MINUTES OF THE MEETING
\ FINANCE AND CLAIMS COMMITTEE
MONTANA STATE SENATE

APRIL 20, 1985

The 24th meeting of the Senate Finance and Claims Committee

met on the above date in Room 108 of the State Capitol. Chairman
Regan called the meeting to order at 7:00 a.m. following roll
call.

ROLL CALL: All members were present.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 947: Representative Francis
Bardanouve explained the bill as the chief sponsor. He said

this is the water bill. The subcommittee has been quite con-
cerned about how the bills passed. They will have some amendments
to submit. These worked out the best program I think that has
ever been done.

Representative Thoft, chairman of the subcommittee: There are
three parts to the bill. 1) is the grant and loan under $300,000.
We are dumping into sewage. We need some to finish the prison

and had to pick up some here. Page 7, line 25 is the cut-off
funding that is available.

Senator Smith: Where was the cut-off?

Representative Thoft: Page 7, line 25.

Senator Himsl: On page 4 of the Triangle District, $100,000

for the saline seep study. I thought we tried to put that
program into one administration or one district. I see it shows
up in several places.

Representative Thoft: In order to get the funding we needed
to go to several places to find the funding.

Senator Himsl: Some in the university budget under Montana
Tech. I thought we ‘'were trying to get it under the Department
of Lands.

Representative Thoft: I think it is all under one program.

Senator Regan: How much?

Representative Thoft: $400,00 in all the bills.

Senator Himsl: We have page 7, line 23. Another grant?

Representative Thoft: Yes. Another one from two years ago.
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Senator Hammond: How can we tell whether grant or loan?

Representative Thoft: G=grant; L=loan.

Senator Regan: If some of the projects don't go then you have
more money?

z
i

Representative Thoft: Yes.

Senator Regan: More for Glen Lake?

Representative Thoft: Yes.

Senator Van Valkenburg: Page 13, language says it will not get
developed further.

Senator Himsl: The order in which they appear like on page 7.
That is the priority. Like 24 or 25 you are at the end of the
tobbogan and you could slide off.

Representative Thoft: And if one does not go they could go up.

Senator Smith: One question. Has the money been spent for other
purposes in that program and that is the reason those prioritized 4
didn't fit in? -

"

Representative Thoft: Prior 1 and 2 were taken out. We destroyed
the mainentance program and so it was taken out for maintenance.

Senator Gage: On bonding loans----- just in alphabetical?

Representative Thoft: There are three and I will talk about it
in the next page. They do issue bonds to fund them. 2/3 vote in i
order to pass this.

Representative Thoft: Part 2 of the bill is the RRD account.
(Renewable Resource Development)

Representative Bardanouve: The bond bill yesterday will have
to have 2/3. This is not a bonding bill just a vehicle. It
will not have to have 2/3.

Representative Thoft: Timber stand improvement. The state »
projects all came out of this and went to the trust. Page 15, 1
line 12 goes to the D of NR. We have moved some money into
category IV other bills. (Representative Thoft read from a sheet
on RRD projects, Category IV. "Other". Attached as exhibit

1, HB 947.) He said, this lanquage has to be approved by the
committee. That completes the RRD portion of the bill.

Senator Himsl: How do you bear-proof the dumpsters?

Representative Thoft: I don't know for sure.
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DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 947:

Representative Thoft: I have a proposed amendment on page 13,
line 14 if someone on the committee would move it.

Senator Smith: I would move to amend HB 947 on page 13, line 14,
following "LAND" to insert "and then for the projects approved
in the category of "water development"" and page 13, lines 16 and
17 to strike line 16 through "HB 913" on line 17 and to insert
"fully funded by House Bill 922".

QUESTION was called on the above amendment of Senator Smith.
Voted and passed.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 947 CONTINUBD-Representative Thoft
stated that the application of line to agricultural land---they
are trying to reduce the metals. This is over at Fairmont.

Representative Thoft: The next portion of the bill. I am very
disappointed personally. It was intended to be an agricultural
water develcpment program and it has turned into a non-water

and sewer program. Only one portion of the bill that iz here.
The reason it is in the bill=---- the committee thought we should
at least take a look at it and find out if they wanted to put
anything on agriculture in this bill.

Representative Bardanouve: The bonding portion.

Representative Thoft: We have to change the whole funding system.

Representative Bardanouve: Last session we were quite concerned.
We are subsidizing many of these projects. Representative Spaeth
spent some time last time and managed to save a considerable amount
of interest. The interest came off the coal money and actually
was reduced the amount of general fund money. The coal tax is
reimbursed from the loss on the interest on coal tax money that
would go into the general fund. Last year $400,000 a year of gen-
eral fund to subsidize the interst. This time ~+====m==-——m—--

the bill, as originally written---if we gave away $400,000 a year
last time we should do it again this year. I appointed a special
subcommittee~—--~ Representatives Spaeth, Nathe, Miller and Manuel
and they spent a lot of time working on this and worked with the
department. If you adopt the amendment it will save a lot of
money and set out criteria on the projects. Average doesn't

mean much some times. This will be a better system. If you vote
the language in there is a project we find ---a $212 million hign
subsidy one. 3% on money that cost 10%. Again, a range project.
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The subsidyover the life of the loan, and would be over $4 million
and only 7 ranges will benefit. It will justify it somewhat,

it will increase the yvield and reduces power. It is an irrigation
project. I question where we can justify for 3,000 acres of land
to subsidize it at the cost of $4 million.

Representative Thoft: We have an extensive couple of amendments.
(Exhibit # 3). They are put in as A, B, C, D. Gary, if you will
help, maybe we can work our way through this.

Representative Spaeth: Representative Nathe is handing out a

chart that was used as to how the rate was derived at and the int-
erest rates arrived at. The system in the bill now is based on it
and the Department used it. Group A is on the left side is 4%,
Group C is 2%.

Representative Thoft: That is the old system, and Gary if you
will explain the new one we will go through the projects.

Representative Spaeth: Group C received a 2% subsidy. Of 2% above
the state average is 4%; if 100% above, 3%, if it were 100% to rec-
eive a state subsidy. There were other projects. We wanted to

go a little bit further and compare those subsidies and the actual
use costs involved in the projects. We did not look at the type of
projects here. The other chart that is being handed out now is on -«
a user month cost. It is not an nice and not as clean. The same
group of A, B, C and with interest subsidy. (Attached as chart

#11). All we did was brought our chart as if the users were on a

six month basis. When we looked we could find no rhyme or reason

as to why now a subsidy. We looked at this chart and concluded

one group of projects because of the cost--—--- the rural projects.

# 3 Exhibit ---this is the most recent one. It is like a graph

basis. Wonder 1if a better line of reason. On the left hand

side is the cost and the projects are down below. There are

two logical places to draw the line. You can see where the lines

are drawn.

