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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMIITPE MINUTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2149 

Senate Transportation Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 1 .. 16-03 

Ta eNumber Side A Side B Meter# 
l X 3188 .. end 

X 0-530 

Committee Clerk Si ature 1)1 

Minutes: 

The hearing on SB 2149 was opened by Chairman Senator Thomas Trenbeath. 

Keith Magnusson: (Deputy Director for Driver and Vehicle Services) A cleanup bill. See 

attached testimony. 

Senator Trenbeath: (Meter 3715) The wording ls confusing in Section 2 beginning with line 6 

page 2. Would the intent be for it to read " .... in another state and has a license that is not 

presently or is not in the process of being revoked ... ," 

Keith Magnusson: Agreed that it would make it more clear and is the intent. 

(Meter 4200) Discussion concerning the tem1s "gross vehicle weightu and "actual weight'\ 

The wording is the same as the federal regulation. 

Senator Trenbeath: Wondered why we would waive a knowledge and skills test for.a person 

who is driving an agrichemical truck. 
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Senate Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2149 
Hearing Date 1 .. 16-03 

Syndi Worrel: (Chief Examiner for Drivers Licensing) (Meter 4990) It has already been the 

practice in North Dakota. Explained the history of the agribusiness license. 

(Meter S 160) Discussion pertaining to Section 7 concerning submitting uncertified copies of 

records. 

Senator Bercier: (Side B Meter 0) The tribes cannot revoke drivers licenses because they are 

state licenses. Stated that the language in Section 3, subsection 7 allows for tribes to send 

information about DUI cases to the state so that tho state can revoke the licenses. 

Keith Magnusson: Pointed out that the law already will allow the tribal courts to send in 

convictions. 

(Meter 215) Discussion on Section 7 with respect to reciprocity. This section only deals with 

commercial drivers licenses. 

No Opposition. 

The hearing on SB 2149 was closed. 
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2003 SENATE S'fANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO, SB 2149 

Senate Transportation Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 2 .. 13.03 

Ta eNumher Side A SideB Meter# 
2 X 1880-2558 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes: 

) Chairman Senator Thomas Trenbeath opened SB 2149 for discussion, 
·., ..... ..,..,,,; 

Committee members reviewed the wording on the proposed amendment. 

Senator Espegard moved to adopt the amendment, Seconded by Senator Bercier. Roll call 

vote 6-0-0. 

Senator Espegard moved a Do Pass as Amended, Seconded by Senator Bercier. 

Roll call vote 6-0-0. Passed. Floor carrier is Senator Trenbeath. 

,, .,_,,. _ _,.1, • .......,.,...,_...,.,, , , ... ,......_~~--,.a,-l\,,,.,.,.J ... 
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Amendment to: SB 2149 

FISCAL NOTE 
Requosted by Leglshdlve Council 

04/08/2003 

1A. State flscal effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the flsoal effect on agenoy appropriations compared to 
fi di I l d rl ~ un na eves an aoJJroo at ons ant/olvated under owrent law. 

2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
General Other Funds General Other Funds General Other Funds 

Fund Fund Fund 
I,,,, 

Revenues ...,_ 
Expenditures -· Appropriations ., 

m! County, city, and school district flscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the aeproe,rlate e_olltlcal subdivision, 
2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-200'1 Biennium 1 

School School School 
Counties Cltlea 01,~trlots Counties Cities Districts Counties Cities Districts 

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

This blll has no fiscal Impact. 

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

fund affected and any amounts Included In the executive budget. 

B. Expenditures: l:xpfaln the expenditure amounts, Provide deta/1, when appropriate, for each agency, llne 
Item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected. 

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

Name: I.Inda Mathern Agency: ND DOT 
Phone Number: 328-4359 Date Prepared: 04/08/2003 -I 
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38162.0101 
Tltle.0200 

Adopted by the Transportation Committee 
February 13, 2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2149 

Page 1, llne 1, remove "subsection 1 of section 39-06-01 .1," 

Page 1, line 4, remove "minor operators ui motor vehicles," 

Page 1 , line 6, replace "fees for certified driver records for" with "Issuance of a temporary 
certlf lcate after granting a" 

Page 1 , remove lines 11 through 21 

Page 2, lino 8, remove "has not been or" and after the sacond "not" Insert "revoked, 
filJlQended, or canc;oled or" 

Page 4, line 17, remove the overstrike over "twe" and remove "three" 

Page 4, llne 19, after "which" Insert "lmmedlately" 

Page 6, overstrike line 15 

Page 6, line 16, overstrike "sufficient evidence of the conviction." 

