
MINUTES 

MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
52nd LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

Call to Order: By Chairman Bardanouve, on March 15, 1991, at 8 
a.m. 

ROLL CALL 

Members Present: 
Francis Bardanouve, Chairman (D) 
Ray Peck, Vice-Chairman (D) 
Dorothy Bradley (D) 
John Cobb (R) 
Dorothy Cody (D) 
Mary Ellen Connelly (D) 
Ed Grady (R) 
Larry Grinde (R) 
John Johnson (D) 
Mike Kadas (D) 
Berv Kimberley, (D) 
Wm. "Red" Menahan (D) 
Jerry Nisbet (D) 
Mary Lou Peterson (R) 
Joe Quilici (D) 
Chuck Swysgood (R) 
Bob Thoft (R) 
Tom Zook (R) 

Staff Present: Terry Cohea, Jim Haubein, Taryn Purdy, Carroll 
South, Terri Perrigo, and Sandra Whitney, LFA Office 

Sylvia Kinsey, Committee Secretary 

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

Note: Chairman Bardanouve and Vice Chairman Peck alternated on 
chairing the meeting. 

Announcements/Discussion: Chairman Bardanouve turned the meeting 
over to Human Services Subcommittee, Chair Dorothy Bradley. 

HOUSE BILL 2 

HUMAN SERVICES 

REP. BRADLEY said the subcommittee was composed of REP. JOHN 
COBB, JOHN JOHNSON and herself, SEN. MIGNON WATERMAN (Vice 
Chair), TOM KEATING AND DENNIS NATHE. The LFA staff was Taryn 
Purdy, Carroll South, Terri perrigo and Sandra Whitney. The 
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sUbcommittee secretary was Faith Conroy. Tape 1 

REP. BRADLEY said it was at her request when the subcommittee was 
put together and approved by CHAIRMAN BARDANOOVE that this 
committee be balanced politically. Therefore nothing that comes 
before this committee in the way of a recommendation could have 
reached you without the support of both parties. She 
complimented the LFA staff for an excellent job and Budget office 
analysts Dan Gengler and Bill Furois for their good work. 

Mrs. Cohea reported that the request for Long Range Planning 
review of Maintenance and Repair had been reviewed in LRP and it 
was approved by the Governor's office. It was suggested it be 
about $200,000. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. MENAHAN moved to reconsider the committee 
action in closing the section on General Government. Second by 
Rep. Quilici. Motion passed. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. MENAHAN moved to accept $200,000 on A-155, 
Military Affairs. Second by Rep. Quilici. Motion passed 12 to 6 
with Rep. Peck, Thoft, Swysgood, Cody, Kadas and Cobb voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. MENAHAN moved to close the section on General 
Government. Second by Rep. Kadas. Motion passed unanimously. 

(Secretary did not receive a copy of EXHIBIT 1) 

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL & REHABILITATION SERVICES 

REP. BRADLEY gave an overview of the approximately 12 major 
programs. SRS has over 900 employees and works on about 76 
programs for 70,000 people on an ongoing basis. They administer 
the medical and financial assistance programs for the state, 
administer child support enforcement, determine financial 
eligibility for assistance, make disability determinations for 
federal social security, provide vocational rehabilitation, 
visual rehabilitation, visual and disability services. She 
reviewed Medical Assistance which includes the Federal Medicaid 
program and the state medical program which operates in the 12 
assumed counties. The federal government participates in 
medicaid funding while the state funds the medical assistance. 
She explained what was covered by the various programs throughout 
the SRS budget and said she would not try to hide what this says 
because they are going from a base of 78 to 105 and this means we 
are talking about $45 million additional dollars. 

EXHIBIT 2, Summary of SRS Language Approved by Human Services 
Subcommittee was distributed. 

REP. KAnAS referred to page 2 on the second table EXHIBIT 2; the 
total was $30.1 million and asked if that was equal to the 
Executive and Legislative mods? Does this include current level 
adjustments. REP. BRADLEY said those are the Legislative and 
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Executive additions. The totals do not include the current level 
adjustments. She read page 1 of the Summary of SRS language, 
discussing each in turn. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this was 
the same base as last time and REP. BRADLEY said the same base 
but there is a dollar price tag on it, but it is a very low base. 

Under 2) CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if it was mandatory that one 
parent participate in training or a work program. REP. BRADLEY 
said it will be required. Ms. Robinson, Director, SRS said we 
have a secondary problem that in some areas they do not have 
enough participants to have a program and this gives some 
flexibility to the Department. REP. COBB said the program is to 
begin July 1, and we let them have "may" for flexibility. They 
might not want to help someone, but it will help to get people 
off the program. There are about 900 families out there and SRS 
has said this is the hardest group to get off welfare. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said the Legislature made requirements last 
session and though they began the program many of them did not 
follow through. Is that correct? REP. BRADLEY said there is no 
question in dealing with the Department that they are out to 
promote these programs, get people involved, start saving dollars 
and getting people off welfare. 

REP. CODY said the statement was made there were 900 families in 
the state. What percent of the money is involved in this AFDC 
program? Ms. Robinson said this is a special category in AFDC 
called the unemployed parent program because most of the AFDC 
participants are single heads of household. This program used to 
be optional where 2 parents that were unemployed could draw AFDC. 
Where states like Montana had participated in the past, it is no 
longer optional, we have to continue providing it. Montana has 
more AFDC participants than the states around us. If you take 
out the unemployment parent program which the other states were 
not providing, we are about down to the other states. While this 
group makes up 10% of the AFDC population they cost 15% of your 
money. It was their recommendation that instead of allowing this 
population to be optional, this group recommended we use a model 
similar to the general assistance program by requiring their 
participation in the program and get them back into the work 
force more rapidly. They did not want to rob the job programs, 
and they would like to fund this by saving money in the AFDC 
program since they are more expensive. The committee has given 
them the authorization to pull money out of the AFDC programs to 
fund work programs for these people. 

On 5) the Child Support Enforcement program, REP. SWYSGOOD asked 
how much this fund reverted back last session and REP. BRADLEY 
said $250,000. Ms. Robinson said the Parent support Program was 
able to pay back the loan from the general fund and in addition 
$225,000. The loan was about $500,000. 

6) Fund transfer, CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said he was somewhat 
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opposed to the last State Medical. The rest of the transfer is 
not objected to but the state medical is 100% general fund 
dollars and he felt the Legislature should not allow money to be 
transferred in there unless it was directly approved. REP. 
BRADLEY said they were entering into a somewhat experimental 
program to try to cut those expenditures in half. CHAIRMAN 
BARDANOUVE said that is one program where you will increase the 
cost if you allow more money to be transferred in. 

9) Provider rate increase of 2% each year for medicaid and state 
medical providers. REP. KENAHAN asked if it means some will be 
7% and REP. BRADLEY said no, these were only the medical 
providers that were at 2%. 

10) REP. CODY asked if it were possible to look at the dollar 
amount and know what percent increase it is and REP. BRADLEY 
answered yes. 

EXECUTIVE ACTION 

REP. BRADLEY said EXHIBIT 2 showed the mods and could be used 
instead of the narrative. 

KOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved Food stamp Employment & Training 
dollars, Executive mod 1) page 3 of EXHIBIT 2 be adopted. Second 
by Rep. Cody. Motion passed unanimously. 

KOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 2) Food Stamp Job Search be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Cody. Motion passed unanimously. 

KOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 3) statewide JOBS program be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. SWYSGOOD asked if this money would implement the program 
statewide, and if all the other counties that were excluded in 
the pilot are going to receive it, or is it still selective. Ks. 
Robinson explained there were some rural areas that would be too 
expensive because of isolation and small population but this 
would cover 27 counties and about 95% of AFDC recipients. 

REP. SWYSGOOD asked how many counties were served in the initial 
program and Ks. Robinson said 7 to 10. REP. SWYSGOOD asked if 
this would add an additional 17 and Ks. Robinson said all across 
the state. They have targeted the ones with the most AFDC 
programs. REP. SWYSGOOD asked how it had spread out from the 
pilot program and Ks. Robinson said they are going to have it . 
across the state and 59% of AFDC will be involved in the program. 
REP. COBB remarked that this is a federal requirement. 

Vote: Motion to adopt 3) statewide JOBS program passed 
unanimously. 

4) Child Support Enforcement. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this 
is all federal dollars and REP. BRADLEY answered largely there is 
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some in Proprietary funds and the rest is in enforcement. 

REP. PECK asked if this was contracted services and Ms. Robinson 
said they have been testing this in parts of the state. The 
committee approved new positions which were on top of, not 
instead of two additional clerical help. REP. PECK asked if this 
is a privatization effort and Ms. Robinson said privatizing in 
certain areas. They are working on this across the country. 
CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said these contracts are faceless, those FTE 
disappear when they go into a contract. How many FTE does this 
contract raise? Ms. Robinson said it represents 13. They are 
putting on a lot of FTE just on paper. 

REP. BRADLEY said the committee looked at anything with 
privatization with careful scrutiny. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said he 
would like to know all along how many people were hired through 
contracts. 

REP. KAnAB asked what the revenue source is and REP. BRADLEY said 
it is from those that are found and their wages withheld. REP. 
KAnAS asked if the Department reflected revenue from this and Ms. 
Robinson said this is a new program the legislature set up 2 
years ago to see if they could be self supporting. These are not 
people on AFDC. People not on AFDC get their money directly, 
those on AFDC, the ·state keeps all but $50. This is required by 
the feds and we have to pay money back to the feds. 

There was further discussion on contracts and CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE 
asked about the privatization contracts like the one with 
security guards and if there was a savings. Mr. Sundsted, Budget 
Director, Governor's office, said that information is available 
but he did not have it with him. 

MOTION: REP. COBB moved 4) Child Support enforcement be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Peck. 

REP. COBB said this modification will allow them to hire the 
additional staff they need to revert the money to the general 
fund. They are taking a loan out and adding 31 more people. 
This language would go on page 1. 

REP. CODY said you mentioned 5,000 paternity cases that need to 
be collected, how many of those are beneficiaries? REP. COBB 
said he did not know. REP. CODY asked if he would have any 
objection to some sort of sunset so they are not ongoing 31 FTEs? 
REP. COBB said this amendment is just for 2 years. 

REP. BARDANOUVE said a problem is that there is no appropriation 
here. REP. COBB said they would get a general fund loan and 
can't expend the funds without the program. Mrs. Cohea said even 
with a general fund loan they can't expend the funds without the 
spending authority. REP. COBB said he would like to do this 
first and then the amendment. 
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REP. COBB said he would hold the above motion and make this one 
first. 

MOTION: REP. COBB moved to adopt EXHIBIT 1 Amendment # 1, the 
language. His motion was to use this language and appropriate 
the additional 31 people under contract. Second by Rep. Peck. 

REP. KAnAB said there is a difference in the number of people. 
The amendment says an additional 31 people and the language says 
45 additional clerical and caseworking resources. REP. COBB 
clarified his motion. This is for 45 contracted services with 
this language and basically it is a general fund loan. 

REP. KAnAS asked if the attempt is to clean up all these cases-­
the 5,000 paternity suits in a year. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked 
if the babies being born now would be easier to find the parents 
of since there would be hospital records. REP. QUILICI said the 
committee added 13 and you are asking for more. How many did the 
Governor's budget approve? 

REP. BRADLEY said she had resisted this since she does not 
understand it. The explanation has not helped much now, and she 
would support it without the amendment. REP. GRINDE asked what 
kind of programs are available for prevention and birth control. 
Ms. Robinson said the programs designed to help this would be in 
the Health Department. We have tried to have people go into 
schools and discuss with the young men what their responsibility 
would be if they got a girl pregnant. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said welfare support is provided for any 
pregnant woman before the baby is born. When you hand out the 
check you can establish who the romeo was. Ms. Robinson said 
they do ask that question. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if that 
didn't establish who the parent was and Ms. Robinson said the 
issue is to try to get child support which is a lot of our parent 
care program. We need a much more aggressive program since there 
is about 6,000 to 8,000 backlog and they are trying to prevent a 
backlog in the future. 

SEN. NATHE said in terms of AFDC, there are many young women 
making their own way. This program helps them do that. He would 
like to see some money in there so that the paternity cases can 
be prosecuted as soon as possible. 

REP. KAnAB asked how fast the backlog is decreasing with the 13 
and Ms. Robinson said they will be making some inroads on it. 
The information her staff had given her was that to make inroads 
we would have to push on this. REP. KAnAS said we put it in our 
budget because we wanted to start it. If we can start it we can 
come back and look at it. The Executive budget was set up to 
start up the program. 

REP. PECK asked if there is a.program out there now and a 
continuation of that program. Ms. Robinson said they have a bid 
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out now, they had a test in Great Falls and it was very 
successful. REP. COBB said they are adding 45 people because of 
the caseload--there are 45 paternity lawsuits and they will take 
out a loan from the general fund. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked REP. BRADLEY if she could support this 
amendment and she said she had been working with Mr. South to see 
what it would do. REP. COBB said we are contracting the FTE. 
There are 13 being hired right in this biennium. The 4) on page 
3, is to continue the 13. REP. PECK said those people are not in 
the budget now and REP. COBB said those people are being hired 
this biennium and we are continuing the money for those 13 people 
which is the Governor's executive recommendation. 

REP. BRADLEY said she would resist the amendment at this time. 
The bill so far has language that is very clear. She read this 
through 3 times and still can't understand it. It should be 
rewritten and the intent clarified. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said they would leave this until the end of 
the section and perhaps it could be reworded and clarified. 

Tape 1, side 2. 
(Tape quit working long ago) 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 5) Hospital Rate Study. Second by 
Rep. Cody. 

REP. PECK asked if this was an inhouse study and REP. BRADLEY 
said no, it is contracted use.· Ms. Robinson said the user would 
have to call in before being hospitalized. One individual 
received 196 prescriptions in one year and the cost was $1500. 
That is the kind of thing we are trying to prevent. An 
individual would go to a doctor before going to an emergency room 
which has been badly abused by unnecessary use. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said this shows a savings of $800,000 the 
first year and $700,000 the second year and it comes out of the 
state medical budget. Ms. Robinson said the savings would come 
from unnecessary services that could be taken care of by a doctor 
and done at great savings. 

REP. QUILICI asked who does the Department contract with for 
these services and Ms. Robinson said they have a bid out now to 
find a contractor and have had a number of possibilities 
presented. REP. BRADLEY said the contract is already out and 
CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said there is no program authorized yet. Ms. 
Robinson said they planned on doing this last year and if they 
are to get something done by July 1st they have to get. the 
preliminary work done ahead. They don't finalize the bid but do 
get people working on it. 

REP. CODY said when the audits for the nursing homes are done the 
money has increased because of the nursing home reimbursement. 
That dollar amount is justified and will these audits show that? 
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REP. BRADLEY referred to the Executive budget for her answer. 

vote: Motion on 5) page 3 of EXHIBIT 2 passed, 15 to 3 with 
Rep. Cobb, Grinde and Grady voting no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 6) Baby Your Baby be adopted. Second 
by Rep. Cody. 

Ms. Robinson said a family cannot receive AFDC unless they 
cooperate. A non-participating individual who will not help 
identify who the absent parent is and won't cooperate is not 
eligible for AFDC. Many of their child support activities have 
become much more aggressive in the last 3 or 4 years, and there 
is a large backlog of where they did no effort on paternity. 
They are also working very aggressively on trying to prevent a 
backlog in the future. 

vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

7) Nurse Aide Testing. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this will 
cover all of the nursing homes and nurses aides across Montana. 
REP. BRADLEY said at some point they are being tested. REP. 
QUILICI said this program has already been implemented and many 
nurses aides have already received this training. It was their 
understanding that 'if they took the training they could get 
salary increases. Some facilities paid for the nurses to take 
the training, but it is not mandatory they give the upgrade. 
This program is administered through the Health Department. He 
asked if language could be put in the bill that said the nurses 
who took the training would receive compensation for doing so. A 
lady who did not give her name said that could be a requirement. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked what requirements were needed to be 
hired as a nurse's aide. A man who did not identify himself said 
basically the whole training and testing issue goes back to 1987. 
The requirement to test to see whether thy could do the job. 
Nursing homes used to do their own training, now the feds require 
special training. 

REP. PETERSON asked who administers the tests and who is 
supervising the results and was told the Dept. of Health. REP. 
BRADLEY said the only thing this takes care of is the tests. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 7) be adopted. Second by Rep. 
Cody. Motion failed with a tie vote, Rep. Peck, Grinde, 
Swysgood, Bardanouve, Grady, Peterson, Menahan, Cobb and Zook 
voted no. 

RE~. CODY said she thought the issue of testing for nurses aides 
should have further explanation. REP. BRADLEY said they had 
looked into this a great deal. Ms. Robinson said the money 
appropriated last year was for training, not the testing. Rose 
Hughes, representing providers, said the Omnibus Budget 
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Reconciliation Act of 1987 (OBRA) was for the actual training of 
the aides. 

CHAIRMAH BARDANOUVE asked if this passes would there be any cost 
result to private patients and Ms. Hughes said they are still 
about $8 a day short. 

REP. MENAHAN asked if they had any information on turnover at the 
nursing homes. Ms. Hughes said that over a year ago it went from 
80 to 85%. At the lower end the starting wage is minimum wage 
and at the higher end nurs~s aides can make between "$7 and $8 per 
hour. REP. MENAHAN asked why the costs are so high when the 
wages are so low and Ms. Hughes said she was not sure the costs 
were so high. She felt it was amazing they could do it for $65 a 
day when home health can run $40 to $45 for one trip. 

REP. KADAB asked what the requirements were and Ms. Robinson said 
they have to be reasonable and adequate. REP. KADAB said the 
courts find reasonable and adequate the way they set the 
criteria? Ms. Robinson said as she understood it they look at 
what the rates should be and what they actually are. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. CODY moved to reconsider the action on 7) 
Nurse Aide Testing. Second by Rep. Bradley. Motion passed, Rep. 
Swysgood, Thoft and' Grinde voted no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved to 7) be adopted. Second by 
Rep. Cody. Motion passed 11 to 7, roll call vote # 1. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 8) Nursing Home Rebase be 
adopted. Motion passed, Rep. Grinde voted no. 

REP. BRADLEY said this mod # 9 would allow medicaid reimbursement 
rates to cover a larger portion of hospital costs. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 9) Hospital Rate Rebase, be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. Motion passed 11 to 7, roll 
call vote # 2. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 10) Elderly Waiver Expansion be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. 

REP. BRADLEY said this would be very cost effective. It would 
expand home and community-based waiver services for elderly and 
disabled persons so they could be at home rather than at the more 
expensive nursing facility. 

Vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: 
be adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 11) Children's Dental Services 
Second by Rep. Kadas. Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 12) Residential Psychiatric Treatment 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Cody. 
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REP. PECK asked if we adopt this motion we commit to over $3 
million in Family Services. REP. BRADLEY said if we do not go 
for this we cannot get the federal match. Mr. South said there 
is a $1.5 million federal match for residential psychiatric 
treatment and continues service begun by House Bill 304 in the 
'89 session. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if there was a medicaid review of 
Rivendell and if they were not medicaid eligible? Ms. Robinson 
said we will stop paying for them. In order to help control 
costs in this program we are doing a review of the child to see 
if they are getting the proper treatment in the proper place. 
The concept of moving the money down to Family Services will help 
this. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if someone was putting children 
in there that were not supposed to be there? Ms. Robinson said 
if there is no other place to put them, that is possible. REP. 
PECK said there is a bill dealing with children who are passed 
for psychiatric services. 

vote: Motion to adopt 12} Residential psychiatric Treatment 
passed 11 to 7 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Grady, Zook, Peterson, 
Grinde and Bardanouve voting no. 

