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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMl'ITEB MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTIONNO. HB 1112 

House Transportation Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Dato 1-16-03 

T Number Side A SideB 
1 xx 
2 xx 

Committee Clerk Si 

MJnutN: 

Qtelnu•n Wela; We will open the hearing on HB 1112. 

Meter# 
17,1-end 
0-1.4 

D•ye Sgryncma,tyk, Qlrcetor. ND DOT: Support of HB 1112 which was introduced at the 

requwt of DOT (see attached testimony), 

C!!elnu•n Wetut Thank you. 

Ru,. Rgb_y: With your oversize limit, do you have issues where somebody is a foot too wide, 

and this bill really isntt 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. Spr_ynczynatyk; You are right, there is no easy answer. Typically fann vehicles are usually 

not traveling as far as the larger vehicles that travel across the state or from one nrea to another, 

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

allow them to do that. 
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Bill/Resolution Nambor ffB 1112 
Hearing Dato 1-16--03 

BtP, Rabys How much is a liccmo for a semi • 

.Mrt S»mam•tfk; I don•t recall what tho registration fee is. Two years aso, larger 

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

Be, Ruby; So they are already paying S 1000-1500, does it soem unreasonable to them to 

increase the fines even that much more, if they are over 4000 lbs, yes, they are over and they are 

breaking the law and they should have a penalty. Are you taking into consideration the amoW1t 

they are already paying for the use of tho highways, with their nonnal fee.1. 

Mr, S,pi'!IC(YMtyk; 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 

ofthelaw. 

Chekman Welaz: 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 lb. over than 4,000 lbs. Your 

proposed fee increase seems to ask to go the other way. Your greatest fee increues are at the 

lower overload than the very high weights, you have a lesser increase. What is the rationale for 

this, 

Mr. S»mCZD•ttk; Typically, the overweight problems are in that lower limit. When you get 

up to the larger ones, they are not nearly as great. 

Bel, Headlmd; This increase in the fees pertain to all roads in the state. townships, county 

roads, etc. 

Mr. Spmqynatyk; It does apply to all roads with weight restrictions posted. 

'l'he •f croorlP.hfc fMttt on thft fflM art 1ecur1t• reproductions of recordl delivered to Modern rnfortnetlon sv-it .. for •f crofH•tno end 
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House Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112 
Hearing Date 1-16-03 

BIii, Do,clu You indicated fatm cquipmon.t is exempt from that, my question typically do we 

find these farm vehicles that are exempt. are they typically 2.000 lbs overweiaht. or 20.000 lbs.? 

. Mr, 5DO'ICIYlatYk; The exemption for agricultural equipment is for height and width, not for 

overweight. The weight restrictions apply to agrlcultw'al equipment the same as anyone else. 

BIii• Rgbyt, 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 toad to even out on the axles, and 

sometimes you can't. Is there any accommodations to the groups. I know 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 ft. and that's quite a distance. Is there any plan to have a little more letMtay 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, SDJ'l'llA)'ll1tyk; 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 I can't tell you exactly how thot would fit 

in to your particular scenario that you just described, 

Rep. Rubyt 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 Commlttoo 
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112 
Hearing Date 1 .. 16-03 

(;hefr,•p Wetu; I think we can have the department furnish us with infonnadon on their 

current practices. eto. 

c...,, Scott lnD4- Atn, Fttld o.»euUon• Cemmen!!er for the filP•Y Patrol; Support 

HB 1112 to in«easo the penalty for operating without a permit in violation of that permit and the 

overload restrictions. 

Cltekm•n Welu; Thank you, Further testimony in support. 

LeBoY Bout. Muuer of tbe ND Motor Cu:dta Aaoef1Uon; We represent five of the 

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

becoming very busy in tho movement offteigbt in and out of the state ofNorth Dakota. We 

transport in excess of 800/4 of any manufactured freight that moves in and out of the state. 

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 Etate system. 

Trucking 11Sed approx. 1 billion miles, or only 14% of all roadway traffic constituted by trucks 

and traffic. This Institute aloo tells us that during the year 2000, truckJng 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 alt 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 

O couldn't function if It wouldn't be for adequate roads In the state, good enforcement of the laws 
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I ,, 
on restrictions or laws on the interstates. For the hiab investment we have in our road systems in 

the state, it stands to reason that the 8)'ltem should be protected ftom those who knowingly 

choose to exceed the weiaht limits that arc imposed under state law, and thus creato adverse 

condidons such as substandard roads, break up of the roads u 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 foes 

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. Out neighbor, MN, has a very good idea and have a good statute on their 

0 boob. 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 canier. I don't know if DOT or highway patrol would sign off on this or not, 

I haven't talked to them about it. 

Rg. Pt).more: Would the amendment include elevator records, that types of things ifl am 
½ 

hauling in ND. 
t 
j 
:c'.: 
Ir;' 

Mr. Emit: That would be my intent, yes. 
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BG, Qe!wr,; Would this only be checked if I were cauabt with an overload or would this be 

another device by wi'ir'b people could go in and check one of these entities to see if they are 

dohlg this, the transportation workers on a regular basis, 

Mr, Bout; I think it would provide discretionary power for the patrol to go in at anytime and 

check the records. 

Baa Pt!men! 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, Enut; I baven•t given that much thought, I don't know how all this would be worked out. 

Bc,p, Z1ters Would you see this as a primary thin& or would they have to have some other 

primary reuon for stopping the truck by the highway patrol, 

Mr., lgtt; I don't see giving the highway patrol Gestapo powers to go in to an elevator and 

cbedc 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. 

Bu, Bted!•pd; 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, lnutt I guess I was originally making reference to the bona fide shipping facilitfos. 

Hauling off the fields is different. I guess wtder these amendments you could interpret, define a 

farmer as someone who is a shipper, 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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Bu, TlaQme1 I made the assumption for the last few years, that some of tho vehicles that I feel 

are hard on the roads, they appear to haul terrific weight loads are the fuel industry. Would the 

highway patrol be able to go to the tank fanns where they could check those loads. 

Mr, Ernlt; I would assume that under these amendments that they would be able to do that, 

~,hekm•n Wein: Thank yon Further testimony in support, Testimony in opposition? We 

will close the hearing, 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITIEB M'.INUTES 

BILI/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1112b 

House Transportation Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 1-17-03 

T Number Side A SideB 
1 X 

2 xx 

Minutes: 

Chainnan Weisz: Discussion was held. but no action taken. 

Rep. Ruby: I would like to bring some amm,dments to this bill . 

30-end 
0-9 

Meter# 

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, espe"ially on the grain issues. Is 5,000 lbs. a good benchmark. 

Can you clearly recognize 5,000 lbs. or that you are overweight. You should try to be a little 

underweight, so /OU don't take a chance. 

The meeting was adjourned for now. 
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2003 HOUSB STANDING COMMITTEE ~fINUTBS 

BILI/RBSOLU1'ION NO. HB 1112 o 

House Transportation Committee 

CJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date January 30, 2003 
~ .. ,u, --TaoeNumber Side A SideB 

' 3 X --· ··--I X 

Committee Clerk Sianature ~ ' ~ H 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
52,6 to S4.9 
4.1 to 35.1 

Rm, Weis:.; opened the discussion on HB 1112. He asked t,, discuss any proposed amendments. 

Rm, Headland presented and explained his proposed amendment. Re;p. Bernstein had 

amendments ready to discuss. 

Dlseu11lon contf""lled 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 overloads were some of the items 

discussed. 

Rem, Headland ( 11, 7 ) moved approval of his amendment. Rm,. Ruby seconded the motion. 

The motion failed on a roll call vote. 

Ra,. Bernstein: presented and discussed his proposed P.mendment. A copy of his amendment is 

attached. Discussion considered those emergency vehicles which are exc..mpted such as snow 

plows, National Guard, Air force equipment ~- all are classed as emergency vehicles . 
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Bill/Resolution Nwnber HB 11 12 
Hcarina Date January 30, 2003 

Rsm, ]home moved to approve tho,. Bernstein,, amendment. Bl?, Zaiser seconded the motion. 

The motion canied on a voice vote. 

Ira). 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, 

Ro.R, Bvb.Y had three more amendments to be discussed, 

0 

the}, had L C numbers and he discussed each of these, Grant Levi from the DOT wu present as a 

resource person to help widerstand the amendn1ents, They discussed annual f~ and part year 

fees. Some of the exemptions would not be covered under previous amendments. He also 

mentioned differendal 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. 

committee adjourned ( 35.1) 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ~IINUTES 

BILURBSOLUTION NO. HB 1112 d 

House Transportatf on Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 1-'ebruary 6, 2003 

T.- Number Side A SideB 
2 X 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
0,7 to 13.3 

Rm,. Weisz opened the work session with discussion of Rep. Ruby's amendments to HB 1112 

which were camed over from January 30, 2003. After a brief review by Rep. Ruby, ..&mt, 

Hawken moved a 'Do Pass as amended' motion for HB 1112. Re,p. Thorpe seconded the 

motion. The motion carried on a role call vote 7 Ayes 4 Nays 2 Absent and not vodng. 

Rm,, Ruby was designated to carry HB 1112 on the floor. 

End ofreoord. 13.3 
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Amendment to: HB 1112 

FISCAL NOTE 
Reque1ted by Ltgl1latlvt Council 

04/07/2003 

1A. Stat. fiscal effect: Jdt,ntlfy tht state fiscal tffeot and the fiscal effeot on agency appropriations compared to 
fundlna lewis and a -- :C.tlons antloloattd under current law. 

2001•2003 Bt.nnlum 2003•2005 Bh.'nnlum 2005-2007 Biennium 
General Othtrfunda O•neral Other Fund, G•ntr•l other Fund• 

Fund Fund Fund 
Revenuu $175,00( $175,00() 

~ 

exs,endlturn -Appropriation, -
1B. County, city, and school dfatrlot flacal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the aooroprlate l)Olltlcal subdivision. 

2001-2003 Bltnnlum 2003 .. 2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
School f'chool School 

CountlN Cfflu Olstrtct1 Counties Cities r,,,triot• Countlea Cities Dlatrlcta 

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 blll (blll no. 38170.0400) do not slgnlfloantly altdr 
the flnanolal Impact as reported In the last flsoal note dated 2/11/03. Therefore, the remainder of this flsoal note 
reflects the aame fiscal lmpaot as reported on 2111/03. 

