MINUTES OF THE MEETING
AGRICULTURE, LIVESTOCK AND IRRIGATIONM
MONTANA STATE SENATE

February 18, 1987

The Agriculture, Livestock and Irrigaticn Ccmmittee meeting
was called to order on the above date, in Room 415 of the
State Capitol at 1:00 p.m. by Chairman Becylan.

ROLL CALL: All members present.

Senator Boylan announced that a former majority leader of the
Senate, who has been actively engaged in agriculture, has

asked to address the committec. Terry Murphy addressed the
committee saying the MT Farmer's Union and he, as an indivi-
dual, have been embarrased by comments to the news media made
by another individual whec identified himself as a MT Farmers
Unicn Lebbyist or MFU staff member. He presented a letter to
the committee (after reading it), which he had written teo
Senator Weeding, expressing his concern with regard to comments
made by Mr. Hcoward Lyman. xhibit #1.

CONSIDERATION OF SB 345: Senator Ray Lybeck, ED 4, Kalispell/
Columbia Falls, said the bill sets up and establishes minimum
prices on various grains. The purpose of this legislaticn is
stated in legislative findings, and the bill addresces the
depressed agricultural situation in MT as it affects the om-
ployment and livelihocd of a large prcporticn of state popula-
ticn as it supplies the goods vital to public health and welfare.

PROPONENTS: Alford Verschoot, MPA, caid he has been the pri-
mary pusher for this prcgram. The bill tells how much you can
market each year. When you get 60% of your production tied

up, they can put a price on it and tell the farmers, if there
is a surplus, what percent they have to hold back. They hold
that back at their expense. The government does not give them
any payments for it. At the base of 20% parity, with 30% set
aside, ycu would still be getting around 70% cf parity which is
more than ycu are getting today. It is at 40% tcday for wheat

(or lower), according to Mr. Verschcot. With a 1 cent rise cn
every bushel of wheat in the St of MT, it would bring a million
dollars to the farmer's pockets, he said. We are trying to

find taxation dollars when we have an agricultural industry
going broke and he said this is a way. He handed cut exhibit
#2 showing the drop in prices in ND and said we are going to
see the same thing in MT. He said this kill would send a
message to congress that farmers want the right to price thecir
products and are tired of government programs. There is a
penalty clause in thc bill and, if the bill is passed tcday
and no other states passed it, then it wculd sunset out. He
hoped this legislature would pass the kill and lead other
states to pass the same type of lcgislation. Exhibit #2
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BEd Butcher, Nat. Farmers 0rg., spoke in faveor of the bill.
Exhibit #3.

Mary Kee, MPA, on record in support.

Wally Xlose, MPA, Twin Bridges, said he was giving the committee
documents taken from a ND "Farm and Ranch Guide" telling how

the rentals have dipped since 1986 and how farm values have

gone down the last 5 years. Exhibit #4.

OPPONENTS: Randy Johnson, MT Grain Growers Asscc., called this
bill the "kiss of death" for MT agriculture, saying that, imme- -
diately following the effective date cf this bill, MT and any
other state involved in this legislation, would not sell ancther
bushcl of grain from that day ferward. He said that, if every
state in the union adopted this type of legislaticn, we cculd
not force cur price on the world. They dc not need our agri-
cultural products, they would just gear up their production and
do well without us. He urged the committce nct to pass this
bill.

Terry Murphy, Pres., MFU, said he was neither a proponent

nor opponent. He wanted tc point cut that if there is any way
MT state gcvernment can help increase the prices of MT pro-
duced commodities it would help the tax situaticn and the
entire econcomic situation.

COMMITTEE QUESTIONS: Senatcr Bengtson asked if MT produced
30%, of a certain commodity, it would only take the two states
to demand this price. Mr. Verschoot said yes, in fact we have
known fcr a long time that 30% of any commodity can abksolutely
contrcl the market.

Senator Bengtson asked wherc he thought the market would be
after establishing that minimum price. Mr. Verschoct said if
you wanted wheat and I had 60% tied up and you needed 80% and
I say tc you that I have 602 and this is the price. You say
you are going to buy 40% on thc open market where there is nct
pricing. Then I say, you can't have any of mine until you pay
me the entire 60£%. Then, if you need another 20%, you can go
to the open market but you are going tc pay for mine first.

It would raise the parity pricing of bread.

Senator Bengtson asked how Mr. Verschoot responds to the grain
growers saying the world determines the price. Mr. Verschoot
answered that from 1317 to the present day we had to buy sur-
plus stuff and go into world irade. He said you can go back
in history to each one of our recessions and hear the same
words. In the 30's we had a drought thruughout the U.S. and
the world but yet they told us we had a surplus.
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Senator Kolstad said it is not a workabie plan. How do you
set a minimum price on commodities when you have a large
surplus without destroying the markets we already have in this
commodity. On page 3, line 9, it says the minimum price of

an agricuitural commodity for each county in the state will
not be less than the statewide minimum for the commodity. The
Dept. of Agriculture in MT will set this minimum. Are they
going io send me a letter to say when I can sell some wheat?
Mr. Verschoot said they will tell you, if there is a surplus,
what percentage of your production you can sell. Senator
Kolstad answered that, in his opinion, it is none of their
business.

Senator Beck asked how many states have this legislation now.
Mr. Verschoot answered none, but 12 states are working on it.
This bill is written off the Nebraska bill. Iowa and North and
South Dakota have similar bills. He said MT could get the

ball rolling. No other states have passed this yet.

Senator Lybeck, in closing, addressed the "kiss of death" say-
ing he didn't know how long the spokesman had been with the
Grain Growers. In the recent past a grain grower spokesman
made the proposal to the membership to lower the price of grain.
If you are already losing money or in fimancial trouble, lower-
ing the price will surely not help. Setting a minimum base is
not new to MT economy and business. Utilities have a base
rate, they have additional charges they add to that. Labor
unions have a living wage, or base. In agriculture, the milk
control law has a base, and it has worked well. He thought
maybe this bill could be a "kiss of 1life" for agriculture and
suggested we try it.

CONSIDERATION OF SJR 12: Senator Cecil Weeding, SD 14, East-
ern MT, said SJR 12 speaks to the use of general partnerships
as it pertains to the federal farm programs we have today. He
handed out exhibit #5, pertaining to illegal farming practices.
He said huge conglomorates of people are banding together, with
each person claiming the $50,000 program limitation benefit.
Some of the conglomerates in these reports got 20 million
dollars last year out of the federal farm programs. He thought
this should be called to the attention of congress.

PROPONENTS: Debbie Bremmer, MT Assoc. of Conservation Districts,
said their association has discussed the situation and she sub-
mitted a letter their president had received last month.

Exhibit #6.

Mary Kee, MPA, said their organization supports the resolution.
She said the small farmers feel disgraced that their federal
money is being spent in this way.

