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Minute:,: 

The meeting was called to order. All committee member.~ present. Hearing was opened on 

882 J 90 rcluting to issuing u check or drnn withoul sufficient funds or account and notice of 

dishonor. 

SENATOR KREBSBACH: Sponsor of this bill. Fuvors its pussc1gc. 

SUE BURGER, co-owner Check Rite of Minot. Favors this bill. Requests change in wording: 

delete Hby civil action" on the fee issue. Favors $5.00 fee increase. Most merchants won't pursue 

civil action, simpJy raise prices. Written testimony attached. 

DAVID KNUDSEN, Credit Bureau of Bismarck. We need to be profitable, it costs more to do 

business. We need to hold the check writer responsible and accountable by increasing the fee. 

Ask that 0 by civil action" be rcmov\;d, municipalities and state attorneys don't want to prosecute. 
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TODD KRANDA, ND Collectors Assn. In favor of this bill. Ask for change in fee and for 

removal of requirement of litigation for recovery of collection fee. In page 1 line 16 remove 

overstrike of "civil action", do same in page 2 line 25, 

RUSS HANSON ND Retail/Petroleum Marketers Assn,, favor this bill. 

TJMOTHY J. KARSKY, Asst. Commissioner, Dept. of Banking and Financial Institutions. 

Neither support or oppose. To clarify. Includes proposed amendment. 

SENATOR ESPEGARD: Motion: adopt amendment. SENATOR KREBSBACH: Second. 

Ro11 calJ vote: 7 yes; 0 no; 0 absent. 

SENATOR ESPEGARD: Motion: do pass as amended. SENATOR TOLLEFSON: Second. 

Roll call vote: 7 yes; 0 no; 0 absent. Carrier: SENATOR KREBSBACH. 
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DEPARTMENT OF BANKING AND FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO Senate Bill 2190 

Page 1, line 16, remove the overstrike over "civil action" 

Page 2, line 25, remove the overstrike over 11civil action
1

' 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) 
January 23, 2001 4:49 p.m. 

Module No: SR-11-1482 
Carrier: Krebsbach 

Insert LC: 18272.0101 Title: .0200 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2190: Industry, Bu!:liness and Labor Committee (Sen. Mutch, Chairman) recommends 

AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS 
(7 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). SB 2190 was placed on the Sixth 
order on the calendar. 

Page 1, llne 16, remove the overstrike over 11 ol11l~a0Uon by" 

Page 2, llne 25, remove the overstrike over 11oi¥il aotien by" 

Renumber accordingly 
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Heal'ing Date March 12, 2001 

Tu c Number Side A Side B Meter# 
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X -34.2 

Minutes: Chairman R. Berg, Vice-Chair 0. Keiser. Rep. M. Ekstrom, Rep. R. Frnclich, Rep. G. 

Froseth, Rep. R. Jensen, Rep. N. Johnson, Rep. J, Kasper, Rep. M. Klein, Rep. Koppang, 

Rep, D. Lemieux, Rep. B. Pietsch, Rep. D. Ruby, Rep. D, Severson, Rep. E. Thorpe. 

Rep. Karen Krcbsbuc~ Written testimony as sponsor of bill to raise rate for NS F's and training 

for employees, Also to remove civil action from procedure. 

IQdd Kranrui~ ND Collector's Assoc. S1,1pport bill to aide collectors in receiving funds und to 

increase their funds. 

~e-Chairmun Ke~ Docs SB 2265 affect this biH? 

Krandui No, they are consistent with each other though. 

Chairman BQ.rg,;, What is the Attorney General's opinion? 

Kranda: You need to litigate to collect. 

Chairman Berg: What is the current practice? 

Kranda; The consumer needs to pay u civil foe plus the amou11t the check is written for. 
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Rep. Ruby: Has anyone ref used to pay based on the current law? 

Krandq: No. not based on the current law. 

Sue Berger: Check .. Rile Minot Written testimony in support. 

Vice-Chairman K(~iscr: How high would the fee have to be to go to court'? 

Berger: Small claims court, the average is $60-70. 

Rep. Lemieux: How do the leases work? 

Berger: Supply and demand. $10-30 per month. 

Rep, Lemieux: How often are checks run through the bank'? 

