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§ 2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1112
House Transportation Committee
Q Conference Committee
Hearing Date 1-16-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
1 XX 17.1-end
2 XX 0-14

O Chairman Weisz: We will open the hearing on HB 1112.
Dave Sprynczynatyk, Director, ND DOT: Support of HB 1112 which was introduced at the ;
request of DOT (see attached testimony). |
Chairman Weisz: Thank you.
Rep. Ruby: With your oversize limit, do you have issues where somebody is a foot too wide,
and this bill really isn’t going to address the majority of the oversize vehicles that are on the

roads today, and what I am referring to is farm vehicles that are oversized. What is your response
to that.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk: You are right, there is no easy answer. Typically farm vehicles are usually

not traveling as far as the larger vehicles that travel across the state or from one area to another. f

We do try to accommodate people. We may sometimes give them a permit for $20 that would

D allow them to do that.
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} Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112

5 ﬁ Hearing Date 1-16-03
Rep. Ruby: How much is a license for a semi.

M. Sprynczynatyk: 1don’t recall what the registration fee is. Two years ago, larger |

. commercial trucks and tractor-trailers, the foe was up to $1500 or more.

Rep. Ruby; So they are already paying $1000-1500, does it seem unreasonable to them to
increase the fines even that much more, if they are over 4000 1bs, yes, they are over and they are
breaking the law and they should have a penalty. Are you taking into consideration the amount
they are already paying for the use of the highways, with their normal fees.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk: Yes, that is one of the reasons why the registration fee structured as it is.
The concern, though, is that not only is it overweight, it’s also over height and over length, and
where we have a bigger problem is with the over height limitation and violations of that section

O of the law. 1
) ]

Chairman Wefsz: I have a question about the proposed fee schedule. You made a comment

that in your graph that the damage is much greater at 30,000 b, over than 4,000 Ibs. Your
proposed fee increase seems to ask to go the other way. Your greatest fee increases are at the
lower overload than the very high weights, you have a lesser increase. What is the rationale for
this,

Mr. Sprynczyvnatyk: Typically, the overweight problems are in that lower limit. When you get
up to the larger ones, they are not nearly as great.

Rep. Headland: This increase in the fees pertain to all roads in the state, townships, county

roads, etc.

SIS e A P

Mr. Sprynczynatyk; It does apply to all roads with weight restrictions posted. A
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House Transportation Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112
Hearing Date 1-16-03

Rep. Dosch: You indicated farm equipment is exempt from that, my question typically do we
find these farm vehicles that are exempt, are they typically 2,000 1bs overweight, or 20,000 Ibs,?

~ Mr. Sprynczyvnatyk: The exemption for agricultural equipment is for height and width, not for

overweight. The weight restrictions apply to agricultural equipment the same as anyone else,
Rep. Rubyt When you look at the weights of the units, whether it's a tandem, tri-ax or a semi,
you're taking into consideration the weight per axle. At times you have a group of 2 or 3 axles.
In some cases there can be fluctuations of which axle has more weight on them than others, If
you tallied every axle on the truck, it’s well within the range. But if you look at it per axle, you
have disparity there. In some cases you can shift the load to even out on the axles, and
sometimes you can’t. Is there any accommodations to the groups. Iknow there is a part called
approved equipment. If you need a bridge between your steering axle and the center of your first
axle of 14 fi. and that’s quite a distance. Is there any plan to have a little more leeway on certain
axles, if one should be, say within the group, you have two of them and they are 34,000 with a
max weight on both of them, would each of them have 17,000 at this time.

Mr. Sprynczynatyk: The technical part of what you are asking needs to be addressed. I would
say two things, in answer to your question, that is something we can look at. I think we have had
questions in the past and I think it is something we can look at. There may be some research that
either exists or that we can use to see what can be done. Also, I know there are certain
allowances that we can make in terms of % over, and [ can’t tell you exactly how that would fit
in to your particular scenario that you just described.

Rep. Ruby: There are a couple of industries that this pertains to, one is towing industry, there is

no way to shift the weight over to the other axle,
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House Transportation Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112

/=~ Hearing Dato 1-16-03
" Chalrman Welsz: 1think we can have the department furnish us with information on their

‘«w‘ﬁmw‘%«ﬁ;_ﬁf e

 current practices, etc,

‘ Support
HB 1112 to increase the penalty for operating without a permit in violation of that permit and the
overload restrictions,

Chairman Welsz: Thank you, Further testimony in support.

LeRoy Ernst. Manager of the ND Motor Carriers Association: We represent five of the

for-hire carrier groups. We are in support of the concept of this legislation. Our industry is

becoming very busy in the movement of freight in and out of the state of North Dakota, We
transport in excess of 80% of any manufactured freight that moves in and out of the state,

O Anywhere from goods that are manufactured in plants in ND, as well as goods that appear in our
local clothing stores, grocery stores, wherever. The American Transportation Research Institute
in the year 2000, they indicated that there were approx. 86,609 miles of public roads in the state.
Out of those 86,609 miles of public roads, all motorists 7.2 billion miles on our state system.
Trucking used approx. 1 billion miles, or only 14% of all roadway traffic constituted by trucks
and traffic. This Institute also tells us that during the year 2000, trucking paid approx. $114
million dollars in federal and state user highway fees and taxes, via fuel taxes, registration fees,
etc. This equates out to approx. a $2 million dollar per week tax bill to our industry that we pay
in either federal or state taxes, Of this, there are about 43% of all taxes and user fees are paid by

this industry. So you have $200 million in taxes, user fees, etc. Of that figure we pay over 43% '%
of all taxes, etc. Our industry has a very big investment in our road systems. Obviously we

couldn’t function if it wouldn't be for adequate roads in the state, good enforcement of the laws
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House Transportation Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112
Hearing Date 1-16-03

on restrictions or laws on the interstates, For the high investment we have in our road systems in
the state, it stands to reason that the system should be protected from those who knowingly
choose to exceed the weight limits that are imposed under state law, and thus create adverse
conditions such as substandard roads, break up of ti.e roads as a result of that, you have lower
weight limits on those roads on the secondary or primary system in our state, secondly and as
important or more important, we're players in this to the tune of 43% of all highway user fees
that are paid. Any roads that are damaged or creates a lower weight limit, obviously that creates
more expense by way of maintenance of the road, reconstruction of the roads, etc. We are in
support of this. Sometimes, drivers are asked to take an additional pallet or grain which puts
them over the limit. Our neighbor, MN, has a very good idea and have a good statute on their
books. I am proposing to do via an amendment (see attachment on tonnage, etc.) to add “the
right of entry for the highway patrol for the purpose to inspect records, freight bills, bills of
lading and other documents which may provide evidence to determine compliance of chapter
39-12 of the NDCC. It would empower the highway patrol to be able to inspect bills of lading
and to see if in fact these vehicles or trucking trailers have been overloaded. What'’s happened in
the state of MN is that the shipper then also becomes responsible for any overload weight or
fines, as well as the carrier. I don’t know if DOT or highway patrol would sign off on this or not,
I haven’t talked to them about it.

Rep. Delmore; Would the amendment include elevator records, that types of things if I am
hauling in ND.

Mr. Ernst: That would be my intent, yes.
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House Transportation Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112
Hearing Date 1-16-03 i
Rep. Delmore: Would this only be checked if I were caught with an overload or would this be |
another device by wh'~h people could go in and check one of these entities to see if they are
doing this, the transportation workers on a regular basis,

Mr. Ernats I think it would provide discretionary power for the patrol to go in at anytime and
check the records.

Rep. Delmore: You talked about them sharing in the cost as well, Could you come up with

another list of what their share would be, would they pay 50% of the proposed fee.

Mr. Ernst; I haven'’t given that much thought, I don’t know how all this would be worked out.
Ren. Zalser: Would you see this as a primary thing, or would they have to have some other
primary reason for stopping the truck by the highway patrol.

Mr. Emust: 1don't see giving the highway patrol Gestapo powers to go in to an elevator and
check their records arbitrarily. It’s another tool in which the enforcing agency, if there were

reports as I've indicated earlier, that this might be happening that they could go in and check.

Rep. Headland: In the case where a farmer would hire a commercial operator and load him out
of the field, and you’re trying to get all you can on the truck, is the farmer going to be responsible
for breaking the law.

Mr. Ernst: 1 guess I was originally making reference to the bona fide shipping facilitivs,
Hauling off the fields is different. I guess under these amendments you could interpret, define a
farmer as someone who is a shippet, but I would assume that the trucker would have the means
to weigh that load at a nearby elevator, I don’t think they will be stopped on the road as much as

the commercial truckers. I could get the MN language on this.
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Hearing Date 1-16-03 |

Rep. Thorpe: I made the assumption for the last few years, that some of the vehicles that I feel

are hard on the roads, they appear to haul terrific weight loads are the fuel industry. Would the
highiway patrol be able to go to the tank farms where they could cheok those loads.

Mr, Emnst; 1 would assume that under these amendments that they would e able to do that,
Chalrman Weisz: Thank yon Further testimony in support. Testimony in opposition? We
will closc the hearing,
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1112b
House Transportation Committee
Q Conference Committeo
Hearing Date 1-17-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
1 X 30-end
2 XX 0-9
k\
Committee Clerk Signature
¥4
Minutes:

Chairman Weisz: Discussion was held, but no action taken.

Rep. Ruby: I would like to bring some amendments to this bill.

Chairman Weisz: We will wait for the amendments. I just wanted to see where we were on this
bill. Are you comfortable with the fines at $100. Committee continued to discuss the fee
schedule for the pound overages, especially on the grain issues. Is 5,000 Ibs. a good benchmark.

