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 HB 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 renewal| 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
continue the 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 Langin, 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 CDL 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 the rural
areas will increase the work load in the rural areas. Mr. Tooley
said it was their intention to bring services to those areas that
are currently cut back because of the workload.

Closing by Sponsor:

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

HEARING ON HB 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
Buto 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, said the $10 fee will provide
the funding needed for this bill. It will be a one-time fee paid
by the public only when a title is issued or changed. He
discussed the changes in the bill. 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 systen,
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 onliy 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 FTE; 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 § 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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Opponents' Testimony:

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 1C, 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 comments. 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 wWitt, 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 raising 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. 1If 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

HI030791.HM1



HOUSE HIGHWAYS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
March 7, 1991
Page 10 of 16

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.

HEARING 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. 1In 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 between the two bills, is who will
own the systen.

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.

HIO030791.HM1
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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 cf mail-ins cr 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 systen
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.

HIO30791.HM1
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Opponents' Testimony:

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 on 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. Mr. 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., i1f 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 tc 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.
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ADJOURNMENT

Adjournment: 6:45 p.m.

CLAUD%g JOHNSON, (Helgretary

BS/cj
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Mr. Chairman, members of the committee. 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 1license 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 $4.09 increase to the basic license cost is intended to provide
a new express renewal service. The express station concept allows
the person who wishes to renew to do so without delay, 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. Qur 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



flexibility to answer unusual service needs in smaller communities.
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 Qf the least active stations in order to

try to Keep up with the increased worklocad statewide.

The 1increase 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 government which éz;£g§;7the 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
G lt
in large part through federal grant% as our operation is sl
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 c¢ontinuance 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 yvears following thereafter as outlined in the

federal legislation c¢reating the program.



The $8.0@ 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, Montana’'s fees are among the lowest in the

nation..

There are other bills before this committee dealing with staffing
requirements. These bills do not address either 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.



o CDL Costs in CDL-Issuing States ~ EXHIBIT, o

 DATEsmZ- 7 —HC;T:’
HB_. S G X

Costs For Drivers

Costs For Drivers Grandfathered
Number of Needing Skills Test From Skills Test Total Cost
Years CDL Total Cost Per Total Cost. Per Per
State Valid Cost Year Cost Year Endorsement
Alabama 4 $§ 50.00 § 12.50 $§ 50.00 § 12.50 No cost
Arizona 4 § 50.00 $ 12.50 $§ 25.00 $§ 6.25 §10.00
Arkansas 4 § 97.25 § 24.31 $ 97.25 '§ 24.31 No cost
California 4 $ 55.00 § 13.75 $§ 25.00 8 6.25 No cost
Delaware 5 $ 30.00 § 6.00 $§ 30.00 'S 6.00 No cost
Georgia 4 §100.00 § 25.00 § S50.00 ‘3 12.50 $ 5.00
Idaho 4 $§ 61.50 $ 15.38 $ 26.00 $ 6.50 § 3.00
Illinois 4 $ 40.00 $§ 10.00 $ 40.00 $§ 10.00 No cost
Indiana 4 $100.00 $§ 25.00 $§ 25.00 $§ 6.25 No cost
Iowa 4 $ 32.00 $ 8.00 $ 32.00 § 8.00 $ 5.00
Maryland 4 $ 60.00 $ 15.00 $ 16.00 $ 4.00 No cost
Michigan 4 $§100.00 § 25.00 . $ 40.00 $ 10.00 $ 5.00
Minnesota 4 S 34.00 $ 8.50 $ 34.00 § 8.50 § 2.50
Montana 4 § 24.00 § 6.00 $ 24.00 $ 6.00 No cost
Nebraska (Not Available)
New Hampshire 4 $ 40.00 $ 10.00 $ 40.00 $ 10.00 $10.00
North Carolina 4 $ 60.00 $ 15.00 $ 40.00 § 10.00 $ 5.00
North Dakota 4 $ 25.00 $ 6.25 $ 25.00 § 6.25 $ 3.00
ohio 4 § 75.00 $ 18.75 $ 25.00 $ 6.25 No cost
Oregon 4 $ 86.00 § 21.50 $ 30.00 $§ 7.50 $ 3.00
South Carolina 4 $ 25.00 $ 6.25 $§ 25.00 $§ 6.25 $ 2.00
. Tennesseae 4 $ 38.00 $ 9.50 $ 38.00 $§ 9.50 $ 2.00
Texas 4 $ 40.00 $ 10.00 $ 40.00 § 10.00 No cost
Utah 4 $ 80.00 $ 20.00 $ 30.00 § 7.50 $ 5.00
Virginia 5 $§ 35.00 § 7.00 $ 35.00 $§ 7.00 $ 5.00
Washington 4 $ 72.00 $ 18.00 $ 22.00 $ 5.50 $12.00
Average $ 56.39 $ 13.97 $ 34.57 $ 8.51 $5.17
Federal Highway Administration
Office of Motor Carriers
NOTES:

¢ Data as of October 1990. Subject to changc as States refine their fees. Individual drivers in the above
States may encounter slight variations in actual charges due to idxosyncxatic fee structures. For example,
drivers requiring learners’ permits or not taking the endorsement tests in conjuncuon thh the general
knowledge test may bave to pay a few dollars more in some States.