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

3, Stat• fiscal efff;ct detail: For Information shown under state fiscal effect In 1A, please: 
A. Revenue,: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each revenue type and 

fund affected and any amounts Included In the executive budget. 

Increased state revenue Is based 011 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 expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when spproprlate, for each agency, line 
Item, and fu,,d affected and the number of !=TE positions affected. 

It Is not anticipated this bill would result In significant additional expenditures to the stato. 

C. Appropriation•: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, of the effect on 
the biennial appropriation for each agency and fun-' affected and any amounts Included In the executive 
budget. lnd/cato the relationship between the amo,mts shown for expenditures and appropriations. 

No additional appropriation would be necessary. 

ame: Shannon Sauer NDDOT 
Phone Number: 328-4375 04/07/2003 
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Amendment to: HB 1112 

FISCAL NOTE 
ReqUMted b~ l.ealalatlvf, Counoll 

02/10/2003 

1A. State fttoal effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compartd to 
fundlna ltlvels and a·· ,_t/ons antlclMted under current law. 

2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Bl•nnlum 2005-2007 Bftnntum 
General Other Fund• General otherFunds G,neral Other Fund• 

Fund Fund Fund 
R•venu. $1'1'5,00C $175,000 
E,cpendlturN 
Aeproprtatlon1 

18. Countv. c,tv. and 1chool dl1trlct flsoal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the aODtCJoriate l>Olltlcal subdivision. 
2001--4'003 Biennium 2003·2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 

School Sohoot School 
Countl• Cities D!~trtota Counties Cities Dl1trlct1 Countl•• Cities Dl1trlcta 

2. N1ffldlve: Identify the aspects of the measure which cause ff~cal Impact and Include any comments mlevent to 
your analysis. 

This bill would change the fine structure for certain over size and over weight vlolatlons, 

t ~ 3, State fiscal en.ct dltall: For Information shown under state fiscal effect In 1A, please: 

L 

•,..,.-,/ A. R•v•nu..a: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detail, 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 multlplled by the projected Increase In 
fine structure, as provided In the amended version of HB 1112, 

B. Expendlturu: Explain the e><pi'Jndlture amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency, 1/ne 
Item, and fund affectod and the number of FTE posHlons affected. 

U Is not anticipated this bill would result In significant additional e><psndltures to the state, 

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, of the effect on 
the blennlal appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts Included In 11he executive 
budget. Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations. 

No additional appropriation would be necessAry, 

Name: Jerome Horner Agency: NDDOT _:] 
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BIii/Resolution No.: HB 1112 

FISCAL NOTE 
Rtquetted by Ltglalatlve Council 

01/03/2003 

1A. Stat• fttNI ethct: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appfO(J1Jstlons compared to 
fl.Ind/no lev.ls and a~. :.. ..... tlons antlclDBted undtr current law. 

2001-2003 Biennium 2003•2005 B .. nnlum 2005-2007 Biennium 
Gentral OtherFunda General Other Fund• General other Funds 

Fund Fund Fund 
R•venue, $300,0()(J $300,000 ---E .. "'" 
Ar-r-• -r-• :atlona -

1 B. County1 clt,i,t and schoot district tlacal .tr.ct: Identify the fiscal effect on the 8JJUJuurrult DOIJtlcal subdivision. 
2001-2003 Blennl&Mn 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 a-.nn1um 

School School School 
Counta.a Cltln Dlatrlcta Countlu Cities Dl1trlct1 Counties Cfttn Dlatrfctl 

$12,500 $·,5,00C 

2. N1rrattve: Identify the aspects ol the measure which cause fiscal Impact and Include any comments relevant to 
your analysis. 

t~ This bill would ohange the fine structure for certain over size and over weight violations. -~ 

L 

3. State flacal effect ct.tall: For Information shown under state fiscal effect In 1A, please: 
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each revenue type and 

fund sffected and any amounts Included In the executive budget . 

Increased state revc,nue is based on average of fines collect for past (3) yean1 multlplied by the projected increase in fine structure. 
as provided in HB 11 12, 

B. E,cpendltu.,.•: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for eac:, agency, 1/ne 
Item, and fund affected and the number of FT£: positions affected, 

It is not anticipated thls bill would result ln significant additional expenditures to the state, 

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on 
the biennial appropriation for each agency and fund ttffected and any amounts Included In the executive 
budget. Indicate the relationship betw~en the amounts shown for expenditures and app,.Jpriatlons. 

No additional appropriation would be necessary. 

Name: 
Phone Number: 

Jerome Horner 
328-4443 

Agency: ND Dept. of Transportation -------t 
Date Prepared: 01/08/2003 ---
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38170,0101 
Titlt. 

$.J.M1o4-i~ 
Prepared by the Leglslatlve OouncU staff for 
Representative Bemeteln 

January 20, 2003 

PROPOSl:D AMENDMENTS TC) HOUSE BILL NO. 1112 

Page 4', llne 30, replace ".13.Q" with "12011 

Page •• Hne 31, replace ""'2" with "Ma" 

Page S, Une 1, replace ".&&0" wtth ".1§011 

Page 5, llne 2, replace "S20Q" with •~• 

Page 5, Une 3, replace •~• with •122n• 
Page 5, llne -4, replace "l4.2a" with "S3QA" 

Page 5, line 5, replace •~• with ".138a" 
Page 5, llne 6, replace •~• with -~• 

Page 5, llne 7, replace •SZ2Q• with •152§• 

Page 5, llne 8, replace 11HOQ• with •~• 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 38170.0101 

Th• 111fcrotrephf c fMs,e• an thf • ff h1 ne accurate reproducttons of record& del fvered to Modern lnfor1111tton Syat.- for 1111 eroffl111fni, and 
wer• f HMtd fn the reoul•r courae of butlneu. The photogra,:ihto procttt meet• atendairdl of the AMertun Natfonel Stenderdl 1natf tut• 
(ANSI) for archival Mforoftllll, NOYICEI tf tht fh11iud ••a• •v• ,. let• letlble than thh Notice, tt f1 due to tht quelf ty of th• 

doct.Wnt being ff lined, )--1~ /{ ~-' 1 
. , ~~- ~ r v~ It)/£ /a:i, 0per-Mor1 f'l )t...turet , Datt 
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38170.0102 
Tltte. 

Prepared by the L~lslatlve Council staff for 
Representative Rut,y 

January 23. 2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1112 

Page 1, Hne 1, remove the second •and" 

Page 1, tine 2, after the first comma Insert •anc1• and after the second comma Insert 
•subsection 1 of section 39-12-05,3, and sections• 

Page 1, line 3, remove •issuance of permtts tor• 

Page 3, after llne 17, Insert: 
11SECTION 4. AMENDMENT. Subsection 1 of seotlon 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 carrtetJ a gross weight in excess of twenty thousand 

Eunds (9071.85 kflogrJms) or a wheel load over ten thousand pounds 
535.92 kilograms]. A wheel may not carry a gross weight over five 
ndred 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 
considered as one axle. On axles spaced over forty Inches 1101.60 
centimeters) and under eight feet [2.44 meters] apart, the axle load may not 
exceed eeWJAleeA nineteen thousand pounds ['1711.818618.26 kilograms) 
per axle, with a maximum of thirty-four thousand pounds [15422,14 
kttograms) gross weight on a tandem axle and a maximum of forty-eight 
thousand pounds [21772.32 kilograms] gross weight on any grouping of 
three or more axtes. The wheel load, in any Instance, may not e)(ceed 
one-half the aflowable axle load. Spacing between axles Is measured from 
axle center to axle center. 11 

Renumber accordlngly 

Page No. 1 38170.0102 
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38170.0103 
Titte. 

Prepared by the Legtslatlve Councll staff for 
Representative Ruoy 

January 23. 2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO, 1112 

Page 3, tine 1 o, after •month• Insert •tor fe=t°!l' monthly basis or two hundred flbY 
doHars per year for fees paid on a y ba 1a• 

Renumber accordfngly 

Page No. 1 38170.0103 

The Mfcroareipt,lc f•oet en thh fll111 ere tccurate reproducttcna of records delivered to Modern lnfoNlll!ltfon Syat• for mfcroff lMfnt end 
w.re ff lNd fn the rett1lar courae of butfne11. The f)hGtc,ol"aphfc procHt 111Ht1 ttandarda of the AMtrlcan National Stendtilrdl lnetttutt 
(ANSI) for trchtvtl Mlcroftl111. NOYICE1 If the fllllled ... ,. eb.ove ,. lffl leotblt thtn thfl Motfce, ft fl due to the queilltv of tht 
doeUMnt btlnt fHMld, f ~ • /? ~ 1 

Y-1 ~ ~,r,_ ~ l{)/4/a~. 
tor 1 8 DNltUrt r ·' '- Oltt 
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38170.0104 
Title, 

Prepared by the Legfslatlve Council staff for 
Representative Rul>y 

January 23, 2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO, 1112 

Page 3, line 6, after "owned" Insert •emergeng~" 

Renl.'mber accordingly 

Page No. 1 

.. -·---------

38170.0104 

I • 

The Mfcrotr•phtc hnegee on thfa fthn are eccurat& repr-oductlona of records delivered to Modern lnfor1111tfon SY9teme for 111fcroffh11f1"19 and 
wer• ffllNd fn th• rtOC,1lar courH of busfne11. The photogr,phfc proceH 111Nt1 1tendardt of tht Amert c•n National Stendarde Jnttftut• 
(ANSI) for erchfvel ffllcroftlM. NOYJCE1 If the fflllltd fMllgt abpve ,. ltl8 legible than tht• Notice, ft ,. due to the qualltV of thti 

doo-t being ftlMd, I ~4?. ~ ~ 1 & 
_YJ ~:kl ' ~ ~ I{) ~ !IJ:-, 
~•S gnetur,r- '- Oat• 
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Date: J/~ o / D 3 
Roll Call Vot/ #: ----4-----

2003 HOtJSE STANDING coMMmq ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. #tl. /// -z....-

Hou,e TRANSPORTATION 

D Check here for Conforenco Committee 

uiais1adve Council Amendment Number 311 7 b -o/O 0 

Committee 

Action Tabn JJ i> ?11.(2? .../-, ~ IJ-<~~ 

Motion Made By _________ Seconded By _________ _ 

RtDreteDtatlvel Yea No ReDretentatlv• Y• No 
Robin Wela • Chainn111 v Loi• Delmore V 
Kathy Hawken .. Vice Chainnan V Ario B. Schmidt ✓ 
t..eRoy O. Bernstein I~ Elwood Thorne V 
MarkA.Dolcb v Steven L. Zai• V 
PatOalvin V 
Craia Headland v 
Clara Sue Price t/ 

O,- J. Ruby .,.. 
~I>•':. 