-

Under two different types of amendments we have not dealt with the
local projects. $60 a month is the average state wide cost for
local water costs. We felt that was the goal we should be shooting
for. Those projects are the type in the water districts. We set

up a little different type of the reaching that goal.

Senator Hammond: The 4 marked on the left.

Representative Spaeth: I think I can go through the amendment
here. We did not go through any depth as to project or the good
or bad of the project. We just tried to gather some criteria.
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Representative Thoft: We have a number of projects here. The
amendment essentially is the bill. They are before you and you
can look at the projects and if there are any questions we can try
to answer them.

Senator Smith: I have a question in regard to the chart where
water user rates show $§ per month (II). The one at Geraldine shows
$220 a month. It looks like about 4 projects what would be pro-
hibitive. Is that what the cost would be? The one in Roosevelt
would be $178 a month?

Representative Spaeth: We can go through it. Tiber County,

a solid loan over a 30 year term. Under the Geraldine and Roose-
evelt counties 6% over a 30 year period. Havre Water District at
full fund rate. The department still put it below $60. That is why
a different bond rate.

Senator Hammond: Did these projects start at different times?
Did that cause the differences? Some were earlier?

Representative Thoft: We are discussing the inflation factor. I
don't think that is the issue really.

Senator Fuller: On a number of these now we have charged the
initial from 5 to 15. Group A has been reviewed. We were within
4% subsidy. One change throughout. Two years ago we adopted to
provide subsidy for 5 years. The reason is that is what the computer
run with $400,000 study. That is what we have -—-~~=-=—--mec=-
first. In order to come up with the $400,000 subsidy, we had to

go to 7 years. We felt it should not be tied to the $400,000
subsidy but to the types of projects if any are to succeed. This
year other types of projects and we should not be giving them a
greater subsidy to reach the $400,000. Under 4-3-2 approval here
the total subsidy would be about $412,000 per year. $319,000 built
in 4-3-2 as opposed to the $412,000. We did not feel it should
have anything that the other study did not recommend 2 years ago.
That is why the 5 years instead of the 7 years.

Senator Van Valkenburg: What is the total subsidy over the life
of the loans and compared to it before the amendments?

Senator Spaeth: The easiest way to do it---20 years x 93,000 is
about what the difference would be here. Coal, 20 years x 3109.
2- x 412 and $1.6 million.

Senator Van Valkenburg: Are there any loans here for a greater length
of time? 30 years that were 207?

Representative Spaeth: Yes. Computed on a 20 year average.

Representative Bardanouve: A $4 million before was kind of concluded.
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The former director of the department came up with a formula that
was supposed to be understood by the legislators. I think the
legislators want a more realistic one. I don't think we need a
sympalistic formula for legislators to understand.

Senator Regan: One the 4% charts, why the break here? The
next sheet-~~-- there is not that much difference.

Representative Spaeth: The comittee created this graph and there
was the first action we took. The department used 200% and 100%.

We wanted to see how it would chart out. We concluded it did not

chart out as nice as expected.

Senator Aklestad: New projects that you tied here no feasible?

Representataive Spaeth: We didn't go into any depth analysis. We
left that to the committee. We felt the subsidy we arrived at was
more reasonable than what we had 2 years ago. We felt the water
users costs compared with the state average and kept in line with
those not being subsidized. That is why we dealth with the rural
projects so that they can be more feasible to try to maintain at

a $60 a month cost.

What state bond rate did you figure?

| TR e [ e [ e ( e ol I e
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Senator Himsl: I have a question on the state and dam figures. ‘5
&

@i

[

Caralee Cheney, Water Development Dureau Chief, Department of
Natural Resources: 10%. That is what the amount was estimated at
that time.

Representative Bardanouve: In as much as we have involved a big
department of the government in these proposals, I think that they
should have a chance to talk.

Representative Thoft: I think Senator Aklestad brought up a point
that might effect the committee recommendations. I think the commit-
tee put a lot of emphasis on getting water to the people. Feasible
means have been considered as much as possible. ‘

Representative Spaeth: We felt the rural areas needed it.

Representative Bardanouve: Some of these larger farms have no water
at all. They have wanted it for years.

Representative Spaeth: The 30 years effect the rural users fees.
The big difference in using this one chart. We have compressed
about 4 days of work and we have several man hours of work in it.
The department put several hours coming up with grafts and the

computer print outs. We are compressing all that in about a % -

hour presentation.
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Group D. We have prepared a new project that was requested.

I don't know very much about it other than the people felt this
was the place to put it. $5,000 for Anaconda/Deer Lodge sewer
treatment. That expands the charge also in Hill County bonding
rate. The subcommittee looked at it. We concluded no way to
change it. It was either feasible or not feasible the way it
was. We did not think we could do anything other than leave
that to this committee. Tiber ----- 8%. We are giving them the
benefit. We are breaking them in at a satisfactory rate of
interest.

On the last page. Wecame up with a different amendment. The
department had done this. Senator Eck had an amendment before the
committee. Our amendment just directs the department to consider
agriculture water. That is our proposal. We have approximately
$§23,000 under the terms of the project. We did not get compelled
about the savings. We wanted a system that needed rationale.

Now there is another proposal. This one that is going around now.
It is 4-3-2-1 on the subsidies.

Senator Hammond: 4-3-2-1 and then the full bond------ this gives
what?

Representative Spaeth: We just create a new subdivision.

Representative Spaeth: In going back to # 3, we drew another

line between Billings Heights and Neihart. The other chart----- Group
B is now Group C which is 2% subsidy. Then we have a subsidy of
about $166,000 a year in using the chart. The rest of the projects
are the same. No real change to the subsidies but tried to bring
some rationale. We tried it with more subsidies to subdivisions

just as the Billings Oxbow Heights. This was based on houses that
would be serviced at some time in the future, and we decided not to
make that conclusion. We have new projects in 4-3-2-1. If you just
want some rationale you go with 4-~-3-2-1.

Senator Hammond: They are all for 5 years.

Representative Spaeth: The $412,000 presently in the bill is on
a per annual cost for 20 years. We did the same there and the
subsidy is $312,000 over 4-3-2 and $426,000 under 4-3-2-1 for
20 years. In no way can be build in over $4 million a year or
we would be tapping into the corpus rating of the district. You
do not want to average over $4 million in the 20 years.

Senator Fuller: I commend the committee for their work. We have
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identified the way to make money, but I am concerned about the
individual project and the feasibility. I think there is a larger
condition here than just saving the dollars.

Representative Spaeth: We still feel the present monthly cost of
the user ---- as long as the projects are within the same per-
monthly cost. This project was moved from the lower to Group B as

a result.

Representative Bardanouve: One point. I find increasing critisms
of these subsidizing programs. Mr. Menehan says "OINK" "OINK"
when anybody comes in for a subsidy. With 4~3-2-1 it would raise
the amount of critism.