° Average endorsement cost is for States which charge for endorsements.
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DATE_F-

HB\\%ZCS
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO HE 568

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

SECTICN 2. SECTICN 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 licenses provided for in 61-5-114 is as
follows:

{a) The amount of 23-1#3% 25% of each driver's license fee

and of each duplicate driver's license fee must be deposited into
an 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) (1) If the fees are collected by a county treasurer or
other agent of the department, the amount of B% 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 (1)(b) (i) must be deposited into the

state special revenue fund for use by the department to defray
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LYY A
the costs of issuing licenses or duplicate 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.

(i1) If the fee igs collected by the department, the amount
provided for in subsection (1)(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-%43% 17.5% of each driver's license

fae and of each duplicate driver's license tee and the amount of
35% of each motorcycle endorsement fee must be deposited into the
state traffic education account.

{e) The amount of 38-%#3% £53.75% of each driver's license
fee gnd 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.

(£) If the fee is collected by the county treasurer or
other agent of the department, the amount of-5%-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 wvehicle
operator's endorsements, motorcycle endorsemehts, 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 (1)(b)(i) and (1)(c)(i) into the county
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general fund. He shall then remit to the state tréasurer all
remaining fees, together with a statement indicating what portion
of each fee is to be dep051tpd 1nto the account in the state
special revenue fund as p10v1ded 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 preovided in subsections (1)(a), (1){(d), (1)(e), and
(L) (£).

{h) I1f fees from driver's licenses, commercial vehicle
operator's endorsemontg, motorcfclé endoisements, and duplicate
driver's 11cnnses 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 the fees and statement, shall deposit
the fees as provided in subsections (1){(a), (1){(b)(ii),

.(1)(C)(ii), (1)(d), (1)(e), and (1)(£)."



L/
gﬁ:ﬂ? 7- 9/
MR85

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

The key changes in the bill are 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 needed to accommaodate the transfer, =
These changes occur throughout the bill.

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 the bill are as follows:

Section 13 pages 24 through 29 of the bill provides for the cancellation of a title or
registration rcceipt which contains an error.

Section 19 pages 36 through 37 of the bill provide for 2 additional registration
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 the owner
of a vehicle who receives a registration renewal reminder which contains a system
established value for the vehicle must return the re-registration request by mail.

Section 32 on pages 57 and 58 of the bill provides that the county treasurer
determine the average levy county wide, that will be used to establish 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 81 of the bill provides methods for insuring that county
treasurers motor vehicle employees are given opportunity to obtain positions within
the motor vehicle division upon transition to the new system.

Section 50 on page 75 of the bill provides clarification of motor vehicle 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 of the bill provides for an effective date.



MOTOR VEHICLE DEPARTMENT REVENUE/EXPENDITURE COMPARISON
LEWIS & CLARK COUNTY, MONTANA

Prepared for the Montana House of Representauves Highways Commitiee
: March 1991

EXPENDITURES (FROM COUNTY GENERAL F UND)

7 Revenue Clerks $107 552.
1/2 Admin. Clerk I - 6 375.
1/3 Accounting Clerk I1I 5,100..
1 Revenue Clerk (Lead person) 14 993
1 Accounting Clerk I1I 14.900.
' $148,920.
Fringe Benefits 32,500.
Operations & Maintenance 16.000.
TOTAL COST $197,420

MOTOR VEHICLE REVENUES (TO COUNTY GENERAL FUND)

Assessments $35,000.
2.5% Light Vehicle 110,000.
Other Fees 17,500, .
$162,500 -

- Total G.F. Revenue B
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AOb) S56-p6:
March 6, 1991

Cort Hacringten, Jr.
‘3islaetye Lobbyiac
intanz County Treasurers' Asgoec.

‘eleuna, ML 59620
vear Cort:

Hav ' studied HB 575, the State Assumption of Motor Vehicles, f find a numger
vl , 5 Lhat appear Lo Le wajur problews.