Dave Weil« ,4 .. 
··-

-
Total Yes 

__ __.b...,_ ______ No ___ .._,/, ________ _ 

Absent _________ __, _______________ _ 

FJoor Assignment 

IC the vote is on aa. amendment, briefly in 

J 
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38170.0107 
Tltle.0200 

Adopted by the Transportation Committee ~ f.) 
1
-/ o~ 

February 6, 2003 ::> 

BOUSI AKENDMEMT8 to BB 1112 htrn 2-7-03 

Page 1, llne 1, remove the seco1 id "and" 

Page 1, line 2, replace the first comma with "and" and after the second comma Insert 
"subsection 1 of section 39· 12·05,3, and sections" 

Page 1, Hne 3, remove "Issuance of permits for" 

Page 3, tine 6, after "owned" Insert •emergency or mmta,:y" 

Page 3, llne 10, after "month" lnse 

Page 3, after line 17, Insert: 

"SECTION 4. AMENDMENT. Subseotfon 1 of secdon 39· 12-05.3 of the North 
Dakota Century Code, effective after July 31, 2003, Is amended and reenacted as 
folJows: 

1. With a slngle axle that carries a gross weight in e>ecess of twenty thousand 

ro
unds (9071.85 kilograms) or a wheel load over ten thousand pounds 

535.92 kllograms], A wheel may not carry a ross wef ht over five 
ndred fifty pounds [249.48 kllograms] for eac~ Inch [2.~ centimeters] of 

tlre width, Axles spaced forty Inches (101.60 centimeters] apart or less are 
considered as one axle. On axles spaced over forty Inches (101.60 
centimeters) and under eight feet [2.44 meters\ apart, the , ·xle load may not 
exceed ae1,eAleeA nineteen thousand pounds i'711,Q7 8618.26 kflograms) 
per a><le, with a maximum of thfrty-fourthousand ggunds (15422JJ 
kllogra,mJ gross weight on a tandem rude and a maximum ,of forty-eight 
thousand pounds [21772.32 krtograms] gross weight on tnY grouping of 
three or more axles. The wheel load, In any Instance, may not exceed 
one .. half the allowable axle load. Spacing between axles Is measured from 
axle center to axle center.• 

Page 4, line 30, replace "laa" with •s.go• 

Page 4, fine 31, replace "'20" with •~• 

Page 51 line 1, replace •~• with "~" 

Page 5, line 2, replace "S,g_QQ" with 11$.1.!Q" 

Page 5, llne 3, replace •~" with •~• 

Page 5, line 4, replace •~• with •~11 

Page 61 line 5, replace "~" with "S3Jilt 

Page No. 1 38170.0107 

,~> 

- -- -- ---- -- dell ed to ~rn JnfoMMt1on syatetM for •fcrofHlllh"I end 
The 11tfcrotr•phto t111dH en thf• ffllll art •ccurate reproductions of reeorda u°'!~lndaNJt of the Amertc1n N1ttoN1l lttndlrdl l,..titutt 
wtrt fHMed In the r~l•r courae of bue1netl, Th• :r,oareph~ar:•t:leolblt than this Notice, ft fl due to the quality of tht 
(MIii) tor., .. , .. ,.,,,.,,, •• NOTICE, If th• ftl ~ /4 
c1oe,-t botna mlltd, ~~ ~ , 3/'7 1 10 A Ju, / {?a~ I C C , Date 

°""tori S tMtUrt ( , 
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80081 ANE1ff11mns to 

Page 5, llne 6, replace •~• wrth "MB• 
Page 5, llne 7, replace 111Z2Q• with •~• 

Page 5, llne 8, replace ".bQQ• with •~• 

Renumber aocordlngly 

Page No. 2 

. ,, --·---------~------

BB 112 btn 2-7-03 

38170.0107 

' •• , '11 . . , .. ,,, .. 

I 

I 
I 

I 

fht Mfcrooraphto fNlff on thf I f ll• 1rt 1ccur1te reprocb:ttona of recorda deltvertd to Modtrn lnfol'Mltlon Sytt:lffll for· Mferoffl•fne tnd 
wr• ffllltd fn the rec,ular c:ourH of butfntta, Tht photooriphfc proctt• MHtt ttandardl of th• Allltr1c.n Nettont.il ltendlrdl hwtttutt 
(AMII) for •rchfv.l MtcrofflM, NOTJCt!I If tht fflMd , ..... ~ f• lttt lttfblt than thf• Notfce, ft,. due to th• qu1lttv of tht 

- bolng fllMd, ~ ~ ~ 1 /. . ~ ~ ~ ~ It) ~ /ta, tor11? .... turt~ '- Oltt 
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Dato: I /t, () / 9 2 
Roll Call Vote #i __ ,i..,.· ~i::;,__ __ _ 

2003 HOUSE ST ANDING COMMITfll ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILIJRESOLUTION NO. ... ff J3 / I / 'Z::: 

Houae TRANSPORTAnON 

0 Oieck here for Conference Committee 

Loaf11adve Council Amendment Nwnbcr 

Action Taken 

Motion Made By ~r1 I 
.(, 

Re~ ... --tadv• Yee 
Robin Weisz .. Chairman 

Commltt• 

Seconded By P.~ / ' 
Vl.1- .._ 

I ( 

No RtDretentatlvN Y• No 
~is Delmore 

10 
Kathv Hawken - Vice Chairman Ario B. Schmidt 
LeRoy 0. Bernstein 
Mark A. Dosch 

mwood Thome 
Steven L. Zai• 

Pat Oalvln 
Craia Headland 

L 

Clara Sue Prlco 
DanJ.Rulw 
Dave Weil• 

Total Yee 

Floor Assignment U If the vote ls on an amendment, briefly Indicate Intent: 

Th• ■lcrocarlf!hf c fNOff on tht• f H111 ■rt 1ccur1te reprod!Jctfona of records del tvered to Modern Jnfor1111tf on Syat• for 11fcroffl111lnt tnd 
were f flMd f n th• reoul1r course of bUttl"IH•• 'fhe photoeras1Mc proctn 11Ht1 ttlt'dlr'ds of the AMerf c•n N1ttonel standlrdt 1n1tttut• 
(AMII) for archtval MfcrofllM. NOYICE: If the ftlMld f•ae •w ft lttt leotblt than tht• Notfct, ft •• due to th• quelttv of tM 

-bet ... fllaod, ~ CK\ ~ l ,I..-; ' ~ ~, (' C /{) /4., i).5-, ~m&anatur,~, '- D•t• J 
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I ' Date: ?t..Ji } f, 3 

Roll Call Voto#: ·~~ ----w.,.'------

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMmEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. H e, I J I ,._....,. 

House TRANSPORTATION Committee 

D Check here for Conference, Committee 

Lqialative Council Amendment Number -5'(,/ 1 t2 • d I 4 I 

Action Taken ])s, :f:1&..:'? QA ~ 'b4't?l -

MotlonMadeBy ep, /J~ndedBy~ : 

RenNN11tatlv• Yes No Repreteatatlv• Yes No V' 

Robin Weisz - Chainnan V ✓ Lois Delmore V 

Kathy Hawken .. Vice Chainnan / V Ario B, Schmidt , .. v -
LeRoy 0. Bernstein vi Elwood Thorpe V~ 
Mark A. Dosch V Stevett L. Zaiser V 

• Pat Galvin ~ / 

CraiaHeadland V 
Clara Sue Price v 
DanJ. Ruby V 
Dave Weiler Jtr-'' 

~ 

' 

Total Yes 
___ /.-· ___ No ___ J.. ____ _ 

Absent~------"-------------------

I 

Floor Assignment Id,, . e 1t 
If the vote is on an amendment; bri~fly indicate intent: 
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RIPORT Of' STANDING COMMfflU (410) 
ffebruery7,2003 1:Up.m. 

Module No: HR-21-2014 
Canter: AubY 

lnNrl LC: 31170.0107 Tltle: .0200 

~ REPORT OP STANDING tOMMITTII 
HI 1112: Tl'IMl10l'tatlon Commtttle (~. w-. Chairman) recommends 

AMENDl11NT8 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, Hne 1, remove the second •anc:1• 

Page 1, tine 2, replace the first comma with "and• and after the second comma Insert 
•subsection 1 of aeotion 39-12-06.3, and aectiona11 

Page 1, line 3, remove •1uuance of penntta for" 

Page s. fine e, after "owned" Insert •emergency or mll1tary• 

Page 3, after llne 17, Insert 

._CTION 4. AMINDMl!NT. Subseotton 1 of section 39-12-0S,3 of the North 
Dakota Century Code, effective after July 31, 2003, ts amended and reenacted aa 
follows: 

1. With a slngle axle that carries a gross weight In excess of twenty thousand 
pounds (9071.85 kilograms] or a wheel load over ten thousand pounds 
(4536.92 kilograms]. A wheel may not carry a oross weight over five 
hundred 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 
considered as one axle. On axles spaced over forty Inches (101.60 
cent1meter9J and under eight feet (2.44 meters) apart, the axle load may 
not exceedeeveMeeA nineteen thousand pounds cr111.w H18.28 
klloaramsJ per axte, wl1h a maximum of thhjy .. four thousand pounds 
r15422,14 1c11ograma1 grog weight oo a tandem axt1 and a maximum ot 
forty-eight thousand pounds (21 m.32 kllogramaJ gross weight on any 
grouping of three or more axles. The wheel load, In any Instance, may not 
exceed one-half the allowable axle load. Spacing between axles fs 
measured from axle center to axle center.• 

Page 4, fine 30, replace •aaa• with 1S201 

Page 4, line 31, replace 1.HQ.11 With •_Mg• 

Page 5, line 1, repk,ce •,m• with •sm• 
Page 5, llne 2, replace •&2QQ• with •lliQ• 

Page 5, line 3, replace •aa5a• with •S22Q• 

Page 5, line 4, replace •~• with •1305• 
Page 5, line 5, replace 11.t§Q• with •.laBQ• 

· ,__,,;· Page 5, line 6, replace •~• with •~• 

Page 5, line 7, replace •SZ2Q11 with •m&• 
(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 
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IIOUSI MILUl,s to 

Page 5, Hne 8, replace .... with "M&.5• 
Page 5, Hne 7, replace "tz2g11 with .... 

