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Report Summary 
This report continues the process of providing the Office of Budget and Program Planning and 
Legislative Finance Committee the current status on the State-Owned Facility Inventory and the LRBP-
eligible building Facility Condition Assessments as required in §17-7-202 MCA, which provides an 
opportunity to foresee and strategize ways to address the inevitable deterioration of built assets.  
Using data collected by qualified assessors, condition information and the associated cost of 
repairs/replacements or capital renewal needs can be prioritized to timely mitigate deferred 
maintenance liabilities. The passage of HB 553 by the 66th Legislature created the “Major Repair 
Account” to provide consistent resources for prioritized corrective action rather than being deferred 
into a more expensive or crisis-management stage in the future (a.k.a. deferred maintenance 
backlog). Completing backlog projects combined with future assessments will help determine the 
adequacy of the 0.6% of Current Replacement Value level of funding provided in 17-7-222 MCA. 
 
Agencies must support the needs of their mission, either through the use of existing facilities or 
through the fiscally responsible construction of new facilities. Management of existing real property 
involves both facility sustainment and recapitalization. Whereas sustainment focuses on keeping 
facilities operational through preventative maintenance and repair; recapitalization includes the 
restoration, modernization, or replacement of facilities or their structural components to extend or 
restore a facility’s lifecycle. 
   Achieving inventory-wide Facility Condition Assessment (FCA) goals;  

• Ensuring that all State facilities are capable of meeting mission requirements and providing a 
reasonable quality of work life support to personnel using them; and  

• Establishing methods to identify and remediate within a reasonable timeframe any “failing 
facilities,” i.e., facilities in poor physical condition; through demolition, replacement, or repair. 

Considerable investment has been made by the State to construct its vertical infrastructure portfolio 
and it is anticipated the Facility Condition Assessment process for LRBP-eligible buildings will confirm 
the LAD and LFD perspectives on the need to establish a definitive and consistent level of funding into 
the LRBP to address the increasing deferred maintenance backlog.  
The Architecture & Engineering (A&E) Division of the Department of Administration is tasked with the 
primary responsibility for establishing and conducting the Facility Condition Assessment (FCA) 
program as well as managing LRBP “Major Repair” account funds for projects as they are appropriated 
each legislative session. 
 
The following provides a brief summary of the detailed content, status, and progress provided within 
the body of this report: 
Current Status 
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State agencies continue to collaborate and assist A&E with review of current inventory data, analyzing 
the scope needs of the FCA, and help define a strategy to address the requirements in §17-7-202 
MCA. Current FCA summary data is provided in Appendix D. 
In Aug 2020, A&E Division was able to procure the Archibus Sustainment Management System (SMS) 
software.  This platform will allow for a more consistent and accurate collection of inventory data 
across the Agencies providing a better understanding of the overall facility portfolio.  It will also 
benefit the State in the long-term through easier access, better data control, and integrated functions. 
 

Initial review of the 2020 Risk Management & Tort 
Defense (RMTD) database indicates (2018 values in 
parenthesis): 
1) A total State-Owned inventory of: 
   a) 4,949 buildings (4,787); 
   b) 22,658,976 square feet (23,520,636); and, 
   c) currently valued at $4,215,070,121 ($3,932,908,713). 
 
2) Buildings meeting the definition of LRBP-eligible 
(excludes the Capitol complex): 
   a) 1,021 (976); 
   b) 10,464,241 (9,444,522) square feet; and, 
   c) $2,229,392,777 ($1,861,876,122) in replacement 
value. 
  
3) Of the LRBP-eligible buildings: 
   a) 496 (470) are greater than $150,000 in current 
replacement value and are now statutorily required to 
have condition assessments conducted; 
   b) Consisting of 9,969,124 (8,987,009) square feet; and, 
   c) $2,208,608,261 ($1,842,294,330) in replacement 
value. 
 
