
MINUTES 

MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
54th LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION 

JOINT SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES 

Call to Order: By CHAIRMAN DEBRUYCKER, on January 6, 1995, at 
8:00 a.m. in Room 402 of the state Capitol. 

ROLL CALL 

Members Present: 
Rep. Roger Debruycker, Chairman (R) 
Sen. Judy H. Jacobson (D) 
Sen. Loren Jenkins (R) 
Rep. John Johnson (D) 
Rep. William R. Wiseman (R) 

Members Excused: Sen. Tom Keating, Vice Chairman (R) 

Members Absent: n/a 

Staff Present: Roger Lloyd, Legislative Fiscal Analyst 
Florine Smith, Office of Budget & Program 

Planning (OBPP) 
Debbie Rostocki, Committee Secretary 

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

Committee Business Summary: 
Hearing: Livestock Department 

-Disease Control Program 
-Milk & Egg Program 
-Meat & Poultry Inspection Program 

Executive Action: none 

HEARING ON DEPARTMENT OF LIVESTOCK 
Tape No. l:A:OOO 

Informational Testimony: Mr. E. E. "Cork" Mortenson, Executive 
Secretary of the Board of Livestock, introduced Ms. Nancy Espy, 
Vice Chairman of the Board of Livestock. Ms. Espy is in her 
third six-year term on the Board. Ms. Espy spoke briefly about 
the history of the Board and thanked the committee for the time 
given to the Board. 
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BUDGET ITEM: Disease Control Program 

Mr. Lloyd gave his summary of the budget for this program. In 
response to SEN. JENKINS, Mr. Lloyd explained that the double 
funding mentioned under the LFA Issues on p. C-83 of the budget 
existed in present law. The FTE is fully funded in the executive 
budget. However, in contracted services there is money requested 
to contract for one FTE veterinarian. As a new proposal the 
Executive requests the reduction of that one FTE and the dollars 
that go with it; therefore if the committee accepts present law 
and expects that the funds will be available to pay the pay plan 
through the reduction of the FTE in the new proposal, this may 
not be true. If the executive's intent was to contract for an 
additional veterinarian, this should have been presented as a new 
proposal. Ms. smith explained that during the budgeting process 
the Department requested the restoring of the veterinarian 
position. Executive policy was not to restore any positions. As 
a compromise the OBPP agreed to put money in contracted services 
for animal health inspections. The Department has the option to 
contract for those services as needed or move the funds to some 
other category. 

John Skufca, Centralized Services Division Administrator, then 
spoke to the issue. He agreed with the LFA analysis. When the 
Board's 5% committee came into play for the 1994 biennium they 
eliminated the funding for six FTE (including two veterinarian 
FTE) for this program. Three of those FTE will be gone if the new 
proposal is accepted; therefore two veterinarians are leaving the 
budget. The Board decided that as long as there was a 
contingency to hire deputy state veterinarians, they would do 
this through the contracting process. However, in the western 
part of the state there is a problem regarding importing of baby 
calves and other livestock that the staffing left over would be 
unable to contend with. There was enough money in this program 
to get part of the supplemental funding authority to cover all 
the termination and retirement pay in FY 94. As a result they had 
about $24,000 in the personal services budget this year and they 
went ahead and used one of the FTE's they were allowed to keep to 
hire a district investigator. In order to continue that service 
they need to maintain one of the vacant FTE, and the funding. 
The $38,400 includes some operating expenses, travel, and 
telephone. To solve the problem they got the new proposal 
negative adjustment to their present law base. If this were to 
be reduced by this amount, then they would have the funding in 
personal services, and they have the FTE at present. He added 
that it has been beneficial for the agency to have the 
flexibility to move funding and not have personal services line 
itemed. He said that if the Department had the spending 
authority, then it would be up to them to come up with $38,400 of 
the $190,000 that they wouldn't be spending. If the money is 
left in contracted services and the FTE is left there they will 
have the funding in contracted services. 
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Mr. Skufca explained that in the past they had been allowed a 
$70,000-$80,000 contingency to contract for an veterinarian. In 
FY 1994 they didn't have a need, and the money was not spent. 
$45,774 was reverted. The rest of the $78,000 was used to pay 
termination pay and early retirement. If the Legislature wishes 
to appropriate disease control emergency funds, there are no 
longer any funds; they have all been lumped into one fund 
balance, and they are working to get this balance to ,a level the 
Legislature would consider appropriate. By the end of FY 1997 
they hope to have 40% of their appropriated needs to go into the 
next fiscal year with. (Second half per capita collections put 
them into good shape at the end of the biennium.) Although they 
do have the authority for 5% program transfers, they have never 
gone this high; he was opposed to line iteming funds because this 
would be too restrictive. 