Can you clearly recognize 5,000 Ibs. or that you are overweight. You should try to be a little
underweight, so ;scu don’t take a chance.

The meeting was adjourned for now.
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
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BILL/RESOLUTIONNO.HB 1112 ¢
House 'I'ransportation Committee

L Conference Committes

Hearing Date January 30, 2003
Tape Number Side A | sideB Meter # ‘
3 X | ] 52.6 to 54.9
! X 4.1 to 35.1 !
{
|
Committe Clerk swamw |
¥
Minutes: |

Rep. Weise opened the discussion on HB 1112, He asked to discuss any proposed amendments. ;
Rep. Headland presented and explained his proposed amendment. Rep. Bernstein had

amendments ready to discuss.

Discussion conti~ued to the end of side A of Tape 3 and continues on Side B

Discussion continued on Rep.Headland's proposed amendment. a copy of his proposed
amendment is attached. Damage to roads and the fine for overioads were some of the items
discussed.

Rep. Headland ( 11. 7 ) moved approval of his amendment. Rep. Ruby seconded the motion.
The motion failed on a roll call vote.

Rep. Bernstein; presented and discussed his proposed 2:nendment. A copy of his amendment is
attached. Discussion considered those emergency vehicles which are exempted such as snow

plows, National Guard, Air force equipment -- all are classed as emergency vehicles,
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House Transportation Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112

Hearing Date January 30, 2003

Rep. Thorpe moved to approve the” Bernstein” amendment. Rep. Zaiser seconded the motion,

e e Nt G L

The motion carried on a voice vote,
Rep, Weisz stated that no action would be taken on the bill on this date as there were some
more amendments being prepared but were not available,

Rep. Ruby had three more amendments to be discussed.
they had L C numbers and he discussed each of these. Grant Levi from the DOT waus present as a

resource person to help understand the amendments. They disocussed annual fres and part year

fees. Some of the exemptions would not be covered under previous amendments. He also
mentioned differential axle weight variances up to 2,000 per axles -- 1 axle, Also the pounds of

per inch of tire width and pounds per square inch of tire pressure were also discussed.

O committee adjourned ( 35.1) g
|
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BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1112d

House Transportation Committee
Q Conference Committee |
Hearing Date February 6, 2003 |
Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
2 X . 0.7 to 13.3
Committee Clerk Signature W
Minutes:

which were carried over from January 30, 2003, After a brief review by Rep. Ruby , Rep.
Hawken moved a ‘Do Pass as amended’ motion for HB 1112, Rep. Thotpe seconded the

motion, The motion carried on arole call vote 7 Ayes 4 Nays 2 Absent and not voting,
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Rep. Ruby was designated to carry HB 1112 on the floor.

End of record. 13.3
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o~ FISCAL NOTE
;: ) Requested by Legislative Council
' 04/07/2003 |

Amendment to: HB 1112

1A State fiscal effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal affect on agency appropriations compared to
;_ funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.
1 2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2008 Bicnnium 2006-2007 Blennium

General |Other Funds| General [Other Funds| General |Other Funds

| Fund Fund Fund
] Revenues $175, $175,000
Expenditures :
; Appropriations
5
\ 1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision. %
2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Biannium 2005-2007 Blennium %
School School School é
Counties Citles Districts | Counties Cities Cistriocts | Countles Cities Districts
2. Narrative: Identify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and include any comments relevant to
your analysis. ;
The amendments leading up to the latest engrossed version of the bill (bill no. 38170.0400) do not significantly alter |
) the financial impact as reported in the last fiscal note dated 2/11/03. Therefore, the remainder of this fiscal note
[ ) reflects the same fiscal impact as reported on 2/11/03.
X rpmew
E This bill would change the fine structure for certain over size and over weight viclations.
3. State fiscal effect detall: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts, Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts inciuded in the executive budget.
Increased state revenue is based oh average of fines collect for past (3) years multiplied by the projected increase in
fine struciure, as provided in the amended version of HB 1112,
B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each agency, line
ltern, and funid affected and the number of FTE positions affected.
It Is not anticipated this bill would resuit in significant additional expenditures to the stato.
C. Appropriatlons: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on
the biennial appropriation for each agency and fun-' affected and any amounts included in the executive
‘ budget. Indicato the relationship between the amotints shown for expenditures and appropriations.
‘! No additional appropriation would be necessary.
| IName: Shannon Sauer [Agency: NDDOT
[Phone Number: 328-4375 Date Prepared: 04/07/2003
; 3
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FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislativ:: Councll
02/10/2003

Amendment to: HB 1112

1A. State fiscal effect: /deniify the state fiscal effact and the fiscal effect on agency appmpﬁatlons compared fo
funding lavels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Blennium 2008-2007 Blennlum
General [Other Funds| General [OtherFunds{ General [OtherFunds
Fund Fund Fund

Revenues $178, $176.000
Expenditures ‘
Appropriations
1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the apprupriate political subdivision. f
2001-2003 Blennlum 2003-2008 Bisnnium 2005-2007 Blennium
School School School 3
Counties Clties Diztricts | Counties Clties Districts | Countles Citles Districts :

2. Narrative: /dentlfy the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and include ary comments relevent to !
your analysls.

This bill would change the fine structure for certain over size and over weight violations.

3. State fiscal offect detall; For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:
A. Revenuus: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts included in the executive budget,

increased state revenue is based on average of fines collect for past (3) years multiplied by the projected increase in
fine structure, as provided In the amended version of HB 1112,

B. Expenditures: Explain the exponditure amounts. Provide delall, when appropriate, for each agency, line
item, and fund affectod and the number of FTE positions affected.

It is not anticipated this bifl would resuit in significant additional expenditures to the state.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounis. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on
the biennial appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts included In the executive
budget. Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations.

No additional appropriation would be necessary.

Nama: Jerome Horner Agency: NDDOT
iPhone Number: 328-4443 [Date Prepared: 02/11/2003
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~ FISCAL NOTE
Requested by Legisiative Council
' 01/03/2003

Bill/Resolution No.: HB 1112

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropiiations compared fo
funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

{ 2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Blannlum 2005-2007 Biennium
i General |Other Funds| General [OtherFunds| Goneral [OtherFunds
b Fund Fund Fund
; Revenues . $300, $300,
Expenditures

Appropristions

1B. County, city, and schoo! district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.

2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Blennlum 2005-2007 Blennium
School School School
Counties Cities Districts | Counties Cities Districts | Counties Cities Districts
$12,600 _ $5,0C

2, Narrative: Identify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and Include any comments relevant to
your analysis.

ff ) This bill would change the fine structure for certain over size and over weight violations,
3. State fiscal effect detall: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:

A, Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts Included In the executive budget.

Increased state revenue is based on average of fines collect for past (3) years multiplied by the projected inorease in fine structure,
as provided in HB 1112,

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for eac1 agency, fine
item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

It is not anticipated this bill would result in significant additional expenditures to the state,

| C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on
. the blennial appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts Included in the executive
i budget. Indicate the relationship betwaen the amounts shown for expenditures and app: opriations.

No additional appropriation would be necessary.

Name: Jerome Horner iAgency: ND Dept. of Transportation
[Phone Number: 328-4443 [Date Prepared: 01/08/2003
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|
Page 5, line 8, replace "$800" with "$655" |
[

T R

%Bui. 20.0101 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for

Representative Bernstein
January 20, 2003

. 5
e e i 2|

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS T HOUSE BILL NO. 1112

)

Page 4, line 30, replace *$30" with "$20"
Page 4, line 31, replace "$60" with "$40"

| Page 6, line 1, replace "$90" with "$60"

Page &, line 2, replace "$200" with "$14Q"
Page 5, line 3, replace "$350" with "$220"
Page 5, line 4, replace "$420" with "$305"
Page 5, line 5, replace "$490" with *$380"
Page 5, line 6, replace "$640" with "$495"
Page 5, line 7, replace "$720" with "$575"

({ ' ) Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 38170.0101

The micrographic fmages on this £1lm are accurate reproductions of records del{vered to Modern Information Systems for microftiming and

were filmed in the regular course of business., Yhe photographic process meets stendards of the American National Standards Institute
NOTICE: 14 the fiiuwd fmage above fs less Legible than this Notice, ft is due to the quality of the

(ANS1) for archival microfiim.
dociument being #1{lmed. { ‘

Operhtor’s Rlgnature Date
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38170.0102 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for
Title. Re;ﬁr:senta%lvo Ruegy |
—~ January 23, 2003 ;
; ‘ PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1112

Page 1, line 1, remove the second "and"

Page 1, line 2, after the first comma Insert "and” and after the second comma Iingert
“subsection 1 of section 39-12-05.3, and sections"

Page 1, line 3, remove “issuance of permits for*

Page 3, after line 17, insert:

*SECTION 4. AMENDMENT. Subsection 1 of section 39-12-05.3 of the North
Dakota Century Code, efiective after July 31, 2003, Is amended and reenacted as

follows:

1. With a single axle that carries a gross weight in excess of twenty thousand
unds {8071.85 kilogrums) or a wheel load over ten thousand pounds .
[?535.92 kilograms]. A wheel may not carry a gross welght over five :
undred fifty pounds [249.48 kilograms] for each inch [2.54 centimeters] of

tire width. Axles spaced forty inches [101.60 centimeters] apart or less are f
considered as one axle. On axles spaced over forty inches [101.60 ;

’f\, centimeters) and under eight feet [2.44 meters) apart, the axle load may not
‘J exceed seventeen nineteen thousand pounds [#-4-087 8618.26 kilograms]

r axle, with a maximum of thirty-four thous
' gross welght on a tandem axle and a maximum of forty-eight
thousand pounds [21772.32 kilograms]) gross weight on any grouping ot
three or more axles. The wheel load, in any instance, may not exceed
one-half the allowable axle load. Spacing between axles Iis measured from

axle center to axle center."

