
MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 

50TH LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

January 30, 1987 

The meeting of the Local Government Committee was called 
to order by Chairman Norm Wallin on January 30, 1987, at 
1:00 p.m. in Room 312-F of the State Capitol. 

ROLL CALL: Roll call was taken with all members present 
except Rep. Dave Brown who was excused. Lee Heiman, 
Committee Counsel from the Legislative Council was also 
present. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 350: Rep. Bernie Swift, House 
District 64 and sponsor of the bill, read from the title 
of the bill that it was an act to delete payment of mile
age to the county commissioners in the county of first, 
second, third or fourth class for travel between his resi
dence and the county seat. Rep. Swift stated this varies 
from county to county. There are different distances 
the county commissioners travel. He said in Ravalli County 
there are nine other elected officials who travel as far 
or farther than the county commissioners and they do not 
draw as large a salary as the county commissioners. The 
county commissioners rate is based on the clerk of court 
rate and they are allowed at least $2,000 more than the 
clerk rate. Rep. Swift stated his objective was to try 
to establish an equal approach to both elected officials 
and appointed officials that work in public office. He 
believed there has been a carryover in the law and that 
is why the bill covers the first four classes of counties. 
Rep. Swift stated in the past some county commissioners 
worked part-time and were only paid part-time. There 
are still commissioners who work part-time in certain 
counties. He pointed out that county commissioners are 
still authorized to draw mileage and per diem if they 
are traveling to county seats and stay over for business. 

PROPONENTS: Laura Risdahl from Missoula rose in support 
of HB 350. 

Rep. Pistoria stated he was in support of the bill. 

Naomi Powell, Corvallis Montana, stood in support of HB 
350. Lowry Risdahl, Missoula and representing the Missoula 
County Freeholders Association also stood in support. 
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OPPONENTS: Gordon Morris, MACo, stated the bill had no 
merit and did not deserve the committee's time. He said 
the commissioners, unlike other officials, are required 
by law to live within their district. Some counties are 
bigger than states and some commissioners have to drive 
considerable distances in order to serve the people in 
the district. Mr. Morris stated there were a number of 
people present to oppose the bill. He asked if those 
people could stand. Those present in opposition stood 
for the committee. The Chairman a.sked the people to 
register their names on the visitor's register in the 
back of the room. 

Doug Allen, Former Madison County Commissioner and Member 
Madison County Study Commission, stated he addressed the 
bill from the county class standpoint. He stated he did 
not have knowledge of the first three classes but was 
greatly concerned with 4th and 5th class. Mr. Allen felt 
it a real problem because of the transition from 5th to 
4th class showed a county commissioner collecting approxi
mately $250 a month for travel to four or five meetings 
per month going to $1600 per month as is presently the 
case in Madison County. He urged the committee to amend 
the bill to cover the upper counties. He said his knowledge 
of 4th and 5th class and his experiences show the people 
are not very happy with commissioners earning ten times 
what they did before with the work unchanged. Mr. Allen 
proposed something be done with county classification 
schedules so they would reflect the true value of the 
dollar today. He believed the bill was unfair and dis
criminatory of the counties he was familiar with in the 
middle of the classification. He presented written 
testimony (Exhibit 1). 

Ray Harbin, Lake County Commissioner and former legislator 
stood in opposition of HB 350 because of inherent inequities. 
Mr. Harbin stated Rep. S~~ift commented that other elected 
officials are not paid for travel to and from work. He 
said the difference is that county commissioners are by 
law required to live in the districts where the other 
elected officials can live anywhere they want. He has 
to drive 50 miles every day back and forth to work and 
if he moved any closer, he would become ineligible to~run 
again in ±ha,t.distric.t. The law also requires that he live 
in his district two years prior to election. Mr. Harbin 
did not feel the state has business interferring with 
the business of local government. He said the state has 
inclined in the past to disenfranchise themselves from 
local government operations. He thought it appropriate 
that the legislature wants to give commissioners authority 
to establish salaries and to do other activities that 
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historically have been the obligation of the legislature. 
He felt dealing with the issue of mileage was a county 
responsibility. Mr. Harbin stated each commissioner files 
a claim and mayor may not present it. If he does, the 
other county commissioners may reject it. There already 
is a mechanism in place to deal with the problem and to 
save money at the bidding of the taxpayers. He said if 
the commissioner in each district is charging excessive 
mileage, the people can vote him out. 

Marion Davis, Ravalli County Commissioner, stated that 
the commissioners are responsible for all county roads. 
In his count~/, constituents call and ask tbem to stop by 
on their way home to talk about the roads. He said a 
commissioner is not off duty at 4 or 5:00. Mr. Davis 
did not think the legislature feels badly about paying 
legislators mileage and the extra $2,000 that Rep. Swift 
spoke of is not a very high compensation because the 
transportation burden is put on the county commissioners. 

