
MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 

50TH LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The meeting of the House Appropriations Committee was called 
to order by Chairman Rep. Gene Donaldson on March 21, 1987 
in Room 104 of the State Capitol. 

ROLL CALL: 

All members were present at the meeting. Also in attendance 
were Judy Rippingale, LFA and Denise Thompson, Secretary. 

HE 5 9 3: (9 8 : A: • 3 8 ) 

Rep. Jan Brown presented the bill saying it was called the 
private enterprise act requested by the Rielly Johnson and 
the National Federation of Independent Business. The bill 
has two parts. The first part essentially takes the govern
ment out of any business that would compete with private 
enterprise and the Business and Labor Committee amended this 
section to say that it would not be effective until July 1, 
1989. The remainder of the bill sets up a private enter
prise review commission. 

There were no other proponents to the bill. 

OPPONENTS: 

(98:A:3.48) Ms. Ellen Feaver, Director of the Department of 
Administration spoke against the bill saying the bill 
authorizes a commission to study whether government activi
ties compete with the private section, whether those activi
ties are authorized by statute and whether it is in the 
public interest for private enterprise to perform those 
acti vi ties instead of government. She said she doesn't 
oppose the study, but has a number of concerns about the 
bill. ~ection 4 being effective July 1, 1989 second guesses 
the c-:JrTu\'\.:'3sion' s findings. It presumes that the commission 
would de::ermine that certain activities would have to be 
conduc':.e::i in a certain set of criteria even before the 
commission does its work. The study is a gigantic 
undertaking. The scope of the study is entirely unman
ageable. If the bill were narrower in scope, it could end 
up a productive policy of some specific areas of concern. 
The $5,000 which is appropriated in this bill will barely 
scratch the surface. If the committee chooses to pass this 
legislation an additional appropriation would be required 
(Exhibit 1). 
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LeRo:/::ramm, legal counsel for the Montana University 
Syste-- l:ed that the university system has a large exemp
tion ~e bill for their dormitories and food service so 
probd;:; _~~ost of this would be covered. They are concerned 
about .~::.:.me of the services that are supplied to them by 
other state agencies. The bill is a lot broader than the 
fiscal note may lead you to believe. 

(98:A:l1.56) If the committee does proceed, they should look 
at the composition of that study and balance that composi
tion. 

Lindy Ardt, representing the American Federation of State, 
County and Municipal Employees, stated in these economic 
times, a commission should not be established. It is 
neither cheaper nor better to purchase from the private 
sector. 

Mr. Bob Archibald, Director of the Montana Historical 
Society also spoke against the bill stating his concern 
would be with publication of "Montana" and the sale of 
merchandise through the store operation both of which 
generate revenues which go back into providing for society 
activities. This legislation could restrict those 
activities and leave them with a substantial shortfall in 
funding. 

Claudia Clifford, United Food and Commercial Workers, stated 
they were concerned about the criteria being used by the 
commission, to decide whether a particular service would be 
better done by the private sector. This commission would 
not have any criteria to show protection for Montana and 
Montana business. There is nothing to address quality and 
quantity of services provided. 

QUESTIONS: 

( 98 : A: 19 . 20 ) Chairman Donaldson s ta ted the wording in the 
bill lS pretty broad in the goods and services that are 
offered ':Jy the private enterprise. Rep. Brown said the 
wordlE::;- .s pretty broad and may need amending. 

Rep. ~·.-:,=zer said he felt the breadth of the area the bill 
would affect is certainly up to the commission, he appreci
ated the concept, the set up is a good one. 

Rep. Peck stated he did not agree with the legislation 
either as he felt it had some problems but there has to be 
some limits to what areas they are going to get in to. They 
really need to look at the bill. 

The hearing was closed on the bill. 
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HB 378' (98:A:28.25) 

Rep. '-:;n Jenkins presented his bill regarding the paved 
roads t~tween Chester and Fort Benton and Stanford to Fort 
Benton. He said the Highway Commission in 1961, wrote to 
the Board of County Commissioners in Chouteau County saying 
that they were going to expand their secondary system, and 
that the state would take over maintenance after the system 
was paved. The state did not take over this maintenance in 
1973. If the state does not take over the maintenance, the 
counties are going to sue the state for back maintenance 
from 1973 to present. The cost of this repair is $3 mil
lion. 