 

 

MINIMUM FUNDING FOR MAJOR REPAIR, 17-7-222 MCA  
The minimum level of funding for major repairs is 0.6% of the current replacement 
value of all LRBP-eligible buildings for each fiscal year.  The funding level to be met in 
the Major Repair Long Range Building Program account for projects for the upcoming 
biennium is: 
 ($2,229,392,777 X 0.6%) X 2 fiscal years = $26,752,713 
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4) Though 21% (20%) of the total inventory, LRBP-eligible buildings comprise 46% (40%) of the total 
square footage in the inventory and represent over half (53%) the State’s total building infrastructure 
value.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Action Plan  
A&E and the working group are continuing their efforts in the following areas: 

1) Continue collaboration with all State Agencies and fully incorporate facility inventory data into 
the Archibus database and complete facility inventory assessments for LRBP-eligible buildings 
to establish unbiased and consistent data; 

2) Using Archibus generated data (e.g., Facility Condition Index, Facility Replacement Value), 
review of the inventory data for verification and consideration of how insured current 
replacement cost values and project cost replacement values may or may not differ;  

3) Analysis for the Long-Term Action Plan matrix of options and possible strategies available. 
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Current Status of Statewide Inventory & 
Condition Assessments  
This report provides the Legislature and Office of Budget & Program Planning with status information 
on the size of the overall inventory of State-Owned facilities and the progress made by the 
Department in establishing a program for condition assessments of those buildings that have the 
Major Repair Long-Range Building Program fund as an option to address deferred maintenance 
issues. As provided in §17-7-202, assessments are not mandatory on State-Owned buildings unless 
they receive a portion of general fund dollars for operations and maintenance or serve as part of the 
academic mission of the university system. 
The Archibus software application was developed to help engineers, technicians and managers 
decide when, where and how to best maintain existing infrastructure. Because assets are so vast and 
diverse, a “knowledge-based” philosophy drives the SMS process. The process starts with the 
automated download of real property data, and then more detailed system inventory is modeled 
and/or collected which identifies components and their key life cycle attributes such as the age and 
material. From this inventory, Condition Index (CI) measures for each component are predicted based 
on its expected stage in the life-cycle. Objective and repeatable inspections can then be performed 
on various components to verify their condition with respect to the expected life-cycle deterioration. 
The level of detail and frequency of these inspections are not fixed like other processes; they are 
dependent on knowledge of component criticality, the expected and measured condition and rate of 
deterioration, and remaining maintenance and service life. This “knowledge-based” inspection 
focuses attention to the most critical components at the time. In addition to these condition 
assessments, functionality assessments can be performed to evaluate user requirement changes, 
compliance and obsolescence issues. This provides a comprehensive picture of the overall 
performance of assets and their key components. 
 

Expectations of §17-7-201 MCA 
While all State-Owned buildings, facilities, or structures valued greater than $150,000 must be 
included in the inventory, §17-7-201(4), provides a definition that makes certain State-Owned 
facilities eligible for funding from the Major Repair Long-Range Building Program (LRBP) account. An 
LRBP-eligible building is one: 

• “for which the operation and maintenance are funded with state general fund money; or 
• that supports academic missions of the university system and for which the operation and 

maintenance are funded with current unrestricted university funds.” 
Many projects from many funding sources are approved through the Long-Range Building Program 
(typically House Bill #5). This is the proper location for all State-Owned facilities projects to 
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received legislative consideration, appropriation, and/or authorization, regardless of the funding 
source. 
However, all other State-Owned facilities that don’t meet the eligibility definition are excluded from 
getting funds from the Major Repair account if the operation and maintenance is entirely funded with 
state special revenue, federal special revenue, or proprietary funds; or that supports nonacademic 
functions of the university system and for which the operation and maintenance are funded from 
nonstate and nontuition sources. 
 

Expectations of §17-7-202 MCA 
For every State-Owned facility, §17-7-202(2), requires the statewide facility inventory to include: 

1) its location and total (gross) square footage; 
2) agency or agencies using the building (w/ square footage allocated to each); 
3) its current replacement value (CRV) and each agencies portion; and, 
4) whether or not the building is LRBP-eligible. 

(The full inventory is provided in Appendix B) 
If a building is LRBP-eligible, along with the above inventory information, the following must also be 
included and maintained by the Department 

1) a facility condition assessment (FCA) of the building and an itemized list of the building's 
deficiencies; and, 

2) comparison of the building's current building deficiency ratio to its deficiency ratio in the 
previous biennium. 
Current assessment information is provided in Appendix D. 
 