Discussion then took place regarding the brucellosis problem with 
the bison in Yellowstone Park. REP. WISEMAN asked, if the Park 
Service were to build a corral and determine which bison were 
diseased and which were not, how long it would take to resolve 
the issue. Dr. Seroky, State veterinarian, replied that if 
brucellosis were to be addressed aggressively it would still take 
ten to twelve years to eradicate the disease out of the Park; it 
will probably take even longer. Migrations out of the Park will 
continue to be a problem because bison numbers are going to 
continue to increase, and forage capacity will continue to 
decrease as populations increase. The bison will leave and look 
for food, and they are going to go to Montana. He estimated that 
it would be at least five years before anything would be 
initiated to deal with this. In the meantime the diagnostic lab 
will be impacted with increased testing. He also expressed 
concern about the health aspects of Indians taking the carcasses. 

Tape No. l:B:OOO 

Dr. Seroky expressed support for funding the position of District 
Investigator. 

SEN. JENKINS pointed out that the brucellosis problem would also 
be affecting the number of cattle the lab will have to be 
testing, because of other states' quarantines. 

CHAIRMAN DEBRUYCKER wanted to know if the State had any recourse 
for getting money back from the federal government which the 
state is having to spend to fight the bison brucellosis problem. 
He also questioned why a more aggressive approach couldn't be 
taken at Yellowstone Park, if the federal government would 
cooperate. 

Dr. Seroky said there were several problems. There are problems 
with having to deal with people in providing animals for testing. 
The difference between having an infected herd in Montana and an 
infected bison herd in the Park, is that Montana being a Class 3 
state, if the herd is infected, the entire herd has to be 
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eradicated; politically they do not have this option in the Park. 
He added that this was an ecosystem problem. If they got rid of 
the bison in this area, the elk would be a source of infection, 
especially the southern herd, which has about a 50% infection 
rate. There is also a problem with there being no fences or 
facilities to corral the bison in the Park. He stressed that the 
federal government was going to have to accept that the problem 
was theirs, and needed to be taken care of at the source. He 
likened setting up the treatment of the disease on the periphery 
to treating skin cancer with a scraper. He submitted that the 
disease is a public disease and everyone has a stake in it. This 
problem has been going on between the states bordering the Park 
and the federal government since 1917. There were 400 head of 
bison in the Park in 1967, and the problem could have been taken 
care of; instead they initiated a natural experiment in the face 
of public opposition; if the State had done this they would have 
been sued. 

Mr. Mortenson wanted to point out that the brucellosis 
eradication program was initiated in 1934 because the public 
health factor involved undolant disease in humans. As the number 
of infected cattle and swine went down, there. was a corresponding 
decrease in undolant fever in humans as well. Now it is spoken 
of mainly as a cattle disease, but it is a public health disease. 
Presently four states are requiring tests on Montana cattle, and 
more states can be expected to start requiring this. As more and 
more states become brucellosis free, this shifts more focus on 
the situation in Yellowstone Park. This problem is a monster 
that is growing. 