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 38170.0102
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Prepared by the Legislative Councll staff for

381700103
Title. Representative Ruby
N January 23, 2003
“ PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO, 1112

Page 3, line 10, after "month" insert "
dollars per yea

tfor fees pal
Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 38170.0103

The micrographic images on this film are accurate reproductions of records del{vered to Modern Information swtem; foé microf{iming and
were f1imed in the regular course of business. The photographic process meets standards of the American National Standards Institute
NOYICE: 1If the filmed image above is less Legible than this Notice, it is due to the quality of the

(ANS1) for archival microfilm.
document being f{imed, ,L-/ \
m@fg&ﬁ_ﬁ%fl W32,
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38170,0104 Prepared by the Legislative Councll staff for
Title. Representative Ruby
( January 23, 2003
| PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1112

Page 3, line 6, after "owned" Insert “emergency”

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 38170.0104

The micrographic images on this film are accurate reproductions of records delfvered to Modern Information Systems for m{croff lmfnjmd
were filmed fn the regular course of bustness. The photographic process meets stendards of the American Natfonal Standerds Instftute
NOYICE: [If the filmed image above fa less legible than this Notice, ft s due to the quality of the

CANSI)Y for archival microfilm.
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. 2

House TRANSPORTATION

Committee

D Check here for Conference Committoe
Legislative Council Amendment Number 39/70 00

Action Teken Do ?m_ﬁ_%&,,t ﬂ&MM

Motion Made By Seconded By
Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes | No
Robin Weisz - Chairman v Lois Delmore e
Kathy Hawken - Vice Chairman v _| Arlo E. Schmidt v
LeRoy G. Bemnstein A+~ | Elwood Thorpe Ve
Mark A. Dosch v~ | Steven L. Zaiser v
Pat Galvin . v
Craig Headland v_
Clara Sue Price v
Dz- J. Ruby v
Dave Weiler H
Totl  Yes b No VA
Absent ,
t
Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly in®icate intent:
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38170.0107 Adopted by the Transportation Committee qf/
Title.0200 P Februaryp%. 2003 _')) 1 ) 0}-

>
BOUSE AMENDMENTS to HB 1112 htrm  2-7-03 ,‘6

Page 1, line 1, remove the second "and"

Page 1, line 2, replace the first corhma with "and" and after the second comma insert
“subsection 1 of section 39-12-06.3, and sections"

Page 1, line 3, remove "issuance of permits for"

Page 3, line 6, after "owned" insert "emergency or military"

Page 3, line 10, after "month” insert

r for aldon a

Page 3, after line 17, insert:

"SECTION 4. AMENDMENT. Subsection 1 of section 39-12-05.3 of the North
Dakota Century Code, effective after July 31, 2003, Is amended and reenacted as

follows:

1. With a single axle that carries a gross welght in excess of twenty thousand
\ Eounds (9071.85 kilograms] or a wheel load over ten thousand pounds

A AN A i R o o e S APl e

535.92 kllograms]. A wheel may not carry a gross weight over five

undred fifty pounds [249.48 kllograms] for each inch [2.54 centimeters] of
tire width, Axles spaced forly inches [101.60 centimeters] apart or less are
considered as one axle. On axles spaced over forly inches [101.60
centimeters] and under eight feet [2.44 meters{ apan, the . 'xle load may not
exceed seventeen nineteen thousand pounds [##£44-87 8618.26 kilograms]
mr axle, with a maximum of thirty-four thousand pounds [15422.14

ograms] gross wel | forty-eight
thousand pounds [21772.32 kilograms] gross weight on §ny grouping of

three or more axles. The wheel load, In any instance, ma{ not exceed
one-half the allowable axle load. Spacing between axles is measured from

axle center to axle center.”

Page 4, line 30, replace “$30" with “$20"
Page 4, line 31, replace "$60" with "$40"

Page 5, line 1, replace "$90" with "$60"

Page 5, line 2, replace "$200" with "$140" ;
Page 5, line 3, reptace "$350" with "$220"

Page 5, line 4, replace "$420" with "$305"

Page 5, line 5, replace "$490" with "$380"

Page No. 1 38170.0107
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HOUSE AMENDMENTS to N
112 bt - _
Page 5, “ne 6, ] ep'ace “M" wm.' hwﬂu m 2 7-03 )—%9' I

Page 5, line 7, replace *$720" with "$575"

P ,
N Page 6, line 8, replace "$800" with "$655"
| Renumber accordingly
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‘f' The micrographic fmages on this #ilm are accurate reproductions of records delivered to Modern Information Systems foi microffimi
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Roll Call Vote # 1

| 2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE RO
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. _ -l CALL VOTES

House TRANSPORTATION Commilt
oo

D Check here for Conference Committee
’ Legislative Council Amendment Number _ﬁ&w” 9"“"4’1/7%&»737 ?

Action Taken
Motion Made By ﬁ"a ‘| 2112'2 > Seconded By & ’
Representatives Yes | N _
e _Weisz o »eo 0 — [l’l:prmnuﬂvu Yes | No 5
Kathy Hawken - Vice Chairman Atlo E. Schmidt f
LeRoy G. Bernstein ' Elwood Thorpe
Mark A. Dosch Steven L. Zaiser
Pat Galvin
Craig Headland ’
Clara Sue Price
Dan J. Ruby
Dave Weiler
Total Yes 7 Ne
5,7
) ~
Absent L\IJLW){ M Vg4
Floor Assignment

! (k ~ I the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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Roll Call Vote #: ___ 7,

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. '

House TRANSPORTATION Committee

[ ] Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number _ 3470 ot¢ !

Action Taken D oo M"
Motion Made By &F__Eﬁé&:&—:«swonded By W/
v

Yes | No |  Representatives Yes | No
Robin Weisz - Chairman Lois Delinore ‘

Kathy Hawken - Vice Chairman Arlo E. Schmidt
Elwood Thorpe
Steven L. Zaiser

Dave Weiler

Total  Yes 7 No L
Absent I~
Floor Assignment

( “ If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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Yhe micrographic imsges on this

‘(‘:ur:t;(for archival microfilm
document being ¢4

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-28-2014

February 7, 2003 1:82 p.m. Carrier: Ru
insert LC: 38170.0107 Title: 02

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
HB 1112;: T Committee  (Rep. Welsz, Chairman) recommends
AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS
(7 YEAS, 4 NAYS, 2 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1112 was placed on the Sixth
order on the calendar.

Page 1, line 1, remove the second "and"

Page 1, line 2, replace the first comma with "and” and after the second comma insert
“subsection 1 of section 39-12-08.3, and sections"

Page 1, line 3, remove "issuance of permits for*

Page 3, line 6, after "owned" insert "emergency or mititary*

cavic

B YSARITY L
L & YOI

Page 3, after line 17, insert:

“SECTION 4. AMENDMENT. Subsection 1 of section 39-12-05.3 of the North
f%lalok?\: Century Code, effective after July 31, 2003, is amended and reenacted as

1. With a single axie that carries a gross wei&lz in excess of twenty thousand
rounds [9071.85 kilograms)] or a wheel load over ten thousand pounds

45635.92 kilograms]. A wheel may not carry a gross weight over five
hundred fifty pounds [249.48 ki ragm] for e:gh inch [2.64 centimeters) of

tire width. spaced forty inches [101.60 centimeters] apart or less are
considered as one axle. On axies spaced over forty inches [101.60
centimete Mr eight feet [2.44 meters] apart, the axle load may
not e nineteen thousand pounds (++0+ 8618.26
kllograms] per axe, with a maximum of thity-four thousand pounds

B WO 1 & WRIKoin akie gii 8 iias
forty-eight thousand pounds [21772.32 kilograms] gross weight on an
grouping of three or more axies. The wheel load, in any instance, may not
exceed one-half the allowable axle load. Spacing between axles is
measured from axie center to axie center.”

Page 4, line 30, replace "$30" with "$20"
Page 4, line 31, replace "$60" with "$40"
Page 5, line 1, replace "$90" with "$60"
Page 5, line 2, replace "$200" with *$140*
Page 5, line 3, replace "$350" with "$220"
Page 5, line 4, replace "$420" with “$305"
Page 5, line 5, replace "$490" with “$380"
Page 5, line 6, replace "$640" with "$495"

Page 5, line 7, replace "$720" with *$575"
(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 -
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5 . HOUSE AMEMIMENTS 4oy gy,
Page 5, line 6, replace "$640" with "$495"
Page 5, line 7, replace "$720* with “§575"
/\ Page 5, line 8, repiace "$800" with "$655"
Renumber accordingly
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The micrographic images on this +{lm are accurate reproductions of records delivered to Modern Information Systems for microffiming e
were filmed tn the regular course of business, The photographic process meets standards of the American Nacional Standards Institute
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO, HB 1112
Senate Transportation Committee

Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 2-27-03
Tape Number Side A Side B . Meter #
1 X 700-4390

Committee Clerk Signature 71)4% K MM oraere

Minutes:

Chairman Senator Thomas Trenbeath opened the hearing on HB 1112 relating to non
criminal disposition fees, definition of moving violation, vehicles of excessive size and weight,
and limitations on loads extending beyond the sides of a motor vehicle; and to provide a penalty.
Attached testimony from LeRoy Emst, ND Motor Carriers Association, (not present) in support
of HBO 1112.

Grant Levi (Deputy Director for Engineering for ND DOT) See attached testimony in support of
HB 1112.

Senator Bercier asked about page 3 line 9, the reimbursement for unused fees paid. Unused
monthly fees could be reimbursed but not fees paid on a yearly basis.