Senator Himsl: This distribution in the blue bill was passed-----
was it not worked on by a committee? The LRP committee put the
bill together. This committee really did not do anything to the
projects or priorities. Just the interest rates so that it was
fair.

Representative Spaeth: The first was the charts, then compared the
charts. We tried to bring some rationale to the problem. If you
look at the second rates we are given 3% rates to water users.

-
$178 a month there at Drummond----they are paying less and receiving #
4% interest. We pulled out the gyrations and put them in the same ‘uﬁ

5
=
o

category.

Senator Himsl: Are you satisfied that the project user rates are
valid enough to make that type of judgement?

Representative Spaeth: They are the user rates we finally came up
with. The department did a lot of work on that. They feel it goes o
within the state average. The option 4-3-2-1 would cost each ?
individual user in the projects approximately $3 to $5 more per month.
That is a difference on an individual basis between these two.

Senator Keating: No one has moved any amendments, just asking i
questions.
Senator Regan: No. There was an amendment. g

Senator Keating: Representative Thoft, could you give me a little
history of the whole program? Why are we making loans to subsidize :
their farm groups, etc? When was the program originated? {

Representative Thoft: I was one of the principle sponsors and one ;
of the most unhappy with what has happened.

-
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Senator Keating: Has the legislature been doing this for a long
time?

Representative Bardanouve: We passed the law when we authorized
$250 million in bonds to develop it that time. It was agriculture
primarily. I supported the bill. It was to help agriculture and
to develop the use of agriculture water in Montana. We are going
to lose our water to other states. Campbell got his nose in the
till last time and was the first use. The cities and towns as
water and sewer projects——--- sewers have water in it and this

time it is very heavy in the city area. I am not critical of the
cities, but we have lost the primary use. The municipalities

have engineers and water specialists. The farmers and ranchers have
no money for this. Agriculture has fallen by the wayside. No
money to do the work for them.

Senator Keating: Was the purpose of the bill to use the states
credibility to borrow money to make loans to people who could not
otherwise get loans, but was it intended to get them the loans and
the state would pay for them?

Representative Bardanouve: That is why the bill was written 15%
of the interest could be put back into this to put back for interest.
It was recognized that some projects would not be able to meet it.

Senator Keating: The result would be a lower interest rate?

Representative Bardanouve: We get a lower rate.

Senator Keating: Then was this the rationale for the different
rates A, B, C classification? Because some have to pay more for
water so that they get a bigger break? We will subsidize ineffic-
iency?

Representative Bardanouve: I am sure sometimes that is true.

Senator Boylan: Do you remember the other day we had a bill on

earth dams. Why just have this legislation to take care of that

type of projects? There isn't any money to fix these dams. This
money was intented to save the projects that our forefathers develop-
ed back in the PWA and the WPA days. They reserved a lot of

water. Now the money is all going to save the cities on the water
and sewer and our water will be lost to us down stream.

Representative Thoft: I think one thing has been missed. There
is not much wrong with the concept. Agriculture has losts its
ability to repay. That is why.
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Senator Story: On the bureau recommendations, page 176 of the
Renewable Resource and Water Development Programs -- page 176 is
the Cottonwood Dam. which was wanted by DNRC. I am not in here
trying to get the amendment, etc., but this is a dam that is about
to break it's way out. If you want more fixing----- you can fix
Highway 89 instead of the dam. This is a dam if they don't fix,
the state will be sued. The state will be considering lawsuit
money. It better be in the projects next year.

Madalyn Quinlan show Senator Story that this is in the bill on
page 24, line 15.

Senator Bengston: I think the whole thing points to the terrible
problem we have with our instructor. Maybe the direction we are
taking with this is not all that bad.

There has to be some method of financing long term water, sewer,
etc. We have a tremendous problem with ground water in Yellow-
stone County. Could they control both?

Senator Regan: Could someone respond to this?

Gary Fritz, Department of Natural Resources: I am familiar with L
the program. Berry and I explained it several years ago. Even 2
before that, it was my ideal, I thought it important to continue -’
agriculture water projects. Some had to be subsidized in order §
to have them for today and tomorrow. In the Water Development L

Program, they would grant loans under and over $200,000. Spaeth

is under this. Agriculture has received at least 40% under and 50%
over. Water and sewer are mostly those over. We agree they are
taking up more and more.

Larry Fasbender, Director of the Department of Natural Resources: ?
Suggest the amount at the end. We go back and try to get agriculture
there. Some of the other projects for the people to provide. we
are going to go out and help agriculture so that obviously they

%
can come in for some of these over the size. When put in categ- i
orically ---- originally according to what the people paid for
as to average across the state. Rural water projects were compared ’
to state in the flat users fees. Representative Spaeth has i

suggested just on the users fees and we think that is reasonable
and I see no problem. We would suggest you go with the option of
4-3-2 below the interest rate rather than the other.

Senator Boylan: How much trouble with my getting a little plug
on this?

Gary Fritz: The amendment has not changed the Middle Creek project. q

{
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Senator Regan: If the 1% difference is the difference between the
feasible and nonfeasible, how are you defining the feasible worry
about the projects ability to pay?

Gary Fritz: I am not trying to define the feasibility. When you
increase their rates you threaten to make the projects unfeasible.
All I am saying is when the user fees increase you tend to put it
into the feasible. In the cases where they have been ordered to
do something it is a case of "have to".

Senator Regan: Difference in cost $3 to $5 a month is 1%?

Gary Fritz: I can't tell you precisely what is or is not.

Senator Himsl: I want to follow up on this. Isn't it true a number
of projects are driven by EPA and Board of Health, etc? 1Isn't that
true? Doesn't it make sense then where these projects are on a loan
basis the communities are using the states credit? It is not a
subsidy on the part of the state. It is because the state is
required by the Board of Health and Water Quality to do something
with the density. It seems to me this program makes good sense.
The question is the question of interest rather than subsidy.

The flow of these funds----the subsidy comes from the funds

that would otherwise go back to the trust fund. The less money in
the coal trust fund, the less interest generated.

Bob Robinson: We want to thank you. We met with the bond
underwriter trying to address this problem. We have as much concern
as the Legislature. One of the things we are considering is when
we sell bonds for this project we may try to spread into 1long

and short term bonds. The long term bonds may be at 9 or 9%% but the
terms spread we may be able to turn over at 6% or whatever. If

we can do this we may be able to save the state money on the

other end. There is a little bit of risk in this also.

Gary Fritz: We did mention it to the subcommittee.

Senator Keating: Is there a division between the previous loans

in the various categories? Are there some responsibilities? We

would have to sort these out. I would think one of these sections----
Section 6. Not a segregation in the bill on these projects.

Representative Thoft: No

Senator Haffey: Unless a reason for further discussion, I would
suggest we vote. I just want to be sure we don't jump too soon.