(98:A;38.10) Rep. Poulsen said if the legislature allows 
this, they could be setting a precedent for others to do the 
same thing. 

Mr. Don Gruell, Department of Highways, said if they do fund 
the maintenance for that it would be $400,000 initial cost 
and $200,000 annually after that. In addition to that would 
be the funding of buildings, sand house and the equipment. 

Mr. Gary Wicks, Director of the Department of 
Administration, that the cost of the maintaining these roads 
is too costly and they can not afford to maintain them. He 
stated that letters were sent to several counties, but then 
they were never pursued. There are no legal binding con
tracts made with the counties. 

Rep. Jenkins closed presenting the committee with copies of 
the letters and other materials (Exhibit 2). 

EXECUTIVE ACTION: (98:B:15.31) 

Rep. Thoft moved to TABLE HB 593. Rep. Bardanouve called 
the question. There was a roll call vote. Reps. Donaldson, 
Thoft, Winslow, Bardanouve, Bradley" Connelly, Iverson, 
Menahan, Menke, Miller, Peck, Quilici, and Spaeth voted YES. 
Reps. Devlin, Manuel, Nathe, Poulsen, Rehberg, Swift, and 
Switzer '·:)ted NO. The motion CARRIED 13 to 7. 

Rep. c.::'r-.oft 
question. 
voted NO. 

moved to TABLE HB 376. Rep. Bradley called the 
Reps. Iverson, Swift, Manuel, Peck and Rehberg 

The motion CARRIED. 

HB 744: (98:B:20.00) 

Rep. Jack Ramirez of Billings presented the bill saying it 
appropriated money for a County Boundary Commission to 
prepare a plan for consolidating and reorganizing counties 
and a plan for consolidating services ( Exhibits 3 & 4). 
This would just study these boundaries for court systems and 
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entir 
(ExhL. -

'"dicial systems. 
~ ) . 

He also presented amendments 

Rep. 3a d~nouve spoke as a proponent of the bill as well as 
Reps. Connelly and Switzer. Rep. Iverson said he liked the 
concept but maybe there should be a better geographical 
balance on the commission itself. 

(99:A:3.25) Rep. Winslow moved an amendment which Ms. 
Rippingale explained to the committee to change the language 
and insert the leaders shall appoint a member from each 
congressional district. Rep. Quilici called the question. 
The motion CARRIED unanimously. 

Rep. Iverson expressed concern that there is not enough 
money in the appropriation to adequately do the study. 

(99:A:6.38) Rep. Bardanouve 
tion to $50,000 on page 4, 
Winslow called the question. 
ly. 

moved to raise the appropria
line 1 from $30,000. Rep. 

The motion CARRIED unanimous-

Rep. Rehberg moved to have the meetings in at least the 
following cities, "insert "at least". Rep. Peck called the 
question. The motion CARRIED unanimously. 

Rep. Winslow moved to incorporate the amendments presented 
by Rep. Ramirez which were inserted into the gray bill. The 
motion CARRIED unanimously. 

Rep. Winslow moved to DO PASS HB 744 AS AMENDED gray bill. 
Reps. Devlin, Iverson, and Manuel voted NO. The motion 
CARRIED. 

EXECUTIVE ACTION: (99:A:l0.52) 

Rep. Winslow addressed amending HB 460 (Exhibit 5 & 6), and 
presented the two alternatives. 

Rep. wi~slow moved alternative 1 to take out the statute and 
earmarkl~g out of the bill. Rep. Quilici called the ques
tion. ,,~:e motion CARRIED unanimously. 

Rep. Winslow moved to DO PASS 460 AS AMENDED. Rep. Devlin 
voted NO. The motion CARRIED. 

Rep. Thoft moved to TABLE HB 778. Rep. Bardanouve called 
the question. The motion CARRIED unanimously. 

(99:A:16.53) HB 838: Rep. Thoft moved to TABLE HB 838. 
Rep. Bardanouve called the question. Reps. Quilici, 
Connelly, Iverson, and Swift voted NO. The motion CARRIED. 
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SB 216: ?ep. Bardanouve moved to TABLE SB 216. Rep. Devlin 
calle:::: -" . ., question. Reps. Quilici and Connelly voted NO. 
The mc~- :~ CARRIED. 