REP. BRADLEY said 13} Ob/Gyn/Ped rate Increase is the other 
Executive mod which is a selective increase. It would increase 
medicaid reimbursement rates to physicians for providing 
obstetrical and pediatric services to medicaid recipients. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 13} Ob/Gyn/Ped Rate Increase be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Kadas. Motion passed unanimously. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is a mandated program and would implement 
provisions of OBRA 1990. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 14} health Clinic Expansion be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. Motion passed 11 to 7, with 
Rep. Thoft, Peck, Swysgood, Bardanouve, Grady, Grinde and Cobb 
voting no. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 15} EPSTD Case Mgmt/Screening be 
Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY said the Early, Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and 
Treatment (EPSDT) is an outreach program for treatment and would 
go to the physicians and doctors who do the tests. 

REP. QUILICI asked how many children were involved in this and 
Ms. Robinson said this would be early periodic screening of 
25,000 children on medicaid. They are adding new staff and want 
to train some AFDC clients to work with this. Early screening 
and treatment save costly medical care later. 

REP. PECK asked if the doctors would set up a tickler file to 
remind clients to return and Mrs. Ellery said the purpose is to 
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get the clients in for care and there has to be client management 
to follow up. REP. PECK asked where the money goes and Mrs. 
Ellery said to contracted services. 

vote: Motion passed 11 to 7, roll call vote # 3. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 16) Ambulance Rate Increase be 
Second by Rep. Johnson. 

REP. BRADLEY said ambulance rates have been frozen since 1982 
except for the annual 2% increases approved for the 1991 
biennium. 

vote: Motion passed 12 to 6 with Rep. Swysgood, Thoft, 
Bardanouve, Grinde, Peterson and Grady voting no. 

There was discussion on clients who might not need the help and 
Ms. Robinson said there was a report of an individual who had 
$20,000 in CDs and was eligible because she met the poverty 
level. This could happen with current regulations since they are 
not able to deal with all resources. with the federal 
regulations they can't do some research. REP. BRADLEY said this 
contracted services from SRS to local groups. REP. PECK asked if 
it was totally contracted to local health Departments and Ms. 
Robinson said yes. ' 

REP. CODY asked how many low birth rate babies and Ms. Robinson 
said 129 out of Medicaid in 1988 out of 2300 which is 4% and the 
cost was $4.2 million which was 51% of the cost. The other 49% 
went for the other 3,000. 

REP. SWYSGOOD said this is an excellent program. It has a cost 
factor that is a lot of money, but are we going to be assured 
that the 129 babies will be reached to get this service? Ms. 
Robinson said they are trying to get a plan through the 
communities. 

REP. COBB asked if there was duplication of services with the 
MIAMI program in Public Health. Ms. Robinson said the MIAMI 
program was the first model of this type and is in one location. 
This would expand that model. REP. COBB said they gave more money 
to expand the MIAMI program and Mrs. Ellery said a piece of the 
MIAMI program is a piece of this project. We will use this money 
to provide a federal match. 

vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

REP. BRADLEY said this money goes for mandated services. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 18) OBRA 1990 be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Johnson. Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 19) Telecommunication Devices 
for the Deaf (TOO) be adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. Motion 
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KOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 20) TEAMS operations be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Cobb. Motion passed 12 to 6 with Rep. Bardanouve, 
Peterson, Thoft, Swysgood, Grady and Grinde voting no. 

KOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 21) SEARCHS Development be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Johnson. 

REP. BRADLEY explained this was for development and 
implementation of the SEARCHS computer system which is needed to 
provide fiscal and statistical data to meet federal reporting 
requirements. It should be up and running in 2 years. 

REP. QUILICI said this adds $5.5 million for computer services. 
He asked if it was really necessary to put 45 more employees on 
support. Ks. Robinson said this system will take a couple of 
years to develop and that is why it is suggested you sunset for 
other staff. 

vote: Motion failed on a tie vote with Rep. Swysgood, Peck, 
Grady, Grinde, Thoft, Bardanouve, Quilici, Zook and Peterson 
voting no. 

KOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 22) JPTA Administration and 23) 
JPTA Additional Training be adopted. Second by Rep. Nisbet. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 24) DD System Phases I and II. 
Second by Rep. Nisbet. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked why more people were needed if they 
have been running this program for years. REP. BRADLEY said part 
of it was because of the transfer of patients, where we are 
actually taking people out of Boulder and putting them in a 
community setting. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this was part of 
the downsizing of Boulder, and REP. BRADLEY said yes, Phases I, 
II, III and IV, I, II and IV is what we are talking about. B 124 
in the narrative provides information on this. 

REP. ZOOR said $2.3 million is a lot of money. Hr. South said we 
tried to put the entire downsizing in one table, Table 16 pp B-
124 in the narrative. For comparison purposes we placed the LFA 
current level there with differences. If Boulder is not 
downsized at all the costs will be those that are in the LFA 
column. The executive proposal of downsizing Boulder and 
spending money on these modifications you will be voting on in 
the Dept. of Family Services or any other column, and you can see 
the net differences is an actual savings because of the 
reductions at Boulder. We wanted to be sure you could see the 
entire spectrum rather than voting on one issue at a time. 

REP. MENAHAN said this would leave the Boulder downsize to a 
population of 110. Mr. South said yes. 
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CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said then this would be the first phase of 
getting the institution down to the size where we can put in one 
building, phase IV. REP. BRADLEY said even with the high 
construction costs to build the building we would still be saving 
dollars. 

Vote: Motion on 24) DD System Phases I & II passed unanimously. 

REP. BRADLEY said 25) would fund 3 FTE in '92 and 6 in '93 and 
benefits from the '93 biennium provide community based DD 
services for 60 adults, 30 will be residents of the development 
centers. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 25) be adopted. Motion passed 
unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 26) OBRA 1987 DD Treatment be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Cobb. Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 27) DD Part H Expansion. Second by 
Rep. Cody. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is the early intervention program for 
infants and children up to 36 months of age who have special 
needs. This was an optional program, if we want to keep the 
federal dollars coming in we have to go statewide with the 
program. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked what the cost would be to go 
state wide. REP. BRADLEY said as a pilot program it was federal 
dollars, these dollars allow the program to go statewide. REP. 
PECK asked if this is not approved would you lose $500,000 in 
federal funds? Ms. Robinson said yes, if it is not approved we 
lose $573,000. To date they have served about 200 children, 
there is enough money in this program to take it statewide and 
serve between 500 and 600 children. This program is important 
because it allows children to get care immediately if they are 
handicapped and the outcome is much better for those than the 
ones who have no early intervention. 

Vote: Motion to adopt 27) DD Part H Expansion passed 11 to 7 
with Rep. Swysgood, Bardanouve, Thoft, Peterson, Grinde, Grady 
and zook voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 28) DD Medical Funding be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Cody. Motion passed 17 to 1 with Rep. 
Cobb voting no. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is for about 60 children out of state. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 29) Montana Youth Initiative be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Nisbet. Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 30) Chapter I OPI be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Quilici. Motion passed unanimously. 
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MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 31) DDPAC Administration and 32) 
DDPAC Benefits be adopted. Second by Rep. Kimberley. Motion 
passed unanimously. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is all the Executive modifications and REP. 
COBB's motion to line item all the mods was made yesterday. She 
felt it was the intent of her subcommittee to do something 
different. These were all Executive mods, and if approved by the 
committee, which they have been, then it seems appropriate they 
be put into the rest of the budget. It was our further intent 
however, to line item the following 10 committee motions. We 
aren't trying to keep those dollars out of the reach of the 
Executive. We feel it is a matter of both Legislative and 
Executive discussion. We did not feel the Executive needed to 
reach the mods they requested themselves to be in the budget. 
Once approved by the committee it would be far easier to put them 
into the budget in order to stop the entire budget from being 
about 100 pages long. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said he felt the Governor should have the 
right to realize he some bad modifications. He may have some 
second thoughts about them. 

REP. PECK asked if ,she was saying the Governor's mods would be 
incorporated and other mods would not? REP. BRADLEY said yes, 
because when we added our committee mods they felt they did not 
want to hide the dollars in the overall appropriation so the 
Governor couldn't veto them if that is what he wanted. REP. PECK 
asked if the mod was changed to reflect a different figure, would 
you treat them differently? REP. BRADLEY said she didn't know, 
but did not think they did it on any of the mods. 

Mrs. Cohea said she had just consulted with the budget office and 
they have never done an actual account of the number of budget 
modifications, but in this section alone there are 101 so 
conservatively she believed there are about 300 in the sections. 
After the motion yesterday they got with their computer people in 
both offices and for each analyst to go through and line item one 
by one it is extremely time consuming. They stayed until after 
11 last night to write a program to allow everything that is a 
mod to be pulled out and line itemed by the computer. The 
difficulty for the staff will be if they are half and half. Some 
are in the current level and some are out, then they would have 
to get staff in to do manual adjustments. For the sake of 
getting it on the floor on time it would work best if it were 
either all line itemed or all not. REP. BRADLEY assured the 
committee if it worked out that way they had no objection. 

REP. BRADLEY said the Legislative Budget Additions were on pages 
8 and 9. 1) AFDC Benefits @ 42% Poverty anq 2) GA Benefits @ 42% 
Poverty go together. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said the Governor had it in at a lower level. 
What caused it to go above the Governor's level? REP. BRADLEY 
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said the language we had last time came to an end with this 
biennium. Only the dollar amounts were kept at the current 
level, and it was not adjusted according to the poverty index. 
It was our calculation it probably would have eroded the buying 
power of that benefit group down to about 39% of the poverty 
level instead of 42%. The federal poverty index is adjusted 
annually. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said the difference between your 
recommendation and the Governor's is that he did not put in any 
adjustment for inflation. REP. BRADLEY said yes. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 1) AFDC benefits @ 42% poverty 
and 2) G A benefits @ 42% poverty be adopted. Second by Rep. 
Johnson. Motion failed on a tie vote with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, 
Peck, Grady, Bardanouve, Zook, Peterson, Grinde and Cobb voting 
no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 3) Day Care Rate Increase be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY said this was an important mod since if we want the 
mothers to work we must allow them to have their children in day 
care. 

REP. GRINDE asked if there was any discussion of some type of 
voucher system along these lines for day care? REP. COBB said 
this Day Care rate increase, the new money that comes in, which 
is $2 or 3 million has a condition that by October 1, 1992 you 
have to offer a voucher system. 

Ms. Robinson said we already pay by voucher. The parent does not 
get paid, we take a voucher to the provider. REP. GRINDE asked 
if they could get their own providers and Ms. Robinson said yes, 
and they pay the providers. REP. COBB said all states will have 
to do some sort of voucher in '92. 

vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 4) Medical provider Increases be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. 

REP. BRADLEY said these are the increases for all the medical 
providers and while they felt 2% does not reflect the rate of 
inflation for the next 2 years, it was probably the best they 
could do and it was what they provided for all the providers in 
the last biennium per year. This would not be applied on top of 
the rebase for those three select groups for which the Executive 
budget provided the mods. This is all the medical providers for 
about 70,000 individuals who receive the services. Ms. Robinson 
said it served 70,000 individuals and 6,000 medical providers. 

vote: Motion failed 7 to 11, roll call vote # 4. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved the 2% apply to all the medical 
providers other than those who received the rebase. Second by 
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Rep. Nisbet. 

Mr. South said a quick estimate showed it could save $1.5 million 
in general fund. It would take in in-patient hospital, out­
patient hospital, psych hospital, and nursing care. He said he 
could not get to the physicians because it is not broken down 
that way. 

vote: Motion failed 9 to 9 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Cody, 
Grady, Zook, Peterson, Cobb, Kadas and Grinde voting no. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 5) Licensed Prof. Counselors be 
Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY said this would make some of these services more 
available in rural areas where you do have licensed professional 
counselors without some of the other providers. 

SEN. KEATING said licensed professional counselors and social 
workers are licensed under the same board, they have the same 
educational qualifications. social workers are on the list of 
medicaid eligible and last year we put licensed professional 
counselors as medicaid eligible but there was language that said 
there must be a specific appropriation. The Department of Family 
Services (DFS) uses licensed professional counselors for the 
treatment of subacute mental disorders dealing with sexual abuse, 
and physical abuse primarily. Licensed professional counselors 
deal with subacute emotional mental health treatments and what 
has happened in rural areas, licensed professional counselors are 
not medicaid eligible and so the person seeking appropriate 
treatment will find they are not covered by medicaid and will 
carry their problems to a psychiatrist at $90 an hour instead of 
a licensed professional counselor at $35 an hour. There are more 
appropriate services for less money if you approve the use of 
licensed professional counselors, but there has to be a specific 
appropriation made in order to utilize those services. 

REP. CODY said for committee information, we will be voting on 
this as another option to medicaid. 

REP. PECK said to answer that, SEN. KEATING is saying you would 
be getting a cheaper counselor than having to force these people 
to a psychiatrist that is authorized and will charge a higher 
rate. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked SEN. KEATING if they do the same kind 
of work. He was told social workers and licensed professional 
counselors have pretty much the same education and are licensed 
under the same board. There is a differentiation in title and 
the social workers sometimes deal with other types of subacute 
emotional disturbances. Licensed professional counselors also 
deal with chemical dependency as well, but there are a number of 
them in the state that specialize in child abuse and sexual 
abuse, and those are the services the DFS want to utilize. 
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vote: Motion to adopt 5) Licensed prof. Counselors passed 10 to 
8 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Bardanouve, Grady, Cody, Peterson, 
Grinde and Cobb voting no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 6) vocational Rehabilitation Services 
Increases be adopted. Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY said this involves about 2,000 clients and is one of 
the most upbeat programs our committee deals with. The entire 
thrust is to get people into independent situations both in 
living and working to support themselves. The providers in the 
community work on vocational evaluations, injured people, proper 
education, helpful equipment and help them achieve this kind of 
independence. They close out about 200 cases a year. 

REP. CODY asked if any of the users of this service had been 
covered through Workers' Comp? REP. BRADLEY answered yes. REP. 
CODY said, if they have been covered through WC shouldn't they be 
reimbursed for these rehabilitation services through WC. REP. 
BRADLEY said some of them are, but thought to date everyone 
coming through this particular system who is covered by WC have 
WC dollars that match the federal dollars. Ms. Robinson said the 
majority of their clients are not WC. people. When they are 
referred by WC, th~t is what they use to match some of the 
federal money. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this was 5% per year and REP. 
BRADLEY answered yes. 

vote: Motion on 6) Voc Rehab Rate Increases failed 9 to 9 with 
Rep. Peck, Thoft, Swysgood, Grady, Bardanouve, Zook, Peterson, 
Grinde and Cobb voting no. Question on vote, Roll Call vote # 5, 
results the same. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 7) vocational Rehabilitation 
Expansion be adopted. Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY explained this mod was for 30 additional slots and 
extended employment. The employment would be either in a 
sheltered work shop or a supported employment kind of setting. 
These individuals in this expansion are not eligible for DD 
services because the disability is not developmental. The 
persons funded by this appropriation are head injured, physically 
disabled, mentally ill, or learning disabled and an estimated 
waiting list is 60. 

REP. THOFT asked if this was adding 30 additional slots to take 
care of 60 people on the waiting list. REP. BRADLEY said they 
have cut the waiting list in half but could not fund the entire 
waiting list. This would leave about 30 on the waiting list. 
REP. CODY asked why it takes 1 FTE to service 2 people. REP. 
BRADLEY AND REP. PECK explained there are no FTE in this. These 
are 30 slots, not 30 FTE. 
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Vote: Motion passed 14 to 4, roll call vote # 6, 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 8) Visual Services Rate Increases be 
Second by Rep. Nisbet. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is another provider increase. 

Vote: Motion passed 11 to 7, roll call vote # 7. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 9) DO Provider Rate Increases be 
Second by Rep. Nisbet. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is 5% per year for the small groups out in 
the communities that are providing the services for the hundreds 
we have taken from the Boulder Development Center and kept in the 
communities. There are about 2500 clients now. There are 46 
non-profit corporations and 20 lines of service that are provided 
including the residential day care transportation on diagnostic 
evaluation kinds of services. This is intended to deal with 
inflationary costs those entities must pay. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said this is an area that was not included in 
the Governor's budget, but felt it should have been. We put 
these people out i~ the communities beyond the institutions and 
we will be passing some sort of a pay plan for institution people 
but these people are providing the same kind of services that the 
institutional workers provide and there isn't a penny for their 
increases. If we are to continue to remove people from the 
institutions into rural and urban areas without giving any 
increase we will either be giving these people poorer service or 
we will lose our providers. 

substitute Motion: REP. COBB moved to strike 5% and insert 4%. 
This should be worked out by SRS and not done by an end run to 
the Legislature. 

REP. BRADLEY said she would resist the motion and explained why. 
REP. PECK asked how much they received last time and REP. BRADLEY 
said they gave 2% across the aboard. 

SEN. WATERMAN said she was confused on the vote the committee 
made for the Voc Rehab and the Visual Services because she could 
not see the difference, but would emphasize these people are 
earning 30% less than comparable state employees providing the 
same services. You are talking about privatization here, 
contracted services. We are telling people who contract with the 
state that they do not get the same inflationary increase for 
heat and lights and the cost of doing business that we are giving 
ourselves in the state. 

REP. MENAHAN said in these particular homes, wages probably cover 
the majority of the budget and we have never been able to find 
out whether this trickles down. They have stayed at a minimum 
wage since the inception of some of these homes. Some have moved 
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up, but have mistreated a lot of state workers. Some have moved 
from the institutions because they are given a better job in 
management in the group homes, but those working with the clients 
are the ones that never seem to get any better pay. 

REP. CODY said, if we support giving this increase, is the money 
going to filter down to the people who are doing the work. You 
are asking for a lot of money but who is going to get it? Chris 
Volinkity said there are 46 private non-profit corporations 
around the state, depending on the financial stability of that 
corporation, a different percentage of that rate increase will be 
pumped into wages. Her job requires she travel 1500 miles a 
month, she gets travel reimbursement for that at 25 cents a mile, 
with a 50% increase there are lots of other expenses. There are 
about 3 corporations that are on the verge of bankruptcy because 
of insurance premiums, etc. They feel at the least they should 
be able to get 2 to 3% to take care of it. In some corporations 
they will get 5%. Administrators in the program are not paid 
extremely well. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked how many of these providers are for 
profit. Ms. Volinkaty said they have none. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE 
asked if she served the majority of these people and REP. BRADLEY 
said there are no sheltered workshops, no DO providers are for 
profit. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked how many corporations for 
profit will receive part of this increase? REP. BRADLEY and Ms. 
Volinkaty said none. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said that was the point 
he was trying to bring out--that this money will not go to any 
profit organizations. 

vote: Motion failed 7 to 11, roll call vote # 8. 

vote: Motion on original vote of 5% on 9) DO Provider Rate 
Increases passed 11 to 7, roll call vote # 9. 

