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; 1 -  P roposed  2007 Sess ion Leg is la t ion  

~ ~ e n c y  Name 8 No. *Department of Env~ronrnental Qual~ty 53010 

1 appropriately reduced level. For those discharges that are projected to be in excess of a given volu 
/ I amounts wouid be set at twlce that which is calculated for long-term treatment; and, 4: Ensure DEQ h 

authority to demand all data needed to accur 
not provided, to unltaterally deny the pemtd. 

' 1 i~i lename. I 50-001 

Metal M~ne Reclamation Act General Rev~s~ons 

/ I ~ r ~ o r ~ t y  Number 

2. Background: 1 
Section 82-4-337 4(a) and (b), MCA, expressly prohibited the Department of Environmental Quality from 
requesting an rncrease in a reclamation bond whlle a permit revlslon or amendment is undergoing - ' 

environmentaf analysis. This leaves taxpayers potentially vulnerable to underfunded or unft~nded fedamation 
at operating permit sites, while Environmental Assessments or Env~ronmental ImpaGt Statements are being 
conducted A bill ttiat would have repealed this prohibition died In committee in 2005; the process proposed 
In that bill should be sirnpM&. There exist situations in which DEQ has determined (through 62-2-33?) that a 
reclamation plan must be modified, but to do a proper analysis and comply with MEPA, the cost must be born 

I 

I by the agency. This is an action that should require payment by the operator - agencies are not able to 
I project, nor fund these type of detailed analyses; DEQ and the state have witnessed several bankruptcies 

Short T~tle 
I 

I 

1 

I 

t h 2  have clearly shownit is difficult if not imposslbIe to project actual water treatment and 
' 

term costs. Allowing bond to be set at higher levelswuuld reduce the liability of taxpayers: 

Agency Contact PersonlPhone: [warren Mccullough 444-6791 

1 Purpose 
1 To allow me Depament of !nvironmental Qualy to calculate and request an interim bond amount at mine 
sites dunng lengthy environmental analysis of changed site conditions or necessary revision to a reclamation 
plan, 2. Provide authority for DEQ to assess M E P A h s  for those analyses that must be completed with the 
unilateral invocation of 82-2-337: 3, Provide abthority for DEQ to set redamation bonds for t h ~ s e  operations 
requiring treatment of water discharges (MPDES) attevels higher than that which can be accutate~d 
determtned. If water quality standards can be met through passive treatment, bond may be set at an 



Due to the expected limitations of the current opencut mining program funding sources (RIT and General 
Fund) to provide additional funding for the program and the need for the new staff indicated above, a 
additional source of revenue is needed. Unlike other permitted act~vities, this industry does not cover the 
costs of permitting and compliance activities through permit fees. Instead, these costs are covered through 
public funds (General Funds and R1T). This proposal wo~ld~add an industry fee to adequately staff the 



Proposed 2007 Session Legislation 

Agency Name & No: 

Priority Number: 

lopencut Mining Act Amendments 

Agency Contact PersonlPhone: [N~II Harn'ngtonl444-4973 

To increase efficiency of opencut staff by streamlining regulation of low-impact facilities, freeing more time for 
regulation of higher impact facilities, This would raise the volume limit and also* impose an acreage lid on %e 
short form under 822-431 (2) and by extanding the permit application review time frames. This also would 
allow DEQ to enter into agreements with state and local government agencies and Indian tribes to allow them 
to regulate opencut mining operations on fands 'that they own or on which they have jurisdicti;n.'This 
legislation could allow for a reduced permitting process on operations meeting certain criteria, e.g,, based on a 
maximum permit area and prescribed volume of materials and maximum depth to be excavated, well above 
and distant from groundwater and important surface water bodies, This also would darify that permits are 
issued for opencuf mining operations;~not only reclamation, and would broaden the description of what - 
constitutes an amendment, because the current description is too limited. This also would revise, update, 
clarify, delete, and simplify various terms, text, and sections and would revise and define mare clearfy who may 
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I Proposed 2007 Session Legislation I 
Agency Name & No: - ,  h + 

Prioritv Number: 41~ilename: 1 40-004 . 