Representative Thoft: I would support the amendments of 4-3-2.
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DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 947:

MOTION by Senator Haffey to adopt the amendments proposed under the
4-3-2 option.

QUESTION was called, voted and passed unanimous.

Senator Fuller: On this option, we may have to reconsider----
there seems to be the same issue on this one.

Senator Smith: The amendment means nothing. Two years ago,
we put an amendment on 447 and it was ignored. They will ignore
this too, I am sure.

Senator Regan: I want the committee to read and consider it.

Senator Smith: We need another amendment to this, we have an
emergency on the Upper Clark Fork. The dam there needs to have
some work done on it. It had $100,000 grant in this bill to carry
on some work. Page 7, line 7 of the bill. They need to get

some work done on it. The spillway system was plugged up and is a
situation where you can't unplug it so they will have to breach
the dam.

Senator Hammond: It is full of dead fish and etc. You could not
get within a mile of it last summer.

MOTION by Senator Christiaens to amend Page 7, line 7 to put it
back in the bill.

Voted and passed.
Representative Thoft: I would address this. The department flew

their engineers down there. It would be a safety factor if they had
to breach it.

Senator Smith: Don't they go around and check them before the run-
off in the spring?

Answer from the Department: Nothing to recommend inspection but it
became apparent we had a problem when the water level came up.

Senator Fuller: The funding is in section in 432, page 35, line 10
had enough in that.
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Senator Fuller: I have an amendment that should be incorporated,
since it sets a policy. It is on page 12, following line 2,

and sets a new section. It is already part of it in amendment #4
of the adopted sheets. We can just incorporate this in. Change
to page 35, line 10 and put it in that new section.

MOTION by Senator Fuller to adopt the amendment.
QUESTION was called, voted, and passed. Roll call vote.
Senator Aklestad: I hope that what Senator Fuller said is true.

I want agriculture to be first. If some problem with the amend-
ment —---- I don't think you protect agriculture.

Senator Story: Will these prioritize? Do they include priority
on repairing what the department has now?

Gary Fritz: The priorities as rated now. Storage is a problem.
Dams have a rating on how much they can store. Dams are a priority
in the Water Development Program.

QUESTION on the Amendment of Senator Boylan, voted and passed.

MOTION by Senator Gage: I have an amendment. East Glacier water
problem. They have severe problem in the area. We had an amend-
ment in the bill before it was amended.

Representative Thoft: I would suggest it go under A-2. There

is a possibility that they can do this program somewhat cheaper

in that coal strip has a $100,000 grant for treatment that they
are going to put up. That may be available for about $30,000. It
could be a significant cost in the area.

Senator Fuller: $484,270.

Senator Regan: How were the figures arrived at?

Senator Gage: Through an engineering firm in Great Falls.

Senator Regan: Why was it not presented to the committee?

Senator Gage: This is on the Blackfoot Reservation. They didn't
get concerned until it was a real problem.

Senator Regan: We will ask the department to tell us where in the
bill it belongs and what the subsidy will be. We will simply auth-
orize the project at this value and possibly it will be less as a
loan and put some kind of language in the bill that leaves it sort
of fluid and ask that they report to the interim Finance Committee
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so that we know what the costs are.

Senator Aklestad: I am wondering----- were there projects that got
dropped out that were considered?

Representative Thoft: If a matter of people wanting to come in for
room under that. If they had any repayment ability and whether they
sat in there at all.

Senator Gage: I assume they can pay it back.

Senator Christiaens: It is almost beyond an emergency basis. It
has to be a prior problem if that is the kind of water coming out
of the taps.

Senator Hammond: A lot of these situations in the country. Along
the Canadian line, some are drinking water out of sloughs, etc.

Senator Boylan: Was this in the division?

Senator Gage: Yes.

Senator Regan: Are federal monies available?

Senator Gage: No. They have bonded for about $750,000 for a sewer
and water project about four years ago. The state felt the system
would take care of the iron problem, but it has continued to get

a lot worse.

Senator Fuller: We are not taking any money from the other projects
We are taking it from nobody.

Cenator Smith: Would the committee be willing to work on this
project and see if they can fit it in?

Representative Bardanouve: A complete surprise to us. If you
approve it why don't you have the department do it. It would be
easier for them to come up with a little more rationale and a
conference committee on the language if you approve it. At least
a minimum of $% million project.

Senator Regan: It will go to conference committee.

QUESTION was called on the Gage amendment. Voted and passed.

MOTION by Senator Fuller that House Bill 947 be concurred in as
amended.
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Senator Keating: There are some conclusions in here I would like

to vote against, but do not want to vote for the new ones----1I would
like to support the old ones. -

QUESTION was called, voted and passed. Senator Keating voted no.
Senator Fuller will carry the bill.

The meeting was adjourned.

‘? 7

Senator Pa/;ﬁ géh, Chairman
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NAME PRESENT ABSENT EXCUSED
SENATOR REGAN L
SENATOR HAFFEY v _
SENATOR JACOBSON L !
SENATOR AKLESTAD ) o
SEATOR HAMMONT v/
SENATOR LANE L’
SENATOR CHRISTTAENS V
SENATOR GAGE L
SENATOR HIMSL L
SENATOR STTMATZ L
SENATOR BOYLAL v
SENATOR STORY L/
SENATOR SMITH o
SENATOR MANNILG (Dick) o
SENATOR BENGTSON 4
SENATOR KEATING v
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A
April /, 1985

TO: The Long-Range Planning Subcommittee

FROM: =~ Madalyn Quinlan
Assistant Analyst

SUBJECT: Approved projects in House Bill 922

The following prioritized grant projects have been approved by the
Senste

i Committee for funding with Resource Indemnity Trust

Interest earnings. The first appropriation of RIT interest under this

program will be $277,000 for grant administration.

Project Grant Amount
1. Department of Agriculture/Weed Control Trust $1,000,000
2. MSU, Water Resources Research Center/Stream - .

