
MINUTES 

MONTANA HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 
53rd LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, LIVESTOCK, & IRRIGATION 

Call to Order: By CHAIRMAN VERN KELLER, on March 9, 1993, at 
3:00 P.M. 

ROLL CALL 

Members Present: 
Rep. Vern Keller, Chairman (R) 
Rep. Joe Barnett, Vice Chairman (R) 
Rep. Shiell Anderson (R) 
Rep. Bob Bachini (D) 
Rep. Ervin Davis (D) 
Rep. Bill Endy (D) 
Rep. Harriet Hayne (R) 
Rep. Don Larson (D) 
Rep. Gary Mason (R) 
Rep. Bill Rehbein (R) 
Rep. Sam Rose (R) 
Rep. Dore Schwinden (D) 
Rep. Wilbur Spring (R) 
Rep. Wayne Stanford (D) 
Rep. Jay Stovall (R) 

Members Excused: Rep. Jody Bird 

Members Absent: None 

Staff Present: Dave Bohyer, Legislative Council 
Jaelene Racicot, Committee Secretary 

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

Committee Business Summary: 
Hearing: SB 393, SB 334 

Executive Action: SB 350, SB 383, SB 393 

HEARING ON SB 393 

opening Statement by Sponsor: 

SEN. HARRY PRITZ, SD 28, Missoula, stated that the intent of SB 
393 is to allow the Department of Agriculture to inform the 
schools in Montana of the health and environmental dangers of 
pesticides. 

930309AG.HMl 



HOUSE AGRICULTURE, LIVESTOCK, & IRRIGATION COMMITTEE 
March 9, 1993 

Page 2 of 7 

Proponents' Testimony: 

Leo Giacometto, Director, Department of Agriculture, stated that 
SB 393 would be a model for the nation to explain to school 
children the dangers of pesticides. Mr. Giacometto said that 
there would not be any fee increases as the result of the passage 
of SB 393. 

Bob stephens, Montana Grain Growers, urged the committee to 
support SB 393. 

Mark Daspit, Montana Audubon Legislative Fund, presented written 
testimony. EXHIBIT 1 

Brad Culver, Association of Montana ••••• Ornamental Professionals, 
stated that the Association supports SB 393. 

Tony Rausch, Rausch Guaranteed Pest Control, stated that he 
supports SB 393 because it will eliminate the misuse of chemicals 
by janitors and pest control officials who have not been using 
the chemicals properly. 

Pam Langley, Montana AgriBusiness Association, stated that SB 393 
will set some guidelines throughout Montana's schools. She urged 
the committee to pass SE 393. 

Sanna Kiesling, Office of Public Instruction, stated that Montana 
has always been dedicated to education and this bill just 
sUbstantiates that belief. SB 393 will protect children from the 
use of toxic chemicals around schools and will provide schools a 
tool with which to teach the hazards of chemicals. 

Brian McNett, Montana Environmental Information Center (MEIC), 
stated that the MEIC supports SB 393. 

Will Snodgrass, Missoulians For Clean Environment, stated that 
schools around the country are beginning to adopt this program. 
He urged the committee to pass SB 393. EXHIBITS 2, 3, and 4 

Opponents' Testimony: None 

Questions From Committee Members and Responses: 

REP. ROSE asked if there will be any outside funding for this 
program. Mr. Giacometto said it was the Department's intent that 
the funding currently in place would pay for this program. 

REP. SPRING asked Ms. Kiesling if there was evidence of Montana's 
children being affected by pesticides sprayed around schools. 
Ms. Kiesling said that she did not have any evidence for Montana. 

REP. SCHWINDEN asked Ms. Kiesling if this program would be 
included in the university program. Ms. Kiesling replied that it 
will be available for children in grades kindergarten through 12. 
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Closing by Sponsor: 

SEN. FRITZ closed. 

REP. LARSON was asked to carry SB 393 on the House floor. 