HB 881: (99:A:23.44) Rep. Winslow moved to amend HB 881 to 
cut the appropriation in half and establish one facility for 
at a cost of $750,000 and sunset the program for the 1989 
legislative session and also cut the training in half. 

Rep. Quilici called the question. 
unanimously. 

The motion carried 

Rep. Quilici moved to adopt the amendments and put it in the 
form of the gray bill. Rep. Devlin called the question. 
The motion CARRIED unanimously. 

Rep. Bradley moved to DO PASS AS AMENDED. Rep. 
called the question. There was a roll call vote. 
Donaldson, winslow, Bradley, Connelly, Iverson, 
Miller, Poulsen, Quilici, and Rehberg voted YES. 
Thoft, Bardanouve, Devlin, Menahan, Menke, Nathe, 
Swift and Switzer voted NO. The motion CARRIED 10 to 

ADJOURNMENT: 

Devlin 
Reps. 

Manuel, 
Reps. 
Peck, 

9 . 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 

/ 

Rep. Gene Donaldson, Chairman 
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I,oard of County COl1'::-,issioners 

CL:··-..:tE:_·..,: C: ....nt:,· 
fv~~ b0~~0~, ~n~~:_ 

Gen:lelT,er. : 

After considerable deliberation and investigat191l the State Highway 
lOrn.Tlission has decided to establish a State Secondary sys~ This syste!T; 
will consist of a n-r.';:;er of irr.portan: routes no"" on the pres~t Secondary 
Syste::-. whicr. are considered to be of st&.te';ide interest and usage. 

for your inforrr,e,tior., v:e are e::Jclosing a c0I=Y of a state::1ent explain
ing the criteria whiC!1 were conside:-ec and ev&luated in the selection of 
eligible routes for inclusion in the State Secondary Systerr.. 

In addition to these criteria which were used in evaluating the 
relative ~erits of the various routes, there are other basic conditions which 
IT.ust be c07:';:lied \\·ith if eState Se::o:1dary Systerr. is to meet the objectives cf 
statev:ide interest ar,o usage. These concitio:1s are described briefly in tt,€
following: 

1. To achieve ste.tev;ide ir.-.portance, an otherwise eligible 
route must be paved throughout its length in order to 
provide unrestricted traffic service to the motorist. 

2. The only difference between a route on the State 
Secondary System and a route on the regular Secondary . 
System is that the State Highway Commission agrees to 
assume the burden and cost of maintaining routes on 
the State Secondary System because of their statewide 
importance. Also, prior to the assumption of the 
maintenance responsibility by the State Highway 
CO::'..7.ission, it must be determined that the highway in 
question has been properly maintained by the county 
involved. In the event that any maintenance deficiency 
exists, the county must agree that the deficiency will 
be corrected by county forces or by paying the State 
Highway Cor..rrission for the cost of bringing the higrl,,;ay 
ur to normal rr,aintenence standards. 

3. Since all State funds for construction on the Secondary 
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SUBJECT: PRESEt;T STATUS OF STATE-MAlllTAINED SECmiOARY SYST£:I 

.' ,";' " l 

I 
i, 

A. Instructed durinS tho August Co_haLon _U ..... I ~1'e<L.~ 
following report concerning the present status of the St.t .... H~CQ~y '. '. 
Systclll which was approved by the State Highway Commission to become elfcctivet ~~~,..; , ~ 
November 1, 1961. I 

I 

TIlis system was establiGhed for the reason that a number of counties wero 
reporting that they did not have the money or the equipment t9 malntain several 
Secondary System 'routes which had been completed to oiled standards or were sub
stantially completed to such standards. Many of these routes were of slgnlflcnnt 
statewide interest and usage and ""ould normally be included in the i'rir.;<lry System 
except for the fact that there was no mileage available to. permit their lncluolon 
in the ~)·ster.l. 

In the preliminary analysia, routes were oelected for conolderation uhich 
qualified under the follOWing criteria: 

_ 1. Syo~em inter-etion with connections at both enda to exi&ting 
highway~ of _~p~rtance. 

-.... 2. Trunkline service for through traffic. 

