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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMmEE MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. HB l 135 

House Industry, Business and Labor Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 1-14-03 

T Nwnbcr Side A SideB 
t xx 
1 xx 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes:Chalr Kelter: Let's take up HB 1135, 

Wona Jeffeoat-Sacco; PSC: In support, (SEE A Tr ACHED) 

Meter# 
27,4--end 

Rep. N. John1on: Can you give us a for instance? I have no clue what might be> has happened, 

Wonai I would like to ask Tony Clark because he can better respond, 

Tony Clark, PSC Commll•loner: (31. 7) In support, There are network elements that phone 

companies are required to lease to other phone companies, The types of network elements they 

are required to tease are defined in the federal act. The FCC is in the process of deciding whAt 

elements have to be offered and which do not, The FCC is thinking about creating a national 

minimum list that a company is required to provide in the network element. The FCC is trying to 

leave a flexibility to the state. We may have another state role that may hamper the federal 

flexibility. (34.6) The tenn "greater0 is of concern because it is somewhat subjective. One 

company's definition of what a greater obligation is may be different from another companf s. 
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House Industry, Business and Labor Committee 
Blll/RetoJution Number HB 1135 
Hearing Date 1-t 4-03 

Rep. Ruby: Aro we required to under f : federal provision on this? Are we allowed to have our 

own ftoedom? 

Tony Clark: (35,5) If the FCC is intending for some state action, the FCC will say so, In some 

cases, the state commissions don't have authority to do certain things then the FCC takes over 

and makos the decision for them, 

Rep. Ruby: When you talk about obligating one company as compared to another. is that more 

from state to state? 

Tony Clark: It would be the case where it is two companies that are doing business in the state. 

If one was not involved in the state at an, we would not have regulatory authority over them. The 

testimony refers more to the notion that Ws sometimes hard to determine when an obligation is 

greater or not. We can't supersede federal rule. 

Rep. Ekltrom: (40.1) Is 211, which is Health and Human Services, the same system that the 

Mental Health Assoc. is using? 

Tony: That is the one that the Mental Health Assoc. has been trying to get. That is the case that. 

brought this issue to a head. 

Rep. Ekltrom: Is there a possibility, in the future, that a commercial interest would get an Nl 1 

number? 

Tony: They are starting to ion out of them. Pretty tough for that to happen. The FCC has set out 

broad standards for each of these numbers. This will give control for all Nl 1 numbers to PSC. 

Du. Kuntz. Q-West : Opposed. We have some amendments to this bill. Phone companies are 

regulated by FCC and by the state within they operate. We are concerned when one entity tells 

you to do one thing and another entity tells you to do something else. We suggest an amendment 

I 

I 
! 

I 

·, 

J 



r 

L 

Page3 
House Industry, Business and Labor Committee 
Bill/Resohation Nwnbcr HD 1135 
Hearing Dato 1 .. 14 .. 03 

to the last page. We want the commission's authority to include investigating resolved 

numbering issues relating to assignment of911 dialing codes. We believe that fits with the 

authority the Ti'CC is authorizing, (49.0)--explained the Telecom Aot of 1996 and how it 

introduced competition, 

Rep. Kuper: Before deregulation, was Q-W est not a monopoly? Isn't that a tn.J.e statement? 

Dan: (4,0) Prior to 1996 the company had exclusive service areas, No competitors allowed in the 

local exchange market. There were competitors in the long distance market. Were they 

guaranteed returns? No. You are guaranteed reasonable prices that allow you the opportunity. 

The commission sets prices for all utility companies. If you are not able to sell what you 

projected to sell in your rate proceedings, you can't come back to the commission and say I did 

not make enough money, In ND, prior to 1996, telephone price (local) were price capped for 

essential services, 

Suaan Wefald, PSC Commll1loner: I have a comment on the amendment. These are my own 

comments. I have a concern with section 16 of the amendment. (SEE AITACHED) 

Rep. Ekttrom: (7 .0) Is there a half way point we can find.? You are in conversation with the 

regulated community. 

Susan: In rulemaking process, you have to have conversation with the parties involved. The 

commission has always been very responsible to listening, hearing, and acting on what we hear. 

You will find that we have some of the shortest rules of any state regulatory agency in the 

country, We get to the point. If you look at other states, you will see this. We are only asking for 

rulemakittg authority on the seotions that have already been defined by the legislature that the 
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Ho\lSO lndustryt Business and Labor Committee 
Bilt/Reaolution Nwnber HB 1135 
Hearin& Date 1-14-03 

<'ommission can tako action on, (sect, 7 through 14). The commission came in thinking this was a 

compromise that we would be able to write rules that relate to those areas. 