Page 5, Une a, rep,ace •aagg• with "le§• 

Renumber lcoordlngly 

Page No. 2 

RI 112 btra 
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38170.0107 

The Mlcr09rephtc IMi,ot on thh f 1 lM ire accur1te reprc4,ctfona of recorde del fvertd to Modtr'n lnfoNMtf on Sytt• for •fcroff h11fno end 
wtrt fftlltd fn th• rttUl•r courH of butfnua. 'the phot09rapih~ proctH ... u attndlrdt of th• AMtrfcen N1tfontl Stendlrdl t111titutt 
(ANII) for •l"Chfval MfcrofHM, NO'tlClt If tht fHMtd ,._. ~ ,. letl l .. fblt than thf• Notfct, ft ,. due to tht <r•l tty of tht 

- Nf..i fflMd, ~ ~ ~ ,1 . ~~ ~~ ~ ltJ/4,ltJ,:, 
tor , INlturt 7 X Datt 
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200J SENATE TRANSPORTATION 

HB 11.12 

The Mfcrographtc hne~• on thh fflm are accurate reproductlona of records delivered to Modern lnfor111etfon systffl'II for 111fcrofflmfng end 
wre fflMtd fn th• rttUlar course of bullntas, Th• f)hotoorlf)htc proceH meet• atendard4 of the American Nedonel Stenderdl lnttltute 
(ANSI) for erchfval microfilm, NOTICE: If the ftlllltd t•o• tb!,ve le lest lettblt then thle Nottct, ft Is duo to tht quelttv of tht 

.... _, being fllNd, I M ~ ~ ,J ,:-/ ~ $.':k'J I C ~ 
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2003 SENATE ST~NDINO COMMITIEE MINUTES 

BILURBSOLUTION NO. BB 1112 

Senate Transportation Committee 

CJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 2 .. 27..03 

..,___T........;.;a;..;;..;N;;..;.um=ber.....;..;;.,__+--__ S.;;.;;ide A 
l X 

SideB 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
'ilK)-4390 

0 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 Ernst, ND Motor Carriers Association, (not present) in support 

ofHBO 1112. 

Grant Levi (Deputy Director for E.ngin~ng 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 Levt replied that is how it is writtm. 

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

:J adding three axles. 

L _____ i :·-~~-

.. ---- - · · ----- - rdt del f ed to ·;.rn lnfol'Mlt lcn SVttMII for •fcroftt•t~ Md 
Tht •fcro0r-..f c fNttt on thf• ff lM are 1ccur1te reproducH~ of rteo t1":~Mdtrdl of th• AMrfcan Natfonel St.,_rdt ln1tttut• 
Wtre fHNd f~ the r-.ular c°"rae of butfntH.h T:f~1Cr,:-~.z:o:=:-,•:l .. tble than thft Notfr.e, ft fa due to the qualtty of tht 
(11111) tor 1rchlvol •lorofll■, NOYlct!• If t • d 
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docuMnt befnt ff,... ~ ~- ~ it> a la;,. , 
~~ ,r,vec Dote 
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Page2 
Senate Transportation Committee 
Bil1/Resolution Number HB 11 i 2 
Hearing Date 2-27-03 

Grant Levi said that had not been reviewed. 

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

Grant lievl pointed out that there is a fiscal note attached that shows an inorease in rcveuue with 

the engrossed bill ,o $175,000. 

Senator E1peprd asked if he widerstood 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 engros.,ed version ofHB 1112 they would be required to pay 

the permit fee. 

Senator Netldng noted that the House set some different fees for some of the overload 

violations. Asked if they were satisfactory. 

Gnnt Levi said thttt they worked with the House and are comfortable with the changes. 

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

the rate hikes included dame.ge from eadi. of the different weights and what the SW'l'Ounding 

states do. The fees will be charged in categories rather than on a per pound ba.,is as is done now. 

Doyle Sehnlz (Direotor 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, 

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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Page3 
Senate Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112 

1 Hearing Date 2-27-03 l 
I 

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

before entering the state. 

Doyle Sehulz said that pennits could be purchased through the pennit section. from any trooper. 

scales, or district offices, Some permits can be purchased onUne. The permit does need to bo in 

hand before entering the state. 

(Meter 2335) Discussion on issuing pennits to cities and municipalities, Cummtly 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. 

Leanna Emmer (Permit Section Administrato1· ND Highway Patrol) See attached testimony. 

Senator Muteh asked if someone other than fanners, such as someone hauling fuel, could get 
; 
I 
j 

I 

I 
the same privilege., as the fanner in respect to the 10% weight exemption harvest permit and l 

t 
100/4 weight exemption winter permit, 

Leanna Em.mer clarified that the 10% harvest would apply strictly to those fann products 

coming from th0 fleld. lt,s strictly for those types of products harvested and solid wastes, sugar 

beets and J)Otatoes, 

Senator Nethlng 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. 
.l 

Senator Taylor asked about private industry garbage trucks getting the harvest pennit and 
:l, 

running overweight • 

Leon~ Emmer afflnned that garbage trucks are able to obtain the 10% permit. 
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(Meter 3 SSO) Discussion on the payment of fees and refunds. Fees are for 30 day periods but oan. 

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 HJebmtad (ND League of Cities) Distributed a proposed amendment (see attached), This 

would restore the exemption from the pennit 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. 

em Wocken (City of Bismarck) Testified in support of the proposed amendment by the League 

of Cities. 

Senator Bercier asked about the wording ''may not". 

Senato,.· Trenbeath offered the explanation that "may nut" 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 
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2003 SBNATE STANDING COMMITrBB MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. BB 1112 

Senate Transportation Committee 

Cl Conferenc-.e Committee 

Hearing Date 3-06-03 

. TaP!J ~umber Side A SideB Meter# 
l X 33404110 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes: 

Chairman Senator Tboma1 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 COMMnTEE MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. HD 1112 

Senate Transportation Committee 

tJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 3-07-03 

TaDONumber Side A SidcB 
l X 

Committee Clerk Signature 1n k7n~ 
Minutes: 

Chalrmaa Senator Thomu Trenbeath opened HB 1112 for disoussion, 

0.1000 
Meter# 

Senator Trenbeath called on Jerry Hjelnutad (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 "of• in the sentence. 

Senator E1pegard moved to adopt the amendment. Seconded by Senator Netblng, Roll call 

vote S-0-1. Pau1ed. 

Some discussion followed on the permits, fees, and fines, 

Senator E1peprd moved a Do Paa• as amended and refer to approprladon1, Seconded by 

Senator Nethtng, Roll call vote 3-2-1. Passed. Floor carrier is Senator Trenbeath. 
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1112 
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llne 6, ~veratrlke "or" and Insert Immediately thereafter an underscored comma, after 
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Roll Call Vote#: / 

2003 SENATE STANDING COl\fJ\11TTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. /IA 1/l,SL 

Senate TRANSPOR'r ATJON ,.,_;____,;,;...;...;.;;.,;_ ____________ _ 
0 Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number 

Action Taken ~,;t fLnu«~ 

Committee 

Motion Made By ~ 4,r# Seconded By ~,u.Xi,v ~ 
Senaton Yes No Senaton Yet No 

Senator Thomas Trenbeath, Chair J ~ Senator Dennis Bercier 
Senator Duaine Espegard, V. Chair 1,- Senator Ryan Taylor '-""' 
Senator Duane Mutch V 

Senator Dave Nethina v 

(Yes) -----~;::,,,c... ____ No ----""-----------

Absent 

Floor Assignment 

lfthe vote is on an amendment; briefly jndicate jntent: 
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C Date: ..9 ... 7.,,tJ .3 
Roll Call Vote #: ~ 

2003 SENATE ST ANDING COl\fl\flTTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO, ~ 11111-1 

Senate TRANSPORTATION Committee 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative CouncU Amendment Number ~---S'""'l ..... 2,11;,,'4&..1" .... A,i;,;.IJ;;...&.,.J _.L.:.Zi::.IClll:ilt:t..-~~'-'-----_. 

Action Taken ilpu-v ~ 4--mkdul, v- ,4 ¥A,< ti wv;wv◄&;;w) 
Motion Made By .J.&r,MhJ £4 ~ Seconded By ~A:1d :12,~ 

Senatort Yet No Sen•ton Yet No 
Senator Thomas Trenbeath. Chair ,.... Senator Dennis Bercier 
Senator Duaine Espeaard. V. Chair V Senator Ryan Taylor ,./ 

r 
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Senator Duane Mutch V" I 

L 

Senator Dave Nethina J/ 

-

Total 

Absent 

(Yes) ~ No tJ..; ----=------- --------------
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RIPORT OP STANDING COIIMlnD (410) 
Maroh 7, 2003 3:11 p,m. Mocfute No: lfl-41-au 

Carrter: TNnbtlth 
lnaert LC: 31170,oiot 1111e: .OIOO 

RIPOAT o, ITANDfNQ COMMlnD 
H81112, • 1f191'a1Mc11 ~ CommfflN (Sen, TrwnbNII,, Chairman) 

recommends AMINDMIN'l'I AS f'OLLOW8 and When ao amended, recommends 
DO PA88 and II RIRl!"""RID to the ~ C01111111itat (3 YEAS, 
2 NAYS, 1 ABSENT ANO NOT VOTING). Engt'088ed HB 1112 was placed on the Sheth order on the calendar. 

Page 3, ltne 6, ovemrtke 'or' and fneert Immediately thereafter an underaoored comma, after 11

owned• Insert an underscored comma, and after •emerge~- Insert an underscored comma 
Renumber accord,~ 

(2) OESK, (3) COMM 
Page No. 1 

SR-41-4288 
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITI'BE MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. HB 1112 & Vote 

Senate Appropriations Committee 

IJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 3-17-03 

TaoeNumber Side A Side B 
2 X 

Committee Clerk Shmature &,,kl)~ 

0-2000 
Meter# 

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 

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

vehicle; and to provide a penalty. 

(Meter 370) GRANT LEVI, Deputy Director for Engineering for the ND DOT, testified in 

support of HB 1112. See written testimony Exhibit 1. 