Recess to adjournment of the House Tape 2, side 2. 
Reconvened at 3:15. Continuation of SRS EXHIBIT 2 MODS. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE acknowledged the art work on the walls by the 
Montana Alliance for Better Child Care. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 10) DO Program Expansion be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY said it would provide 60 additional specialized 
family care slots and 50 supported work slots as well as 50 
supported living slots. She explained the different categories. 

vote: Motion passed 10 to 8, roll call #10 

REP. BRADLEY said the committee would need to go back and pick up 
some loose ends. On page 3 mod 4) REP. COBB changed the language 
in the Child Support Enforcement. He said this is the amendment 
he had earlier, but it is cleaned up. There was an error. 
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MOTION: REP. COBB moved Amendment # 1 as rewritten, EXHIBIT 2. 

REP. COBB said in relationship to page 3 on the Child Support 
Enforcement the $753,279 is the appropriation and he believed it 
to be State Special Revenue Fund. We are allowing the Department 
to expand up to the maximum 45 additional contracted services as 
long as they take the same amount of money they are supposed to 
for caseload. They have to bring in $1.25 for each $1.00 
expended. We are saying, if you can make money for us we will 
keep allowing you to add FTE, if you don't you cannot keep 
expanding contracted services. 

REP. KAnAS asked if the effect will be to generate additional 
general fund dollars because they have more people generating at 
the same rate? REP. COBB said it depends on the non-AFDC case 
load. We don't make any money on those, we make it on the AFDC. 
Mr. South said currently the account is subject to the provisions 
that anything over $5,000 a year reverts to the general fund and 
is also subject to the provision that it has to make this fiscal 
year $1.69 for every dollar spent. Effectively every dollar that 
is profit in that account is a profit to the general fund, and 
this language, except that it is short the language on the 
$500,000, would behest the Department to spend money up to the 
appropriation of $2.3 million, but only if they can meet the 
$1.25 recovery rat10. The Dept. would have to look at that very 
closely before they contracted additional people to make sure for 
every person hired they could generate an additional 25 cents. 

REP. KAnAS asked what the impact would be to the general fund and 
Mr. South said as explained to him, with the mod the way it is 
now and the other obligations on this account, the Dept. thinks 
they can generate about $1.40 on every dollar spent. By adding 
the additional people that recovery rate will go down, but 
nevertheless it would still be there, so you would be collecting 
more money, but be spending more money and your recovery ratio 
would be reduced with the additional employees. The net impact 
on the general fund could not be determined at this point in time 
because it depends on how many people they hire. 

REP. KAnAS asked how he had come up with the 45 and REP. COBB 
said he asked Jon Meredith, Division Administrator, how many it 
would take to get those case loads down for paternity lawsuits and 
they came up with 45, but did not want them all at one time. 

REP. BRADLEY said she would resist the amendment. This is taking 
a program that is fairly large and making a rapid growth in a 2 
year period. It would be better to come back in 2 years and make 
an assessment. We are already taking the ratio down and there is 
a certain point where it is not worth it anymore. She said REP. 
COBB also did not put any language that deals with the fund 
balance as the language came from the subcommittee. 

REP. ZOOK said there is some variance in what the appropriation 
is for. Your amendment is for administration and operation--is 
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there a difference. REP. COBB said there should be no 
difference. 

vote: Substitute motion by Rep. Cobb on Exhibit 2 failed, 5 to 
13, roll call # 11. 

vote: Original Motion to adopt 4) Child Support Enforcement 
passed 13 to 4 with one abstention, roll call vote # 12. 

REP. QUILICI said he voted no on 21) SEARCHS Development on this 
and after considering it, there is no general fund at this time 
in this, and ultimately there is a possibility there could be, 
but with this computer capability and after defeating REP. COBB's 
motion for the FTE, he felt the system, with the federal funds, 
would help with the Child Support Enforcement activities, and he 
would move to reconsider the action. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. QUILICI moved to reconsider 21) SEARCHES 
Development. Second by Rep. Kadas. Motion failed 8 to 10 with 
Rep. Peck, Bardanouve, Thoft, Swysgood, Grady, Cody, Zook, 
Peterson, Grinde and Cobb voting no. 

REP. BRADLEY said she would like to return to page 8 on the Voc 
Rehab Rate increase? They put provider rate increases for other 
providers who do comparable work and in some cases the same work. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved to reconsider committee action 
on 6) Voc Rehab Rate Increases. Second by Rep. Nisbet. Motion 
passed 10 to 8 with Rep. Peck, Thoft, Swysgood, Grady, Zook, 
Peterson, Grinde and Cobb voting no. 

REP. BRADLEY said she would like to request public testimony 
because we called for an expansion in 7) but have not provided 
any reason for anyone to want that expansion. 

Jim Smith, Montana Association for Rehabilitation Facilities said 
these are the providers being discussed. The Butte sheltered 
work shop, Eastern Montana Industries, Flathead Industries--about 
13 of these facilities that provide training, rehabilitation, 
vocational evaluation to persons with developmental disabilities, 
head injuries and mental illnesses. Over the past decade their 
funding has been flat. The average reimbursement per client per 
day to these facilities is about $27 a day all the way from 1980 
to 1990 and '91 Where, in the last session, you granted a 2% 
increase. Inflation has been killing these providers in terms of 
meeting the minimum wage, increasing health premiums, work comp 
unemployment insurance, gasoline, food, electricity, etc. He had 
talked to providers over the break, and came to the conclusion 
that if the committee can't grant the provider rate increase he 
felt they should reconsider the action on expanding the program 
in mod # 7 because these facilities like a lot of others are at 
the point where without a little inflationary adjustment they 
cannot and will not be able to provide a quality service. 
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REP. COBB asked if they got 4% not 5% will you say don't spend 
your money on the expansion? Mr. smith said 4% would be better 
than nothing. REP. COBB asked if you are not making any money 
now why do the providers keep being involved in these programs? 
Instead of applying for the job why don't they just tell the 
Department we don't want to do it because we don't have the 
money? Mr. smith said it is very hard for the providers to say 
no when you are presented with someone with a developmental 
disability or a head injury. On your question of why isn't this 
negotiated out ahead of time, that's a very outstanding question. 
We did not have the forum or the opportunity to really negotiate 
with the Department this time. In previous sessions we have had 
the Priorities for People process, we could work on this during 
the interim. That opportunity was not available this time. He 
felt they should come back in 1993 with a piece of legislation 
which would say the Executive shall grant an inflationary 
increase to fee based providers of SRS services. He felt the way 
to solve it would be through statute, and felt they would back in 
'93 with such a bill. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if he would be agreeable, if the 
committee wants, to cut additional beds by 1/2 and get this 
amount of money. That would be a compromise and only expand by 
1/2. REP. BRADLEY~aid this is an unfair question. The very 
least we can do to keep these programs moving is to give them a 
realistic inflationary increase. One of the tragedies in the 
state is that while this program is so successful the whole 
thrust of it is getting people into working positions. 

REP. CODY asked if these people were given a rebase. REP. BRADLEY 
said no. 

REP. THOFT said if you were to get 6) Voc Rehab Rate Increases, 
and we reconsidered 7) and took that out, we are faced with a 
problem of funding this. There was a total of $10 million in 
mods here over and above the Governor's budget and there is a 
limit to what we can do. Did you say you would be willing to 
accept that compromise. Mr. Smith said that wasn't exactly what 
he said. without 6) you should not give them 7) because the 
services that are provided to the clients that are served fall 
below the level we can defend. It has gotten to the point where 
we cannot provide a good service any longer, so there is not much 
point in providing more services. If you say we have to choose 
6) or choose 7) then the providers he is working for say to 
choose 6) and it is not that we don't want to serve more people. 

REP. ZOOR said he knew the work these people do is good, but when 
he looks at the bottom line of $10 million the SUbcommittee added 
in, while it is hard to vote no, he doesn't know how the state 
will pay for it. 

REP. KAnAS suggested the committee vote on 6) and then if someone 
wants to reconsider 7) we can do that. 
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Vote: Motion to adopt 6) Voc Rehab Rate Increases passed 10 to 
6, roll call vote # 13. 

REP. COBB presented an amendment EXHIBIT 3 and explained it by 
expanding on the language on the exhibit. This would go on B-125 
of the narrative. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE expressed concerns about starting another 
program that would be with the committee next session. The '93 
Legislature will have to come up with the money to carry this on. 

REP. JOHNSON asked how this would reduce the waiting list? REP. 
COBB said it would take 62 on respite and Family Training 133, 
Supportive Work is 63 and there are 40 more. These are the ones 
with no other services. He said this would not take care of all 
of them on the waiting list, it would take care of some of them. 

REP. PETERSON asked REP. COBB, since you found this little pot of 
gold, how would it be used if we don't use it here? REP. COBB 
said this is a priority with him and he was trying to find money 
to fund it. 

REP. CODY asked how he proposed these folks be taken care of in 
the next biennium? ,REP. COBB said, if you start a program you 
have to keep funding, the waiting list will go up and down. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said this money is not presently calculated 
as a part of our budget. Is this over and above the revenue we 
have for our budget? REP. COBB said this is not reversions, it 
is not counted anywhere, it is "funny money". CHAIRMAN 
BARDANOUVE asked if they could use this money and appropriate it 
in place of some of the general fund money in the mods we passed 
this morning. REP. COBB said you could. SRS has to reconcile 
all this and there might not be $2.5 million. If we don't use 
the money it will go into reversion so it will show up there. 

REP. RADAS asked Mrs. Cohea if she had looked at this revenue and 
she said no, she was not aware of the amendment until we 
reconvened this afternoon. REP. KAnAS asked if she was aware of 
this fund and Mrs. Cohea said no, she was not. REP. COBB said 
this was in an audit report. He said John Donwen could explain 
the fund and the Budget office is here also. Mr. Donwen said in 
paying the bills they incur in recovering the federal share, it 
takes a number of years for audits of providers to be completed, 
audits of inhouse SRS to be completed, and for bills to clear out 
through the medicaid program so over a number of years this 
account builds up and we periodically have to go in and reconcile 
it to expenditures we have claimed from the federal government 
and those we haven't. This is a very complicated process and 
they are in the process of doing so now and it was in the last 
Legislative Audit report. 

REP. KADAS asked when they will have this reconciled and Mr. 
Donwen said they are working on it and hope it will be done by 
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June 30. REP. KAnAS asked how far back these reconciliations go 
and was told the last ones brought it up to June 30 of 1985. 

REP. PECK asked how firm the $2.5 million figure is and Mr. 
Donwen told him at least 50%. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. COBB moved EXHIBIT 3 be adopted. Second by 
Rep. Thoft. Motion passed 12 to 6, roll call vote 13 A. 

MOTION: REP. COBB moved EXHIBIT 4 for vote # 13 B be adopted. 

REP. COBB said this is the AFDC Transition to Work Allowance. He 
said we have a general assistance work allowance and that seems 
to be working. This would allow the department to use existing 
money to help transport a recipient to a job. They can use this 
money for travel and expenses. They are not asking for more 
money, but it can take them off welfare. This would be on the 
front page where it says Summary of SRS Language. It will get 
put into the bill where it belongs. The word "may" allows them 
to evaluate the value of the program and to stop running it if it 
costs more than it is worth. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this creates another new program. 
REP. COBB said yes. The problem is these people can't have any 
money saved up and still be on the program and they need money 
for transportation to a job. 

REP. 
Rep. 
move 
said 
this 

BRADLEY said since we have over 9,000 AFDC she wondered if 
Cobb might find it more cost effective to get a big van to 
these families around to where they want to go. REP. COBB 
some of these people would like to go somewhere on a job and 
would provide them the opportunity. 

Ms. Robinson said she did not know of any other state doing this. 

Vote: Motion for Exh. 4 failed, 5 to 13, roll call vote 13B. 

MOTION: REP. COBB moved amendment EXHIBIT 5 be adopted. 

REP. COBB said this does start a new program, it spends $396,000 
general fund and $1 million in federal funds each year. This 
would allow mothers on AFDC an incentive to keep some money 
rather than getting cut off. 

Penny Robbe, SRS said this amendment would allow SRS to adopt 
different budget amendments for AFDC working families. Now they 
have a NEED standard. The Legislature has decided they can pay 
the NEED standard which is 42% of poverty. For a family of 2 the 
NEED standard would be approximately $400. They pay an AFDC 
mother of one child $295. If that mother goes to work we allow 
certain disregards from the income, the $90 work allowance. For 
a limited time there are additional incentives and any amount 
over that or after that period of time is taken dollar for dollar 
against the $295 amount. This amendment would allow them to 
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subtract it from the $400 amount and means the mother could stay 
on AFDC for the small grant amount and receive medicaid benefits 
for a time. 

REP. COBB said he had her explain it so it would be clear to the 
committee, she did not necessarily support it. This amendment 
would allow a mother to keep from $50 to $100 more money than 
they do now if they are working. If they are not working this 
does not affect anybody. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked Ms. Robinson if she supported this 
amendment. She said this is above the Governor's budget. 
Technically they worked it out to see that it would work and that 
the dollars are correct. This approach will do what REP. COBB is 
saying, but it is above the Governor's budget. She said the 
Executive branch supports the Executive budget. 

REP. PECK said this is the current program in statute in practice 
and you can't change that by language in an appropriation bill, 
can you? Ms. Robinson said the budgeting method is not in the 
statute. Hr. South said he was not aware of any specific statute 
that gets down to the kind of detail that is being addressed 
here. Ms. Robinson said they would have to change their rules 
and regulations. 

REP. BRADLEY asked if there would be additional medicaid costs in 
this. REP. COBB said no because they are already on AFDC. 

Ms. Robinson said with this people would stay on AFDC longer 
because they would get to keep more money before they got taken 
off. There would be some medicaid costs and when she asked her 
people to calculate it her people did not know how because they 
did not have any experience with it and don't know how much 
longer people would stay on. She said she was concerned that the 
budgeting method chosen by the state of Montana does not 
encourage people to get jobs because there are disincentives 
built into our budgeting method. 

REP. CODY asked if the Department has the ability to do what this 
amendment asks and Ms. Robinson said they could probably go back 
and do it but she would be reluctant without legislative 
authorization because of the unknown costs. 

Marcia Dias, Low Income Coalition said they strongly support this 
amendment because they have so many college students, when they 
get scholarships and grants, it is taken away from their AFDC and 
they just never seem to get ahead. She felt it asked people to 
be dishonest because a person with a child could simply not live 
on $295 a month. 

vote: Motion by Rep. Cobb to adopt # 13 C, EXHIBIT 5 failed 8 to 
10, roll call vote # 13 C. 

REP. COBB said the 42% failed, where are we now? REP. BRADLEY 
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said we appropriated dollars. Mr. South said given the fact that 
the budget addition failed the payments will be the 1991 
payments. 

MOTION: REP. COBB moved on B-81 to take out 4% of the Personal 
Services on SRS for 1993. Second by Rep. Zook. 

REP. BRADLEY said she would resist this motion since first this 
would only spend vacancy savings dollars that would otherwise 
revert and there are several programs that are 100% federally 
funded and if we follow a motion like this, we just won't get the 
federal dollars at all. If we want to take budgets down we 
should do it by program and not by haphazardous, meaningless ways 
like this. 

vote: Motion failed 7 to 10 with one absent, roll call vote # 14. 

MOTION: REP. COBB moved to line item all the modifieds. 

REP. BRADLEY said the subcommittee had already done this. 

Mrs. Cohea said even though this particular 4% was not approved, 
she would like to discuss how the 4% cut was handled. When the 
first motions were successful she and Rod Sundsted met and 
suggested the funding split be done on the agency budget as a 
whole to avoid having to go back into each control variable which 
would be time consuming. As they thought more about it, agencies 
with a lot of federal funding, they won't get the amount of 
general fund savings, they will get much more federal fund 
savings. Over the evening the analyst realized if you exclude 
any control variable (a budgeting unit with no personal services 
in it, just the benefit program) you would get a much truer 
reflection of personal services costs. She said Mr. Sundsted had 
agreed if the committee agreed to calculate the funding split on 
the 4%. Before the computer people did it she had wanted to run 
it back by the committee. The committee agreed. 

MOTION REP. SWYSGOOD moved to reconsider the committee action on 
the 4% on the personal services. Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. SWYSGOOD said we have cut other agencies right down the line 
4% and this agency is no different than the others. We should be 
fair across the board. 

REP. CODY said she would not reconsider her actions on this 
budget on the 4%. It is not the same agency we are talking about 
here. These are human beings many of whom have no control over 
their lives, and she refused to do this. 

vote: Motion failed on a tie vote, roll call # 15. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved the SRS budget with modifieds 
approved by the committee and this section be closed. Second by 
Rep. Cody. Motion passed 10 to 8 with Rep. Swysgood, Bardanouve, 
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Thoft, Grady, Zook, Peterson, Cobb and Grinde voting no. 

Department of Family Services (DFS): 

Mrs. Cohea said she had just met with the Legislative Council and 
they are putting the shell of HB 2 together and have a technical 
question. Because of the motion to line item modifications they 
need to redo the whole shell and asked us to make sure the motion 
dealing with line items does apply to all sections. It would 
help them very much in getting the shell ready. The committee 
agreed. 

REP. BRADLEY distributed EXHIBIT 6 which contained the mods for 
DFS. She gave an overview of the Department and the Summary of 
DFS language on page 1 of EXHIBIT 6. There were 4 areas, 
Management Support, Community Services, Mountain View and Pine 
Hills. The analyst was Sandra whitney and they had the help of 
Tom Olsen, Director, DFS. 

Tape 3, side A 
CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked, on these budget modifications, how 
many are approved by the Governor and how many are committee 
mods? REP. BRADLEY went through the Summary of DFS Language on 
page 1. 

REP. CODY asked about the difference between these Day Care 
Providers and those for AFDC? REP. BRADLEY said the Day Care in 
DFS is for protective child care. In SRS it focuses on AFDC and 
transitional women who are moving out of AFDC. The providers are 
the same. They are sometimes provided by churches, profit, non 
profit and a variety of those who provide day care. 

REP. KAnAS asked when we will know about the outcome of the $5 
million from 3}, the block grant. Mr. Olson said they were 
hoping to get the rules in May. 

REP. COBB said he wanted to make sure 2} DD Case Management that 
is additional federal matching that goes to the 28% ratio and 
only if we meet the federal guidelines and even if we get it for 
people that are using it now for targeted case management, they 
are also doing social work for abused and neglected kids, so it 
would be very difficult, even with the money, target case 
management? Ms. Whitney said if they get the additional money it 
will be at a higher match rate than they have now. It is 50-50 
now and it will go to 72-28 so it is more federal dollars and the 
committee put it in the budget so the department could use it for 
contracted services so out in the rural areas where there were 
not enough FTE available they could be contracted for. 

REP. COBB asked if the FTE that are not contracted for, are they 
doing all targeted case management, or just part? Mr. Olson said 
there is a mixture. Some of the workers are dedicated entirely 
to targeted case management. In the rural areas they have 
workers who do job connected services and case management and 
some mix where they do CPS adult protective services and case 
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management. The mix depends on where they are in the state. 

REP. COBB asked if they were going to meet the July 1 deadline 
for having a plan for case management and get the match or are we 
heading for a wreck? Hr. Olson said they are in the process of 
developing a plan and are to hire one of the best consultants in 
the country. They have the plan on track in draft form, and 
fully anticipate they will meet the deadline requirements. 