The State would require reregistration by mail on lighr vehicles and "other"
vehicies. In mv experience with the current mail notificatisn program, many

of the cards ave incorrect. If a eruck qualifies foxr the 16% farm rate on

thedx gross wehiecle weight, ther axe eharged at the 1007 rate. While wa elazvrly
marlk anv regiarvatrian reeccdinra for tax exemption. either military or Native
Anerican, the renewal card comes with a light vehicle fee. We have racantly
recaived a number of cards where just the opposite is true and the light vehiels
tee 13 missing even though tne customer pard Lt the year perfore. Lhe kegistrar's
1ot~ pracaceing suparviear e nahla eao provide us with a reascn for the errn~.

Anycne who sends an incoxrect amount to the Department of Motor Vehicles under,

che seauce progrom will £ind their cheek and renowal ocard xaturnad with inatruct~

ions to remew in person. People do make mistakes on these more often than you .
would think. We call or write asking for more money if needed or make a refund =
if necpssary.

I am very concerned abour the lack of service to the taxpayer. Rosebud County is

Lawmo amd mooclie wewel . Banmumnn Af ecdemse aemd AT ior cisiiren, viea 1 ey P asemamentaras A

custowers by mail whenever possible., This requires alot of phone time and lsttor
writing on our part, expecially in handling title transfers by mail. It saves
Cuunty reaidentcs frum making o orne hundred cight mile erip and a day Efvom wark.

I see no provision for mail servieé in this bill other than for car: and trucks.

moe e

Thioc 1eaVed @ TXAp to Trown faor all rciclo srunulvesy wud swnewmle of It Lgliwa y
vehicles, boats, snowmobiles, travel trailers and motorhomes, motor -¢_=s, large
truale 2ad opocial squipment. mnt ta mentian an applicartian far any ~—a of the
numerous "special' plates available. '
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J. Cort Harr:ngton, Jr. HB—jji
Page 2

"t Deparrment of Tngtice may destroy recoards of vehicles registrationg that
.= inactive after 4 years. We are required to keep a record for 8 years and

seode wese Clemwn Lo ouur cusConers,

The Ccunty would have no record of a mobile home title transfer if there is no

far “any peapla huy thees homeg without moving tham g¢ there would bs ne
- . rormit for informaction.

Teonle wha have chianwed] the anmiveresary dAarse An rhady» vahtalas o+ rhadiv vadquansr
will be reshuffled ®o fit the Regiobzraa'’s 12 wvutll teglsiratluu geglud plan.
Many af flume peaple wrm furmare and yanchaere whoe *2a0e theuis wshhielas sesvcod Lt

the same time for cenvanience.

The bill cayc the County will furumish space to the Dept. of Justice 1f space .a
available. I ncta thare ia ne provieion to deray the County'as cxpense,

If the Depr. found it necessary or chose to locate the office ocutaide of the
courthouse, they lose access to the Assessor. There are a number of references
to having vehicles assessed in this bill,

Thave is no guarantaa of a motor wohielo office baing open 5 days a weck nox ia
thoxo a guaxantas that ovoery countr will alvwars have an wflicu at all.

My biggoot objaction io revenuc: This Bill calls £for the use of a Yovuuty-wlilde

average levy"., Rosebud County has 15 levy districts. This formula increases
costs to the taxpayers in 9 of the 15 districts.

The bill calls for a distribution of funds based on the '"relative proportion
of residential real property ta: :s bill the previous year'". This means that our

rural school discricta. who ueed wmvery penay they can wgeit, W11 rarwtve vary 11rris
revenue from motor vebicles. Coulstrip, uvur "weallhy dlscrice” will receive the

moest.

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 fae and 57 of

tha QU Arnd wwawr vwasa kA, no well as dmceddacte labkvewmeb Savir wnvardaws wwllewwed aud

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
fees 1n adeltlon to proviailng space tor the Department’'s Motor Vehicle Division.

I appreciate—your -efforts-on our behalf.

