
MINUTES 

MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
52nd LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION 

COMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS & TRANSPORTATION 

Call to Order: By CHAIRMAN BARRY STANG, on March 7, 1991, at 
3:00 p.m. 

ROLL CALL 

Members Present: 
Barry "Spook" Stang, Chairman (D) 
Floyd "Bob" Gervais, Vice-Chairman (D) 
Ernest Bergsagel (R) 
Robert Clark (R) 
Jane DeBruycker (D) 
Alvin Ellis, Jr. (R) 
Gary Feland (R) 
Mike Foster (R) 
Patrick Galvin (D) 
Dick Knox (R) 
Don Larson (D) 
Scott McCulloch (D) 
Jim Madison (D) 
Linda Nelson (D) 
Don Steppler (D) 
Howard Toole (D) 
Rolph Tunby (R) 

Members Excused: Rep. Bob Clark 

Staff Present: Valencia Lane, Legislative Council 
Claudia Johnson, Committee Secretary 

Please Note: These are summary minutes. Testimony and 
discussion are paraphrased and condensed. 

HEARING ON HE 568 

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor: 

REP. JIM RICE, House District 43, East Helena, said this bill was 
introduced by the Department of Justice, Motor Vehicle Division. 
This bill will increase motor vehicle fees in two ways: 1) 
increasing the standard 4 year drivers license fee from $12 to 
$16 for the purpose of increasing services, specifically setting 
up the express renewal service for drivers licenses that will be 
set up in 10 cities across the state; and 2) a commercial 
license fee increase that is being proposed to make up for the 
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loss of federal funds. He said there are amendments to be 
submitted to the bill to make sure all of the dollars generated 
by these fees will go directly to the general fund and be 
appropriated from that. 

Proponents' Testimony: 

Anita Drews, Chief Examiner for the Drivers Services Bureau, said 
the department's purpose for this bill is to create express 
stations for drivers license renewal and provide continuing 
funding for the commercial licensing program. She addressed the 
increases: 1) the $4 increase to the basic license cost is to 
provide a new express renewal service. The express station 
concept allows a person who wishes to renew to do so without 
delay in a separate facility dedicated to the renewall process. 
The budget request for funding to provide this service in the 10 
major cities was approved by the appropriation subcommittee. The 
$4 increase will cover the costs of the requests. She said the 
bureau has experimented with express license stations in Great 
Falls and Billings. The Great Falls station in a separate 
facility, has been very successful in all but eliminating waiting 
lines. The Billings station is set up in the same office space 
and has met with several problems, mostly applicant confusion on 
which line to wait in. The staff increase will allow them to 
establish service in other smaller communities, some of the least 
inactive stations that have been eliminated in order to keep up 
with the increased workload statewide; 2) (a) the increase 
request for the commercial vehicle operator's endorsement is for 
the purpose of continuing operation of the commercial vehicle 
program; (b) provide required funding for the entry of each 
commercial driver and (c) to the automated national clearing 
house. The clearing house is a program established by the 
federal government which contains the records of all commercial 
drivers and is required before a commercial driver license can be 
issued or renewed~ The Montana Commercial License program has 
been funded in large part by federal grants as the operation is 
small enough to operate within that available federal grant. As 
provided by the federal act, fiscal year 1991 grant is the last 
federal grant that is available for this program. She said they 
have been aware of the grant limit for some time, and the 
original request in the 1987 session was made with information 
provided to the Highway committee in a back session, that funding 
a program would become a state responsibility. The continuous of 
the commercial licensing program is a state function and 
responsibility, with failure to do so resulting in the 
withholding of highway funds beginning with 5 percent in 1993, 10 
percent a year following thereafter; 3) the $8 increase 
requested for commercial license will provide the funding 
necessary to operate this program. She distributed information 
that shows Montana is among the lowest fees in the nation. She 
informed the committee the two other bills to be heard today do 
not address this issue and to consider it separately. EXHIBIT 1 
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Wayne Tooley, Chief of the Driver's Services Bureau, reiterated 
what Ms. Drews said regarding the commercial driver's license fee 
increase. He said when the program began in 1987, it was clear 
in the federal law at that time the grants program would run out 
this year. He said this should not be unexpected or new because 
it had been presented before the house and senate highway 
committees. This is something that needs to be done in order to 
con~inue ~he program and not lose any highway funds. 

Mick Robinson, Central services administrator for the Department 
of Justice, addressed the fiscal note presented in connection 
with HB 568. He said the increase in the driver's licenses was 
proposed as a method of funding the particular expansions. He 
said the bill did have a drafting error in it as far as the 
allocation of those particular license fees. The basic increase 
of $1 per year for the basic driver's license is allocated to 
four different sources. The intention of the dept. of Justice 
for the $1 per year be demoted just for the expansion of the 
driver's express stations. He said proposed amendments to amend 
title 61, chapter 5, 212, will recalculate the allocation 
percentages of the driver's license fees. This will allocate the 
increased fees to the general fund revenue for a total of 
$708,000 in fiscal year 1992, and $710,000 in 1993. The 
appropriation presented to the sUbcommittee amounted to $570,000 
for fy 1992 and $527,000 for fy 1993. The increased fee will 
provide excess general fund revenue above the requested 
appropriation. EXHIBITS 2 AND 3 

Curt Lanqin, Mt Motor Carrier's Association, said the state of 
Montana and the commercial driver's license service people have 
given the motor carrier industry excellent service since the 
initiation of the commercial driver's license standards. The 
driver's services have worked hard to simplify testing procedures 
and an approved communication about the CDL requirements to the 
transportation industry. As recently as February 21, 1991, the 
Driver's Services Division worked with the Montana Motor 
Carrier's Association to hold a cooperative COL testing session 
for commercial driver's in Billings to alleviate the back-log of 
people waiting to test at the drivers licensing stations. The 
impending loss of federal funding in 1991 could affect the 
opportunity for Montana to meet a licensing requirement needs of 
Montana drivers. Federal rules require a commercial driver to 
pass the various CDL tests because they are bound by law to meet 
these requirements. The association is concerned if HB 568 
doesn't pass, inadequate funding could result for the CDL 
program. without the funding, there would be a loss of services. 

Opponents' Testimony: None 

Questions From Committee Members: 

REP. BERGSAGEL asked what are the 10 major cities that the 
express driver's license services would be located in. REP. RICE 
said they were; Billings, Bozeman, Butte, Helena, Great Falls, 
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Missoula, Miles City, Glendive and Kalispell. 

REP. FOSTER asked when the last fee put into place. Mr. Tooley 
said the last fee increase was in 1987. He said this is the 
first fee increase they have asked for, and it is for service 
increases. The rest have been for external, i.e., to cover the 
cost of photographic licenses, etc. 

REP. KNOX asked Mr. Tooley if the increase of funds in 
areas will increase the work load in the rural areas. 
said it was their intention to bring services to those 
are currently cut back because of the workload. 

Closing by Sponsor: 

the rural 
Mr. Tooley 
areas that 

REP. RICE thanked the committee for a good hearing and urged 
their support for HB 568. 

HEARING ON BE 575 

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor: 

REP. MARK O'KEEFE, House District 45, Helena, said this bill will 
transfer registration and titling duties from the county 
treasurers to the Motor Vehicle Division. This will be 
accomplished by replacing the words county and county treasurer 
with the words Department of Justice or Motor Vehicle Division. 
It also provides for an increase of all title and lien fees to a 
uniform $10 to provide funding for the program. Minor changes in 
the language will be needed to accommodate the transfer. He said 
the number one concern that most people have is why do they have 
to go through the present system to purchase license plates every 
year. 

Proponents' Testimony: 

Mark Racicot, Attorney General's Office, Department of Justice, 
said there are a number of problems that exist in the current 
system of titling and registration of vehicles. With limited 
resources, revenue and personnel, those in charge of performing 
the daily duties are constantly challenged to deliver 
governmental services in a manner to meet the expectations of the 
legislative body as well as the public being served. He said all 
involved in the system want to deliver a quality product to the 
people of Montana. A study that was initially started with the 
Auto Theft Task Force, realized there are a number of 
institutional problems that exist within the Motor Vehicle 
Division in regards to the registration system. The current 
system was originated and designed back in the days of President 
Hoover. It has been added to piece by piece over a number of 
generations to suit the needs of the people. Those involved at 
the state level and those in the county treasurer's offices have 
a number of frustrations to confront because of the piecemeal 
effect. He said when the department went on-line with the 12 
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counties on the new computer system in January 1989, caused a 
significant amount of difficulty for the county treasurers and 
the Department of Justice. There are presently 56 county 
treasurers, GVW division, and the Registrar's Bureau, are 
involved in some fashion in providing motor vehicle titling and 
registration services for a total of 58 different management 
systems involved in the process. He said the department became 
involved in changing the system back on March 22, 1990, with the 
Modern Study committee. There was a number of county 
commissioners, members of Legislature, county treasurers and 
those involved in titling and registration of automobiles and 
those impacted by the types of processes in the form of Montana 
Auto Dealers and the Montana Banker's Association. They examined 
the entire process to improve it. This bill will improve the 
services and the capability of dealing with the system that is 
currently in place. 