Page 6, line 31, overstrike "such" and Insert Immediately thereafter ".tb.Q" 

Page 7, line 1 , overstrike "such" and Insert Immediately thereafter "the" 

Page 7, tine 2, overstrike "such" and Insert Immediately thereafter "the" 

Paga 7, line 4, overstrike "said" and Insert Immediately thereafter "the" 

Page 7, line 6, overstrike 0Sald" and Insert Immediately thereafter "The" 

Page 7, tine 9, overstrike "Said" and Insert Immediately thereafter "The", overstrike "such" and 
Insert Immediately thereafter "the", and overstrike "shall be" 

Page 7, line 101 overotrlke "deemed to" 

Page 7, llne 13, overstrike "sald 11 

Page 7, llne 14, overstrike "agreements" end Insert Immediately thereafter "agreement" 

Page 7, line 15, overstrike "suld" and Insert Immediately thereafter "!M", overstrike 
... "theretofore", and after "filed" Insert "up to that tlcrm" 

• .J Page 7, line 16, overstrike "such 11 and Insert Immediately thereafter "!rui" 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 38162,0101 

- ··-· ··· --·-· · ed Modt inf rfflltton sy,tems for rnCcrofHmlno and 
Th• mtcrographto tmeci•• en t~le film art accurate reprod\ult1~1of 1~00rd8 de~lv!~aJ~ds 0{~he :r.arfcan National Stftndards l~atftute 
were .ftl!Md fn the reouler course of butfnefas,h Y.th,•1~Jt1oaral"'' boo .~ .... r0

1°:i•,!•tble than thl• Notlt,e, It 1, due to the qUOllty of the 
(ANAi) for archfvel microfilm, NOTICE1 I tu T~ meu ma~ga o •v • 
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Date: ~ ... /~-d:JJ 
Roll Call Vote #: / 

2003 SENATE STANDING COM1\11TTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO • ..:18: oJll/9 

Senate TRANSPORTATION Committee 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legisi ative Council Amendment Number ..... Lfl._,~J ..... 8' ..... t ..... 1tJ __ ~ ...... -=-tJ ...... i/J . ._l;....._ ____ f ..... dJ& ..... ' ....._____,, ..... ~_o2_tJ_cJ_ 

Action Taken -.::~~=------11~~~==~~..;;..:::;.:;=-=--------------

Motion Made By~-~ Seconded By /4--&. ~ 
~ 

Senators Yes No Senaton Yes No 
Senator Thomas Trenbeath, Chair c,....- Senator Dennis Bercier V 

Senator Duaine Espegard1 V. Chair V Senator Ryan Tay1or v 
Senator Duane Mutch v--Senator Dave Nething v' 

.-

Total 

Absent 

(Yes) ------~----- No _.. ____________ _ 

() -----·-=-------·---------------
Floor Assignment 

lfthe vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 

The 111fcrogr1f)hfc Images en t~t• film are accurate reprodootfona of record, delivered to Modern lnfoNMtlon Systems for mloroftlmfng and 
were ftlff'l«I fn the regular courae of buafneaa, The photographic proeesa meeta atandarda of the Amerloan National Standard& lnatltute 
(ANSI) lor 1rchlv1l Mlorofllo, NDIICE1 II the fllfflOd Imago obol Is~ loolblo than thlo Notfoo, ft Is due to tho quality ol tho 
doct.ment be f no f fl med I 

\d ~ ~ ffi 15 · . , CQ. /[J - IC£ · <2►·3 
0ptrator 11 Tinifure -,.- Dote 
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Date: c:l-1 j -Li 3 
Roll Call Vote #: e:J, 

2003 SENATE ST ANDING COl\1MITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. g./3 4./J/9 

Senate TRANSPORTATION Committee 

0 Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number /... ~ .j$ 114 ~, tJ /I) 1 

~~ Action Taken 

' 
Motion Made By k , £,jY?,~- Ser..onde<l By ,4,..., 

Senator• Yes No Senators 
Senator Thomas Trenbeath, Chair V Senator Dennis Bercier 
Senator Duaine Espegard, V. Chair ✓ Senator Ryan Taylor 
Senator Duane Mutch V" 

Sena1or Dave Nething ./ 

. 
' 

Yes No 

·----
V ,. 