DISCUSSION (OR QUESTIONS) ON HOUSE BILL 350: Rep. Pistoria 
stated he wanted to know more about the bill. He had 
a similar bill which required that the county commissioners 
had to work 40 hours a week to get compensated for travel. 
He asked if this bill included anything like that? 

Rep. Swift stated that was the objective of breaking the 
counties into classifications. He said his intent was 
to have those county commissioners not on full-time salary 
to still get mileage because they are only paid as they 
work. That was the reason the bill addressed those 
elasses of counties. His intention was not to generally 
address the class situation and salaries in this bill. 

In closing, Rep. Swift stated that in his county there 
are commissioners who travel from 1 1/2 to 30 miles one 
way. When this is transferred into dollar amounts over 
a 12 month period it adds up and is a financial impact. 
He reiterated that there are many other people who travel 
as far or farther and who have responsibilities whether 
elected or appointed. He said the objective of the bill 
was to try to solve some inequality. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 422: Rep. Janet Moore, House 
District 65 and sponsor of the bill stated she was carrying 
the bill for the Missoula county commissioners and the 
county surveyor. The bill provides for preservation of 
section corners--monuments put on the corners in past 
times. Those section corners are the basis for all surveys. 
Rep. Moore stated the corners have aged, been stolen or 
different things have happened and they have to be relocated. 
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The bill would provide a fee funding source to replace 
those monuments. People who file property transfer requests 
would pay a $10 fee. She stated the bill would take some 
burden off the taxpayer. Rep. Moore handed out an amendment 
to HB 422. On page 2, line 2, subsection 5 would be added 
(Exhibit 2). 

PROPONENTS: Howard Schwartz, Executive Officer of Missoula 
County, stated the Missoula county commissioners wanted 
him to convey their support of the bill. He said the 
county surveyor worked with staff and Rep. Moore to put 
the bill together and was present to explain the fine 
points of the bill and answer questions. 

Charles Wright, representing Missoula County Surveyors 
Office, presented written testimony to the committee 
(Exhibit 3). He stated that some monuments are over 100 
years old and the accessories used to mark the corners 
(stones with tree accessories, wooden posts with pits 
or mounds of dirt) are being destroyed at a faster and 
faster pace. He said it is essential to accelerate the 
restoration schedule of these corners before original 
evidence is lost. The proposal as set forth in HB 422 
brings a means to the counties to restore public land 
corners with very little monetary cost to an individual 
and no additional cost to taxpayers or counties who choose 
not to invoke the fee. Mr. Wright gave on the back page 
of his handout an example in Missoula County how the fee 
would be used. He said it was not necessary that the 
maximum fee be used. 

OPPONENTS: Robert Helding, representing MT Association 
of Realtors, directed the committee's attention to Section 
7 - 22-109, the duties of the county clerk and recorder 
in regard to the recordation of the monuments. In 1981-
the legislature passed an amendment deleting the fee and 
so there is presently no filing fee. HB 422 seeks to 
establish a $10 fee. The bill states in section 2, that 
the county governing body may establish by resolution 
a fee not to exceed $10 to be collected by the county 
clerk for recording any instrument under 7-4-2613 that 
conveys an interest in real property. He read from Section 
7-4-2613 which lists the documents required to be filed 
with the county clerk. He said the amount of traffic 
a large county like Yellowstone, Silver Bow, Cascade or 
Missoula has everyday in these types of instruments would 
be enormous at the rate of $10 an instrument. He said 
most surveyors do this anyway. Mr. Helding commented 
on the statement that it won't cost the taxpayer anything, 
that a person who buys or sells real estate is a taxpayer. 
Mr. Helding felt this type of legislation is not needed. 
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He felt it a wide open fee to build up a slush fund in 
the counties and there is nothing that says it has to 
be used for the monuments. 

Doug Allen, former county commissioner felt the bill was 
setting up another bureaucracy and more fees that were 
not needed. He said if there is a need to relocate a 
corner when the surveyor is hired he could relocate the 
corner at that time. 

Greg Jackson, MT Clerk and Recorders Association, stated 
they were not in opposition to the intent of the bill 
but concerned with the establishment of uniform fees 
throughout counties. He said with HB 422 and the discre
tion of the county commissioners to assess the fees, it 
could result in different fees in different counties. 
He was concerned with lines 17 and 18 of the bill that 
refers to county clerks recording instruments that convey 
interest in real property. He felt the statement ambigu
ous. Even though it refers to 7-4-26D it could also refer 
to other documents that may be interpreted as having in
terest in real property. Mr. Jackson said they also take 
issue with fee collectors for specific programs. For 
these reasons they opposed HB 422 and wanted clarification 
on lines 17 and 18, subsection 2. 