REP. GRINDE asked for clarification on when we are line iteming 
the mods--these we just acted on in SRS, are these to be rolled 
into the budget or are they line itemed? He was assured they 
were line itemed. REP. BRADLEY said they all agreed in their 
subcommittee that they wanted them out there very clearly so the 
Legislative branch as well as the Governor could assess them. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 1), Management Staff Increases. 
Second by Rep. Nisbet. 

REP. BRADLEY said comparisons between the Executive and 
Legislature followed across the page for easy reference. This 
mod would be 3 FTE general fund and 2 FTE federal fund. 

vote: Motion passed 12 to 4 with Rep. Peck, Swysgood, Cobb and 
Grinde voting no. ' 

REP. BRADLEY explained mod 2), Management Information System. 
This would develop the system to enable the Dept. to determine 
some very important things lacking at this point like the number 
of children in the system at anyone time, the number on the 
waiting list, the placements, dispositions, and the placement 
history of each child moving through the system. This would give 
them the ability to comply with federal reporting standards for 
child abuse and neglect, foster care and day care. They have an 
amendment since they found out there are more federal dollars 
available and they could decrease the general fund by $159,504 
and the federal amount would increase $249,504. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 2) Management Information System 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Nisbet. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this didn't set up another computer 
system and REP. BRADLEY answered yes, but they found because they 
have no information system since they were separated from SRS, 
they do not have the capability to determine even the number of 
people they are treating at anyone time. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if all the children weren't under a 
case management system? SEN. WATERMAN served on the 2 year 
study on that Department and said she felt at anyone time 
someone needs to know how many youth there are, whether they are 
at Pine Hills or in foster homes. At the present time the Dept. 
has to call the agencies who then have to go through the papers 
and manually count them. There is no continuum of care because 
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the Dept. has no management tool to tell them a child has been 
sent to Rivendell 3 different times and there is no way to 
analyze what services the child needs. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said when these children were put into the 
treatment program didn't they have some human being that put them 
in or out? Don't they have a record of that child? SEN. 
WATERMAN said they have a record and if the child is transferred 
to a foster home or a treatment facility in another part of the 
state, they will have a record. The central office has no way of 
knowing if the papers counted in one place were the same papers 
counted in another area, if they are the same child or a 
different one. 

REP. ZOOR said if he were opposed to the $729,000 the 
subcommittee put in and voted against it, he is also wiping out 
$187,000 the Governor's budget had in there. REP. BRADLEY said 
if you want a sUbstitute motion to hers he could put the 
Executive amount in. The committee examined this and that amount 
of money did not buy the system except over a much longer period 
of time. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked what the $100,000 in the Executive 
budget would buy and REP. BRADLEY said part of this was the level 
at which the Dept. would function. 

REP. GRINDE asked Mr. Olson if in his office, did he have a list 
or computer bank of Mountain View and Pine Hills and where these 
clients are. Mr. Olson answered no. REP. GRINDE asked if that 
is what this mod would do. Mr. Olson said that is part of what 
the mod would do. The intent of the information system is to do 
a number of things. If someone were to ask him how many kids he 
had in residential treatment care in the state it would take 
approximately 4 days to get that information. He would have to 
call each region, they would have to get their caseworkers to go 
through their file drawers in the section marked residential 
treatment care and count the kids, write it down and give it to 
their supervisor who would then call it into the central office. 

REP. GRINDE said you went through this exercise on HB 100 and 
started compiling this list at that point. Have you talked to 
these providers and asked for a monthly update on the new people 
or those moving out? Mr. Olson said they do that by region, they 
update their cases whenever they can. At the present time they 
have a system where there is one caseworker working 40 to 50 
cases and they sort of go through rotation by taking the most 
critical cases first. The current system can sometimes get 
forgotten about because one worker has a hard time tracking all 
those kids. 

REP. GRINDE 
computers. 
it into the 
compile the 

asked where they will find time to put it into the 
They have to compile it in longhand before they stick 
machines. His point being, they need all this to 
data, they are not doing it by longhand now, no one 
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is reporting it and no one is asking for it to be reported. He 
asked what will make this a better system--will they do it when 
they get a system on line? 

REP. CODY said in the last session's budget she read "The DFS 
shall develop a plan for the implementation of a continuum of 
Youth Services for the state of Montana to be presented to the 
52nd Montana Legislature. The plan for implementation should 
address the following goals and objectives." There was a list 
they had asked for and apparently that was not done. She was 
told it had been done, and then asked why do they then need the 
management system? 

REP. BRADLEY said it was one of the foremost recommendations 
coming out of the study. Hr. Olson said they presented the study 
mandated by HB 100 to the Finance Committee. 

REP. SWYSGOOD asked if he approved the additions the subcommittee 
added onto this particular item and Hr. Olson said they are an 
Executive agency and support the Executive budget. There are two 
ways of doing this system. The money that is available in the 
Executive budget will get them started and allow them to further 
study the system, prepare figures and come back to the 
Legislature with th~m. 

REP. JOHNSON asked if there are new federal requirements for 
reporting. Hr. Olson said they are being required to meet some 
fairly stringent data requirements in order to continue to get 4E 
funding from the federal government. They are requiring each 
state to develop a management information system that will report 
information similar to what we are talking about here. He said 
they have not shown a lot of interest in participation in 
funding. REP. JOHNSON asked how they will do this with their 
pencil, paper, phone system. Hr. Olson said they will have to 
take the exceptions and take the reductions in 4E funds. REP. 
JOHNSON asked how much this would amount to and Hr. Olson said 
they have not seen the final rules that will determine the 
sanctions, but it could be around $500,000. 

REP. PECK asked about the additional federal dollars found 
relative to this mod. If REP. ZOOK make a substitute motion to 
move those back into the Executive recommendation and if so, how 
much match would it require? Ms. whitney said the $159,000 
federal money that was found was based on a calculation of the 
percentages of federal money that would possibly be allocated to 
the computer. If you don't have $900,000 worth of expenditure 
you don't get the extra $159,000 in federal money. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said he had usually voted for computer 
systems, but so often they cost 2 to 3 times what they were told. 
He asked for a reason Hr. Olson felt this was the right figure 
and not a down payment. Hr. Olson said they are working with the 
Dept. of Adm. and the figures are the ones they have been given. 
It includes purchasing equipment through State purchasing and 
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using the cost per hour the Dept. of Adm. has provided. 

REP. THOFT asked Mr. Olson if you get the $100,000 this biennium 
you would keep working on numbers etc. and come back, then you 
say you already have the numbers. Mr. Olson said that is true. 
There is not a lot of hardware or project development he can do 
with this money. $180,000 isn't going to get computer equipment 
that will begin this project or much project development. 

REP. KAnAS asked how the Executive had arrived at the $100,000. 
Mr. Sundsted said we looked at proposals. He did not feel 
comfortable that they knew what they were buying for $1 million 
and that is why they did not support it. They thought the 
$100,000 would give money to plan the system and come back with a 
plan for implementation. 

REP. KAnAS asked if this is the position now or is it better 
defined now? Mr. Sundsted said he felt they should put in 
$188,000 and continue on that path. He said he did not feel 
comfortable buying the computer at this time. 

REP. PECK asked where the $811,000 figure came from? REP. 
BRADLEY said they had an analysis come in. She said Jim sheehy 
had made the analysis from the Dept. of Adm. They indicated the 
Executive would give only a study and the dollars the committee 
put in were to be developed in house as opposed to being 
contracted out and it would have the system running in 2 years. 

REP. PECK asked why the study was not given to the budget office 
and Mr. sundsted said it was. He had asked them to put the study 
together in one week. He said he was not willing to recommend 
spending $800,000 general fund money on a study that was put 
together in that short a time. 

Substitute Motion: REP. SWYSGOOD moved we recommend to give the 
management information system the total of $100,000 that the 
Executive recommended in the '92-'93 budget. Second by Rep. 
Thoft. 

REP. KAnAS said he could not see how a study should cost this 
much money. We either needed to not approve the executive and go 
with a lower level or figure out what system we need to purchase 
and purchase it. REP. THOFT said he felt REP. KADAS had made 
more sense than anybody up to this point. He agreed with the 
budget office that they were not ready to buy the system, but did 
not feel they needed $180,000 either. 

REP. SWYSGOOD asked the Dept. what they are going to do with 
$180,000 and Mr. Olson said they will conduct a study that will 
meet the requirements of the budget office. They would come back 
in 2 years with a recommendation for a system, but we will be 2 
years delayed in the development of that system. He was 
convinced they need that sort of system. Not only was it 
difficult and time consuming to get information which took people 
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off job protective services, but he had no way to plan for the 
future. He could not tell what the trends have been or which 
levels of kids are getting worse or what problems are getting 
less. 

In answer to a question from REP CODY, Mr. Olson said he came 
into the agency a week before the report was given to the Finance 
Committee. He had assumed to come into an agency that had a 
management information system where he could get information and 
communicate with the people in the field, and that those people 
with caseloads of 1 to 40 or 1 to 50 had a way of entering 
information on a computer rather than duplicating forms by long 
hand. 

REP. MENAHAN said from the time we created the DFS we never gave 
them any of the equipment or tools to do the job. He did not 
know what we could afford but something had to be done for this 
Department. 

REP. KADAS asked when would the ISD study be completed. Mr. 
Sundsted said before he wanted to commit that much general fund 
money he wanted to be sure what the design and cost would be. 
REP. KADAS asked if he felt ISD could perform a sufficient study 
within the next couple weeks to give us what we need? Mr. 
Sundsted said he doubted it. REP. KADAS said he was convinced 
the Department needs the machine, but wants the right machine and 
doesn't care too much what the Executive recommendation was 
because he felt it was made in haste and does not take into 
account the problems. The Executive recommendation was throwing 
away money also since it doesn't do the job either. Time was 
needed to figure out the system, but we needed to get the 
decision made and the system bought. 

REP. COBB said in the last session we gave them $40,000 to do the 
study for the computer system. They didn't do the study, they 
reverted the money. 

REP. JOHNSON said one of the reasons the $900,000 was in there 
was to work the study and get the system so they could start 
reporting to the federal government in time to avoid sanctions. 
He thought this was abut 2 years down the road and the $900,000 
should enable us to have the system in place by Jan. of '94. 

Kathy McGowen said she and Jim Smith have represented the 
Residential Child Care Assn. for the past couple years and the 
very first thing they asked them to do was to make sure the DFS 
completed the HB 100 study because of some of the things they see 
happening in the system. Kids can be placed in 40 different 
placements within a number of years--kids are not being treated 
well because they are not keeping track of them. They had talked 
to Mr. Mullen and he was reluctant to get going on it, but they 
found that they had to almost create a revolution among the 
social workers in order to study them. They didn't have anybody 
they could assign to free up time in the central office because 
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those people were strapped and they had to demand the social 
workers go through boxes and boxes of papers to literally tally 
the kids. They had to tally what kind of kids, whether they were 
being served adequately, etc. It took months, they spent a lot 
of time over there and said it was one of the most frustrating 
things she had ever done. She found out there was no way they 
could carry out the mandate of the session and plan for the 
future of the kids in the state with the present system. There 
was just no way it could be done. 

REP. QUILICI said the problem is that they have implemented 
computer systems over a period of time. He asked Mr. Olson if he 
thought, with the money, he could with lSD, implement a system 
that would work in this time and would not have to come back to 
the committee with a cost overrun? Mr. Olson answered yes. 

REP. GRINDE said when the DFS was separated from SRS, it seemed 
we weren't taking care of DFS and got ourselves into this mess. 
He asked REP. BRADLEY if this was not passed if she saw DFS 
deteriorating further and being more inefficient. MRS. BRADLEY 
said she did. She did not see how they could do the job without 
having the information available. They are so understaffed. 

REP. GRINDE said when this transition took place the records were 
compiled by SRS and DFS did not have enough staffing or money to 
keep this up to date, or just didn't have the computer system to 
do it? REP. BRADLEY said there was no system to do it. REP. 
GRINDE said, if we were to fund this, do you think it would save 
the DFS or do you think we should go back to the old system and 
put them under SRS? REP. BRADLEY said SRS is so large that if 
you put everything in one Dept. you would have to split it up 
anyway to just manage it. The concept of DFS was a good one and 
have many good ideas but there is no sense in getting into the 
alternatives if you can't track the children. 

REP. GRINDE asked if the committee discussed any ways of 
contracting computer facilities to get us on line whil'e we looked 
at it a little longer? REP. BRADLEY said they had not actually 
made a comparison, but felt pleased that this would be developed 
inhouse. In contrast with TEAMS where the bid went out and the 
bid was taken we could not get any information on how that $3 
million was to be spent. We anticipate it will cost 3 times the 
inhouse, amount, but with TEAMS we had to go that route because of 
the expertise involved. They did work with the DOA and thought 
there was no cheaper way of doing it. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked when OBPP had received the information 
and MR. Sundsted said Feb. 19. 

REP. PECK said he couldn't believe what he was hearing. The 
Legislature gave them $40,000 to do a study, the Dept. head 
decided he wasn't going to do the study but does not ask ISD to 
develop anything on it, and in the middle of the budget process 
they take one week to determine they will spend $811,000. REP. 
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KAnAB said he did not know where this fits in but the study was 
finished Nov. 8, 1990, MIS development and maintenance costs 
which looks like about $700,000. This was done in November and 
must have some relation to the study that was done in Feb. He 
said probably the most recent study was done in February. 

REP. BWYSGOOD withdrew the sUbstitute motion. 

vote: Motion to approve 2), Management Information system for 
$811,000. REP. BRADLEY said she would add language to this 
motion that this be done with further cooperation with ISD and to 
report back to the Finance Committee on the progress being made. 
Motion failed 9 to 9, roll call vote #16. 

REP. BRADLEY explained the modification. REP. THOFT said this is 
a committee mod, outside the Governor's budget. 

MOTION/VOTE: 
by Rep. Cobb. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 3) Division Directors. Second 
Motion passed 10 to 8, roll call # 17. 

community services: 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 1) Reg. Staff Service Inc. Second by 
Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY explained the Executive proposed 8 social workers; 
the committee proposed 36 to be phased in over a biennium. This 
is in response to the increasing demands for the services. It is 
both general funds and federal funds, and is for investigation at 
the county level, abuse and neglect and services for the family. 
The interim committee that worked on this said the national 
case load standards was the work level nationally for these 
services. We would need a caseload of 108 to match the national 
level. DFS requested 55, the Ex. budget contained 8 and the 
committee went for 36. The need is to keep the family together 
rather than split up and the children institutionalized and 
secondly it is for emergency kinds of abuse and neglect. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOOVE said there is $1,322,000 and only part of 
them the first year. What will the figure be for the biennium if 
they were all on? That is what the 1993 Legislature will have to 
pay for. REP. BRADLEY said the total would be $2.2 million per 
year. The general fund amount would be $1.8 million for the 
biennium. Ms. Whitney pointed out the $541,000 shown on the 
Executive mod is the biennium number. 

substitute Motion/vote: REP. ZOOR moved the $547,720 under the 
Executive budget. Second by Rep. Grinde. Motion failed on a tie 
vote, roll call # 18. 

substitute Motion: REP. KAnAS moved 8 the first year and 16 the 
second year. Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. KADAS said this would be 8 the first year and 8 more the 

AP031591.HM1 



HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 
March 15, 1991 

Page 35 of 54 

second. He had heard only horror stories out of this Dept. since 
the Legislature did not do a good job in the transition, and we 
have to begin to deal with it. 

vote: Motion passed 11 to 7, roll call # 19. 

REP. BRADLEY said # 2, 3, 4 and 5 go together and she did not 
feel there is any controversy; they all deal with the Montana 
Developmental Center phase down discussed in the SRS budget. 

MOTIONIVOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mods 2) Phase I & II Supp. 
Income; 3) Phase IV Supp. Income; 4) Phase IV Child Placement and 
5) MDC Phase IV Case Management be adopted. Second by Rep. 
Kimberley. Motion passed unanimously. 

REP. BRADLEY said it is a requirement that the state provide 
foster care services to all eligible children, including native 
American children on reservations. The BIA has been supplying 
part of the funding and since that no longer is taking place we 
are picking up the program. 28% will now be general fund. This 
is standard medicaid rate and unless that rate is changed, this 
would be ongoing. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this was the same size program they 
had last session. 'Mr. Olson said they had asked for a 
supplemental to serve Native American children under 4E because 
it is important they be treated like any other children. They 
are in danger of losing their entire 4E funding if they did not 
supply this. This is a larger program than they had before. 
Douq Mathis said this will serve approximately 250 children on 
Indian reservations that most of this biennium were served by the 
BIA. The BIA will no longer serve them and the Dept. is 
required to use 4E funds to serve them, and it is an expansion on 
the Foster Care program. 

REP. CODY asked how much of that money is 4E funds and Mr. Mathis 
said they get 72% federal funds, it is 28% general fund. It is a 
mandatory program and the size of the program is determined by 
the caseload. They are serving about 3200 children a year in 
foster care programs. 

REP. BRADLEY said the 250 is additional as far as the state is 
concerned because they were BIA covered, so it is not an actual 
increase in the total coverage. 

vote: Motion on 6) Native American Services passed 12 to 6, roll 
call vote # 20. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 7) Youth Treatment Services be 
Second by Rep. Nisbet. 

REP. BRADLEY explained this is for treatment of children and 
adolescents. HB 304 was a pilot program, and this was Rep. 
Hannah's bill. It authorized medicaid funding for residential 
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psychiatric treatment. They had been working with this to get 
the help without having to use the more expensive residential 
treatment. She fought this because it was setting up another 
entitlement program and those could not be limited. This went to 
court and they had given the Dept. an incentive to try to develop 
a continuum they have the dollars to use, and will not use them 
all for residential treatment but will try to create some of the 
other services which would not be so expensive. This was part of 
the executive budget. They wound up going from zero to about $7 
million in the Rivendell center in two years and one reason is 
because it is an entitlement and you have that facility available 
but not the lesser ones; you start placing children into the 
expensive kind of service they actually don't need. 

REP. ZOOR said some have been sent to Pine Hills since some need 
psychiatric treatment and there have been some serious incidents. 

SEN. WATERMAN said this would allow them to develop a continuum 
of care earlier and avoid sending them to the expensive Rivendell 
facilities, or if there they could discharge quicker and there 
would be care available so they didn't go back in. 

Ms. Whitney said according to the statement the Dept. handed out, 
$1.3 million of this is to be reserved for medicaid residential 
treatment--not Rivendell, not hospitals, just residential. The 
rest is to go in for the continuum of care. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said he would like this put into the language 
in the bill and REP. BRADLEY said she was agreeable. That was 
the intent and how the Dept. laid out the program. CHAIRMAN 
BARDANOOVE asked that the LFA put language in that this is 
residential treatment, not the high priced treatment. 

vote: Motion passed 10 to 8, roll call # 21. Tape 3, side 2 

REP. BRADLEY said there will be two bills coming before the 
committee that try to put some parameters in place that provide 
some limitations. They are trying to do it through the 
Certificate of Need process. 

In regard to 8) Field Equipment, REP. CODY said she would rather 
take some of this money and put it in the Information System. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 8} Field Equipment be 
adopted along with the language. Second Rep. Connelly. Motion 
passed unanimously. 

Mountain View: 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. MENAHAN moved mod 1) Mtn View Staff Increases 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Bradley. Motion passed 11 to 7 with 
Rep. Peck, Bardanouve, Thoft, Swysgood, Peterson, Grinde and Cobb 
voting no. 
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MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 1) Pine Hills Industries be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Quilici. Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 2) Pine Hills Staff Inc. be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. Motion passed 13 to 5 with 
Rep. Peck, Thoft, Swysgood, Grinde and Cobb voting no. 