[short Title: IAML reclarnation/restoration fee + I  

[ ~ ~ e n c ~  Contact PersonlPhone: ISandi Olsen 841-5001 G A . '  <$ 7 3 ' '* 

reduction, assuring no net loss of funding available for the reclamation of abandone 
then be applied to the cleanup of over 300 high priority abandoned coal and hard ro 
Montana. Estimates for the total costof these cleanup activities exceed $100,000,0 

3. Fiscal lmact by Fund Type: I Thrs rmpact should be as specific as possrble 
Funds currently received as federal special revenue funds would be received as state special revenue funds. 
The proposed fee of 7cents per t ximately $2.8 millionlyear 
rock abandoned mine reclarnatio 

14. Summarv Checklist [Check & com~lete all that a ~ ~ l v l - -  I 
I 0 Haurekeeplng Only 0 Federal Requirement Audit Remmmendation (Audit No.) 1 "  Maja Legislation I 

list FTE amount 
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I P ~ O D O S ~ ~  2007 Session Leaislation 

[ ~ ~ e n c ~  Name 8 No: 

1. Purpose: 
Continue the State Building Energy Conservation Program by providing general obligation bond authority and 

Department of Environmental Quality 53010 

Prlorrty Number: I 61 ~ilename: 

appropriation for the 2009 bienniiin. Expressly authoke in statute that renewable &'ie 
eligible for this program provided they meet the program's cost-effectiveness tests. 

20-006 

2. Background: 1 
The SBECP has operated since 1989. DEQ works wlth state agencies to identrfy projects that will save 
energy and money. General obligation bonds are sold to finance the energy saving improvements. Cost 
savings are captured through the budget process to make the princrpal and interest payments on the bonds. 
Work is coordinated with the Long Range Building Program, The legislature approves bond authority and 
appropriations for the program each session. The bond funds are used to pay the FTE and operating costs 
including energy studies associated with identifying energy savings from the projects. Legislation is needed 
to provide authority to sell bonds and to appropriate funds. Legislation WIII list projects to be compfeted and 
will establish or clarify the use of alternative energy as a means to reduce energy costs under the SBECP. 

Short Title: (~ontlnue State Bu~ld~ng Energy Conservation Program 

Agency Contact PersonlPhone: IGeorgla Brensdal 841-5240 

3. Fiscal Impact by Fund Type: I This iri7pact should be as specific as poss~ble 
The projects in this program are designed to save energy and thus reduce energy and utility costs. To 
qualify, savings must at least cover all program costs, including bond debt service. Additional savings above 
cost are swept annually to the state's Long-Range Buildings Program Also, LRBP projects with energy 
savings potential are funded through this program, thus expanding the projects funded through LRBP. 

4. Summary Checklist [Check 8 complete al l  that apply]-- I 
Housekeepmg Only Federal Requirement Audit Recornmendamn (Audlt  NO.)^ Major ~eyMatim 

Anticipated to be Controversial Legrsiation a Eli# Dra t  has been lnduded in Legslation Submi l  (f available) 

supporn EPP Itern Wmber r -  rnernment F b l  lmpad 

Increases FTF, w Decreases by 
List FTE amount 
and program 

I l------ 
1 0 increases W n g  Revenue 0 Tax 0 Fee 0 Penalty [amount in #3] 

Decreases ExlNng Revenue 0 Tax 0 Fee 0 Penalty [amount m #3J 

I Establishes.New Revenue 0 Tax 0 Fee 0 Penalty [amount in #3] 

0 Leg. has been Submitted in Previous Legislative Sessions (list pnwity no, LC no, or bill no): 

Legalation would affect other state agencles (list): Ii' 
u wciai Interest ~ m u p  ~ffected (M): I 

other:/ 





Proposed 2007 Session Legislation 

Agency Name & No: 

Priority Number: 

Agency Contact PersonlPhone: I ~ teve  Welch / 444-4964; Jon Dilliard f 444-2409-*% 

initial determination there is adequate water quantity and dependability and grant approvaLof the system;? 
however, water rights could eventually be denied during the water rights authorization process, Recently two 
subdivisions involving public water supplies were approve4 by DEQ, the water systems were constntcted, and 
lots sold but \hey did not have water rights issued to suppty water to the property, (2) Under the Water Quality 
Ad, the replacement of these systems are exempt from nondegradation review, The Legislature's intent in- 
adopting the exemption in the Sarjitation fn $$ubdivisions Act was to exempt systems that are exempt from " 












