Restoration on Grasshopper Creek IUTET SN = e58,266

. ,_*: A g, L ,U

3. Bureau of Mines and Geology/Groundwater ‘

Information Center RN 75,000
4. Anaconda-Deer Lodge County/Soil Stabilization L ,

and Erosion Control P 150,000
5. MSU, Water Resources Research Center/Stream Restoration

Confederate Gulch and Deep Creek ' 134,249
6. DHES/Hazardous Waste Management Collection

and Transfer Project 800,000

7. Government of Butte-SilverBow/Butte Hill Mining Reclamation 500,000

8. Toole County/North Toole County Reclamation Project 298,130



Project Grant Amount
120,000
9. Governor's Office/Clark Fork River Projects 005000
10. DNRC/Reclamation of Streambanks Damaged by Placer Mining 30,000
11. Mile High Conservation District/Reclamation for Heavy
Metal Contaminated Agricultural Lands 88,400
12. Governor's Cffice/Cabinr Creek Reference to the International
Joint .Commission 80,000
13. MSU, Water Resources Research Center/Cyanides and Heavy
Metals in the Judith Mountains I 20,000
14, DHES/Scobey Air Quality Monitoring 15,000
15. Montana State Library/Natural Resources Information
System; Natural Heritage Program 225,561
16. City of Red Lcdge/Coal Miner's Memorial Park Revegetation
and Irrigation Project 100,000
17. Triangle Conservation District/Expanded State Salinity 150,000
18. Powder River Conservation District/Water Quality Study 80,000
19. Glen Lake Irrigation District/Therriault Creek 32,000
Syphon Construction +66-000
20. MSU, 49th Parallel Institute/Montana-Alberta
Milk River Joint Impoundment Assessment 70,000
21. Montana Bureau of Mines and Geology/Williston Basin
Reclamation Project 91,870
—7  Total Crants Approved $4,166.476

A, Prnacendo



HB 947

Renewable Resource Development Projects
Catagory IV. "Other"

Page 15

The project to bear-proof the dumpsters of West Yellowstone
is recommended for a $70,000 grant. The total project is
estimated to cost $140,000 - with the state's $70,000 matched
with other sources.

Because of the way this project is written up in the Project
Evaluation book by DNRC, it needs to be clear in the record
that the state's grant of $70,000 for this project is not
contingent on a dollar for dollar match from other sources:
for example, if the total project cost is less than $140,000,
the state is still willing to give $70,000 and hence the
matching funds would have to raise less than $70,000.

The state is willing to commit $70,000 to this project and
the remaining money needed to complete the project must be
raised by other private and public sources.



Amend House Bill 947, third reading copy, as follows:

1. Page 13, line 14,

Following: "LAND""

Insert: "and then for the projects approved in the category of "water
development™"

2. Page 13, lines 16 and 17.

Strike: Line 16 through "HB 913" on line 17.
Insert: "fully funded by House Bill 922"

mqleg:hb947



.
i

O ) SN
N
ot
; 4-3-2-1

V|

' Proposed Amendments to H.B. 947

1. Page 18, Line 22
Following: exceed
Strike: $51,152,528
Insert: $51,652,528

2. Page 19, Line 2
Following: (2)
Delete the entire subsection
Followtng: (2) . )
Insert: v

The Board of Examiners may Issue State of .Montana coal severance tax
bonds for loans to political subdivisions and loca! government entlities
not to exceed the loan amount |lsted for the project.

GROUP A Notwlthstanding the conditions set forth In section 14, the
Interest rate for the project In this group may be four percentage points
below the long-term bond rate at which the state bond Is sold for the
flrst 5 years of an anticipated 20-year term and must be at the rate at
which the state bond Is sold for the remalning 15 years.

LOAN AMQUNT
YELLOWSTONE COUNTY $1,100,000

Oxbow Area Water Supply
GROUP B Notwithstanding the condltions set forth In section 14, the
Interent rate for projects In this group may be three percentage polnts
be'ow the long-term bond rate at which the state bond Is sold for the
first 5 years of an anticipated 20-year term and must be at the rate at

which the state bond Is sold for the remalining 15 years.

LOAN AMQUNT

ODUTTON, TOWN OF $ 652,000
Water Supply Constructlion

EAST BENCH IRRIGATION DISTRICT 400,000
Gravity Irrigation System ‘

GLASGOW, CITY OF . 5,662,000
Water Supply Source '

NEIHART, TOWN OF ' 550,000
Water System Improvement

YELLOWSTONE OOUNTY 555,000

Cedar Park Water System



GRQUP C Notwlthstanding the condltlons set forth In section 14, +the
Interest rate for projJects In this group may be two percentage polnts
below the long-term bond rate at which the state bond Is sold for the
flrst 5 years of an anticipated 20-year term and must be at the rate at

which the state bond !s sold for the remaining 15 years.

LOAN AMQUNT

COOKE PASS-COOKE CITY-SILVER GATE $ 336,730
County Water/Sewer District Sewer Improvements

FORT BENTON, CITY OF 753,060
Water System Improvement

POPLAR, TOWN OF ' 477,260
Water System [mprovement

WORDEN/BALLENTINE YELLOWSTONE COUNTY 500,000
Water and Sewer District Reservoir Construction

EVERGREEN WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT 3,226,900
Flathead County Sewer System

HUNGRY HORSE WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT ) 762,450
Water System Improvements

DODSON, TOWN OF 170,000
New Water We!l

DRUMMOND, TOWN OF 304,600
Flre and Water Project

LAKESIDE COUNTY SEWER DISTRICT 1,190,000
Wastewater Treatment Faclllty

BOZEMAN, CITY OF ‘ 726,079
Lyman Creek Water System Improvement

CHARLO WATER USERS ASSOCIATION 269,440
Distribution System Replacement

EAST HELENA, CITY OF 434,454
Water System !mprovement

EKALAKA, TOWN OF - 395,250
Water System Renovatlon ‘

HAVRE, CITY OF 2,590,000
Water System Improvement '



e\

GRQUP D Notwlithstanding the conditions set forth In section 14, the
Interest rate for projects In this group may be one percentage point below
the long=term bond rate at which the state bond Is sold for the first 5
years of an anticlpated 20-year term and must be at the rate at which the

state bond !s sold for the remalining 15 years.

LOAN AMQUNT

LOCKWOOD IRRIGATION DISTRICT - $ 247,000
System Renovation

PONDERA COUNTY CONSERVATION D!STRICT 750,000
Lower Birch Creek Watershed

SEELEY LAKE WATER DISTRICT 310,706
Water Storage Tank

WHITEHALL, TOWN OF ‘ 300,400
Sewer Project

WHITE SULPHUR SPRINGS, TOWN OF 639,150
Water System Improvements '

DENTON, TOWN OF ’ 185,000
Water Supply System

JUDITH GAP, TOWN OF 100,000
Water Supply Source

LIMA, TOWN OF 376,500

Water Facllitlies Update
GROUP _E Notwlithstanding the conditions set forth In section 14, +the
fnterest rate for projects In this group must be the rate at which the

state bond Is sold.