REP. BRADLEY referred to the Current Level Adjustments and said 
these were mods but are current level adjustments, not a specific 
mod. The explanations were in the narrative and referred to in 
the language. 

Management support: 

REP.BRADLEY said they are trying to get Family Services out of 
the basement. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 1) which is rent for a new space 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. Motion passed 17 to 1 with 
Rep. zook voting no. 

community Services: 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 2) Provider Rate Increases Foster 
Care, Day Care and Big Brothers and sisters be adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY said this was the 5% provider rate increases. The 
increase is $1.9 million for the biennium. 

REP. SWYSGOOD said in the Foster Care part of this, how much of 
that increase actually goes to the person taking care of the 
foster child? REP. BRADLEY said she could get the dollars for 
him. About 2/3 of the Foster Care budget is Family Foster care 
and there are about 1500 of them. About 500 children are in the 
resident homes, group homes--the sheltered kinds of care. The 
reimbursement rate in the Foster Care depends on the situation of 
the particular child, the age of the child and the kind of care 
the child might need. REP. SWYSGOOD said the individual child in 
Foster Homes as compared to the Rivendell or that type of care-­
who gets the largest increase out of this. REP. BRADLEY said 
everyone gets the same 5% level. 

REP. PETERSON asked if this is all new money or is it some carry 
over? REP. BRADLEY said this is totally new money. They haven't 
received an inflationary increase for years. 

Douq Mathies said last session there were 2 increases, the Foster 
Care providers got a 2% per year and the Group Care providers got 
an increase which averaged over the biennium about 20%. 

REP. COBB asked Ms. whitney about the Foster Family Care--how 
much money does it amount to? She said the Dept data equipment 
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doesn't give her the chance to answer that entirely. He said if 
Rivendell got $8 or whatever, he was wondering how much it would 
cost to give $1 a day at the bottom level in the Foster Care. 
Ms. Whitney said they have approximately 1100 to 1200 foster 
homes that are active and one or more children in each home. 
REP. BRADLEY said it appears Rivendell is not in this budget. 
This is Foster Care and does not cover Rivendell. It does cover 
Yellowstone Treatment and Shodair at around $118 a day or so. 

REP. COBB asked if he made a motion for Foster Care 10% increase 
that would cost around $500,000 a year? Mr. Mathies said it 
would be about $1 a day and would be abut $386,000 each year. 

substitute Motion: REP. COBB moved to provide rate increases for 
Foster Care families only by 10%. Second by Rep. Quilici. 

Ms. whitney said this would leave out the Group Homes, Florence 
Crittenton, Deaconess, Yellowstone Treatment Center, any of the 
group homes in Billings, etc. 

Jim smith said the problem is the Foster Care budget is the total 
budget which is $11 million a year and includes the 1100 Foster 
Care families plus about 25 of these group and shelter care homes 
that are in the Montana Residential Child Care Association. 
Roughly 2/3 of the 'kids and 2/3 of the money are in family foster 
care and 1/3 in the group-shelter-residential care. 

REP. BRADLEY spoke against the motion. If the Family Foster care 
were to be raised she would endorse that but we didn't do that 
because we are trying to give some kind of fairness to this. We 
can't put all these children in foster families because their 
needs are too serious and a family could not take them on. 

REP. PETERSON asked for a total figure--how much has already been 
spent. REP. BRADLEY said approximately $8 million. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked who got the 20% last time and Mr. smith 
said the Group Homes and Sheltered Homes he represented got what 
is called a rebase in the SRS budget today. The 20% last time 
brought it up to about 80% but inflation ate it right away. Now 
it is back to about 70% and the 5% will protect the investment 
made last session and not let it erode again. 

vote: Motion failed 7 to 11, roll call vote # 22. 

vote: Motion by Rep. Bradley for 2) Provider Rate Increases 
passed 11 to 6 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Zook, Peterson, Grinde 
and Cobb voting no. Rep. Bardanouve did not vote. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 3) Day Care Resource & Referral be 
Second by Rep. Nisbet. 

REP. BRADLEY explained the motion. REP. SWYSGOOD asked what this 
referral program does. In his area at Dillon they did not have a 
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referral area, the Women's Resource center does most of 
the closest one that is funded out of the last biennium 
in Butte--do the people in Dillon have to call Butte to 
what is in Dillon? Kate Cholewa, Womens Lobby said she 
the Rand R's do but couldn't give the exact locations. 
assumed they could call Butte. 

it, but 
budget is 
find out 
knew what 

She 

REP. GRINDE asked where the $413,000 in federal funds come from? 
REP. BRADLEY said from the Federal Block Grant. REP. GRINDE 
asked if this money could be used in other areas and REP. BRADLEY 
answered yes. REP. GRINDE asked why the $15,000 in general fund 
and Ms. Whitney said the block grant for Day Care is not expected 
until Oct. 1. In the meantime to continue this program they have 
taken $15,000 of general fund and matched it at the medicaid rate 
with Federal Jobs money to get the Rand R program to that point. 

REP. GRINDE said he was on this subcommittee last time and there 
were 2 bills he tried to dispose of. One was Hannah's and the 
other was this Rand R program. These things are available, all 
the Dept. would have to have is one central unit where anyone 
could call a number. They would have a list of all the Day Care 
Centers, they could recommend them. Every community has a day 
care, you can find them in your own phone book. This program was 
very unnecessary. 

REP. JOHNSON said the DFS has contracts with Rand R providers in 
Butte, Bozeman, Dillon, Gt. Falls, Havre, Kalispell, Livingston, 
Missoula and Whitefish. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked what the $428,000 would be used for and 
Ms. Whitney said to do what HB 200 asked for and she read the 
requirements. In addition, when the monies were matched with the 
JOBS monies in SRS they had to comply with the federal jobs 
regulations to provide day care for the people participating in 
that program. That added a considerable amount of new 
responsibility and new service. This is the "clearinghouse" so 
they can call up to complain if not adequate, etc. 

REP. BRADLEY said it would not create any new centers. It is 
the budget for about one quarter of a year. 

REP. KAnAS said in Missoula the people there have spent a lot of 
time trying to find people to provide day care. 

vote: Motion on Day Care R & R passed 10 to 8 with Rep. 
Bardanouve, Thoft, Swysgood, Cody, Zook, Peterson and Grinde and 
Cobb voting no. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 4) Federal Day Care Grants be 
Second by Rep. Johnson. 

REP. BRADLEY said this was two types of grants, a federal child 
care improvement grant and a federal day care block grant. 
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CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this was a new program and who will 
get the money. REP. BRADLEY said yes, it is a new program and 
the money starts out in DFS, some will go to increases in Day 
Care rates for protective services in DFS, some to SRS. CHAIRMAN 
BARDANOUVE asked if this supplements what we already have in Day 
Care? $5 million is a lot of money. REP. BRADLEY said it is. 
It will be an amazing time for the state to do something they 
have not had the opportunity to do before. It apparently was a 
very high priority at the national level and these grants are 
coming our way and go through the DFS as the lead agency for 
children's services. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked the Dept. who 
they were going to give this money to and Hr. Olson said they 
would use the money to service existing Day Care providers and to 
develop a lot of other Day Care options where they don't have 
that service available. All Day Care centers will get some 
money. They are dealing with federal regulations that haven't 
been published yet. The way the grant has come down is that 75% 
of the money is targeted for increase of direct services. More 
day care centers so more low income mothers can have access to 
the services. 25% of the money is targeted to do such things as 
improve licensing standards, and one of the things that is 
required of the grant is an 18 month study of licensing standards 
and how it is done in the state, who provides the services, what 
kinds of standards we have in place and who should be 
responsible. It is a study of the whole system. REP. BARDANOUVE 
asked how much the present existing day care centers would 
receive and Hr. Olson said this money will assist with the 5% 
increase the committee has already approved. If this money comes 
down we will not have to use general fund money to fund the 
increase of the existing day care providers. The rest of the 
money will go to develop new day care centers. 

REP. COBB said we are creating new Day Care centers. He thought 
when he read the law they would have to do a voucher system for 
everyone out there. He asked if families could use their own 
relatives for day care or create a lot of Day Care Centers and 
force people to institutionalize their kids. Hr. Olson said he 
did not know if this bill applied to this or not. 

REP. SWYSGOOD said the people in the Dept. necessary to 
administer this program, how are they funded and how many is that 
anticipated to be? Hr. Olson said now we have one person that 
does multiple things. He does Day Care and a number of other 
grants. They would probably have one person to take care of 
this. They could probably use some of the money to take care of 
licensing but was not sure. At the present time his preference 
would be to contract for those services. 

Kate Cholewa, Women's Lobby, said the money has to go to Day 
Cares. No one can get their aunt or whatever to be a day care 
for them. 75% of that entire grant goes to subsidize people 
using child care, so not only AFDC but also the working poor can 
get assistance in using it. Anyone who makes under $13,000 will 
have assistance in paying for their day care so they can work. 
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REP. SWYSGOOD asked Kate about the 75% she said was to help 
people using Day Care and he heard earlier that 75% could be used 
to expand Day Care facilities. If we are going to subsidize 
people he had no problem, but there is a problem--you can't do 
both. Hr. Olson said he saw them as the same thing. There are 
not enough Day Care facilities in the state to take care of the 
number of people we have in the poverty levels. By subsidizing 
those people to use Day Care the services will be expanded. The 
Day Care facilities will be paid for by the subsidization of 
people using them. 

REP. GRINDE said there is a $5 million block grant coming down 
from the federal government and it is to be used for Day Care in 
one way or another. REP. BRADLEY said yes, $2.4 million in '92 
and $2.6 million in '93. REP. GRINDE asked if there was any 
discussion in her committee of giving this to the Dept. and 
allowing them to spend it in whichever way they felt? REP. 
BRADLEY said that is what we did. They specifically allocated 
for both SRS and DFS Day Care--AFDC and Protective Care Day Care, 
they increased those rates so it was a little less than $2 a day. 
It had to stay within the federal guidelines that said the 
subsidization cannot exceed 75% of the market level. They are 
anticipating and directing those dollars to go for that added 
reimbursement if the regulations will allow it, and at the 
present time they believe they will. The other part of that 
block grant would continue the Rand R. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked Kate if there was any way some of this 
money could be used to save general fund dollars they are putting 
in now. She said there are not a lot of rules about this money, 
but it is supposed to supplement and not supplant the state's 
commitment to child care. If it was not supplanting there could 
be a question since they did not know on the reimbursement rate. 
If it can replace those funds it will, as far as the $15,000 it 
can't do that because it won't be here yet. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if we could write some language so when 
the rules are received, they could use some of this money in 
place of some of the dollars we are putting into this budget. 
The language is in there for the reimbursement rate, it is # 3 we 
went over and on B-134 of the narrative. They expect to receive 
the rules about May 1. 

vote: Motion to adopt 4) Federal Day Care Grants, passed 17 to 1 
with Rep. Grinde voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 5) DD Targeted Case Management 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Quilici. Motion passed 15 to 3 with 
Rep. Peterson, Grinde and Cobb voting no. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved 6) Juvenile Detention Costs be 
Second by Rep. Menahan. 

REP. BRADLEY explained the motion and said she did not feel there 
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vote: Motion passed 14 to 4 with Rep. Swysgood, Thoft, Cobb and 
Grinde voting no. 

MOTION: REP. COBB moved to take 4% from Personal Services in 
DFS. Second by Rep. Grinde. B-123 in the narrative. 

REP. BRADLEY said she would resist this motion. This is a 
service dealing with people and the budget was already 
underfunded. 

vote: Motion failed on a tie vote, roll call # 23. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. COBB moved to take 2% out of the Personal 
Services budget for DFS. Second by Rep. Swysgood. Motion failed 
on a tie vote, roll call # 24. 

Department of Health 

REP. BRADLEY said the LFA analyst for this section of the budget 
was Taryn Purdy and Mr. Iverson was the head of the Dept. of 
Health and worked with them. She gave an overview of the budget 
saying this was by far the worst in complexity and by far the 
least in general fund. It is composed of three functions, the 
Environmental Programs, the Health Care programs, and licensure 
certification. She distributed EXHIBIT 7 which is in the March 16 
minutes as EXHIBIT 1. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 1, Personnel officer be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Johnson. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this budget is based on its present 
operation without transfers or reorganization? REP. BRADLEY said 
it was based on the present budget. 

vote: Motion passed 12 to 6 with Rep. Cobb, Grinde, Thoft, 
Swysgood, Connelly and Bardanouve voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 2, Legal Unit Charge System 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Kadas. Motion passed 14 to 4 with 
Rep. Thoft, Grinde, Cobb and Swysgood voting no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY voted mod 3, Support Services be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Menahan. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked where the money was coming from. REP. 
BRADLEY answered from indirect funds that are directed to each of 
the programs that fund Social Services. 

vote: Motion passed 15 to 3 with Rep. Peterson, Grinde and Cobb 
voting no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 4 Newborn PKU Testing be adopted. 
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REP. BRADLEY said this program was paid for by fees. REP. PECK 
asked why it was dropping to about half in the second year and 
she answered because equipment was included the first year. 

vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 5, Safe Drinking Water Chem Lab 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is also paid by fees. REP. THOFT asked 
how much does this raise the fees. REP. BRADLEY said they 
calculate the cost of the specific tests and are allowed to go up 
that much to pay for it. This will be an increase in service but 
the cost of the service did not raise. 

vote: Motion passed 14 to 4 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Cobb and 
Grinde voting no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 6, Safe Drinking Water Micro Lab 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked what the micro lab is. REP. BRADLEY 
said it is the same as the previous motion except one is a chem 
lab and the other a micro lab. One tests chemicals and one tests 
bugs. 

vote: Motion passed 14 to 4 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Grinde 
and Cobb voting no. 

Environmental Programs: 

KOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 7, Air Quality Bureau be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Kadas. 

REP. BRADLEY explained this modification and said this program 
was contingent upon the passage of HB 781. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE 
said there are 6 1/2 more FTE put on. REP. THOFT asked about HB 
781 and was told this is in House Taxation in a sUbcommittee. He 
asked what they were defining as pollution sources and was told 
S02 and the main source of the fees will come from S02. 

vote: Motion passed 11 to 7 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Zook, 
Peterson, Grinde, Cobb and Bardanouve voting no. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved mod 8, Air Quality - Permits be 
Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. BRADLEY read the explanation for the modification. 
Contingent on passage of HB 781. 

vote: Motion passed 11 to 7 with Rep. Peck, Thoft, Swysgood, 
Grinde, Zook, Grady and Bardanouve voting no. 
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REP. BARDANOUVE moved mod 9, Asbestos Control Program be 
Second by Rep. Kadas. 

REP. CODY said you are requesting some of the schools that had 
certified school maintenance people, are you requesting these 
people redo it? Mr. Iverson, Director, DHES, said he wasn't sure 
about re-doing it; this is primarily a workload increase because 
of the recent activity over the past couple of years on asbestos 
removal. The Department has experienced an increase in the 
requests for certification. They are not requiring 
recertification for those schools that have already done it. 

REP. SWYSGOOD asked about the source of funding, it says it is 
asbestos permit fees already in place, yet in the narrative it 
says contingent upon passage of SB 288. Ms. Purdy said right now 
the asbestos permit fees are collected but aren't costed into the 
RIT account. The program is funded with RIT income. This would 
fund the program directly with the permit fees and that is what 
is contained in SB 288. 

REP. GRADY asked how much the fees amount to and Mr. Hoffman, 
DHES, said about $160,000 per year. Since this program was 
funded last time and there was no history, it was not known how 
much the fees would bring in so it was funded out of RIT. Since 
the anticipated fees are now known, the funding can be removed 
from RIT. 

vote: Motion passed 17 to 1 with Rep. Peterson voting no. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved mod 10, Specialist upgrades be 
Second by Rep. Johnson. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked about the funding. No general fund, 
but all sources means what? REP. BRADLEY said there is no 
general fund. 

REP. SWYSGOOD said this is on B-9 in the narrative and when he 
got down to funding it says general fund. REP. PECK asked if the 
pay plan didn't cover these kinds of people. Is this to upgrade 
them because of their particular skills? REP. BRADLEY said the 
pay plan would pay part of it, but not the cost of upgrading. 
REP. KAnAS said he thought it would depend on how they handled 
the pay plan. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said it looked to him like the 
way this was written if they received a pay plan increase and 
this also, they would be getting over and above the pay plan for 
that position. 

Mr. Iverson said it is not certain what DOA is going to approve 
in precise language. Whatever the pay plan is will adjust these 
numbers. You are looking at an upgrade and an amount of dollars 
reduced by whatever the pay plan attaches to the position. The 
pay plan will be reflected in the totals. 

vote: Motion failed 8 to 10 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Connelly, 
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Grady, Cody, Zook, Peterson, Grinde, Cobb and Bardanouve voting 
no. 

HOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 11, Natural Resource Damage Suit 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is the Clark Fork Drainage area and it is 
anticipated the reimbursement will be from the litigation 
settlement and this money is a general fund loan. 

REP. QUILICI said this was brought before the General Government 
sUbcommittee first and they were asking for $2 million and then 
$8 million in other funds. He asked how they came up with the 
$4,949,739. Hr. Iverson said it is very complicated and he would 
bring more copies of the Executive summary. They gave their 
best estimate as to how they could get the suit ready in the next 
couple of years. Dick Peterson is working full time coordinating 
this. The problem is we have to be ready for litigation from the 
legal perspective, we also have to start doing the technical work 
that tells us how much to ask for in the suit. He put together 
what looked like the bare minimum of what was needed to put 
together a suit of this size. We are currently asking $50 
million in damages, and there is speculation that is not even 
close to what we may ask in the end when the damage is finally 
set. REP. QUILICI pointed out that $50 million in damages was 
the limit Congress set down. They took off the cap and it could 
go to $150 million or $200 million. Hr. Iverson said there is no 
limit on it. 

REP. QUILICI asked what chances are there and how quick do you 
think you can get these ARCO reimbursements? Hr. Iverson said he 
did not know how quickly, but the chances in his opinion, are 
virtually guaranteed that they will collect. He said the 
damages, the precedent, and the federal laws are present to get a 
settlement. They have about 2. years before they have to have it 
in court. He distributed EXHIBIT 8. 