Grant Levi replied that is how it is written,

Senator Bercier asked if super singles had been looked at and the damage that they do when

) adding three axles.
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m violations. Asked if they were satisfactory.
~ Grant Levi said that they worked with the House and are comfortable with the changes.

T v

Page 2
Senate Transportation Committee §
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112 j

m Hearing Date 2-27-03

Grant Levi said that had not been reviewed.

Senator Mutch asked what the anticipated increase in revenue would be.

Grant Lievi pointed out that there is a fiscal note attached that shows an increase in revenue with
the engrossed bili (0 $175,000.

Senator Espegard asked if he undersfood right that tho municipalities were required to get a
permit but would not be charged for it.

Grant Levi replied that under the current law the municipalities do obtain a permit but are not ;
charged for it. Under the proposed engrossed version of HB 1112 they would be required to pay

the permit fee.
Senator Nething noted that the House set some different fees for some of the overload ]

o

(Meter 1840) Discussion on the fee hikes. Factors taken into consideration when determining

the rate hikes included damege from eac!. of the different weights and what the surrounding g
states do. The fees will be charged in categories rather than on a per pound basis as is done now.
Doyle Schulz (Director of the Motor Carrier Division ND Highway Patrol) See attached |
testimony in support of HB 1112 and in opposition of the two amendments passed by the House
Transportation Committee.

Senator Espegard asked if the ND DOT runs overloaded.

e B
AllE At

Doyle Schulz answered that he didn’t recall if they ever had an overloaded DOT truck.

They do follow the law.

.J.
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Page 3

Senate Transportation Commiltee

Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112
h Hearing Date 2-27-03

Senator Mutch asked where an out of state person would buy a permit and if a permit is needed

T A

before entering the state.
Doyle Schulz said that permits could be purchased through the permit section, from any trooper,

scales, or district offices. Some permits can be purchased online, The permit does need to be in
hand before entering the state.

(Meter 2335) Discussion on issuing permits to cities and municipalities. Currently they are on
dimensional issues. This amendment was added on to collect a fee and the fee schedule has to do

with the overweight aspect.

Leanns Emmer (Permit Section Administrator ND Highway Patrol) See attached testimony,

Senator Mutch asked if someone other than farmers, such as someone hauling fuel, could get
rq the same privileges as the farmer in respect to the 10% weight exemption harvest permit and
o 10% weight exemption winter permit.

T Bt o, e Nk AP o e v

Leanna Emmer clarified that the 10% harvest would apply strictly to those farm products
coming from the field. It’s strictly for those types of products harvested and solid wastes, sugar
beets and potatoes.

Senator Nething didn’t understand why the House would put the amendments on with the
concerns that the ND Highway Patrol has with it

Leanna Emmer reported that the Highway Patrol wasn’t present when the restrictions were put

on the bill.

Senastor Taylor asked about private industry garbage trucks getting the harvest permit and

running overweight

- ) Leanns Emmer affinned that garbage trucks are able to obtain the 10% permit,

it

S i
A e P n .
SRt
S i i \ % e O 1y ! L LA
2 % &'\ %&bnfg\’:‘_-_.jl‘;[-i";»t;'v‘\i(.l‘%%’f;.,;;".-., TR ¢ o
ANt RN R T S
I

L SHp rmation sy.tm for microfiining snd

" delvared to Nodarn info
the wicrographic fmages on o0 ﬂln'a&o ?ﬁﬁ.":'“ e okegtaph Ofp:a::?mtc standerds of the NnMe'.n O'ntioml Stenderds lmtituth:
were filmed $n the regular course of bus 1t the filmed imege above is less Legible then this Notfce, it s

The photegraphic due to the quality of t

(ANS1) for archival mierofilm. NOYICE:
document being f{lmed. (y \ /2 1 /0
; / < ~ Date

eritor’s Stgnature /




Page 4

Senate Transportation Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112
Heuring Date 2-27-03

‘ (Meter 3550) Discussion on the payment of fees and refunds. Fees are for 30 day periods but can

B

be paid for as many 30 day periods as desired. Refunds are made on 30 day periods. It would be
difficult to refund partial months.
Jerry Hjelmstad (ND League of Cities) Distributed a proposed amendment (see attached). This

would restore the exemption from the permit requirement for the publicly owned vehicles that

were not emergency or military vehicles.
Terry Traynor (Association of Counties) Testified in support. Feels it is important to ;
encourage vehicle owners to stay within the weight limits and when they aren’t to get the proper
permits because these affect county roads as well state highways. Also supports the proposed

amendment from the League of Cities.
{ "W Bill Wocken (City of Bismarck) Testified in support of the proposed amendment by the League 1
~" ofCities. |
Senator Bercier asked about the wording “may not”. |
Senator Trenbeath offered the explanation that “may not” means the same as “shall not” but
“may” does not mean the same as “shall”.
There was no opposition.
The hearing on HB 1112 was closed
)
1
i
w

s

.éa‘ A gw(n ‘;;1.‘. U ;x“ S S
i \‘5‘?*'%%#&.‘.&&«%"%-in_‘}zr:;fa;a'v:u&,-x',f,A.'», e :

it N B " . : . v ' i X
: P v T
i ‘ ‘ ‘ . e T
B hathd ! N e em e . |
C
s

fc fmages on this f1lm are sccurate reproductions of records del(vered to Modern tnformution Systems for microffiming ond
.'.'.':.':?'i:’.?ﬁ'» :ho rmlar course of business. Th:p photographic process meets stendards of the Amer{can National Standerda Institute
CANS1) for archival microfilm, NOTICE: If the filmed image sbove is less legible than this Notice, it fs due to the cuality of the

 document being f1imed. L/

%%ﬁ%/l‘: /D /&oéé._ J




3

RO FELEEE SE AN

e
erms

m."'ﬁim'ﬂ'ﬁa‘.m'rmm course of business, The pho {mage shove is less legible than this Notice,

(ANSI) for archival microfilm,

2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1112
Senate Transportation Committee
Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 3-06-03
Tape Number Side A Side B " Meter #
i X 33404110

Committee Clerk Signature @@% /( ‘7’)’20;{441!

Minutes:

Chairman Senator Thomas Trenbeath opened HB 1112 for discussion.

There was discussion on the proposed amendment from the ND League of Cities that would
reword that section in line 6 on page 3. There was some confusion as to which “or” should be
removed. Some discussion on testimony that put in garbage truck provisions. The bill might be
more just as it was in the House before it was amended.

The committee was adjourned.
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1112
Senate Transportation Committee

& Conference Committee

Hearing Date 3-07-03
Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
1 X 0-1000 !

At B B i

Committee Clerk Signature ‘77’)@;( K Movacne
Minutes:

E O Chairman Senator Thomas Trenbeath opened HB 1112 for discussion,
Senator Trenbeath called on Jerry Hjelmstad (ND League of Cities) for clarification on the
proposed amendment as to which “or’’ was intended to be deleted on line 6, page 3. It was

clarified that it would be the first “or” in the sentence. |
Scnator Espegard moved to adopt the amendment. Seconded by Senator Nething, Roll call |
vote 5-0-1. Passsed.

Some discussion fotllowed on the permits, fees, and fines.

Senator Espegard moved a Do Pass as amended and refer to appropriations. Secondeq by

Senator Nething, Roll call vote 3-2-1. Passed. Floor carrier is Senator Trenbeath.
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO, HB 1112 & Vote
Senate Appropriations Committee
A Conference Committee

Hearing Date 3-17-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
2 X 0-2000

‘ \
Committee Clerk Signature (&"““‘ ‘Dm

Minutes: CHAIRMAN HOLMBERG opened the hearing to HB 1112, A bill relating to non

criminal disposition fees, definition of moving violation, issuance of permits for vehicles of

‘)
e excessive size and weight; and limitations on loads extending beyond the sides of a motor

vehicle; and to provide a penalty.

(Meter 370) GRANT LEV], Deputy Director for Engineering for the ND DOT, testified in
support of HB 1112, See written testimony Exhibit 1.

(Meter 1056) SENATOR BOWMAN commented that the emphasis is to make sure these trucks
are not hauling more than what they are suppose to, He has a problem with closing down the
weigh scales and then wait until a truck pulls across the roads and damage the roadways until we
catch them, The damage is already done. (Meter 1115) GRANT LEVI replied with respect to that
the DOT has worked very closely with the Highway Patrol on a weigh enforcement plan that

would be put in conjunction with the weigh scale proposal that was in their budget. He pointed

\-) out that not too many trucks drive up to a weigh scale over weight anyway. 1 le stated that the
}
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Page 2

Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112
Hearing Date 3-17-03

Highway Patrol would put out mobile units throughout the state and pertodically pull trucks over
and weigh them. Also in plan are strategical place monitoring stations,

(Meter 1220) SENATOR BOWMAN wanted to know if it was the DOT budget that was short
$25,0007 This inoney collected from this goes into their budget? And because of the reductions,
Senate Transportation committee is going to be short $25,00007 (Meter 1246) GRANT LEVI
stated that is correct.

(Metor 1277) SENATOR MATHERN asked what the rational is of the Senate Transportation
Committee increasing all of them from the House except for two of them that they decreased?
(Meter 1317) GRANT LEVI stated he was not part of those discussions and couldn’t tell him
why they made those decisions. They did have some concerns about the fee structure in
relationship to other states.

(Meter 1346) SENATOR SCHOBINGER asked about Section 3 line 24, subsection 2 , where it
talks about who will assessed the fee? The person operating the vehicle or the owner of the
vehicle? Was there any discussion to narrowing that down, is some cases they are not the same?
(Meter 1409) GRANT LEVI stated that no discussion with respect to that, He referred that
particular question to be directed to the Highway Patrol.