Jack Traxler, Missoula County Freeholders, stated he opposed 
this bill on the grounds that the $10 fee taken by the gov
ernment would be a tax. 

Jerry Niddle, Private Land Surveyor, relayed some statis
tics about the bill. He said 230,000 documents pass 
through the clerk and recorders office to be recorded. 
That would be $2,300,000 a~ the $10 fee per document 
to restore section corners. The land surveyors are obli
gated to restore these when they use them and the land
owners are responsible to pay for that service. The only 
other people in government that restore survey corners 
is the Bureau of Land Management and they do it almost 
exclusively where their land borders land where the monu
ment needs to be restored. Mr. Niddle's opinion was that 
what was being asked for in the bill is already being 
done without the counties having to pay $2,300,000. 

DISCUSSION (OR QUESTIONS) ON HOUSE BILL 422: Rep. 
Brandewie commented on amending the bill to limit the 
recordation fee to simply plats instead of all the other 
recording instruments. 

Mr. Wright stated that the intent of the bill was to give 
each county commissioner in each county the option to 
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decide if they needed it in their county. He said smaller 
counties may not invoke the fee. The major counties that 
have the problem will do it. Ravalli County provides 
the monuments to the private landowner. Missoula County 
provided them until they could not afford them. This 
$15 fee would be for the aluminum ragerbolt monuments 
that are now being used. These have a magnetic top so 
they can be easily found with a pinfinder. That is what 
cost the $15 and other times it is just the labor of put
ting the monuments in. 

Rep. Brandewie stated it's given fact that it is in the 
interest of all landowners to have proper corners. In 
talking with people from the Montana Association of Regis
tered Landowners it was his understanding of the bill 
that money collected would be availabl~ if a situation 
arose where corners were lost and would be a considerable 
expense to reestablish, to help the one landowner because 
everyone in the four sections would need to know where 
the corners were. He asked if this was a correct under
standing? 

Mr. Wright responded that there are 46 counties that do 
not have county surveyors and 10 that do. The counties 
that do not have county surveyors, the process would be 
taken care of by the county commissioners. Those indivi
duals would make up their minds if they wanted to have 
the fee, would charge the fee, and then would have to 
contract out to have it done. 

Rep. Ramirez stated that the number of monuments in a 
county didn't have anything to do with the amount of people 
or the amount of transactions in the county. A small 
county with a small population and not very many trans
actions but having a fairly large area with a lot of 
deteriorating monuments will not be able to raise the 
money. Rep. Ramirez said it seemed the bill favors the 
counties with large populations but does not do anything 
for the small counties. 

Mr., Wright said this was probably right and the small 
counties would probably not go for this particular type 
of fee. 

Rep. Ramirez questioned if he lived in a subdivision 
that had been all surveyed and he had paid for a survey 
and all monuments were there, why if his house were sold 
should he have to support the surveying in another place 
in the county? What is the fairness in that every trans
action contribute toward this? 
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Mr. Wright responded that the Missoula County Surveyors 
Office has a corner restoration program within the city 
and county of Missoula. He said they have been replacing 
corners in old subdivisions for the past 12 years. He 
said as a landowner selling a house on a city lot, you 
pay for a particular house location survey. A much lower 
rate is paid for those surveys which go with the transfer 
of the house and will be paid every time the house trans
fers. If the monuments are there, you are going to get 
the benefit back as a landowner and seller of the piece 
of property. 

Rep. Sales commented that in 1963 the law was passed which 
required that the corners had to be recorded and that 
wasn't being done because of the fee, so the fee was re
moved. He asked if there has been any change in the number 
being done? 

Mr. Wright explained that the fee Rep. Sales was speaking 
of was for a piece of paper filed with the clerk and re
corder. They were talking about the replacement of monu
ments on the ground. The filing was the corner recorda
tion monument form. Mr. Wright said since 1963 in Missoula 
County there is a total of 9,000 corners and they have 
replaced 2,300 in 23 years and 30 percent of those need 
to be replaced or maintenance done on them. 

Rep. Sales commented then it would take 90 years to replace 
at that rate. 

Rep. Moore in closing stated the bill has identified the 
problem and has provided a solution to solve the problem. 
She stated that it gives a local option and if that is 
not clear in the bill, it could be amended to allow for 
that. 