REP. GRINDE asked if this is set up for the biennium and the FTE 
at the end of that time will not be in the base. Mr. Iverson 
said they would be hired for the project. They envisioned 
putting legal staff on right away. They have outside legal 
counsel hired and they are expensive so they decided to only use 
one of them. We will use one high powered consulting attorney 
and his recommendation is it can be done cheaper and probably 
better by supplementing his advice with inhouse counsel. When 
this goes to court it will be necessary to have people on full 
time and it will probably average out to 4 or 5 FTE. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said this is a loan, where do you intend to 
get the money and how soon are you planning to pay it back? Hr. 
Iverson said the proceeds of the suit will be the payment source 
and if he had to guess on time he would estimate 3 years. 
CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said there was a problem because it is 
against the law to have a loan from the general fund for that 
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long a period of time. Mr. Iverson said that is true, and 
technically you could say pay it in 2 years. REP. COBB said this 
is not just technically--the law says you can't do it. Mr. 
Iverson said he did not feel the state should get in a hurry to 
settle out of court because if they come in with a big offer that 
looks like what we would get, we may have the money. CHAIRMAN 
BARDANOUVE asked if this is the same law we replaced in the BN 
lawsuit. Mr. Iverson said it is a little different. Cogswell 
was in it but it was Cogswell Whirley and now it is Cogswell 
Eagleton. The attorney we are using did not think it was 
involved in that suit. Kevin Ward is a top notch attorney on 
this subject for the whole country. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked about the expenses and if they would 
all be recovered and Hr. Iverson said they anticipate they have 
to recover them, their assumption is that they will be part of 
the damage assessment and the settlement will be structured in 
such a way that they would recover the fees. REP. KADAS said 
recovery of the fees is a part of the federal law, and Hr. 
Iverson said he thought that was correct but they could ask for 
it anyway. REP. KAnAS asked what type of oversight is there over 
this operation. Hr. Iverson said there are two groups, a 
technical group that meets on the technical, legal aspects of 
coordinating this suit and there is a policy group which is made 
up of himself, DennIs Casey, Karen Barclay, and KL Toole. They 
also consult with the AG's office and will probably formalize 
that by having an attorney on with them. 

REP. QUILICI said about 6 months ago this was discussed in Butte 
because that is the head waters of all this litigation and they 
weren't sure if legal fees could be collected at that point in 
time because the feds are real explicit on how the damages will 
be paid and what they are used for. They are to be used 
specifically to repair natural resource damage. Research over 
the past 4 or 5 months has found through contacts in Washington 
that the legal fees can be· paid out of these damages. 

REP. CODY asked if there was any possibility this money could be 
borrowed from the Board of Investments rather than the general 
fund so it would be legal? CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said it would 
cost a lot more money. REP. BRADLEY said the committee did not 
think they had done anything that borders on being unlawful. We 
cannot commit a future legislature on a loan, but if it is not 
ready in 2 years it can be reauthorized. 

substitute Motion: REP. COBB moved that the loan would be 
contingent upon the passage of the law to allow the long term 
loan. 

REP. KAnAS said he was not convinced they needed the law and felt 
this was important enough that he would not want to tie the two 
together, even though he would support the legislation. 

Mrs. Cohea read 17-2-107, MCA, says "a loan made under subsection 
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2 a" (a loan from the general fund) "must be paid within one 
calendar year of the date the loan is approved unless it is 
extended by a specific Legislative authorization." In the 
language the subcommittee adopted they have authorized it through 
the biennium. The issue is, this statute in its whole says a 
loan cannot go beyond a biennium limit. If the loan is not 
repaid by the end of the '93 biennium the Legislature then would 
need to reauthorize the loan. REP. BRADLEY said the committee 
took this to Mr. Petesch who thought the language we put in was 
appropriate to meet the statutory requirements. 

vote: Motion failed 3 to 15, roll call vote # 25. 

REP. KADAS said he was concerned about the oversight on this and 
wondered if it would be amenable to REP. BRADLEY to establish a 
policy board in the appropriation of the directors of Health, 
Fish, Wildlife and Parks, State Lands, DNRC, and the Attorney 
General. This would make a council set up that would be 
responsible for overseeing and coordinating the whole project. 
REP. BRADLEY said she had no objection and it is what they are 
doing now. REP. KADAS said they set that up themselves, but for 
insurance he would like to see it placed in the appropriation so 
we have some assurance that council will be there and be 
responsible. Ms. Purdy was to work with REP. KADAS on the 
language since it was approved by the committee. 

Amend: REP. BARDANOUVE moved this loan of $5 million will be 
charged the same rate of interest as the short term investment 
pool returns to Montana. 

REP. BARDANOUVE explained his amendment by saying this takes 
general fund money that is invested in the short term investment 
pool. There will be a short fall of $5 million and will lose the 
interest on a short term investment pool on this amount of money. 
Mr. Iverson has testified that ARCO will repay the costs of this 
suit. If we charge interest on this money, that interest can be 
properly charged to this suit and ARCO will have to pay it. On a 
$5 million loan at 6% that would be $300,000 a year that we could 
properly charge to ARCO. 

Mrs. Cohea said that language has already been adopted by the 
subcommittee on B-19 and 20 of the narrative. 

REP. BARDANOUVE withdrew his motion. 

vote: Motion to adopt 11, Natural Resource Damage Suit mod 
passed, 17 to 1 with Rep. Cobb voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 12, Hazardous Waste be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Bardanouve. Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 13, Landfill Management - I 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. Motion passed 13 to 5 with 
Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Grinde, Cobb and Cody voting no. 
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REP. BRADLEY moved mod 14, Landfill Management -II 
Second by Rep. Kadas. 

be 

REP. BRADLEY said this is the second chapter of the last mod. 
The first incorporates Part I of EQC's recommendations, this one 
continues it. REP. QUILICI asked who are all these landfill 
operators? Are they Local Governments that would have to pay 
this, or who does? He was told they are public and private. 
CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked why the Executive did not endorse this 
and Mr. Iverson said he didn't remember but did not think the 
Executive was asked. This came in late, it was an EQC 
recommendation that came along well after the budget was put 
together. CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if Mr. Iverson endorsed this 
mod and was told they are satisfied with whatever the Executive 
gave them. 

REP. GRADY said this all hinges on SB 209, if it doesn't pass 
there isn't any money there anyway. REP. BRADLEY said the 
arrangement that was worked out with most of the counties after 
long and serious negotiations, is that 2/3 would be picked up by 
the fees and 1/3 by the state. The reason that is not reflected 
here is because it is already in current level. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said we have 3 FTE the first phase and 
5.34/5/84 the second, what will they do the first 3 don't do? 
REP. BRADLEY said the summary is the paragraph at the bottom and 
shows how the whole program would be carried through. There is 
an entire book on this, and it is encapsulated in this. 

REP. GRADY said he had spent the last 2 years going over this. 
We were given the assignment to do it. EPA is shoving it down 
our throats and this is what we have come up with. Sooner or 
later someone is going to have to pay for this stuff and this is 
how we figured out it could be done. Unless we are going to 
abolish EQC why do we spend 2 years studying this, come up with 
recommendations, and then don't accept them. 

REP. SWYSGOOD said he did not vote for the first one and was not 
going to vote for this. He felt the first one could address 
those concerns REP. GRADY is raising about their federal 
requirements. He felt this was adding misery for our local, 
county and private landfill operators and this is too much to ask 
of them. 

Ms. Purdy said the first people deal directly with the new 
federal requirements. When you get into the second phase you 
have more specialized things being done. She gave the example of 
integrated waste information, data bases that would be developed 
and run, an attorney would be hired and a certain amount of 
training would be done and a solid waste plan would be developed. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked if this could wait until '93 to see how 
it worked before going into the next phase and REP. BRADLEY said 
the federal regulations are coming down on us now. 
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REP. GRADY asked if Hr. Iverson felt the first phase would 
fulfill the EPA requirements that are coming down right now and 
Hr. Iverson said he thought if these are necessary, it might be 
because of what is happening elsewhere in the Legislature. There 
are 10 or 12 bills out there that could put extreme pressures on 
that staff. 

vote: Motion on Landfill Management - II failed 8 to 10, roll 
call vote # 26. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved mod 15, BN/ARCO Special Projects be 
Second by Rep. Menahan. 

REP. BRADLEY said this was associated with Superfund clean up at 
BN and ARCO sites. These are federal superfund priority sites. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said he was concerned about 5 more FTE. REP. 
BRADLEY said she thought these were paid by RIT before and are 
going to continue out of this fund. These are not additional 
FTE, it is just under this source of funding. Hr. Iverson agreed 
this was just a change in funding, no additional FTE. 

REP. THOFT asked how long this would go on and how long do we 
have all these FTE. steve Pilcher, Environmental sciences, DHES 
said the answer to the question is hard to determine. They have, 
in addition to the Livingston site, 11 other BN refueling 
stations throughout Montana where the studies are in various 
stages. In some cases clean up may be completed in 2 years and 
in others it may be 2 or 3 years before they have adequately 
characterized the problem and undertaken a study. it depends on 
the amount of contamination and the time it takes to get it out 
of the ground. 

vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 16, Specialist Upgrades be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. Motion failed 7 to 11 with 
Rep. Cobb, Cody, Connelly, Grady, Grinde, Kadas, Peterson, 
Swysgood, Thoft. Zook, and Bardanouve voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 17, Ag. Monitoring be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Kadas. Motion passed 17 to 1 with Rep. 
cody voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 18, Groundwater Pollution 
Control be adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. Motion passed 
unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 19, Groundwater - EQC Lawyer 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Kimberley. Motion passed 12 to 6 
with Rep. Cobb, Thoft, Swysgood, Zook, Peterson and Grinde voting 
no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 20, Groundwater EQC Permit 
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Review be adopted. Second by Rep. Nisbet. Motion passed 11 to 7 
with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Zook, Peterson, Cody, Grinde, and 
Bardanouve voting no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved 21, wastewater Operators, 
Subdivisions, and public water Supply be adopted. Second by Rep. 
Johnson. 

REP. BRADLEY said she moved all three of these together since 
they all went together. 

vote: Motion passed 11 to 7 with Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Connelly, 
Cody, Grinde, Cobb and Bardanouve voting no. 

In answer to a question from CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE about the amount 
of FTE being added, Hr. Iverson said the FTE the Governor has 
recommended are important to the programs. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 22, Nonpoint Source Pollution be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. Motion passed 10 to 8 with 
Rep. Thoft, Swysgood, Bardanouve, Cody, Zook, Grinde, Grady and 
Cobb voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved 23, Specialist Upgrades be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Quilici. Motion failed 4 to 14 with 
Rep. Peck, Cobb, Cody, Connelly, Grady, Grinde, Johnson, Kadas, 
Kimberley, Peterson, Swysgood, Thoft, Zook and Bardanouve voting 
no. 

REP. ZOOK said Dr. Lawler has been here for 2 days and would like 
to speak about the dental hygienist in DHES. Dr. Lawler said he 
had a private dental practice in Billings but from June 1989 
until Nov. 1990 he worked .6 FTE as the dental officer in the 
Dept. of Health. In January that FTE position was eliminated by 
the subcommittee and he would like to speak to reinstating that 
FTE. The practice of dental public health within DHES is 
different than clinical dentistry. Your patient is a segment of 
the population, poor people on medicaid, the working poor, the 
old people, the working rich--however you want to segment the 
population. The dentist in Public Health sees problems, attempts 
to formulate solutions for them, and then begins to try to 
implement solutions. In the past year and a half he had 
formulated objectives that addressed a number of ideas. One was 
communication with the different areas in state government. The 
input he provided to medicaid on dental welfare alone would have 
cost medicaid thousands of dollars on an outside consultant. 
That was done by the dental officer trying to solve the problem 
of dentists dropping out of the medicaid program. He discussed 
other problems and solutions in the dental field and the 
education he had provided to schools, public health nurses, etc. 
REP. KADAS thanked Dr. Lawler for waiting and for his testimony. 

REP. CONNELLY asked why the subcommittee cut this program if it 
is so vital to Montana? REP. BRADLEY said they put the dollars 
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into the MIAMI program to get the federal match, and because the 
part of the dental program that distributes all the materials was 
kept and they thought that was the important part of the program. 

Health Program: 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 24, Child Nutrition be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Grinde. Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 25, Women, Infants, Children 
(WIC) be adopted. Second by Rep. Grinde. Motion passed 
unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 26, MIAMI Program be 
adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. Motion passed 17 to 1 with 
Rep. Thoft voting no. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 27, Chronic Disease 
Prevention be adopted. Second by Rep. Kadas. Motion passed 
unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 28, Sexually Transmitted 
Diseases be adopted. Second by Rep. Cody. Motion passed 
unanimously. 

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. BRADLEY moved mod 29, AIDS Education to Counties be 
Second by Rep. Cody. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE said the funding is $20,000 and it would cost 
more for administration than the appropriation is for. REP. 
JOHNSON said some counties do not have funds to distribute 
information on AIDS. There are counties receiving funds for 
this, some are not. This would go to counties that are not. 
They would have to apply for this money through a grant. 

vote: Motion passed 12 to 6 with Rep. Bardanouve, Thoft, 
Swysgood, Zook, Peterson and Grinde voting no. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 30, Vaccine be adopted. Second 
by Rep. Menahan. 

REP. BRADLEY said this is a committee mod, it would help to 
immunize part of the backlog, but they are trying to catch up. 

REP. COBB asked if it was about $100,000 for the colleges and 
$100,000 for the schools. Ms. Purdy said some of this money 
could be used for Colleges, but the other population would be in 
need of a second dose along with the 18 year olds who missed 
their second dose. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked why we should spend $400,000 for 
something that should be taken care of by the citizens? Why does 
the state have to underwrite every program in Montana. REP. 
SWYSGOOD said as worthwhile as these programs are directed to be, 
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if we put this in place it will be ongoing and will keep 
increasing. REP. THOFT said he believed every low income person 
gets the shots now. REP. COBB said the second shots are not 
being paid for yet by the federal government. 

Substitute Motion: REP. COBB moved this be $100,000 each year. 

CHAIRMAN BARDANOUVE asked how he was going to allocate it. REP. 
COBB said he wanted it to go to public health kids, not the 
college kids but did not know how to put it in. REP. GRINDE 
suggested that by putting this in Public Health with no criteria 
gives them a blanket for everybody that is in the class. 

Substitute Motion for all Motions pending: REP. BARDANOUVE moved 
that mod 30, Vaccine not be funded. 

Vote: Motion failed on a tie vote, roll call vote # 27. 

vote: Motion by Rep. Cobb for $100,000 annually to public health 
failed, 5 to 13, roll call vote # 28 

vote: Motion by Rep. Bradley for mod 30, vaccine, failed 6 to 12 
roll call vote # 29. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 31, AIDS funding be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Bardanouve. Motion passed unanimously. 

Licensing and certification: 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 32, Federal Nursing Home 
Reform be adopted. Second by Rep. Menahan. Motion failed 8 to 
10 with 1 absent. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 33, Hearings be adopted. 
Second by Rep. Quilici. Motion passed 13 to 5 with Rep. Thoft, 
Swysgood, Peterson, Grinde and Cobb voted no. 

MOTION: REP. CONNELLY moved to reconsider the action on mod 32, 
Nursing Home Reform. Second by Rep. Quilici. 

REP. CONNELLY discussed the reason for the motion saying if it 
had to be done it should be done now. 

REP. GRADY asked if the general fund money was in the Governor's 
budget and was told yes. REP. GRINDE said the 15 wasn't the 
number mandated but the recommendation of the committee? REP. 
BRADLEY said it was the recommendation of the Executive budget. 

Vote: Motion passed 11 to 7, roll call vote # 30. 

MOTION: REP. MENAHAN moved the Federal Nursing Home Reform mod 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Kadas. 

Substitute Motion: REP. BARDANOUVE moved to reduce the FTE from 
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REP. KAnAS asked if we reduce this to 10 will we meet the OBRA 
requirements? Hr. Iverson said 10 might be too low, he thought 
they had hired 11 of them already. 

Dale Taliaferro, Health Services Division, said the estimate by 
the federal government on what was needed was 20 or 25. They 
tried to guess at the minimum they could put in the field and 
keep up the certification. They are falling behind and recently 
asked permission to certify some facilities before they inspected 
them. They told both DHES and SRS they could not do that. He 
did not believe 10 would meet the OBRA requirements. 

REP. BARDANOUVE said this was not authorized by the last 
legislature. Hr. Iverson said they did have a budget 
modification. Ray Hoffman, DHES said the Legislature approved 
these 15 FTE through a budget amendment that was submitted last 
September. REP. BARDANOUVE said we cannot amend general funds 
and you are using general fund. Hr. Hoffman said true, current 
level general fund. This is current level general fund 
appropriated this year to meet those needs. 

Substitute Motion: REP. BARDANOUVE changed his motion to make it 
11 rather than 10.' 

REP. BARDANOUVE said the reason for the change was because 11 had 
been hired. 

vote: Motion failed 5 to 13, roll call vote # 31. 

vote: Motion (original) to adopt mod 32, Federal Nursing Home 
Reform passed 12 to 6 with Reps. Bardanouve, Thoft, Swysgood, 
Peterson, Grinde, and Cobb voting no. 

REP. BRADLEY read the explanation of mod 34, Administrative 
Expenses to the committee and said she did not know what the 
Department wished to do with this. 

Hr. Hoffman said at the close of last session a bill was before 
the Legislature that put 1 cent a gallon on gas tax and then went 
to 75 tenths of gallon. That bill was totally statutorily 
appropriated. There was another bill passed that said the 
administrative expenses should be administratively appropriated 
rather than statutorily appropriated and this is making those 
administrative dollars and the payment out for clean up would 
still be statutory. 

REP. SWYSGOOD asked if either one of those bills dictate how many 
employees there should be? Hr. Hoffman said the board had the 
authority to hire and fire. 

REP. THOFT asked if there were 12 on board now, and Mr. Hoffman 
said he thought there were 11. REP. THOFT said this is one 
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additional FTE. Hr. Hoffman said he thought there were no 
additions. There is a minor problem that should be resolved, and 
the committee would probably have to do it. The current bill 
statutorily appropriates everything and he thought this committee 
would have to submit a committee bill to remove that total 
statutory provision. Hr. Sundsted said last time when this was 
cleaned up so the statutory appropriations for administrative 
expenses were removed there was a couple that was missed. The 
chiropractic Legal Panel and one other working its way through. 
He would request a committee bill and he and his staff would be 
willing to help develop that bill to change those 3 back to 
administrative cost to temporary appropriations out of the 
statutory appropriations. 

REP. KIMBERLEY asked on line 3 of the narrative about the expense 
increase and she said it was 506.8%. Mrs. Cohea said it is on B-
52. In the text on B-52 it is correctly stated as 506.8. 

REP. BRADLEY said if the committee wants to do a committee bill 
and since this is her subcommittee she would be glad to help. If 
that is appropriate she would move a committee bill and would do 
it contingent on the bill going through. 

MOTION: REP. BRADLEY moved to have a committee bill that would 
correct the statutory appropriations on the items mentioned by 
Hr. Sundsted. Second by Rep. Menahan. 

REP. BARDANOUVE asked if the present law removes all the 
employees from the pay plan? Hrs. Cohea said she believed when 
checking on the exempt employees this bill also exempted all 
those employees. 

vote: Motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION/VOTE: REP. BRADLEY moved mod 34, Administrative Expenses 
be adopted. Second by Rep. Johnson. Motion passed 11 to 8 with 
Rep. Bardanouve, Thoft, Swysgood, Connelly, Peterson, Grinde and 
Cobb voting no. -

MOTION: 
adopted. 

REP. MENAHAN moved mod 35, Specialist Upgrades be 
There was no second and the motion died. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Adjournment: 9:45 p.m. 