Chairman Kellers Tho federal legislation was enacted because telecommunication is an 

interstate phenomenon, They were trying to bring consistency, This bill is a move away from 

that. What problems have we encountered at PSC that would warrant moving away from national 

standards? What potential problems do you see if each state passes 1aws that make it unique and 

may have problems hlterstate? 

Su1u: (9.2) I can understand the committffll concern about that. PSC shares this, We wanted 

companies to be able to do business in many states and not have so many regional differences. 

Maybe we should take our "greater thm0
, That tnight make the industry feel better. 

Dan Kuez: To clarify, existing law a11ows the PSC to enact rules to carry out the authority in 

sect. 7 ... 14, Our concern is they should not go beyond the federal act. We don't want them to go 

beyond without any legislative guidelines or policy. 

Rep. Klein: Looking at the last statement in the amendrnotlt, I really have a problem with that. 

Du KunCz: Understand that this is authority right now that PSC doesn't have. We came up with 

this bectluse we thought this is what PSC was ooncemed about. If there are arent; outside of sect. 

7--14 that are not covered in those subsections, then PSC to enter orders on. This would clear up 

their authority question. This imposes an obligation on the company. There are no other 

guidelines in terms of what would limit the PSC's ability to enter an order imposing an 

obligation on say Q-West that was not otherwise required to do under the act. That was out 

concern. Hearing closed on HB 1135. 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMmBB MINUTES 

BILI/RESOLUTION NO, HB l l3S 

House Industry, Business and Labor Committee 

Cl Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 1 /1 S/03 

T Number Side A SideB 
4 X 

Meter# 
o.o-ts.o 

)--------+--------t--------+-------
Committee Clerk Si 

The committee agreed that they have no problems with tho Nl 1 Section. 

The committee discussed whether the Public Service Commission have more control than they 

do currently over the numbering outside the Nt 1, such as area codes etc. 

The committee reworked language of the amendment that was submitted by Dan Kuntz of Qwest 

Communications so that it was more specific. 

Rep. Ekltrom will work with Rep. Zaller on getting an adequate final draft of the proposed . 

amendment. 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITI'BE MINUTES 

BILI/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1135 

HoUle Industry~ Business and Labor Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 1/20/03 

T Number Side A SideB Meter# 
2 X 11.0-22.0 

Committee Clerk Si 

Minutes: Chairman Keller ca11- committee work on HD 1135.This is the bill relative to the 

Nt 1 nwnbering system and also to area codes. Repr,sentadvet Zalaer9 Ekatrom &, Kiehl met 

as a subcommittee. 

Rep. Klein requested that Rep. Zaller read through the proposed amendment. 

Cba1rman Keller moved to adopt the amendment; seconded by Rep. Zaner.A roll call vote on 

the proposed amendment canied. 

Rep. ZIiier moved for a Do Pass As Amended on HB 1135. Rep. Nottettad seconded. Motion 

passed unanimously. 14-0-0 
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38127.0101 
Title.0200 Adoplld by the Industry, Bllllnea and l.abor~/L/ ... ~ 

Committee ( ~1 ~ 
January 24, 2003 

IIOU'II AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO, 1135 DL 1-21-03 

Page 3, Une 1, replace ". Including numbering rosouCQI" wfth "relatinst 

Page 3, Hne 2, remove "adfnlnlatradQn and the designation of eoUUn entftltct' 

Page 3~:.s, remove the overstrike over "13 llf'Ovldee, the rwle1 May Ael fM,-eae ,1,1111118,.. 

Page 3, llne 8, remove the overstrike over •1e1,ee,.,,,u1AleatieM 88.,.,_.~ hit a,e• and remove 
the overstrM<e over "lfeeter hlfl elallfdeM l"'f'eeed" 

Page 3, line 7, remove the overstrike over "wrtder the aer and remove •14• 
Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 38127.0101 
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Dato: 'ho/ Of 
Roll Call Vote #: J 

2003 HOUSE ST ANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILIJRESOLUTJON NO. I \ ~ e:; 

House Industry, Bu1laet1 & Labor · Committee 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Counoll Amendment Number ~ 81 'J..1, 0 l O l / · 0 )() 0 
ActionTaken _ ~ 'ptlJ-1' /ts ~ 
Motion Made By ~S,C.- Seconded By_ ~ • 