(Meter 1434) SENATOR KRAUTER stated on Page 3, Section 3, he agreed there will be
revenue increase because guys get around the fees. Is there any other permit a person can get for
overweight besides the 10% overweight permit? (Meter 1494) GRANT LEVI stated there are
other permits that can be obtained to travel overweight during certain portions of the season but
the 10% is a blanket permit that occurs during July and also the first part of December. (Meter

1526) SENATOR KRAUTER also commented that he is amazed that when grain is hauled, it is
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Page 3

Senate Appropriations Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112
Hearing Date 3-17-03

weighed within 200 pounds. The equipinent and technology on these trucks nowadays is
amazing. (Meter 1573) SENATOR THANE asked 1 -1,000 pounds is a minimum of $20 on
overweight. A truck carrying 200 gallons of diesel fuel with ¥ tanks instead of full tanks, is
there some cushion in there? (Meter 1633) GRANT LEVI stated the Highway Patrol will allow
some leeway and have some flexibility, (Meter 1668) SENATOR THANE questioned the tire
size and got confirmation from the Highway Patrol, Scott Brandon. (Meter 1730) Scott Brandon,
Higﬁway Patrol confirmed they go by the what the tire size is not what the measurement of the
tire.

(Meter 1765) SENATOR LINDAAS asked where the fees go? (Meter 1780) GRANT LEVI
responded the fees go in i!.: highway funds, directly into those funds that are used directly by the
department of transportation The overweight fines go in highway funds,

(Meter 1831) Scott Brandon, Highway Patrol stated that the fee money goes to the highway fund
and the fines go to the school trust funds,

There was a DO PASS motion by SENATOR ANDRIST and a second by SENATOR
ROBINSON,

(Meter 1968) SENATOR SCHOBINGER stated he plans to vote for the bill but wants a
clarification from the chairman of the Transportation committee about the fine going to the
operator or the owner of the vehicle.
A roll call vote of 12 yeas, 0 nays and 2 absent with the bill passing. Transportation will carry by

SENATOR TRENBEATH.

Hearing was closed on HB 1112.
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMIT TEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1112

House Transportation Committee
fConforence Committee ‘
Hearing Date April 3, 2003 |
Tape Number Side A Side B Meter # |
i X 0.0 to_20.1
2 X 42to 10.8
Commiittee Clerk Signature ‘
Minutes: i‘

Chairman, Rep. Ruby opened the conference committee meeting with roll of the members:

Rep. Ruby, Chairman Sen. Nething !
Rep. Weisz Sen. Espepard i
Rep. Thorpe Sen. Bercier

All members were present and responded to roll call.

Rep. Ruby explained the background of the House actions. He also had asked that Mr. Gary

Bereth and other members of the ND DOT staff to be present as resource people. Discussion

centered around the purpose of the House amendm »nt which had as its purpose to specifically

exempt publicly owned emergency from the permit fees, He also explained that it was their
intent to limit the exemption to emergency vehicles as to do otherwise would open the door for :
publicly owned vehicles to avoid the fees and thus compete with private industries such as waste

disposal hauler, snow remover, dump truck hauler. etc. For example a small city or town which
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House Transportation Committee

Bill/Resolution Number SB 1112
~—~  Hearing Date April 3, 2003

owned their own garbage truck could under bid private contvactors for the work in neighboring

e e e A b o

communitas because they would be exempted from the $50 per month permit fee.

Following discussion with most of the coinmittee participating they arrived at a consensus on a
!gpuly worded amendment, The committee recessed at the call of the chair, while Rep. Weisz
and the House intern prepare the language for committee review upon reconvening,

Rep. Ruby reconvened the conference committee at 3:40 PM, He presented copies of the
amendment which was drafted. A copy of the amendment is attached. The amendment basically
provided that the exemption was valid for operations only within the limits of the jurisdiction for

which it was issued.
Sen, Bercier moved approval of the amendment. Sen. trenbeath seconded the motion. Motion

,.D carried on a voice vote.
i
| _Rep. Thompe moved a ‘Do Pass as amended’ motion for HB 1112. Sen Bercier seconded the

motion. On a roll call vote the motion carried 5 Ayes O Nays 1 Absent. (Note: Sen
Nething was absent for the PM session only )

For the record, Jerry Hjelmstad was present during the afternoon session as a resource petson,
He represented the ND League of cities.

End of record.
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HOUSE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
January 16, 2003

North Dakota Department of Transportation
David A, Sprynczynatyk, Director

HB 1112

Mr. Chairman and members of the House Transportation Committee: My name is David
Sprynozynatyk and | am the Director of the North Dakota Department of Transportation, Iam
here today to testify in support of House Bill 1112, which was introduced at the request of the

Department.

North Dakota has a large investment in its transportation system. If we started today to build just

the state system, it would cost us about $8.5 billion. To adequately protect the transportation

system and our investment, we must ensure that traffio adheres to the state's weight restrictions,

As the weight per axle increases, the damage to the highway is exponential, For example, a
36,000 pound axle weight does 24 times as much damage as a 18,000 pound axle weight. The
attached graph illustrates how the damage grows as the weights increase. In addition to the
damage to roadways, unpermitted loads can also be a safety hazard for other drivers. Over-
height loads can and do strike overpasses, which impacts the flow of traffic and safety of other
drivers, Also, over-length loads are dangerous to other drivers as they may try to pass a long
truck or are being passed by a long truck. HB 1112 would revise the penalty for not having a

L A e 2 e . e —

permit, and modify the fee structure for overweight loads. This proposal will not affect the driver

who is adhering to the state’s weight laws, but hopefully will deter drivers who may be
considering traveling without a permit or hauling overweight.

The first recommended change deals with the penalty for not having a permit. Permits are issued

to ensure that oversize and overweight trucks move safely, and to protect North Dakota’s
investment in its highway infrastructure, Each permit contains travel restrictions and safety
requirements, Particular routes may be designated to accommodate certain heights, widths, or
loads. If a bridge on a particular route or some other feature is restricting for certain size loads,
the permit designates an alternate safe route. If a certain route has maintenance or construction
activity occurring to reduce safe movements, alternate routes are designated, The intent of the
permit is not only to make the driver aware of these unsafe areas but also to protect the public

and highway workers.

Part of the problem has been the amount of the current penalty fee. The cost of a permit is $20,
and the penalty for operating without a permit is also $20. There is no real consequence for

getting caught without a permit. Permit fees for routine oversize load movements increased from
$10 to $20 in 1997. The penalty for operating without a permit has not changed since 1973. The
changes recommended in Sections 1-5 of this bill would raise the penalty for operating without a

permit to $100,
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By increasing the penalty fee, Nosth Dakota would also be more uniform with our neighboring

states. Currently, South Dakota's penalty fee is $136 and Montana's is $70, Minnesota’s penalty

fees are $40 per foot for over-width violation. $20 per inch for over-height violations, and $20

per foot for over-length violations, These penalties are assessed on oversize loads moving .
without a permit or exceeding the limits on a permit,

The North Dakota Highway Patrol reports seeing an increased number of carriers hauling
oversize or overweight loads without permits, Increasing the fine to $100 will serve as a greater
deterrent than the current fine. A carrier moving an oversize load is more apt to obtain a
necessary permit for $20 than risk a fine of $100 for not obtaining one,

The second portion of the changes proposed relate to Section 6, involving charges for the
“extraordinary use’ of highways, strects, and roads because of excessive weight, Having an
appropriate fee structure for overweight vehicles can deter abuse and help protect our highway
infrastructure. The changes being recommended put North Dakota's fees more in line with .
surrounding states. Attached for your reference is a graph showing fee comparisons between |
surrounding states and a table comparing existing and proposed fee schedules for North Dakota,
The fees proposed increase exponentially, which is consistent with the exponential damage
caused by excessive weights that I mentioned earlier.

Here are the fees currently assessed in North Dakota and surrounding states for a 4,000 pound
overload!

North Dakota North Dakota South Dakota Minnesota Montana

(Current) (Proposed) . f
Overload Fee: $70 $200 $600 $300 $125 |

Citation: 20 20 136 + Court Cost 10

Total  $90 $220 $736 $300+ Court $195

This bill carries a fiscal note of about $300,000 in additional revenue per biennium. The revenue
is credited to the State Highway Fund and has been factored into the department’s budget.

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my testimony on House Bill 1112. I would be happy to try to
answer any questions the committce might have.
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NORTH DAKOTA
MOTOR CARRIERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

1031 Eastinterstate Avenue « P.O. Box 874 « Blsmarck, ND 58502-0874 + (701) 223:2700 + Fax (701) 223-4324

February 27, 2003

Senator Thomas Trenbeath, Chairman
Senate Transportation Committee
State Capitol

‘Bismarck, ND 58505

Dear Mr, Chairman:

Because of an NDMCA Budget Committee and Board of Directors meeting I am unable to attend
your commiittee ::~arings on Thursday, February 27",

Please be advised that on behalf of NDMCA, I would like to advise your committee of our
members support of HB1112,

The American Transportation Research Institute tells us that in the year 2000 ND trucking paid |
approximately $114 million in Federal and State user taxes and fees. This represents 43% of all
taxes and user fees paid by all highway users. i

Trucking has a big investment in our highway system, therefore it stands to reason that the
systemn should be protected from those who knowingly choose to exceed weight limitations as
imposed under state law. This abuse by a few can only lead to adverse conditions such as sub
standard roads, lower weight limits and higher user taxes and fees for all,

For this reason we support HB!112 and request your committee’s favorable consideration with a !
do pass recommendation,

Thank you.

e

g s B
P e

Sincerely,

Koy Bt

LeRoy H. Emst

.lf > Managing Director
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SENATE '"RANSPORTATION “OMMITTEE
Fibruary 27, 2003

North Dakota Department of Transportation
Grant Levi, Deputy Director for Engineering

HB 1112

M., Chairman and members of the committee. I'm Grant Levi, Deputy Director for Engineering
for the North Dakota Department of Transportation. I am here today to testify in support of
House Bill 1112, which was introduced at the request of the department,

North Dakota has a huge investment in its transportation system. If we started today to build just
the state system, it would cost us about $8.5 billion. To adequately protect the transportation
system and our investment, we must ensure that traffic adheres to the state’s weight restrictions.
As the weight per axle increases, the damage to the highway is exponential. For example, a
36,000-pound axle weight does 24 tiries as much damage as a 18,000-pound axle weight. The
attached graph illustrates how the damage grows as the weights increase. Also attached is an
article written by the South Dakota Local Transportation Assistance Program which illustrates
that even a legal 20,000 - pound truc axle consumes a thousand times as much pavement life as
a 2,000 - pound automobile axle. In addition to the damage to roadways, unpermitted loads can
also be a safety hazard for other drivers. Over-height loads can and do strike overpasses, which
impacts the flow of traffic and the safety of other drivers. Over-length loads are also dangerous
to other drivers as they are passing or being passed.