~~ FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, 1r 
c- ( 

( 

FB/sk 
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REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY t/ 

REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON J 

REP. MIKE KADAS V 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 

REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 1/ 

REP. JOE QUILICI V 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD / 
REP. BOB THOFT J/ 

REP. TOM ZOOK V 



3-15-91 

The secretary did not receive a copy of Exhibit 1. 
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HOOSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIKE 
) () ; 2-%' ,IV( 

DATE __ ~~~/_~~~1_~ __ _ BILL NO. NUKBER __ I __ _ 
KOTION: 

( / 

I NAKE AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN ~ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
REP. JOHN COBB '/ 
REP. DOROTHY CODY V 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V 
REP. ED GRADY r/ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE 1/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON t/ 
REP. MIKE KADAS t/ 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 
REP. JERRY NISBET vi 

/ 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON V 
REP. JOE QUILICI V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 
REP. BOB THOFT vi 
REP. TOM ZOOK ~ 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN V -

TOTAL lL 7 
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ROLL CALL VOTE 

DATE ---,~~/--"--(~s_/ __ BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

I i 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 

REP. ED GRADY 

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZQOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN 

TIME 

TOTAL 

It) :~ C/e­
NOHBER 2 --

AYE NO ABSENT 

/ 
t/ 
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t/ 
}/ 
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HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME J/; ~ 
DATE ~!~ 

--+-,~---
BILL NO. 

i 

NUMBER __ 3-=-__ _ 
MOTION: 

I NAKE I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN t/ 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
REP. JOHN COBB V 
REP. DOROTHY CODY t/ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY ~ 

REP. ED GRADY p/ 

REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS V 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 
REP. JERRY NISBET V-
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

'I 
V 

REP. JOE QUILICI I 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD vi 
REP. BOB THOFT I 
REP. TOM ZOOK V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN t/ 

TOTAL I ( 7 
I 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE 

~/ DATE ~ > 
TIME 

BILL NO. NUMBER i': 
MOTION: 

I NAME I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN {/ 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
REP. JOHN COBB 

-z.,/-

REP. DOROTHY CODY V 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY / 
REP. ED GRADY V 

REP. LARRY GRINDE / 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON £/' 
REP. MIKE KADAS r/ 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WH. "RED" MENAHAN t/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET L..-/ 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 'V 
REP. BOB THOFT ~ 
REP. TOM ZOOK V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN L 

TOTAL i li 
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APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE 

DATE _3-,-0",-,-~p--1",,--1 1 __ 

TIME //:V-r£ 
BILL NO. ~MBER __ ~~ ______ _ 

MOTION: 

NAME AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 1/ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY t/ 
REP. JOHN COBB t/ 
REP. DOROTHY CODY t/ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V 
REP. ED GRADY 'r/ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON £,/ 

REP. MIKE KADAS v/ 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN [/ 

REP. JERRY NISBET t/ 
, I 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON V 

REP. JOE QUILICI V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 
REP. BOB THOFT V 
REP. TOM ZOOK V' 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN ~ 

TOTAL i C; 
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ROLL CALL VOTE 

DATE -..;;....,.3/;r.....:../_~ __ 
I 

BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

NAME 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 

REP. ED GRADY 

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZOOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN 

TIME 

TOTAL 

II :'-17 ~ 
NUMBER __ ~~ ______ _ 

AYE NO ABSENT 

/ 
t/ 
V 
V/ 

V 
V 

/ 

t/ 
V 

V 
t/ 
v/ 

/ 

t/ 
V' 

/' 
/ 

t/ 

V" 
J+ 4-

I / 



HOOSB OP RBPRBSBNTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

TIKB ROLL CALL VOTE 
~/ .--­

DATE _~/+/ ....... /----:L-, __ BILL NO. _c:2 _____ _ 
KOTION: 

NAKE 

REP. RAY' PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY , 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY' 

REP. ED GRADY 

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY' NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZOOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN 

TOTAL 

II ~ s-S-6-
NOKBER __ .7 ______ __ 

AYE NO ABSENT 

V , 

!/" 

V 
V -

V 
;/ 

t/ 
V 
V 

V 

v' 
V 

",/ 

/ 
V 
v" 
v/ 

t/ 
II 1 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CAL/OTE 

DATE '5;,( S BILL NO. 

TIME 

NUKBER __ ~~~ ____ _ 

MOTION: >Ar~~~ Z 
,aw~~ If ! 

I NAME I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN , V 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY ;/ 

REP. JOHN COBB t/ 
REP. DOROTHY CODY, l/ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V 
REP. ED GRADY t/ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON t/ 
REP. MIKE KADAS V 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 
REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON // 

REP. JOE QUILICI ~ 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD v' 
REP. BOB THOFT vi 
REP. TOM ZOOK ~/ 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN / 
TOTAL 1 it 



HOOSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME /;;- ;09 + 
DATE ;;11 S BILL NO. NUMBER r 

---1-(----

MOTION: 

~AHE I AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN i/ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY t/ 

REP. JOHN COBB 1/ 

REP. DOROTHY CODY V 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 'V' 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON t/ 
REP. MIKE KADAS 'V 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN t/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET t/ 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON / 
REP. JOE QUILICI ~ 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 

REP. BOB THOFT V 
REP. TOM ZOOK t/ 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN -t/ 

TOTAL II 1 . 



BOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE 

DATE :3 --I '-5" --9 f BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

/0) 
} 7 

~NAKE 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY, 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 

REP. ED GRADY 

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZOOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, 

'" "J .f' 

t_,)" ) 7 
\ ,) I/, ,c., 
J)f'.IJ. '7\ 

CHAIRMAN 

TIME 

" 

TOTAL 

NUMBER jO -""------

AYE NO ABSENT 

J/ 
't/ 

t/ 

V 
'v 

t/ 
t/ 

V 

II 
V 
j/ 

t/ 
t/ 

/ 
t/ 
V 
,V' 
,/ 

1° ff 



HOOSE O~ REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE __________ __ BILL NO. l' NUMBER ____ ~ ____ _ 

MOTION: 

NAKE AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN / 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 

REP. JOHN COBB V 
REP. DOROTHY CODY V 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V 

REP. ED GRADY t/ 

REP. LARRY GRINDE V 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS / 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN t/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET t/ 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI // 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD / 

REP. BOB THOFT vi 
REP. TOM ZOOK /' 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN t/ 

TOTAL S /3 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE 3 --Ir 1 ( BILL NO. 
D 

NUMBER ------
12-

MOTION: 

..... _ .. ·E AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN v/ 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
REP. JOHN COBB V 

REP. DOROTHY CODY, V 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE 

--D. 

11"'/+';» 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS V 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN ;/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI V 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD Y 
REP. BOB THOFT V 
REP. TOM ZOOK ~ 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN V' 

TOTAL L3 4 l!1s5 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE ~ If S BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

NAME AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN V 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY t/ 

REP. JOHN COBB V 

REP. DOROTHY CODY, V 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY '/ 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON ~ 
REP. MIKE KADAS t/ 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY t/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN t/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET ;/ 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI V' 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 

REP. BOB THOFT e/ 
REP. TOM ZOOK t/ 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN .t/ 

'l'O'l'AL /1 1 



HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE -2 -1!>1( BILL NO. 
0> 

12-NUHBER __________ _ 

MOTION: 

I NAKE I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN v/ 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
REP. JOHN COBB V' 

REP. DOROTHY CODY. V 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V 
REP. ED GRADY V 

,... 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t'1..}Y> 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS V 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN ~ 
REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI V 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD ;/ 

REP. BOB THOFT V 
REP. TOM ZOOK V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN V' 

TOTAL r3 4 fA,s5 



BOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS ~ 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 3 : yf ~ 
~~/L"'" 0) / < -~M3 ____ ~ __ r __ 7____ BILL NO. ~ NUMBER ~ 

¥C:':ION: ilk? I2g.J ak ££UJ ~ 

.> Jl 
j I AYE I I ABSENT I 1'1IT,\VJ! NO 

?-=7. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN t/ 
?2P. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
3F'P. JOHN COBB / 
~. DOROTHY CODY, r/ 
~. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY ./ 
~EP. ED GRADY i.--/ 

REP • LARRY GRINDE V 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON / 
REP. MIKE KADAS ,;7 
:aEP. BERV KIMBERLEY / 
aEP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN t/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET ,17 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD t7 
REP. BOB THOFT ttl 
rtEP. TOM ZOOK t/ 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN ~ 

TOTAL I/[) tf' 



\3 ~ 

\.) 
") 

;'J~A 
'~~ 

I ;J ", Upon the final determination of all General Fund monies in 
.. ).1" the unreconciled Special Revenue fund balance at SRS in the I ,'Ie. ~ 3S-

appproximate total amount of $2,530,153, the General Fund amoun~ J ~ 

iii. 

shall be appropriated to the DD Division. The monies shall be 
used to fund the waiting list for individiauls receiving no 
service at all. Those services to be served are in the area of 
Family Training, Respite, and supported work. The remaining 
money, if any, above these services provided, shall revert to the 
General Fund. 

This account is unreconciled funding sources for 
expenditures made since 1985 • 

. '~' - ..... 

-:;.-: . 

··;l''!f11~fl;Y:~~~TlS~t*t~~~~:~~~~~if~.":~i.~~'.1i:;J~~.,'(~~;1""~fi":;''c?~ct~''''i4;;'~'~'''''''!;'''\i'' 
- ~ ." Y":-:! 

~>-.. -., '-.. :.'. 



HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE 

DATE 3 r-/..5--,.-1 ( BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

/'3 4-

I NAME 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY, 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 

REP. ED GRADY -

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZOOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN 

TIME 

TOTAL 

NUMBER I!/: 4-

I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
iI 

t/ 
t/ 
t/ 

V 
t/ 
/ 
v' 

V 
V 
V 

t-/ 

1/'" 

t/ 
V' 
/ 
V' 