Terry Murphy, MFU, in support. He said news coverage of people
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being rewarded for bad farming practices leads to a feeling it
may backfire against the people doing honest farming. Loop-
holes need to be closed and he felt this would call congress'
attention to the matter.

Al Verschoot, MPA, urged passage of the resolution.

OPPONENTS: Randy Johnson, MT Grain Growers Assoc., said the
bill is very harmful to members of the MT Grain Growers. In
a survey, 51% of their members are affected by the $50,000
payment limitation, and are family farmers. It only takes a
thousand acres of wheat base in MT to hit the $50,000 payment
limitation. Exhibit #7.

COMMITTEE QUESTIONS: Senator Jergeson pointed out the bottom

of page 1 and top of page 2 and the words "no operational
involvement" being the key words, saying these are not the

same types of people as Sen. Kolstad or himself. He asked if
Sen. Weeding wasn't speaking to something more specific.

Sen. Weeding said, yes, the general partnership provision

lets people in for an investment of $10 and, in the case of the
operation he was talking about, the 35 people signed a power

of attorney to the manager who is not a member of the partner-
ship. The manager picks up all the checks and takes them to

the bank and cashes them. Congress is in the process of review-
ing the $10 investment rules and considering a minimum rule

that a partner bear a proportionate share, not less than 30% of
the cost of that operation before they are eligible for program
benefits. The language on the bottom of page 2 requires persons
to provide material input and bear a substantial portion of

the risk.

FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF SB 327: The bill was put into a sub-
committee and from this subcommittee amendments, exhibits #8
and 9, were presented by Senator Yellowtail. He said the par-
ties have agreed on the amendments. Ted Doney, Water Equality
Assoc., worked on these amendments with utility companies and
co-ops.

Mr. Doney said he had a clarification to write in on exhibit
#8. In the 2nd amendment, after the word "facilities" insert
"that are". After the word "certified" put in "as such". On
the next line after the word "and" insert "are". In amendment
5, insert the following language before the comma, "for any
undertaking defined herein". He said that was left out when
the amendment was typed. The intent of all the amendments
taken together is to limit the authority of irrigation dis-
tricts to develop only small power production facilities

that are defined under federal law. Those are hydro-power
facilities defined in the Public Utility Regulation Policy
Act of 1979. Facilities under 50 megawatts, by federal statute
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would have to be certified by the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission. They would have to be associated with a federal
reclamation project. A federal reclamation project would be
Gibson Dam, Clark Canyon Dam, Tiber Dam, or the Helena valley
unit with Canyon Ferry. It would limit their right to condemn
property. They cannot go out and condemn other kinds of pro-
perty that do not relate to a small power production facility.

Gene Phillips explained he had problems with the language on
page 3 beginning in subsection 2 where it says districts may
operate and maintain and enter into a contract to furnish
services and commodities of the undertaking, which would be
electric energy if they put in generating facilities. He
wouldn't want them furnishing electricity for private consumers
outside of the boundaries of the irrigation districts.

Senator Boylan said if you put in a power generating plant
with the right of eminant domain, can you take away the rights
of farmers and ranchers to develop water. Mr. Phillips said
it would give the districts power to condemn for an under-
taking defined on page 1 and 2 of the bill and it does include
water rights and irrigation canals, etc.

Mr. Doney said the districts already have that authority in
the current law. They have the authority to generate power
under the current law. This is a revenue bonding bill. The
only questionable area in current law would be the authority
of districts to condemn outside of their boundaries. That
isn't clear under current law.

Dave Cogley said Sec. 85-7-1904 grants their general power of
condmenation. "The Board of District Commissioners shall have
the power and authority to acquire by purchase, lease, contract,
condemnation or other legal means, lands, rights of way, etc.,
"including the things we have been talking about.

Senator Bengtson asked what areas of the state wanted to sell
the revenue bonds. Sen. Yellowtail said there are four pro-
jects which Mr. Doney had already named. Those are the four
projects under question.

Senator Bengtson asked what would happen if they don't get
them. Mr. Doney said the Clark Canyon project, without re-
venue bonding authority, would go down. It has been studied
and is ready to go. It is a federal dam in Dillon. All the
dams are for power generation.

Senator Boylan asked if Middle Creek Dam and city water comes
under this and can they use these types of bonds to develop
that. Mr. Doney answered "If the irrigation district owned
the facility or has the right to develop the facility they
could finance it under this type of bonding."
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Senator Beck, referring to the language "within or outside the
irrigation district", asked why do you have to go outside irri-
gation districts for condemnation purposes. Mr. Doney answered
that there has to be a power line to the nearest power supply
coming by, and there are two cases they know of outside the
district. They have to be sure the power they are generating
gets connected to the nearest power line.

Senator Beck asked about the private utility company build-

the power line to the dam site. Mr. Doney said that is possi-
ble. 1In most cases the person who is building the project
builds the power line. 1If you can't find a way to connect up,
you can petition the federal regulatory commission.

DISPOSITION OF SB 327: Senator Jergeson moved both pages of
the amendments (exhibits 8 & 9), be adopted. Motion carried.

Senator Jergeson moved SB 327 as amended, DO PASS.

Senator Beck was concerned about rights at the head of a
reservoir outside the boundary of the district. Senator
Jergeson said this is different.

Senator Story said there is a distinction. If they want to
condemn a road and were told it would be cheaper to buy the
whole ranch, if the money isn't available, they couldn't do
it. But, with the bonding put in here, you are giving them
the money to do it. Now it is a problem.

Senator Bengtson thought the bill was far sighted and there
needs to be a way for irrigation districts to pay for jobs
being done.

Senator Thayer said this gives them broader powers than anyone
has been given in the state before. He felt the problems should
have been worked out before the bill came to the committee

A roll call vote was called on Senator Jergeson's motion that
SB 327 as amended DO PASS. Motion failed. Senator Jergeson
moved to reverse the motion and the bill will go out of com-
mittee with an adverse report.

DISPOSITION OF SJR 12: Senator Jergeson moved SJR 12 DO PASS.

Roll call vote was called for and 7 senators voted yes and
2 senators voted no. Motion carried.
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DISPOSITION OF SB 345: Senator Lybeck moved SB 345 DO PASS.

Roll call vote was called for and 1 senator voted yes and 8
senators voted no. Motion failed. Senator Beck moved to
reverse the motion and the bill will go out of committee with
an adverse report.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned.

,
—_ L Lony

" PAUL F. BOYLAN, Chairman




ROLL CALL

AGRICULTURE COMMITTEE
50th LEGISLATIVE SESSION -- 1987 Date /-/9- s7
NAME PRESENT ABSENT EXCUSED

ABRAMS, Hubert J.

BENGTSON, Esther G.

BECK, Tom

JERGESON, Greg

KOLSTAD, ALLEN C.