Representadvet Yff....- No ReDresentadvet Yet. No 
Cba1rman Keiser 

, 
Reo.Boe 

.,,, 
Rep.S.venoL Vlee-Chalr ,r Reo.Ekstrom /,; 
Reo.Dolcb ,, Reo.Tbon,e / 
Rep. Frosetb .~ Reo. Zaller 
Rep. Johnson r 
Rea,.Kaper '~ Rea,. Klein / 

Reo. Nottlestad , 
ReD, RUbY. // 
Rep.Tieman / 

Absent 

Total (Yes) ---'\'---It(_.,._ ____ No __ O ______ _ 
0 

Floor Assignment ~ 
f If the vote is on an amendmentt briefly indicate intent: 
\\ 
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RIPORT OP ITANDINCI COIIMffl'II (410) 
JlnUlfY 21. IOOS 1 o:ss 1.m. 

Module Noi HR•11-1172 
Clrrler: Zllw 

lnllrt LC: 18127.0101 TIiie: ,0200 

RIPORT OF STANDING COIIIIITTII 
HI 1111:~ IU1111111 ind Labor Commlttlt (Rep. KIi..,, Chairman) 

rtcor-- AMINDIIINTI A8 FOLLOWS and when eo amended, recommtndl 
DO PAIi (14 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1138 WII placed 
on the Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 3, Hne 1, replace •, IDQIMdlng oumbtdng maource• with •retaum• 

Page 3, llne 2, remove "edm!owtraUon and tho dt•IQoaUon of •nffllt• entftlecJ• 
Page 3, llne ~. remove the overstrike over 11 18 jlN'eW!lell 11'1• NIN,.._."'' 1,..,,, eell1d1P11 ...... 
Page 3, Hne 8, remove the overstrike over •1e1111MMW.leeti1M .. ,...,.¥that.,.. and remove 

the overstrike over •. .,. ... , tt.M ellll1att1M ,...,,,,11• 

Page 3, llne 7, remove the overstrike over "uneler Mile Mt" and remove 11.14" 

Renumber acoordlngly 

(2) DESI(, (3) COMM Page No. 1 HR•18'1172 
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMrrrEB MINUTES 

BILl/RBSOLUTION NO. 1135 

Senate Industry, Business and Labor Committee 

Cl Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 02-17-03 

T Number Side A SideB 
1 XXX 

Committee Clerk Si 

Meter# 
6200-end 

Minutes:Chairman Mutch opened the hearing on HB 1 135. Alt Senators were present. Engrossed 

HB 1135 relates to the powers ofth,, public service commission relating to the regulation for the 

provision of telecommunication service. 

lllona Jeffeoat-Saeco, PSC, introduced the bill. See attached testimony. 

Senator Nethln1:It bas been seven years since the Act of 1996, why is this just coming up now? 

Olona: It was at the hattd of the commission. 

Senator Krebtbaeh:What ifwe took the word ''differentu out? 

Wona: That is what this bill does. 

Mel Kambeltz,Qwest, wanted to go on the record in support of the bill. 

There wu no oppotltlon.Hearlng was closed. 

Senator Nethlng moved a DO PASS. Senator Krebsbaeh seec,nded. 

Roll Call Vote: 7 yes. 0 no. 0 absent. 

, \ Carrier: Senator Nethlng \ .. __ / 

I 

.J 



Dato:~--J.'}O 3, 
Roll Call Voto#: . 

2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITrEE ROLL CALL VOTES j 
Senate 

Bll,IJRESOLVTJON NO. I I B 5 Committee 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number 

Action Taken Po ~ss 
Motion Made By \\ttl?~~ Seconded By ~bU!h 

u 
Senaton ~- No Senaton Yes No 

Sen.1c:nv KJein. Vice Chainnan X. 
Sen.Karen Krebsbach ~ 
Sen, Dave Netluna: X 
Sen. Joe) Heitkamn V, 

0 Sen.Mike Everv X 
Sen. I>uaneE ' ~ ·,-! IU 

Sta, Duane Mutcli:Chairman ~ 

-

Total (Ym) /J N D 
---------- 0 

Absent t=),.___~-:-;------------------
\Jrlw~ Floor Assignmeiit ~ 

If the vote is on an amendment; briefly indicate intent: 
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RIPORT OP ITANDINQ COIIMffTII (410) 
f'ebruaryll,200l 1:Up.m. 

fllPORT OP STANDING COIIMITTII 
HB 1131, • "'ll'Dllld: lndUltrY, lklllMN and Labor Committee (Ian. Mutoh. 