Ms. Espy noted that the Department of Livestock did file a bill 
several years ago against the Park Service for $11,000. They 
made this appeal but they were denied. Because they had to test 
cattle that were in a free state due to the bison crossing into 
Montana, this should be a responsibility of the federal 
government. The Governor and the Department of Livestock are 
trying to focus on the culprit which is the Park service. 
Borrowing from a report by the Brucellosis Committee, she asked 
why it was that buffalo or cattle that are infected cannot be on 
federal land but bison are. She submitted that the industry 
looked to the Board of Livestock to take this problem and try and 
get it resolved. 

Mr. Lloyd said he had asked the Department of Fish, wildlife and 
Parks about instating a bison hunting license. He was told they 
couldn't do that because the bison was an illegal animal in 
Montana. Dr. Seroky said there was a law that stated that no 
animals from exposed or infected herds were allowed in the State. 
In addition there is a rule that says no migrating bison will be 
allowed to come into Montana and remain. He added that the 
natural refrigeration the Park provides is an ideal environment 
for brucellosis. After the spring thaw the organism can live for 
another 100 days, so it doesn't matter when the animal aborts or 
when cattle are in the area. It has been said that if you have 
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one cow that has been infected she can infect 28 other herds in 
six other states before you find out, and this is what the other 
states are worried about. Regarding the statement in the Great 
Falls Tribune that the brucellosis bison carry are not 
susceptible to cattle, Dr. Seroky disagreed, and submitted that 
the word "wild" in front of an animal's name meant nothing; there 
is everything to suggest that the disease acts exactly the same 
in wild animals ' and cattle. In response to SEN. JENK~NS, Dr. 
Seroky said the State's control of bison within Montana but still 
inside the Park had been mitigated by the Bison Interim 
Management Agreement, set forth in 1990, to deal with the problem 
until an environmental impact statement could be completed. He 
added that the EIS was still not completed. The Department 
disapproves of the EIS suggestion that the problem can be 
treated on the periphery of the Park. 

Mr. Mortenson said he suspected the incidence of the disease in 
the Park's northern elk herd was going to rise. 

Ms. Espy added that the Indians taking the bison meat were being 
protected from the disease. The Department is providing rubber 
gloves and help with removing the reproductive organs, etc. 

Mr. Skufca then returned to the subject of the budget. If the 
committee approves the executive base plus present law 
adjustments and new proposals, there will actually be a reduction 
from what was spent in 1994. A total of $390,000 in vacancy 
savings is figured in the budget, but the pay plan if enacted 
would only cost $270,000; therefore there should be room to 
expand and still cover the pay plan costs. The hearing was 
closed on the Disease Control Program. 

BUDGET ITEM: Milk & Egg Program 

Mr. Lloyd gave an overview; there were no issues with this 
budget. 

Mr. Skufca spoke. The three year average for equipment was 
$4.593 in 1993: purchase of one vehicle was delayed for one 
year, and this skewed the average somewhat. The hearing on the 
Milk & Egg Program was closed. 

BUDGET ITEM: Meat & Poultry Inspection Program 

Mr. Lloyd gave his overview. Although additional funding for 
laboratory testing was provided by this sUbcommittee in the last 
Legislative session, based on the Executive's justification, the 
testing was not done and the funding was not spent. 

Ms. smith said the personal services reduction was a grade 11 
not a grade 8 as it appears in the budget book; the base amount 
is correct. 
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Mr. Skufca then testified. The program currently leases about 
five vehicles because the federal government won't pay for 
purchases. They are under the impression that they will have to 
be doing additional meat sample testing. The original request 
was for $10,000 and the OBPP reduced that amount to $5,000. 

Tape No. 2:A:OOO 

SEN. JENKINS wanted to know the pros and cons of leasing vs. 
purchasing vehicles. Mr. Skufca said he had not done the 
comparison, but it was a moot point because the federal 
government would only allow leasing. CHAIRMAN DEBRUYCKER 
suggested the possibility of leasing the vehicles from the State 
Motor Pool. Mr. Skufca said they had not asked the Motor Pool 
about this for several years, but at one time it had been 
difficult to get permanently assigned vehicles. Ms. smith said 
that this biennium some of the budgets would have leases through 
the Motor Pool. This will be an experimental program. The 
hearing on the Livestock Department was then closed. 