~3. A su~stc.ntial measuro of statewide interest. 

4. Service to a substantial volume of traffic ..... hleh \;ould be 
pr~dor.lintlnLly of otc.tc·...:iue oriijlll. 

---. 5. TIl C co 3 \: 0 f mnln t n i n i Il t; l h l! h i nill-' ,'1 y P 1[. C c d llil 1I n "c :1 S C ;~ 11 [) 1 e 
burden on the county rond flIl1U!l. 

I II 0 r d l! l' to C 5 L () !J 11 c h n p rL 0 rt ~ :; r II l1 !1 I; f.)': I l: U:l, II [0 l'.~. ~Jl.1 \ 1/1 G J l! V i I; l: tli 
c,£llJir;ning point!> Lo lhl' [ollc;willS factor!): 

1. Prcucnt tr~fflc volu~co. 

2. 1'0t(,lltiul lrLlf!:'ie volu:::cr. of the route IIpon cor.'i>lcl1on to 
oUcd IJtllnJllrd:J. 

I 
vi 
I 
I 



..... 

( 

( 

( 

l 

Hr. Joh;~!jol\ 

S e p t C::l b C! r 12 f l ~I G G 
P c.r;u ',· .. ·0 

·1 
3. 1ilC CIJOllnt o[ Lt.l; potenti:l.l trl.2.tfic thnt .... ·oulJ 't.JQ ut ulilte-

w 1 J e 0 r i ;,; iIi. 

4. The: l~:.'2::..c?~JJ.52.!.: of the jlotentid !:t'u(fic thllt .... ·(j\Jld L" l;f 

utotc'-"ide Jr1;;in. 

5 • TIl C J i 5 t n n c e 61l v i n f, S tot I' []. f f i c t h l' 0 U ~ h tlB e 0 f t b t! S" C lJ I I J U lj' 

Sy~;ter.l hir;h'~'I1Y n:; cO\:lparcJ 1-11th nitcrnnte routinb~ '11" 

c ~: i G t i 1\ r; r [l 'l {' d hi Lin: Il Y ~; . 
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CATEGORY 2 

R")llT:~S IIi TI!~: I:IITTAL Sy:=n::l \..,1IICli HAVF. SI~:C:: 3??::1 CO:~L::-r2) 

70 OIL:;) :;['I::':,U: /\tiD ,\R.E ~jO'..1 RElr:G I:Idl;Tid:iiJJ RY Tiil: STt',Tf: 

Annul 
FA5 " .,0. Lorntion Hi 1 cs • Htcc. Cc 

2/17 Gl{\!;G°\.l - Opheim - Canada 61.0 
499 Hadi50n Cc.nyon - Quake Lake 23.1 
412 Lolo Pass 32.6 
319 Broadus - Biddle - Wyoming Line 29.4 

$ 82,31 
31,185 

. ~~,?~ 
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TG:r J\L •••••••••••••••••.••••••••• e' •••••••• 146.1 
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/ . 
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223 
230 

271-7.72 
281 
232 
323 
461 
253. 

SIC: 

. I I 

II) (1 I t1 I (I /I J < ~I 

Locn t1 on 

Halta - Lorine - Canada 
Fort Benton - Chester 
Fort Benton - Stanford 
Avon - Helmville - }fontana 20 
Boulder - Card~e11 

Havre - Hi hi HorGe - Canada 
Ekl11tlKa - A1::11do. 
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,..- I ." ;./ 
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:._ - 1''' ",.. • • I ..... ' , • • 
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Rank FAS : 1" . ---
19 462 
25 252 
26 2lj f, 

27 293 
28 27 /, 
29 279 
30 219-37£! 
31 201 
32 1.71 
33 261 
3/• 302 

LOCfltion 

Rock Springs - 'vnn llorr.r.n 
Circle - Weldoll - 1·:Ollti'.110 24 

Rillf'.I!Ilf, - ~!nrt1I1:.(I:.!ll.! 

lIn;'.I:"·,;I!) - \,'!I,,:tl.l 
A lll1 c tl n J c. - Rill:;:: 0 n 
1I1~ I ell [\ - L i 11 col i1 (F 1 e c her 1.' a n I; ) 

ChOlllCl\\I - Conrad 
FI\1r'.'it.'· ... - !!unl[1tlll 16 
Thou[l:;on Fa 11!j - l(!.lilO 

\.'1[;:1 U >: - :. l ,j 11 C :' 

l'erl1lll - lbl 5prill~!1 

Tor:. L ................................... . 