STORY, Peter R.
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BOYLAN, Paul CHAIRMAN

Each day attach to minutes.
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Helena, Mt.
Feb. 18, 1987

Sen. Cecil Weeding
Capitol Station
Helena, Mt.

Dear Sen. Weeding,

Montana Farmers Union, as an organization, and I, as an individual,
have been terribly embarrassed and misused recently by an individual
representing himself as a Montana Farmers Union Lobbyist or as a
MFU staff member. This person is Howard Lyman, who has made
incredibly crude and insulting remarks about a number of Legislators
and even citizens testifying on bills.

Let me clarify the situation: Mr. Lyman is not, and never has been

a lobbyist for MFU. He is not, and never has been a staff person at
MFU. He has been on a contract, as an independent contractor, to
work on increasing MFU membership in the state. He was paid a small
base compensation, and if he brought in revenues above the base, he
would receive a commission. I have just described Mr. Lyman's total
responsibilities for MFU.

He has never been givien any authority to speak publicly for MFU on
legislation or in the press, or in any other capacity. I don't
know just what the guy is trying to do, but I apologize to the Leg-
islature in general, and to any individuals who were hurt by his
extreme and unjustified remarks. They do not reflect MFU policy or
attitude. We do not treat our public officials in.such a manner.

Mr. Lyman's contract with Montana Farmers Union has expired as of
February 14, 1987. He no longer has any connection with our office.
Please remember that in case any more eXtreme statements appear in
the press.

Again, I and MFU are embarrassed and sorry about these incidents.

Sincerely.

Terry phy,v3§§é€§L

Montana Farmers Union

SENATE AGRICULTURE
BXHIBIT NO.__{.

DATEE‘Z"Z'ZZ-' .
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DATE. 31‘387
BILL NO.._ Qéi
USE GREATER THAN PRODUCTION

U.S. WHEAT AND_COARSE GRAINS
(MILLION METRIC TONS)

[ BEGINNINGI [ TOTAL I [ ENDING [USE AS 7 OFI
YEAR | STOCKS [PRODUCTIONI USE [ IMPORTS [ STOCKS [ PRODUCTIONI
60/61 105,6 178.8 166.7 0.6 118,32 937
61/62 118.,3 161.0 175.5 0.5 104,73 1097
62/63 104,3 159,3 170,38 0.3 93,2 107%
6£3/64 93,2 171.5 175.0 0.4 90,1 102%
GU/65 90.1 157.5 172.9 0.4 76.5 1097
65/66 76.5 179.1 197.8 0.3 58,2 1107
66/67 58,2 180.7 189.,7 0.3 49,5 1047
67/63 49,5 203.9 191,0 0.3 62.7 937
68/69 62.7 197.6 188.9 0.3 71.8 957
6S/70 /1.8 201,0 200, 4 0.4 72,8 997 —
/0171 72.8 182.9 201.6 0.4 54,6 1107
71172 54,6 233,06 215,1 0.4 73.4 927
/2173 /3.4 224,1 250.0 0.5 48,0 1117
/3174 48,0 233,3 250.5 0.3 31,1 107%
/4/75 31,1 199, 4 203.,7 0.6 27.3 1027
75176 27,5 2U3,3 235,7 0.5 35,5 S67
/6177 35,5 252.8 228 .4 0.4 60.3 907
77178 60.5 261.4 248.6 0.4 73,5 957
78179 73,5 270,5 272.7 0.3 71.6 1007
79/80 71.6 296.5 291,2 0.4 77 .2 Q87
30/81 77 .2 263.,1 279.1 0.3 651.6 1067,
81/82 61.6 322.4 2384,6 0.4 99,8 88%
82/83 G9,8 326,0 - 287.7 0.6 138.7 887%
83/84 138,7 203.,0 272.7 0.8 69.8 1347
S4/85 69.8 307.6 204, 8 0.9 83.5 95%
25 YEARS 5610,3 5645,1 11.0
NOTES : COARSE GRAINS INCLUDE CORN, SORGHUM, BARLEY, OAT AND RYE.
SOURCE: UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

FOREIGN AGRICULTURE CIRCULAR
WORLD GRAIN SITUATION AND OUTLOOK
FEBR, 12, 1985

AVERAGE ANNUAL PRODUCTION 224 .4 MiLLion ToN
AVERAGE ANNUAL TOTAL USE 225.8 MILLION ToN

TOTAL USAGE OF U.S, WHEAT AND COARSE GRAIN IS GREATER THAN TOTAL
PRODUCTION FOR THIS 25 YEAR PERIOD. TOTAL USE 1S 100,6%_OF TOTAL

PRODUCTION, THESE FIGURES DO NOT REPRESENT A SURPLUS' THEY SHOW ,
GOVERNMENT SUPPLY MANAGEMENT. THE SAME NECESSARY PIPELINE INVENTORY :
AND RESERVE ACCUMULATED FROM ALL PAST YEARS 1S.USED TO KEEP GRAIN

CHEAP, ENDING STOCKS ARE LESS THAN IN THE EARLY 1960S EVEN THOUGH

ANNUAL USAGE HAS INCREASED 76%., ENDING STOCKS AS A PERCENT OF

ANNUAL USE HAS DROPPED FROM 71% IN 1961 TO 28% IN 1985,
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Gazene photo by Larry Mayar
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~From Gazette Staft - . 1%
: ,and News Service Reports

| e&wdy

timony indicated that merging schools
as of the state would have a devastating
1all communities.

ichool Superintendent Ed Argenbnght
! not like the timing of the proposed

ov. Ted Schwinden favoring a sales tax
1'in 1988, the 1989 Legislature may well

‘ide on how large a tax to enact while
!school consolidation measures to save

* =f 41— 1iaa frichtens me,” he said,

e

Rep Byron Dorgan D- N D sald
. Tuesday that he may ask the General

' Accounting Office to investigate the .

cost of corporate farms qualifying
for deficiency paymenfs under the
farm program. T T G Ei i

Dorgan, Monday in Washmgton
D.C., asked the Agriculture Depart-
ment why it can’t do something about
groups of investors starting up large
farming operations in order to draw
huge federal subsidies.

Dorgan used as an example a 40 -
. 000-acre wheat farm in Montana —

seeded by airplane — which qualified
for more than $900,000 in government

* payments last year and could get up

to $1.4 million for 1987 operations. .

“I'd like to know from the USDA
whether it is the lack of will or the
lack of authority that prevents you
from doing something about this kind
of farming corporation that is ex-
panding its size and claiming an in-

creasing amount of the federal farm -

program resources,” he said in a let-
ter to Agriculture Secretary Richard
E.Lyng.

Dorgan referred toa Bdlmgs Ga-
zette article of Dec. 16, about a for-
mer ranch north of Miles City now
operated by Ag Management and As-
sociates, made up-of 35 individuals
from the Amarillo, Texas, area.