HEARING ON SB 334 

opening Statement by Sponsor: 

SEN. TOM BECK, SO 24, Deer Lodge, stated that SB 334 creates a 
waste pesticide and pesticide container program. To accomplish a 
means to distribute the containers throughout the state, they 
will have to increase the fees on applicators, the applicator's 
licenses, and distributors. The question is what to do with the 
containers after the chemicals are used. The Department of 
Agriculture will administer the program. The second issue that 
SB 334 deals with is enabling companies to use chemicals for six 
years after a chemical is no longer registered. This does not 
include a chemical that was withdrawn from the market due to 
hazardous effects. SB 334 deals with chemicals which people do 
not register with the EPA. If the chemical is not registered, 
then they can use the chemical for up to six years. SB 334 gives 
the Department of Agriculture authority to establish rules. It 
changes the farm applicators training requirements to be equal 
with the commercial applicator requirements and provides funding 
for the training. A major change occurred in the bill when the 
Senate Natural Resource Committee deleted section 4. Also, 
section 10 was rewritten as a compromise for the concerns of 
environmentalists and the pesticide industry. 

Proponents' Testimony: 

Leo Giacometto, Director, Department of Agriculture, stated that 
SB 334 will help address concerns which may arise down the road. 
The increased fees will fund the program to handle the used 
chemical containers. The department is concerned that if a 
person purchases a supply of chemicals and the manufacturer does 
not register that chemical, the purchaser should have the 
opportunity to use those chemicals in the six-year allotted time 
period. The primary concern was the use of chemicals to control 
mosquitos. Chemical applicators and dealers are the ones 
responsible for paying for the disposal of the used chemical 
containers. 

Pam Langley, Montana AgriBusiness Association (MABA), said the 
MABA supported SB 334. EXHIBITS 5 and 6 Ms. Langley indicated 
that section 10 has been controversial. section 4 was killed in 
committee and when it carne to the floor there were two different 
amendments by SEN. BARTLETT and SEN. GROSFIELD. The amendments 
did pass and as a result created section 10. 

section 4 prohibited localities from doing anything dealing with 
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pesticides regulations. 

The main concern of section 10 was uniformity and the scientific 
expertise available on the state level as opposed to what 
transpired in Missoula. An example of uniformity would be if 
Missoula was going to have local regulation, then the regulation 
would be the same any other area. This just provides an option. 

Bill Sheets, Association of Montana Aerial Applicators, stated 
that AMAA supports SB 334. They believe the bill constructively 
addresses and supports good environmental stewardship. 

Brian McNett, Montana Environmental Information Center, stated 
that MEIe supports the passage of SB 334. 

Brad Culver, Association of Montana Turf Ornamental Professionals 
and a lawn care provider in Helena, stated that a problem could 
arise with the time to post an area at the time of a pesticide 
application. If cities and towns could enact their own pesticide 
regulations without regard to consistency or review, they might 
have a situation that occurred in Missoula. This proposal was 
placed before the voters. It would require anyone, whether you 
were a commercial applicator treating an entire lawn, or a 
homeowner treating a rose bush, to place 8 inch by 10 inch 
florescent orange or yellow signs at all conspicuous points of 
entry on the property 48 hours prior to the time of pesticide 
applications. Then, they would be required to leave these signs 
up for 72 hours after the application of the pesticide occurred. 
This would have required three trips to the location to make one 
pesticide application. The question of liability in the event a 
sign is inadvertently damaged or removed may make this type of 
proposal unworkable. 

Doug Johnson, Cascade Country Mosquito control Association, 
stated that they have had problems in the past and there were 
usually more problems in the smaller districts. Mr. Johnson 
urged the committee to concur with SB 334. 

Randy Johnson, Montana Grain Growers Association (MGGA), stated 
that the MGGA supports SB 334. SB 334 will do two things: 1) it 
will give farmers important tools to continue using pesticides on 
the farms in a safe and responsible manner. 2) it calls for 
uniform statewide pesticide regulation. This will assure the 
farmers that the regulations on pesticides will be based on 
scientific and technical information. This factor would curb any 
excess regulations on the use of pesticide chemicals. 

Candace Torgenson, Montana Stockgrowers Association and the 
Montana woolgrowers Association, stated that both Associations 
support SB 334. 