Inventory Summary & LRBP Eligibility for Assessments 
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Facilities not Included in Inventory 
Any State-Owned facility that is uninsured is not in the RMTD database and is not included in this 
inventory report.  Uninsured facilities may consist of inaccuracies in the agency self-reported data or 
abandoned/unused/under-used buildings. 
Further inventory adjustments are also anticipated as the A&E Division works with agencies to 
identify buildings that are not in the RMTD list but should be part of the recorded inventory. See the 
Action Plan portion of this report. 
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Building Location Data Inaccuracies & Resolution Process 
Given the nature of many buildings in the RMTD inventory, some do not possess a physical, postal 
address. These may consist of some multi-building campuses or remote facilities within the 
Departments of Fish, Wildlife & Parks or Transportation.  For instance, some state parks buildings 
may be identified similarly to those at the Blackfoot/Clearwater wildlife management area: “40 miles 
east-northeast of Missoula on State Hwy 200.” 
The A&E Division intends in the Action Plan that GIS data or latitude/longitude information be used to 
identify exact location of facilities.  Archibus is capable of this function and can accommodate it 
visually using platforms such as Google Earth. The RMTD database is not able to accommodate this 
requirement. 
 

Deficiency Ratios (i.e. Facility Condition Index, FCI) 
To have confidence that a deficiency ratio reliably represents any building’s overall condition, it is 
extremely crucial that three components in the calculation are accurate: 

• Trained assessors to accurately rate/rank a deficiency of each individual element; 
• Level 3 per-unit replacement cost for each deficiency of each individual element analyzed (to 

be provided by software through a recognized cost estimating source, such as RS Means 
Data); and, 

• A defensible Current Replacement Value (CRV) 
 
The overall building deficiency ratio (or FCI) can then be calculated: 

FCI = total cost of all deficiencies divided by CRV 
 
The reasons for any inaccuracy in the three components noted above are: 

1) Untrained or unqualified assessors may subjectively rate/rank a deficiency too high or too 
low; 

2) This will subsequently cause the total cost of all deficiencies to be too high or too low; and, 
3) The CRV must be a true representation of a building’s value in today’s dollars. 

 
Inaccuracies in any of the above will misrepresent a building’s condition as either too negative or too 
optimistic rather than a true representation of conditions as well as a mistaken deferred maintenance 
backlog. 
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Deferred Maintenance Backlog  
Deferred Maintenance is usually defined as “an amount needed but not yet expended for repairs, 
restoration, or rehabilitation of an asset.” Also, as the unplanned or planned decision to allow 
physical assets to deteriorate by postponing prudent, major repairs until funding and a replacement 
schedule are determined. 
While it is possible to provide an itemized listing of Level 3 deficiencies once assessments have been 
conducted, it is not possible to provide the total deferred maintenance backlog of the LRBP-eligible 
inventory or any individual building without accurate unit cost resources. 
The A&E Division is unable to provide a full statewide deferred maintenance backlog until such time 
as Archibus has been fully implemented and accurate unit cost data is available, assessment teams 
are trained and in-place, and one full cycle of all buildings inspections has been assessed.  See the 
Action Plan portion of this report for a listing of options. 
 

List of Assessed & Unassessed Buildings by Agency 
Prior assessments using the MSU methodology are available in the appendix of this report for 
portions of the Montana University System and the Capitol Complex. 
However, these assessments are able to show only ratios or percentages deficient in the categories of 
the MSU format and should not be relied upon for replacement or renewal cost backlog information. 
This is because it consists of an invalid backlog costing data base (i.e. the cost support module is 
obsolete). 
The lone exception is the Department of Military Affairs (DMA) who is mandated by the federal 
Department of Defense to use the Corps of Engineers’ “Builder” platform.  DMA uses federally 
contracted vendor services to conduct the assessments. DMA indicates that all of the 35 
State-Owned, LRBP-eligible facilities have been included in the Builder assessments performed to 
date (with the exception of two that will be disposed of in the near future). 
 

Application of the Definitions in §17-7-201(4) MCA 
For many biennia, the legislature has adopted the well-conceived method of appropriating a portion 
of LRBP funding in a lump-sum manner under the title of “Life Safety, Code, Deferred Maintenance – 
Statewide.” This has allowed the A&E Division to rapidly adjust projects to address critical facility 
issues as they arise. 
 
HB 553 of the 66th legislature adjusted this method of LRBP funding and separated it into two 
processes: 

• The Major Repair LRBP account, 17-7-221 
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o For renovations, alterations, replacement, or repair project less than $2.5M or a new 
facility less than $250,000; 

o Projects must be prioritized by the A&E Division and submitted to the Governor by 
November 15th; and, 

o This Facility Condition Assessment Report forms a portion of the project prioritization. 
• A Capital Developments LRBP account, 17-7-209 

o For renovation, construction, alteration, site, or utility project greater than $2.5M or a 
new facility greater than $250,000; 

o The Major Repair LRBP account must be fully funded per 17-7-222 prior to 
appropriating any Capital Development projects.  