Berger: Sometime three and four times but usually only once. 

Rep, Koppqng: Has there been a dccrcui>c in the last few years? 

Bcr.JJQt;, The general public hasn't moved on to electronic methods yet. Checks arc still a popular 
method of payment. 

David Krcndcn: (50.2) ND Credit Bureau <?/'Bismarck The federal reserve stopped tracking NSF 
checks because of the quuntity. Sixty-nine percent arc generally collected within 60 days, The 
average check is $25. 

Michael LcFor: NDCA There arc two-hundred plus collection agencies in the state und their 
licensing fee is $200. 

Ru:is Jlansc..n;, ND Re/(li/ Assoc. We support this bill. 

Tim Kursk~y~ ND Depl of Banking We are neutral but we support removing the civil action. 

Rep. Lcmieu~: Whut is the first time licensing fee? 

Karskey_l It is $500 for investigation and licensing, Eleven states huvc reciprocal laws that nllow 
non-licensing, 

Chainnun Ber~: We'll close the hearing on SB 2190, 
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Minutes: Chairman R. Ber·g, Vice-Chair G. Keiser, Rep. M. Ekstrom, Rep. R. Froelich. Rep. G, 

Fro:1cth, Rep, R. Jensen, Rep. N. Johnson. Rep. J. Kasper, Rep. M. Klein, Rep, Koppang. 

Rep. D. Lemieux, Rep, B. Pietsch, Rep. D. Ruby, Rep. D. Severson, Rep. E. Thorpe. 

Vice-Chairman Keiser: I move a do pass. 

Rep. M. Klein: I second. 

Rep, L~nieyx: I don't feel this is a deterrent. 

Rep, Froscth: I think this is .i ust as a pay im:l'casc 1hr the collection companies. 

Rep. Lemieux~ Between bank foes nnd check foes their already paying an extreme amount. 

.(~ru;J. Rubx_i This is used to get uttcntion that u bill needs to be paid. 

12 yen, 3 nay, 0 absent Carrier Rep, Severson 
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Testimony on Senate Bill 2190 
January 23, 2001 

Senate Industry, B.usiness, & Labor Committee 

Mr. Chainnan and members of the Industry, Business, and Labor Committee, 1 am Sue Burger, 
and I'm speaking on my own behalf, as co-owner of CheckRite of Minot., Inc. 
We spcci<1lize in check colJection for a nine-county area in North Dakota. I am here today to 
urge you to support SB 2190 which would raise the check fee by five dollars and also perform a 
housekeeping change to clarify our right to colJect that fee without taking civi I action. 

FEE INCREASE: 
The last increase was four years ago, from $15 to $20. ln that time, we have seen an increase in 
minimum wage, postal rates, payroll taxes and thos,~ of you who travel or have gotten your 
latest gas bill don't even want me to mention utilities or what it cost to fill up the car today. 
We do not retain all of that fee, as we are required by this bill to rebate up to $2.00 back to the 
merchant for their bank charges. If some banks charge more than $2.00 per returned check, 
many merchants expect us to give them back just a little bit more, Not all fees are collected, 
many are waived or reduced because a family members is helping, or a bankruptcy has been 
fi1cd, or the bank unbelievably has made an error. Bouncing a check here is like getting a low 
interest loan. The surrounding states have collection fees higher than ours although we arc 
required to carry a higher bond. They have been collecting those fees for many years, plus they 
don't have a rebate provision for the merchant - a map is attached. 

I do not dwrgc the merchants for my check collection services because I believe that the 
person causih,i the problem should bear the cost. Collection fees rire 97% of my income, 
but we cannot I aise the cost for our services arbitrarily, Many of you are business owners a, 1d 
have the luxury of dctennining what you will charge for your services or goods. Imagine if 
you could not raise your prices while you watch most of your basic business expenses rise. 
You know that difference will show up in your bottom line, plus any thoughts of future growth 
must take the back burner. If the fee is not raised now, you have just fro1.en our income for 
the next two years, We already have absorbed the last four years increases, and cannot 
imagine what the next two years will bring in the areas of payroll, supplies, utilities, travel, and 
interest rates, If our income is frozen, we'd like our expenses frozen also. 