! ~ 
i 

(Meter l 0S6) 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 untH we 

catch them. The damage is already done. (Meter 1115) GRANT LEVI replied with respect to that 

the DOT has worked very cfosely with the Highway Patrol on a weigh enforcement plan that 

would be put in conjunction with the weigh sca1e proposal that was in their budget, He pointed 

out that not too many trucks drive up to a weigh scale over weight anyway . .de stated that the 
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Senate Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1112 
Hearing Date 3-17 .. 03 

Highway Patrol would put out mobile units throughout the state and periodically 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 

$25,000? This money coHected from this goes into their budget? And because of the reductions, 

Senate Transportation committee is going to be short $25,0000? (Meter 1246) GRANT LBVI 

stated that Is correct. 

(Meter 1277) SENATOR MATHERN asked what the rational is of the Senate Transportation 

Committee increasing an of them from the House except for two of them that they decreased? 

(Meter 1317) ORANT LEVI statoo 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 SCHOBINOBR asked about Section 3 llne 24, subsection 2, where it 

talks about who wiJI 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 ar" 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 pennit a pel'son can get for 

overweight besides the 10% overweight pennit? (Meter 1494) GRANT LEVI stated there are 

other pennits 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 hau1ed, it Is 

.J 
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Bill/ResoJutlon Number HB 111 :! 
Hearing Date 3-17-03 

weighed within 200 pounds, The equipment and technology on these trucks nowadays Is 

amazlng. (Meter l 573) SENATOR THANE asked I -l ,000 pounds is a minimum of $20 on 

overweight. A tntck carrying 200 gallons of diesel fuel with ½ tanks instead of fuU tanks, Is 

there some cushion in there? (Meter l 633) GRANT LEVI stated the Highway Patrol wlJl allow 

some leeway and have some tlexibUity. (Meter 1668) SENATOR THANE questioned the tire 

size and got confirmation from the Highway Patrol, Scott Brandon. (Meter 1730) Scott Brandon, 

Highway Patrol confirmed they go by the what the tire size is not what the measurement of the 

tire. 

(Meter t 765) SENATOR LINDAAS asked where the fees go? (Meter 1780) GRANT LBVI 

responded the fees go ir1 1 ! :.,.: highway funds, directly into those funds that are used directly by the 

department of transportation The overweight fines go in highway funds, 

(Meter l 831) 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 rolJ 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 t 112. 
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Date:,J .. /1-0J 
Roll Call Vote #: / 

2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. J t I z-.-

Senate Appropriations 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Ameudment Number 

Action Taken 

Motion Made By ....... fm~.!.:~:....:.::..•~~J---- Seconded By /lcbti'\tfl'_ -
Senators Yes No 

Senator Holmbera, Chairman v 
Senator Bowman. Vice Chair v' 

Senator Orindberg, Vice Chair 
Senator Andrist ✓ 

Senator Christmann 
Senator Kilzer 
Senator Krauter ti 
Senator Krin2stad " Senator Lindaas ., 
Senator Mathern v 
Senator Robinson V 
Senator Schobinaer ✓ 

Senator Tallackson 
Senator Thane ✓ 

Total 

Absent 

(Yes) ---4-l.._r ____ No 

Floor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment. briefly indicate intent: 

Senators 

Committee 

-
Yes No 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMIT'CEE MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. HB 1112 

House Transportation Committee 

YI Conference Committee 

Hearing Date April 3, 2003 

-Tas,eNumber Side A SidoB 
1 X 

2 X 

-
Committee Clerk Simatun, 

Minutes: 

. 
Meter# 

0,1 to 20,l 
4.2 to 10.8 

Qhaianno Rm,. Ryhy opened tho conferen,~ committte meeting with roll of the members: 

Rep.Ruby,Chainnan 

Rep. Weisz 

Rep. Thorpe 

All members were present and responded to roll call. 

Sen. Nething 

Sen. Espegard 

Sen. Berc~er 

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 specitloally 

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 
BUI/Resolution Number SB 11 J 2 
Hearins Dato April :\, 2003 

owned their own prbaae truok could wider bid private contl'aotors for the work in neighboring 

communitas because they would bo exempted from the $SO per month pennit fee. 

Following discussion with most of the committee participating they arrived at a consensus on a 

l09sely 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. 

Bo,p, 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. 1,he amendment basically 

provided that tho exemption was valid for operations only within the limits of the jurisdiction for 

which it was issued. 

Sen. Berpier moved ,-pproval of the amendment. Sen. trenbeath seconded the motion. Motion 

carried on a voice voto, 

Rm, Thome moved a 'Do Pass as amended' motion for HB 1112. Sen Bercier seconded the 

motion. On a roll call vote the motion carried S Ayes O Nays 1 Absent. (Note: Sen 

Nething was absent for the PM session only) 

For the record, Jerry Hjelrnstad was present during the afternoon session as a resource person. 

He represented the ND League of cities, 

End of record. 
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18170.0202 
Title.<MOO 

Adopted by the Transportation Committee 
Aprtt3,2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO, 1112 

That the t enate recede from fta amendments aa printed on page 969 of the House Journal and 
page 70Z of tho Senate Journal and that Engr088ed House BHI No. 1112 be amended as 
folloWa: 

Page 3. llne e. overstrike "Offlclal or11 and Insert Immediately thereafter 11 

AIIA,ftl'I\JI 

red 
comma 

Page 3, llne 7, overstrike •may not be required to pay" and Insert Immediately thereafter "art 
not aubifot to• 

Renumber accordingly 

PageNo. 1 38170.0202 
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(8111 NUlber) fill / // tZ (, ·~• (rt)tn9ro11td): 

.Your Conftrtnct C01111tt••· 

For the Stt1,tea 

~- lh:&~ 
$oa' £:s.p.: "J&Hig...,..r....wt:/-----­
Sr:D, 1Efd«Jtt1C\ 

0 and p11c1 ____ 011 tht Seventh order. 

"' . ' 

~,'adopt (further) ••nct.ent1 •• fo11ow1, and p11ct 

'/18/11 ""2-on tht Seventh_ "rdtr: 

0 hlvtn1 bttn unable to 19ne, rtcOMendl that the c0111111ftt11 be dt1char1td 
and• new cCM111ftt11·bt appofnted. t111111 

((Rt)En1ro11td) ____ w11 pl1ctd on the Seventh order of busfn111 on the 
calendar. 

'I 

················································•11••······························--

(1) .LC ( 2) LC (3) OESIC (4). Cc»N. 
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LC HO. __ _ ___ of en·grosSMnt 
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R90RT OP CONl'IAINCI COMMRTII (420) 
Apttl4,'00I laNa.m. 

Module No: HIM1.f'711 

IMlrt LC: 11170.0202 

flllPORT OP CONl'IRINCI COMMlffll 
HI 1111, • •11111119'0W!Aa1 .. 11111d1 Your conference commltttt (Sent, Nethll =rd• 8efoler and 

~ ~~~·':~~~~~:.,a~ pta~:,m-: 
the Seventh order: 

n.t the Senate recede from Its amendmentt aa printed on page 989 of the Houle Joumat 
and page 703 of the Senate Joumal and that Engroaaed House BIii No. 1112 be amended •• 
fotlowl: 

Page 3, Une 8, overatrike 110ff1clal or' and Insert Immediately thereafter • 

oomnll 

Page 3, fine 7, overntke •may not be required to pay' and Insert Immediately thereafter 11111 
oo&MJtotw• 

Renumber accordlfvy 

Engrollld HB 1112 wu placed on the seventh order of business on the calendar. 

Page No. 1 HR-81-8765 
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HOUSE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
J1nuary 16, 2003 

North Dakota Department or Transportation 
DavJd A. Sprynczynatyk, Director 

HB 1112 

Mr. Chainnan and members of the House Transportation Committee: My name fs David 
~prynozynatyk and I am the Director of the North Dakota Department of Transportation. I am 
here today to testify in support of House BUI l l 12, whfoh 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,S billion. To adequately protect the transportation 
system and our investment, we must ensure that traffio adheres to the state•s weight restriotions. 
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 muoh damage as a 18,000 pound axle weight. The 
attached graph illustrates how the damage grows as the weights increase. ln addition to the 
damage to roadways, unpennitted 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 
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 pennit or hauling overweight. 

The first recommended change deals with the penalty for not having a pennit. Pennits 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 
pennit is not only to make the driver aware of these unsafe areas but also to protec::t the public 
and highway workers. 

Part of the problem has been the amount of the current penalty fee. The cost of a pennit is $20, 
and the penalty for operating without a pennit is also $20. There is no real consequence for 
getting caught without a pennit. Pennit fees for routine oversize load movements increased from 
$10 to $20 in 1997, The penalty for operating without a pennit has not changed since 1973. The 
changes recommended in Sections 1-5 of this bill would raise the penalty for operating without a 
pennit to $100. 
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Sy lncreaina the penalty t'ec,, North Dakota would also be more unifom, with our neiahborina 
atatea. Currently, South Dakota•• penalty fee ls S 136 and Montana•• ia $70. MiMesota •• penalty 
foes are $40 per foot for over-width violation. $20 per inch for over-heiabt violation,, and $20 • 
per foot for over-lenath violation,. These penalties arc assessed on ovenize loads movin1 
without a permit or exceedin1 the limits on a pcnnit. 

The North Dakota Hipway Patrol report, seejna an Increased number of carriers haulina · 
oversize or overweiaht loads without permits. Increaslna the fine to S l 00 will serve u a areater 
deterrent than the current fine. A carrier movina an oversize load is more apt to obtain a 
necessary permit f(lr $20 than risk a fine of $100 for not obtainina one. 

The second portion Qfthe changes proposed relate to Section 6, involvina charges for tho 
0extraordinary ute'' ofhiahways, streets, and roads because of excessive weiaht. Havina an 
appropriate fee structure for overweisht vehicles can deter abuse kl'ld help protect our 1uahway 
infrastructure. The changes beins recommended put North Dakota's fees more in line with 
surroW1din1 states. Attached for your reference is a graph showing fee comparisons between 
surroundina states and a table comparing existing and proposed fee schedules for North Dakota. 
1be fee,, proposed increase exponentially, which is consistent with the exponential damage 
caused by excessive weights that I mentioned earlier. · 

Here aro the fees 0WTently assessed in North Dakota and surrounding states for a 4,000 powld 
overload: 

North Dakota 
(Current) 

Overload Fee: $70 
Citation: 2Q 
Total $90 

North Dakota 
(Proposed) 

$200 
2Q. 