HB 1112 would revise the penalty for not having a permit, and modify the fee structure for
overweight loads. This proposal will not affect the driver who is adhering to the state’s weight
laws, but we hope it will deter drivers who may be overweight or consider traveling without a

permit.

The first recommended change deals with the penalty for not having a permit. Permits are issued
to ensure that oversize and overweight trucks move safely, and to protect North Dakota’s
investment in its highway infrastructure. Each permit contains travel restrictions and safety
requirements. Particular routes mavbe d::signated to accommodate certain heights, widths, or
loads. If a bridge on a particular .ute, of some other feature is restricting certain size loads, the
permit designates an alternate safc route, If a route has maintenance or construction activity
occurring which may impact the safe movement of a vehicle, alternate routes are designated. The
intent of the permit is not only to make the driver aware of these unsafe areas, but also to protect

the public and highway workers.

Part of the problem has been the amouat of the current penalty fee for operating without a permit.
The cost of a permit is $20, and the penalty for operating without a permit is also $20. There is
no real consequence for getting caught without a permit. Permit fees for routine oversize load
movements increased from $10 to $20 in 1997. The penalty for operating without a permit has
not changed since 1973. The changes recommended in Sections 1-5 of this bill would raise the

penalty for operating without a permit to $100.
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By increasing the penalty fee, North Dakota would also be more uniform with our neighboring
states. Currently, South Dakota's citation penalty fee is $136 and Montana's is $70,
Minnesota’s penalty fces are $40 per foot for over-width violations, $20 per inch for over-height
violations, and $20 per foot for over-length violations. These penalties are assessed on oversize
loads moving without a permit or exceeding the limits on a permit,

Increasing the fine to $100 will serve as a greater deterrent than the current fine. A carrier
moving an oversize load is more apt to obtain a required permit for $20 than risk a fine of $100 |

for not obtaining one. ‘ |

The second portion of the recommended changes relates to section 7, involving charges for the
“extraordinary use” of highways, streets, and roads (that is, operating a vehicle of excessive
weight). Having an appropriate fee structure for overweight vehicles can deter abuse and help
protect the infrastructure, The changes being recommended also put North Dakota’s fees more in :'
line with surrounding states. Attached for your reference is a graph showing fee comparisons

between surrounding states, %

Table 1 shows the fees currently assessed in North Dakota and surrounding states for a 4,000 1
pound overload’

TABLE 1

FEES ASSESSED FOR A 4,000 POUND OVERLOAD |

Violation North Dakora | NorthDakots | SouthDakots | Minnesots Montana }

(Current) (Proposed) . '

Overload Fee $70.00 $200.00 $600.00 $300.00 $125.00 |
Citation $20.00 $20,00 $136.00 + Court costs $70.00
TOTAL $90.00 $220.00 $736.00 [ $300.00 + Court | $195.00

The engrossed HB 1112 modified the NDDOT’s proposed fee structure. For example, it reduces
the fees for a 4,000 pound overload from $200 to $16C. Attached is a table that presents the
present fee, NDDOT's proposed fee, and the engrossed House Bill’s amended fee structure for
overloads. The recommended fees are shown as exponential increases as the weight differences
increase. This is consistent with the exponential damage caused by excessive weights that I

mentioned earlier,
In addition to modifying the fee structure, the House amended HB 1112 as follows:

. Page 3, section 3, was amended to require all publicly owned vehicles, except
emergency or military vehicles, to purchase a permit they currei:tly are not
charged for. This amendment will impact the counties, cities, federal, and state
agencies. For example, city garbage trucks would now be required to obtain a
permit if the amendment passes. Administration costs for the Highway Patrol will

also increase.
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. Page 3, section 3, was amended to modify the fee structure allowing the option of
puying a $250 annual fee for the ten percent weight exemption in lieu of the $50
uionthly fee, This change may affect the state’s revenue as presently a user %
obtaining the harvest exemption and the winter permits would pay up to $400 3
based on the monthly fee, compared to $250 based on the annual fee.
Administrative costs for the Highway Patrol will also increase.

. Page 3, section 4, was amended to modify the axle load carrying capacity on
tandem and triple axles. The amendment allows for a maximum of 19,000
pounds per axle with the proper spacing. The NDDOT studied this issue and has
no concems as long as the 550 lbs. per inch of width and gross vehicle weight
provisions in state law are maintained.

It is imperative that we protect the investment made on our transportation system. Controlling
and deterring the weight of vehicles allowed to uperate on the road network are a means of
protecting that investment. Therefore, we support the provisions outlined in HB 1112,

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my testimony. I would be happy to answer any questions the
committee may have,
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Senate Transportation Committee
February 27, 2003

' HB 1112 |

Mr, Chairman and members of the Senate Transportation Committee: My name is Doyle Schulz, é
and I am the Director of the Motor Carrier Division of the North Dakota Highway Patrol ‘ |
(NDHP), 1 am here today to testify in support of HB 1112, While we support the bill we do

oppose two amendments passed by the House Transportation Committes.

I will address the amendment on Page 3, Line 6. Ms. Leanna Emmer, our Permit Section
Administrator will address the amendment on Page 3 Line 10, Currently the statute reads,
‘Official or publicly owned vehicles may not be required to pay charges for permits’. This
amendment would exempt only official or publicly owned emergency or military vehicles from
purchasing of permits.

Most official or publicly owned vehicles utilize self-issue permits for which there is not a charge,

An example of some government agenoies utilizing self-issue permits are: ND Department of

Transportation (NDDOT), Bureau of Indian Affairs, ND Public Service Commission, ND & US

Game & Fish, the Department of Energy, cities and counties, These are publicly owned

nonprofit vehicles providing a service to the state. Asking these government entities to submit

fees while providing this service seems unreasonable. With this amendment the NDHP would

collect fees from the NDDOT, and ultimately transfers those funds back to the NDDOT. |

! There will be additional administrative cost to the NDHP in the collection and transfer of these

! fees. The exact amount of this cost is unknown.,
Mr., Chairman, this concludes my testimony on House Bill 1112, I'would be happy to answer any
questions the committee may have. Thank you.
!
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Senate Transportation Committee
February 27, 2003 ;_
HB 1112 (,

Mr. Chairman and members of the Senate Transportation Committee: My name is Leanna
Emmer and I am the Permit Section Administrator for the North Dakota Highway Patrol, Again
while we support the bill, I am here testifying in opposition to the amendment on line 10 of
House Bill 1112,

B s v e % e P

We are opposed to the amendment that would allow a $250 annual permit for the harvest and the
winter weight exemption permits, The 10% weight exemption harvest permit and 10% weight
exemption winter permit are two distinct permits for two separate reasons. They have different
travel restrictions, dates of movement, and different load types are authorized with each 10% <;

permit type. :

Prior to issuing either one of these permit types, authorization from the NDDOT Director must ;
be given. The 10% weight exemption harvest permit authorizes the movement of harvested (
products from the field to the initial point of storage and for the collection and transport of solid %
waste, sugar beets, and potatoes. The purpose of this permit is to help farmers in moving j
harvested products from the field to storage.

The harvest permit is valid July 15 through November 30. The July 15 start date of this permit is !

contingent upon road conditions, The fee is $50 per 30-day period. The fee for entire period is
, $250. A customer has the option to purchase this permit in 30-day increments or for the entire
' 3 period that the weight exemption period applies.

The 10% weight exemption wintertime permit authorizes the movement of all products. This
permit is issued when the roadbeds are frozen. It is valid December 1 through March 7. Again
the fee is $50 per 30-day period, and for the entire 3 months, $150. A customer has the option to
purchase this permit in 30-day increments or for the entire period that the weight exemption

period applies.

The 1997 Legislature increased most of the NDHP permit fees. The 10% weight exemption
permit fce was increased from $25 to $50 for 30-day increments,

The approximate cost to upgrade the NDHP in-house computer system to comply with this
change is approximately $10,000. The department has not budgeted for this change.

Mr. Chairman and members of committee, this concludes my testimony on House Bill 1112, I |
will be happy to answer any questions you may have. Thank you. :
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ate: February 27, 2003

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1112
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Truck Weights and Highways
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Illogally overweight vehicles
damage South Dakota roads,
shorten road Ife, and increase
costs 10 both the trucking indus-

laws o protect state and local

highways from damage caused |

by Hlegally overweight vehicles:

s In 1996, the Legislature limited the maximum weight al-
lowed on axies (other than steering axies) to 500 pounds
times the total width, In inches, of all tires motinted on the
axie. This action ensured that the weight carried o axles
fitted with single tires (as opposed to conventional dual
tires) would not exceed pavements' load capacity.