Bud Schoen, Department of Justice, 
the funding needed for this bill. 
by the public only when a title is 
discussed the changes in the bill. 

said the $10 fee will provide 
It will be a one-time fee paid 
issued or changed. He 
EXHIBIT 4 

Dean Roberts, Administrator, Motor Vehicle Division, said the 
division handles the licensing of all Montana drivers, the 
titling and registration of vehicles. These two functions have a 
direct affect on every tax payer in the state. He said part of 
the problem is budgetary. The laws are old that govern the 
titling and registration of vehicles. There is a lack of an 
effective central management system. This bill will transfer to 
the division the process of receiving application for titles and 
registration directly from the applicant. He said the law for 
collecting the fees, dates back to 1917 that called for county 
treasurers to receive application were enacted to ensure 
collection of personnel property taxes on motor vehicles. This 
has become an unnecessary burden on the tax payer in this day and 
age. By making provisions for central management, consolidating 
services dealing with vehicle owners and providing sufficient 
operating funds while supplying substantial financial relief to 
county government, the proposal covered most if not all of the 
difficulties in the current system while providing an innovative 
approach to better and more conveniently serve the public. The 
bill is intended to accomplish the following: 1) transfer to the 
motor vehicle division the duty of receiving applications for 
vehicle titles and registration combined in one location in each 
county all business relating to the licensing of drivers and 
titling and registration of vehicles and dealer law; 2) provide 
an immediate updating of records in the ability to register or 
title vehicles in any office location regardless of county of 
residence of the owner, by fully automating the system, e.g., if 
a person lives in Lewis and Clark county, they should be able to 
register their vehicle in Yellowstone county; 3) provide better 
and more accessible driver licensing services by fully utilizing 
the examiners time. At the present time, examiners spend one
third of their time traveling from one place to another. He said 
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during a given day, there are no more than 20 driver's license 
stations open on that day. He said there are only 6 permanent 
stations open for services every day in Montana; 4) provide a 
simple, reliable and prompt method of renewing vehicle 
registration by mail through the centralized automated system, 
including the ability to use major credit cards for that purpose. 
He hoped that in the near future a person could register their 
vehicle by telephone which is done in only two states at this 
time; 5) provide for the operation of the two systems with a 
smaller staff by cross-training each employee to do several 
tasks. He said there are currently 185 FTE that do titling and 
registration throughout the state. In the drivers service's 
field there are approximately 41 FTE for a total combined staff 
is approximately 200 FTEi 6) provide sUbstantial financial 
relief to each county by longer requiring counties to subsidize a 
state function with.their general revenue fund. All counties now 
spend about two times as much to accomplish titling and 
registration functions, than the fee established by law for them 
to perform those tasks, e.g. Cascade county collects in fees for 
vehicle registration on a yearly basis of $85,000. Cascade 
county spends in their motor vehicle department approximately 
$250,000 per year. There would be a savings to the county's 
general fund to be used for other purposes of approximately 
$164,000 under HB 575; 7) provide an automated system for 
collecting to a central bank all deposits of motor vehicle taxes 
received, allocating those taxes to the county by vehicles 
registered, and electronically depositing the allocated amounts 
in the local banks used by the counties within 48 to 72 hours of 
receipt. Mr. Roberts said with this system in place, it will 
bring Montana's motor vehicle system in line with the national 
motor vehicle system, saving the taxpayers dollars and 
significantly raising the level of service. 

Linda stoll-Anderson, Lewis and Clark county commissioner, spoke 
in favor of HB 575. She distributed a handout. EXHIBIT 5 She 
has worked on this issue for over 2 years. In 1990, she was 
approached by the county treasurer who was concerned with the 
heavy back-log. She said they added to over $30,000 to the 
county treasurer's budget this year, above and beyond what they 
had budgeted last year. If HB 575 were to pass, it would save 
the Lewis and Clark tax payers $110,000 to $140,000. She said it 
costs them more to collect than the collection itself. She urged 
the committees consideration to support HB 575. 

steve Turkiewitz, Montana Auto Dealer's Association, said the 
demand of the current titling and registration system cannot 
continue to meet the increased demands of todays' titling and 
registration licensing environment. The function of titling and 
registration is clearly a function of compelling state interest. 
Montana's car and truck owners demand and deserve efficient and 
simple, secure and timely titling and registration system. HB 
575 provides the mechanism designed and implement a centralized 
automated titled and registration system. He urged the 
committee's consideration on the merits of HB 575. 
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Cort Harrington, Montana County Treasurer's Association, said one 
of the problems the county treasurers have with this bill is the 
taxation, collection and the distribution of taxes. The titling 
and registration of motor vehicles are tied to the collection of 
taxes and their distribution. The Motor Vehicle Division would 
have to take over the function of collecting the taxes and 
providing some distribution scheme. The bill will require the 
county treasurers to determine the average mill levy each year in 
the county. He said the county treasurers have a problem on what 
determines the average mill levy. Is it based on the average 
taxpayers, tax jurisdictions, or is it a weighted average? He 
said the solution contained in this bill is not the answer. 
EXHIBIT 6 

Pat Cook, Montana Treasurers Association, Lake County, submitted 
handouts. EXHIBIT 7 is from the Flathead County Treasurer who 
was not able to attend. Ms. Cook explained her handout. EXHIBIT 
8 One of her concerns is that Lake County is an Indian 
Reservation. The tribal members have the option of not paying 
those vehicle fees and taxes. She did not know how the state 
would deal with those tribal members. She said that county 
treasurers are a real dedicated group of people and feels they 
meet the needs and services that the public demands. She urged 
the committee to oppose HB 575. 

Dick Michelate, Cascade County Treasurer, distributed information 
on Cascade County. EXHIBIT 9 He took the actual fees that 
Cascade County collected and distributed in 1989. He than used 
the formula set out by HB 575 on how the money is to be 
distributed if this bill passes. School district lC, REP. 
GALVIN'S district, will lose $375,000 on this distribution 
scheme. Another school district, 1-, will gain $222,000. This 
is using the same amount of revenue coming in. He said 
Legislature just went through a special session on school 
equalization and would hate to see what this bill would do to it. 

Susan Spurgeon, Fergus County Treasurer, said she had concerns 
and reservations and asked the committee to oppose HB 575. 
Counties with investment programs would see a decrease in 
earnings as the funds would be routed through the depository and 
than to the county 2 - 3 days later. For the smaller counties 
that have investment programs would see an substantial decrease 
and interest earnings that help county/local governments survive 
at this time of economic constraints. 

Kevan Bryan, Yellowstone County Treasurer, said he opposes HB 
575. He distributed information from the Yellowstone County 
Assessor, Max Lenington. EXHIBIT 10 He said this bill does two 
things on taxes: 1) on cars and light trucks, the 2% that is 
paid by the taxpayer, would be spread out based on residential 
property taxes billed in the district compared with the county as 
a whole; and 2) the big trucks and trailers, etc., where an 
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average mill levy would be used for the county for collection on 
those types of taxes. He didn't have time to figure out and 
compare the light vehicle fees in Yellowstone county, but they 
estimated on a simple average base mill levy, that all 
jurisdictions would lose a total of $61,000 per year. 

Chuck Krause, silver Bow county Treasurer, said he opposes HB 
575. He distributed his cowuents. EXHIBIT 11 

Cele Pohle, Powell county Treasurer, spoke against HB 575. 
EXHIBIT 12 

Shelly Laine, city of Helena, urged the committee to give HB 575 
a "do not pass" recommendation. 

Dave Moss, Beaverhead County Treasurer, said they give good 
service to their community and they all like their jobs. He 
urged the committee to not pass HB 575. 

Kim Harris, Lewis and Clark County Treasurer, said the loss in 
revenues based on both the collection and distribution of HB 575 
to all entities of L & C County is $195,000. She distributed 
handouts that would explain this. EXHIBIT 13 

Susan Miller, Jefferson county Treasurer, said there is one thing 
that has not been covered about licensing vehicles, is the extra 
service that the county treasurers provide when they receive new 
title work. The paper work is checked, and if it isn't correct 
it is returned to the dealer and they work with the dealer and 
the individual so there are no unnecessary trips made to the 
county treasurer's office, she wondered if the state will do 
this. EXHIBIT 14 

John Witt, Montana Association of Counties (MACO), Choteau 
County, said the majority of counties across Montana through a 
voting process that is done through district meetings oppose HB 
575. He wanted to go on record as Chairman of the Choteau County 
commissioners, they believe it is not in the best interest of 
their local community if this bill is passed. 

Janis Bowen, Granite County Treasurer, said HB 575 will cause a 
terrible problem in Granite County with the taxpayers losing 
money. Granite county is a small county and they have lost the 
services for motor vehicles and the driver's licensing personnel. 
She receives 2 to 3 calls a day from the people in her county 
wondering why they cannot get their driver's license there. 

Diana Felton, Toole county Treasurer, wanted to go on record in 
opposition of HB 575. If HB 575 is allowed to pass, the state 
will have to have additional staff, additional computer 
mechanism, and pay state salaries which will probably be double 
of what the employees are making at the county level. She cannot 
understand the feasibility of providing these services at the 
state department that is presently being sent to them from 56 
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counties and compiling all the documents and information being 
sent to them that is necessary to finish the titling process, and 
provide that service to them faster, better, easier than what the 
department is currently doing. When that information is sent to 
the department now, it takes them 2 months to get a title, and 
they say they can do this in 48 hours. She urged the committee 
to look at this proposal and oppose HB 575. 

Art Kleinjan, Blaine County Commissioner, said he is concerned 
with HB 575. He wants to be in the position when the bill is 
voted down to say "yes" to the people in his county, that he, the 
county treasurer or assessor can take care of the titling and 
registration and not have to send it to the state of Montana to 
take care of it. He hoped the committee would vote no on this 
bill. 

Questions From Committee Members: 

REP. GALVIN asked Mr. Schoen with the bill ra~s~ng the fees 
considerably, if could he tell the committee what the extent of 
the overall average increase would be per vehicle. Mr. Schoen 
said the title fee at the current time is $5. He asked Mr. 
Roberts to explain this. 

Mr. Roberts said this bill does not raise everything. It only 
raises the fees on the titling transactions, it does not raise 
the fee on the registration side. If a person was not 
registering their vehicle, there would not be an additional cost 
with HB 575. 

REP. FOSTER asked REP. O'KEEFE about the fiscal note on page 2, 
in the technical notes, it says the fees were increased in some 
sections above the level intended, and other sections where fees 
were not increased as intended in the bill draft, if he would 
explain this. The question was directed to Mick Robinson, 
Central Services Administrator for the Department of Justice. 
Mr. Robinson said the department is in the processing of trying 
to put together a number of legislative activities that are 
connected with the department's original vision of "modern bill". 
It will encompass the driver's licensing function, the 
registration functions and the motor vehicle inspection function. 
He said there are some drafting errors in HB 575. There are fees 
in the present bill that were changed in error, i.e., liens were 
changed from $4 to $10. It should have been the titling fee that 
was changed from $5 to $10. 

REP. FOSTER asked Mark Racicot, Attorney General, under the 
assumption #4 on the fiscal note, it says there will be 77 FTE's 
added the first year and 148 FTE's the second year, where will 
these people go. Mr. Racicot said these people will be in the 
fields in the counties, towns and cities across Montana. It will 
probably involve the people that are already involved in the 
process now. They will be a state employee instead of a county 
employee. He did not expect the services to be expanded. It 
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will be the driver's services, bin inspection services, the auto 
theft task force services, and the titling and registration 
services. He said that more of the people will be cross-trained 
to perform the services. REP. FOSTER asked if a person that is 
working for the county have to apply for the job they are doing 
now. Mr. Racicot said yes. 

REP. TOOLE asked what the impact would be on all the counties in 
the state if this bill is passed, and has there been any studies 
or effort made to determine county by county what the plus or 
minuses would be. Mr. Roberts said by using the average mill 
levy for the heavier vehicles might be where the tax dollars are 
lost. The other issue involved is the actual cost of performing 
the services. In that case, there wouldn't be a county in the 
state that would gain revenues back into their general fund for 
having to spend them on the motor vehicle registration in the 
county. He said that none of the counties in the state make 
money from motor vehicle registration fees for the express 
purpose of doing that service. 