 
The definition of an LRBP-Eligible building established in the 65th session is proving to be problematic 
as it affects the use of Major Repair LRBP funds on the Capitol Complex. 
The Department of Administration, General Services Division’s operations and maintenance budget is 
identified as a proprietary fund comprised of rent payments from agencies who occupy space on the 
Capitol complex. Though this rent is established in a rate structure approved 
by the legislature and regularly contains general fund dollars, the fact that it becomes a proprietary 
fund through rent payments appears to eliminate the ability to use Major Repair LRBP funds to 
respond to projects on the Capitol complex (including the Capitol itself).  It is believed this is an 
unintended consequence of the definition of LRBP-eligible building established in 2017. 
It is recommended consideration be given to modifying the definition in §17-7-201(4) to match the 
intent of Senate Bill 43, which was to obtain condition assessments of buildings wherein LRBP funds 
could previously be used (e.g. the Capitol and surrounding complex) prior to 2017. 
 

Current Replacement Value (CRV) 
For buildings roughly <$1,000,000, the RMTD insured CRV is generated on a cost-per-square foot per 
building-type basis. 
For buildings approximately >$1,000,000, the RMTD insured CRV is generated through an appraisal 
process approximately once every five (5) years.   
CRVs also frequently receives inflationary adjustments to the inventory portfolio. 
The insurance-appraised CRV is not necessarily equivalent to a total project cost (total project cost 
will typically be higher). See difference between insured CRV and a project cost CRV in the 
appendices.  
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Archibus System overview and Implementation Status 
We are at the forefront of establishing a State-wide Built Infrastructure Assessment (BIA) process that 
institutes standard processes throughout the Agencies for all built infrastructure. The ability to 
anticipate built infrastructure weaknesses, thereby minimizing deterioration and failure as part of 
daily operations, is on the horizon and will significantly change how we budget, plan, and prioritize 
built infrastructure requirements. 
A&E Division is actively managing the State-wide implementation of the Archibus Sustainment 
Management System (SMS), a suite of web-based software applications developed to help 
leadership, facility engineers, and technicians decide when, where, and how to best maintain the 
State’s built infrastructure. 
Individual implementation plans are being developed to address the specific tasks associated with 
implementing each of the specific Archibus SMS component systems. The overall purpose of this plan 
is to coordinate all SMS efforts with the outcome being standardized processes as an integral part of 
day-to-day business practices resulting in accurate and consistent asset data across the State 
portfolio. 

 

Roles and Responsibilities 

Roles Responsibilities 
A&E A&E will provide policy and guidance and advocate for resources as appropriate. 

Additionally, A&E will provide: 
• Provide Sustainment Management System program oversight 
• Integrated information technology solutions 

Reporting Entity
 Total CRV Building 

Structure Value 
 CRV of LRBP-Eligible 

Bldgs 
 CRV LRBP-Eligible 

>$150,000 CRV 
MONTANA SCHOOL FOR THE DEAF & BLIND 23,607,104.28$                    23,607,104.28$               23,456,700.00$                    
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION 358,315,784.60$                  -$                                 -$                                      
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 678,659.49$                         678,659.49$                    593,851.49$                         
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 14,684,356.50$                    -$                                 -$                                      
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 223,846,823.79$                  198,433,087.29$             196,401,159.20$                  
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 3,250,231.31$                      -$                                 -$                                      
DEPARTMENT OF FISH, WILDLIFE & PARKS 87,610,420.74$                    -$                                 -$                                      
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 22,927,098.17$                    22,719,696.32$               22,371,128.15$                    
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY 11,612,915.70$                    -$                                 -$                                      
DEPARTMENT OF MILITARY AFFAIRS 111,387,312.74$                  105,284,192.96$             105,070,211.37$                  
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 35,392,263.92$                    19,871,550.44$               15,951,467.54$                    
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE 7,826,447.55$                      7,826,447.55$                 7,826,447.55$                      
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 231,246,502.11$                  -$                                 -$                                      
MONTANA HERITAGE COMMISSION 35,151,394.56$                    -$                                 -$                                      
MONTANA HISTORICAL SOCIETY 6,262,211.28$                      -$                                 -$                                      
OFFICE OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION 683,383.92$                         621,144.27$                    -$                                      
PUBLIC HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES 122,518,201.29$                  92,350,904.24$               90,358,394.25$                    
STATE FUND 32,099,571.36$                    -$                                 -$                                      
MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY 1,570,974,140.75$               939,679,251.15$             930,964,215.77$                  
UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA 1,350,387,561.08$               818,320,739.46$             815,614,685.51$                  
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• Assist the Agencies in executing facility inventory assessments of real 
property assets and input data into SMS 