John Youngberg, Montana Farm Bureau, stated they support the 
passage of SB 334. 
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Tony Rausch, Rausch Guaranteed Pest Control, said that he 
supports SB 334 in its present form. EXHIBIT 7 

Opponents' Testimony: 

will Snodgrass, self, stated that the real intent of SB 334 is to 
shift the responsibility of the recycling cost from the chemical 
companies to farmers and ranchers. Mr. Snodgrass said that he 
would like to see the committee amend SB 334 to give the people 
more local authority to administer the regulation of pesticides. 
He also said that you cannot have uniform pesticide laws because 
Montana has different types of soils, weather patterns, and 
terrain. As a result, more authority needs to be given to the 
local communities. EXHIBITS 2,3, and 4 

Questions From Committee Members and Responses: 

REP. ANDERSON asked Gary Gingery, Administrator, Agricultural and 
Biological Sciences Division, Department of Agriculture, why 
these pesticides were not being re-registered. Mr. Gingery said 
the EPA has been charged with accomplishing the registration of 
pesticides and subjecting pesticides to new scientific studies. 
In that process, the products are not being taken off, but it is 
the particular uses that are being eliminated. Economically, it 
would not be beneficial for the EPA to do all of the testing to 
maintain regulation for an insignificant use. For a majority of 
the uses, a person will still be required to register. Mr. 
Gingery stated that a few companies have indicated they do not 
want to go through the re-registering process, therefore they 
have taken the product off the market. Mr. Gingery also said 
that the reason the six years was implemented in the bill was 
because few people had stockpiled thousands of dollars of 
chemicals. 

REP. SPRING asked Mr. Giacometto if herbicides would be handled 
the same way as pesticides. Mr. Giacometto replied yes, 
herbicides would be handled in the same manner. 

REP. ROSE asked Mr. Giacometto if there was a possibility that 
each farmer would be required to have a cement pad, draining 
field and washing facilities. Mr. Giacometto said that the EPA 
can create standards to regulate farmers more extensively than 
what is happening now. If the EPA mandates regulations, then the 
Department of Agriculture is designated to regulate and help 
educate the people of the state. 

REP. SCHWINDEN asked Mr. Gingery how the collection of pesticide 
containers and recycling was going to take place. Mr. Gingery 
replied that there are a number of firms in the state which are 
potentially qualified to dispose of these containers. The 
department would go out and get a bid on qualifications, describe 
the project and ask the private firms to bid their qualifications 
and explain their experience handling toxic chemicals. After 
that, the department would ask the top applicants to bid for the 
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projects. Mr. Gingery also said that out-of-state companies 
would be considered in the bidding process. 

REP. SCHWINDEN asked Mr. Gingery about the study conducted by the 
department on this issue. He wondered about the liability of the 
contractors collecting hazardous wastes. Mr. Gingery said that 
the liability deals with products that would go to a hazardous 
waste site out-of-state. When one puts toxic chemical containers 
in an approved hazardous waste site, that person would have 
liability for the lifetime of the site. Mr. Gingery added that 
the department believes there is a way to work out the liability 
issue dealing with hazardous waste sites--the companies would 
have to be willing to assume all or at least a portion of the 
liability. 

REP. ROSE asked Mr. Giacometto if he could give an example of 
where a person would be restricted from using a chemical. Mr. 
Giacometto replied that he could not give a particular example. 
The department has the authority to say that a farmer should not 
use chemicals at a particular time because it may pose a problem. 
Therefore, the department is required to regulate the use of 
chemicals. 

REP. LARSON asked Mr. Gingery if the EPA was mandating this 
program for Montana or requesting that we take care of, the 
disposal of these chemicals. Mr. Gingery replied that 'at the 
present time, the department working under more than one EPA 
mandate. 

Closing by Sponsor: 

SEN. BECK said he had received an amendment from Mr. Giacometto, 
which is on page 23 line 19. The intent of the bill was to add 
$15 for a license renewal. What it says in the bill is an annual 
$15 assessment, however, the license is for a 5-year period. The 
amendment would strike the word, "annual". SEN. BECK stated that 
this bill is good for the environment and urged the committee to 
pass SB 334. 