During the next two years, I will also be required to train new employees in customer service 
and debtor counseling, while keeping up on the latest concerns involving the Fair Debt 
Collection Practices Act. Because this is a select field, it is very unusual for any potential 
employee walk in with any know1edg<'l of the FDCPA. That employee is a lawsuit threat for us 
untiJ we train them. Because of frivolous lawsuits, our cost for Errors and Omissions 
insurance has risen drastically, It's not just a matter of tht! wrong change being given. 



WORDING I;HANGE NEEDED: 
Senator Krebsbach asked for an Attorney General's opinion on the check law last month on my 
behalf because our States Attorney had refused to prosecut,c a check because the debtor had 
paid a previous fee on another check which would have covered some or all of that check. I 
was surprised to learn that under the present wording the AG would interpret this to n1ca11 we 
HA VE to take civi1 action to demand the fee, not just that we could, The !aw states that the 
person is uliablc" for a collection fee or cost, which is recoverable "by civil action." It then 
goes on to read "A civil penalty is ALSO recoverable by civil aclion" ...... this seems lo indicate 
that the collection fee ts one penalty, and the civH pe111alty which provides triple damages is 
a backup penalty in case the debtor does not pay the smaller collection cost for which the 
law states they are liable. 

The wording "by civil action" needs to be dfleted on the fee issue only, If you consider the 
original intent of the law we believe it was to assess a penalty and I don't believe we need more 
court cases. District judges arc already asking for a raise because of the reduction in judges 
from 54 to 42 in past few years, a reduction of 22%, while caseload has increased an average of 
1,000 cases per judge, or an increase of 50%. 

What does "liable" mean? Doesn't that mean we have to pay it'? If we arc caught speeding 
aren't we "liable" for the ticket? If you pick up a can of corn in a grocery store, arcn''t you 
"liable" to pay for it before you walk out of the: store? The civil action wording interpretation 
m(~•ans that the merchant who is already out the amount of the check or their 
representative should now have to spend additional time and money to educate 
themselves on the guidelines for civil action, and possibly hire an attorney. How many of 
you have ever tried to recover a debt through the court system? Do you know how to go about 
requesting an execution, judgment, garnishment? You probably kn0w more because of the scat 
you're sitting in today, but most merchant~. know less• they will simply write it off, raise 
prices, and hope to recover their lose. Writing bad checks Is a crime, h's not just a crime ff 
you get caught. 1f you are liable for the fee, you should have to pay it. 

The debtor seems to have more protection than th~ merchant who has done nothing wrong, 
Collection agencies can be sued if we dor.'t abide by the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act. We 
send more notices than the law require~, and also make phone calls because we want to get 
our merchants paid back and keep these debts out of the court system. lf we have to take 
civil action, we wilt then have \O col11ect those additional fees from the debtor. resulting in more 
than $25 per check. Other states dr, not require civil action. Minnesota 1s law states that the 
fee is "imposed immediately" regardless of mailing a.n notice of dishonor~ all they have to do 
is display a notice of the charge. 
I came to North Dakota 28 years, e,nd have co-owned a business here for the last ten, I hope to 
still be able to operate that businer;s in the future because the merchants need me. I urge you 
to vote unanimously for a DO PASS recommendation on SB 2190. Thank you. 
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Statistics on Checks 

January 1S, 2001 

General Information 
• The Federal Reserve Bank expects the volume of checks written to Increase by 1 -2% each year 

for the next 6 years, 

• The average retail store handles a paper check 6 times. This totals 62.69 seconds of handling 
tr me per check, - BankServ. 

• Checks handled elec.tronlcally by reta!I stores required 37.12 seconds per check transaction for In· 
store handing. • BankServ, 

Check Statrstles from 1999 
• U.S. consumers wrote 68 billion checks, 

• The average household writes 14,6 check p~r month. NACHA - Consumer Survey I Aug, 311 

2000, 

• c1,eck writing volume cllmbs with Income, Households with less than $15,000 annual income 
write about 6,5 check per month, Those with Income exceeding $75,000, white 20.6 checks per 
month, NACHA - Consumer s1.1rvey, Aug, 311 2000. 