• Track status of program implementation & compliance  
Agencies • Populate and maintain, with support and assistance of A&E, SMS with 

complete, current, and accurate asset data needed to generate 
sustainment, maintenance and repair requirements for the Agency’s built 
infrastructure 

• Incorporate ongoing built infrastructure asset data collection, validation, 
and management into day-to-day operations and maintenance activities 

• Assist A&E with verifying/addressing SMS data issues 
• Ensure technicians accomplishing maintenance/repair work provide the 

needed updates to asset inventory/condition, including 
equipment/components, in the appropriate SMS format 
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Action Plan 
Accomplished to Date 

• Archibus SMS and supporting software acquisition. 
• Developed a strategic communication plan to consistently provide current and accurate 

information to all levels of the State enterprise to continually emphasize the purpose for SMS and 
to advise on developments. 

• Establishment of all-agency collaborative work group for Archibus implementation, data review, 
analysis, scope, and strategic planning. 

• Collection, initial review and migration of existing agency methodology and inventory information 
handling. 

• Determinations to: 
o Utilize RMTD inventory information; 
o Verify inventory information through future review processes; 
o Standardize all assessments on the Uniformat II method 

• Facility Assessment preliminary inspection schedule for LRBP Eligible assets. 
 
Explanation of CRV Increases Number of Buildings to be Assessed 
As previously stated, the CRV as provided in the RMTD data is an insured replacement valuation 
appraisal based upon certain market assumptions (see appendices for further explanation) and will form 
the initial foundation for establishment of the FCA system. 
In the event of a loss, this insured valuation does not impact RMTD’s or the state’s insurance carrier(s) 
from covering a project’s cost. But, it is important to note that it is also not necessarily equivalent to a 
Project Cost Replacement Value for an entire facility nor does it represent the cost of an individual 
project to address any particular set of deficiencies. 
 

Data Structure:  UNIFORMAT II, Level 3 Approach 
The building community needs a classification framework to provide a consistent reference for the 
description, economic analysis, and management of buildings during all phases of their life cycle. This 
includes planning, programming, design, construction, operations, and disposal. The elemental building 
classification UNIFORMAT II meets these objectives. Elements are major components, common to most 
buildings, that usually perform a given function regardless of the design specification, construction 
method, or materials used. Examples of elements are foundations, exterior walls, sprinkler systems, and 
lighting. 
UNIFORMAT II is the elemental classification proposed in this report because it was developed through 
an industry/government consensus process and has been widely accepted as an ASTM standard.4 A 
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“standard” set of elements that are uniformly applied is essential to achieve the benefits of the 
elemental system approach. Shared databases of historical elemental costs, for example, are of little 
help in estimating future costs unless the user defines elements the same as the categories in the 
database. 
 

Schedule and Milestones 
Archibus SMS implementation begins now. All real property assets shall have a validated FCI by 
September 2021. Implementation of SMS across State assets will be an on-going effort for years to come 
since the various Agencies inventory assessments are at differing levels of maturity and it will take some 
time to fully work through the process changes. 

• By Dec 2020: 
o Archibus Facilities data will be adequately populated to enable generation of 

infrastructure requirements to support development of the LRBP  
• By Sep 2021: 

o Sustaining, managing, and refining of SMS data will be fully incorporated into daily facility 
maintenance and repair activities.  

o Each LRBP eligible asset in the State built infrastructure portfolio will have a facility 
condition index properly recorded into Archibus based on inspections conducted using the 
SMS standard process completed for all facilities and facility components as required by 
§17-7-202 MCA. 