Mr. Skufca left some information about the major sources of 
revenue for the Department of Livestock; see EXHIBIT 1. 

950106JN.HM1 



Adjournment: 9:28 a.m. 

RD/dr 

HOUSE NATURAL RESOURCES SUBCOMMITTEE 
January 6, 1995 

Page 7 of 7 

ADJOURNMENT 

DEBBIE ROSTOCKI, Secretary 

This meeting was recorded on two 90-minute aUdiotapes. 
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NATURAL RESOURCES 

Joint Appropriations Subconlmittee 

ROLL CALL t/(ylq,-.~ DATE _-'----'---_"' __ _ 

NAME PRESENT ABSENT EXCUSED 

Rep. Roger DeBruycker, Chainnan / 
Rep. John Johnson V 
Rep. Bill Wiseman Y" 
Sen. Judy Jacobson ;/ 

Sen. Loren Jenkins ~ 

Sen. Tom Keating, Vice Chaimlan j/ 



~K l-f 
EXHIBIT __ ' __ _ 

/ 

DATE I - fa - q 6 

7/19/94 

MAJOR SOURCES OF REVENUE FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF LIVESTOCK 

Per Capita Fees 

Brand Inspection Fees 

License Fees 

Interest Earnings 

Laboratory Testing Fees 

Fish, Wildlife & Parks Grant 

Administrative Fees 
(Beef Council) 

Federal Meat/Inspection 

Federal Reimbursements 

Total Rev. F.Y.94 

2,172,589 

649,105 

197,770 

208,928 

293,708 

99,428 

80,223 

282,289 

46,060 

Surplus Property & Stock Estray 29,510 

35,453 Miscellaneous Reimbursements 

4,095,063 

% of Total 

53% 

16% 

5% 

5% 

7% 

2.5% 

2% 

7% 

1% 

.5% 

~ 

100% 

General Fund replaced with State Special Revenue since f.Y. 92 thru 

f .y. 95 $1,474,106. 

F.Y. 95 Total Department Budget 

General Fund = 
State Special Rev. = 
Federal = 

Total = 

$ 405,783 
4,924,169 

366,705 

$5,696,657 

1 

= $5,696,657 

% of Budget 

7.1% 
86.5% 

6.4% 

100.0% 



PROGRAM 

Centralized Services 

Diagnostic Laboratory 

Disease Control (A.H.) 

Milk & Egg 

Inspection & Control 
(Brands) 

Predator Control 

Meat/poultry Inspection 

F.T.E. 's (F.Y. 95) 

10.0 

18.0 

8.75 

4.00 

63.21 

.25 

13.50 

117.71 

CURRENT PER CAPITA FEES FOR F.Y. 95 

All Cattle 1. 20 (per head) 

All Sheep & Goats .25 (per head) 

All Horses & Mules 2.00 (per head) 

All Hogs .40 (per head) 

All Poultry .02 (per head) 

All Bees .21 (per hive or 

All llamas, bison & 
domestic ungulates 5.00 (per head) 

2 

brd) 



MONTANA OEPA~TMENT OF LIVESTOCK 
P . O. ~;: x 2 0 2 :'.:' : 

Halen~, MT 5;52:-2 :1 
(t.J~) 4~~-2:: 

April 6, 1994 

TO: Jim Peterson, Executive Vice President 
Montana Stockgrowers Association 

£XH 18 IT ........ ~ 
DATE /- b -9 5 
1L .... ______ _ 

. .1 ~ 

FROM: E.E. "Cork" Mortensen, Executive Secretary 
To the Board of Livestock 

RE: Per Capita Fees 

As you know, the Board of Livestock et its lest regularly scheduled 
meeting, February 3 & 4, 199~, s~~ the per capita fees on 
livestock. 