Vice Chairman Brandewie chaired the hearing at this time. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 452: Rep. Norm Wallin, House 
District 78 and sponsor of the bill, stated he introduced 
HB 452 on behalf of the League of Cities and Towns. HB 
452 is intended to allow cities and towns to take action 
to comply with the election laws governing the council/ 
mayor form of government. If a municipality has not 
adopted nonpartisan election through the voter review 
process or a special ballot issue, the MT codes require 
partisan elections. HB 452 allows cities that conducted 
nonpartisan elections prior to the passage of Title 7, 
Chapter 3, Part 113 in 1975 to formally adopt this form 
by resolution. The law will terminate after one year 
and its single purpose is to allow cities and towns to 
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correct a technical violation of election laws without 
the cost of placing a special measure on the ballot. 
(Exhibit 4). 

PROPONENTS: Alec Hansen, League of Cities and Towns, 
said there are approximately 20 small towns in MT that 
are in technical violation of the election laws because 
they have never formally adopted the nonpartisan form 
of election. Mr. Hansen said in November many cities 
will have elections and would like to have the elections 
on a nonpartisan ballot. If the council can take the 
time before the election to pass a resolution formally 
adopting the nonpartisan form, this problem will be 
eliminated. 

OPPONENTS: None. 

DISCUSSION (OR QUESTIONS) ON HOUSE BILL 452: Rep. Ramirez 
asked how many problems has there been with the elections? 

Mr. Hansen responded there really have been no problems. 
If someone would disagree with the action of one of the 
councils, it could be said that the people are not properly 
elected. It is a potential problem. 

EXECUTIVE ACTION 

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 452: Rep. Gould moved DO PASS 
on HB 452. The question was called and the motion carried 
unanimously. 

DISPOSITION OF HB 422: Rep. Brandewie asked that action 
be held on HB 422 because of the concern of the massive 
amount of documents that would be required to pay the 
fee for monument restoration. Rep. Brandewie felt that 
only survey documents for recording plats, or certificate 
of surveys should be required to pay the fee. He stated 
the idea of the bill was that the fee would be collected 
and when a difficult section corner, a lost section corner, 
or lost quarter corner situation arises, there would be 
public funds there to reestablish that corner and the 
expense would not all fallon one landowner. 

Rep. Sales moved to DO NOT PASS HB 422. He said it appears 
from the testimony that was given that the Recordation 
Act is working out very well. The monuments would be 
replaced in a 90-year period and he felt that very reason
able that these monuments should last for 90 to 100 years. 
Rep. Sales stated he didn't see the need for the bill. 
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The question was called on Rep. Sales' motion to DO NOT 
PASS HB 422. A roll call vote was taken and the motion 
carried 10 to 6. 

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 350: Rep. Darko moved to 
DO NOT PASS HB 350. The question was called and all were 
in favor with the exception of Rep. Gould. 

Rep. Ramirez commented that calling the question immediately 
after a motion and then putting it immediately to a vote 
is not an appropriate way to proceed. He commented that 
because someone calls the question does not mean that 
the motion has to be voted on. He said the committee 
should be more informal. He said it did not matter on 
the last bill but sometimes it can make a difference. 

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 277: Rep. Brandewie moved to 
DO PASS HB 277 and moved the AMENDMENTS proposed by Rep. 
Connelly (Exhibit 5). He said the amendments address 
concerns and questions the committee had during the hear
ing. They take out of the bill someone losing their license 
for reckless driving and other violations which narrows it 
down to actual use of alcohol or narcotic drug. 

Rep. Darko asked if Lee Heiman could explain the amendments. 

Mr. Heiman stated Amendment 2 provides that it only be 
an alcohol or drug-related license loss or seizure. He 
§aid it references the implied consent law. Amendment 
3 and 5 speak to the fiscal note and that the fund was 
wrong and the money in the fund should be appropriated. 
Amendment 4 provides that if the county does not have 
the program, the county still gets the money from viola
tions occurring within the county but can only use it 
for DUI education or DUI law enforcement. Amendment 1 
conforms the title. 

Rep. Sales voiced concern of what was done to the revenue 
in the bill. The section that applied to suspensions 
was taken out and mandatory revocations left. He assumed 
there would be four times as many suspensions as revoca
tions and this would only leave 20 percent of the money. 
He said with the amendments it might destroy what they 
are trying to do. 

Rep. Bulger commented that according to testimony this 
does not take out suspensions. It only includes suspen
sions that are related to alcohol and drugs. There are 
other suspensions that were less than 1/3 which were not 
alcohol or drug related. It excludes the 16 percent only. 
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Rep. Kitselman commented that before money could be shifted 
to existing programs. The way the bill is worded now, 
the money stays with the county where it is generated 
so that some of the programs that were having the pooling 
effect no longer have that which might cause those counties 
to eliminate the program. 

Rep. Bulger commented that the purpose of the bill is 
to give the funds to the task forces and if it is for 
funding education or law enforcement there needs to be 
clarification. 