Tasks 
The following tasks outline the plan by which SMS will be implemented across the State enterprise: 
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Conclusions and Recommendations 
SMS provides State enterprise-wide asset visibility of condition and geographic data, enabling higher 
levels of leadership to project long-term built infrastructure requirements. A&E Division can also 
supplement or validate requirements models for the development of the facilities deferred maintenance 
budgeting process and assist in the development of projects for inclusion in the Major Repair LRBP 
account.  The State can apply asset management principles to its real property portfolio based on 
current data, which is essential in a highly resource-constrained environment. 
Currently, the Agencies use different methodologies (e.g., AIM, BUILDER) for assessing the condition of 
its assets. Disparate condition assessment systems result in an inability to accurately plan, program, and 
budget work for facilities. Further, it blurs the connection between asset management best practices and 
benefits, such as reduced workloads and project funding based on more refined future year 
requirements. There is an immediate need to provide guidance (i.e., a standard assessment 
process) to the field to achieve the mission of standardizing, collecting, analyzing, validating, and 
maintaining accurate vertical infrastructure data to support resource allocation and operational 
decisions.   A&E Division is actively incorporating this guidance and expects full implementation as 
described in the Action Plan of this document.  
Bottom-Line is that SMS represents a shift toward a proactive versus reactive asset management 
strategy. Instead of keeping assets operational throughout their lifecycle by relying primarily on 
corrective repairs, this strategy focuses on condition-based repairs, which can be planned prior to an 
asset’s failure with the support of Archibus. This results in higher performing assets at lower lifecycle 
costs. When fully developed, Agencies will experience a powerful, user-friendly tool to support daily 
operations. In the near future, A&E Division will achieve enterprise-wide asset visibility to inform wide-
scale resource allocation and strategic planning. SMS establishes a knowledge base that makes built 
infrastructure data more complete, consistent, reliable, and accessible. 
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Appendices 
 
Appendix A – 2020 RMTD State-Owned Inventory Summary 
 
Appendix B – All Agencies RMTD Inventory LRBP Eligibility 
 
Appendix C – LRBP Eligible Inventory by Agency 
 
Appendix D – Agency FCA Summaries 
- Montana State University 
- University of Montana 
- Department of Corrections 
- Department of Military Affairs 
- General Services Division 
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Appendix A – 2020 RMTD State-Owned Inventory 
Summary 
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Reporting Entity  Total # of Buildings  Total Square Feet 
 Total CRV Building 

Structure Value 
MONTANA SCHOOL FOR THE DEAF & BLIND 18                           164,153                  23,607,104.28$                    
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION 53                           1,237,917               358,315,784.60$                  
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 2                             8,888                      678,659.49$                         
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 5                             84,852                    14,684,356.50$                    
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 148                         1,176,092               223,846,823.79$                  
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 35                           371,292                  3,250,231.31$                      
DEPARTMENT OF FISH, WILDLIFE & PARKS 1,290                      887,093                  87,610,420.74$                    
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 20                           147,563                  22,927,098.17$                    
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR & INDUSTRY 14                           87,676                    11,612,915.70$                    
DEPARTMENT OF MILITARY AFFAIRS 72                           680,988                  111,387,312.74$                  
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 169                         300,421                  35,392,263.92$                    
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE 1                             108,258                  7,826,447.55$                      
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 1,447                      2,004,676               231,246,502.11$                  
MONTANA HERITAGE COMMISSION 253                         193,888                  35,151,394.56$                    
MONTANA HISTORICAL SOCIETY 2                             12,839                    6,262,211.28$                      
OFFICE OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION 32                           27,312                    683,383.92$                         
PUBLIC HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES 95                           748,859                  122,518,201.29$                  
STATE FUND 1                             117,203                  32,099,571.36$                    
MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY 764                         8,093,788               1,570,974,140.75$               
UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA 528                         6,505,639               1,350,387,561.08$               

Totals 4,949                      22,959,397             4,250,462,385$                    
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Appendix B – All Agencies RMTD Inventory LRBP 
Eligibility 
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Appendix C – LRBP Eligible Inventory by Agency 
Special Note:  Agencies not shown do not meet the LRBP eligibility criteria as determined by §17-7-201 MCA. 
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Appendix D - Agency FCA Summaries 

- Montana State University 

- University of Montana 

- Department of Corrections 

- Department of Military Affairs 

- General Services Division 
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University of Montana Western 
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Department of Corrections 
Montana State Prison (MSP) 
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Montana Women’s Prison (MWP) 
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Department of Military Affairs 
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General Services Division 
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