwise provided in a contract or lease, the pro rata 
share of any royalty owner or owners will be deducted 
from any settlements under said lease or leases or division 
of proceeds orders or other contracts." 

NEW SECTION. Section 5. Submission to electorate. 



The question of whether sections 1 through 3 will be 
extended beyond July 1, 1987, or instead section 4 will be 
made effective on July 1, 1987, as the source of fundinq a 
portion of the local government block gr.ant program shall be 
submitted to the electors of the state of Montana at the 
general election to be held in November 1986, by printing on 
the ballot the following: 
"AN ACT • • • PROVIDING A REFERENDTJM FOR A DETERMINATION 
WHETHER THE BLOCK GRANT PROGFAM WILL CONTINUE TO BE FUNDED 
BY THE INCREASED LIGHT VEHICLE LICENSE FEES OR BY AN 
INCREASE IN THE OIL AND GAS SEVERANCE TAX ••• " 

/--/ For funding the local government block grant 
program in the manner used before 1985, by an increase in 
the oil and gas severance tax. 

/--/ For funding the local government block grant 
program in the manner used after 1985, by continuing the 
increase in the light vehicle license fees. 

Renumber: subsequent sections 

5. Page 6, line 4. 
Following: "TERMINATION" 
Insert: "-- CONTINGENT EFFECTIVE DATE" 
Following: "(1)" 
Strike: "Thisact is" 
Insert: "Sections 1 through 3 are" 

6. Page 6, line 5. 
Following: "and" 
Strike: "applies" 
Insert: "apply" 

7. Page 7, line 7. 
Following: "(2)" 
Strike: "THISACT TERMINATES" 
Insert: "Sections 1 through 3 terminate" 

8. Page 7. 
Following: line 7 
Insert: "(3) Section 4 is effective July 1, 1987, if 
approved by the electorate under section 5." 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
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MR. PRESIDENT 

We, your committee on ............. ~~~~ ................................................................................................... . 
Senate 1faxatiOD Cowait.tee 011 JiB 

having had under consideration ...... ~~9. .. ~~~ .. ~-r;.~ .. ~~ .. ~~~.~ .. l..$ ........ No .... ~~$ ..... 

color 

(Senator iJager) 

IlJCUoU£D ·ASS~ OP1'10. Foa S~~ IGm~~ DlftRl.C~S. 

SenAte ~aatioD CoruIittee em H.8 
Standiag CO':.'IIIIlttoe Report o~ April 1$ 625 Respectfully report as follows: That .................................................................................................. No ................ . 

JUlenaae:lt No. 2 
Strike. AU lnaoreed .. terial iD it.. entirety 
Insert I -Section S. SectJ.oa 1-12-4'07, lICA 1. a~ too readl 

·7-12-4407. Protest agaiaat ordtDanco for ~eNaAta. 
If tle ..... Jr-...... t;he-aiMft;to:f:aW-psropeEty"OWA •• ~~ 
,*" ft'.e~-.,. setct·rit:,. .. o .......... PetMtfteU"..,.iatlt:-tIlle 
1"' •• " ..... --" ~.M~"'--r· tilea-_ fetdte .. 
~ehai!·h.·.a& .. -.ea-~he·~ ... -.. .-e .. ~.i .. 
2-r ..... 110 .tw:thGr action shall be takaaupoJl tile proposed 
.uatrlct. tor 1 yoar if A writteR protest againat paGAqe of 
the proposed ordiauce is flIed by. 

(1) Owners of property vith1Jl the propoae4 maintenance 
4iatrict haviD9 a tAxable valuation~ when agqregated. repre
sentJ.nq AO~ letss thaD 50t of the t.otalt.axable YAluaticm of 
propexq' withb tho district, 
- (2) lIOt leu thaD 50- of the owner. of property within 

tlle 4i$trlct, or 
(3) OWners of property vitb1n the propose4 aa1nteaance 

4iat.r1ct bavin9' projected ..... _Dt.~ wheD aq~reqat.e4. 
reprasentingBOt. leas t:.haD 50. of the tota~ projected 
a __ eats :for property within the d.istrict.· 

A!R) AS A.'IDOtm 
H COlilCtfiiiiii III 
~~~ ., 

...................................................................................... 
senator Tho!Iaa B. Yowo. Chairman. 



ROLL CALL VOTE 

S:r.:dATE TAXATIO.:~ COMHITTEl: 
49 th Legislative Session -- 1985 

Time /D: 13 Date (£fJ~ /5; 1715 Room 
------~------ .' 

413-41:5 

lvIotion: 

(j 

-

Name Yes 1'10 Excused 

Senator Brown i/ 

Senator Eck /' 

Senator Gooduver V 

Senator Hager L./ 

Senator Halligan 1-/ 

Senator Hirsch ~ 

Senator Lybeck V-

Senator Mazurek ~ 

Senator HcCallum V 

Senator L-Ieuman V--

Senator Severson V 

Senator Towe V 



Iviotion: 

I 

Name 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

Senator 

ROLL CALL VOTE 

S:c.::~~ATE TAXATIO.:~ COMHITTEB 
49 th Legislative Session -- 1985 

Brown 

Eck 

Gootiuver 

Hager 

Halligan 

Hirsch 

Lybeck 

Hazurek 

HcCallum 

l~euman 

Severson 

Towe 

Date {l~u_t 151 JClR5 Room 413-41S 
II 

! ;1~-1/ry- !iro #c~~qtL n tlj11JJdo--
'J 

-

Yes ao Excused 

V 

V 

L/" 
~-

~ 

1-----

~ 

J,---

V-

t/ 

V--

~ 



ROLL CALL VOTE 

SB~-JATE TAXATIO.i.'~ COMHITTEB 
49 th Legislative Session -- 1985 

Time Date ~L 15, 11f5 Room 413-415 

I1otion: ;:ta~ ffJ3J r:A. 

Name Yes f-Jo Excused 

Senator Brown V 

Senator Eck ~ 

Senator Gooduver V 

Senator Hager {b{~ ~ 
Senator Halligan 

V-

Senator Hirsch V 

Senator Lybeck 
~ 

Senator Mazurek 
~ 

Senator HcCallum V;;V ~ 
Senator l-J'euman V--

Sei'1ator Severson V 

Senator Towe V-