REP. KELLER was asked to carry SB 334 on the House floor. 

EXECUTIVE ACTION ON SB 350 

Motion: REP. BACHINI MOVED SB 350 BE CONCURRED IN for the 
purpose of discussion. 

Discussion: Mr. Bohyer explained an amendment by SEN. FORRESTER. 
EXHIBIT 8 

Motion/Vote: REP. BACHINI moved to adopt the amendment. The 
motion carried unanimously. 
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Motion/Vote: REP. BACHINI MOVED SB 350 BE CONCURRED IN AS 
AMENDED. The motion carried unanimously. 

EXECUTIVE ACTION ON SB 383 

Motion: REP. ANDERSON MOVED SB 383 BE CONCURRED IN. 

Discussion: REP. ROSE said at the present time, they were 
utilizing two streams out of 10 and wondered why the bill was 
amended to 20 streams. SEN. GROSFIELD said that the original 
bill eliminated any reference to the number of streams. The 
Senate Agriculture Committee thought that was a little broad 
which was why 20 streams was suggested. Originally there were 
five streams, the last legislative session amended it to 10. 

Motion/Vote: SB 383 BE CONCURRED IN. The motion carried 
unanimously. 

REP. LARSON requested the committee defer executive action on SB 
334 until a later date. 

EXECUTIVE ACTION ON SB 393 

Motion/Vote: REP. BACHINI MOVED SB 393 BE CONCURRED IN. The 
motion carried unanimously. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Adjournment: 4:40 P.M. 

-,1 
,--__ -II 

{i·!..~~ 
VERN KELLER Chairman 

VK/jr 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

AGRICULTURE, LIVESTOCK, & IRRIGATION COMMITTEE 

ROLL CALL DATE 3/9 /C;~ 
/ / 

NAME PRESENj ABSENT EXCUSED 

REPRESENTATIVE SHIELL ANDERSON V", 
REPRESENTATIVE BOB BACHINI /' 
REPRESENTATIVE JOE BARNETT V.C. ,./" 

REPRESENTATIVE JODY BIRD / 
REPRESENTATIVE ERVIN DAVIS ~ 

REPRES'RN'T"ATIVE BILL ENDY 
.....,/" 

REPRESENTATIVE HARRIET HAYNE / 
REPRESENTATIVE DON LARSON MIN. V.C. e./' 
REPRESENTATIVE GARY MASON ,/ 

'REPRESENTATIVE BILL REHBEIN ~ 

REPRESENTATIVE SAM ROSE ~ 

REPRESENTATIVE DORE SCHWINDEN ~ 

REPRESENTATIVE WILBUR SPRING v/" 
REPRESENTATIVE WAYNE STANFORD /' 
REPRESENTATIVE JAY STOVALL //" 
CHAIRMAN VERN KELLER v/ 



HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

March 10, 1993 

Page 1 of 1 

Mr. Speaker: We, the committee on Agriculture, Livestock, and 

Irrigation report that Senate Bill 350 (third reading copy -­

blue) be concurred in as amended • 

Signed: __________ -=~--~~~--_=~~ 
Vern Keller, Chair 

And, that such amendments read: 

1. Page 5, line 23. 
Following: "may" 
Insert: "also" 

2. Page 5, lines 23 and 24. 
Following: "charge" on line 23 

Carried by: ~ep. Rose 

Strike: the remainder of line 23 through "and" on line 24 

3. Page 6, line 24. 
Following: "may" 
Insert: "als 0 tt 

4. Page 6, line 24 through page 7, line 1. 
Following: "charge" on page 6, line 24 
Strike: the remainder of line 24 

through "and" on page 7, line 1 
-END-

COITh'"ni t tee Vote: 
Yes /5-, No (). 541450SC.Hpf 

. , 



.. .... 

HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

?-iarch 9, 1993 

Page 1 of 1 

Mr. Speaker: We, the committee on Agriculture, Livestock, and 

Irrigation report that Senate Bill 383 (third reading copy -­

blue) be concurred in • 

Signed: __________ ~--~~~----~~--
Vern Keller, Chair 

Carried by: Rep. Anderson 

;' 
Committee Vote: 
Yes &1 No 2. 

... ~ I ,.....,. 

-' \ 
531645SC . Hpf-0; \ 



---- HOUSE STANDING CO~~ITTEE REPORT 

March 9, 1993 

Page 1 of 1 

!1r. Speaker: We, the committee on Agriculture, Livest.ock, and 

Irrigation report that Senate Bill 393 (third reading copy -­

. blue) be concurred in • 

Signed: __________ ~------~~--~~~ 
Vern Keller, Chair 

Carried by: Rep. Larson 

Commi,We vo.t:;~: 
Yes I:r:·, No ~ 531647SC.Hpf 

\ 



Chapters: 

Bitterroot Audubon 
Bitterroot Valley 

Flathead Audubon 
Flathead Valley 

Five Valleys Audubon 
Missoula 

Last Chance Audubon 
Helena 

Pintlar Audubon 
Southwest Montana 

Rosebud Audubon 
Miles City 

Sacajawea Audubon 
Bozeman' 

Upper Missouri 
Breaks Audubon 

Great Falls 

Yellowstone Valley 
Audubon 

Billings 

, 
EXHISIT-:::--r--7-__ 
DATE 37i./93 
SB. tJf3' 

Montana Audubon Council 
State Office: P.O. Box 595 • Helena, MT 59624 • (406) 443-3949 

3/09/93 

Chairman, members of the committee. My name is Mark 
Daspit, I represent the Montana Audubon Legislative Fund. I am 
here today in support of Senate Bill 393. 

Audubon is supportive of legislation that hel ps protect 
the health of all. We feel that the Department of Agriculture 
should be granted the authority to create a program to manage 
pesticides on school property 

Children spend, on the average, 7 hours a day, 5 days a 
week in school for 9 months out of each year. Audubon feels 
that the passage of this bill will help to create a more 
healthful environment for the children to be educated in. 

o Recycled Paper 
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,. l~IURSDA Y. June 13. 1991 

I-Iealth coalitlon and city schools 
are working to demote pesticide§ 

EXH\B\T-~7:7r--3 -= 
A', C' T NDATF fl'/f 

, I , , "SB~(3~q---

How safe is your child's 
classroom? 

The 
__ . pesticide __ 

problem: . 
sony amount safe?, 

Please note: this complete document may be 
locatecl at ble Historical Society 



I The National PTA Natlon,' H •• dQusrrers 
700 Nor.h R\J8h Strett 
ChleaQO, illinois 6Oe1 1 ·2571 
(3'2) 187·0977 

OfflCI of Gov~mm.nta{ RelatIons 
2000 L Street NW., &Jita 600 
Washington. DC 20036 

Fax: (3~2) 787-&342 
(202) 331·: 380 
FIX: (20.2) 331 ·1406 

EXHIB1T __ 1.,-_-:­
DATE 3/q/r:3 
S8 3q:3 POlITIC. S'fAT:! ••• !!' 

" 
TBI USB OJ PBS'l'ICIDBS IH SCHOOIB AIm CIIILD CUB c:mmms 

Americana u.. hundred. ot million. ot pounds of pesticide., 
herbicide. Cplant killers), and. tunqic:ide. each year, tcu: nQn­
aqricultural purpos •• , including in and around .Chools and child 
car. Qantera. P.,ticide. ar8, ~y nature, poisons, and exposure-­
,avan at low levela--may cause •• riou. adver •• health .tteots. Our 
nation'. children, baeau.a ot a variety ot ag."related tactors, are 
at inore ••• cl riak ot cancer, neurc-l:Iehavioral illlPainent, and other 
health problema &8 a re.ult ot their exposure to pe.tioide.. The 
National PTA 1. particularly ooncerned about the u •• of pe.ticide. 
in and around _Choola and child care cantera becau.. ohildren are 
there for much of their young lives. 