$220 

South Dakota 

$600 
.1l6 
$'136 

Mbmnota 

$300 
+CowtCost 
$300+Court 

Montana 

$125 
.m 

$195 

This bill carries I 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. Chainnan. this concludes my testimony on House Bill 1112. I would be happy to try to 
answer any questions the conunittce might have. 
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NORTH DAKOTA 
MOTOR CARRIERS ASSOCIATION, INC. 
1031 ea,t1n1..-,tattAv•m1t • P.O. Bok874 • 81,marok, NO 68602•0874 • (701) 223•2700 • FaK (701) 223-4324 

February 27, 2003 

Senator Thamas Trenbeath, Chairman 
Senate Transportation Committee 
State Capitol 
· Bismarck, ND 58505 

Dear Mr. Chainnan: 

Because of an NDMCA Budget Committee and Board of Directors meeting I am unable to attend 
your committee i:narings on Thursday, February 271~. 

Please be advised that on behalf of ND MCA, I would like to advise your committee of our 
members support of HB 1112. 

The American Transportation Research Institute tells us that in the year 2000 ND truoking paid 
approximately $114 t11illion in Federal and State user taxes and fees. This represents 43% of all 
taxes and user f~s paid by all highway users. 

Trucking has a big investment in our highway system, therefore it stands to reason that the 
system sho1Jld 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 HBl 112 and request your committee's favorable consideration with a 
do pass recommendation. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

LeRoy H. Ernst 
Managing Director 
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SENATE '."RANSPORTATION ,~OMMrrrEB 
F1~bruary 27,, 2003 

North Dakota Department of Tra111port.tlon 
Grant Levi, Deputy Director for En&baHrlal 

HB 1112 

Mr, Chainnan and members of the committee. rm Orant Levi, Deputy Director for En,ineerina 
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. lfwe started today to buildjust 
the state system, it would cost us about $8,S billion. To adequately protect the transportation 
system and our investment, we must ensure that traffic adheres to the state•s weii,tt rer.trictiona, 
As the weight per axle increases, the damage to the highway is exponential. For example. a 
36,000-pound axle weight docs 24 times as much damage 88 a 18,000-pound axle weight. 11ie 
attached graph illustrates how the damage grows as the weights increase. Also attached is an 
ardcle written by the South Dakota Local Transportation Assistance Program which illustrates 
that even a legal 20,000 - pound tru,;;~, ax.le consumes a thousand tirnes as much pavement life 88 

a 2,000 - pound automobile axle. In addition to the damage to roadways, unpennitted loads can 
also be a safety hazard tor other drivers. Over-hei•t loads can and do strike overpasses, which 
impacts the flow of traffic and the safety of other drivers. Qvc,r .. Jength loads are also dangerous 
to other drivers as they are passing or being passed. 

HB 1112 would revise the penalty for not having a pennit, and modify the fee structure for 
overweight low. 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 
pennit. 

'llte first recommended change deals with the penaJty for not having a permit. Pennits are issued 
to ensure that oversit.e and overweight trucks move safely, and to protect North Dakota's 
investment in its highway infrastructure. Each permit oontains travel restrictions and safety 
requirements. Particular routes mavbe d1~ignated to accommodate certain hei~ts, widths, or 
loads. If a bridge on a particular . .,,.1te, o·i some other feature is restricting certain size loads, the 
pennit designates an alternate safe route. If a route has maintenanCP, or construction activity 
occurring which may impact the safe movement of a vehicle, alternate routes are desi91ated. The 
intent of the pennit 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 for operating without a permit. 
The cost of a permit is $20, and the penalty for operati~g without a pennit is also $20. There is 
no real consequence for getting caught without a pennit. Pennit 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-S of this bill would raise the 
penalty for operating without a pennit to $100. 
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By increuin1 the penalty fM, North Dakota would also be moro unlfonn with our neiFborina 
ttatea. Currently, South Dakota•, citation penalty fee 11 $136 and MontanJ'• i• $70. 
Minnnota '• penalty fee, are $40 por foot for over-width violation», $20 per inch for over•hoiFt 
violationa. and $20 per foot for over-lonath violation,. Thc,,e penalties are assessed on ovenbo 
load, movina without a permit or exc~edina the limits on a permit. 

lncrcuina the fine to S 100 will 1crve u a aroat« deterrent than the current fine. A carrier 
movlna an oversize load is more apt to obtain a required pemut for $20 than risk a ftne ofSlOO 
for not obtafnina one. 

Tho aecond portion of the recommended chanp relates to section 7, involvins charsea for the 
"extraordinary use" ofhiahwa)'I, streets, and roads (that is, oporadnsa vehicle of exceaive 
weiaht). Havfna an approprittc fee struoture for ov«weiFt vehicles can deter abuse and help 
protect tho infrastructure, The chanaea belna recommended also put North Dakota's fees more in 
Une with sWTOundina states. Attached for )Our reference is a araph showina fee comparisons 
between ,urroundina states. 

Table 1 shows the fees currently assessed in North Dakota and s\lffoundlns states for a 4,000 
pound overload.• 

TABLEl 

FEES ASSESSED FOR A 4,000 POUND OVERLOAD 

Vlolatloa Nortla Dakot\ Nordl Dakota South Dakota MJnanota Moataaa 
(Cur,..t) (PropoHd) 

Overload Fee $70.00 S200.00 $600.00 $300.00 $125.00 

Cltadon $20.00 $20.00 $136.00 +Court com $70.00 

'TOTAL . $90.00 S220.00 $73'.00 $300.00 + Court $195,00 

The engrossed HB 1112 modified the NDDOT's proposed fee $tnlcture. 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 eni,osscd House Bill's amended fee structure for 
overloads. The recommended fees are shown as exponential increases as the weight differences 
increase. This is consistent whh 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 own~ vehicl cs, except 
emergency or military vehicles, to purchase a pennit they curre;: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 
pennit if the amendment passes. Administration costs for the HiFway Patrol will 
also increase. 
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• Pa" 3. Metion 3, wu amended to modify the roe atructure allowm, tbo opdon of 
))11yin, a $2$0 annual fee for tho tea percent wei91t exemption ln lieu of the $50 
m()nthJy fee, Thi, ohanao may aff'eot tho ttatt•• revenue u preNntl)' a uer 
obtalnlna the barvelt exomption and the winter pennitl would pay up to MOO 
baaed on tho monthly fee, oomparod to $250 bued on the annual roo. 
Adminiltrative com for the Hiabway Patrol will alto inoreue, 

• Paae 3, HCtion •• wu amended to modify the axle, load carr,ina capleity on 
tandem and triple axla. 'Ibo amendment allows for• maximum of 19,000 
pound, per axle with tho proper spacm,. Tho NDDOT studied tlda iuue and hu 
no concern, u Jona a, the 550 lbs. per inch of width and IJOII vebiole welabt 
provtsiom in state law are maintained. 

It i1 imperative that we protoct the hlve1tment made on our trauportation -,.tom. Controlliq 
and detenina the weiabt of vehiolos allowed to ;jperato on the road notwork are a meam of 
protecdna that investment. Theref'ore, W<> support the provisions outlined 1ft HB 1112. 

Mr. Cbafnnan. this conoludel my testimony. I would be happy to answer any queltiom the 
committee may have. 
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Sen1te Tran1portatlon Committee 

Febru1ry 27, 2003 
HD 1112 

.. 

Mr, Chairman and members of the Senate Transportation Committee: My name ls Doyle Sohulz, 
and I am the Director of tho Motor Carrier Division of the North Dakota Highway Patrol 
(NDHP), I 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 Committe.,. 

I will address the amendment on Paae 3. Line 6. Ms. Leanna Emmer, .our Pennit Section 
Administrator will address the amendment on Paae 3 Line l 0, Currently the s1atute reads. 
'Offlcial or publicly owned vehicles may not be required to pay charges for perm.its', This 
amendment would exempt only official or publicly owned emerseney or mWtary vehicles from 
purchasing of pennits. 

Most oftlcial or publicly owned vehicles utiliz.e self-issue permits for which there is not a charge. 
An example of some govenuncnt agencies utilizing self-issue permits are: ND Department of 
Transportation (NDOOT), Bureau of Indian Affairs, ND Public Service Commission, ND & US 
O~e & 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 NDOOT, and ultimately transfers those funds back to the NDOOT. 

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. Chahman, 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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February 27, 2003 
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Mr, Chainnan and members of the Senate Transportation Committee: My name is Leanna 
Emmer and I am the Pennit Se<>tion Administrator for the North Dakota Highway Patrol. Again 
while we support the bUI, I am here testifying in opposition to the amendment on line 10 of 
House, Bill 1112, 

We are opposed to the amendment that would allow a $250 annual pennit for the harvest and the 
winter weight exemption pennits. The 100/4 weight exemption harve,. pennit and 10% weight 
exemption winter permit arc two distinct pennlts for two separate reasons. They have different 
travel restrictions, dates of movement, and different load types are authorized with each l 00/4 
pennit type, 

Prior to issuing either one of these permit types, authorization from the ND DOT Director must 
be given. The 10% weight exemption harvest pennit authorii.es 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 pennlt is to help Canners in movi11g 
harvested products from the field to storage. 

The harvest permit is valid July 1S through November 30. The July 1S start date of this permit is 
contingent upon road conditions, The fee is $SO per 30-day period, The fee for entire period is 
$2S0. 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 100/4 weight exemption wintertime permit authorizes the movement of all products. This 
permit is issued when the roadbeds arc froi.en. It is valid December l through March 7. Again 
the fee is $SO per 30-day period, and for the entire 3 months, $1 SO. A customer has the option to 
purchase this pennit in 30-day increments or for the entire period that the weight exemption 
period applies. 

The 1997 Legislature in01't8Sed most of the NDHP pennit fees. The 10% weight exemption 
pennit fee was increased from $2S 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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To: 
From: 
Date: 

Senate Transportation Committee 
North Dakota League of Cities 
February 27, 2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. l 112 

Page 3; Jine 6, overstrike "or0 and insert immediately thereafter an 
underscored comma, after "owned" insert an underscored comma, 
and after "~mergenct• insert an under~cored comma 

Renumber accordingly 
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Votume 151 Number 4 Winter 2002 

Truck Weights and Highways 

Illegally overweight vehicle& 
datnao- South Dakota ~ 

ehorten road life, and lncreast 
coltl lo both lhe truddng Indus• 
try and ta>cpayeta, During the 
past aeveral years, the South 
DaJ<obl ug~tura haij enacted 
laws to protect &tale and loaaJ 
highways from damagt cauaed 
bv 1Uegat~1 owrwelght whloles: 

It Is Important tor those responai­
bfe lor funding, building, and 
maintaining highways to undef'­
etand the reuona behind truck 
weight regulations and to be el>le 
to e)(J)laln them when shippers, 
haulers, bualnesa contacts, and 
personal acquaintances Inquire 
about them, 

0 . 