LOAN_AMOUNT
MIDDLE CREEK DAM REHABILITATION $3,500,000
MILK RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 17,869,000
Tiber Dam Power Project
ANACONDA/DEER LODGE CQOUNTY 500,000
Sewage Faclllities
HILL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT 1,410,000

Rural Water Supo!y



-
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GROQUP F Notwlthstanding the conditions set forth In section 14, the
Interest rate for the project in this group must be 3 percent over a
30~year term.
LOAN AMOUNT
EAST BENCH IRRIGATION DISTRICT $1,317,295
McHessor Dry Gulch Gravity Irrigation System
GROUP_G Notwlthstanding the condltions set forth In section 14, the
interest rate for the project In this group must be 8% over a 20-year
term.
: LOAN AMQUNT
TIBER COUNTY WATER DISTRICT $§ 559,260
New Control and Monitoring System
GROUP_H Notwlthstanding the condltions set forth In sectlon 14, +the

Interest rate for the projects In this group must be 63 over a 30-year

term.,
LOAN AMQUNT
GERALDINE COUNTY WATER DISTRICT ) $ 313,910
Rural Water System
ROOSEVELT COUNTY RURAL WATER DISTRICT 2,219,124

Rural Water System

Page 33, Llne 16

Following: at

Insert: the lower of the

Following: 6

Insert: or the rate that must be pald on the bonds Issued pursuant to

saction 6

Page 35, Line 10

Following: project."

Insert: NEW SECTION. Sectlon . Water Development Program Dlrection.
The. Department Is directed to recognlze in particular the primary role of
agricuiture In the state's economy and the needs of Its agricultural
constituency when It formulates Its promotion, assistance, and development
programs.




-3=2

i~

Proposed Amendments to H.B, 947

Page 18, Line 22
Following: exceed
Strike: $51,152,528
Insert: $51,652,528

Page 19, Line 2

Following: (2)

Delete the entire subsection
Following: (2)

Insert:

The\Board of Examiners may Issue State of Montana coal severance tax
bonds for loans to political subdlvisions and l!ocal government entitlies
not to exceed the [oan amount |isted for the project.

GRQUP A Notwlthstanding the conditions set forth 1In section 14, +the
Interest rate for projects iIn this group may be four percentage polnts
below the long-term bond rate at which the state bond Is sold for the
first 5 years of an anticipated 20-year term and must be at the rate at
which the state bond Is sold for the remaining 15 years.

LOAN AMQUNT

DUTTON, TOWN OF $ 652,000
Water Supp!y Construction

EAST BENCH IRRIGATION DISTRICT 400,000
Gravity Irrigation System

GLASGOW, CITY OF , | 5,662,000
Water Supply Source

NEIHART, TOWN OF 550,000
Water System Improvement

YELLOWSTONE COUNTY 555,000
Cedar Park Water System

YELLOWSTONE COUNTY 1,100,000

Oxbow Area Water Supply
GROUP B Nof&l?hsfandlng the condltions set forth iIn section 14, the
Interest rate for projects In this group may be three percentage polnts
below the long-term bond rate at which the state bond Is sold for the
first 5 years of an anticipated 20-year term and must be at the rate at

which the state bond Is sold for the remaining 15 years.



LOAN AMOUNT

COOKE PASS~COOKE CITY-SILVER GATE $ 336,730
County Water/Sewer Dfistrict Sewer Improvements

FORT BENTON, CITY OF 753,060
Water System Improvement

POPLAR, TOWN OF : 477,260
Water System Improvement

WORDEN/BALLENTINE YELLOWSTONE COUNTY 500,000
Water and Sewer DIstrict Reservoir Construction

EVERGREEN WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT 3,226,900
Flathead County' Sewer System

HUNGRY HORSE WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT 762,430
Water System Improvements

DODSON, TOWN OF : | 170,000
New Water Well

DRUMMOND, TOWN OF ' 304,600
Fire and Water Project )

LAKESIDE COUNTY SEWER DISTRICT 1,190,000
Wastewater Treatment Facl!lty

BOZEMAN, CITY OF 726,079
Lyman Creek Water System Improvement ‘

CHARLO WATER USERS ASSOCIATION 269,440
Distribution System Rep!acement

EAST HELENA, CITY OF 434,434
Water System Improvement

EKALAKA, TOWN OF 395,250
Water System Renovatlon

HAVRE, CITY OF 2,590,000

Water System Improvement
GROUP_C Notwithstanding the conditlons set forth In section 14, +the
Interest rate for projects In this group may be two percentage polints
below the long-term bond rate at which the state bond Is sold for the
tirst 5 years of an anticlpated 20-year term and must be at the rate at

which the state bond Is sold for the remalning 15 years.



LOAN AMOUNT

LOCKWOOD IRRIGATION DISTRICT $ 247,000
System Renovation

PONDERA OOUNTY CONSERVATION DISTRICT 750,000
Lower Birch Creek Watershed

SEELEY LAKE WATER D!STRICT 310,706
Water Storage Tank

WHITEHALL, TOWN OF 300,400
Sewer Project

WHITE SULPHUR SPRINGS, TOWN OF 639,150
Water System Improvements

DENTON, TOWN OF 185,000
Water Supply System '

JUDITH GAP, TOWN OF 100,000
Water Supply Source

LIMA, TOWN OF : 376,500

Water Faclllties Update
GROUP D Notwithstanding the conditions set forth In sectlon 14, the
Interest rate for prolects In this group must be the rate at which the

state bond !'s sold.

: LOAN AMOUNT
MIDDLE CREEK DAM REHABIL ITATION $3,500,000
MILK RIVER IRRIGAT!ION DISTRICT 17,869,000
Tiber Dam Power Project
ANACONDA/DEER LODGE COUNTY 500,000

Sewage Facliitles
HILL COUNTY WATER D!STRICT 1,410,000
Rural Water Supply
GRQUP _E Notwithstanding the conditions set forth In section 14, the
Interest rate for the project In this group must be 3 percent over a
30-year term.
| | LOAN_AMOUNT
EAST BENCH IRRIGATION DISTRICT $1,317,295
McHessor Dry Gulch Grav!ity Irrigation System
GRQUP__F Notwithstanding the conditlons set forth In section 14, the
Interest rate for the project In this group must be 8% over a 20-year

term.



! LOAN AMQUNT
TIBER COUNTY WATER DISTRICT $ 559,260
New Control ‘and Mon!toring System '
GROUP G Notwithstanding the conditions set forth In sectlon 14, the
Interest rate for the projects In this group must be 6% over a 30-year

term.
LOAN AMOUNT
GERALDINE COUNTY WATER DISTRICT $ 313,910
Rural Water System
ROOSEVEL T COUNTY RURAL WATER DISTRICT 2,219,124

Rural Water System

Page 33, Line 16

Following: at

Insert: the !ower of the

Following: 6

Insert: or the rate that must be paid on the bonds Issued pursuant to
section 6 .

Page 35, Line 10

Following: project."

'nsert: NEW SECT!ON. Section . Water Development Program Direction.
The Department Is directed to recognize in particular the primary role of
agriculture In the state's economy and the needs of Its agricultural
constituency when 1+ formulates I+s promotion, asslstance, and development
programs.
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Proposed Amendment to H.B. 947

Page 7, Line 7
Following: Repair
Insert: with possible Emergency Breach



Proposed Amencment to HB 947: H\u f\"x\_-; W
Blue Copy

Senator Dorothy Eck M
April 19, 1985 9 N ([

1. Page %llowing line
Insert: "NEW SECTION. Section 2. Future preference for appropriations
from the water development state special revenue account. In
evaluating proposals for use of funds from the water
development state special revenue account for the biennium
ending June 30, 1989, the Department of Natural Resources and
Conservation and the legislature shall give preferential
consideration to proposals that promote:
(1) the water reservation program established by 85-2-316;
(2) the development of the state water plan required by
85-1-203; and
(3) other state water programs recommended by the
legislative water policy committee established in section 19 of
House Bill No. 680."
Renumber: subsection sections.