,-..-_,. 

,, 

Total (Yes) ___ __,_:,,L~e _____ No ____ D;;;;;:_ ________ _ 

Absent {) 

F1oor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMmee (410) 
February 17, 2003 11 : 14 a.m. 

Moduli, No: SR-30-2894 
Carrier: Trenbeath 

Insert LC: 38182.0101 Title: .0200 

,.r'"'\ REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2149: Transportation Committee (Sen. Trenbeath, Chairman) recommends 

AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS 
(6 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING), SB 2149 was placed on the Sixth 
order on the calendar. 

Page 1, line 1, remove Nsubseotlon 1 of section 39-06-01, 1, 11 

Page 1, llne 4, remove "minor operators of motor vehloles," 

Page 1, line 6, replace 11fees for certified driver records for" with 11lssuance of a temporary 
certificate after granting a" 

Page 1, remove llnas 11 through 21 

Page 2, line a, remove Mhas not been or11 and after the second "D.Q!" Insert "revoked. 
~uspended, or canceled or• 

Page 4, llne 17, remove the overstrike over 11 tw&11 and r~move 11
~

11 

Page 4, tine 19, after 11whloh 11 Insert "lmmedlQtelt' 

Page 6, overstrike line 15 

Page 6, line 161 overstrike 11sufflclent evidence of the conviction." 

Page 61 line 31, overstdke Hsuoh 11 and Insert Immediately thereafter "!bi" 

Page 7, llne 1, overstrike •such• and Insert Immediately thereafter 11 !rut" 

Page 7, llne 2, overstrike 11suoh 11 and Insert Immediately thereafter 11 11:1§11 

Page 7, llne 4, overstrike 11sald" and Insert Immediately thereafter "1rut" 

Page 7, fine 6, overstrike .,Sald11 and Insert Immediately thereafter "~ .. 

Page 7, llne 9, overstrike 11Sald 11 and Insert Immediately thereafter 11.Tllil''i overstrike 11such 11 and 
Insert immediately thereaftar 11.tb.a11

, and overstrike 11shall bo" 

Page 7, llne 10, overstrike 11deemed to 11 

Page 7, fine 13, overstrike "said" 

Page 7, line 14, overstrike "agreements" and Insert Immediately thereafter" .aareeroent11 

Page 7, line 15, overstrike "sald 11 and Insert Immediately thereafter 11 .the.", overstrike 
11theretofore", and after 11flled 11 Insert "up to that tltn§" 

Page 7, llne 16, overstrike "such" and Insert Immediately thereafter" llll!" 

Renumber accordingly 

(2) OESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 SR•30-2804 
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2003 HOUSE TRANSPORTATION 

SB 2149 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMIITEE MINUTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2149 

House Transportation Committee 

□ Confert:ncc Committee 

Hearing Date March 6, 2003 

Ta eNumber Side A 
1 X 

2 X 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes: 

SideB Meter# 
7. 1 to 26,6 
39.9 to 51.9 

~ Rm,. Weisz a bill for an Act to amend and reenact sections 39-06-13 and 39-06-32, subdivision 
,I 

b of section 39-06.1-03, subsection 17 of section 39-06.2-02, sections 39-06,2-02 and 

39-06.2-16, section 3 of section 39-08-13, and section 39 .. 16.6 .. 10 of the North Dakota Century 

Code, relating to examination of applicants, evidence of acHons against drivers received from 

other jurisdictions, issuance of a temporary certificate after granting a stay pending appeal, 

definition of gross vehicle weight rating, seasonal exemption from commercial driver's license 

requirements, time for submission of accident of accident reports by law enforcement, and proof 

of future financial responsibility by nonresidents. 

, Keith Magnusson: Deputy Director for Driver's Licensing and Vehicle Services spoke for the 

DOT who was the sponsor for this legislation. He explained that between Legislative Sessions 

while working with the laws find things which .need attentiont correcting or in some cases 

eliminated for duplication, etc. This bill is a compendium to these types of things, A copy of his 

The mt crographtu tmagea on th I II f ttm are 1ccurat1 reproduct Iona of record9 tktl Neredndto dMod•J~hl n~":ramai~'aO: :::1t::l fi[ft~:~:! 1 ~~;rf t~~ 
were filmed In the regular course of buelne11, Yhe photographic proce~s rneetff eta ~r 8 or 9 r h lit of the 
(ANSI) for ar•hfval mlcrofflo, N0TICB1 If t.he fflllled 1 .. g,\~~r f• J• le11lblo than thfe No.tfce, h Is due tot e qua 'I 
docunent betna f Hmed, 1 , . 3 
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Page2 
House Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2149 
Hearing Date March 6, 2003 

testimony in written form is attached. He also had some amendments to propose. A copy of those 

are also attached. Each section of his write-up addresses s,~ctions of the bill. 