Rep. Brandewie commented that the counties that have the 
most activities will be getting the money. Yellowstone, 
Flathead, Cascade, Fergus, Gallatin, Silver Bow are the 
counties that have most of the violations. He did not 
see any problem with the distribution of the money. For 
counties that don't have a program, the money will be 
there for educational programs in the grade schools or 
high schools. 

Rep. Brown wasn't sure that regarding driving under the 
influence of alcohol, if the intent was to limit it to 
alcohol or to include other narcotic substances. She 
said it does not seem to be consistent throughout the 
bill. 

The question was called on Rep. Brandewie's motion to 
pass the AMENDMENTS. The motion carried unanimously. 

Rep. Brandewie moved to DO PASS HB 277 AS AMENDED. The 
motion carried with Rep.- Grinde and Rep. Whalen voting 
no. 

DISPOSITION ON HOUSE BILL 335: Rep. Sales moved to DO 
PASS HB 3j5. The question was called and the motion carried 
unanimously. 

ADJOURNMENT: There being no further business to come 
before the committee, th.~ meeting was adjourned at 2:50 
p.m. 
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Members of the House Committee on Local Governrnent 
Montana House of Representatives 

t.:..' <, ,. _ I i -~----"--. 

DATE_-=-/~'" j~O~----,g:.-1~ 
Hou3e Bill 350 HB,-:...----.:::.~-.:..-"-"--

As a two term former county commissioner from Madison C')unty and a :·(jember of 

Madison C)unty Local Govern~ent Study Commission from 1984-86, I feel qualified to 

speak on this bill. 

House Bill 350 seems to be an ef'fort to pacify the taxpayers by takinG ai-iay a 

county commissioners milea~e allowancE~ under specified circumstances. It is totally 

urn air, since in a large county like Hadison, one commissioner may live in the county 

I 

I 
I 

seat while another might live 3S miles away as I did. They are e~titled to compensatio1 

for trans?ortation, it is a major expEmse today. 

Our county government study commission as well as some others, especially those I 
study commissions \-.Those counties advanced from 5th till 4th class in recent years, realize 

people object to the SUbstantial incrHase in county commissioners salaries when this Chic 

is made. 

There is a better solution, County classification brackets have not chanGed fOT 

years, since before I "Jas elected first in 1970. It is high ti:ne they did, 15 rnilliOW 

dollars is not v:hat it was 25 years ago, the valuation figure that requires thi.3 cha:lge. 

Yes, they spend more days on the job than 2.5 years ago and should be paid a good wae;e fel 

every day worked and should also receive milea::;e for travel to the county seat. HB 350 

is unfair, diSCriminatory and obscures the real issue. People are fed up with higher arl 
higher property taxes. I 

'vvhen I was comr'lissioner we advaneed to 4th class for 1 year. At that ti;>:e the amount 

of salary was optional, later it became mandatory that they take the full amount allowecl 

The quality of their work has not chrulged but taxes have certainly gotten more oppressive. 

I urge you to kill this bill and consider on that will pay county commissioners ev~ 
cent they earn for time spent and rnilea€e traveled. You members of the le~islature are I 
paid this way, it is the cornerstone of citizen government. Our ?ederal government has 

departed from this and members of congress are full time, our state and counties should I 
cling 'to this concept as if letting go thre~ened all our freGdoms, which it most .~ 

-I certainly does. 
Dou;la5 Allen 

I 



" 

HB 422 

1) Page 2, following line 2. 

L/".;-"\.: ...... i j _M_~=--_-' 

DATE,_~/'~3~O~--=:.8-!.1_ 
HB, __ -....:.~..!::Z:..=z..=-_ 

1-29-87 

16:40 

Insert: "(5) The county sureyor may delegate authority~ 
contract for performing, or make other arrangements as are 
appropriate for the p~rformance of the duties listed in 
subsection (4)." ' 

Rep. Moore 



- - - -_____ " ___ ~_ c 

t.:~HIOIT _ J 

PROPOSAL TO AMEND STATE LAW TO ESTABLISH 

PUBLIC LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FEES 

INTRODUCTION 

-------
Di\ TE_~/_-~.3!!::.:Q~-~!~7=_ 
H8 ___ ~"_=Z=-2.==__ 

The public land surveys began in Montana in 1867 and were three

fourths completed in 1916 with the majority of the Valleys being 

surveyed in the 1870's. Monuments were set at all Section Corners, 

Township Corners, Quarter Section Corners and all Meander Corners. 

These monuments were stones with bearing tree accessories or wooden 

posts with pits and mounds of dirt as accessories. As these 

accessories are in most cases over 100 years old and time is 

destroying them at a faster and faster pace, it is essential that 

we accelerate our -restoration ~chedule befor~ all original. evidence 

is lost. 