The National PrA, long an advocate tor a heal thy environm.nt, 
supp~rta effort.: 

o 

c 

o 

-7 

• 

at the federal, atate, anc1 local level., to eliminate the 
environmental health hazard. caused ~y pe.ticide U8e in 
and arcuncl Ichool. and child. care centara. 'l'h8se .ttort. 
will :-•• ul t in coat-.avingos when u •• of chemical control. 
i. reclucad, decrea.ed health risks: and aater achool and 
child ca~e canter environmenta. 

to encourag_ the integrated pe.t .anagement approach to 
managing pasts and the environment in achools and ohild 
care centar.. Ixpan.ion ot inteqratad p •• t manaqament 
policies in schoels ancl child care centar. is an 
excellent long-tarm sclution tor control ot pa.ts that 
will 11qnitloantly lower children'. expolure ~o harmtul 
chamical. by ulinq the least toxic mix ot p •• t control 
strategies. 

to retain authority tor governmental bodi •• , at the state 
an4 local lavela, to regulate the use ot pesticia8s in 
anc1 aroun4 school and chilc1 care center buildings. This 
authority i. critical to retaining maximWll state and 
local control over an issue 10 basic to ohi14ran'. health 
an4 wall-]:)einq • 

-

.f 



Local Regulation of Pesticide Use: 
Worki.ng TQgether to Protect . 
Ourselves 

"D .. ,;. -, ;.'.' .i:<.::~, ... ~. ~~cc"";', 
rreemption would 
render local governments 
and citizens powerless to 
protect themselves From 
serious risks to their 
health, safety and 
environment" 

o~::: in a Series of NC4lvfP "Hc':c-7': '5" subdivisions have played in protecting 
the health and welfare of their residents. 

Preventing Pestici: c Pollution Locally No-smoking ordinances are an example. 
What kind of ordinances are local 

Your community's right to adopt a regulate pesticides under the federallaw, ~\ ~ :'r~ :.'~.:: t:! r:ow adopting'? i 

local ordinance regulating pesticides is the justices wrote that the law "does not Local governments have adopted' 
currently governed by your state's pes- equate [pesticide] registration and la- pesticide ordinances that require activi­
ticide law. In most states, loca,l jurisdic- beling requirements with a general ap- ties ranging from ·rtotification and sign 
tions have the authority to regulate pes- proval to apply pesticides throughout posting when pesticides are used to re­
ticides. In some states, that authority the Nation without regard to regional viewing proposed pesticide uses under 
has been taken away by state law. While and local factors like, climate, popula- a permitting system to control for drift, 
the federal pesticide law -the Federal tion, geography and water supply." . groundwater contamination and other 
Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Who wants to take away local au- potential community problems. 
Act (FIFRA)- establishes a minimum U:'0rity for ;egclating pest!c1des'? Will regulatory ch~os resuit f:c~ 
standard of environmental and health A coalition of pesticide user groups ordinances'? 
protection across the (ountry, local gov- and state agriculture departments has There is no evidence of any interfer-
emments and special districts can and launched a campaign to deny local gov- ~nce with necessary services. 
do playa valuable role in protecting ernment authority over pesticide use. Aren't we adequately ~:-·jtected by 
people and the environment. In fact, \;l1y is local authority important? EPA? 
when the Supreme Court in Wisconsin Tampering with local police pow- Report after report indicates that 
Public Interoenorv. Mortier in June, 1991 ers and home rule is dangerous in light. EPA has failed to adequately protect 
upheld the rightoflocal govemments to of the historic role that local political people and the environment. 



Pesticide Act Amendments--SB 334 

1. Creates a Waste Pesticide and Pesticide Container Disposal Program. 
+ Provides program funding by increasing fees $30 annually ($45 to $75) for 

government and commercial pesticide dealers and applicators, and increasing fees for 
farm applicators $3 annually ($15 to $30 for the five-year licensing period.) 

+ Recognizes that the funding cannot cover all costs but is needed to establish a 
program and provides that a fee may be charged to persons disposing of product if 
needed to cover costs of disposal. As an incentive, the individual's disposal fee can be 
used as a credit when products or containers are brought into the disposal program. 