• In 19Q61 the Leglalature llmlted the maximum weight al­
lowed on axlea (othtr than IM8t'lng axles) to 500 pounds 
times lhe lotal width. In Inches. of all tires mounted on the 
axle. This 8<:tion ensur'ed that the weight carried on axles 
fitted with &Ingle llraa (aa opposed to conventJonal dual 
til'88) would not exceed pavements' load capacity. 

South O.kotl Supporta 1\'ucldng 
SOuth Dakota values the trucking Industry and Its contri­
butJon lo the economy and well being of the state. Nearty 
everything we own, eat, use, gl'OW. ot manutacture Is car­
ried t,,/ truck on at least part of Its journey, 

L 

• Whef'I the Leglslature raised the state fuel tax In 1999, It 
also Increased civil penalties tor overweight truck& to•'~ 
guard the pulilo's Invest 
ment. The graduated pen• 
alty schedule discourage& 
Intentional vtolatlona that 
moat severely damaged 
roads and bridges. but Im• 
poses more modest nnee 
for lesser. unlntentlonal 
overwetghls. 

1,000• 3,~ $0,0S 

►10,000 S0.76 

• To pt'Oteot the publlo Investment In local roads and 
bridges. the Legislature enacted a law requiring the 
Departmer1t of Transportation to monitor how dll!Aenlly 
counties prosecute OYerWelght violations and, If neces• 
sary, to withhold lundlng from counties that fall to act 
responsibly. 

The South Dakota Department of ll'ansportatlon supports 
all of these leglalatlve actions. which have Improved aware• 
ness and compliance with truck w0lght regulations. Fewer 
vehicles are opet'atlng seriously overweight, pre\'entlng 
needless damage to road& and bridges and saving ta>epay• 
ers mllllons of dollars. 

Because of the Importance ot trucking, the South Dakota 
Legislature and other branch9& of state government have 
hlstorloally adopted rules and procedures that help the 
Industry lo operate competttlve'Y: 
• To ease regulatory bur'dens, the Departme11t ot Revenue 

haa jOJned the lnternatJonal Fuol Tax Agl'eement and the 
International Registration Plan. Both enable motor aarrlef8 
to register In Just South Dakota but operate In all states 
and provinces. Efforts are underway to provklt onllne IRP 
and IFTA services to the trucking Industry. 

• Unlike most states, South Dakota does not Impose 
~ute gr~ weight Umlts on b'Ucka, Instead, It allows 
essentlalfy unlimited gross weigh~ provided the load 18 
supported by enough tires and axles to prevent road and 
bridge damage, 

• South Dakota grants tolerances tor hauling agrlcullural 
loads. loads from field to farm are allowed to weigh 10% 
more than the normal welghl llmlt, white 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 Instruct 
haulers on proper loading, 

Cctlt1,11J1d or, 1M nMt pa,-

.. ·· ····- eta deli · td to-;odtrn lnformetlon Syst~ for 1ntcrofHmh-.e end 
• llfcr raphtc f•lff on thf • ft hn •r• accurate reproduction& of recor t,V:~tndardt of the AnMirtcen Nattonel Sttnct.rdt 1n1tttut• 

!:rt fl l~ fn tht rttular courH of buttneH. Tf,~:ft,oorr.z::°f:•~:lttfblt then thh Nott ct, 1t t1 due to the qtMl tty of tht 
(ANSI) for 1rchiV1l fl\fcrof t lM. .M. IIYICl!I If the ~ . 1 /4 
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11 pobltahad a,y tM south Dakota Loctl 
lr'1n1potteUon Aulltatlc• PnlQt'MI 
(SD L~P) 
Englnetring Re.ourco Centet 
Boie 2220, Harding Hall 
SOUth Dakota St•t• Unlvei'tily 
Btoo6dng1, SD 57007•0109 
Phone: (805) 888◄1&5 

1·800422-0129 
Flili: (605) 68ll·u8oU 
E•MeM: SDSU_SDLTAPOsdttatudu 

Mlln Offtcl 8Ulff 
A, Selim, Ph,D,, P,E,, Olt'tctot 
K, SkorMth, Field Serv1ct1 MMMiget 
L. Fostaf, s.ctttarv 
A, LOl'lg, TechNCIII AHl•t~ ~ 

~SaMllltit 
0. Huft, (605) 173-3292 
L, Wei .. , Technlcal All!ltstencet P~, 
t805) 173-4423 

w .. tiiMSat.illte 
M, Klaal, Ph.D., (805) 394·2-12i 
M. Swenson, Ttehrwcal AHII~ 
Prov!Mr, (605) 394-1890 

The I.IN of ~I btlftd M1N11 kl.,_. 
~, artlclte doM Ml OCM'lltlllll• 
•~ ~tnl of lhoM ptCNMII­
IIMI SD LTAP. 

• Together with the Department ot Revenue and the Highway Palrol1 the Depart• 
ment of Traneportatloti hat developed an automated permitting 1y1tem that allowe 
truckers to obtain permits on"ne and qulcktv Identifies safe roulea for mowment 
of overalze and overwttlght veh!Qles, 

• To reduce delayt and Improve traff lo Mletv1 the DepMrtment of Tf'anaportation wlll 
replace the port of entry at North Slou>e City with a new faoUlly near Jefferson In 
2003, Through uee of ln•modon weighing and vehicle ttaneponderl. the new port 
wlll aUow truckers with good safety rtcofdt and ltgal ~ta to bypass the port. 
IIVlng valuable hOurs ol operating time. 

The NNct to .. a...»at 
wt,, ate truck welghl l'lgUlattona 10 Important? 
lfe reaMy • matter of dollar& and cente. becal.lM 
l'Oada and bridges have to be designed, btMM, and 
maintained lo cany heavy axle load&. The heavter 
the aJde loads, the more exper,8've roada and 
bridges become, 

Every axle pUN'1Q over a highway consumes a 
portion of the pavement's life. With each appb· 

~~ 
2,000 0.001 
10,000 o.oe 
1e,ooo o.ee 
20,000 1.00 
22,000 ui 

lk>n of load, the pavement 8)(J)8r'lencee compr'818k>n and bending that ewntuatty 
lead lo rutting and cracking. ExteneMt Iced lelta owr the peat fifty yeara have 
shown that the amount of pavement lite consumed by heavy axles greatly e>Cceeda 
the amount of lite consumed by light axlea, 

lWo Important concepts are evident 
from Ihle table: 

• First. heavy axles consume much 
more pavement life than light 
axles, Even a legal 20.000-poUnd 
truck axle consumes a thousand 
times as much pavement lite as a 
2,000-pound automobile axle. 

Colt,.., .. to ConltNot 

• Second, the amou1~t of life consumed rises much faster than the axle weight. For 
a seemingly modest 103/o Increase In weight (from a legal 20.0001)0und axle lo 
an ove•ht 22,000-pound axle), the amount of consumed life soars IY,t nearly 
60%, A 20% overweight consumes more than twice as much pavement IHe aa the 
legal load, 

Dlmage to Brtdga, 

Damage from Illegally overweight 
loads Is not connned to pavements. 
Bridges prematurely age, Just as 
pavements do, when subjected to 
Illegal loads. If the loads are great 
enough, they can actually destroy a 
structure. 

An example from Tripp County Is pk:tured, bot It Is not the only case. In the past two 
years alone, sbc county bridges had to be compl~ replaced because of damage 
from Illegally overweight trucks: 
• 1Wo bridges In Moody County had to be replaced at a total cost of $692,000 • 

The 111tcro0r11)hfc h•oe• on tht• ffl111 are accurate reproduction• of recordl delfvered to It · rn JnforMetlon syaten11 for 111feroftl111fng and 
were ffllltd fn the reaul•r courae of butfneaa. The photographic process .et• atandardt of the Allltrfoen Natfonal Sttndardl lnatftutt 
(ANSI) for archfval MforofflM, NOTICE! If the fflMed ..... •v• fa lee• legible than thta Notice, ft ta due to the quality of tht 

doc- being fllMd, 1 M ~ ~ 1 /4 JlJ >1 ~\:) 'd' c. It) ~ :}., 
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• Two BrookJngl County bridges were rebuilt al a lotal coat 
of $295,000, 

• One Faulk county bridge had to be replaced at a coet of 
$125,000, 

• The bridge In ~ County was replaoed with oulverls at 
a coat of $18,000, 

These Nlegdy OWM'elght loads not only cost counties 
rr'IOf'e than $1, 1 mlltlon, but ale() deprived other road ueera 
of conwnlent acceea lo their homee and farma. In each 
case, lhe boal'd of commletlonere had to deotare an emer• 
genoy and o.e a ,._ until • new lltUoture could be bwM, 

At coeety u lheN cue•••• &hey ,.._nt only a por­
tion of the bridge damage attrb.tlable lo lllegaUy over­
weighl loadt. Many other ltruclUree have certainly been 
damaged, wt In way1 that ate not yet apparent. 

The Unk to Hlghwar Slflly 

li'uck weight enbcement Is not only a matter of ~ 
lea. but aJso a matter of public aatety. Illegal loads not only 
make toad8 rougher, but '-. 
alao create deep ruts that i.... ~ 
can ftff with rainwater Of' 
bt, making driving more 
dangerous for ewryone. 

FrwquenttyAekNQu1lllone 
People occaak>nally uk whethet' weight restrictions could 
be relaxed without Increasing road damage. common 
ques&M are: 
• can trudcs tfldut» spe«J rttthM than l'edueti load? This 

question often arisaa In the spring. when load restrlctiona 
are needed 10 pn,tect f)Mmtnls weakened h'/ the aprinO 
thaw, Untortunately, awn though some local agencies atin 
try to aVOid load Nmita by reducing speed Hmlts, this prac• 
tice does not work. In fact. road damage Increases 8'Qnlf-
1can11y when heavy~ are driven more ak>wly. 