Bill Rutherford, general business
manager of the group, said that Ag
Management cash leased Crow Rock
Ranch from its owner, John Hancock
Insurance Co. The ranch had been
turned into a farming operation in
1983 before the Amaritlo group took
over.

For 1986, Rutherford said Crow
Rock Ranch had a wheat base of 32,-
770 acres, with a “set-aside” or idling
requirement of about 9,000 acres.
That left about 22,000 acres to qualify
for the farm program. For 1987, the

side”

. Wa E@@‘u‘@ﬂ

. Sd‘w’xTE &GRICULTUR!

' Y acres with a set asxde of 11, 000 acres,

leavmg 29,000 for the program.

" “We are not milking the farm pro-
gram, we love farming,” Rutherford

said. “But we don’t love it so much

we want to lose money doing it. We

‘used the government program to

limit the risk, to play it on the safe

st s

[

- Dorgan saxd in an interview that

he was not being critical of large
farming operators or the people in-

volved.

“As far as I'm concemed. a group
of people can buy encugh tractors to
farm from here to China, that’s their
business,” he said. “But I don’t think
the federal government ought to be

blg " L
Moreover he sald, when someone

S
.-’~

"‘their partner if they want to get that ~

is able to increase a farm’s wheat

base so quickly and then qualify for
even larger payments, it is contrary
to the goal of curbing production that
was part of the program in the fxrst
place.

Dorgan said Tuesday that North
Dakota law for decades has prohib-
ited corporate farms. “Only in recent
years has North Dakota allowed the

incorporation of family farms,” he B

said, “We do not have that situation
(large corporate farms) in North Da-
kota.” He said he has heard of busi-
nesses buying up farms to qualify for
benefits, but had no evidence of it.
Richard W. Goldberg, USDA’s

deputy undersecretary for interna-
tional affairs and commodity pro-
grams, said he had not'seen Dorgan’s
letter to Lyng but that he was aware

of the Montana wheat ranch sxtua—

tion.

Asked about a report that USDA

investigators were looking into the
operation; Goldberg said he did not
know of any formal investigation.

“However, he said: “I do know it’s

under administrative review” but de-

ranch has a wheat base of 40,0mekmm
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B soxl, some after snow covered the seed. :
21 But the general business manager of Ag

vfarming, Bill Ruthertord, of Amarillo, Texas, said

| ‘Monday: “But we don’t love it so much we want to lose
s/| “money.doing it. We used the government pro
-‘linﬂtthensk,toplayitonthe safe sule." ¥

programs are
beneﬁcial,” said Rut.herford, “but we 'would rather
-make money raismg CTOopS, not on insurance and
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gence sources, reported Monday that North told Casey ln closed Session s we— —

early October about money. from the Iraman arms sales _Ybe “no caveat” for that appearance:
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- ‘From Page One _ a

T and the loan pnce or the market

ot e b e e

: law says that the 60-cent du'ference
. between the $3 loan rate and the Fin-

- dley loan rate of $2.40 does not apply
: 'j’r‘ towardth $50,000 Limit.
oo A wheat farmer who srgned up for
**“the USDA | program for 1986 could -

plant only 25 percent of his wheat
base acres. That 25 percent was a

AATEATE i.u;fn’“‘f i 2 e A
Bill had a two-year average, but the
--1985 Farm Bill has the five-year, ro}-
. ling average. Those farmers whe
. have not established a ﬁve-year av-
‘erage can increase their wheat base
through transxtlon rules in the 198.
law v

ol T b—ua-_s

et

JROR e S

~.For 1987 the law is s.lightly dxffer

price, whichever is higher. For the ., ,non-pard set-aside of 22.5 percent and . ent. It provides fora 275 percent set-

. 1986 crop year, the market price was

R below the loan price of $2.40. Thus the .. bushel.

-deficiency for 1986 is the drfference

- between $4. 38 and $2.40 or §1.98 a
T bushel. ’

“:»"Congress further enacted a lumt

. on deficiency payments to $50,000 per

.......

X person. But another provmon of the -

“a 2.5 percent paid dxversron of 31.10 a
b

Wheat base is determined by tak

.-n,..'-"f ~g.n

_; inga five-year, rolling average of the "

i, A"l 045 wheat acres the farmer has: Those The Findlay loan rate is set-at $2.38,
not in the farm program for five -

,years can establish a wheat base -
through a formula 'l‘he 1981 Farm

P
f LTl L

From'Page One -

K stabihty and people are reluctant to
. useor fund local air servrce, Olson

ol _atlves of other communities said that
.- local air service needs to be advertis- .
. -i.~ ed more to increase ridership, . 7.
‘& éFred Lark of Lewistown cnticrz-
ed the “lousy, unpredictable” airline .-
" Service there, and said that little ef-
" fort has been spent in trying to de-
velop the market. - '-F™% e
~ -~ But eyen if the au'lme provrded
v quahty sgmce it wouldn’t help thh-
- -out advertising, Lark said. " ¥
: I maintain that if you have the
- best service, the lowest prices and
*.."_"_ the best schedule for the most fre-

Glendlve Forward members attend-
_ ing the hearing, said that area resi-
errdents probably don’t use Big Sky as -~ in cash and half in Payment-In-Kind

" much as they should or could. - . certificates. The PIK certificates

B "of help” from the federal govern-

S --‘“l \;

" The fares are high and people are

.. usedto dnvmg long dxstances, Meeds

said. -
.But Meeds and the other Glendxve

N e representatxves said that air service
#The lehston men and represent-'

. is essential to Dawson County.
- Ken Kubesh, vice president of the
Glendrve Area Chamber of Com-
- merce, read several letters from ..

" business persons who said they“ ;
needed air service to send and re-

.= ceive equipment and supplies. They
also needed it for traveling, he said.

With low-oil and grain prices, Ku-

besh said, “We don’t feel very sad or -
wvery bad about accepting a little bxt

ment o X
-Scobey and the A & S ’l‘nbal Iu
dustrres don’t have their own air-":

- quency, if you don’t tell anybody - ports with subsidized air travel They

about it, you are not ; gomg to get any-
where,” Lark said. oo it :

Y . T

.- sent representatives, however, to

. snnnnrf qubsrdxes for alr‘servxce to

saen

'Si“:\“' JANEY

_the $50,000 limit. -

aside with'no paid dxversxon for
wheat. Lo

P

" The target i remams at $4 38 per
bushel with the loan price at $2.85

thus allowing for a maximum defi-
__ ciency payment of $2.10. The 57-cent
difference between the loan and the
- .Findley loan does not count against
BRI S0
;. A farmer can receive 40 percent
- of his 1987 projected deficiency pay-
- ment at sign-up time with haif of that

- can be sold, sometimes at greater
than face value. %; ;" o

;Anyone who quahtles for the
wheat program can recejve the defi-
. ciency payment up to'the $50, 000
lumt plus the Fmdley loan override.
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A final 1986 wheat deficiency pay-
ment — about $460,000 — scheduled
for a group of Texas investors oper-
ating a farm north of Miles City was
held up by a U.S. Department of
Agriculture program review, the
state director of the ASCS said Tues-
day.