As per your request, is e report on ~~e recent history of the per 
cepita fees and reasoning behind tr.2 Board of Livestock action. 
I've also ettached the DepartD2nt of R2venue 199~ livestock 
schedule. 

c. Board of Livestock 

Attach~ent 

.!:;' 

.-. 
.. -



MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF LIVESTOCK 
P . O. 13::) x 2 0 2 C\.! 1 

Halena, NT 5952C-2001 
(406) 444-2:23 

April 5, 1994 

TO: 

FROH: 

E.E. "Cork" Mortensen, Executive Secretary 
To the Board of Livestock 

John Skufca, Administrator 
Centralized Services Division 

Per Capita Fees 

As a result of S3 340 passed during the 1987 :'egislative session the "ad valorem" 
(value & mill levy based) tax on livestoc~ used to support the Department of 
Livestock was changed to a per capita tax (se~ amount per animal). The following 
is a schedule of the per capita fees apprc~ej by the Board of Livestock since 
their inception beginning with tax year 1933. These fees are per head or in the 
case of bees, per hive or board: 

T',(oes of Livestock 'I'e.x Y~a::-

::'938 1939 199:: 1991 1992 1993 100 ' ~ 

All ca-:tle 1.14 1. 20 1. 2: 1. 20 1. 20 1.08 1. 20 
( 9 rnos. & olde::-) 
All s:--~ee? & goats .20 .2::' .2: .21 .21 .21 .25 
(9 mos. & older) 
All ho::-ses & rm.:les 1.50 1. 53 1. 53 1 c; = _._...,1 1. 58 1. 58 2.00 
(9 mos. & olde:-) 
All hoS's .35 -.., 

• .) I .3-; .37 .37 .37 .40 
(3 t710 s . & olde::-) 
;'.11 poul1:ry .01 .0: .C: .0 1 .01 .01 .02 
All bees .20 .22- .2: .2!. .21 .21 .21 
All 1 1 2.::'.a 5 2.00 2.00 5.00 
(9 r.1os. & older) 
All bis·on 

& do".estic u:1gula:.es 2.00 2.00 5.00 
(9 mos. & olde::-) 

Llamas, bison 2.:1d domestic u:1gulates we::-e i:1cluded in the definition of 
livestock fo::- per capita fee purposes un1:il =ax year 1992. 

When the Board set the initial oer caoita fees on livestock for tax year 1988, 
tl":ey ~"'''l.·c",·::.d t"'o 0,....,'·;0'·- s~r"-~""~'" ·0'= ta""-;o" ,,_..4::.~ tr:' 0 ad valo'-em ,...,,,,l-hod • --'.'. " •• _.1 .. _'" '- ".'- __ • _ .. ___ .. '-',.~__.. _ ~ ...... _ •. 
It was decided tha~ some cO:11:i:1uity as far 2.S relatio:1ship bet~een the types of 
livestock and the amo~nt that each con:rib~~~i be maintained, i.e. the amount 
assessed on cattle versus sheeo would be ao=::-=xima:elv 5 to 1. In addition, it 
was necessa::-y to inc::-ease the -re·;en·..:e col ie::~ej tr.ro';gh this mecr.anism to fund 
the depa::-1:me:1ts opera~io:1s, the % increase ~::~!d be some~~at consistent for all 
types c~ livestcc~ and the::-e would no~ be a 5~;nificant increase from previo~s 
amounts based on 2.:1 ave::-a;e per heai. 

c" 



EXHIBIT ____ _ 

DATE.. /- k-, -9 5 
L 

The ave~age pe~ head within a category o~ type of livestock was calculated by 
totalling the a:nounts received fro:n all a:1i:r.als in a category i.e. cattle; sheep; 
horses, etc. regardless of value and dividing by the total nu:nber of livestock 
within that category, as under the ad valore~ ~ethod the tax is based on values 
for different sex, age, and whether an animal is stock or registered. 