• In 1999, the U,S, payrnent system for "Direct Payment" only, paper checks accounted for $2,245 
tl'llllon, which was 46% of the enter payment system dc,llar value (down from 49.3% In 1998), 
This accounted for 29,37 billion check transaction. The average amount of each check was $76. 
Direct Payments excludes checks written for mortgag,~ payments, child support and alimony or 
to pey credit card statements, NIison l?epo,e Dec, 20CI0 

• In 1999, the total monetaty value of checks written for' direct payments and lncludlng checks 
to pay credit card statements was $3,513 tr!lllon, up 2,3% from 1998, NIison Report, Dec. 2000 

• For the thl~_g__~ear-ln-e-row;-tota~co.t'JUmer check trans,~ctlons declined by 0.5%, NIison Report 
~-2000 '--,._ 

, _,-, There Is no statistical difference on check ,writing by gender, NA CHA - Consum~r Survey, Aug, 
Jl,2000, ~-

• More than 1,2 mllllon bad checks are written dally by u\ consumers• NIison Report. 

• Bad con$umcr cliecks totaled $55,8 mllllon per day, 

.- ACA estimates that by the end of year 2000, 70 bllllon 
67S million wlll prove to be worthless, 

eeks wlll be processed, and of those, 

~:30:05AM ----- ----· -' .. 



Ch~ck Fraud StatlstJcs tor 1999 
• Attempted check fraud at U.S. commercfal banks doubled between 1998 and 1999, It now exceeds 

$2,2 bllllon a year. Actual dollar losses In 1999 were $679 million, up from $512 mllllon In 1997. e. The number of check fraud cases rose more than 60 % totaling 447,342 cases In 19~9, yet losses per 
case decreased, Average losses per case went from $t775 In 1997 to $1,1518 In 1999. 
Amen'al Bankers ASsoclatlon t=raud StJrveYt Oecember 2000, 

Checks at Retail Locations 

• Those In the 35-49 age range are most likely to write checks at retail locations (75, 7% ), whlle 
those over age 65' are least likely (48.5%), NACHA - Consumer Sur.;ey I Aug, 31, 2000. 

Future Estimate$ 

The six paper-based systems, cash, checks, money orders, travelers checks, food stamps and official 
checks accounted or $3,342 tr!lllon of Personal Consumption Expenditures In 1999, This is equal to 
68, 7% of all PCE purchases. By 2010 that share ls E!xpected to Fall to 35,5% w(th most of the loss 
transferred to debit an credit cards. Check conversion and pre .. authorlzed payment wlll account for the 
rest of the Increase. NIison Reporft Oec. 2000 

By 2005, paper check volume for Persons! Consumption Expenditures (PCE) will be $1,915 trillion, which 
Is 28,3% of the total PCc dollars. This will account for 19.28 billion transactions. The average check 
written wlll be $81. N,~sor, Report, Dec. 2000 

Sy 2010, paper check voluma for Personal Consumption E.xpendltlires (PCf:) wlll be $1,589 trlllion, which 
is 18,2<l/c of the total PCE dollars, This wll! account for 23, 79 bllllon transaction:;, Tha average <;heck 
wrltte~ wlll be $82, NIison Repotft oec, 2000 

Hlstorlc:al InformatJon ~ 
• In 1999, there were 612 million bounced personal checks written In the U.S. totaling $19,9 

billion, ~·-- --....... 
• That same year, the collectl~:r~usttY. r;Q1Jected_$.3.1..8.billlon-~eHtr(s In debt Including bad checks 

and otner debt, 25% o(6ad checks are turned over for c:ollectlon each ye~r with c1l total value of 
$4, 73 bllllon, 

• tn 1998, checks were used In 22% of supermarket transactions constituting 45%, of the dollar 
volume of supermarket sales, - Banl<Serv. 

• rn 1995, 18,8 bllllon checks were written at the point or sale. 11.75 bllllon checks were written 
to pay bills ... NIison Report. 

• Between 1990·199S, the number of checks processed Increased about 29%, 
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• In 1994, there were about 60.98 blllion checks written In the U.S. This number break.s down 
Into: Personal Checks ~ 57% 

Comrnerc:lal Checks • 40% 
Government Check5 • 3% 

Statistics on check volume, dollar amount and transact/on number vary. No one 
organization, lndudlng tht!! Federal R1serve Bank, has been found which complies a 
complete /!$ting of all these Rgures. The lnlarmatlon herein reflects the best 
estimates we havd compllt!d from a variety of sources, This list Is updated as often as 
new Information Is rect,/ved, which Is deemqd rellhbls. 