Sincerely,

Sharon Lincoln
Rosebud County Treasurer
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As Proposed
n HEST vaLLEy 330,410, 59,048.77- 1.61010-
ng DEER PARK 155,720,484 17,335.79 .0,4777%-
0 FAIRMONT ERAM 360,846.29  40,169.00- {,0957%
4 SWAN RIVER 395,852,384  44,067.46. -1,20147
ne FALTSPELL RIRAL w.mbg.»%w.u_ 361,293.66- -9,85151
h COL FALLS PURAL 4,489, 418,57 499,778.26-12,4774%
ng IE57 GLACIER 716,003.23  79,707.22. 7,177
n3 CRESTON 253,761,28  28,249.96- (,7703)-
1 CAYUSE PRARTE ouw.h»“.wm 41,551.62- - 1512307 -
15 HELENA FLATS 265,152,701 29,518.88 - (), Q04T
20 FILA 407,884,95  45,362.04 -1, 2349Y-
ik SMITH VALLEY 134,742,.99  14,944.64-- 0, 40757
27 FLEASANT VALLEY AL5RT.58 12,421.47- - 0,33875-
73 SONERS | B37,545.95  93,293.92. .2, 54247
n LAKESIDE 901, 400,07 100,369.33 - 7, 77AB%
iR BIGFORE  RURAL 1,387,468.45 154,459.78 4,217
R SHITH VALLEY 72,774,62  8,101.28 0,770%3
44 WHITEF]SH RURAL 2,676,501,25 297,957.71 - @, |245%
&g ROUSELLE (SOMERS SD 29) 42,281,865  4,701.60-- 0.172872%
G EVERGREEN 1,630,912.07 181,558.18- -4, 9504%
KL MARION 305,385,337  56,261.54 |.5141
S OLNEV-FISSELL 285,791.23 31,814.67 0.BATSI
A7 NOUKTATN BRODE 137,756.78  15,814.67 0.41§7%
58 KUHNS (OBLNEY/RISS SD #58) 89,773.90  9,993.66 - ¢, 2775
74 WHITEFISH CIy 2,605,498, 42 290,054.46. - 7,9090}-
75 KALISFELL .CITY B, 717,784,465 970,496.05--24, 447R1-
T8 COL FALLS CITy 1,613,286, 17 179,603.45- - 4, 8973%-
. 3,667,397.46
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Hlatlhead @ty Treasurer

IDELLA SMITHERS 800 South Main
County Tisasurer : Kalispell, Mont. 53901
(406) 752-5300
- 1990 MOTOR VEHICLE STATISTICS Maotor Vehlcle Fxt 272
: Cowmt House O Ext. 219
Cash Recelpts f of Unlts
Pass Cars $2,090,796.75 33,356
Pickups 1,042,200.18 20,209 EXHIBIT. ’7
Trucks 202,719.62 2,021 DAT@
Trvl Trafilers 65,030.00 2,519
Util Trailers 117,855.98 9,001 HBs 8 25
Snowmobiles 24,149,00 1,290
Boats 130,250,20 6,366
Motorhomes 89,201.38 1,022
Pickup Campers 13,695.00 576
Motorcycles 34,067.86 1,920
Off Highway Veh 5,896.70 565
SM's 70,844.56 308
TOTAL TAXES COLLECTED $3,886,707.21 19,153
l.ess 77 of 27 -~ 219,309.79
TOTAL TAXES DISTRIBUTED $3,667,397.44
New lise Tax
Cars $ 339,819,721 1,673
Trucks 185,307.89 967
Motorcycles 2,985.29 67
Motorhomes 16,500.36 28
Total New Use Tax $ 544,612.75 2,735
TOTAL # OF UNITS LICENSED 81,888
Reg. Fees $ 358,858.36 ) _ 71,772
" Lien Fces 30,144.00 7,536
LTitle Fees S . e L16,731.00 23,458
'late Fees 5138, 783.82 N/A
Pers. Plates ' 62,579.75 . 4,266
Centennlial Plates - 3,113.04 136
-Rec, -Reg, Decalg -~ n-m w2y 275,00 e N/A
.60 Day Stickers - - 4,434 .00 2,217
Junk Vehicle Transfers - 24,076.00 . . 16,051
Junk Vehicle Re-reg o 29,720.00 59,440
COGVW L , »415.339.86 - N/A
. Noxious Weed . ... ... _. - .96,620.50 . o . 64,597
7% of 2% Dist. Court 219M 309.79 ~ N/A i
“Single Trips FEE IR IR 25.00 5
SM's L o 1,540.00 4 308 -
" late Fees - Co T .10,990.00 ‘ ’ 1,099 =Dl oo
- Postage : : SR e 10,402.34 ' N/A e o
" Highway Patrol Ret ©17,953.50 71,806 '
Motorecycle Safety 4,705.00 1,882
TOTAIL, FEES $1,965,600.96

GRAND TOTAL OF ALL MOTOR VEHICLE TAXES AND FEES - $6,177,611.15

Total Motor Vehicle Taxes and Fees Pald to State - $1,617,985.35 = 26,192
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m. Cascade County mus
@'a/&/@%’m

CENTER OF MONTANA'S LIVESTOCK AND FARMING AREAS

- &
TELEPHONE: (406} 761-6700 .:”,*'
Great Falls, Montan:’59401
i
" School District Actual Distr. H.B. #575 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
1X 6,294.72 39,647.83 33,353.11
1XX 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
o 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
' 3%X 4,914.90 20,351.79 15,436.89
- 5 49,035.99 34,762.46 -14,273.53
5% 2,424.29 151.31 -2,272.98
- 5%X 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
L 95 7,077.34 13,939.95 6,862.61
Totals 3,362,264.62  3,362,264.62 ---
"
-
-
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BILLINGS, MONTANA

59101

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

RE: H.B. 575
Ladies and Gentlemen:

This letter will serve as formal notice that the Montana
Assessors' QAssociation 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 ARugust, 1990. We feel that an already
over-burdened Driver's License Bureau could not effectively
handle motor wvehicle 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 1like 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.