CHAIRMAN STANG asked Mr. Roberts if he knew what the average 
salary would be for the state employees versus the average salary 
the county employees are currently being paid. Mr. Roberts said 
they used an average figure of $16,000 per year per employee for 
the state. The current salary of the county employees probably 
averages around $13,000 per year per employee. CHAIRMAN STANG 
asked Mr. Roberts how he foresees the driver's license examiner 
that currently doesn't have to time to take care of the people to 
do driver's license, will these counties receive a full-time 
examiner or will some of the counties still have a part-time 
examiner. Mr. Roberts said someone will be in every county every 
day, some counties would be a half day. These employees would be 
local residents. 

REP. CLARK asked Mr. Roberts to justify the 300% increase in fees 
that this bill will do. Mr. Roberts said he did not know how to 
justify the increase. It was a way to pay for the program. He 
said if a person looks at the free market system on what it costs 
to go to a titling company to get anything done will cost more 
than $10. Presently, the county clerk and recorder's office 
charge $5 per page to file a document. He said the department 
would charge $5 for a hundred pages if that is what a person had 
on a title~ It is micro filmed, indexed, filed, same thing the 
county clerk and recorder does for $5. He felt from the 
standpoint of the amount of dollars, that it could be justified 
with the services that are provided. 

REP. MADISON asked Susan Miller, Jefferson County Treasurer, what 
would be the typical situation of someone coming into the 
treasurer's office in Jefferson county to register a motor 
vehicle, will they be standing in line for a half hour. Ms. 
Miller said that Jefferson county is fortunate to be a small 
county. The people do not have to deal with long lines. She 
said the ranchers that come in with 20 receipts can pick up their 
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registrations within a half hour. They have 3 to 4 people that 
are cross-trained. She said they very seldom have long lines. 

Closing by Sponsor: 

REP. O'KEEFE thanked the proponents and opponents for a good 
hearing. The bill is to improve services by reforming the system 
that dates back to the early 1900's. He said the treasurers have 
a bill that will be following this hearing. There is an 
acknowledgement that there are problems within the system. He 
said this bill is not an attempt to attack the county government 
or officials, but an attempt to improve the system. He said 
there was not a citizen here today to testify on this bill. He 
said it is the job of the elected officials to serve the public. 

BEARING ON HB 579 

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor: 

REP. JERRY DRISCOLL, House District 92, Billings, said this is 
the bill that everyone has talked about on the bill heard before 
this one. This bill will revise the motor vehicle laws. It will 
increase the number of registration periods from 10 to 12, 
provide for mail renewal cards for light vehicles, motor homes, 
campers, travel trailers, boats, snowmobiles, motorcycles, 
quadricycles and off-highway vehicles. HB 579 provides for the 
implementation of a state wide computer system network and 
appropriate money to the county motor vehicle computer committee. 

Proponents' Testimony: 

Cort Harrington, Montana County Treasurer's Association, said 
this bill was introduced at the request of the county treasurers 
association. It is a response to HB 575 that was just heard. 
Many of the things heard in HB 575 and will be heard in this bill 
should be given credit to the motor vehicle division. He spoke 
about the similar things between HB 575 and HB 579. HB 579 will 
make an effective date for motor vehicle registration on January 
1 instead of the middle of a registration period. Mr. Harrington 
went through each section of the bill. The difference between 
the this bill and the Motor Vehicle Division, is they want the 
authority to transfer vehicles from a current registration period 
to one of the two months the department wanted add. This bill 
will be over a period of a 12 month time. People who come in to 
register for the first time in one of those months can have their 
vehicle registered in that month. In section 3 of HB 579 and 
section 25 of HB 575, addresses the 60 day sticker. It is 
amended in both bills and is essentially the same. It requires 
people that come in to get a 60 day sticker to pay all the taxes 
and fees that would be normally paid when the vehicle is 
registered. The county treasurers believe it is easier for them 
to have the mail reregistration. The computer system that is in 
the 13 counties is a good system. Mr. Harrington wants it 
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mandated for all 56 counties to be on-line. He didn't know if it 
a county system or a state system. The funding source comes from 
adding $1 to the registration and reregistration of all vehicles 
that will sunset in two years. He said the $1 should take care 
of the cost of the equipment that will be placed in the counties. 
He offered amendments to the bill. EXHIBIT 15 The amendment 
asks that proof of insurance must be shown when registering a 
vehicle. The given difference bet~een the two bills, is who will 
own the system. 

Billye Ann Bricker, Mineral county Treasurer, said her county is 
87% federally owned. The Bonnevile Power Association (BPA) runs 
the full length of the county and 50% or more of the taxes are 
protested. She said her comments would be a mixture of HB 575 
and this bill, HB 579. She opposes the modern bill, HB 575. The 
further away from local control the more is taken away from the 
people and the more suspicious the people become. They are 
losing more county jobs to the state, and was sure the state 
resented losing their jobs to the federal government. They want 
to keep the motor vehicle on the local level no matter what 
promises the state makes, and they are willing to pay for it. 
She said there is a joke going around her county about the 
department that says "yep, they're going to do it cheaper by 
charging more". There is another bill in before a committee, 
that will raise driver's licenses. The price of titles are going 
up while the county treasurers are still in charge, so it will 
look like they are at fault, and the people will be cooled down 
by the time the department takes over. She is in favor of the 12 
month registration period, they do not need to be worrying about 
the end of the month duties like it currently is on a 10 month 
period. Ms. Bricker said they encourage. mail-in for 
registrations. People do not want to see HB 575 go through. She 
urged the committee's support for HB 579. 

Susan Spurgeon, Fergus county Treasurer, spoke in favor of HB 
579. She addressed the $1 added on the registration fee. The 
automation of all 56 counties would be an efficient way to have 
the system. The county treasurers have been documenting material 
that would state how many dollars need to be added to each of the 
motor vehicles, i.e., junk vehicle fees, noxious weed fees, and 
the fee for funding the highway patrolmen retirement. She hoped 
this bill passes, so she can tell her people when they ask her 
why did the fee go up one more dollar on their vehicle, she will 
be able to explain to them that it will give better and more 
efficient service across the state of Montana to deal with motor 
vehicle registrations. 

Kevan Bryan, yellowstone county Treasurer, said he rises in 
support of HB 579. It amazes him how state and local government 
have the unfortunate relationship with various segments of the 
entities. He said that state and local government must view each 
other as equal partners in the efforts to provide service to the 
Montana taxpayers. He said the process of this last session, 
that both sides should have listened more and talked less. Mr. 
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Bryan said the county treasurers need to realize and respect the 
fact that the state sees a whole broad picture and can provide 
valuable insights into the future vision of the overall function. 
The state needs to respect the fact that the treasurers have the 
valuable experience of millions of personable contact with the 
taxpayers and they know more than anyone what works and what 
doesn't. He said it takes the local people to know what will 
work in each situation. The procedure done in Yellowstone County 
will not work in Winnett. He said the county treasurers need to 
be able to register motor vehicles 12 months out of the year. 
People need the option of mail-ins or come into the office if 
they want. HB 579 raises $1 and sunsets. The fee raises enough 
money to pay for the $838,000 worth of equipment the state has 
put into the treasurer's fiscal note to administrate the system 
that will need to be in place for all counties to go on-line. 
That is all the fee intends to do than it will go away. He said 
a person does not need a business degree to transfer a title in 
Montana. 

Mary Kay Browning, Valley county Treasurer, said she is in 
support of HB 579. 

John Witt, MACO, urged the committee to support HB 579. He said 
this needs to be kept at the local level. 

Susan Miller, Jefferson county Treasurer, spoke in favor of HB 
579. EXHIBIT 16 

Fleda Brammer, Broadwater County Treasurer, wanted to go on 
record in support of HB 579. 

Mike Trevor, Administrator of Information Services Division, DOA, 
said he is neutral on HB 579. He talked about the statement of 
intent. The department may not adopt a computer system or make 
changes to the computer system without approval by the user's 
advisory group. He said there is a problem that needs to be 
worked out. The user's advisory group would control changes to 
the application system. He is worried about this group setting 
the standards for the Department of Justice. 

Diana Felton, Toole County Treasurer, reiterated what Kevan Bryan 
from Yellowstone county said. She said the treasurers have been 
elected by the citizens of the community in their best interest 
to serve the communities needs. She felt that the citizens of 
the communities across Montana are not willing to give up the 
services that are provided by the country treasurer's office. 

Patty Miller, Madison county Treasurer, wanted to go on record in 
support of HB 579. 

Dick Michelate, Cascade county Treasurer, wanted to be recorded 
in favor of HB 579. He said he was also representing the county 
commissioners who wanted to go on record in support of HB 579. 

HI030791.HM1 
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Dean Roberts, Administrator, Motor Vehicle Division, said the 
department does not have a problem with the automated system. He 
asked the chairman to place HB 579 in a subcommittee with HB 575. 
He said the county treasurers and the Department of Justice want 
to serve the citizens of Montana better and felt something could 
be worked out between the two bills. 

Questions From Committee Members: 

REP. FOSTER asked Ms. Spurgeon about the $1 fee, and what would 
be accomplished by the computer system being linked throughout 
the state. Ms. Spurgeon said that the counties that have not 
been able to be automated on the statewide network, but have 
their own computer, would be able to give better and faster 
service to the customer. The input ~n a reregistration, would go 
straight to Deer Lodge and be recorded at that time instead of 3 
days later. A title transfer would be on the system, even if it 
hasn't been issued, it would be on record in Deer Lodge. This 
not only helps the counties, the Department of Justice, and Deer 
Lodge, but would also be available for the law enforcement. REP. 
FOSTER asked if the $1 fee was deleted, but the rest of the bill 
was left alone, what would it do to the counties. Ms. Spurgeon 
said if the $1 is kicked out, there wouldn't be any source of 
funding for this proposal. She said the association knew they 
would need to have a funding proposal to go with this 
legislation, because they didn't want it to cost the state any 
money. Without the $1 fee, would the state fund it? 

REP. FELAND asked Ms. Felton if the counties outside of the 13 
that are already automated, if the rest of the counties should be 
mandated to be automated in a certain length of time. Ms. Felton 
said there is presently a computer system that networks with the 
county clerk and recorder's office. Any motor vehicle functions 
that are presently done are split and diversified locally to the 
different government agencies.- Any money that is transmitted to 
the agencies are than sent in on a state report, but the paper 
work is handled separately, i.e., sorted, filed and mailed. Once 
the state receives the paper work, they input into their system. 
She said that is where the time period is involved. She said 
there were time delays when it was months before the department 
could get their distributions and their collections balanced. 
She said the system is now working with the 13 counties, and 
seems to be very capable. She said the time is right to go on 
line to better serve the needs of the people. REP. FELAND asked 
if she would have a problem with the bill passing as is, by 
mandating the rest of the counties to go on-line. Ms. Felton 
said she wouldn't have any problems with the bill passing through 
that way. 