* When the Legislature raised the stale fuel tax in 1999, it
also increased civil penalties for overweight frucks to sa’a-
guard the public's invest
ment. The graduated pen-
ally schedule discourages
intentiona! violations that

Pounds Civil Penalty
Overweight  por Pound,

1.000-3000 _ $0.05

most severely damaged 3O0LAK0 &if
roads and bridges, but Im- 55567770600 ).976
poses more modest fines 10,000 $0.75

for lesser, unintentional
overweights.

*To protect the public invesiment In local roads and
bridges, the Leglslature enacted a law requiring the
Depariment of Transporiation to monitor how diligently
counties prosecute overwelight violations and, if neces-
sary, to withhold tunding from counties that fail to act
responsibly.

The South Dakota Department of Transportation supports
all of these leglslative actions, which have improved aware-
ness and compliance with truck waight regulations. Fewer
vehicles are operaling seriously overweight, preventing
needless damage o roads and bridges and saving laxpay-
ors millions of dollars.
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it is Important for those responsi-
ble for funding, bulding, and
maintaining highways to under-
stand the reasons behind truck
.. Weight regulations and to be able
«v+ 10 @xplain them when shippers,
" haulers, business contacts, and
"ow o personal acquaintances Inquire
+7+ aboul them,

South Dakota Supports Trucking

South Dakota values the trucking industry and its contri-
bution to the economy and well being of the stale. Nearly }
everything we own, eat, use, grow, or manufacture is car- ;
ried by truck on at least part of its journey.

Because of the importance of trucking, the South Dakota |
Legislature and other branches of state government have j
historically adopted rules and procedures that help the
industry to operate competitively:
* To ease regulatory burdens, the Depariment of Revenue
has joined the International Fuiol Tax Agreement and the
International Registration Plan. Both enable motor carriers
to register In just South Dakota but operate in all states
and provinces, Efforts are underway to provide online IRP
and IFTA services to the trucking industry.

*Unlike most states, South Dakota does not impose
absolute gross weight limits on trucks. Instead, it allows
essentially unlimited gross weight, provided the load is :
supported by enough lires and axies to prevent road and j
bridge damage.
= South Dakota grants lolerances for hauling agricultural
loads. Loads from field to farm are allowed to weigh 10%
more than the normal welght limit, while loads from farm
to market are allowed 5% more than normal,

* To help truckers comply with weight regulations, the High-
way Patrol will, without charge, weigh vehicles and instruot

haulers on proper loading.
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* Together with the Depariment of Revenue and the Highway Palrol, the Depari-
ment of Transporiation has developed an automaied permitling system that allows
truckers to oblain perinils online and quickly identifies safe routes for movement !
of oversize and overweight vehicles, !

* To reduce delays and improve traffic salety, the Depurtment of Transportation will
replace the port of entry at North Sioux City with a new facilily near Jefferson In :
2003, Through use of In-motion weighing and vehicie transponders, the new port !
will aliow truckers with good safely records and lega! weighis (o bypass the port, :
saving valuable hours ol operating time. ;

The Need 10 Be Legal

Why are truck weight regulations so important?  AlisWelott  PavementLie
I¥s really a matter of dollars and cents, because 2,000 ’ 0.001
roads and bridges have lo be designed, bull, and  —o500 338 !

maintained o carry heavy axie loads. The heavier 18,000 0.66 z
the axle loads, the more expensive roads and 20,000 100 :
bridges become, 22,000 148
2‘|m 2007 I

"4l tonds yerrgmrodl o o bigul 90,808 pmad iotd g

Every axie passing over a highway consumes a ,
portion of the pavement's life. With each applica- ‘
tion of load, the pavement experiences compression and bending that eventually

lead 1o rutting and cracking. Extensive road lests over the past fifty years have

shown that the amount of pavement lite consumed by heavy axies greatly exceeds

the amount of life consumed by light axies.

Two important concepts are evident :

from this table: Coaet per Mile to Conetruct /

. interstate 4-ane highway (concrets) $1,800,000 f
First, heavy axies consume much eS8 4 "‘99"'("" ) s

more pavement life than light < :
axles. Even a legal 20,000-pound Wm, LI ;
truck axie consumes a thousand T seohalt overiy (2¢ wide) $112,000 _
times as much pavement life as a
2,000-pound automobile axie.

* Second, the amouiit of life consumed rises much faster than the axle weight, For
a seemingly modest 10% Increase in weight (from a legal 20,000-pound axie o
an overweight 22,000-pound axie), the amount of consumed life soars by nearly
50%. A 20% overweight consumes more than twice as much pavement life as the

legal load.

Damage to Bridges _
Damage from illegally overweight il
loads Is not confined to pavements.
Bridges prematurely age, just as
pavements do, when subjected to
illegal loads. If the loads are great
enough, they can aclually desiroy a
structure.

An example from Tripp County is pictured, but it is not the only case. in the pas! two
years alone, six county bridges had to be completely replaced because of damage
from illegally overweight trucks:

» Two bridges in Moody County had to be replaced at a total cost of $692,000,

Wg,

1lm are accurate reproductions of records delivered to M. 'rn Information Systems for microfilming and

photographic process meets stendards of the American Natfonal Standards Inst{tute

e lar course of business. The
e oearehival oo ¢ the f1lmed image sbove is Less Leglble than this Notfce, it s due to the quality of the

CANBL)Y for archival microfiim, NOVICE:
document being f1lmed. ‘
o

tor’s Signature

b&'&ﬂ QI (’(% 4‘1\ 0 /ﬂoféé;_ QJ



hadadi @ e

A S e v

mmmm—mr P T S Sar SE T S OSSN

Vo

The micrographic fmages on this #ilm are accurate reproductions of records delivered to Hodern Information systm for microfiimfng and
bustness. TYhe photographic process meets stendards of the American National Stendards Institute

were 1ilmed in the regular course of
11 the filmed image above is less legible than this Notfce, {t {s due to the quality of the

(ANSIY for archival microfilm. NOYICE:
document befng f{lmed.

* Two Brookings Counly bridges wera rebulll al a (olal cost
d W.m.

* One Faulk County bridge had to be replaced at a cosl of
$128,000

* The bridge in Tripp County was replaced with cuiverts at
a cost of $18,000,

These Hlegally overweight loads not only cost counties
more than $1.1 million, bit also deprived other road users
ol convenient access o their homes and farms. In each
case, the board of commissioners had 1o declare an emer-
gency and close a road until a new structure could be buitt,

As costly as these cases were, lhey represent & por-
tion of the bridge damage attributable o illegally over-
weight loads, Many other structures have certainly been
damaged, but in ways that are not yet apparent.

The Link to Highway Safety

Truck weight enforcement is not only a matter of econom-
lcs.bulahoamwarolpwuoumyllloga!badsnotonly
make roads rougher, but

also create deep ruts that - N
can fiil with rainwater or
ice, making driving more .
dangerous for everyone. |

Frequently Asiked Questions

Peopie occasionally ask whether weight restrictions could

be relaxed without increasing road damage. Common

questions are:

* Can trucks reduce speed rather than reduce load? This
question often arises in the spring, when load restrictions
are needed lo prolect pavements weakened by the spring
thaw. Unfortunately, even though some local agencies still
try to avoid load imits by reducing speed limits, this prac-
tice does riot work. In fact, road damage increases signif-
icantly when heavy vehicies are driven more slowly.

« If a truck's gross weight is legal, why do axie weights mat-
ter? This question is sometimes raised by persons cited
for overweight axle or axie group violations, even though
the tolal (gross) weight of their vehicle did not exceed the
legal limit. However, pavement damage from two axies—
one light and one heavy—actually exceeds the damage
from properly loaded axles. The extra damage created
by the overioaded axie exceeds the reduced damage cre-
ated by the lighter one.

o It agricuitural vehicles with low-inflation tires can safely
carry heavy loads in fieids, why can't they operate loaded
on highways? Even though vehicles like chemical appl-
cators and grain carts can transport very heavy loads in
fields, they seriously damage gravel and paved roadways
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when loaded beyond legal limils. The surface is damaged
because the vehicles' lugged tirea concentrate the load
into small contact areas. The underlying layers (ail
because they cannot withstand the fotal icad imposed
upon them, These luads also pose a serious problem for
bridges, especially on counly and townghip roads,

The Need for Responasible Hauling

State and local governments' responsibility to provide mob-
ity and safely cannot be accompiished if illegally loaded
vehicles premalturely consume the Hfe of roads and
bridges. Providing a sysiem that is economical, comiort-
able, and safe depends notl only on the government's
invesiment of time, effort, and money, but also on the
responsible behavior of highway users.

The vast majority of South Dakota haulers operate legally.
Of the nearly 600,000 vehicles weighed each year, only
about 3,000—one half of one percent-—are cited for over-
weight vinlations. Of those cited, only 600 are seve-

mhmrweighuobemsaddvnmm«modmg

While a smail number of haulers knowingly operate ilegally,
their disregard for weight limits creates costly damage that
other, responsible taxpayers must pay for, Conlrolling the
imesponsible behavior of thess intentional violators is
impossible without effective enforcement and prosacution,

Recent efforis 1o control illegally overweight vehicles have
clearly begun to reduce the rate of grossly overweight
loads. In 2000, 8.6% of overweight vehicle citations were for
loads more than 10,000 pounds over the fegal limit. The
rate decreased to 6.0% in 2001, and 5.9% in 2002, Overall,
the incidence of grossly overweight loads has dropped by
nearly a thind since more stringent penaities and enforce-
meént were enacted.