“The final '86 payment and the ad-
vance payment for the '87 crop is all
held up,” said Everett Snortland,
state Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service director. “And
no payments can be made until a de-
cision is made” in Washingotn.

Ag Management and Associates,
a group of 35 Texas investors from
the Amarillo area, are operating the
Crow Rock Ranch under a cash lease
with John Hancock Insurance Co.,
which owns the land.

The general partnership had
qudlified for an estimated $900,000 in
wheat deficiency payments on its ’86
crop and received about half of it,
Bill Rutherford, general business
manager of Ag Management, told the
Gazette in mid-December. Ruther-
ford said the group could get an esti-
mated $1.4 million on the 87 crop.

V-V PN g, P ‘gmma;l‘:ﬁ{ ’

Rutherford said then that the
group had received $460,000 on the '88
crop and would get another payment
“close to that amount.” The advance
payment for 1987 would have been at
least 40 percent of the estimated $1.4

million, half in cash and half in pay-

ment-in-kind certificates, according

to regulations governing the pro-

gram. - - - - :
However, the payments were held
up, said Snortland until USDA-
reviews Ag Management's operation.
Deficiency checks were sent out to
qualified producers in December and
were to be delivered before Christ-
mas. . ;

f oae
Deficiency payments are made to

grain growers in the farm program
and are based on the difference be-
tween the federally set target price
and the loan price or market price,
whichever is higher. For the '86 crop,
the wheat deficiency payment was
$1.98 a bushel, with a $50,000 per
farmer limit.

Dli_jT:@:o'l -

“-Representative may ask
" for payment probe (5A)

| SENATE Zanlouituk
(More on Farm, Pag%h(‘ g r
- . 1S 1 [} - s orerc e

interest back in Was

“But this situation
hington, and we

struck a bit of

ment program to limit the risk, to

Farm
From Page One

“Everything is subject to review. "
said Snortland. “We think we diq it
r{ght. We think the county committee
did it right. It was approved accord-
Ing to the rules that governed at the
time. We have to treat everyone
€qual. Every producer must make an
explanation of his operation and pay-
ments are contingent on annraual !

shipped it (the operation’s fi
D.Cl.{" said Snortlgﬁd. torts fle) all to

_Rutherford, who has an office i
Miles City, was reportedly irff’i‘ceex:;
Tuesday and was Unavailable for
comment.

Rutherford last month said his
group was not “milking the farm pro-
gram; we love farming. But we don’
love it so much we want to lose
money doing it. We used the govern-

play it on the safe side.”

The ranch, a cattle operation, was
turned into a farm in 1983. One of the
operators still with it died in Janaury
1986. Rutherford and his group took
over the operation in April.

This fall the winter wheat crop
Wwas seeded from the air because of
wet field conditions. The seed wags
then disced into the soil, some of it
after snow had covered it in early
November.
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ne of several

AT R T SR e
};dth the g%hcftfonrl?ut a’g faras
we’re concerned they're eligible until
proven ineligible.” Uthaug said he
‘Fowas, 5 reluctant to discuss the applica- -
tion until he had more information.
fok Héls serving his first term on the, .
Edmlston, Columbia ‘Falls banker, ., COmmittee. ™ 437 727 e 5 e - '; '
*.:7Tand Milton Datsopolous a Missoula ! fmutherford said Crow Rock
. attorney Zifantnae i L 2fiRanch had a wheat base of 32,770
" #Rutherford sald his group took .<acres for 1986 with a set-aside of _
over the opération in April = % *#¥a% about 9,000 acres. That allowed zz,ooo i
< i¢Emmett died in January,". he acres to qualify for the farm pro- -
: 'said, “And I was up here in 1984 harv-";;gram.-For 1987, Crow Rock has a_ "
‘ estmgforlnm Iranacustomcuttmg v ‘wheatbaseofmwﬂaummthaset-
‘crew. I saw this as a farm thh big »aside of 11,000 acres for a total of 29,- - g
. potential; it isa good farm. 3§ -y 137 -000 acres qualifiying for the program, ¢
i ~i=MGetting into the farm program ;he; “said. Barnes confirmed the wheat
.- 'wasnot our inmal thoughts ?* said *# “£base ﬁguresalso ety
- Rutherford, byt 4 prices’ weren’tso loW, ~’sRutherford said the air seedmg
L1+ we would not utilize the’ govemment. E “worked Teal good, caught it at the -
Lt Andwe aregomgtobefamungxtthe ;mghttemperature and moisture. ~ T - ;-
'best way possible.”:: By ; AT “We got good coverage of seed on )
‘ -Rutherford, in this early 50s, said 14,817 acres,” he said “The last disc- !
- he has been in farming for 35 years " ing was done on 600 acres that were
' as a custom cutter, gram trucker and ¢ Snow covered about the second week
. elevator operator. - :ig3-3~ -+ §-:of November. An additional %00 acres -
' ‘Rutherford said his group had re- - did not get disced, but the wheat ker-
_ cexved $460,000 in deficiency pay- .. nals are swollen and some sprouted. -+
. ments on its '86 crop and would re- ., ‘;“We planted 80 pounds of seed per |
. ' ceive another payment “close to that" z,at:x‘e * Rutherford said, “and we got a_
i . amount.”, For the ’87 crop the group * kernal count of 22 to 26 per square”
" 1. could get an estimated $1.4 million, - foot. . We-will probahly use this -
hesaid .. tm ity € ,e-method from now on. It is no prob—
"~ +,The govemment agency whlch “lem at all with a light discing turning : ‘
o administers the progam confirmed it into the soil. Plus the trash(resi- (
- thosees’umates A T S i due) xsontoptoprotecttheseedand :
"+ IFor. the-1986 crop,’Ag Manage. -+ the'soil” g Fricr Brdm T
L. ment will receive an estimated $930,- r’:.?r Rutherford saxd seedmg fmm the -
~+ .- 000, Said Allan Barnes, executive di-- axrcost$250 an acre comparedwuh 5
- rector of the Garfield County Agri- 735,50 per acre using Conventional _:
" . cultural Stabilization and Conserva- ““séed drills. “It is faster and produces
_ tion Service. For the 1987 crop, it .3a better plant population and we =
. could be eligible for an estimated 31.3 ~—.could get a better yield because *
~. million, he said. ¢ 5,72 2***f ¥ "¢ . there are more plants,” ' he said An- -
.- Ag Managemeut has applied for - other 14,500 acres will be planted to
" - the 1987 program, but has not yet re-  spring wheat in 1987 when the weath-
.- ceived approval : from the. county ¥ erpermns, said Rutherford. © % oy i N
- ASCS committee. s & 24~ ¥ &, 7% <Rutherford said the seeding was - -
;.::Harvey Uthaug, chau'man of the . .done by a company that has 14 years -~
P local committee in Jordan, said “We .; experience in planting from the air in
~do not know what we are gomg to do Colorado, Cahforma and Texas -
ettt G : Z $. “lgg "<1
H Y > ', Y
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controversy

-By JOUN HALBERT

Star Staff Writer
An zerial seeding operation on the
Crow Rock Ranch has sparked criti-
cism in the region, but the operation’s
manager says he is just using ad-

g o - o m [ 3
) on whether to adjust the yield rating,:
which affects how federal payments

are computed.