Chairman) tecommendl DO PAIi (7 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND N01 
VOTING). Engroued HB 1135 WU ~ on the Fourteenth order on the catendar. 

(2) DeSK. (3) COMM Page No. 1 
SR-34-3621 
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Prnented by: 

Before: 

Date: 

H.B.1135 

lllon• A. Jeffco1t-S1cco 
Director, Public Utllltle• Dlvl•lon 
Publlc Service Commission 

Hou•• Committee on Industry, Bueln•s and Labor 
Honorable George J, Keiser, Chairman 

14 January 2003 

TESTIMONY 

Chairman and committee members, my name Is lllona Jeffcoat

Sacco. I am the director of the Public Service Commission's Public Utllltles 

Division. The Public Utillties Division administers the Comrnts3ion's 

Jurisdiction over telephone, gas and electric public utilities In North Dakota. 

The commission asked me to appear here today to testify In favor of HtlUStJ 

Bill 1135, introduced at our request. 

The purpose ot House Bill 1135 is to slightly expand, in two ways, the 

Commission's telecommunications authority. The first area In which the 

Commission requests additional authority involves numbering issues. The 

second area involves the Commission's role in implementing the federal 

Telecommunications Act of 1998. 

There are two numbering issues that prompted this request. The first 

Involves designation of "N11" dialing codes. The "N11• dialing code with 

which you may be most f1r.mlliar Is "911," designated as an emergency 

response oHalinA code. In addition, you might recall using "411" for 

directory assistance. 

1 
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The Federal communications Commission (FCC) has reserved oth~r 

N11 dialing codes for certain apeolflo public uses. For example, 211 Is 

reserved for health and human service I nformatlon and referral. 511 Is 

reserved for traffic and transportation information. The FCC has allowed 

the states the latitude to designate the users of these dialing codes. The 

Commission requests the additional authority ln this bill In order to have the 

ability to designate users of these dialing codes as may be necessary and 

appropriate, and to resolve any disputes that may come up regarding 

designation and use of these dialing codes. 

The Commission also requests additional numbering administration 

authority to enable the Comn1ission to handle any numbering shortage 

issues that may occur In North Dakota. While numbering problems in North 

Dakota may be a distant concern, we know that If and when they do occur, 

It Is best to resolve them at the state level. If an area code wm need to be 

split, for example, it will be far better that the required decisions be made 

close to home rather than at the federal f evel. 

The saoond area in which the Commission requests expanded 

authority concerns the Commissionjs ability to implement standards that 

might differ from federal standards under the Telecommunications Act of 

1996. As the talecommunlcations industry continues to transition to 

competition, the Commission's role is often more of a referee than a 

regulator. In such situations, one player's burden may be another player's 

benefit. In addition, the needs of North Dakota may ',ary substantially from 

those of other states and those1 on the federal level. 

The limitation currently contai.,ed in current subsection 14 of section 

49 .. 21 .. 01. 7, that the Commission not impose obligations greater or different 

than those imposed under the federal act, can work against both industry 
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and the publlo. It 11 poaalble that the beat decl1lon might lmpoee 1n 

obHgatlon on one player th1t la greater than 11 lmpoeed by the federal act, 
yet the beneffll to other 1t1keholdera might 1ublt1ntl1Hy outweigh that 

burden. Under the cu,rrent provl1lon, the Commlulon ta prohibited from 

making the belt declalon becauH of the "greater obllgatlon" llmltatton. In 

addition, It la poulble that In a certatn altuatlon the b81t declalon for North 

Dakota 11 different from what Is envisioned at the federal level, and 111 
parties, Including lnduatry, agree. The Umttatlon In current law would 

prohibit the Commteslon from choosing the best decl1lon1 becauae It could 

be interpreted aa tmpoalng an obligation different from that envlaloned by 

the federal act. The Commlaalon bellevea these re1trtotlon1 should be 

lifted If the Commlulon la to have the ability to act In North Dakota•• belt 

Interest,. 