) b

Proposed Amendment tc HB 947:

Blue Copy

Senator Dorothy Eck

April 19,

1. Page
Insert:

Renumber:

1985

.:Zés;ollowing line ;Z”

"NEW SECTION. Section ﬁgz Future preference for appropriations
from the water development state speciali revenue account. In
evaluating proposals for use of funds from the water
development state special revenue account for the biennium
ending June 30, 1989, the Department of Natural Resources and
Conservation and the legislature shall give preferential
consideration to propcsals that promote:

(1) the water reservation program established by 85-2-316;

(2) the development of the state water plan required by
85-1-203; and

(3) other state water programs recommended by the
legislative water policy committee established in section 19 of
House Bill No. 680."

subsection sections.

K/'
0"/



SENATE COMMITTEE FINANCE AND CLATIS VOTTG RECORD

Date Bill No. Time

1

Name ‘ YES NO ABSENT EXCUSED
Senator Haffey L
Senator Jacobson L7
Senator Aklestad o
Senator Hammond 1 . ,
Senator Lane, .‘ L
Senator Christiaens ; [
Senator Gage ‘ L ‘
Senator Himsl ' L
Senator Stimatz s
Senator Boylan L
Senator Story —
Senator Smith L
Senator Manning (Dick) ;S
Senator Bengtson L
Senator Keating 1
1¥ Senator Regan s
Senator Van Valkenburg i
Senator Tvelit L
Senator Fuller L
Sylvia Kinsey P Senator Recan
Secretary e T 7 Chairman

Motion: e s




X e S| OW SAND FILTER"
[ | & }// ON MIDVALE CREEK

Filter Costs

.00
.00
.00
.00

.00
.00
.00
.00

Excavation and embankment $ 10,170
Concrete 33,720
Sand Media 50,030
Gravel Media 9,600
Underdrains
3" PVC 1,560
4" PVC 3,640
Basin Liner 6,000
Pilot Test 5,500
Subtotal $120,270.
Pumping Station (HIGH SERVICE ONLY) 28,000.

Wetwell, 5HP-2 pumps above ground, controls,
tank level-pump control, radio system,

tower, etc. 32,000
Piping Yard 6,000

Pumping Station (LOW SERVICE NOT REQ'D) =-=----

Replace 14" Wood Stave Pipe 168,000.

New Reservoir Intake (NOT INCLUDED AT THIS TIME)  ~-=--

New Detention Pond 20,000.

New Reservoir Dam (NOT INCLUDED AT THIS TIME) = —=-u-

00
00

.00
.00

$374,270
Engineering & Contingencies 100,000
Land 10,000.

.00
.00

a0

TOTAL $484,270.

00



"SLOW SAND FILTER"
ON MIDVALE CREEK

Filter Costs

Excavation and embankment $ 10,170.
Concrete 33,720.
Sand Media 50,030.
Gravel Media 9,600.
Underdrains
8" PVC 1,560.
4" pVC 3,640.
Basin Liner 6,000.
Pilot Test 5,500.
Subtotal $120,270.
Pumping Station (HIGH SERVICE ONLY) 28,000.

Wetwell, 5HP-2 pumps above ground, controls,
tank level-pump control, radio system,

tower, etc. 32,000.
Piping Yard 6,000.

Pumping Station (LOW SERVICE NOT REQ'D)  ====-

Replace 14" Wood Stave Pipe 168,000.

New Reservoir Intake (NOT INCLUDED AT THIS TIME)  -----

New Detention Pond 20,000.

New Reservoir Dam (NOT INCLUDED AT THIS TIME) ==---

$374,270.00
Engineering & Contingencies 100,000.00
Land 10,000.00

TOTAL <7 si34,270.

00



‘e 1 of 4 p4sst  STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

:) MR. PRESIDENT

We, youréommitteeon ............ i Fimance and Claime B
having had under consnderataonm‘m ........................... No. 947 ...
third reading copy {( _Bl.ﬂ‘—____ )

color

WATER DEVELOPMENT PROGRAN: PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS
BARDANOUVE . (Fullerx)

Respectfully report as follows: That............coooeiiiiiiiiiiii e Bouse BLIL ... No. 947 ...
be amendsd xz followng

1, Pagm 7, lina 7,
Pollowing: “Bapair®
Isanmt:s “uwirh PogzaiMNlis Tmavaancer Jrsy~h®

2., PBrxgs 13, 1linm
Pollowing: “rAWR"*

Togart; "and than far rha protaces smeraved in the *atasory
a¥ “watsr deyslopment>”

3. Page 13, liwes 16 3nd 17,

Poliowing: li=a 1%

Crrikes lina 16 rhromah “HR 923" ar 1ine 17
Inserss “fully fandad by Bopre Bi1l 8220

4. Page 138, lina 23,
Porllraima: Tavepnd™
Striks: “851,182,528"

Inmarty *$%1,652,528"

5. Page 1%, lins  *hrouah lina § of nage ?3.
Pellowing: “(2)” :

Strike: the remat«der of suhsectisan (2} in it antirety
Insart: "The Board of Brawinars mar {isnuea Statas af Hon-xnp
coal zavnranca t2x honds for loans ta oalizical
suhdiwvizicang 31¢ laral goveranent entitieaz nor to

azcrad the loan amount listed for the profece.

:} {continuai)



Page 2 of 4 pages

douse Bill 947

FPinance and Q&lin:
) April 20, 1985

GROUP & Ratwithetanding tha condivioas cet Zorch in
x:j} section 14, the {mtavagst rats for praissts ir this
. S group uay HYe Ffnr nereantage noints helow the lang-tarm
hond rate At vhich tha state hond is 2old for the fires
S years of an anticipatad 20-vear tars and must he a2t
the rate at whirh tha state bond is «0ld for *he
reamainiag 13 vears,

LOAR AMOUNT
DUTTON, TOWN OF - TT§E%T,9h8
Warar Suonle Consbtvurtion
PASY BENCH IRATCATION DISTRICY 408,090
Gravizy Trrigation Syatewm
GLASIOW, CITY OF ' 5,562,000
: Qatar Supply Source
WRIBART, TOWY OF 558,000
Wnter Svetem Improvemnend
YROLLOWGPONR COmMmeey 555,600
Cadar Park ¥ater Eratem
YRLLOWSTONR COTNTY 1,180,026