ACA's Chetk Services Program 

ACN, Check Service$ Program (CSP) was created In July 1990 to help ACA members become aware or the 
opportunities In check ~ollectlon and to assist them in developing an understanding of the check Industry, 
CSP has more then 400 members throughout the United States, Canada, E:igland and Guam, 

~ 2001 American Collector, A.ss0c:lat:10n, Inc, All Rights Reserved 

-------------------------------------111:ilS INFORMATION IS !'-,'OT INTENDED AS LE:GAL ADVICE Ar-.'D MAY sor BE USED AS LEGAL ADV'ICE. 
IT SHOULD NOT :SE USED TO REPLACE TH£ ADVICE Of YOl'.JR mV1'' LEGAL COT.,;NSEL .• "u\'1' 

ISr'ORMATH)N COt-:TA.!!-l'"EO IN Tl.US M.NtERIA.L rs BASED 0~ CURRE~T f{ESE.-\.RCH r;o.;ro THE lSSliES 
ANO ON THE SPECif'tC FACTS INVOLVED HERElZ\', 
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TESTIMONY FOR SENATE BILL NO. 2190 

Senate Industry, Business, and Labor Committee 

1-23-0 l 

Testimony of Timothy J. Karsky, Assistant Commissioner, Department of Banking 
and Financial Institutions, neither in support or opposition of Senate Bill No. 2190. 

Chairman Mutch, and members of the Senate Industry, Business, and Labor 

Committee, I am here today to neither support or oppose Senate Bill No. 2190. 

The Department has no objection to removing the collection fee recoverable by 

civil action on line 10. However, on line 16 of Section l, the Department feels that 

deleting the words "civil action'' allows the check holder to recover an additional 

fee without commencing civil action. Webster defines the tern1s "civil" as "law 

relating to the private rights of individuals and to legal actions involving these", 

The Department feels since this penalty has been clearly a civil penalty in the past, 

it can only be collected through civil action. The Department believes if the 

amendment is allowed to stand, collection agencies and other individuals would be 

able to use this penalty as a threat to collect the $25 fee as proposed or randomly 

assess the larger penalty, when that was clearly not the intent of the legislation. 

The Department wishes to strike the words "civil action" on line 25, page 2 

of the billt for the same reasons. 

l 



I would also like to make the Committee aware of Senate Bill No. 2265, 

which will address the civil penalty amount for issuing a bad check or draft. In 

that bill the language "civil action" is left in the bill, which would imply that the 

penalty can only be recovered by civil action. The bill will change the civil 

penalty from a lesser of $100 or three times the amount of the instrument, to the 

greater of $100 or three times the instrument, except the penalty may not exceed 

the value of the instrument by more than $500. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, If you have any 

questions, I would be willing to answer them at this time. 
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Testimony on Senate Bill 2190 
March 12, 2QQl 

House Industry. Business, & Labor Committee 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Industry, Business, and Labor Committee, lam Sue Burger, 
and I'm speaking on my own behalf, as co-owner of Check.Rite of Iv!inot1 Inc. 
vVe specialize in check collection for a nine"county area in North Dakota. I am here today to 
urge you to support SB 2190 which would raise the check fee by five dollars and also pcrfonn a 
housekeeping change to clarify our right to collect that fee without taking civil action. 

FEE INCREASE~ 
The last increase was four yearn ago, from $15 to $20. In that time, we have seen an increase in 
minimum wage, postal rates, payroll taxes and those of you who travel or have gotten your 
latest gas bill don't even want me to mention utilities or what it cost to fill up the car today. 
We do not retain all of that fee, as we are required by this bill to rebate up to $2.00 back to the 
merchant for their bank charges. If some banks charge more than $2.00 per returned check, 
many merchants expect us to give them back just a little bit more. Not all fees are collected, 
many are waived or reduced because a family members is helping, or a bankruptcy has been 
filed, or the bank has made an error. Bouncing a check here is like getting a low interest 
loan. The surrounding states have collection fees higher than ours although we are required to 
carry a higher bond. They have been collecting those fees for many years, plus they don't have 
a rebate provisi •:m for the merchant - a map is attached . 