The stakes are not small. The 35 in-.
vestors in Texas-based Ag Manage-:
ment’ & Associates may each be.

“We can’t pay them for farming that
poor soil) out there,”” Weeding

e

on the 1986 crop, which was conven- are met. After that, preliminary pay-
* tionally planted and bought by Ag- ments may be made, he said 4 junk (
. Management while it was growing. = “They (Ag Management) need to be 'said.
There was a dispute and a court bat- .advised that their yield may be’ P.
tle over that harvest this summer, sct- . reduced,” Seright said. “If they make{ Federal Crop Insurance Corp. for the
tled by a stipulation between the * a bumper crop, there's nothing we can’,_Montana-Wyoming Region, said his in-
dustry is *‘perfectly aware" of the

&6
o 6 .

aul Byrne, assistant director of the

vanced methods to boost yields and cut ’
cosls.

enlitled to federal payments of up to s
$50,000 because it is a general partner-:

buyers and Crow Rock Associales ear:

ly in September, RGN .

ship, not a corporation. The Crow Rock

“Their situation was called in for.

do. If they only get five bushels per
. acre, and everybody else gets 25, then
It didn't work. I won't say it will be

farming methods being used on the
Crow Rock. He said the insurance was

them from making a complete steal of
it,”” Byrne said.

Billy Rutherford, manager of the
Crow Rock for Ag Management, said
acrial seeding was an emergency
measure this year, but will likely be
used as a regular practice in the fu-
ture. The cost, he said, is about $2.50
per acre compared to $5.50 per acre for
conventional seeding.

The Crow Rock Ranch has been an
emotional focal point since the range
was broken in 1983. At that time, there
was wide concern about sodbusting
marginal rangeland, which would
almost automatically double its real
estate value.

This year, the concern has been that
the lease operators are more interest-

has 60,000 cultivated acres. .

All of the Crow Rock land involved

in federal programs lics in Garfield

ASCS director, said Ag Managment

has applied for, but not yet been ap--

proved for, the 1987 farm program, an
is not currently on the county AS

Coag e

C,

review at the Washington (D.C.) lev+
el," Seright said. *'They were deter-
mined to be eligible for '86 payments

. ship is a little unusual, which js
-~ was called in forreview) = < -

: wApparently there’re a lot of thém’

why it

T

-

* reduced, but it's an option the county
veommittee does have.”. .- :

f Cecil Weeding, a state senator from

{

County. Alan Barnes, Garfield County: PY the county committee on the infor-, the Jordan arca and a 20-year veleran ,
* mation they had. This type of partner- - of Garfield County’s soil conservation ¢ - .
! planting must be done under specific

committee, said he is “incensed” with
‘“a]l this sodbusting.”
! ““\What I'see out there, 'm concerned

N

recently transferred to a private com-
pany, Great Falls-based Crop Hail
‘Management, but added that the pri-
vate group uses the same ruies.

- Under those rules, he said, .aerial

“We would not be in the government
program if the price of wheat would
justify us not being in the program,”
Rutherford said. “Because of the rigid
government prices on small grain, it
would be unprofitable to farm without
utilizing the government prices and
subsidies.

“We feel our profit will be from

guidelines to qualify for insurance.
. Only a small portion of Crow Rock land
was deemed properly seeded. The rest

‘nationwide (asking for $50,000 pay<: that they’re going to start milking the s won't qualify unless a spring crop is

ed in “'farming the government” and committee's agenda. s

“milking the crop insurance” thanin -

raising a stand of wheat. That concern

was expressed by Miles City business-;
men to Sen. John Melcher during. a

visit last month.

Officials of the Agricultural Stabili-
zation and Conservation Service are
taking a *‘wait and see’" attitude, say-
ing that the stand has to come up be-
fore any determination can be reached

s Asked if the aerial seeding will have
“a bearing on the group's yield, Barnes
said “Nobody could make that decision
at this time. We'll have to wait until
spring to see what kind of a stand
they’ve got onit. It (aerial seeding) is
not customary.’”
Orval Seright, district ASCS diree-
tor, said the commiltee had ruled the
partnership was eligible for payments

L L

ments for each partner). It's not real- {

[

Iy an investigation;-it's more'of a: spray out there and called it summer "

review type of thing,”’ Seright said.
On whether preliminary payments

. will be made for the 1987 program, h
said “It’s my understanding that Ag
Managemnent still has some paperworlk
todo."” Noone is eligible for early pay
ments until the paperwork is in order

crops, not government payments.

w. crop insurance. They threw a little

L)

P

-fallow; now they throw some seed out
: of an airplane and run a disk over it,
4 and call it summer fallow farming,”

iiodbusling™ operations as’well, in-
cluding previous years’ plantings on
the Angela Grazing District and land

.

and_ new “sodbuster” requirenveals: hear Winnett. .

e v

L Many of his objections cover other;

planted.

“You hear about groups bilking the
, public and the program, but when you
w_oox at the other side of the coin, you
"find there're restrictions that keep

. Aerial wheat seeding backed
SR : See page 9

“We like Montana, and we like the
farm...we intend to stay here until the
Montanians run us off. We hope every-
body will accept us,” Rutherford said.

| A T
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Aerial
By JOHN HALBERT
Star Staff Writer

Although the aerial seeding being
done on the Crow Rock Ranch north of
Miles City is being criticized as poor
farming, manager Billy Rutherford
defends that and other practices as a
means of producing more wheat more
cheaply than through traditional
methods.

Low-till soil conservation tech-
niques, carefully selected equipment
and a special drying method will also
be used to increase the yield and cut
the cost, he said.

“This type of seeding is one of the
first and oldest Bm%onm of seeding
wheat known to man,” Rutherford
said. “It wasn’t seeding from air-

planes, of course, but it was scattered .

on the ground. There was in that day
and time some high-bushel yields
produced.”