• If a truck's gfOBtl Wfllght Is legal, whydoBJtls Wfii(jlts mat­
ter? Thia question la sometimes rafted bV persona cited 
tor overweight axle or a>de group violatlone, awn though 
the totaJ (gross) weight of lhelt vehicle did not ex~ the 
legal llmlt. However, pavement damage ft'Om two a,clea­
one light and one heavy-actuatly exceeds the d$mage 
from properly loaded axles. The extra damage created 
by the owr1oaded axle exceed& the reduced damage cre­
ated by the Hghlet' one, 

• II agrlcultu,., WJhlcles with low-Inflation tires can safely 
car;y heavy loads In flslds, why can't they operate loa""1 
on highways? Even though vehicles llke chemical &ppll• 
cators and grain carts can transport very heavy loads In 
fields, they serlous)y damage gravel and paved roadways 

when loaded beyond legal llmlta. The eurface la damaged 
because the vehlolff' lugged Urea concentrate the load 
Into amaU contact areae, The underlying layers fall 
because lhey cannot withstand the total load Imposed 
upon them. These toad, also poee a ,serlou, probfem for 
bridges, especially on county and townthlp roads, 

The Need tor n11ponelb1t Hauling 

State and local goyernmenll' reeponalblllty lo Pt'OYlde mob­
ility •nd aately cannot be aocompHehed If Illegally k>aded 
whlcles prematut'tly oonaume the Hit Of rc:,adl and 
bridges. Pl'OYldlng a sysaem lhal f& economlcal, cornfon• 
able, and .,, dependl not only on the gowmment'a 
Investment of time, eftort. and money, but also on the 
responsible behavior of highway uaera. 

The vast majority of South Dakota haukn cperat& legaJt)( 
Of the nearly 600,000 Yeh~ ~ MCh yea,, only 
about 3,000-one half ol one percent-are cHed tor OY&r• 
weight vlntattona, Of lhoee chd, only 600 ate aewi• 
enough OYerwelght to be aaaesaad c:ivU penalties exceedlny 
$100, 

While a small number of haulers knowingly opetate lhgally, 
lhelr dlltegard for weight llmlla cteatee coetty damage that 
other, AtepOndlte ta,cpayere muet pay for. controlllng the 
ll't'eeponsl>fe beha\llor of these lntenbal vlolatOOJ ta 
lrnpoed,le without effective enforcement and p,'OMCutlon, 

Recent effort& to control Illegally owrwelght vehicles have 
clearfy begun to reduce the rate of gl'Ollfy overweight 
loads. In 2000, 8.8% of ow,welght Whlcle citations were tor 
loads l'1'l0f'8 than 10.000 pounds aN the legal limit. The 
rate decreased to 6,0% In 2001, and 5.9% In 2002, OveraH, 
the Incidence of gtollty 0Vet'Walght loads haa dropped by 
nearly a thlm since more stringent penalties and enforce• 
ment ware enacted. 

Rela>Clng weight regulallona and enforcement would erase 
the progl'8SS that has been made to protect the pobllo 
Investment In state and local roads. In the wolds of Ted 
Eggebraaten, Br'OOklnge County Highway Superlntenden~ 
•1r we lose the conb'ol we have with the rWM overweight 
laW$ In place, It will only add to out pt(Jbltm8 with road& and 
bridges. Brookings County would nol be ~ to kaep up 
our rt>ad system maintenance If the oontrol le taken IWl8.Y,• 
The Department of Transportation also conskiers sound 
weight enforcement essential io Its mission to ~ a 
lransportatlon system to sall8fy the diverse mobility needs• 
of travelers, shippers, and hauler's In South Dakola. 
Especially In a time of llmlted funding, protecting the 
existing highways from unnecessary damage Is clearly the 
wisest course of action. 

The •f crogr•pt,tc fNGH on thl • ff hn art accurate r._,roduct Ions of records delf vered to Modtrri rnfoN!lllt for, sy1ten11 for ml crofflmfno end 
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2·27-03 ND OVERLOAD FEES -OVIRLOAD IN POUNDI PRIIINTPII PROPf'JIIQ Pl'I AIIINDID 
1,000 $10 $30 . ' .. 
2,000 ' $20 seo '40 
3,000 $30 $90 -4,000 $70 $200 ,1eo 

' 
5,000 $110 $350 ·-8,000 $190 $420 .. 
7,000 $270 $490 s,.so 
8,000 $350 $840 .. 
9,000 $430 $720 .840 
10,000 $510 $800 ,100 

11.000 $810 $1,100 

12,000 $710 $1,200 

13,000 $810 $1,300 

14,000 $910 $1,680 

15,000 $1,010 $1,800 

18,000 $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 St910 $4,400 

23,000 
.. 

$2,110 $4,600 

24,000 $2,310 $4,800 . 
25,000 $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 

The •lcroorephlc hMllff on thf• ft l111 ere 1ccur1te reproductions of rtf.ordt dtl tvered to Modern lnforNtlon svateN for Mfcrof I lmh'IG end 
were ftllltd tn the reouler courae of buttntH. The photogrephtc prootH MNtt •ti.nderdl of the AMtrtcan Netionl!ll St_.t'dl h'lltltutt 
(ANSI) for 1rchtv•l MfcroftlM. NOllCEs If th• flllllld luge ll:\oYt ·~ let• ltatblt then tht• Notte•, It,. due to the c;utlttv of th• 

doNNnt betnt ffllntd. I ~ /J ~ 1 
Yi f?.:;Jia ~•1 C 1.; 10 /.g JJ,3,. 

$,itor1Sgneturt r- '-'.'. Datt 

l I 
•' ',J 

J 



r 

L 

SENA"rE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 
March l 7, 2003 

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

HR 1112 

Mr. Chairman and members oftbe committee: •'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 l 112, which was introduced at the request ofthe department. 

North Dakota bas a huge investment in its transportation system. If we started today to build just 
the state system. it would cost us about $8.S billion. To adequately protect the transportation 
system and our investment, we must ensure that traffic adb(llres to the state's weight restrictions. 
As the weight per axle increaaes, 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 atuched is an 
article written by the South Dakota Local Transportatiot1 Assistance Program which illustrates 
that even a legal 20,000 - pound truck axl~ consumes a thuusand ti.mes as much pavement life as a 
2000- pound automobile axle. In addition to the ~ge 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. OverMlength loads are also dangerous 
to other drivers as they are passing or Leing passed. 

HB 111 :l would revise the penalty for not having a pennit, and modify the fee structure for 
overweight loads. This proposal will not affect the driv~, who is adhering to the state's weight 
laws, but we hope it wiU deter drivers who may be ov~rweight or consider traveling without a 
pennit. 

The first recommended change deals with the penalty fer not having a permit. Permits are issued 
to ensure that oversize and overweight trucks move safely, and to p1otect North Dakota's 
investment in its highway infrastructure. Ectch pennit 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 certain size loads, the 
pennit designates an alternate safe route, If a route has maintenance or constmction 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 amount of the current penalty foe for operating without a permit. 
The cost of a pennit is $20, and the penalty for operating without a pcnnit is also $20. There is 
no real consequence for getting caught without a permit. Penn.it 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 $ I 00. 
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By increasing the penalty fee, North Dakota would also be more unifonn with our neighboring 
states. Currently. South Dakota •s citation penalty fee is $136 and Montana's is $70, Minnesota's 
penalty fees arc $40 per foot for ovcr .. width violations, $20 per inch for over-height violations, (:, • 
and $20 per foot for over-length violations, These penalties are assessed on ovcrsiie loads 
moving without a pcnnit or exceeding the limits on a permit. 

lncrcasmg the fine to $ I 00 will serve as a greater deterrent than the current flne. A carrier 
moving an oversize load is more apt to obtain a required ponnit 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 vehiole of excessive 
weight), Having an appropriate fee structure for overweight vehicles can deter abuse and help 
protect the infi'astnlcture. The changes being recommended also put North Dakota's fees rmre in 
line with surrounding states. Attached for your reference is a graph showing fee comparisons 
between surrounding states. 

Table l 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 

Violadoa North. Dakot• Nortll Dakota Sout• Dakota Mlll■uota Moatau 
(Currint) (Proposed) 

Overload Fee $70.00 $200.00 S600.00 $300.00 $12S.OO -
Citation $20.00 $20,00 $136,00 + Court costs $70,00 

TOTAL $90.00 $220.00 $736.00 $300,00 + Court $195.00 

Engrossed HB J 112 modified the ND DOT' 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 
::i·- exponential increases as the weight differences increase. This is consistent with the exponettial 
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, ifthe bill is 
passed as-is, will be short about $125,000. 

Jn 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 or miUtary vehicles, to purchase a permit that they currently are not 
charged for. This amendment would have affected the counties, cities, and federal and 

Page 2 of 3 
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state aaenoles. Por example, city aarbaae trucks would have been required to 
purcbue a permit lithe amendment passed, The admJnJstration cost1 tor the Hfahway 
Patrol would abo have increued. The Senate Tramportation Committee amended 
this section, added a comma after ••o~" and added "emeraency or military. 0 With 
tbete chanaos, the cities. counties. and federal and state agencies will not have to pay 
lbr the permit. 

• Paae 3. section 3. wu amended to modify the fee structure aDowina the option of 
payma a S2SO annual fee, for the ten percent wefaht exemption in lieu of the $SO 
monthly feo. This obaqe may affect the state•s revenue. as presently a user obtaiuin1 
the harvest exemption and the winter permits would pay up to S400 based on the 
monthly fee. compared to S2S0 based on the annual fee. 

• Paae J, 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 NDOOT studied this issue and bas no concerns as long 
u the 550 lbs. per inch of tire width and gross vehicle weight provisions in state law 
are maintained. 

It is imptntive 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 HD 11 J 2. 

\ Mr. Chairman, this cocohldes my testimony. I would be happy to answer any questions the 
committee may bavtt. 
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3-17-03 ND OVERLOAD FEES 

OVERLOAD SENATE 
IN POUNDS PRESENT FEE PROPOSED FEE AMENDED CHANGES 

1,000 $10 $30 $20 

2,000 $20 $60 MO 
3,000 $30 $90 $80 

4.000 $70 $200 $180 $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 $91() $1,680 

15,000 $1,010 $1,~00 
,, 
I 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 -
26,000 $2,710 $6,200 

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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