I do not charge the merchants for my check collection services because I believe that the 
person causing the prob]em shou]d bear the cost. Collection fees are 97% of my income, 
hut we cannot raise the cost for our services arbitrarily. Many of you are business o\vners and 
have the luxury of determining what you will charge for your services or goods. Imagine if you 
could not raise your prices while you watch most of your basic business expenses ris~. You 
lrnow that difference will show up in your bottom line, plus any thoughts of future growth must 
take the back burner. If the fee is not raised now, you have just frozen our income for the 
next two yenrs, We already have absorbed the last two years increases, and cannot imagine 
what the next two years will bring in the areas of payroll, supplies, utilities, travel, and interest 
rntes, If our income is frozen, we'd Hke our expenses frozen also. 

During the next two years, I will also be required to train new emp loyces in customer service 
and debtor counseling, while keeping up on the latest concerns involving the Fair Debt 
Collection PLactices Act. Because this is a select field, it is very unusual for any potential 
employee walk in with any knowledge of the FDCPA. That empk,yee is a lawsuit threat for us 
until we train them. Because of frivolous lawsuits, om· cost for Errors and Omissions 
insurnnce hns risen drastlcnlly. It's not just n mntte1· of the wrong change lJeing given. 

Anybody can get a check blank w bnnkB al'e competing for accountholdcrs, and because they 
don't absorb the cost on a bad check, there i8 no reason to be careful to obtain only rcaponsiblc 
account holders, 
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WORDING CHANGE NEEDED: 
Senator Krebsbach asked for an Attorney General's opinion on the check law last month on my 
behalf because our States Attorney had refused to prosecute a check because the deMor had 
paid a previous fee on another check which would have covered some or all of that check. I 
was surprised to learn that under the present wording the AG would interpret this to mean we 
HA VE to take civil action to demand the fee, not just that we could. The law states that the 
person is "liable" for a collection fee or cost, which is recoverable "by civil action." It then 
goes on to read "A civil penalty is ALSO recoverable by civil action" ...... this seems to indicate 
•.hat the collection fee is one penalty, and the civil penalty which provides triple damages is a 
backup penalty in case the debtor does not pay the smaller collection cost for which the law 
states they are liable. 

The wording "by civil action" needs to be deleted on the fee issue only. If you consider the 
original intent of the law we believe it was to assess a penalty and I don't believe we need more 
court cases. District judges arc already asking for a raise because of the reduction in judges 
from 54 to 42 in past few years, 1 reduction of 22%, while caseload has increased an average of 
1,000 cases per judge, or an increase of 50%. 

What does Hliablc" mean? Doesn't that mean we have to pay it? rf we are caught speeding 
aren't we "liable" for the ticket? If you pick up a can of com in a grocery store, arcn 't you 
"liable" to pay for it before you walk out of the store? The civil nction wording interpretation 
means that the merchant who 1s already out tbe amount of the check should now have to 
spend additional time and money to educate themselves on the guidelines for civil action, and 
riossibly hire an attorney. How many of you have ever tried to recover a debt through the court 
system? Do you know how to go about requesting an execution, judgment, garnishment? You 
probably know more because of the seat you're sitting in today, but most merchants know less -
they will simply write it of1: raise prices, and hope to recover their loss. Writing bad checks is 
a crime, it's not just a crime if you get caught. If you are liable for the fee, you should have to 
pay it. 

The debtor seems to have more protection than the merchant who has done nothing wrong. 
Collection agencies can be sued if we don't abide by the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act. We 
send more notices than the law requires, and also make phone calls because we want to ge.t our 
merchants paid back and keep these debts out of the court system. If we have to take civil 
action, we will then have to collect those additional fees from the debtor, resulting in mun· than 
$2,'j per check. Other states do not require civil action. Minnesota's law states that the fee is 
"imposed immediately" regardless of mailing an notice of dishonor - all they have to do is 
display a notice of the charge. 

I came to North Dakota 28 years ago, and have co-owned a business here for the last ten. I 
hope to still be able to operate that business in the future because .ttw merchants need me . 
urge you to vote unanimously for a DO PASS recommendation on SB 2 t 90. Thank yo•t 