Thia completes my testimony. I wlll be happy to anewer any 

questions you may have. 
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PJNented By: luun •. Wtfald 

Dlte: 

Publlo S.rvloe Comml11lon1r 

HOUH lndu1try, 8u1ln111, and Llbor Committee 
FteprNentltl"• O.Ora• J. Keller, Chairman 

January 14, 2003 

TBITIMONY 

I have NYeral conoem, regarding the MOtlon 18 amendment, which 11 
propoeed by QwNt. all of which relate the flnaf word• 11and entered with the 
conHnt of the tellcommunlcltlont company.• 

1. Thie NOiton glYM us permtulon to only l11ue ordera that ire 
asarNat>le to te1ecommunlodon1 companies. Thia language doet not 
appNr anywhere etlt In our elite 11w that govem, utlltty companies, 

and It Nta • bid preoedent. Th• Commta1lon atwaya triel In any order 

to be fair to Ill partfel In • CUM. In thf• 11tuatlon, the only party who 
mltttrl II the teleoommunlcltiona company. 

2. Buloally. theae ordera would need to be drafted by the 

teleoommunlcltion .. company. The Oommtnlon'I only authority In 

these m1ttera would be whether or not to order the company to do 
what the company wanted. 

3. If Nveral teleoommunlcatlon1 oompanle1 were Involved, alt would 
' have to agree to the end reault of the order, or no order would be 

promulgated. 
4. With thll amendment language In place, the oommllslon could not 

luue an order thlt lddreuet l11ue1 that are of concem to the general 

public, If the telloommuntcatlon1 company did not agree. 
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leugg11tthltya11oon.tdlr11atton 1e, onlyffyc,udtltttthtphrue•and 
...,..,.. Wllh the oon11nt d tht ttlloommunloltlona company.• 

Allo, Thie oomm11N lhould adopt the !anc,uage In 11otton 18 NNfUNttd 
hy the Oommluton and PIii tNI Important ••ctlon of law. AA you we aware. 
the tea•tative n,,- oommlttN atwaya ,-NIM •• new agency rultmMJnga. ,,,. 
Oommluton II 1Wn of the legllllture'e OVtrllght In thll ll'N, Ind Ml ,~,.YI 
wortced to be very,..,,..,.,,. to IN part. In ~ rulemaklnc,1. 
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Nor th DaJiot. 1 PSC · . 
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Memo 
11M ~ IBL CommlN MlmbM,e:t 
.... N,lo 8tM» OommlleloiM o.tc, ReH,old a W.,lld ,!\~ 
..... 1/1~ ::::t. • 
1111 .,.11ae 

Nw thl Jn-,, 14" hNnna on HB 11U, • number c4 cornrrMttt mtmbltl uktd ue to tw,e • tHW memo fUf'thtr 
~ lhl ,-on for elmNtlng h 'dfftfn ot GfNter thin•_. ourrentty In NOOO 49-21,01,7(14), 

In pllin llrml, the FOO la oonee.nt/ohlnolno tht NIii by wt.-ch ... commlMk>nl are tuppoud k> mptlmtnt ht 
ftdlrll a ThlV hlYt and w1 oonitnut to com1 up wNh NOUlltorv ICMnMNI hit hlvt not Mn yet b1en 
~~In our -.11w, Oflln, thl FOO wi Ht CQ I rwitionll ·~ ... but thin wll epdclly 
Qt'lnt ..... oommlNk>nl ht fted>llyto modify and craft• bwd on-. epdto ~ • 

. ~Thi protNm WI haw In Notth Dekota ·--.~OU, MWCM bt ,_ top,ottithl (;~from 

. liq...,.. of thM fted>lly-tytn whln~ltl Ml IA blYI I 
"• ·--" 

An tncuW wltnMI t,cprtlNd ,.., that lht P80 would enaot eome new rtgtMtOfY 1CMm1 out of thfn air- and that w 
II ...... did that, t1l1com llw woukf become~ aoroe, tht country, We behve thll II an unjueWttd ,..,, 
tn NNlltly,- lhert le llmpfy no way the PSO could ever Implement a l'IQUlltory eohlmt 1h11 contradicted the federal aot 
W, Thi FOO.._, outright Pt'tln'tf.O ttltt1 or, W a etatt commillJon abtw the ffe><l>INty k le granted, thl FCO 
.,...,_ ltl0N epdto atat• modlftclllonl, Fu'1hlrmore, d rulM would go before the tnltrim ~tlvt Rultl 
CommMt and woutd bl lut,flc1 to oonetant rMIW by the~~ W· Ibfl dfii 9bloAt lo lbt !AW 
~~?-'NoftbDMmaQC#fcw~m•adowflfltt 