These original monuments are absolutely essential for the break 

down of any section and are the primary control monuments for all 

property boundaries within the section. 

EXISTING LAW 

The Montana Corner Recordation Act which became law in 1963 was an 

attempt to make a public record of the original monuments that have 

been restored. This law is good in that it makes a mandatory public 

record of restored corners, but it does not provide a means of 

perpetuating the corners and accessories that are fast disappearing 

due to age deterioration. If we do not provide a means to allow 

for their perpetuation then in the next few years we ~ill not. have 

any original evidence to predicate our surveys on which will re~ult 

in greatly increased cost to determine a point of beginning for not 

only our own public surveys but also private ones. 

This proposal brings to each county the means in which to restore 

public land corners with very little monatary cost to an individual 

and no additional cost to the taxpayers and those counties with 

little development may choose not to invoke this fee. 

In conclusion, I would like to say this is not a new idea, but a 

proven law that is presently in effect in the State of Oregon and 

is working extremely well. All of the Western States have the same 

problem with original monuments and at some time or another will 

have to have similiar legislation. 



PROPOSAL TO AMEND STATE LAW TO ESTABLISH 

PUBLIC LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FEES 

EXAMPLE--MISSOULA COUNTY 

The ten dollar ($10.00) maximum filing fee was used so smaller 

counties would have the .ability to collect enough money to do a 

minimum amount of work. As you know many counties do not have 

County Surveyors and the Board of County Commissioners would have 

to let contra~ts for the desired corner work. Missoula county for 

example would need much less than the $10.00 maximum filing fee 

because of the relatively large number of transfers. In 1985 there 

were 15,000 documents related to land transfers filed with the 

Missoula County Clerk and Recorders office. At a rate of $2.00 

each, which could be adjusted according to need, that $30,000.00 

would provide for materials and labor to remonument many of these 

corners with this progra~ We could conceivably catch up with the 

destructive forces that are destroying these very important 

monuments. At this point we could then lower the fee and still 

keep up with the occasional request to remonument a corner. 



Montana League of Cities and Towns 
P.o. Box 1704 Helena, MT 59624 Phone (406) 442-8768 

EXHIBIT I'f ~ 
O/\TE / .. jfJ·r7 
H8 .,,5.2. 

HOUSE BILL 452 IS INTENDED TO A.LLOW CITIES AND TOWNS TO TAKE 
ACTION TO COMPLY WITH THE ELECTION LAWS GOVERNING THE COUNCIL
MAYOR FORM OF GOVERNMENT. IF A MUNICIPALITY DOES NOT ADOPT NON
PARTISAN ELECTIONS THROUGH THE VOTER REVIEW PROCESS OR A SPECIAL 
BALLOT ISSUE, THE MONTANA CODES (7-3-113) REQUIRE PARTISAN 
ELECTIONS. 

A LARGE MAJORITY OF THE CITIES IN MONTANA HAVE CONDUCTED THEIR 
ELECTIONS ON THE NON-PARTISAN BASIS FOR MANY YEARS. THERE ARE 
POSSIBLY 20 CITIES AND TOWNS WHERE THIS OPTION WAS NOT FORMALLY 
ADOPTED BY THE VOTERS. IN SOME CASES, THE REPORT OF A STUDY 
COMMISSION THAT WOULD HAVE MADE OTHER MORE SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES IN 
THE FORM OF GOVERNMENT WAS REJECTED, AND NON-PARTISAN ELECTIONS 
WENT DOWN WITH THE SHIP. IN OTHER INSTANCES, THE NON-PARTISAN 
OPTION WAS INADVERTANTLY OMITTED FROM THE COMMISSION REPORT, OR A 
VOTER REVIEW WAS NOT CONDUCTED. AS A RESULT, CITIES AND TOWNS 
THAT HAVE TRADITIONALY CONDUCTED THEIR ELECTIONS ON THE NON
PARTISAN BASIS ARE IN TECHNICAL VIOLATION OF THE LAW. 

THIS BILL ALLOWS CITIES THAT CONDUCTED NON-PARTISAN ELECTIONS 
PRIOR TO THE PASSAGE OF TITLE 7, CHAPTER 3, PART 113 IN 1975 TO 
FORMALLY ADOPT THIS FORM BY RESOLUTION. THE LAW WILL TERMINATE 
AFTER ONE YEAR, AND ITS SINGLE PURPOSE IS TO ALLOW CITIES AND 
TOWNS TO CORRECT TECHNICAL VIOLATION OF THE ELECTION LAWS WITHOUT 
THE COST OF PLACING A SPECIAL MEASURE ON THE BALLOT. 