Slncerely,

MAX R. LENINGTOE ;

YELLOWSTONE COUNTY ARSSESSOR

FOR: THE MONTANA ASSESSCRS' ASSOCIATION

ML:MAA



EXHBIT__{/

DATE &2 7-F)
B, <D 7 ‘

On behalf of the Montana Assessors Association, I am eJﬂrcaoLua
concern and opposition to House Bill 575. While the setting up of Vin
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 district o
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 iess.

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 opinion 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.

(]
Lhuck Khowse
CHUCK KRAUSE, SECRETARY
MONTANA ASSESSORS ASSOCIATION




EXHIBIT__ /o2

DATEsT - 7- 9/
HB~2 Z5

On behalf of the Powell County Commissioners and myself,I am
expressing concern and opposition to House Bill §575.

House Bill 57% 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.

The 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



—LEwrs AND CrarRxk COUNTY

City-County Bldg. 316 N. Park — P.Q. Box 557

g

—-Martha B. McGee

County Treasurer/Assessor

Helena, Montana 59624

Froposed Legislation HB 575

Caleniation of

Average Niii havy
Flea Sch Dist ¥ill Levy
! #.11979
1-ant #.11929
2 9.09333
e 4.49333
3 g.11802
10 9.11802
¢ 2.07182
9 2.11167
-0t @.11167
13 8.027%
25 0.82844
27 9.00427
18 #.0445]
45 8.07280
#s distric i 9.06568
18 9.02503
45 0.8252%
County 9.07979
Belena 2.28659
Bast Helena 2.08175
subotal
AVERAGE M1i] levy 2.8749¢1
State Nilje #0138
Sch Co-wide levies 9.08734
VoTach 0.0015
Subtatals

Tar Val Times Average Mill

Current
Nothad nr

§113,241.

8,681,

29,53,

2,249, 91

0,780,

£
1,083,

2282

S,
3,636,
3,618,

104,569,

2,040, 52

1,301,

10, 58¢

62,511.67

4,548,
117,5%.

0,371,

47,021,

2,800

658,217.
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i

Phone 406/443-1010
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DATE__Lé_‘ oZ-7/
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29,899,
11,608,
913, %
19,7004
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5,568 €]
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1,070,
1,412.3
42,
5,168,
4,121,
108,114.7
3,469.%
1,709,
84, 294, 4
33,450, ¢

7,69,

EXHIBIT
LA
< CS T HB_ G;:;S—?;7
bl jﬂz*¢t Difference
Tavahje Tar val in amount Real Bstate
Valye tives Avar Cnllacted Porrantage
£949 230 857 §71 141,46 42,106.48 8.1986
p.2698
93,089.04 6,976.19 1,7111.81 9.0271
9.0819
I8P, 0R5.84 18,755.18 10,781.2¢ 2.0460
0.6007
RN LT T, 18875 £0.95 g.0082
198, 871,71 13,325 66 6,825.05% g.a138
9.0449
11,612.18 2,823.23  (1,769.90) 9.0025
1,917.%6 593.00 {367.89) 2.0833
1,241.22 93.02 (87.72) 0.0001
81,575.47 6,109.67  (2,472.76) 0.014¢
49,700,381 3,72¢.53 (186.41) 0.0096
), 855 22825 116,804, 48  (12,831.21) 2.2524
81,525.77  6,189.62  (4,069.83) 9.0081
57,171, 28 3,951.14  (2,619.35) p.0047
TSF1, 24015 113,237.89 7,328.27 8.1968
YIS RTS. 2T 58,129.88 4,3%1.7¢ 9.0921
§%,645.02 4,170.0¢9 378.8% 0.0863
5,715, 787,87 47° 346,84  48,743.36 1
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428,346

THURBEN' 2 ,@ nELEns

.84

Distribntran
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Lewrs AND Crark COUNTY—