+No new FTE's in Department of Agriculture. Program is to be contracted out. 
+ Program and fees to be sunsetted in six years. With changes in packaging such as 

water-soluble packets and minibulk returnable containers, challenge is to clean up 
unusable product and containers that are in the environment now. 

2. Enables a Product Withdrawn by Company To Be Used for Six Years. 
+ With EPA's costs for reregistration, companies are choosing to not support 

reregistration of individual products. This legislation enables farmers, ranchers and 
others six years to use up voluntarily canceled product in the distribution chain. 

+ A product important for mosquito control in Montana was not reregistered by the 
manufacturer in March 1991. This section would enable mosquito districts to use the 
product for six years, but does not authorize use of products that have "been cancelled 
by EPA for health or environmental reasons. 

3. Enables the Department of Agriculture to Establish Containment Rules. 
+ Recognizing that containment of spills at a mixing/loading site or a storage facility 

is important to protect the environment, this clarifies that the Department of 
Agriculture has the authority to promulgate containment rules. 

4. Changes Farm Applicator Training Requirements to be Equal to Commer­
cial/Government Applicator Training and Provides Funding for Training. 

+EPA is requiring that farm applicator training be equal to commercial/government 
applicator training. This implements the EPA mandate. 

+ Provides for a $20 increase in farm applicator fees for extension to develop 
materials and implement the training in the counties. (Farmer applicator fees would 
go from $15 to $50--$15 increase for disposal and $20 for education.) 

5. Provides for Uniform Statewide Pesticide Regulation. 
+ Nearly 30 states provide for uniform state pesticide regulation. Some passed it in 

1992, others have had preemption for years. California is among the states with 
preemption as are Oregon, North Dakota, Minnesota and most farmbelt states. 

+ Montana farmers, commercial applicators and others would find it nearly 
impossible to operate with a patchwork of local regulations such as in Wisconsin. 

+Control of noxious weeds or insect outbreaks could be seriously inhibited by a 
patchwork of different local regulations. 



Container Committee 
Barry Beaudoin, chairman 

t- 01l co\\eC ,\ :be't 
t aiuer se-ptelll-. set £ot 

con: ~ .n~\'Y . ?i\ot ?tO~ta;e~~)'; Se\lt. 

t r p~ nect10n t '3 \n . 

EXHIBIT ~ 
DATE ,3-;'-'1-)""'r-3--

sa..... ,33q 

Set O. Containet C.on Chestet" ~i{ in "Bi\\~~~S~o \iC\uid 

, ?\a.st1c . Se\lt. '2 \ and Se\l' inetS W\ . de will be .... ~ ..... _""_ 
lA~"B~ s ott Benton, Cd in w>nan ~astic conta the outst unctuTed " " 

Se\lt. 1 \n ; yal\s", Se\lt'sute tinsed ~he inside ot should b;! be left on 
.\ in Gtea. 'o\e ot \ltes on eithe: containe;:"'e\S shou e te<\ not 

\~ tt\r . due dd' tlOn, . ~ v-oV b aCC 
Qt'. oJ • ib\e teS\ \n a 1 emo'leu' .\\ not e 

nd no 'I\S tec),c\ing· the ca\ls t \Ute\ W\ {it gtOU\l 
aacce\lted fOT

om and ha'le sticide~ ab~O)ect. a non~TO 10ntainetS 

Burry Ikaudoin. Wilbur Ellis. 
contaiuer chairman. with shredded 
plastic. 

on the bO~~et. 'Naste in this \l\\ot ~e £oT~ed the \l\a.st\C ~ Tec),c\ing. 
the contal\ containetS m\lap.l.es hac C-~"n5r. -~"'; 0 -~~"sR' I-
will meta ~sticide .~COtTa.ns-pOtt ~~d ontazner ec"'c zng 