Member of the National League of Cities 



Amend House Bill 277 Introduced copy (white) 
Rep Connelly 

1. Title, line 7. 
Following: "FEE" 
Insert: "; AND PROVIDING AN APPROPRIATION" 

2. Page 2, line -22. 
Following: line 21 

E::iLCiT ..s -------
Of-i TE /- 30-tl1 
HB 1.?7 

Insert: "for driving a motor vehicle under the influence of 
alcohol or a narcotic drug" 

Strike: ", 61-5-206," 
Following: "or" 
Insert: "seized pursuant to" 

3. Page 3, line 4. 
Strike: "proprietary" 
Insert: "special revenue" 

4. Page 3, line 16 through line 5 on page 4. 
Following: "[section 1]" on line 16 page 3 
Strike: the remainder of subsection (4) and subsection (5) in its 

entirety 
Insert: "the department shall transmit the proceeds of the 

license reinstatement fees collected in that county to the 
county treasurer at the end of each quarter and the 
treasurer shall deposit the license reinstatement fee in an 
account earmarked solely for funding education or law 
enforcement aimed at reducing driving under the influence of 
alcohol. 

5. Page 4. 
Following: line 5 
Insert: "Section 3. Appropriation. All money 

special revenue account established in 
appropriated to the department of justice 
ending June 30, 1989, for distribution as 
act." 

Renumber: subsequent section 

xtOl 
c:\wp\lee\amd277 

deposi ted in the 
[section 2] is 

for the biennium 
provided in this 



WITNESS STAT'EMENT 

'-, '0 '-, I 

NAME (''/'.~~ 
" .P 

ADDRESS tVtv' 5l1' 3 cg ~ '13 
~ =*=-

WHOM DO YOU REPRESENT? ~ ~ 

CS-34 

5, (: I. '=1 
DATE /- 30 - f1 
HB 350 

'III 

BILL NO. ?U ~ .? 

DATE /- 3 c "5?7 



, Legislative Council Staff: 

i 
"'Lee Hei;nan 

... 
In rep,:arc1s to :{. B. 350, I stron;~ly urge all of y01J to vote in favor of t~li" bill. As a 

j tax payer, I a'-:1 or-poseel to r:aV~D;!-"'il8a:::'e to C01mtv Co"'rcissioners for ~i18ac:e to and from .. 
their ranches to t:1e COl1rt ]:ou3e to Hork. 170st of the rest of our people do not get paid 

1 
... to pro to ancl f'r81~: For':. ,~t SUC'l hi,,-h salaries, t:1e:.r s110~:ld be a"le to pay their Oi-m expenses, 

as the rest of us are (loin,:;. I rec;ent l.avin~~ to pay hjgh taxes to su'pport t:1em, vJhen t,'1ey 

... 
con't T·Jork a full ejr:ht ::01J!' job and y'ileClue plus. I c.an't consider t:,is quality service 

! fo!' t,11e :ceople of our COl;nty. I,'lith so '-r.any budget cuts on everyones mind, );laybe He should .. 
consi,:l e r cuttiD'! in t'lese are"s • 

....... QSe vote in favor of 110u8e bill ::350. 

Than:<.:inr' you, 

Sincerely, 

l Anita /i"there1t 



January 26, ]98'7 

RE: ~Ious,= Bi11/f 350 

Dear Rep. ~'Jallin: C11D.ir'o~l.D 

I '-1av"l before "'8 ;r.~c;. :3 cO "',iC'l I stronr:rl;1' Cl-;-, in favor of! Since tLn,:: is of 8;;0;8nce at 

t~:1is end and vTith t"le ~,;ail syste;1 as jt is nust hurry and G:et t~lis in t!1e mail. I urge 

vou to vot8 in favor of' t~lb [{. :=. 350. 

As a taxpayer in POT'T(~er ~,ivsr County, I don't like "'Y taxes ';;einc: raised to help pay the 

County COYc'-"issicn'?rs wi] e8.'""o to anc' fro1'1'1 V:leir "Tork. I feel if the:' are to collect that 

sizeable Sllm t1.-.. 'It, -:-hev s}10uld i'8 a'ble to pa,Y t,~1.eir Nrc expenses. The rest of us are not 

paid to ro to::'.:l(! frcn ~·:ork. Cur -;'!or1,( is l1.sually prorat.ed as to the nouse spent on the 

:iob, ;hich th,-'jr~~~ is not. Some feel t~Elt jf He do this eve Hon't have 'lualified people 

runnin" for t',,:; o('f~ce. I alcoo f9s1 d:'!..ffer-::r:tly on t'19,t !'1atL;r. c··ost of the~1 are not 

t'-1§te for t,1ie qualitv of services, t'le bettE:rr(ent of the people, but to line their pockets. 