CHAIRMAN STANG said in response to the $1 fee and getting the 
counties onto the same computer system, would any of the state 
employees lose their jobs. Mr. Roberts said it would eliminate 
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some of the employees at Deer Lodge. Hr. Roberts said that 65% 
of the registrations done in Montana are on-line. The 13 
counties account for that 65% of the total vehicle work done in 
the state. There are some counties that do less than 7% of the 
total volume of the state. He said when the counties come on
line, there will be an increase in training levels that will need 
to be provided to the counties. When everyone becomes linked 
there will be a need for trouble shooters, i.e., if someone calls 
the state because their printer is not working, they will need 
someone to trouble shoot it, by explaining to them what needs to 
be done to get it working again. Mr. Roberts thought there would 
be an addition of 5 to 7 employees to be used as trouble shooters 
when the counties are on-line. 

closing by Sponsor: 

REP. DRISCOLL said if HB 575 is passed, 1 to 2 employees will be 
laid off in every county. He suggested to the committee that if 
they go for the $1 fee, that they increase the titling fee be 
raised from $5 to $6, and the $10 license plate fee be changed to 
$11. 

CHAIRMAN STANG announced that HB 575 and HB 579 will be placed 
into a SUbcommittee. REP. MCCULLOCH will chair, and REP. KNOX 
and CHAIRMAN STANG will be on the committee. 

HI030791.HM1 
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Mr. Chairman. members of the committee. 

EXHIBIT~_/","":-~_ 
DATE 0- '7-9/ 
HB 5~? 

My name is Anita Drews. 

Chief Examiner for the Driver Services Bureau. 

The Department requested the drafting of HB 568 to create express 

stations for driver license renewals and to provide continuing 

funding for the commercial licensing program. 

To simplify the fee increases that are being requested I would like 

to address each increase separately. 

The $4.00 increase to the basic license cost is intended to provide 

a new express renewal service. The express station concept allows 

the pe rson who wi she s to renevr to do so without de lay. in a 

separate facility dedicated to the renewal process. As you are 

probably aware renewal delays are one of our major problems and the 

source of most of our complaints. Our budget requested funding to 

provide this service in the 8 major stations in the state. this 

request has been approved by the appropriation subcommittee. The 

funds provided from the $4 increase will cover the cost of the 

request. The Bureau has experimented with express license 

stations in Great Falls and Billings. While the Great Falls station 

which is in a separate facility has been very successful. nearly 

eliminating waiting time for renewal applicants. the Billings 

station was set up in the same office space and met with several 

problems. mostly involving applicant confusion about which line to 

wait in. We feel that the express station concept will dramatically 

improve service in all of our larger stations while providing 



EXHtB1T I -
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flexibility to answer unusual service d . HB 1 -. nee s ln sma ler communitles. 

The staff increases will also allows us to reestablish service in 

several of the smaller counties. We had been forced to reduce or 

eliminate service in some of the least active stations in order to 

try to keep up with the increased workload statewide. 

The increase requested for the Commercial Vehicle Operator's 

Endorsement is for the purposes of continuing the operation of the 

Commercial Vehicle program, and to provide required funding for the 

entry of each commercial driver into the automated national 

clearinghouse. This clearinghouse is a program established by the 

federal 
C &11 r£U'?1-'./ 

government which c~ the records of all commercial 

drivers, and is required before a commercial license can be issued 

or renewed. Montana's commercial licensing program has been funded 
..4?-n. -a-L. Z-. 

in large part through federal grants as our operation is sal all 
I 

enough to operate within the available federal grants. As provided 

in the federal act, fiscal 1991's grant is the last federal grant 

available for the program. We have been aware of the grant limits 

all along, and the original request for legislation in 1987 was 

made with information provided to the highway committees of that 

session that funding the program would become a state 

responsibility. The continuance of the commercial licensing 

program is a state function and resposibility, with failure to do 

so resulting in the withholding of highway funds beginning with 5% 

in 1993, and 10% in years following thereafter as outlined in the 

federal legislation creating the program. 



The $8.00 fee increase requested for the Commercial license will 

provide the funding that is necessary to operate this program. For 

your information. I have a listing of commercial licensing costs 

from other states. this information shows that even with the 

proposed increase, Hontana' s fees are among the lowest in the 

nation .. 

There are other bills before this committee dealing with staffing 

requiremen ts . The se bill s do not addre ss e i the r the express 

renewal concept or commercial licensing funding, and I would ask 

that you consider this bill separately. Regardless of the outcome 

of the other bills the increases requested in HB 568 are urgently 

needed. 



COL Costs In COL-Issuing States . ~~:q j _ g I :. 

State 

Number of 
Years COL 

Valid 

Alabama 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Delaware 
Georgia 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Maryland 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Montana 
Nebraska 
New Hampshire 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 
Oregon 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Virginia. 
Washington 

Average 

4 
4 
4 
4 
5 
4 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
5 
4 

Costs For Drivers 
Needing Skills Test 
Total Cost Per 
Cost Year 

$ 50.00 $ 12.50 
S 50.00 S 12.50 
$ 97.25 S 24.31 
$ 55.00 $ 13.75 
$ 30.00 S 6.00 
$100.00 $ 25.00 
S 51.50 S 15.38 
$ 40.00 S 10.00 
$100.00 $ 25.00 
$ 32.00 $ 8.00 
$ 50.00 S 15.00 
$100.00 $ 25.00 
S 34.00 $ 8.50 
$ 24.00 S 6.00 
(Not Available) 
$ 40.00 S 10.00 
$ 50.00 $ 15.00 
S 25.00 $ 5.25 
$ 75.00 $ 18.75 
$ 86.00 $ 21.50 
$ 25.00 $ 5.25 
$ 38.00 $ 9.50 
$ 40.00 $ 10.00 
$ 80.00 $ 20.00 
$ 35.00 $ 7.00 
$ 72.00 S 18.00 

$ 56.39 S 13.97 

HB ,>=2G,~ 
Costs For" Drivers 
Grandfathered 

From Skl1ls Test 
Total Cost Per 
Cost Year 

$ 50.00 
$ 25.00 
$ 97.25 
$ 25.00 
$ 30.00 
$ 50.00 
$ 25.00 
$ 40.00 
$ 2~.00 
$ 32.00 
$ 15.00 
$ 40.00 
$ 34.00 
$ 24.00 

$ 40.00 
$ 40.00 
$ 25.00 
$ 25.00 
$ 30.00 
$ 25.00 
$ 38.00 
$ 40.00 
$ 30.00 
$ 35.00 
$ 22.00 

$ 34.57 

$ 12.50 
$ 6.25 

: $ 24.31 
: $ 5.25 
'$ 5.00 

$ 12.50 
$ 5.50 
$ 10.00 
$ 5.2~ 

$ 8.00 
$ 4.00 
$ 10.00 
$ 8.50 
$ 5.00 

$ 10.00 
$ 10.00 
$ 6.25 
$ 5.25 
$ 7.50 
$ 5.25 
$ 9.50 
$ 10.00 
$ 7.50 
$ 7.00 
$ 5.50 

$ 8.51 

Total Cost 
Per 

Endorsement 

No cost 
$10.00 
No cost 
No cost 
No cost 
$ 5.00 
$ 3.00 
No cost 
No cost 
$ 5.00 
No cost 
$ 5.00 
$ 2.50 
No cost 

$10.00 
$ 5.00 
$ 3.00 
No cost 
$ 3.00 
$ 2.00 
$ 2.00 
No cost 
$ 5.00 
$ 5.00 
$12.00 

$ 5.17 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

NOTES: 

Federal Highway Administration 
Office of Motor Carriers 

o Data as of October 1990. Subject to change as States refine their fees. Iudividual drivers in the above 
States may encounter slight variations in actual charges due to idiosyncratic fee structures. For example, 
drivers requiring learners' permits or not taking the endorsement tests in conjunction with the general 
knowledge test may have to pay a few dollars more in some States. 

o Average endorsement cost is for States which charge for endorsements. 



PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO HB 568 

INTRODUCED COPY 

PAGE 4 LINE 18 FOLLOWING SECTION (1) ADD THE FOLLOWING: 

SECTION 2. SECTION 61-5-121, M.C.A. IS AMENDED TO READ: 

"61-5-121. Disposition of fees. (1) The disposition of the fees 

from driver's licenses provided for in 61-5-111(7)(a), motorcycle 

endorsements provided for in 61-5-111(7)(b), commercial vehicle 

operator's endorsements provided for in 61-5-111(7) (c), and 

duplicate driver's licens~s provided for in 61-5-114 is as 

follows: 

(a) The amount of 33-lf3'+, 25~:.. of each driver's license fee 

and of each duplicate driver's license fee must be deposited into 

all account in the state special revenue fund. The department 

shall transfer the funds from this account to the Montana highway 

patrol officers' retirement pension trust fund as provided in 19-

6-404. Funds transferred from the account are statutorily 

appropriated, as provided in 17-7-502, to the pension trust fund. 

(b) (i) If the fees are collected by a county treasurer or 

other agent of the department, the amount of 5% 3.75% of each 

driver's license fee and of each duplicate driver's license fee 

must be deposited into the county general fund. 

(ii) If the fees are collected by the department, the amount 

provided for in SUbsection (11(b)(i) must be deposited into the 

state special revenue fund for use by the department to defray 



the costs of issuing licenses or duplicate 

£XHISIT. ~ 
DATE. :3 - 7- 9 [ 
HfL \ 5to E:= 

licenses. 

(c) (i) If the fee is collected by a county treasurer or 

other agent of the department, the amount of 5% of each 

motorcycle endorsement must be deposited into the county general 

fund. 

(ii) If the fee is collected by the department, the amount 

provided for in subsection (l)(c)(i) must be deposited into the 

state special revenue fund for use by the department to defray 

the costs of issuing motorcycle endorsements. 

(d) The amount of 23-~f3~ 17.5~ of each driver's license 

fee and of each duplicate driver'S license fee and the amount of 

35't. of each motorcycle endorsement fee must be deposited into the 

state traffic education account. 

(e) The amount of 38-3:13% 53.75% of each driver's license 

fee and of each duplicate driver's license fee and the amount of 

60% of each motorcycle endorsement fee must be deposited into the 

state general fund. 

(f) If the fee is collected by the county treasurer or 

other agent of the department, the amount of-S%-3.75 of each 

commercial vehicle operator's endorsement fee must be deposited 

into the county general fund, otherwise all of the fee must be 

deposited in the state general fund. 