Relaxing weight regulations and enforcement would erase
the progress that has been made to profect the public
investment in state and local roads. In the words of Ted
Eggebraaten, Brookings County Highway Superintendent,
“Il we lose the control we have with the new overweight
laws in place, it will only add Lo our problems with roads and
bridges. Brookings County would not be able to keep up
our road system maintenance {f the control s taken away.”
The Depariment of Transporiation also considers sound
welght enforcement essential (o its mission to “provide a
lransporiation system to salisly the diverse mobility needs”
of travelers, shippers, and haulers in South Dakola.
Especially in a time of limited funding, protecting the
existing highways from unnecessary damage is clearly the
wisesl course of action,
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‘ 2-27-03 ND OVERLOAD FEES
OVERLOAD IN POUNDS | PRESENT FEE | PROPOSED FRE | AMENDED ‘
- 1,000 $10 $30 ' $20
f' 2,000 820 0 | w0
3,000 $30 $90 $60 |
4,000 $70 $200 $160 |
5,000 $110 $350 | $200
6,000 $190 $420 $300
7,000 $270 $490 $350
8,000 $350 $640 $440
9,000 $430 $720 $840 |
10,000 $510  $800 $700 j
11,000 $610 $1,100
12,000 $710 $1,200
13,000 $810 $1,300
14,000 $910 $1,680 |
) 16,000 $1,010 $1,800 |
16,000 $1,110 $1,920 |
17,000 $1,210 $2,550
18,000 $1,310 $2,700
19,000 $1,410 $2,850
20,000 $1,510 $3,000
21,000 $1,710 $4,200
22,000 $1,910 $4,400
23,000 $2,110 $4,600
24,000 $2,310 $4,800
25,000 $2,510 $5,000 3
26000 |  $2710 $5,200 |
27,000 $2,910 $5,400
28,000 $3,110 $5,600
! 29,000 $3,310 $5,800
30,000 $3,610 $6,000

Continues to increase $200 for every 1,000 pound incremental increase
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SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE
March 17, 2003

North Dakota Department of Transportation
Grant Levi, Deputy Director for Engineering

HB 1112

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee: "’'m Grant Levi, Deputy Director for Engineering
for the North Dakota Department of Transportation. 1 am here today to testify in support of
House Bill 1112, which was introduced at the request of the department.

North Dakota has a huge investment in its transportation system. If we started today to build just
the state system, it would cost us about $8.5 billion. To adequatcly protect the transportation
system and our investment, we must ensure that traffic adheres to the state’s weight restrictions.
As the weight per axle increases, the damage to the highway is exponential. For example, a
36,000-pound axle weight does 24 times as much damage as a 18,000-pound axle weight, The
attached graph illustrates how the damage grows as the weights incrense. Also attached is an
article written by the South Dakota Local Transportation Assistance Program which illustrates
that even a legal 20,000 - pound truck axle consumes a thousand times as much pavement life as a
2000- pound automobile axle. In addition o the damage to roadways, unpermitted loads can also
be a safety hazard for other drivers. Over-heighit loads can and do strike overpasses, which
impacts the flow of traffic and the safety of uther drivers. Over-length loads are also dangerous

to other drivers as they are passing or uLeing passed.

HB 1112 would revise the penalty for not having a permit, and modify the fee structure for
overweight loads. This proposal will not affect the driver who is adhering to the state's weight
laws, but we hope it will deter drivers who may be overweight or consider traveling without a

permit.

The first recommended change deals with the penalty fc: not having a permit. Permits are issued
to ensure that oversize and overweight trucks move safely, and to piotect North Dakota’s
investment in its highway infrastructure. Each permit contains travel restrictions and safety
requirements. Particular routes may be designated to accomuinodate certain heights, widths, or
loads. If a bridge on a particular route, or some other feature is restricting certain size loads, the
permit designates an alternate safe route. If a route has maintenance or construction activity
occurring which may impact the safe movement of a vehicle, alternate routes are designated. The
intent of the permit is not only to make the driver aware of these unsafe arcas, but also to protect

the public and highway workers.

Part of the problem has been the amount of the current penalty fee for operating without a permit.
The cost of a permit is $20, and the penalty for operating without a permit is also $20. There is
no real consequence for getting caught without a permit. Permit fees for routine oversize load
movements increased from $10 to $20 in 1997, The penalty for operating without a permit has
not changed since 1973. The changes recommended in Sections 1-5 of this bill would raise the

penalty for operating without a permit to $100.
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By increasing the penalty fee, North Dakota would also be more uniform with our neighboring
states. Currently, South Dakota’s citation penalty fee is $136 and Montana's is $70, Minnesota’s
penalty fees are $40 per foot for over-width violations, $20 per inch for over-height violations,
and $20 per foot for over-length violations. These penaltics are assessed on oversize loads
moving without a permit or exceeding the limits on a permit.

Increasing the fine to $100 will serve as a greater deterrent than the current fine, A ocarrier
moving an oversize load is more apt to obtain a required permit for $20 than risk a fine of $100
for not obtaining one.

The second portion of the recommended changes relates to section 7, involving charges for the
“extraordinary use” of highways, streets, and roads (that is, operating a vehicle of excessive
weight). Having an appropriate fee structure for overweight vehicles can deter abuse and help
protect the infrastructure. The changes being recommended also put North Dakota’s fees more in
line with surrounding states. Attached for your reference is a graph showing fee comparisons
between surrounding states.

Table 1 shows the fees currently assessed in North Dakota and surrounding states for a 4,000
pound overload:

_ TABLE 1
FEES ASSESSED FOR A 4,000 POUND OVERLOAD
Violation North Dakota | North Dakota South Dakota Minnesota Moatans
(Current) (Proposed)
Overload Fee $70.00 $200.00 $600.00 $300.00 $125.00
Citation $20.00 $20.00 $136.00 + Court costs $70.60
TOTAL $90.00 $220.00 $736.00 $300.00 + Court $195.00

Engrossed HB 1112 modified the NDDOT’s proposed fee structure. The Senate Transportation
Committee also modified the fee structure. Attached is a table that presents the current fee,

the department’s proposed fee, the engrossed House bill’s amended fee, anu the Senate
Transportation Committee’s amendment to the fee structure. The recommended fees are shown
a~ exponential increases as the weight differences increase. This is consistent with the exponextial
damage caused by excessive weights that I mentioned earlier,

The original fiscal note based on the department’s proposed fee structure would have increased
NDDOT’s revenue by about $300,000 per biennium, which was factored into the departnient’s
budget. The revised fiscal note resulting from the proposed changes to the fee structure would
generate about $175,000 per biennium. This means that the department’s budget, if the bill is
passed as-is, will be short about $125,000,

In addition to modifying the fee structure, HB 1112 was amended as follows:
¢ Page 3, section 3, was amended by the House to require all publicly owned vehicles,

except emergency ot military vehicles, to purchase a permit that they currently are not
charged for. This amendment would have affected the countics, cities, and federal and
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M Patrol would also have increased. The Senate Transportation Committee amended

state agencies, For example, city garbage trucks would have been required to i
purchase a permit if the amendment passed. Tho administration costs for the Highway !

this section, added a comma after “owned,” and added “emergency or military.” With
these changes, the oities, counties, and federal and state agencies will not have to pay

for the permit, !

» Page 3, section 3, was amended to modify the fee structure allowing the option of
paying & $250 annual fee for the ten percent weight exemption in lieu of the $50
monthly fee. This change may affect the state’s revenue, as presently a user obtaining
the harvest exemption and the winter permits would pay up to $400 based on the
monthly fee, compared to $250 based on the annual fee. |

» Page 3, section 4, was amended to modify the axle load carrying capacity on tandem i
and triple axles. The amendment allows for a maximum of 19,000 pounds per axle !
with the proper spacing. The NDDOT studied this issue and has no concerns as long
as the 550 Ibs, per inoh of tire width and gross vehicle weight provisions in state law
are maintained,

It is imperative that we protect the investment made on our transportation system. Controlling
and deterring the weight of vehicles allowed to operate on the road network are means of
protecting that investment, Therefore, we support the provisions outlined in HB 1112,

A ik et e et T <AL R 1

'y M. Chairman, this concludes my testimony. 1 would be happy to answer any questions the i

committee may have.
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3-17-03 ND OVERLOAD FEES
?ty Sgh%g PRESENT FEE | PROPOSED FEE | AMENDED | CHANGES
-,[ /»-*\ 1,000 $10 $30 $20
' 2,000 $20 $60 $40
3,000 $30 $90 $60
4,000 $70 $200 $160 $140
5,000 $110 $350 $200 $220
6,000 $190 $420 $300 $305
7,000 $270 $490 $350 $380
8,000 $350 $640 $480 $495
9,000 $430 $720 $540 $575
10,000 $510 $800 $700 $655
11,000 $610 $1,100
12,000 $710 $1,200
13,000 $810 $1,300
14,000 $910 $1,680
- 15,000 $1,010 $1,800
7 16,000 $1,110 $1,920
17,000 $1,210 $2,550
18,000 $1,310 $2,700
19,000 $1,410 $2,850 _
20,000 $1,510 $3,000
; 21,000 $1,710 $4,200
| 22,000 $1,910 $4,400
| 23,000 $2,110 $4,600
24,000 $2,310 $4,800
26,000 $2,510 $5,000
| 26,000 $2,710 $5,200
27,000 $2,910 $5,400
28,000 $3,110 $5,600
29,000 $3,310 $5,800
» 30,000 $3,510 $6,000

Continues to increase $200 for every 1,000 pound incremental increase
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