The N qutltbn II not whetMr thn II uniformity ICIOII ..... (the FOO and federal courts wtN deoJde whether 
... havt fle>elblty In pattioullr .,... ~ tht law), the real qutttton II wheltMt' tNI ~re wa,a tt.te apeoWlo 
dedlk>nl lbotA North Dlkota11 tltloommunloatione bUllneM Madi In Nont, Dakota or WMNngton, 00, 

In oonculon, we agu, wteh to tmphuize that we fNI thll II a good effort at compromile, In many ltatM, W not 
mo,t, the~~ haw granted atat• oommi.on. .tuthority to mplemtnt the federal act. tn the put, the 
P80 hM eupponed thM = framework u 1ht moet enightforNlt'd, HowMr, we MIO underatand M tht 
IIQlllllurt In the put hM that ,ipprolOh, lnltNd preftmf\1 to~ provide areu ol PSO authorily, ,_.,thin~ attempt to l0Ntvt the more brOld power, we are lnltlld ~ the legiuture to~ alow ue 
thl lblltyto MIPOf1d to chlngN In tholt .,... whttt both the IIQlllaturt and FOO Intend UI lo aot. 

Altlot,ed you wtl find. lumma,y of ltlttmlntt midi by FOO Commllak>nlrt before Oong, ... jul1 thll motnlng on 
~ view of the ltltt commlelm varioul rolel under the T11toom Act. 
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Before: 

Datt: 

H.B.1135 

lllon1 A. Jeffco1t-81cco 
Director, Publlo Utllltl11 Dlvlalon 
Publlc Service Comml11lon 

Senate lndu1try. Bu1ln111 and Labo, CommlttH 
Honorable Duane Mutch, Chairman 

17 February 2003 

TESTIMONY 

Chairman and committee members, my name la mona Jeftcoat

Sacco. f am the director of the Public Service Commfaalon'a Public Utltltfea 

Division. The Pubffo Utflltlea Division administers the Commf11fon'1 

Jurisdiction over telephone. gas and eleotrlo pubtlo uttlftles In North Dakota. 
The oommlaalnn asked me to appear here today to testify In favor of House 

BIii 1135, Introduced at our request. 

The purpose of Ht.."use BUI 1135 fa to sftghtly change, In two ways, the 
Commission's tefecommt,nlcatlons authority. The first area tnvofvea 
assignment of N11 dialing codes. The second area Involves the 

Commission's role In Implementing the federal Telecommunloatlone Act of 

1996. 

The 14N11" dlaflng code with which you rney be most famillar Is "911. • 

designated as an emergency response dialing c·ode. In addition. you might 

recall using "411" for directory as~istonce, and may now be seeing ada for 

"511" travet fnformatlon. 

The Federal oommunfoatlons Commission (FCC) has r6aerved 

certain N 11 dialing codes for certain speolflo public uses. For example, 
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211 la reserved for health and human service Information and referral. 511 

fa reserved for traffic and transportation Information. The FCC hae allowed 

the states the latitude to designate the uaera of these dlallng codes. The 

Commission requests the addltlonal authority In this bill In order to have the 

ablllty to designate users of these dlallng codes as may be neceaaary and 

appropriate. and to resolve any disputes that rnay come up regarding 

designation and use of these dialing codes. 

The second area In whf oh the Commission requecte different 

authority concerns the Commission•• abmty to Implement standards that 

might differ from federal standards under the Teleoommunloatlona Aot of 

1996. The needs of North Dakota may vary 1ubstantially from those of 

other states and those on the federal level and the Commission should 

have the ability to recognize those differences as It Implements the Act. 

The llmltatlon currently contained In our,ent subsection 14 of section 

49-21-01. 7. that the Commission not JmpostJ obtlgatlona greater or different 

than those fmpo&ed under the federal act. can work against both Industry 

and the public. Under the current provision, It Is possible that In a certain 

situation the best decision for North Dakota la different from what la 

envisioned at the federal level, and all parties, Including Industry, agree. 

The ffmltatlon In current law would prohibit the Commission from choosing 

the best decision, because It could be Interpreted as Imposing an obligation 

different from that envisioned by the federal act. The Commission believes 

this restriction should be lifted If the Commission Is to have the ability to act 

In North Dakota•s best Interests. 

This completes my testimony. I will be happy to answer any 

questions you may have. 
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