(2) (a) If fees from driver's licenses, commercial vehicle 

operator's endorsements, motorcycle endorsements, and duplicate 

driver's licenses are collected by a county treasurer or other 

agent of the department, he shall deposit the amounts provided 

for in SUbsections (l)(b)(i) and (l)(c) (i) into the county 
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general fund. He shall then remit to the state treasurer all 

remaining fees, together with a statement indicating what portion 

of each fee is to be deposited into the account in the state 

special revenue fund as provided- in subsection (1) (a), the state 

traffic education account, and the state general fund. The state 

treasurer, upon receipt of the fees and statement, shall deposit 

the fees as provided in subsections (l)(a), (l)(d), (1) (e), and 

( 1 ) ( f ) . 

,( b) Iff ees from driver's licenses, commercial vehicle 

operator's endorsement~J motorcycle endo~sements, and duplicate 

driver's licellses are collected by the department, it shall remit 

all fees to the state treasurer, together with a statement 

indicating what portion of each fee is to be deposited into the 

account in the state special revenue fund as provided in 

subsection (1) (a), the state special revenue fund, the state 

traffic education account, and the state general fund. The state 

treasurer, upon receipt of tIle fees and statement, shall deposit 

the fees as provided in subsections (l)(a), (l)(b) (ii), 

( 1 ) ( c ) ( i i), (1) (d), (1) ( e), and (1) ( f) . ,. 



SUMMARY OF M.O.D.E.R.N. BILL 

The key changes in the bill arc to transfer registration and titling duties from the county 
treasurers to the motor vehicle division. This is accomplished by replacing the words 
county and county treasurer with the words department of justice or motor vehicle division. 
The bill also provides for an increase of all title and lien fees to a uniform $10 to provide 
funding, and makes other minor changes in language nccded to accommodatc thc trnnsfer. 
These changes occur throughout the hill. 

It might be noted that the increase in lien fees is supported by the Montana Banking 
Association, and the increases in lien and titling fees are, for the individual owner, 
essentially a one time fee paid only when a title is issued or changed. 

Other substantive changes and their locations in thc bill arc as follows: 

Section 13 pnges 24 throllgh 29 of the hill provides for the cnncellation of n title or. 
registrntion receipt which contnins nn error. 

Section 19 pages 36 through 37 of the bill provide for 2 additionnl registrntion 
periods for vehicles in the staggered registration system (November and December) 
for more uniformity in workloads. 

Section 31 on pages 50 through 57 of the bill provides a requirement that thc owner 
of a vehicle who receives a rcgistration renewal reminder which contains a system 
established value for the vehicle must rcturn the re-registrntion rcquest by mail. 

Section 32 on pages 57 and 58 of the hill provides that the cOllnty trcasurer 
determine the average levy cOllnty wide, thnt will be used to estnhlish the taxes for 
vehicles taxed under the ad-valorem system. 

Section 34 on pages 59 and 61 of the bill provides that a percentage figure based on 
residential real property within each taxing district to be used in distributing motor 
vehicle taxes. 

Section 55 on page 8l of the bill provides methods for insuring that county 
tre'asurers 1110tor· vehicle enlployces arc given opportunity to obtain positions within 
the motor vchiclc division upon transition to the new systcm. 

Section 50 on page 75 of the bill providcs clarification or motor vchicle division office 
space, time of operation and location. 

Section 51 on pages 75 through 78 of the bill provides methods and directions for 
handling the transition process between the various counties and the motor vehicle 
division. 

Section 59 on page 97 or the bill provides for an effective date. 
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l\10TOR VEHICLE DEPARTMENT REVENUE/EXPENDITURE COMPARISON 

LEWIS & CLARK COUNTY, lV10NTANA 

Prepared for the Montana House of Representatives - Highways Committee 
March 1991 

EXPENDITURES (FROM COUNTY GENERAL FUND) 

7 Revenue Clerks 
112 Admin. Clerk I 
1/3 Accounting Clerk III 
1 Revenue Clerk (Lead person) 
1 Accounting Clerk III 

Fringe Benefits 

Operations & Maintenance 

TOTAL COST 

$107,552. 
6,375. 
5,100. 

14,993. 
14.900. 

$148,920. 

32,500. 

16.000. 

$197,420 

MOTOR VEHICLE REVENUES (TO COUNTY GENERAL FUND) 

:.- - ~ ••.•. ->- • 

Assessments 
2.5% Light Vehicle 
Other Fees 

Total G.F. Revenue 

$35,000. 
110,000. 

17.500. 
_. $162,500 
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Cort Harrington. Jr. 
'3i~la~i~c L~ooyi3C 

Harch 6, 1991 

_ntan~ Coun~v T~ea~urer~' Aggoc. 
',~h!u.,;, ::'ic ':'9620 

0ear Cart: 

· ,.~ .... -". ~ ., ,-, ;. -..,~ . "- r.l -. 

u[ 1 

studied HB 575, the State Assumption or Motor Vehicles. 1 !lnd a numcer 
;.~ t.ll~t. i;1tJ1-H:a.L Lu 1>t: W4J U.L iJ.Luu1.t:u,::>. 

The State would require reregistration by mail on light vehic.les and "othC!r" 
v~hicles. In my eXperience with the current mail notification pro~ram. many 
of th~ ca~d5 a~e in~orrect. 1£ a truck. qualifies for the 16% fArm ra~~ on 
t:h",:i.:.: 5ro~~ ven:l.e1.e wei,sn1:, 1:n<:.:" aX'" c;:hl;2.¥'SQd. .::1.1: t:ho lOO~ r~t;~. w"hil~ ',7" olQ~rl;t 

mAY!' onY "'&'e;,"~"'J'\t-4",T'\ "'''''''''''t''~'l T(n' t",i'l~ cxamption. ei.ther mi1.ieary or N.;!tivQ. 
America.n. the renewal card comes with a light vehicle feE:. We have rec.antly 
ree:", :,'.'ed a number of cards where just the opposite is true and the light vehic1.o 
tee 1$ missing even though tne cuStomer pa1~ 1t cne year before. !he ~eg~scrar'$ 
~:'t"., 1'),"(\<:'''',=,l;'i . ..,C "'"1''''''v;~n.,. -i,., t.r'I,<l.h1A f";() p'!"()v-iaQ UJ:: wi.th a. rea~on for the e-r.ro-.". 

Anyone who sends an incorrect amount to the Depar~ment of Motor Vehicles under. 
t=r . .:. ::Ieal:c program ,,:i.ll find ~hcd .. r chocl<. and. rono\-Tal. oara ];'Qt\lrn .. d. , .. d.~h :lnQt:1!'uot:-

ions to renew in person. People do make mistakes on these nore orten t~an you 
would think. We call or writ~ asking for more money if need~d or make a refund 
if np{"p~~"'ry. 

I an very concerned about the lack of service to the taxpayer. Rosebud County is 
1.:\.weo a«\.4 -,oD<t:'1:: • .". •.•• 0(',.. 1) .................. _ _ ~ .... _ .. ~ t •• ,~ A: "~I • •••• t~ ........ 1.~. '"." .. .Q~"""'"""',""""",,,".a ... .:. .t"\l , "II" 

~u~tu.ucr~ by ~dil wh~n~ver possible. Thi$ requires alo~ of phone time Qna lct~cr 
writing on our part. expecially in hand 1 in. title transfer~ by ~ail. It sav~s 
cuu.:..t.j .LC;!>i.-1CLlt~ fl:v~ IUGk:i.ns G on<:> h\l.n.;l.rc.d. .:.:i6he m.i.~c. t:~i? and .,.. .a~; Ero= ~~o~k .. 

r see no provision for mail service in this bill other than for car:: and trucks. 
'rhlaO l.o.o.Vc.o CL ~r:t.p 'Co ~O~n'1 ~or a::L1. c:Lc.1u c.ruu.W.cw£,;w ....... '\1 ........ ___ .1.. w~ -=.:-~~.Lt'_l ............. .), 

vehicles, boats, snot.mlobiles, travel trailers and m01!orhomes, moto) 'e: _,~s. large 
eruelr." g.rtd A'F'Qo:lQl o'l .... Ii,t'm<:on~. ""to t"1"\ m .. nri ... .., $11'\ AI'I'11/,,~l"ion fo ..... Any ,,- .. of rh ... 
numerous "special" plates available. 



l. Cort Harr~ngton, lx. 
Page 2 

"C,;;, :1ep.<l.l"rtl'lf'lo1'\f I'lf "Tl1l;;ticp. may destroy recorda of v(lhicl~s rQgis~rg,tione th~t 
."" inactive after 4 years. We are required to keep .e. re~ord for 8 years and 
'--::- .lu u~-= (".·~,~~u [''':l uu.l. Lw~LL'.!!~':':;. 

"!'he Ccunty "J."ould have no record of a mobile home title transfer if there is no 
~ ~ "'r ~':my pe~~' Po htty -rhp.::p hnmps wi~hol.tt: 1'!\I::.wi~g t},,,,tr.· so thQrQ wOl.lld b,; !'to 

r=rmit :o~ information. 

T'c:::onle W11"-J '-IAVr-: l"11';"II\oI..,,<1 ,llp..ll j.I'TITlr'(~"'~!=Ir~7 M~rt;aQ ("\1'\ rh~1,"" "yo"",-'f,,1Ab G ...... 'hA~Y" ~t:Ii'1"'1,io~~ 

",,-ill be re.:shu££l.-=..;i ~v i:!.c the RC51.~L."'''''''· ~ 1:.1: I,ILUut.11 J.c",l.:5i.J.c:z.Ll.UH pes. l.uc.l l-llou. 
t...f.'l.ny "r- rlu·:....~- p ... ,~l""" _~,.. ~; .• ,...m~T-'" !lit,...,; );;.n.~h ... rfll ~:'l~' ~"'~J."&.t:. L:1J. ........ • .. ~:h.i...J..-.. CII ~~u~ ..... ud !At.. 

the same time for conv~nience. 

The bi1.l. ~~yc;, tho Cvunt)· w.i1.1 r"'Lu.i=:lh :Spi:l.CC 1:0 the Dept.. of Just1ce 1t ~pd.l.::t:: _3 

~vailablQ. I nota thQrQ 1e no provi~ion to dQrQy the County'3 cxpcns •. 

If the Dep~. found it necessary or chose to locate the office outside of the 
courthouse, they lose access to the Assessor. There are a number of refere!lces 
to having vehicles assessed in thi~ hill. 

Th~~p i~ no su~r~neQQ of a motor vohialo o££~cc bc£ns op~n 5 day~ a week 60r ia 
th~ro ~ 8uAit-Afti:Q. ch.GC O·'O'r J co"",,n~T ,,~J..l .~"f"G.7= l"LQVw 0.1'.1. \J..c.c~,-"", uc,. e..ll. .. 