Iii lcs 

1,1 .5 
37.9 
"c! " 
'-, • eo 

22.0 
Ill). G 
.. , r. 
J •• ) 

I I . ~ l 
1 5 . :, 
II I) • ) 

}(, .0 

. Annunl 
}1 t cr.. C (l :. ' 
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Syrt~~ &rE e~lo:Bted undl~ St~t~ l~~ to the variouf 
count~~s, U,er€ En nc EJ"€.iul ft::l::f available to th~ 
Stc. te Hi f'r.w!;~· CO~.'7.i ss~ or, for &n~: necessary construe'li or. 
on the St~te Se~ond5r~ Syrte~. Und~r these condjtionE, 
it is ne~esser~ for the individual counties involved to 
bssign i'irst priority to essenthl constr'J(,tion or recon
struction of seL'tions of tho:e routes which ere considerrc 
eligible for inclusion in the State S~<.:ondft,ry System. This 
provision is based on the essumptjon that if 6 route is of 
sufficient importance to be placed on the State Secondar~ 
System, it automaticall~ becomes of sufficient importance 
to be assigned first priori ty for construction or ,recon
structior. p\,j.rposes. 

You .,;ill be pleased to learn that the following route,or routes, 
are considered to qualify for inclusion in the St.ate Secondary System, subject 
to the conditions des2ribee in the foregoin~. 

\ 

FAS RoutE 223 - Fro:: c p:;int on U.S. #87 at Fort. Benton 
nCr'therly to a point on U.S. #2 C;. t Chester' (Fort Benton- i 

Cilester Road) 

FAS Route ~3C - F!'or.. !; point on U.S. IIS7 at Stanford north-- . 
wester'ly to & point on U.S. 1i87 at FOr't Benton{Stanford- ",j 

Fort Benton Reae) 

At such time as these highways are cOffipleted throughout with a 
pavee surface and it is evident that the highways have been maintained by the 
county to normal maintenance standards, the State Highway Commission will ent.er 
into an agreement y;i th the county whereby the State will assume the maintenan~e 
r~sponsibility for the highway and the county will be relieved of such respon
sibili ty. 

We hope that you will be pleased to learn that the State Highway 
CO~'~ssion will assume the responsibilit~ for maintaining the routes described 
above at Jiuch time as the stipulated conditions have been complied with. 

Very truly yours, 

d ~ Q ... :: .. ': u.,l 
Fred Quirillell, Jr. 

State Highws':'- Engineer 

FQ/rr.u 
Ene: • 
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House Committee on Appropriations 
APPROVED AS AMENDED March 21, 1987 

fu~ENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL 744 (blue copy) 
(Representative Ramirez) 

1. Title, line 10. 
Following: "COUNTIES" 
Insert: "AND A PLAN FOR CONSOLIDATING SERVICES" 

2. Title, line 12. 
Strike: "CONTINGENT" 

3. Title, line 13. 
Following: "COf.1..MISSION' S" 
St r ike: "PLAN" 
Insert: "PLANS" 

4. Page 2, line 6. 
Following: "Constitution" 
Insert: "; and 

WHEREAS, if the voters reject county consolidation 
and reorganization, an alternative plan will be needed to 
reduce the expense of county government by consolidating 
services" 

5. Page 2, lines 7 and 8. 
Following: "that" 
Strike: "a ~ttld7-e£ PLAN FOR county consolidation and 

reorganization is" 
Insert: "plans for consolidating county services and for 

eventual consolidation and reorganization of counties 
are" 

6. Page 2, line 15. 
Following: "reorganization" 
Insert: "and a plan for consolidating services" 

7. Page 2, line 21. 
Following: "COUNTIES" 
Insert: "and a plan for consolidating services wi thin 

districts consisting of t'tlO or more existing counties" 

8. Page 2, lines 22 and 23. 
Following: "DESIGNATE" 
Strike: "TWO COMMISSIONERS" 
Insert: "one commissioner from each congressional district, 

after conferring to achieve geographic representation" 

9. Page 3, line 3. 
Following: "PREPARE" 
Strike: "A PLAN" 



Insert: 
(a) 

"the following two plans: 
a plan" 

10. Page 3, following line 8. 
Insert: "(b) a plan for consolidating services within 

the districts described in section 4." 