As you may be awa~e d~ring the most recent boa~d meeting, per capit~ fees for tax 
year 1994 were raised on all categories of livestock with the exception of bees. 
These raises were felt to be necessary as a result of an in depth fund balance 
need analysis that included projections of revenues and expenditures for the 
depart:nent along with approp~iate cash balances necessary to fund the department 
through fiscal year end 1997. 

Even with the increases in revenue proj eco:ed through Fiscal Year 97, the 
department's reserve fund balances at the end of FY 97 will decrease from 50\ of 
appropriations to 40% or less. A reserve of at least 40% is desired due to the 
timing of revenue received by the department, in particular the per capita fees. 
These fees are the major source of revenue for the department and are received 
in December and June each yea~. Therefo~e, a June 30th fiscal year end balance 
of 40% is not inappropriate, as those fees along with other inspection and 
license fees collected from July thru Novembe~ are needed to fund the department 
until December when the next per capita influx of revenue is received. 

In aedition, the deoartmer'.t is li:nited by stao;ute as to the a:nount it can 
increase the per capita fee by in any one ye3.~. State statute, M.C.A. 15-24-922, 
subsection (2) states "The per capita t3.X levy must be calculated each year to 
provide not mo~e than 110% of the average annual revenue that was generated in 
the th~ee (3) previous years". 

If the department were to have a negative cas~ balance in it's operating accounts 
at any ti:ne it would necessitate a loan frc:n the state's gene~al fund until 
sufficient cash was received to carry out o?eraticnal expeneitures. I don't 
believe the DeDa~tment of Livestock or the i~~~stry it se~ves ~esires to add to 
the lia~ility ~f the S=ate's General Fu~d. 

Due to co~_,:,,:i~tee actio~s by t:--.e full E:n.lse ;'.?;:~:=;:!:"~a~:'Oi1.5 Ccr..r~1':'ttee a:--.d concu::red 
in by tl'"'.e Legisla':.l:!."'e, fL4:,.d:'~g s·..;itche:; :!:"~~ <;e:--.e~al fu~d to S~a~e Spe"=ial 
Revenue ha'le occurred over the last three (3) fis=a~ yea~s that ha'le res~lted in 
additiO:'.3.1 re·;e:1c.:e r.ee:!s for t:--.e De=art:nent of :'i';esto=~ a::-,Q1..:nting to S 1,474,105. 
0 '"'0 e "..., 10' d"";"" t1.o. 0~"1""·lca3 10"'",,·;:-i,.o sos-ion S~c~ 11~ in gor'\"'''a' ...... X ....... I:? __ ~s -....._ ....... g .. e r_'-;j-"' ____ ... " __ ';j ______ .. _ __ ;:,_. -r ... o, __ .J ... ~ ...... __ ..... 

fund fu~ding for the 1994-95 bie:'.nic.::n was s~~tched to s~a=e special revenue in 
the De~a::::'[7I.er.:. I s Dia.;:1ost.ic La.bo::a~o!:"y P=c;-=-a.~. r.lthough all the fu::di::g 
s~itches did not i~paco; the de?arc~e:'.t all at ~~ce, some each fiscal yea~, there 
long term effeccs re~~ire addi~ional re~e~~e cf 1.2 million to cover on-going 
costs of o?era~ing the ~epar~~ent thru FY 97. This is in addition to the ne~ 
fees realized through H3 515, the Milk & Eg; ?rogra:n funding mechanism passed 
d'.lring the 1993 ~eg'Jlar legisla=ive session. (7i'.is ?rogra:n ,,:as pre·;iat..:sly funee::! 
by the General Fund). Thus, by i:1cre3.sing per capita fees this year it will 
enhance revenues in the future to ccm=ensa:e Ear the changes in funding within 
the department. Since fiscal year 19~1 thru Eiscal year 1994, the gene~al fund 
portion of the depart~ent's budget has decreased frc:n 17.3% to 7.4% of the total. 