My biS8<,}ot obj c>ction :t.o r<;l.v~nuc. Thi..:s b:i.1.1 e ... ll~ fol.' 

average levyll. Rosebud County ha.s 15 levy districts. 
costs to th~ taxpayers in 9 of the 15 districts. 

~h~ I.\~e .:..£ .:I. "'-V<.lUL.f-w~.lc: 

This formula increases 

The bill calls for a distribution of funds based on the "relative proportion 
of residential real property t~. ,s bill the previous year". This means that our 
rur.."l ~..:;hv-=,l di.i!lCl::L.:.t ... wi .... "", .. .1 ","ve,>, 1''''''">' 11''')1 , .... " ~ .. I. """, ,.. .. , .... 1>, ... ""1")' 1..,rrl ... 
revenue from motor ve.hicles. CCi1.:.crl.J:I, U<.lL "wlotClll..hy dl.~crict:" w:1.11 rec.e1ve t:he 
mv.:5t. 

The county will feel the loss from the other fees we now collect such as the 
license fee, our share of the personalized plates, 3% of the weed fee and SZ of 
f:hCl. C'UtJ n._ A "'" ,,~~ ." .... _ .......... , ':'" ~ ...... -= 1.1. .:\.7' :L.oI.~1o.~..1L ... 1::<4 ..:.. .... L.. ___ • r... ..... _ ...... 6. ........ ;'.G .......... 11 ... _ .... "" ..a ... ...1 

deposited. With the restrictions of I-105. all non-tax reVenues are important. 
The savings from laying off one of my employees will not make up the loss of these 
rees ~n aao1t1on to provla~ng space tor the Department's Motor Vehicle Division. 

I appreciatQ..-your -effort-$-<ln our behalf. 

Sincerely, 

Sharon Lincoln 
F.03ebud County Treasurer 
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1ttlull,tUIl QIuuu1U UJrrUl1Urrr 

IOElI" SMI' liEns 
Counly Treasurer 

1990 MOTOR VEil I CI.K S'I'NI'I S'I' J CS 

Pass Cars 
Pickups 
Trllcks 
Trv' Tra.1 J ers 
Util Trailers 
SnowmobIles 
Boats 
Motorhomes 
Pickllp Campers 
Hot:orcydcs 
off Highway Veh 
SM's 

TOTAl. TAXI-:S (;OI,J.E(;Tlm 
Less 7% of 2i-

TOTAl. TAXES DISTRIBUTED 

New lise Tux 
C;lrH 

Trucks 
Hotorcyc1es 
Hotorhomes 

Total New Une Tilx 

'1'OTAI. I OJ.-' UN I'rs 1.1CENSEn 

Reg. Fees 
.. I.j ell Fces 

.,Tlllc I'CCB 

"laLc VCCB 

Pers. Plates 
Centennial Plates 

·Rcc, -Reg. Decals ~ 
60 nay Stickers 
.Junk Vehlcle Transfers 
.Jullk Vehicle Re-reg 
GVW 
Noxious Heed 
7% of 2% Dist. Court 

; Sing 1 e Tr j ps . 
SM's 
Late l;ees 

. Postage 
Highway Patrol Ret 
Moturc:ycle Safety 

TOTAl. FEES 

Cash Receipts 

$2,090,796.75 
1,042,200.18 

202,719,62 
65,()'30.00 

117,855,98 
24, tl,9, on 

lJO,2,)O.20 
89,201.JH 
13,695,O() 
34,(Jfi7.86 
5,896,70 

70, tV,'" 56 

$3,HH6,lUI.n 
- 219,309.79 

$3,667,397.44 

$ l'19,BI9.7.1 
I as, :.Hll • 89 

2,9B5.29 
16,500.36 

$ 51•1,.612.75 

$ 358,858.36 
30, .1/,/, • on 

L J (, , 7 J I .00 
5 'W, Ill'! • a l 
62.579.75 
3. J 13.04 

20,275.00 
I, ./,3/, .00 

.. 21,,076.00 
. 29, 720. 00 
~415.339.86 
. ,96.620.50 
219.309.79 

~, -:::'7~~-:~' 25. 06 
1.5',0.OO 

10,990.0() 
JO.402.34 
17.953.50 

',,70S.00 

$1.965.600.96 

, of UnIts 

BOU Soulh Main 
Kalispell. Monl. 59901 
(~lIfi) 752·5300 

Mllior Vrhlc:lf! Fwl U,} 
COIIII IIOU58 Uti. rwl. <'19 

33,356 1 
20, 209 EXH'BIT.::;-~~_ 
~,~21 DAr;,] .. 1-9Z 
2 , ., 1 9 L'" 1"1 ~ 
9, OOl Ha , -"} /....::J 

1,290 
6,366 
] , on 

576 
1,920 

565 
30B 

19,1.53 

1,073 
961 

67 
28 

2.735 

81.888 

71,772 
7,536 

2 '1,/, ')8 

NIII. 
1,,266 

136 
NIII. 

2,217 
16,051 
59",',0 

N/A 
64,597 

NIII. 
5 

JOB 
1,099 

N/A 
71,806 

1,882 

. 

GRAND TOTAL OF ALL MOTOR VI~JI1 CI.E 1'AXES AND FEES - $6.177. 6U. 15 

Tutal Mutor Vchlcle 'I'.IXCH ilml It'CCH Paid tu Stale - $1,617.985.35'" 26.19% 
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111' ___ .~- Cascade County 
<QJ/q/~g/"~ 
TELEPHONE: (4061761-6700 

Great Falls. Montana S9401 

ill 
School District Actual Distr. H.B. 11575 Difference 

1C Great Falls 2,619,072.20 2,246,463.37 -372,608.83 

1- 297,559.41 520,065.01 222,505.60 

IX 6,294.72 39,647.83 33,353.11 

lXX 43,354.24 53,597.87 10,243.63 .. 
29C Belt 25,596.36 16,478.46 -9,117.90 

29- 42,340.63 67,978.27 25,637.64 .. 29A 6,513.77 47,085.16 40,571.39 

29X 4,118.86 8,008.92 3,890.06 .. 29XX 14,640.46 29,739.24 15,098.78 

29B Neihart 1,712.63 5,964.66 4,252.03 

.. 3C Cascade 35,647.51 18,428.58 -17,218.93 

3- 45,037.13 62,793.66 17,756.53 

3XX 4,914.90 20,351. 79 15,436.89 
iIII 

5 49,035.99 34,762.46 -14,273.53 

5X 2,424.29 151. 31 -2,272.98 
IIIiII 5XX 7,397.90 22,725.55 15,327.65 

5A 203.20 121.05 -82.15 

55X 43,610.53 41,413.02 -2,197.51 

55XX 32,472.57 36,826.89 4,354.32 

• 74 49,204.84 49,321.06 116.22 

85 24,035.14 26,400.51 2,365.37 

95 7£077.34 13£939.95 6£862.61 
iii 

Totals 3,362,264.62 3,362,264.62 

• 

• 

• 
CENTER Of MONT ... N ... ·S LIVESTOCk AND fARMING AREAS 

• 



ASSESSOR 

.reb. 15, 19 9.:i.. 

The 52nd Legislature 
State of Montana 
Capitol Building 
Helena, Mt. 59620 

RE: H.B. 575 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

BILLINGS, MONTANA 

59101 

This letter will serve as formal notice that the Montana 
Assessors' Association opposes House Bill 575 per verbal 
testimony by Ms. Cele Pohle, Powell County Assessor and Mr. Chuck 
Krause, Silver Bow County Assessor. This decision was made at 
our annual meeting in August, 1990. We feel that an already 
over-burdened Driver's License Bureau could not effectively 
handle motor vehicle registration. We also feel that the method 
prescribed by H.B. 575 relating to the levying of the fee in lieu 
of tax was not appropriate or adequate. 

We would like to hereby support House Bill 579 as it favorably 
addresses the inherent problems in registration renewing, County 
automation, extended renewal periods and the collection of taxes. 

FOR: THE MONTANA ASSESSORS' ASSOCIATION 

ML:MAA 



EXHIBIT I / 
--=;--;~~-

DATE Sb;?' 1- 91 
On behalf of the Montana Assessors Association, I am e~~ssi~J?~ : 

concern and opposition to House Bill 575. While the setting up of Yin 
Inspection Stations with the ultimate goal of identifying stolen automobiles 
is an excellent idea and should be pursued, registering and titling of motor 
vehicles should not be taken away from local County Treasurers offices. 

If House Bill 575 should become law, all the fees and taxes collected 
will be given back to each district in the counties based on the percentage 
of the total monies collected the district had the previous year. Also, in 
the case where the motor vehicles are taxed using a particular mill levy, 
this bill dictates that an average of all mill levies in every dis~ric~ of 
a county will be used to tax these vehicles. In both of these instances, 
this is "extremely_unfair because some districts will receive more money 
than they otherwise would, while others will receive less. 

Also, the equipment located on some licensed vehicles is now being 
taxed, but in House Bill 575 this is not addressed and therefore will no_ 
longer be taxed. Realizing that all counties in the state are struggling 
and seem to lose additional tax monies every year, we do not feel that 
our counties should suffer additional loss of revenue simply because this 
equipment is not being taxed. Is it fair to other taxpayers in the state 
that must pay the full amount of tax or fee for their vehicles, when the 
ones with equipment on the back will not be taxed for .that equipment? 
We think not. 

Another concern that we have is that there will be some small counties 
inthe state that will end up not having a place to get their license in 
their county, simply because the size of the county won't warrant a full 
time staff and they will have to go to another county to get their license. 
While it is the intent of House Bill 575 that taxpayers would be encouraged 
to mail in for their license, the majority of people will not do that. They 
would rather come and get their license in person, as they do now. Under 
the present system, the Treasurer is now there full time carrying out the 
duties of the office, including the issuing of licenses, and the taxpayer 
is not inconvenienced in any way. 

It seems the best thing to do in our oplnlon is to get the current 
system on line in all counties, get the bugs out that now cause incorrect 
information sometimes to appear (or not appear) on the cards mailed to the 
taxpayer, and keep it under local government control and operation. 

CHUCK KRAUSE, SECRETARY 
MONTANA ASSESSORS ASSOCIATION 



EXHIBit 1c:2 
DATE $>:3 - z - 91 
HB S1S 

On behalf of the Powell County Commissioners and myselLI am 
expressing concern and opposition to House Bill 575. 

House Bill 575 should not become law. The original intent 
to pursue vin inspection stations for the identification of 
stolen vehicles and for a salvage title should still be a goal. 
However, the County Treasurer's office should remain the primary 
control agent for the registering and licensing of vehicles at 
the county level 

On-line county systems with the Registrars office in Deer 
Lodge should be placed in- all the counties instead of only 13. 
We believe that this will solve the registering and titling 
problems that are now present. 