11. Page 3, lines 9 and 10. 
Following: "submit" 
Strike: "its" 
Following: "t'eeommend~1:±eft::!" 
Str ike: "PLAN" 
Insert: "both plans" 

12. Page 3, line 14. 
Following: "$7,566" 
Strike: "$30,000" 
Insert: "$50,000" 

13. Page 3, lines 15 and 16. 
Following: "prepar ing the" 
Strike: remainder of line 15 through "PLAN" on line 16 
Insert: "plans" 

14. Page 3, line 22. 
Following: "counties" 
Strike: "-- public hearings. ( 1 ) " 
Insert: " tI . 
Renumber: subsections (a) through (i) as (1) through (9) 

15. Page 4, following line 13. 
Insert: "Section 4. Plan for consolidation of services 

within districts. (1) The county boundary commission 
shall prepare a plan for consolidating services in each 
of the following districts or in similar districts, 
each of which comprises at least two adjoining 
counties: 

( a ) 
Jefferson 

(b) 
Madison 

( c) 
Counties; 

District 1: 
Counties; 
District 2: 

Counties; 
District 3: 

(d) District 4: 
Counties; 

(e) District 5: 
Lincoln Counties; 

(f) District 6: 
Pondera Counties; 

(g) District 7: 
Counties; 

(h) District 8: 
(i) District 9: 

Lewis and Clark, Broadwater, and 

Silver Bow, Beaverhead, and 

Deer Lodge, Granite, and Powell 

Missoula, Mineral, and Ravalli 

Flathead, Lake, Sanders, and 

Toole, Glacier, Teton, and 

Hill, Liberty, and Blaine 

Cascade and Chouteau Counties; 
Fergus, Judith Basin, Wheatland, 



and Petroleum Counties; 
(j) District 10: Gallatin, Meagher, Park, and 

Sweet Grass Counties; 
(k) District 11: Yellowstone, Big Horn, Carbon, 

Stillwater, Golden Valley, and Musselshell Counties; 
(1) District 12: Custer, Rosebud, Treasure, 

Powder River, Fallon, and Carter Counties; 
(m) District 13: Dawson, Richland, McCone, 

Garfield, Prairie, and Wibaux Counties; 
(n) District 14: Phillips, Valley, Roosevelt, 

Sheridan, and Daniels Counties. 

(2) The plan must provide for: 

(a) consolidation of the following offices in 
each district: 

(i) sheriff; 
(ii) clerk of the district court; 
(iii) county attorney; 
(iv) county superintendent of schools; 
(v) county surveyor; 
(vi) county treasurer; 
(vii) coroner; 
(viii) public administrator; 
(ix) county clerk and recorder; 
(x) county commissioners; 

(b) revision of any judicial districts defined in 
3-5-101 that do not fall wholly within a district 
defined under this section, with appropriate adjust
ments in the number of judges assigned to each judicial 
district under 3-5-102; and 

(c) consolidation of the offices of school 
superintendents for contiguous second- and third-class 
elementary school districts. 

(3)(a) The commission's plan for consolidation of 
se=vices must designate one county seat as the central 
location for each office listed in subsection (2)(a) 
and, except as provided in subsection (3)(b), provide 
for a branch office staffed by one or more deputies in 
each of the other counties in the district. 

(b) The plan must provide that while a district 
court may be held in each county within a district, 
each district is served by only one clerk of the 
district court. 



(4) If the plan calls for consolidation of the 
offices of school superintendent for two or more ele
mentary school districts, it must include a procedure 
by which the trustees of the school districts shall 
select the superintendent and designate a convenient 
location for the consolidated superintendent's office. 

(5) The commission's plan for consolidation of 
services may not propose to: 

(al alter county boundaries; 
(b) relocate a county seat; or 
(c) consolidate elementary school districts." 

16. Page 4, line 14. 
Strike: "(2)" 
Insert: "Section 5. 
Renumber: subsequent 

Public hearings." 
sections. 