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

—Martha B. McGee County Treasurer/Assessor Helena, Montana 59624
Phone 406/443-1010
EXHIBIT /_‘1.3
Proposed Legislation HB §75 DAT -07-2
2 and Option tax M s '
Caleulation of Z‘ﬂ"' H
Average Nill Levy Current NV LM erence Distribution
Nethod of faxable far Val in amount Real Bsta Under new Total
Blea Sch Dist ¥ill Levy Distrib Valye tizes Aver  collected Percentag method Difference
1 8.1192% 473,644,306 3,978,528.12 297,555.35 176,088.95 @.1986 387,249.24 (166,395.@’
1-out 9.11929 ' 8.0698 187,935.28 197,985.8
2 #.89333 29,843.30 319,761,906 23,963.21 5,880.49 8.8271 41,925.75 12,082.45
2 0.89333 0.8819 2,939.44 2,939.4
3 . B.11802 §8,308.95 494,059.91 37,028.3¢4 21,283.61 0.0450 71,165.48 12,856.5
3¢ 8.11802 8.0087 1,082.95 1,082.°9
4 2.27708 §,532.68 119,814.83 8,304.51 228.17  0.0083 12,840.73 4,308.2¢%
9 #.11167 68,394.56 612,474.31 45,899.14 22,495.42 8.8130 28,111.98 (48,282, 5!
9-out 2.11167 8.0449 69,463.7¢ 69,463.7¢
13 4.82796 2,450.23 87,633.40 6,567.33 (4,117.18) @.@025 3,867.69 1,417.4¢
25 9.02846 707.72 24,867.18 1,863.57 (1,155.85) #.0033 5,105.35 4,397.5.
27 8.00427 16.67 3,983.98 292.87 {275.38) d.8801 154.71 138.¢
38 8.04461 9,517.89 213,357.77  15,989.24 (6,471.35) 6.8144  22,277.89 12,760, 36
45 9.07280 8,681.04 119,245,985 8,936.3¢  (255.30) 0.88%  14,851.93 6,179.8
KS distrit 1 8.06668 374,750.55  5,620,134.22  421,178.48 (46,427.93) 0.2526 399,481.91 15,731.3
38 #.92503 §,340.35 213,357.97 15,989.26 (10,648.91) 4@.8881 12,531.31 7,158.9
45 8.92526 3,218.75 127,424.78 9,549.34 (6,330.59) @.8042  6,497.72 3,278.9
County 8.87979 416,232.84 5,217,220.79¢  394,983.7¢ 25,298.30 8.1968 304,464.58 (111,817.§
Helena 9.88059 267,393.82  3,317,952.85 248,650.78 18,743.12 9.8921 142,485.67  (124,928.1%
Bast Helena 9.088175 15,629.3% 191,184.71 14,327.57 1,301.78 0.8863 9,746.58 {5,882.77)
subtotal 1,742,712.20 20,643,916.66 1,547,875.71 195,636.49  1.0081 1,547,230.42 (195,48]1.778
AVERAGE Mill levy 8.874341 S
State Nills e.018 187,296.58
Sch Co-wide levies #.98754 521,818.66 no change 1a collection or distribution
VoTech - 8.9815 8,941.38
Subtotals ‘ 2,380,768.74
fax Val Pimes Average Hill 1,547,875.71

THuRRER'S Q uLne %



—LEwrs AND CLARK COUNTY

City-County Bldg. 316 N. Park — P.0O. Box 557

—Martha B. McGee

County Treasurer/Assessor

Helena, Montana 59624
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City-County Bldg. 316 N. Park — P.Q. Box 557 o
——Martha B. McGee County Treasurer/Ass_essor - —Helena, Montana 59624
Phone 406/443-1010

EXHIBIT.
,, - | =3 -7-7L
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To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this _Z day of /WA/Q/\ , 1991.
Name: s Sycan M M /le, Tg((usmg (L5 ASUR S

WITNESS STATEMENT

Address: f%ny 25 7 /\50 X /{(
Peulder MT 59463 =2 |
Telephone Number: 229 (/2-5/
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[KEASULr £ 45@0(‘ s ‘A[J)«a\
Appearing on which proposal?

HB S5T5
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EXHIBIT. /5
onte F- 707
HB.

712

AMENDMENTS TO HB579
MONTANA COUNTY TREASURERS ASSOCIATION

L. Page 6line 14

| Following “statement”
Strike: “, stating”
Insert: “that”
Following: “applicant”
Strike: “stating”
Insert: “is in”

2 Amend 61-3-101 MCA as follows:

61-3-101. Duties of department — records. (1) The department shall keep a record
as heremafter 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) %keese—ef—fne%eﬁvehmes—%ﬁeﬂaﬁ—em%eﬂem—ehe- The record shel
must show the following:

(a) name of owner, residence address by street or rural route, town, and county,
and-bustress-address 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;

(q) character of motive power and shlppmq wenght of car as shown by the
manufacturer; -

(h) the distinctive license number assigned to the vehicle;