In our county, we cannot see that we would have a reduction 
of staff because of H.B 575 being implemented. The treasurer's 
staff was reduced four years ago because of lack of funds. The 
current staff would remain and continue with other duties. 

We do not believe that an average of the mill levies in our 
county will benefit all the school districts. Some school 
districts will lose and some will gain. 

Tne concept that all taxpayers will license their vehicles 
via the mail is unrealistic. This year our county is only seeing 
maybe one percent mail-in registration. The problem of current 
addresses on the cards really hasn't been addressed. The 
additional fee for coming into the courthouse to register a 
vehicle is not fair but rather a penalty. 

The County Commissioners and other taxpayers in our county 
have questioned the need for the growth of state government and 
state control when control should remain at the county level as 
it has been for years. 

Thank You 

Cele Pohle 
Powell County Assessor 



-LEWIS AND CLARK COUNTY-{ 
City-County Bldg. 316 N. Park - P.O. Box 557 

Martha B. McGee-------County Treasurer / Assessor-------Helena, Montana 59624 

Phone 406/443-1010 

~! ~ 
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Averag~ HIli I,err Currpnt 
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EXHIBit I~ 
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0.09333 
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~. 077f'1l 
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,ql.l.,'~ 

19, if'l. 'J<; 

7'l'~. !q 
1 , ~, .,. 

I ~." 

5, \.,t;, '1 

1 Q, 732 .• 7 
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0.08754 147,721.7~ no chang~ In callectian or distribution 
0.0015 7,SI1.:Z 

Subr.ntills 558,217.76 

Tar Val TI.es Average Hill 428,346.84 



----LEWIS AND 
I 

City-County Bldg. 316 N. Park - P.O. Box 557 I 
I 

Martha B. McGee------County Treasurer / ~ssessor------Helena, Montana 59624 

Proposed Legislation HB 575 
2 and Option tar 
calculation ot 
Average Hill Levy Current 

Method ot 
KV 
rarable 

Phone 406/443-1010 

EXHIBIT_.:..I_~---
I DATE .:-0 ?-j'( 
~r- ) HB ~51,r;::. 

Lbilterence Distribution 
rar val in alouDt Real rsta rota I 

I 
I 

glel Scb Vist 
1 

Kill Levy Dlstrib Value tiles Arer collected perC!Dtag 
ande r nev 
letbod 

387,249.24 
187,985.88 
41,925.75 
2,939.44 

71,165.48 

Difference 

(156,3~5.el 
107,08.~.8 

6.11929 473,644.30 3,970,528.12 291,555.35 176,088.95 '.1986 
9.9698 I-aut 

2 
2c 
3 
3c 
4 
9 
9-out 
13 
25 
17 

38 
45 
HS dlStn t 1 
38 
45 
County 
Helena 
fast Helena 

subtotal 
AVERAGE Iflll levy 
State Ifills 
Scb Co-rIde lenes 
Vorecb 
Subtotals 

9.11929 
9.69333 
9.119333 
9.11802 
9.11802 
0.07700 
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0.11167 
9.82796 
IU2846 
0.011427 

9.04461 
9.117280 
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9 .• 8175 
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'.018 
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e.l815 
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707. 72 
16.67 

9,517.89 
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374,THI.H 
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3,218.75 

4Ib,28Z.e4 
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15,629.35 
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319,761.06 
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3,993.98 292.57 (275.90) 

213,357.77 15,989.24 (6,m.35) 
119,245.05 8,936.34 (255.30) 

5,620,134.22 421,178.48 (46,427.93) 
213,357.97 15,989.26 (19,648.91) 
121,424.78 9,549.34 /6,339.59) 

5,217,220.10 399,983.74 25,298.30 
3,317,952.85 248,659.79 18,743.12 

191,184.71 14,327.57 1,391. 78 
29,643,916.96 1,547,'75.71 195,636.49 

521,818.66 no cbange in collection or distribution 
8,941. 38 

2,389,768.74 

1,547,975.7I 

'.9271 
B.BB19 
'.8U8 
9.0997 
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e.fl25 
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9.8981 
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20,111.98 
69,463. 7~ 
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12,0B2.4~ 

2,919.41 
12,856.5 
1,~82.95 
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1
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(111,817.5 
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-LEWIS AND CLARK COUNTy-i-; .. 
II' ..,~ ~ 

J:q,.., <.~~ 

City-County Bldg. 316 N. Park - P.O. Box 557 ~ OF "'O~ 

Martha B. McGee-------County Treasurer / Assessor-------Helena, Montana 59624 

Fropos~rl Legl~l~tjon HB 575 

C~lcnIHJ1n or 

Average HIli Levy 

1-"'1 t 

4<; 

H:i dll:tnt 
l.q 

45 
Cilunq' 

H~i~n~ 

East Hel~na 
.~rJbtOt1j 

AVERAG~ HIll l~vr 

;itate Xlii; 

Hlil Levy 
0.1192' 

0.11929 
0.0933.3 
(U93.13 
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0.11802 
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fUJ44·1 
@.gmO 
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H!~h~d or T~'1DJ~ T1r val 
Dls~rlb raiu~ tImes Aver 
$Jj.J,24i.J~ ~747,:~?5.7 $71,141.46 

S,6,q.L~0 93,e89.04 6,975.19 

(,24'i.:<1 ~Q.lE6.'F 

:'(1, :\,1. 71 !Q'i,~Z1.1l 

1 , {l ~ !. l ,~ J;,6i2.15 
~ j ~ . ;: I~ i .J ) : .. G (, 

~ . 1 !~ ~.~'41.22 

3, 53F. G' ~ 1 , 'i ~ \. ~ ! 

3,618.22 4 Q, ;!!(l. 82 
"'1 If "; 

,p .2~ 1,.~'.?,?78.7~ 

2,'i)H'.5? 81,525.77 

I,nl. l? 12, /.'3.28 
12[1, 5BI.. 16 I, 'ill,294.15 

6;,511.67 77~,67'i.27 

4,548.98 ~'i:645.02 

Pl, '9@.2f! ',71', '87.57 

18,755.18 

2,185.16 
1J,QZ5.6~ 

2,323.23 
~9Ul(l 

9J.tl2 

" , ! t·~. ~ 2 

3,724.63 
1 ! ~, W). 48 

6,J@9.62 

.J, 951. 14 
111,257.89 
58,129.88 
4,1 7[1.09 

47°,346.84 

Phone 406/443-1010 

EXHIBIT. __ / ... e:3 __ _ 

In amount Re~j Estate 
collected Fercentage 

Under n". 

42,10@.48 

1,711.81 

10,781. 20 

60.05 

6,82'i.05 

( I, 769. 9@J 

(361.811 J 

{87. 72,1 
(2,472.76J 

{l06.41} 
(l2,.W.Z2} 

(4,069.03} 

{2,619.35J 

<- 7,328.27> 
4,381.79 

378.89 

L... 49,243.36> 

0.1985 
0.0698 
0.0271 
UJ019 
0.IlWI 
0.1l0@7 
0.@@83 
@.Il13@ 

1l.1l449 
0.01l25 

!U033 

1l.1lf.l01 
0.0144 
1l.f1!l96 

0.2524 

0.008/ 
f.l.f.l!l42 
0.1968 

8.09Z1 

85,(JP .• Q 

2Q,8 Q8.61 

11, 6iJ8. l{l 

1 9, ; f'.~ . 'J, 

3, \ 55. '.0 
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IQ,23.? 7~ 

I, l' :rl. D: 
1, 41 ; . ~ 'J 

4: .. " l 
6, )FQ.19 

4, 11 7. 1 I 

/@8, 114. '4 

3,469.- 1 

1, 7 Q 1.1''; 

84, 2Q8. f:~ 
39,451,1. ;4 

8.0063 2,698. 'iY 
1.0001 428, .18:.6 7()Q 

r " UI 
J] itt ~ r.: .. , 

71J ,'" ~ ,Ii ~ j ." , .. 
, Q'.' . l: ' .. 

{Q q; - 1; . -[ , 

1, !("J . 

! ! " 1 Q: :" 
P, '1 

1'.' • 

;; 1.','; .; 

I'.' . 

!, ,II.," 

4n~i 

4, '1' 1· 

I: j "'J .• :, .. 

4 ~ '.' . 

{J6,2 Q .'.\,· 

(23,I1H'. Q; 

{l,85(l.3; 