The largest i~crease in per capita fees affe~~ed two of the categories; lla~as 
and bison/ctor.1estic ungulates. In recent years the department has spent an 
inordinate a:r.ou~t of time reg:.llating these preo;io'.lsly, unclassified for livestock 
purposes, types of livestock. For exar.1ple, efforts related to T3 in game far~ 
animals, new rules and identificatio~ practices related to the game far;';! industry 
and efforts to control the soread of disease from the Yellowstone Park bison 
herd. Inspection fees for th~ above do not COr.1e near the cost of administering 
livestock regulations regarding these two categories of livestock ~herefore, the 
Board felt it appropriate to recover those costs through the per capita fees 
attributed. 

The majority of the increased revenue needed for the future will be collected 
through cattle producers. Of the projected increase in per capita revenue from 
all categories of livestock, cattle will contribute 73%. 

If you desire further information or a more in depth analysis of fund balances, 
please let me know. 

c. Board of Livestock 



PPDA-25 

11)1)·, LIVESTOCK SCIIEDULE EXHIBIT _____ ' __ _ 

DATE I - fa - q ~ 
.. 

~E{;.Tr(»),l 1 - PJt:J~ CAPITA TAX ONLY 

TYLillKET PER HEAD 
't'PE AGE CODE VALUE CAPITA TAX 

HI)rses. Mules, Asses, 
~!in:ttllre Horses, 

L\:. Sflet/:1nd Ponies .... 9-23 months 5001 SO $2.00 
[lldis :tnd Cattle 

:tock and Registered ... 9-23 months 5002 0 1.20 
Slleep .. . . . . · . . ... 9-23 months 5006 0 .25 
S",ine .. . . . . . . . . . · .. 3- 5 months 5007 0 .40 
( l:1t S • • • . . . . . · . . . · .. 9-23 months 5008 0 .25 
Poultry . . . ... · . · .. All 5009 0 .02 
:? ·'.:s .. · .. All SOlO 0 .21Per/ 

hive 
2urra!o. Elk, Lbl11:ls, D~er 

n 

: Other Domestic 
r nglll:ltes 9-23 mo!!t!!!; 5011 0 5.00 

- 1 -



SECTION 2 - AD VALOREi\,r A~1) PER CAPITA TA.X 

TYPE 

tVfules. Asses, Shetbncl, 
Ponies, Donkeys, & 

Horse's 

Burros ................. 24 months & older 
Stallions ................. 24 months - 14 years 
Saddle Horses & 

Brood }',fares ............. ,24 months - 14 years 
Work and Pack 

Horses, Riding & 
Pack Mules .............. 24 months - 14 years 

Show, Race & 
Roping Horses ............ 24 months - 14 years 

Horses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . IS years & oIcler 

Cnttle 

Stock .'\: Gr;J(je 

Bulls ................... 2'~ monrhs & older 
Cattle .................. 24-32 months 
C:1ttl~ .................. 33 months & oluer 
dt:crs .................. 33 months & oluer 

D:1i ry C:1ttle .............. 24 months & older 

CODE 

5102 
5103 

5105 

5107 

5108 
. 5109 

5312 
5315 
5316 
5317 
5318 

IvtARKET PER HEAD 
VALUE CAPITA TAX 

5 448 
2,239 

896 

1,045 

1,493 
597 

S 873 / 
388 
437/ 
582 

-582 

\ 52.00 
2.00 

2.00 

2.00 

2.00 
2.00 

51.20 
[,20 
1.20 
1.20 
1.20 

.'\OTE: lllC only bulls v:1llled :-IS purebred will be those used in tlle production of registered/purebred cattle. 
:"\11 Gulls lIsed with stock herds will be valued as stock and gr.lde. 