(i) if a truck or Lraller, the number of tons capacity or GVW if imprinted on
manufacturer’s identification plate; f

(j) such other information as may from time to time be found dessrable

(3) The department shall file applications for registration received by it from the
county treasurers of the state and register the vehicles therein described and the owners
thereof in suitabie books or on index cards, as follows:

(a) under the distinctive license number ass:gned to the vehicle by the county
treasurer; S :

) alphabetlcally under the name of the owner;

(c) numerically under make and identifying number of the vehlcle, '

~ (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 xnformahon 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 accumuiation 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 radlo statlon in order
to report motor vehicle registration information to the highway patrol, to sheriffs, and to the
chiefs of police of each incorporated city of the state who are able to communicate with such
short-wave radio statfon.

(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. Amend61-322 MCAasfollows: . ..o

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 t.he applicant 2
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-cemplete majling and residepce address or addresses of the owner
or the names and addresses of joint owners;

(c) 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 vebicle, 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

(f) 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. :
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To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.
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Name: Susen 2 01/ Epe

Address: Box N T A RER e t’)é/éﬁ/ @
/Bp u e, M7 59632

- Telephone Number: R2S 5/925//

Representing whom?

[ len<irér's AsSo C/)G%/W

Appearing on which proposal?
577

Do you: Support? )( : ‘Amend? Oppose’

C°’“‘“e“ts //f;%ura/ s Uﬂf/zﬂ/)/ /%/7[47“ ﬂé//(’/%%

bbr ﬂgé/c (pprer pls v ASE AlsE
2€ [%Aﬁi s F2nY /////// [ )VJ//V////%@

Sk 20/ 90/ 12 5
fenslal o ) P07 X/ REGister=p E/ cles
Corpmem Ef¥cctie Date of Jg2n / g7
A4 LAws Péi/\\[/n&?/ +o /%0297 ﬂE//C/é‘S
o f STAIF W) s /%mzf/ feys /[

' L ste o Would /75//0 he
Cureepl System L thhoct /)Mrmf

O Ve I“I\A\,Ll

WITNESS STATEMENT

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

i. Q[(A/u\u/,(\ o

REGISTER

DATE& 7 QJ SPONSOR (8)"
) PLEASE PRW

l NAME AND ADDRESS 8 REPRESENTING J svveor | cerose

PLEASE PRINT

s WL e Beide

/e Q.

ITTEE 7L/6 56§
o LA

I asm G//Efér?%

PLEASE PRINT

)V\aqf; scen@m )77Z >/j9 Lig

“1%7»@ /2 A7 M //ék ﬂ@

- [ALLE 2t s ﬂm%iﬂbl[mzéaﬁw
{iding M

] Jmc@ﬁw\,

\M Ve

MI r\P_FCLl @0

Pea&u\/er

- Bl’l\%& fFnn Bricker
- NAhry Plard

@ay/rﬂ/ﬂgc/ Ca / [P2S4y rf

#/ﬂi;wée‘ 4. Wi

—
/ yveag Sa e

S@MQ/?V§ CT;

T Coondk

Sonders Co

Jeam@ Pkt ey

Disvr [ FErLronw

7;015 Co TR crsoren

y i(?&&l/( \ puleol

Farcx 0, Trasvrer

ARE AVAILABLE 1IF YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN TESTIMONY



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES :
VISITOR REGISTER ol 0;(’3\

H’l@r{/l\/w\jls COMMITTEE priL No. A/ SLE

DATE 23-7-1| SPONSOR (8) IZLP Jim  Rice
PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT

NAME AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING oprosE

bl 1] e i (osetl Co T
Arthar K[ez,d[/md Blae Co Copmm X
77,“4@ Fz /M 77@0?1 L—Q@ Wi &y J/

Zéu/ LAINGeEr T Moroe (Treeews fesis | X

==

e e e
PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED TESTIMONY WITH SECRETARY. WITNESS8 STATEMENT FORMS
ARE AVAILABLE IF YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN TESTIMONY.



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES / G’é A

VISITOR'S REGISTER

‘ //Ql,ou«%g___ COMMITTEE BILL No. &ézg S/5
paTE 3 -7- 9/ SPONSOR (8) Q—&O @ ,&d&

" PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT

| NAME AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING oprose

AL ', «Jéé(%ﬂn KDL
«XM/@WQ/ EW Zgw I psr Co

: / W /J——Mj\m i j% LLLMAL) ‘
5ot (oot |\ Thte OsTtpzonser]
‘ a2 T 4 Ml 2@ yau Mac[@on@,rﬁea S&red
Rothy Qllasd | Bossodoad (p Tosas s

%A@W oiw itz Tead,

Vv/%ll[kw, A’Y\r\ %4 (cker /Ul ncm/ Co (\ea_&l&fcl"
M ary /%4 Beow Vi | g oto/ ) (o 788
3//4/1/’4 L E'I——T'O'\/ ;OOL/_:’ ce.//—z)f'/is,
gﬂr/w 1/ L(// 1 h . fe &N{erc @ _ﬁ(ﬁﬂ(}’f/
‘ I KK ey Sangers Oo Telin K@\/JL,
’fusan ﬁuga)/\ Bfergus G Trecsurer
PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED TESTIMONY WITH SECRETARY., WITNESS STATEMENT FORMS
ARE AVATLABLE IF YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN TESTIMONY.