'the shteu,. netS a J 
. p.al\), to . . de conta\ \un\,( p - S 

:~o new ~s~~~needed ~:a:: conl rOJect uccess 
lAembetS \ n\,e9t, \l din 1 

can ,,0 u enclose t t\ MABA member volunteers collected ~ore than 1,500 plastic 
if ~~\O~ in~'(\.;ou to -pOs n1 pesticide containers in a pilot program cond"ucted in September at 

esre aS~\ng ul" cotn1JlU six locations around the state, according to Barry Beaudoin, Wilbur­
~e tiOns in )I°rnce). £ N Ellis, chairman of the MABA Container Recycling Committee. 
\oCa tbe yost 0 unent 0 Containers were collected and shredded on Sept. 1 in Fort 
\i.~ nta11a ue~:tS' and .\{ Benton, Sept. 2 in Chester, Sept. 3 in Shelby, Sept. 4 in Great Falls, 
. 0 t c011ta~ f\11ite\)' Wl Sept. 9 in Ronan and Sept. 11 in Billings. ' 
lns~lCa.tions e Beaudoin said the majority collected were 2 1!2-gallon containers 
s-pec and that 72 30-gallon barrels were collected and cut up on site 

before being fed into the shredder--a process that proved to be time­
consuming and tedious. A total of 111 containers I-gallon and 

Allan Holliday. W~stc~lIl. llUd Donna Rise. D~partDJ~nt of Agriculture. 
inspe4.·t con"'in~rs wbil~ a farmer looks. 

j siz 
'j 

Allan Holliday. Westchem. f«ds contuin~rs into Ih .. ,hrcdder al 1<'011 

Benton. 



,RAUSCH 
'GUARANTEED 
PEST CONTROL SERVICE 

608 BETH DRIVE , GREAT FALLS. MONTANA 59405 PHONE: 453-4019 

Ref: senate Bill No. 334 
3/9/93 

I was born and raised on a farm ,~and hav~ been a commercial 
applicator in the state of MT for 27 years (since 1966). In 1973, 
I testified in favor of the MT. Pesticide Act that was passed that 
year. The intent was; regulation through education, and to 
provide state control over the enforcement of the federal FIFRA 
act. 

The reasons for supporting this bill: 

1- It enacts a waste pesticide collection program. 
(This is good if run properly). 

2- It enacts a pesticide container collection, disposal, and 
recycling program. 
(Both of the above are done through license and spe~ial fees) 

3- It regulates pesticide storage, mixing and loading sites and 
bulk pesticide facilities. 
(Larger facilities may need to be inspected) 

4- Allows the use of canceled pesticides under certain conditions. 
(Which is the best way to dispose of them; use them up) 

5- It allows more money for farmer's education. 
(I am always for more eduction. Note the original intent above) 

6- It should increase the qualification standards for farmers 
using restricted use chemicals. 

7- It allows the Dept. of Ag. control over local regulation. 
(This is a must to bring about uniformity) 

8- The bill has a 6 year termination date. 
(All laws should need to be renewed or cancelled) 

9- It is financed by applicator, dealer, and special fees. 

Sincerely, 



Amendments to Senate Bill No. 350 
Third Reading Copy 

For the Committee on Agriculture, Livestock, and Irrigation 

1. Page 5, line 23. 
Following: "may" 
Insert: "also" 

Prepared by Dave Bohyer 
March 9, 1993 

2. Page 5, lines 23 and 24. 
Following: "charge" on line 23 
strike: the remainder of line 23 through "and" on line 24 

3. Page 6, line 24. 
Following: "may" 
Insert: "also" 

4. Page 6, line 24 through page 7, line 1. 
Following: "charge" on page 6, line 24 
st;r-ike: the remainder of line 24 through "and" on page 7, line 1 

1 SB035001.ADB 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
VISITOR'S REGISTER 

~.' ' 

~tCLl/(z;c!lg) COMMITTEE BILL NO. sa 3:?4 
DATE _-3 ~c; 19 3> SPONSOR (S) ___ sr::.~?N::.:.., ..;...,---:;:e:Ec~If...~ ________ _ 

I 7 
PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT 

NAME AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING SUPPORT OPPOSE 

/ 
/ 

A~A ~Pr V 
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