So I stronr·1v 11r~e you to vote in favor of this :louse Billi1= 350. 

Thank you, 

Anita :,-'ether81 t 

Box l'-IS 

.2roC' .. dus, ;':ontana 

.,,'. 



January 27, 1987 

House Local Government Committee 
Capitol Station 
Helena, Montana 59620 

re: HB 350 Deleting County Commissioners' mileage 

Dear Representative Norm Wall in, 

I am in favor of the passage of Rep. Swift's HB 350. 

I know of no employee that receives mileage to go to 
and from their place of employment in addition to full salary. 
No other local government position, or for that matter, in very 
few private sector jobs. In Powder River County the commission
ers here averaged 7.5 days per month in the courthouse, last 
March through December, plus received mileage to and from their 
homes. At election time every two years this elected position 
looks so appealing that Powder River County gets 6 to 12 cand
idates for the commissioner~ position, few if any of them have 
ANY idea what they are getting into. They are running for a 
SECOND job that will provide additional income of over 
$19,200.00 and mileage. Therefore, the position that is taken 
by some, that mileage must be paid, to attract 'quality cand
idates' is not the fact. 

Our economy can't afford this. 

I again ask you to pass HB 350. 

Thank you. 

Since~elY\ 

4~r--'Acdd 
ArLynn Borla 
Box 264 
Broadus, Montana 

436-2511 (evenings) 



BILL NO. 

VISITORS' REGISTER 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
----------------------------

HB 350 DATE 

SPONSOR _____ R_e_p_. __ S_w_i_f_t ______ __ 

COMMITTEE 

Jan. 3 0, 19 87 

NAME (please print) REPRESENTING SUPPORT 

ddl 
4( 

OPPOSE 

IF YOU CARE TO WRITE COMMENTS, ASK SECRETARY FOR WITNESS STATEMENT FOR 

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY. 

CS-33 



VISITORS' REGISTER 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 

BILL NO. tfB~ DATE January 30, 1987 

SPONSOR REP. SWIFT 

NAME (please print) REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

IF YOU CARE TO WRITE COMMENTS, ASK SECRETARY FOR WITNESS STATEMENT FORM. 

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY. 

CS-33 



VISITORS' REGISTER 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 
--------~~~~~~~~~---

BILL NO. e:x1i0 "3 ,,;:;- 0 DATE q:Cb.+1 :3 V - I 9' 6 "/ 
{7 

SPONSOR REP. SWIFT 

------------------------------------------------------~ -------- -------
NAME (please print) REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

yP A Y cd h. 7e o 0-11. _c.. () r () frT bU ~ 

1A~~ Y.Lw JIlAMAII / "tit }/!" e (>} e0'7)1-¥ii y---

~~~~)A.nO»O 
,.-, ;; 

I ~~) yYtr\ .( ~ 1 I./' 
0 '-"'"' 

'-

IF YOU CARE TO WRITE COMMENTS" ASK SECRETARY FOR WITNESS STATEMENT FORI 

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY. 

CS-33 



VISITORS' REGISTER 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 

HB 422 
January 30, 1987 

BILL NO. DATE 

SPONSOR _____ R_e~p~._M_o_o_r_e ______ ___ 

-----------------------------
NAME (please print) REPRESENTING SUPPORT 

o tJ C..J:::J. I ( 

I , 

I , 

OPPOSE 

IF YOU CARE TO WRITE COMMENTS, ASK SECRETARY FOR WITNESS STATEMENT FORM. 

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY. 

CS-33 



VISITORS' REGISTER 

________ L~O~C~A~L~G~O~y~E~RllwNM~E~N~T _____ COMMITTEE 

BILL NO. DATE ____ ~JA~NwlwJA~Ruy~3wO~,~19~8~7~ ______ __ 

SPONSOR REP. MOORE 

-----------------------------
NAME (please print) REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

IF YOU CARE TO WRITE COMMENTS, ASK SECRETARY FOR WITNESS STATEMENT FOR 

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY. 

CS-33 



VISITORS' REGISTER 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

BILL NO. HB 452 DATE January 30, 1987 

SPONSOR _______ R_e_p_o __ W_a_1_1_i_n ____ __ 

----------------------------- ---------------------------------. -------
NAME (please print) REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

!VMti'L"'Lt 
t:-) ~l/V)-<i~~1 / .2 . 1< ,'" /1 /\ ",'J !.f'7 ~\2 

~ ,is) b~ ~{\, Q;rd~ 
(; 
'J ~ 

\ 

IF YOU CARE TO WRITE COMMENTS, ASK SECRETARY FOR WITNESS STATEMENT FORM. 

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY. 

CS-33 