Oxbhow Area Hater Supply
GROUP R Horwithetanding the condieiong =2at forth in
amctinn 14, the {ntaresi rate faor prolects in this
group mae e thrae garconisgs painka balaw the
long-tovra hond rato at which the atats hond iz =nld for
the fires § waavz nf an anticipated -vear term sad
mast be a3t th~ rate at which the ataes hoad {2 514 for

e thn remaining 15 wprove,
@) ZONw aworwe
sl COOXE PASS-CONKE CIPY-SITVER GATT §33¢, 7318
Conaty Watar/Sawar District Reweyr Tsprovenants
FOT JIVNTIN, CITY OF 783,460
Hater Svetsem Tmprovamand ‘
MOPLAR, TOWM QF 477,260
¥ztar Svatew Tmprovemsnt
HORDEYS JRALLIHNTING YRLUL/METONE COOMTY £00.,.000
#Fareay and Sager District Yezervolr Consernotion
PUYTRARIRTER WATER AYD IRUFR DISTRIOCY 3,226,900
Plathead County Sewer Svetem
HIHGEY ADREE WATER AND SYWEER DISETRICT 42,436
Hatar Svaten InproarTements
DOBIACE, TOANN OF 179,008
Naw Watar Yoll
DRPMROND, TR OF 394,629
Fira and Wabtar Proiect
LAXESIDE COIFTY SRwER DISTRIOT 1,198,800
WHantawaser Treatmant Pacsilicy
BOIRHAN, CITY OP 726,078
Sevman JOrask Watar Svyatem Impraovamant
CHARLS WATER NSERS ASSOOTATION 269,440

Distrilmrian Svatex Replacemens

,ii:} {continued)



‘age 3 of 4 pages
Bill %47

Finance and Claims

Apzil 20, 1983 .
o BAST RRLEWA, CITY OF 414,438
::} . Watey STitas Improvoment
‘ / WENLARA, TOWE OF 395,750
J Watey Svatam Rennvarion
- RS, €Ivy o %.959%0,000
Water Systam Tmprovemont
GROUP C Norwithsta~ding the conditions sez Zoreh {n
- secticn 14, the interast rate for projectz in this

qrogy mav he tws percentage nointe halow the laag-tera
hond rate at which the atate hond is anld €or 2he firet
% weara of an antisivated 20~vear tara and must be at

- the rata at which the state hond {w 2018 for the
. romaiving 1% veave,
LOAN AMOUNT
ol DCLROOD IRATEATIOV DIEPRICT §347,680
Svaten Rensvration
PORDERA COUNTY CONSEAVATION NISTRICT 756,600
- Lower Bivrsh Crask Hatershad
STRLEY LAXE WATER LYSTRICY 219,786
¥atar Storaga Tenk
, WHITERALY, POWY Op 384,400
- Sowar DPratast
WURTPE SULPRON SIPRIHGE, PONY O £39,1%0
: Watar Sreten Ieprovonsnte
- DENTOR, TOWY OF 185,600
Hater Supply Svarram -
JUOITE CAP, TOWY OF 100,099
¥iter Supnlsy Fmres
LIRN, TONW OF 376,500
¥atay Pacilitias Update
: GROUP D Motwithertanding the conditlons s=at farth in
o saotine 14, the intarest rate for prodects o this
groud muss Ha the rate a¥ whizh the ztata bdand {a s0l4d.
: LOAY ANOUYT
- ATDDLE CREFPY DAR RIEABILITATION g3.580 000
HILY RIVER IRVIGATION DISTRISYT 1Y . 86%,.500
Piher Dam Power Proiface
o AVACOUDA/DEER LODBCR SOMWTY $043,000
Snwage Paoilities
BILL COURTY WATZR DISTRIOT 1,410,900
a fural Water Supoly
- : CGROUP B Botuvithztanding che aonditions sat forth in
on 14, the intersst rata for the proismect in ¢hiag
; qrewy must he 1% sver & 30~-vear tarm,
- - LOAN AMDUST
. BAST BENCH IRRIGATION DISTAYCY “$1,.317,5%%
HeMoaane Dry Gulel Gravity Yrrigation Systowm
- GROUP P Notwithstanding the conditions sat forth in

{continusd)



Pa 4 of & pages
ﬂo::o #ill 947

rinance and Clains

Apxil 20, 1985 19,
" ractior 14, the interaszt raca for tha prodect {n this
O group must be X% sver 2 20-voar ters.
‘ Lw &W
TIBER OQUNTY WATNR DISTRICTY ‘ 553¢,
P . New Conirol and Monitoring Svetem
K i GROUP ¢ Notwithstanding the conditions set forth in

! . wemtior 14, tha intarest ratez for srodecta in *hia
g groun auzt he §% nvaer a I0-vear terwm.

LOAN AMOITNT

GERASDIZE OOUNTY UATER DITMRICT $513,.918
"ural ¥arer Svetan

ROOSEVELT COJNTY RWRAL FAPKR DTISTPRICT 31,219,124

Rural Harav Svetop”®

6. Paen 27,

Pollowing: lina 7 .

Inserty *{€} Thara ir apurovad 3 losn for the smount of
$484,27¢ for a slow sand filter osn Midvalas Croek
nacessary {nr improwing ths water zuoply €o tha town of
Baner Glacisr, The Dapartmant of Wetaral Rssources ard
Consavrvation is divacxad tn 2laesify this loan iato one
nf #ha gromns pet forth in sabsaction {(2) and rsport
thia alassifisatinn oo the Leglelarize Pinavce
Commitian,”

7. Page 3%,

P@ltwwiags lina 10

Inesre: “HEW GUCTIMN., 2aconisan 17, WHatar davelonsent
nroqram dirartisan -~ fature oraferance for
appropristiang, (1) T™ha Departmeans »f Watural
Rna-omrengs and Conwmereatione s dirented to racognire in
partioular ths arimary rale of agricalturs in tha
srats’s secnomy and the nasdy of {¢z agvicanltaral
oangrisgansy whan {5 Farmmlatas i+3 nromotinng,
asnistance, and doveloomen® proerane,

{2} In avalusting nronnzale for use of funde from
thn watar lavelspment state etnerial revange accsunt for
the hiannime ending Tama 38, 1%48%, the Department of
Barural Rawourecse and Cwmasrvation and the Legislatura
shall #ive prafpsrential coasidoration 2o prapasals thas
promote:

{a) the wacnr rassrvation program setablished He
25~2-316¢

(b} th» dnvelopman® of tha staea water plaw
reoulired hr 85.1-203: and

{c) othar atate water prograns raooamended by the
Tegialative Hatzr Policy Commities astahlishad {(n
aantion 1% ~f Zonse Ril1l Mo, 6€80."

HBS4Y .86

'! v
AED. kg ARRIDED
O 88 COMCORRED IN