t/ 
/2... {, 



~~~'\~;,~" .. i VO~ \3 B 
£~+ L,"~)~ 3//5- 1 .3 '-IS--~\ 

fJ- H8'-----~i_ -A;B 1 

.~Jg& ~ ~~ ~ 
qr ~ A~ nj/' Appropriations Subcommittee on Human Services 

LAV~~ Jf Modifications to House Bill #2 

~SUbject: AFDC transition-to-work allowance 

~ c)<:;\",\ \cr1 \ 
The Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services may ~ ) 
pay Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) 
recipients a transition-to-work allowance. The allowance 
may be used for travel and relocation expenses of the 
recipient and family to another county or state. AFDC 
recipients are eligible to receive this allowance under 
rules adopted by the Department. The rules may establish 
limitations on the amount to be paid and require "that the 
recipient have verification of employment, an employment 
i terview or acceptance to an approved educational or 
raining program. 

Expenses for a transition-to-work allowance may be 
charged to the AFDC benefit account. 

HB2.004 



HOOSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE .5,..../5' ",7r BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

J 
. ~.,J ~LM.. LU~t/~. Af/~ 

f) /' J 
I NAME 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY' 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 

REP. ED GRADY 

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZOOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN 

TOTAL 

I: (O-C---­

NtJMBER /3 I?;; 

I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
V 
t/ 

/ 
/ 

V 
v/ 

L/ 
V 

V'" 
t/ 
V 

V 
/ 

~ 
Y 

t/ 
~ 
/ _. 
/1 Ie:;? 



FY 92 

FY 93 

Language 

General Fund 
396,060 

393,400 

Federal Fund 
1,003,940 

1,006,780 

v'~ \~C 

3-1Y--<11 

t\ B :1-

The Department of SRS shall adjust its current budgeting method 
to maximize the benefit payment without revising the existing 
income standards. The purpose is to provide an incentive for 
AFCD recipients to seek employment. The possibility of changing 
the budgeting method offers the opportunity for the Department to 
encourage recipients to become employed while continuing their 
monthly cash assistance and medical coverage. 



HOOSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE 

3- '-13~f! 
TIME 1:~-f 

NOMBER;3 -e DATE BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

p~l ' 
I NAME I AYE I NO I I 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN r/ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY ~ 
REP. JOHN COBB V 
REP. DOROTHY CODY " // 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY ;/ 

REP. ED GRADY t/ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 

, 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS t/ 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 1/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN t/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET t/ 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON e/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI ,/ 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD tI 
REP. BOB THOFT tI 
REP. TOM ZOOK / 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN I/" 

TOTAL % /() 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE BILL NO. NUMBER J:I 
MOTION: 

I NAME I AYE I NO I I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN V 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 

REP. JOHN COBB t/ 
REP. DOROTHY CODY, t/' 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V 

REP. ED GRADY ;./ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS t/ 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY i/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 
REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON r 
REP. JOE QUILICI V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD t/ 
REP. BOB THOFT t/ 
REP. TOM ZOOK ·V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN V 

TOTAL 7 /0 
! 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIKE 

DATE __________ __ BILL NO. 

KOTION: 

NAKE AYE NO 
\ 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN v'" 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 'V 
REP. JOHN COBB / 
REP. DOROTHY CODY , t/' 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY t/ 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE 1/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON , V 

REP. MIKE KADAS V 

REP. BERV KIMBER{,EY V' 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 

REP. JERRY NISBET /,/ 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 
REP. BOB THOFT v' 
REP. TOM ZOOK /' 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANC)UVE, CHAIRMAN ~ 

TOTAL q q 
I / 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE ;j..--/ s- -1( BILL NO. 
""" 

MOTION: 

I NAME I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY , 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 

REP. ED GRADY 

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERi.EY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZOOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN 

TOTAL 

5) cf :;L -f­
NUMBER---,--C--,,-~ __ 

AYE I NO I 
V 

;/ 

V 

V 
V 

V 

// 
t.;/ 

V 
V 

t/ 
.r,/' 

t/ 
,V 

t/ 

t/ 
/. 

/ 
q q 
( I 

I 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

I NAME I AYE I NO I I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN £/' 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY ,t/ 
REP. JOHN COBB / 
REP. DOROTHY CODY , t/ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY t/ 
REP. ED GRADY V 

REP. LARRY GRINDE V 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON v/ 
REP. MIKE KADAS t/ 
REP. BERV KIMBERi,EY t/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN / 
REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON vi 
REP. JOE QUILICI / 
REP. CaUCK SWYSGOOD t/ 
REP. BOB THOFT t/ 
REP. TOM ZOOK V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN / 

TOTAL /U !1 



ROLL CALL VOTE 

DATE 3 -I S' --11 

HOOSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

TIME 

BILL NO. :2 --=----

61~7t-
NUMBER I Y 

MOTION: r 

A~~)~:d--~--/-1-.fl-.-C-Q---------
I 5lV~~ 

I NAME I AYE I NO I I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN V' 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY '/ 

REP. JOHN COBB .1/" 

REP. DOROTHY CODY / , 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY v' 
REP. ED GRADY t/ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE vi 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON / 
REP. MIKE KADAS / 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY / 
REP. WH. "RED" MENAHAN ,t/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET / 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON / 
REP. JOE QUILICI / 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 'V 
REP. BOB THOFT ~ 
REP. TOM ZOOK V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN / 

TOTAL or q 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE 3-/;;- -11 BILL NO. 

MOTION: I) 
/r0~ Y ~rc ~~ 

I NAME I AYE I NO I I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN /' 

I 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY t/ 
REP. JOHN COBB t/ 

REP. DOROTHY CODY I/" 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY /' 
REP. ED GRADY / 

, 

REP. LARRY GRINDE V 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS JL 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY Y 
REP. WH. "RED" MENAHAN ~ 
REP. JERRY NISBET vi 
REP. MARY LOU. PETERSON vi 
REP. JOE QUILICI 'V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V' 
REP. BOB THOFT ~ 
REP. TOM ZOOK vi 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN ;/ 

TOTAL I I 7 
I ( 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

TIME ROLL CALL VOTE 
/ 

DATE _..:..5_'-_f_S __ _ BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

NAME 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY 

REP. JOHN COBB 

REP. DOROTHY CODY' 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY 

REP. ED GRADY 

REP. LARRY GRINDE 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 

REP. MIKE KADAS 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 

REP. JERRY NISBET 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON 

REP. JOE QUILICI 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD 

REP. BOB THOFT 

REP. TOM ZOOK 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE 

TOTAL 

NUMBER ~ cJ 

AYE NO 

/ 
/ 

v' 
/ 
/ 

t./ 

~ 

/ 
/ 
/ 

~ 
V 

vi 
V 

V 
vi 

V 
~ / 

1:2 b 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME ? ~(;;J- 7 piJ1 
DATE 2--15>- C( f BILL NO. NUMBER d- / 

--.-;~~---

MOTION: f)-/-> 

HAKE AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN V 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY j/ 

REP. JOHN COBB ./ 

REP. DOROTHY CODY / 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY vi 
REP. ED GRADY V_ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE ,/ 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON vi 
REP. MIKE KADAS V 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 

REP. JERRY NISBET t/ 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON v' 
REP. JOE QUILICI ,/ 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD ;/ 

REP. BOB THOFT t/ 

REP. TOM ZOOK V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN V 

TOTAL ;0 i 



... 
OW REPRESENTATIVES lIVES 

" '!\.ROPRIATIONS 

TIME 

NUHBER ___ _ 

-;, --------------
.=i. 

I I I I AYE NO ABSENT 
=;' 
,.~ V 

I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
'/ 

t/ 
-' L/ 

it. v' ,/ 
V 

-l- V 
V 

V 
V 

---<. V 
" V I' .. ;/ 

t/ 
.....-; V 

L- v 
/ 

-!> 

./ 
Ii. 

// 

/' 
V 

~ - v' 
... t/ vi 

t./ t/ .. /' ·7 
, V 

-l, ... V ~ 
: r , t':HAIRMAN t/ 
~ 

1 1/ .. TOTAL 
,,'" 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

I NAKE I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN j/ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
REP. JOHN COBB V 
REP. 

, 
V DOROTHY CODY, 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY t/ 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON (/ 

REP. MIKE KADAS 1/ 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY t/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN t/ 

REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI t/ 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 
REP. BOB THOFT v' 
REP. TOM ZOOK t/ 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN / 

TOTAL Of 0; 
I 



Summary of DFS Language 
Approved by the Human Service Subcommittee 

1) Developmental disabilities tarKeted case manaKement P. B-133 - The 
subcommittee has required that the department submit to the 53rd legislature 
a report detailing the numbers of developmentally disabled (DD) clients served 
in fiscal 1992 and the actual fiscal 1992 general fund and federal fund 
expenditures for that service. 

2) DD Case Mana2ement Additional Federal MatchinK Funds P. B-133 -
The subcommittee has allowed the department to use additional federal funds 
resulting from a change in the matching rate to hire staff or contract for DD 
targeted case management. 

3) Line-itemed dav care block 2rant for which re2ulations are not vet 
available P. B-134 - The subcommittee has given the department wide 
authority to use a block grant for improving the availability and quality of 
day care in accordance with federal regulations, but the department must detail 
those services and expenditures in a report to the 53rd Legislature. 

4) Day Care Provider Rate Increases P. B-134 - The subcommittee included 
a general fund apprQpriation for day care provider increases to 75 percent of 
the local market rate with the restriction that, if federal regulations permit the 
use of funds from the new 'Child Care and Development Block Grant' for 
these increases, the general fund appropriation will be reduced. 

5) Continuum of care P. B-134 - The subcommittee included language to 
require the department to submit a Continuum of Service Plan is to the 
Legislative Finance Committee during calendar 1991 for their review and 
comment. The goal of the plan is to develop a comprehensive child welfare 
service system by July 1, 1993. The subcommittee also required that funds 
appropriated for the youth foster care program not be transferred to the 
medicaid program administered by the department. 
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CLARX FORE BASIN 

NATURAL RZSOURCE DA..v,.AGB ASSBSSMENT Al,,'D PROGRAK 

STRATEGr AND FUNDING REQUEST DOCUMENTATION 
" " 

EXECUTIVE SOHMARY 

The state of Montana riled a natural resource damage claim December 
22,1983 against the 'Atlantic Richfield Company (ARCO) to recover 
damages for injurtes'to natural resources in the Clark Fork River 
Basin. The suit ~s stayed pending completion of remedial 
investigation and feasibility studies being conducted as part of 
the "Superfund" prDlCleSS. ARCO petitioned the court in December of 
1989 to lift the stay and proceed with the claim. On August 17, 
1990, U.S. District,: Judge Charles C. Lovell issued a schedule 
ordering the parties. in the lawsuit to complete discovery on all 
aspects of the case- The final pretrial order must be filed with 
the court by April 3D, 1994 • 

ITB4 

....... TUAA.L RESClU=lCE ~ eLA I t.4 

:~ COURT -OI=lDEHED T I ME F RAt.4E 

1, State"" I es rrot lore 

2, /'Vee .,.,Ies resporse to rrot lors 

3, Kee't'ltes mot r ons te J 0 I nder pert I es 

~, stote ~Ifles expert wItnesses 
5, keo -.t I f I es expert 'III r t nesses 

DATE 

10101/90 

1V02l90 

06/03191 

12116/91 

05113192 

6, Dls~. concernIng expert wltresses corrpleted 12115192 

7, DT~ on all aspects eorrpleted 05/31/93 

8. State ,GIII.sn66 I Convene, to carp rete f I rc I p-etr 10.102114/9 .. 

9, Flre1 ~trfal cr-deI'" 0~30194 

This schedule gives the State of Montana fewer than 2 years to 
complete a required and detailed Natural Resource Damage Assessment 
(NRDA) on the lar.lJlSt Superfund complex in the country. This 
report provides infi:ranation and documentation for $4,956,059.00 for 
full funding by tbe~991 Montana State Legislature for technical, 
legal, and administcative activities relating to Montana's natural 
resource damage litjqation concerning sites in the Clark Fork River 
Basin and other pabeDtial sites in the State of Montana. 

Damages in the Cl~ Fork case are expected to be in at least the 
tens of millions 0« ~ollars. 

REMEDY VS. DAMAGES 

The overriding dbjective of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compens~n and Liability Act (CERCLA or Superfund) is 
to ensure that parties responsible for hazardous waste releases 
bear the cost of ~anup (remedy) and pay for natural resource 
damages (damages). 



CERCLA-RELATED LIABILITIES 

l STRICT LIABILITY I 
/~ 

~CES Ra.EOT 

~ for lnlU"'Y to, 
InvK'liQllt Ion a~ 

de5tr uct f on C1f. cr Lees 
~latl0n Of 

C1f N!lttnlf ~ces. 

not 1 fln1't.J 
In1\I'Y to a 

By Suns to Resta-. or 
Nlst ITa I ReaoIrca 

Flepla.oe suell ResoIrces. 

A remedy case refers to the 
investigation and remediation of 
injury to a natural resource, 
whereas a damaqe case concerns 
damages for injury to, 
destruction of, or loss of 
natural resources, including the 
reasonable cost of assessing 
such injury, destruction, or 
loss. 

The Department of Health and Environmental Sciences has been and 
will continue to be the lead state agency in an oversight and 
coordination role for the remedy case. The lawsuit and budget 
request reflect the damages portion of the CERCLA case. 

-, 

The recovery of damages has two components: 

Response costs. Agency costs, contractor costs, and legal 
costs incurred while assessing damages (which are the costs 
in this request) are recoverable under the damage case. 
Response costs recovered can be returned to the general fund. 
The probability of recovery of these costs are extremely high 
but not absolute. 

Damaqes. These funds, by law, are restricted and used only 
to restore, replace or acquire like resources or resource 
services. At present, such damages cannot be deposited in the 
general fund. Examples of uses of these funds in past cases 
include: 

- Buying and operating special resource areas such as 
wildlife sanctuaries and park areas. 

- Buying fishing access in the affected area. 
- Developing fish hatchery and stocking programs. 
- Habitat enhancement programs. 
- Natural resource public education programs. 

Because the court ordered damage case will precede the remedy 
selection process, increased costs for the NRDA will be incurred. 
Greater technical efforts will be necessary than might otherwise 
have occurred and the exact level of remedy will not be known when 
the NRDA is completed. 



NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT 

NATURAL REroLJRCE DAMAGE ASSESSVENT 

I lOT IFICAT ION! DETECTION 

I PRELIMI~RY ASSES~ENT 

DETAILED ASSESSMENT PLAN 

n 

ASSESS4ENT 

POST ASSESSMENT 

-, 

I 

I The United states Department of 
Interior (DOI) was given the 
responsibility to promulgate rules 
to implement NRDA cases and 
establish guidelines for 
conducting assessments. The state 
of Montana intends to follow and 
be at least as comprehensi ve as 
the DOI guidelines for the Clark 
Fork assessment. • 

The NRDA for the Clark Fork River Basin will be carefully designed 
to obtain only that exact information required for the damage claim 
and will avoid unnecessary scientific assessments. To ensure this, 
the following three phases are to be implemented: 

Phase I. preliminary Assessment and Detailed Research Plan. 

This phase reviews case statutes and existing research, 
develops a case strategy, provides a careful preliminary 
assessment of potential damage magnitudes, sets priorities for 
scientific and economic work, and develops a detailed research 
plan to meet the case strategy and objectives. 

Phase II. Detailed Soientific and Economic Investigations. 

This phase completes the NRDA and has three components: 

xanagement Support. The scientific and economic studies 
must be fully integrated. This requires a technical 
contractor working with the state's program coordinator 
and chief legal counsel. 

Physical Injury Assessment Studies. The chemical, 
temporal, and geographic link between the release of 
contaminants and the natural resource injury must be 
determined. This research will be done in a manner 
useful to economic valuation, and involves surface water, 
fisheries and aquatic life, wetlands, groundwater, soils, 
vegetation, and air. 



Economic Valuation Studies. Available and new research 
will be used to assess the level and quality of use to 
the resource impacted in the past and future, and assign 
economic values to behavioral responses. A simplified 
economic damage assessment is shown below: 

S I rTP I I fled Econom I c carrege Assessment 

I tDlTiW I *lIlT II8..&IE j OH:J __ 

t 
I IPURf 1'0 I lOt TUW.. ABI:lIR:ES 

I ~ IN SERVICE FlOf 
00i.I..1 TY 411) QI.WIT lTV I 

• Qo<UCJI I H -.L-.INI ] IE'-lI..RI!C I'Y 'ILLIIGESI 'nI PIlI, 

~ ~ 
VALUE t.lEASURES VAL~TION ~HOOS 

• l.6E VAlIA!I • TAoIol/Iil C05TI 
.... a Do.T Y4U.iS 

• OPTIOII I'All&I 
RISK _IUoII • _RTY YALlES 

• eeo..BT 40C 
• a:tn"11IBT' Y4l1.11oTIOII 

EX l$'Iea YALlES • IoWII::ET' PRICES 

CALClJt.A ric I,i OF CLA 11.1 

• ~~ ntO.GII TIIII! 
• I'R9EHf VALues 
• ~Tf YAL.L.e Of ~ 
• ~ Of _SCIPWU! COST 

Value measures will include use values, which are values 
related to the impact of ones direct use of a resource, 
and non-use values, which includes motives to bequest the 
resource for use now and in the future, and to protect 
the existence of the resource in an uncontaminated state. 

Phase III. NRDA support to Litigation. 

The NRDA must be conducted in such a manner as to increase the 
level of scientific defensibility and court acceptance and 
must be able to withstand intense attack in the courtroom. 
The NRDA will be coordinated with the litigation process (on­
going case strategy; selection and preparation of expert 
witnesses; depositions; and trial preparation and testimony; 
etc. ) . 



")': 

Fork NRDA and litigation schedule is shown below. As can 
en, the assessment is designed to conform to the requirements 

the court ordered schedule. 

NI=lOA AND LITIGATION SCHEDULE 

FY 1991 FY 1992 FY 1993 FY 19Q.4 

NROA SCHEDULE 111 '11 14191 7191 10191 1192 4192 7192 101112 1/93 '1,e3 ilV3 11V93 1IQ.4 1"'Q.4 

~Sf I 

_I.IW._ .uwtEU'LID ~ 

PHl.SE II SCIENTIF Ie Si\.DIES 

Fler.-r .. , S.rf_ ~t .... Sedl,.". ., 
'IIIri Ie ra; end Reg I lIB I IoIOde II rig 

~ Sol 18, V .... utlon, ~oUf"ljoet ... , 
Air Q..allty. nc 

~eetlon Studl. 

Total VIIILJltlon srv~ 

I +-Otrw- !Corenle: Are I)'SI. 

HR:lA. F I ml AIp:rt 
, 

_S! III Litigation ~t 

.----------------~ -- -- -- -- !- .- - .. - _.- -- -- ._- -
LITIGATION SCHEDULE 

Inltlel Pr~tlon 

OlllCOVet'y and Mot I~ 

Prwtrlcl Pr~tlon 

STATE RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS 

The state of Montana is responsible for coordinating and managing 
assessments including the Clark Fork assessment and lawsuit. When 
considering the budget, three program elements are established in 
order to complete assessments and successfully proceed with the 
Clark Fork lawsuit: 

Hanaqement and Coordination: Management and coordination of 
natural resource damage assessments which includes completion 
of the assessment on the Clark Fork River Basin requires 
coordination with many state and federal agencies, 
contractors, private industry, and the public. In order to 
have effective management and coordination, the program staff 
should include a coordinator, two technical positions 
(environmental specialist and economist), and an 



administrative assistant. This staff will initially work on 
the Clark Fork NRDA and lawsuit, but will also be available 
for NRDA work on other Superfund and contamination sites that 
potentially have natural resource injury and damages. 

stat. Litiqation Team: Litigation for a case of this 
magnitude requires extensive legal effort by the State of 
Montana. Identification of expert witnesses through 
discovery, depasitions, case management, and assisting outside 
counsel in pneparation for trial will require a state legal 
staff of 2 attorneys and 2 para-legals in fiscal year 1992 and 
3 attorneys aDd 2 para-legals in fiscal year 1993 and beyond. 

contractinq: rompleting the NRDA and pursuing the natural 
resource dam~~claim will require contracting with technical 
and legal prafiBssional consultants with expertise in natural 
resource dam.;e assessments or litigation. 

The Clark Fa.ck NRDA will require exhaustive research in the 
physical scieace and economic area. The state will not have 
t~e manpower ~ necessary expertise, except in an oversight 
and manageml!!!lr!: role, to complete these tasks. outside 
contracting far this effort is absolutely necessary to ensure 
the NRDA is completed on-time and is scientifically 
defensible. 

The Clark Fact~itigation will also require retained counsel 
with signif~ environmental and litigation expertise in 
this complex ~igation process. Particular expertise with 
reference tl) 1:ERCLA and the recovery of natural resource 
damages is n ded. The state does not currently have this 
expertise, aad cannot reasonably and expeditiously add such 
expertise wittrnlUt the guidance of outside contract legal 
services. '. 

BUDGET REQUEST 

The following tablE summarizes the budget needs for the described 
effort. The table is broken down into: contract Scientific and 
Economic Services. Dmtract Legal Services, and state Agency Costs. 
Although broken c:t.a::a by fiscal year, it is important to note 
identified researdl categories cannot clearly be defined on a 
fiscal year basis. ~erefore, it is extremely difficult to budget 
on a fiscal year .basis and necessary to seek a biennial 
appropriation. 



Table 1 

Summary of Budget Request 

FY 1991 FY 1992 FY 1993 FY 1994 

A. CONTRACfOR SaENTIFIC AND ECONOMIC SERVICES 

Phase I. Preliminary Screen/Derailed Plan 

General Support/Management $ 30,000 
Economist $ 60,000 
Physical Sciences S 6Q,QQQ 
Phase I Total $ 150,000 $0 $0 $0 

Phase II. Quantification of Injury~Damages 
Technical Management/Coordination $ 20,000 $ 110,000 $ 70,000 

Economics 
- Recreation Studies $ 200,000 $ 100,000 
- Total Valuation Study , $ 200,000 $ 100,000 
- Air, Ground Water, Soils, etc $ 75,000 $ 25,000 
- Restoration/Replacement of Services $ 75,000 $ 25,000 
- NRDA Summary Report $ 40,000 $ 60,000 

Physical Sciences 
- Fisheries, Surface Water, Stream 

Sediments, Aquatic Life, and Wetlands 
Studies (includes regional modeling) $ 150,000 $ 550,000 $ 300,000 

- Ground Water Studies $ 150,000 $ 150,000 
- Soils and Vegetation $ 150,000 $ 100,000 
- Air Quality $ 100,000 $ 50,000 

Phase II Total $ 170,000 $1,650,000 $ 980,000 $0 

Phase III. litigation Su~~ort 
Management $ 50,000 $ 50,000 $ 50,000 
Economics $ 50,000 $ 50,000 $ 50,000 
Physical Sciences $ 50,000 $ 75,000 $ 75,000 

Phase III Total $0 $ 150,000 $ 175,000 $ 175,000 

TOTAL (Phase I + II + III) $320,000* $1,800,000 $1,155,000 $ 175,000 

*' 550,000 obtainable from the 5200,000 existing Fiscal Year 1991 budget 



Table 1 
(cont.) 

Summary of Budget Request 

FY 1991 FY 1992 
B. CONTRACf LEGAL SERVICES 

Initial Preparation $ 135,000 
Discovery and Motions $ 301,500 
Pretrial Preparation 

TOTAL CONTRACT LEGAL SERVICES SO $ 436,500 

C. STATE AGENCY COSTS 

Salaries + Benefits + Operating 
Program Staff $ 211,524 
Legal Staff $ 193,002 

Computer Document Management $ 100,000 

Interagency Support $ 15,000 

TOTAL STATE AGENCY COSTS SO $ 519,526 

FY 1993 FY 1994 

$ 603,000 $50,250 
$185,625 

$ 603,000 $235,875 

$ 195,167 $195,167 
$ 211,866 $211,866 

$ 50,000 

$ 15,000 

$ 472,033 $407,033 

TOTAL COSTS All CATEGORIES $320,000 $2,756,026 $2)230,033 $817,908 

EXISTING GOVERNOR'S BUDGET $1,000,000 $1,000,000 

ADDmONAL BUDGET NEED $1,756,026 $1,230,033 

TOTAL COST - IT 91 + IT 92 + FY 93 + IT 94 = $6,123,967 

TOT AI. NEED FOR FY 92 + IT 93 = $4,986,059 

ADDmONAL NEED FOR NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE PROGRAM BUDGET = $2.986,059 



HOOSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE _...::;:3~-_(~_'-_/'!_r_ BILL NO. 

MOTION: 

I NAME I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN I 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY t/ 

REP. JOHN COBB t/ 
REP. DOROTHY CODY' V 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY t/ 

REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON {/' 

REP. MIKE KADAS {/ 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY / 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN vi 
REP. JERRY NISBET i/ 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON t/ 
REP. JOE QUILICI t/ 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD t/ 
REP. BOB THOFT / 
REP. TOM ZOOK V 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN ~ 

TOTAL .3 Jt{ 



HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME ff; c/ 7 f}tl 
( 

DATE BILL NO. NUMBER d (; 
MOTION: 

NAKE AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN i/ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY ~ 
REP. JOHN COBB t,./' 

REP. DOROTHY CODY'. ~ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY t/ 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON t/ 

REP. MIKE KADAS v" 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY t/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN 0 
REP. JERRY NISBET I V' 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON V 

REP. JOE QUILICI V 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 
REP. BOB THOFT t/ 
REP. TOM ZOOK pi 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN t/ 
TOTAL ff I() 



HOOSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME -::.02 :r 
DATE 3 -(2~ - fl BILL NO. NUMBER d- '/ 
HOTION: 

NAKE AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN t/ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY I ;/ 
REP. JOHN COBB i/ 
REP. DOROTHY CODY" t/ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY .~ I/' 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON t/ 
REP. MIKE KADAS t/ 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY t/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN ~ 
REP. JERRY NISBET t/ 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON .J 
REP. JOE QUILICI t/ 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD ,/ 
REP. BOB THOFT vi 
REP. TOM ZOOK v' 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN v' 

TOTAL q 0/ 
I 

, 



HOOSE O~ REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

;: - ()' ..-1 ( DATE BILL NO. )-----::;.----- NOHBER 1- t 
MOTION: 

I NAME I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN tY 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY j/ 

REP. JOHN COBB V 
REP. DOROTHY CODY' t/ 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY z/ 

REP. ED GRADY t/ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON 1/ 
REP. MIKE KADAS {/ 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN ;/ I 

REP. JERRY NISBET V 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON V 
REP. JOE QUILICI V 

REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD ,/' 

REP. BOB THOFT V 

REP. TOM ZOOK V' 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN V 

TOTAL 2 11 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE "7 r ( f - 1 r BILL NO. NUMBER ~ 9 
MOTION: 

I ............. AYE NO ABSENT 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN V 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY V 
REP. JOHN COBB [;/ 

REP. DOROTHY CODY' V 

REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY t/ 
REP. ED GRADY V 
REP. LARRY GRINDE t/ 
REP. JOHN JOHNSON j/ 

REP. MIKE KADAS tI 

REP. BERV KIMBERLEY J/ 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 
REP. JERRY NISBET .// 

REP. MARY LOU PETERSON V 
REP. JOE QUILICI t/ 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD v' 
REP. BOB THOFT V 
REP. TOM ZOOK [/ 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN .11' 
TOTAL h /~ 



BOOSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE " r f ~ q r BILL NO. _b~ ____ _ NUMBER_3--,t?~ __ 
MOTION: 

I NAME 
, I AYE I I ABSENT I NO 

REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN vi 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY / 
REP. JOHN COBB /' 

REP. DOROTHY CODY' t/ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY V' 
REP. ED GRADY / 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON V--
REP. MIKE KADAS V 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY V 
REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN V 
REP. JERRY NISBET t/ 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON ;/ 

REP. JOE QUILICI ~ 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD / 
REP. BOB THOFT / 
REP. TOM ZOOK / 
REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN / 

TOTAL /1 1 
I I 



HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 

APPROPRIATIONS 

ROLL CALL VOTE TIME 

DATE j---/~ - r( BILL NO. NUMBER :2.t 
MOTION: 

I NAKE I AYE I NO I ABSENT I 
REP. RAY PECK, VICE-CHAIRMAN r/ 
REP. DOROTHY BRADLEY / 
REP. JOHN COBB V 
REP. DOROTHY CODY' t/ 
REP. MARY ELLEN CONNELLY /' 
REP. ED GRADY v/ 
REP. LARRY GRINDE V 

REP. JOHN JOHNSON V 
REP. MIKE KADAS V 
REP. BERV KIMBERLEY ;/ 

REP. WM. "RED" MENAHAN v/ 
REP. JERRY NISBET V 
REP. MARY LOU PETERSON / 

REP. JOE QUILICI /' 
REP. CHUCK SWYSGOOD V 
REP. BOB THOFT V 
REP. TOM ZOOK / 

REP. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE, CHAIRMAN ~ 

TOTAL 5' IIJ 
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