Rutherford denied that any winter
wheat was seeded into snow, and only
about 600 acres was disked in on snow-
covered soil as an emergency meas-
ure, after a snowfall occurred between
seeding and when it could be incorpo-
rated into the ground.

He said 16,000 acres was aerially
seeded fo. winter wheat, and about
14,000 will be planted to spring wheat.
About 18,000 acres will be planted i in
safflowers, he added. -, L

w:gmnoa _Emgm,e& in his room-
turned-office in Miles- City’s Buck-
board Inn, said the initial aerial seed-
ing was an emergency measure,

because *“we didn’t have time to work
the ground before using conventional -

grain drills. There was a lot of trash
and vegetation on the fields.” But
more is planned for the future, *“‘and
that will give them something more to
kick about.”

He added that soil treaders m:a

“This type of seeding is one of the first
and oldest methods of seeding wheat
known to man.” — Billy Rutherford, Ag
Management and Associates

packers will be run over the ground
prior to the wheat coming up in the
spring, to break up the large clods and
press the soil around the seed. That
will be done in January or February,
weather permitting.

Aerial seeding, he said, has
produced good stands in California,
Colorado, and his home state of Texas.
He is working for a general partner-
ship called Ag Management & Associ-
ates, which is based around Amarillo,
Texas. That organization is now leas-
ing the land. -

The aeria] see
said, cost about $2.50
labor, fuel, and™all other expenses.
That compares to a cost of about $5.50

operation; he

per acre for conventional mmma:ﬁ i_:_ .

drills.

ws more even &mnlc
the seed, and can use more pounds of
Seed o the acre, “‘and still have a bet-
ter per-acre plant population,” Ruther-
ford said. . .

-‘‘We should produce an average or

“above yield, with mccmgacms less

cost,” he added.

“We’ll be using a grain &.S:m sys-
tem that will enable us to harvest grain
at 5- to 7-percent higher moisture con-
tent than a normal harvest. That will

enable us to get the crops out of the

field up to two weeks earlier. It will
enable us to avoid some hail storms,
and we expect to cut grasshopper
damage in haif,” he said.

While it is :ovma the grain s:: be

harvested at 17 percent moisture, the’

propane burner heat drying system
can take wheat from 20 percent to 13
percent moisture, suitable for storage,
at a cost of 10 cents per bushel, w::.m_.-
ford said. -

Rotary combines designed for high-
moisture grain will be used, he said,
with air reels to save up to two bushels
per acre more than the old bat- Qva
reels, he added.

On the touchy issue of soil quality,
Rutherford said he has been over all
the Crow Rock's 60,000 acres in 1984
while custom combining for Emmett
Linnebur, one of the former owners. “I
saw. the potential for good yields with
low moisture,” he said. *“There were
15 bushels to the acre with three inches
of moisture.”. .

He added that no=<o=:o=£ u:=m in
later years had sometimes v_maa the
seed too deeply.

“We are running soil w=m~<mmm "
Rutherford said. *The weaker soils
will be in the set-aside program (now
at 11,000 acres}. The better soils will
be for grain and safflower. Seventy
percent of the total farm is high-
producing soil if farmed correctly and
using the proper method to control soil
and wind erosion.

“I'm a trashy farmer as far as mmw<-
ing trash on the ground. It protects the
soil and the plant. After this first disk-
ing, we will use mainly the sweep-type
chisel plow.”

He said that from the coulees, it is

wheat seeding _omnwma_

couid see evidence that s::ovm »n
sustained excessive damage in the last
few years. But he said there has been
no recent problem with erosion. *‘We

_are trying to leave the trash and the

weed growth (on the hilltops) and still
till the soil,”’ he said.

Rutherford said that although he is
not currently working with the local
Soil Conservation Service, *‘we have .

31K mxnmsmzm research from farmers

that have used this method over the
last decade. The findings are that this
method has advantages with less ex-
pense. compared to grain drill-type
planting for trashy conditions. We
want to leave all the trash we can to
control soil erosion. .

““‘We have plans in the future of seed-
ing a' big percentage of the farm back
to native grass. We will venture prob-
ably into a summer-type grazing oper-
ation,” Rutherford said.

He'said the partners in Ag Manage-
ment & Associates are not doctors,
. lawyers-and bankers, but ‘‘more
sozcsmémmm. immm-om_.s_sm Sﬁm of

v~m ”

He said this is not a ‘“hit-and-run”
operation. “We're already making
plans to purchase the farm from John
Hancock Life Insurance.”

“We are a group of people who love
farming. The investors are farmers at
heart, but are unable to farm because
of poor prices. -

“‘Fwant to make it known that we
want to keep all >m Management & As-
sociate's business in the Miles City and
Jordan area; our equipment, fuel,
grain, labor, repairs and banking.

. “We like Montana, we like the farm,
and we like the nocss.w.: wcgm.loa
said.

- - ALumn Adafande farm hill coct
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Jan. &, 4987

Senator Max Baucus
706 SHOB
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Senator,

I wish to call your attention to a practice that is as bad a tazpayer
rip-off as you will ever see.

What I am referring to are thousands of zcres of Montana grass-lands
that were plowed in the last five years with complete disregard for prover
conservation or tillage practices, have growvn rotking but weeds and very
little grain since,

ndexr the present genercus Farm Frogram, They are taking county
£8CS grain yieldsaverages instead of usizg their cwz actual yields.
Between Federal Crop insurance and deficien syments they are ripping
off the taxpayers for millions of dollars.

I mow we are all concermed with preserving ths family farm, but
vhat you have nere are not your traditional farmers. These are out-of-
stateupeonle deiiberately farming the geverament., They ars the tUypical
entrepreneur that are glways chasing the fast buclt, whether its oil,
stocknarkets, commodities or sodbusting. '

My suggestion to stop this rip-off would te a 1t
of all federal payments for each farm, regardless of the size. The
present program is fostering bad farming practices, weeds, erosion arnd
inparing the ability of the land tc grow food which will be needed in the
future, while at the sarre time malting an unlicensed raid on the J.E.
Treasury.

Tours truly,

Jobhn F. Pfaff
Crow Rock R%t.
Miles City, Mt. 59301
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Amendments to SB 327 (Introduced bill)

1. Title, line 5.

Following: "PROJECTS"

Insert: "AND SMALL POWER PRODUCTICN FACILITIES"

2. Page 2, line 2.

Strike: ‘"or works" through "electricity"” on line 3

Insert: "or small power production facilities certified by

the federal energy regulatory cocmmission and associated with
federal reclamation projects"”

3. Page 2, line 13.
Strike: "that" through "district" on line 20
Insert: "the provisions of Title 85, chapter 7"

4, Page 2, line 22.
trike: TM"any other law"
Insert: "Title 85, chapter 7"

5. Page 3, line 3.

Following: "domain"
Insert: ", subject to the provisions qf Title 70, chapter
30“

6. Page 9, line 15.
Strike: "or"
Insert: "o

7. Page 9, line 17.

Following: "indenture,"

Insert: "or security agreement,”

Following: M"in the"

Insert: "real and personal property constituting the"

dc/amdsb327
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2/18/87

SENATE BILL NO. 327 - INTRODUCED BILL

1. 7Page 3, line 17. :

Insert: NEW SECTION. Section 5. Nothing in this part shall be
construed to permit an irrigation district to condemn any property
owned or controlled by a utility, whether publicly or privately
owned, or a rural electric cooperative. An irrigation district is
expressly prohibited from condemning such property.