17. Page 4, line 16. 
Following: line 15 
Insert: "county boundary" 

18. Page 4, line 17. 
Following: "in" 
Insert: "at least" 

19. Page 4, line 18 through line 2 on page 5. 
Renumber: subsections (al through (j) as (1) through (10) 

20. Page 5, lines 6 and 7. 
Following: "COMMISSION" 
Strike: remainder of line 0 through line 7 in its entirety 
Insert: "to prepare the plans required by section 1." 

21. Page 5, line 8 through line 1 on page 6. 
Following: "Section 5." 
Strike: remainder of line 8 through "recommendations" on 

page 6, line 1 
Insert: "Disposition of plans. (1) The county boundary 

commission shall submit its plan for county consolida
tion and reorganization to the 51st legislature. The 
legislature shall return the plan with its recommenda
tions within 30 days of submission. Within 30 days 
af:er the plan is returned to the c:Jmmission, i1:" 

22. Page 6, lines 1 and 2. 
Following: "distributed" 
Strike: ", following legislative review," 



23. Page 6, following line 9. 
Insert: "(2) The commission shall submit its plan for 

consolidation of services to the 51st legislature in 
the form of bills drafted by legislative council staff 
and sponsored by the chairman of the legislative 
council. Each bill must provide for the consolidation 
of a specific office in each of the 14 districts 
described in section 4 or other districts defined by 
the commission." 



) 
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Proposed amendments to HB460 (Alternative 1): 

1. Title, line 10. 
Following: "SE€'Pf6N" 
Strike: the remainder of line 10 
Insert: "SECTION" 

2. Page 3, line 17. 
Folowing: "$59" 
Strike: "$35" 
Insert: "$75" 

3. Page 3, lines 18 through 20. 
Following: "$5" 
Strike: the remainder of line 18 through "[SECTION 3]," on line 
20 

4. Page 5, line 24. 
Following: "$59" 
Strike: "$35-11

-

Insert: "$75" 

5. Page 5, lines 25 through page 6, line 2. 
Following: "$5" 

---._-----

Strike: the remainder of line 25 through "[SECTION 3]," on line 2 

6. Page 6, line 4 through page 9, line 3. 
Strike: sections 2 and 3 in their entirety 
Renumber: subsequent section 

7. Page 9, lines 6 through 13. 
Strike: sections 5 and 6 in their entirety 
Renumber: subsequent section 



PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL 460 
(Alternative 2) 

1. Title, line 10. 
Following: "SEe'!'f6N" 
Strike: the remainder of line 10 
Insert: "SECTION" 

2. Page 6, line 4 through page 8, line 23. 
Strike: Section 2 in its entirety 
Renumber: subsequent sections 

3. Page 9, lines 1 and 2. 
Following: "IS" 
Strike: the remainder of line 1 through line 2 

7069b/C:JEANNE\WP:jj 



I 

I 
VISITOR'S REGISTER ~ 

1l! 

______________________________ COMMITTEE • 

__ __ I_-__ )_(_-_"_F_7 ___ ~ BILL(S) __ ~,~_i~r)~~~·~~~'I __________ ___ DATE 

SPONSOR (S) ____________________ __ 

~ 
I 

r------------------------+------------------------~--~----~--~! 
BILL SGP- OP- \ 
~O. POR'l', POSE i REPRESENTING 

- ~. L .p .,;c~ ij~ J 'L /JA'lr'..tA " 

/ 

/
' I, I. 

i I 7 ( f' -' / j' 
/F'I ,',f ',Fr.,(', I 

b. ('I J.,r€ (I:. VVI il "~-~J o'K \ 
" I < !' /' /) 

)1,' , 
" ' ... :.il L. 

,-..... .' /l ,I 

'_1 r"t;, , I • S~J Y i 
1 

...... 

~ • 
~ 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

i I 
!Iil 

I 

IF YOU CARE 
IF YOU HAVE 

TO WRITE CO~~ENTS, ASK SECRETARY FOR VISITOR'S STA~ 
WRITTEN CO~~ENTS, PLEASE GIVE A COpy TO THE SECRETAl 

FORM CS- 33 
Rev. 1985 

j 