PlIrehred 
Dulls 2;~ months & older 5352 S 1,135 /' $1.20 ........... . . . · .... 
Clttlc · ........... · .... 24-32 months 5355 504 l.20 
Clttlc · ............. · ... 33 months & older 5356 567 /" 1.20 

Sh~n 

Registered Ducks ... . . · .... 24 months & older 5502 5 166 5 .25 
Srock - Bucks ...... . . · .... 24 months & olcler 5503 128 .25 
Sheep · ........... · ... 24-70 months 5504 45 .25 
Sheep · ...... , , , ... · ... 71 months & older 5506 13 .25 
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EXHIBIT I 
DATE / - 10 - 95 - PPBA-25· 

SECTION 2 - AD VALORF-"vf AND PER CAPITA TAX (continued) 

1'YPE 

loafs ................... 6 months & older 
3rood Sows ............. ' . . 6 months & older 

Bucks 
)oes . 

.......... 24 months & older 
24 months & older 

l'vHscell n n c-ous 

,ak, Yaks, & Buffalo ......... All - 24 months 
- Male ................ & Older 

Same as purehrd bulls) 

Elk, Yaks, & Buffalo . 
- l-t!n1:llc ............... . 

,Same as purchrcd c;ittle. JJ mos. & oldcr) 

All - 24 months 
& older 

\-fale L1am:J.s .............. All - 2'~ months 
;Slme :15 show. ropin!;. rlce horscs) •• ••• & older 

Nellt~rcd Llamas ....... '. . . . . All - 24 months 
(51mc :IS work &: pick horsel) •• 

Gxotic Goats ..... . 
\S lme as Doe Go.al'll •••• 

Exotic Pigs ....... . 
(Slme as OOlfS) •••••••• 

Fem:J.le Llamas 
(Slme :l.~ SLlllions) 

& aIda 

All - 24 months 
& olcler 

All - 24 month:; 
& older 

All - 24 months 
& older 

Deer ................... All - 24 months 
(Slme .as Mules. Asses. 
Shetbnd Por.ie:l, etc.) 

Miniature Horses 

, ......... " 

.. " " .. " " . " " 

(Slme as Show, Ropin b• R1ce Horses) . • • . 

& older" ' 

All - 24 months 
& older 
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CODE 

5701 
5703 

5402 
5403 

5872 

5873 

5874 

5875 ' 

5876 

5877 

5878 

5879 

5880 

l'vL<\RKET 'PER HEAD 
VALUE CAPITA TAX 

S 139 
11,0 

s 10 
36 

S 1,135 

567 

1,493 

1,045 

36 

139 

2,239 

448 

1,493 

S AD 
.40 

S .25 
.25 

$5.00 

5.00 

5.00 

,5.00 

.25 

.40 

5.00 

5.00 

2.00 



prBA-25 

SECTION:3 - AD V ALORElYI TAX ONLY 

Other Livestock 
" 

lYfARKET PER HEAD 
TYPE ACE CODE VALUE CAPITA TAX 

Other Fur Bearing Animals ....... All 5851 (Call Helena) 
Fox/Bobcat/Coyote ... , ........ All 5852 SJ'9 0 
Mink, Beaver, Ferree, & 

Chinchilla. ................. All 5853 19 0' 
Breeding Rabbits .............. All 5854 12 0 
Fryer Rabbits ................ All 5855 3 0 
Miscellaneous Animals .......... All 587l (Call Helena) 

" 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

VISITOR'S REGISTER 

.----' , 

)U I nj- C\~}\_, l' !: t i i "' I / I ( f(J l7' C'\-JT','{~I COMMITTEE v \ I,e r\/l1- " - > BILL NO. 

DATE /- f:. - fS SPONSOR (S) ____________________________________ __ 

PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT 

NAME AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING BILL orl'05E SUProRT 

/~r\ l ')\t tv'-, t;~},.,/ 
/' 

-4-Cc / 7 ;,--,' 
; 

!l '-_." 
f\ 

l-!...... /J,_J. L1 .} - ,~":1 //1.-
/' -

~f' '2' / ,I v/ f. ! 

tt ( I'" \. ~/'f,; I t 
. 

t ~t- t-~I Sia_.c .... j( AI) (A J~ \ , -

Cbj,~~ /',] c:':''''' r\ 

,,-<' ') J f j)(l c 
( I V'" 

- i 

~ 

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