(49,2rl'.5· 

~~~ C~-ilae levl4~ 

VOfech 

@.~Bl54 14 7,771. H ~(' ch3ngl! l/l cojiecti·,n ar distribution 
0.8015 2,5 11.27 

Subr.nt.'l/ ~ 558,211.76 

far Val TIles Average HIll 4211,346.84 
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Proposed Legislation HB 575 
2 dnd Option tar 
Calculation ot 
~verage Ifill Levy Current 

Hethod of 
MV 
farable 

~ 
L..~'> 

~ar Val 

Phone 406/443-1010 

EXHIBIT La ". " 
DATEr3 . 1- 9L 
Hg.,B ~<._5~1...5;;::;:.--_ 

I 
DifferelJce 
ilJ alonnt Real fsta 

Il!!1 Scb Out 
1 

Ifill Levy Dlstrib val ae 
3,970,528.12 

tiles ~,er collected percentag 

Distribution 
Under n.t' 
letbod 

397,249.24 
197,985.88 
41,925.75 
2,939.44 

71,165.48 

Tot,,; ,I 
Difference I 
(155,J~5.0 

197,985.80 
12,082.4.~ 

2,939.41 
12,856.5 
1,082. Y 5 

8.11929 473,644,30 297,555.35 176,988.95 8.1986 
I-out 
2 
2e 
3 
3c 
4 
9 
9-oul: 
13 
25 
21 
38 
45 
HS distrit 1 
38 
45 
County 
Helena 
fast Helena 

subtotal 
~VgR~GI Ifill levy 
State Ifi 115 
Sea Co-rIde lerles 
Yofecb 
Subtotals 

8.11929 
'.89333 
8.89333 
8.118112 
'.11802 
8.877011 
8.11167 
8.11167 
8.82796 
8.82846 
8.88427 
8.84451 

' .• 7280 
'.86568 
8.'2583 
8,82526 
;.87979 
8.88859 

' •• 8175 

8.'74941 
.8.818 

' •• 8154 
'.8115 

rar Val files Average 1f111. 
-.-{ ' .. 

29,843.30 319,761.86 23,963.21 5,888.99 

58,308,95 494,059.91 37,825.34 21,283.61 

8,532.68 110, 814.t13 8,3114.51 228.17 
68,394.56 612,473.31 45,899.14 22,495,42 

2,45IJ,23 87,633.48 6,567,33 {4 , 117,18} 
707.72 24,867.18 1,863.57 {l,IH.85} 
15.57 3,9IH.98 292.57 {275.98} 

9,517,89 213,357.71 15,989.24 (6,H1.35} 
8,581.04 119,245.15 8,936.34 {255.30} 

374,750.55 5,628,134.22 421,118.48 (46,427.93) 
5,340.35 213,357.91 15,989.26 (18,648.91) 
3,218,75 127,424.78 9,549.J4 (6,338.59) 

416,282.04 5,217,220.78 398,983.74 25,298.38 
267,393,82 3,317,952.85 248,658.78 18,743.12 
15,629.35 191,184.71 14,327.57 1,381.78 

1,742,712.20 20,643,916.06 1,547,875.71 195,636.49 

107,296.50 
521,8I8.56.no cbange in collection Dr distribution 

8,941.38 
2,386,768.74 

1,547,875.71 

fII •• tI"'~lIlLllI. 

8.8598 
8.8271 
8.8119 
8.8U8 
'.Bl87 

8."83 
••• 138 
8.8449 
'.8825 
8.8133 
8.8881 

1,082.95 
12,840.73 
20,111.98 
69,453.70 
3,857.59 
5,105.35 

154.71 
e.e144 22,277.89 
'."'6 14,851.93 
'.2524 399,481.91 
•••• 81 12,531.31 
'.8.42 5,497.72 
'.J968 394,464.50 
'."2J 142,485.67 
•••• 63 9,746.58 
1.8"1 1,547,239.42 

. '-'; .. -
'" 

4,308.01 
/48,282.5 
69,463.7tJ 
1,417.45

1 4,397.5. 
138.114 

12, 76P.f!f' 

6,176.81 
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EXHrsITl..!i __ '--_ 

WITNESS STATEMENT DATE 3=1;-9 :: 
To be completed by a person testifying or a perso~~o want~ 
their testimony entered into the record. 

Dated this '1 day of /111/)/( ~ . 1991. 

Name: ~,(5)LSAt1/ /VI M ; LI £.c JE((USdY\ C-I£Z.ASl1~tr-
Add r ess : _......j6~·I"\u...o.L...ly~-=2~b~~·' ---'"1:..-..-_________ --.:.::6::::::::'" .l=:::..o..:...:~:.....__I/__U.·6-

&: \.t ld &- fYt-1 

Telephone Number: 

Representin~ whom? 

~.Su.rc..r j)~ S Q C /4 /; (})., 
\ 

Appearing on which proposal? 

liD S7S 
Do you: Suppor:t? __ Amend? -- oppose?L 

-f . If ~ hE 
PLEASE LEAVE. ANY PREPARED STATEMENTA WITH TJIE ~ITTEr SECRETARY ij~fJ I3s 

.:SGME~hl/lf _ tv L. tJ~ I< 7J (; !VI tufu!2C: / 
t!S~-{ 'Nor AS It- LS NOQ)-
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,." .... ,.; /lc/JSltrb" j ~l'> 

16 -7 ~ /iJ'I !/~)'J5 ~S -.... 
LJ z- f2cn:TruJ lJJale;vJ /~ 1ftw 
tl\ jJJ~ uJrlJ 1jL( 6T/fTr 
f.k1Kh 71(j S~(}lcf 



EXHIB~/.5 
DATE - 7- 91 
Ha >219 

AMENDMENTS TO HB579 
MONTANA COUNTY TREASURERS ASSOCIATION 

1. Page 6 line 14 

Following: "statementn 

Strike: ", stating" 
. Insert: "that" 

Following: "applicant" 

StnKe: ",stating" 

Insert: "is in" 

2. Amend 61-3-101 MCAas fonows: 

61-3-101. Duties or department - records. (1) The department shall keep a record 
as hereinafter speCIfied of all motor vehicles, trailers, and semitrailers of every kind, and of 
certificates of registration and ownership thereof, and of all dealers in motor vehicles. 

(2) IPI t"e e9'Se ef ffietep YeAiele-s, LPaileps, aRe seffiitpalleps, t:Ae The record ~ 
must show the following: . 

(a) name of owner, residence address by street or rural route. town ... and county, 
and BijsiReSS seepess mailing address If different than residence address; 

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

(c) manufacturer of car; 
(d) manufacturer's designation of style of car or vehicle; 
(e) IdentifYing number; 
(f) year of manufacture; 
(g) character of motive power and shiPPing weIght of car as shown by the 

manuf ac turer; 
(h) the distinctive license number aSSIgned to the vehicle; 
(I) if a truck or trailer, the number of tons' capacity or GVW If Imprinted on 

manufacturer's Identification plate; 
(j) such other Jnformation as may from time to time be found desirable. 
(3) The department shall file applications for registration received by it from the 

county treasurers of the slate and register the vehicles therein described and the owners 
thereof in suitable books or on index cards, as follows: 

(a) under the distinctive license number assigned to the vehicle by the county 
treasurer; 

(b) alphabetically under the name of the owner; 
(c) numerIcally under make and identifying number of the vehicle; 
(d) such other index of registration as the department considers expedient. 
(4) Vehicle regIstration records and Indexes and driver's license records and indexes 

may be maintained by electronic recording and storage media, 
(5) In the case of dealers. the records shall show the information contained in the 

application for dealer's license as reQuired by 61-4-101 through 61-4-105, as well as the 
distinctive license number assigned to the dealer. 

(6) In order to prevent an accumulation of unneeded records and files. the 
department shall have the authority and it shall be its duty to destroy all records and files 



which have ceased to be of any value. 
. (7) The department may establish and maintain a short-wave radio station in order 
to report motor vehicle registration Information to the highway patrol, to sheriffs, and to the 
chiefs of police of eac~ incorporated city of the state who are able to communicate with such 
short-wave radio station. 

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

... 
3. Amend 61-3-202 MCA as fonows: 

61-3-202. Certificate of ownership - issuance - contents - joint 
ownership. (1) Upon completion of the application for certificate of ownership. on forms 
furnished by the department. the county treasurer shall forward one copy of the application to 
the department, which shall enter the Information contained in the application upon the 
corresponding records of its office and, except as prOVIded in 61-3-103(1) and 61-3-201(2) 
concerning applications by creditors or secured parties, shall furnish the applicant a 
certificate of ownership subject to the prOVISIons of 61-3-103. 

(2) The certificate of ownership shall contain upon the face thereof: 
(a) the date issued; 
(b) the name and eeffi~let:e mailing and residence address or addresses of the owner 

or the names and addresses of joint owners; 
(d except as provided In 61-3-103, the name and complete address of any holder of 

a perfected security interest in the registered vehicle; 
(d) a description of the registered vehicle, Including the year built and serial 

number; 
(e) except as provided In 61-3-103, the filing date of any lien against such motor 

vehicle; and 
(n such other statement of facts as may be determined by the department. 
(3) When the names and addresses of more than one owner who are members of the 

same immediate family are listed on the certificate of ownership, joint ownership with right of 
survivorship, and not as tenants in common, is presumed. 

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

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

.. .~. '" 



WITNESS STATEMENT 

EXHIBIT~/~6_~-':/~_ 
DATE s3~ 1- 9, 
H& 51/-

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants 
their testimony entered into the record. 

Dated this JC day of ~ , 1991. 

Name: ~lIS4fl £)2_, _J!t:.r " () 
Address: £StJX 1i - /h/J::M12t6R -Jcr-WSJ71ltJ 

~() u///~C /Yl1" s5't" L 

Telephone Number: ;2;:2 S- L .-Ic2 5' / 

Appearing on which proposal? 

_~ 517 
Do you: Support? 'f" Amend? Oppose? __ 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
VISITOR REGISTER 

. ~ 
DATEc:::::::,.) . 1 - q! SPONSOR (S) ._--,--~-+-=--~~~~~"---+=--,,;;,,,, ___ _ 

iIIIt 

PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT 

. .-----------------------~--------------------~~--~~--.. NAM:E AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

j 

• 

III 

L· FfLrOtV 

.~~~~~~~~~~' ~~~,~~~~~~~~ 
PLEASE LEAVE P EPARED TESTIMONY WIT SECRETARY. WITNESS STATEMENT FORMS 
ARE AVAILABLE F YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN TESTIMONY • 

• 

.. 



DATE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
VISITOR REGISTER 

}h1~wwr5 COMMITTEE BILL NO. /J,8 66g-
'3 -7 - ~ I SPONSOR (S) ____ [2._Lp~--J_'."""'--1<-t'{.JL-------

PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT 

NAME AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

--------------------~----~--~ ),V~-J//1"R~J)~~ ~~i~J (J~y Gk 

\ 

X 

~ . \ 

~.., -h./A/ ~./f.////A'-/.A - / 

tJlr /i'br!)£ {l11,e~/GeJ b"1J 

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED TESTIMONY WITH SECRETARY. WITNESS STATEMENT FORMS 
ARE AVAILABLE IF YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN TESTIMONY. 
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. I J ~ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ~~ 

iIIII VISITOR • S REGISTER 

DATE ...3 ·1- 91 SPONSOR(S)_---JJ....-~~~~~.t---J.~~:::.....-----
.. PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT 

SUPPORT OPPOSE 

• 

• 

• 

.~~~~~~~~~~Fe~r~u~s=~=u~-~{r~~~u=f=er~~==~~X~ 
PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED TESTIMONY WITH SECRETARY, WITNESS STATIMENT FORMS 
ARE AVAILABLE IF YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN TESTIMONY. 

• 

• 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

VISITOR'S REGISTER 

BILL NO. ~ 
DATE ~. 1- 91 SPONSOR(S)_.J--~~_-IP~~~iI:O:::::I~.::L-___ _ 

PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT 

... ----------------------~--------------------~~--~~--~ N~1VIE AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

:K. • I~~--~----~~--------~~~~~------~----~----~~--~I 

x 
. ~(J.va -U~ ~o 11 Fe IX @(j Trrte~()r-er y 
iIII ~PL~E~A~S==E ==L~E:=:=;AV~E====P~R=:iEP~AR;::::;;;;:E:;;;=D ==T:;;:;E;=;;;;:ST::!':I:::;;:M::=!:O=::!!NY='=:!W!:=I==TH::::'=:S!'!!!E==CR===E:;;:;T:=:=AR!:!':Y::=.~W=I::T=N:ES:=:S====S=TA~T===EM~EN=T::==;!F:ORM::!'ffi:S~ 

ARE AVAILABLE IF YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN TESTIMONY • 

.. 



BILL NO. 

SPONSOR 

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

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

PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY. 
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