7

I P b PR PO




HB 515

COMMITTEE ON

Alecoras £,

,DATE

3 7-9/

@«aﬁa@ﬁz

R{#) M ﬁjﬁ%&, MRS REGISTER = = 0(;‘;
REPRESENTING BILL # ‘ﬁjﬁ%%&%
Dc MALD /VlaClﬁ)/A/ ﬂcwaaek Coasly Comm s75~ X
W L Bomro Al sire CLMMIJ Loy | G I ‘X;
/ / 'dlw ‘K/Mw q?ﬂw Ow»ub, fca-wm SIS X
_Clale /1 M(Ze-f N AN X\,
%\L&w ﬂ/uu\M Blasmg p. T, 595 \
(L X?wwk Ll i 78 X&
Yo\ @u&{ev«e__ Gunts S jal
rets Co //w»w 575 e
) @LWJ;‘ 524" X
Coertetrons (20, 575 X
{

D Ve e an B lon| 25 X

LRV ery s s Ry, | 575 (z”
iy D) Melerer | 575 ] X
0,08 2 = <2< X

AL /\uh ‘D,@déﬁ /A@s»\

b5

S I Y. T D




HOUSE

/ot

OF REPRESENTATIVES

VISITOR'S REGISTER

Mesireae

COMMITTEE

~ DATE J" 7— 9/ 'sponson(S) Q‘ep .
PLEASE PRINT

PLEASE PRINT

Y épé/

[ S i M JEE

: f BILL NO. %{; ;S:i 2 ;

PLEASE PRINT

- %//m Z/M% i)iuf ;[mdf'z/g'

7 A G Zote
7%/0 S /M/O/ (S 05 @7%\/

77’;3413. (;:Y&w1t4€_ él?

(e Zf e

=

Kotto, (2asd

//(ﬁ,éa /0@?&2,@4&/2%/
el //4/ Zaliaat

B\‘ \‘\J; Ann E}r“cKar

M;'/L@rq,l (o Treacurer

mﬂ/&/l WﬁQMU Mg

/(%H//Uu Co. JRepsyrex

7%2/.4 /?/ZM/VWVUVV Vv cfpyadn Co Toeg

Oavlow A (D Nde LS de G reosiser
LDrawvs L. Feiron Toole (Lo Theascerr
Qeanie Pinktey Sander Co. TChie Co J

o Jargaon

i‘PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED TESTIMONY WITH SECRETARY
ARE AVAILABLE IF YOU CARE TO SUBMIT WRITTEN

><><>¢,N-><$< 7<"><><>§><\§<

Fergs Go Traasorer

WITNESS8 STATEMENT FORMS
STIMONY, ‘




VISITQRS'nHREGISTER

/QLA._,?Q WZ}KQMMITTEE 2 dﬁ I
BILL NO. /Tllﬁ A _ ] DATE ..\\5 7,9/
SPONSOR zg#g . Q’gw

— - o > G T — D =P G o Y M T D M G D W G G A P WD NP G A L - e G T A G Y S — o W D D e ——— T - = - o =" -

NAME (please print) REPRESENTING SUPPORT |OPPOSE

47‘@%\1)&/\ o€ (o \nes
zl&\1(®J;4 iiLAJAJLQ Ei&lxﬂAD (L\ %fUuLQJ

éo/é p&/;z\&: | ?%/C& Asczscprt
Xg)@éwﬁ?ﬂ?mw Wmd/& [ ttaso .

ok a0 Ll oo 2,

\

&d TN @ NG v~e \ (QU.B‘L@ e Cou n‘,\'y

/
%ybflﬁakh- 4<<7¢‘M}fNJd i%glAIAfQ, (?a (Tﬁn(ﬂ\

“' +4

ix&xXXXkax

?fwfwﬂé ﬂ/wf W
Lt MA@&/M / Mj%{mﬂ} 2T
Dty W DoA / IsD X

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

f?ﬁ‘ PLEASE LEAVE PREPARED STATEMENT WITH SECRETARY.

CS-33