2. Renumber all following sections.

SENATE AGRICULTURE

ExHiB No__ 7.
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ROLL CALL VOTE

" AGRICULTURE
SENATE QOMMITTEE

Date SH s . 327 rine ot ¥ r

NAME YES NO

\

ABRAMS, Hubert J.

BENGTSON, Esther G. L/'

\

BECK, Tom

. JERGESON, Greg P

KOLSTAD, Allen C.

LYBECK, Ray 1y

STORY, Peter R.

L—

L
THAYER, Gene L—

L—

GALT, Jack VICE CHAIRMAN

BOYLAN, Paul CHAIRMAN L

4 A

Rita Tenneson Paul Boylan
Secretary Chairman

Motion: AfSJE% \ZSC;?’7 qui;'V62ZMZ702§2£2 ;I:>CD ;:34‘5:<S
/V/Md,;evu %(VLGUL&W




STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT
2ACE 1 of 2 _
FPEBRUARY 13 a7
MR. PRESIDENT
AGRICGLrORE, LIVESTOCK & I%RIuATXCJ

RTA LI Lo T¥ o o0 a T g T =T o ) o T o e

having had under conNsIderation...........coviiiiiiniii e aeeans e

_ Pirar  readingcopy (_whita

color

IRRIGATION DISTYRICYT REVRRUE BOXD AUTHORITY

¥t »
Respectfully report as follows: That BENATYE BILL No 327 .

3e amendad as follows:

1., Title, line 6.
Following: *PROJECTSY
Inssert: “AND SHALL PUYER PRODDCTION PACILIZIRSG®

2. Page 2, line 2.

Strike: “or works®™ throuwgh “zlectricity™ on line 2

Inaart: “or small power production facilities certified bH>
the foderal energy resgulatory coamission and assoaxatnﬁ
with faderal reelamation nrojects”

3. Page 2, line 13,
Ztriker "that"™ throungh ®"diztrict® en line 20
Ingert: "the provisions of Title 3%, chapter 7°

4, Page 2, line 22.
Strike:r “anv other law®
Inmarts "Title 35 s Chapter 7%

5. Page 3, line 1l.
Pollowings “uandertakings.”
Insart: "{1)°®

. {continued)

Chairman.
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AGRICULTURE
[ d v 5 LA b

PAGB 2 of 2 .................................................................... 19 ............

6. Page 3, line 2,
Strike: =*{1)"
Ingert: "{a}"®

7. Page 3, line 3,

Following: “domain®

Ingert: ", subiect to the provisions of Title 70, chapter
30,"

Insert: “(5

9., Page 3, line 15,
Strike: ©{3)*®
Insert: %(c)"

10. Page 2.

Following: 1line 16

Iinsert: ®{2) Nothing in this section may be construed to
permit an irrigation diztrict to condemn any property
owned or controlled by a rural electric coorerative cor 2
utility, whether publicly or privately owned. An
irrigation district is expressly prohibited from
condemning such property,”

11. Page 9, line la.
Strike: "or®
Ingsert: *,°%

2. Page 9, line 17,
Following: “indenture,”
Insert: Y“or security agreement,”
Follewing: "in the®
Insert: “real and personal property constituting the®

7050d/%L: JEA\WP: 31

AXD AS AMEXNDLD

X 10T PASS .
1&{:‘;&3@.{5_{:«(
STATE PUB. CO. B p?\‘UL?_QnYLA‘J ) h Chairman.

Helena, Mont.



ROLL CALL VOTE

- AGRICULTURE

SENATE COMMITTEE

STE s

e 2//9/ 87
VA

/S tine Q! élf

NAME YES NO
ABRAMS, Hubert J. v
BENGTSON, Esther G. L—
BECK, Tom L
. JERGESON, Greg L~
KOLSTAD, Allen C. L
LYBECK, Ray L~
STORY, Peter R. ’ L
THAYER, Gene ,—
GALT, Jack VICE CHAIRMAN
BOYLAN, Paul CHAIRMAN L
7 L

Rita Tenneson

Secretary

Motion: Es:rﬁa | o :ji)d)

Paul Boylan

Chairman

P4Ss
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT
FEBRUARY 13 87

.)- MR. PRESIDENT
AGRICULTURE, LIVESTOCK & IRRICATION

N IR e YU oo Ta s Ta a1} & =T o T T R O PP
SEHATE JOINT RBSOLUTION 12
having had UNder CONSIAEIatION. ... ... i e et No.....oen.
first _ white
readingcopy ( )

color

ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS POR FARM COMMODITY PROGRAM PAYMENTS

SERAAYE JOINT RESOLUTION i2

Respectfully report @s folowW s That. . .o et et ettt a ettt e et aa e eaaneeen NO. oo,

_DQPASS_

. RBBREXELSs

?AUL F. ch; Chairman.



ROLL CALL VOTE

R
SENATE COMMITTEE = CRiCULTURE

\

Date ;z///g/X/ 54 BinNo.\Béz( Time Q:g £

NAME YES

ABRAMS, Hubert J.

BENGTSON, Esther G.

BECK, Tom

-JERGESON, Greg

AN INAY AN

KOLSTAD, Allen C.

LYBECK, Ray L

STORY, Peter R.

THAYER, Gene

GALT, Jack VICE CHAIRMAN

VTR

BOYLAN, Paul CHAIRMAN

Rita Tenneson Paul Bovlan
Secretary Chairman

Motion: éﬁ 3‘/5/ \_DO PASS
/1,‘%/ é&w.gzydwﬁ'b LSy




STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

.............. FEBRUARY 1% 1987
) MR. PRESIDENT
We, your committee on............. AGRICULIURE, LIVESTOCK & IRRIGATION
havinghadunderconsideration‘................................................................;sg‘??f??..?;.rf? ............ Noggﬁ5 .......
first reading copy (__¥hite
color

SSTASLISE A MINIMUGX® PRICZ FOR CERTAIR AGRICULTMRAL COMMODITIES

I8 MouTNRIA

Respectfully report as follows: That.........oocviiiii A A A L No...7 0T
)
LRXRASS
DO NOT PASS

T A P e B

N
'}

Chai )
PAUL T. SOYLAH, airman