Rep, Delmore: If you have a group of teenagers that caught somewhere where alcohol is 

present -- that means that all of them there will loose th,~ir license ? 

Keith Magnusson; ( 19.3 ) No .... in fact revoking driving privileges only applies to a driver. If 

they are picked-up as minors in possession, normally you don't even know about it-- unless the 

driver with an open container in the vehicle then his license will be canceled .... they others in 

the vehicle don,t look at it as a driving offense. 

Re_p, Weisz As l read this they ( the Senate) took out the administrative procedure for CDL? 

Keith M~usson: When the law was drafted this were moving fast and furious and some things 

were left out, so we wanted to add this in so be ofoar O it seems that at least one individual in 

the senate committee just didn't like the administrative procedure .... so they took it out .... but 

when I presented it like I did just for them .... no one seemed to care. They took it out because 

they didn't want the administrative system in here but we think it is very effective. Without it we 

would be killing a lot more people on the road .... we can identify problem drivers very quickly 

compared to the criminal system .... our action talces thirty days or less but a criminal prosecution 

can take a year or a year and a half. That's where we identify the problem whel'eas in the 

criminal system with plea bargaining you may not. 

Re_p,Welsz: If pleads guilty to a lessor offense .... so that the reason you pulled the license 

administratively doesn't apply ... it doesn't effect your pulling the license-- correct? 

Keith Magnu~ the correct ... there have been plenty of court cases that have addressed that. 

We can effect only the administrative ones and the courts address the criminal ones, 

Th• ,nf crographf c t1111g11 on t~f a f Hm era accurate reproduot f ot1a of rocorde- dtltvered to Modtrn l nformat f on Syatema for mt crof llml no end 
~~=lf)l}inod lnhtha r•oul8r OOYrat of llutfM••• Th• photogra~te process meet& etandorda of the A,nertoan National Standards lnatttute 
... L~ ober •1rc fval Mforcff Im. NOTICE1 If the ff lmed f.mage above la It lealbl, than thla Notlco, It 1, due to the quality of the 
-unent ng lllmad, 1 
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Oper1tor'• s ;n1ture r=- Otte 
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House Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2149 

,,,.-...,.\ Hearing Date March 6, 2003 

Rep, Ruby; About section 4 -- dealing bringing the language in line with the federal -- what this 

would do would be the gross weight of the vehicle by the manufacturer --

Keith Magnusson: There are a couple of things in there -- gross vehicle weight rating by the 

manufacturer -- when you get into the combination weight ratings there adding the tot.al weight 

of the actual units, 

Rep, Ruby: In the case where somebody bought a truck and the manufacturer gross rating was 

there and they added heavier axles so they could haul more within the legal limits of the load 

restrictions -- so the load is not the manufacturers rate load -- this change would talcc away the 

discretion for your office to OK a registration for how it should be rated, 

Keith Magnusson: I wish our expert on CDL was here -- I would like to get you some better 

infonnation on that. 

Re,p, Ruby: I would like that because sometimes with the modifications they carry more than the 

manufacturers rating. You pay for the heavier registration and then this would not allow you to 

legally carry the loads. 

Keith Magnusson: ~ will get you more infonnation but this is in the Drivers license law and the 

vehicle registration law. 

Rel), Delmore: ( 25.6) You indicate in here there are certain states that don't require liability 

insurance .... how many are there and which ones are they? 

Keith Mag11ussont May I have Lynn Heinert from our office answer that? 

Lynn Heinert; It is a very limited number .... I would s/\y 2 or 3 and they are east coast states. 

There being no othm- persons wishing to testify on SB 2149 either for or against, Chainnan 

Weisz closed the hearing. End of hearing record ( 26.6 ), 

~~.m~H:;•rn1:h!•~oea OM t~fs film tire accurate reproductions of reeords delivered to Modern lnformatfM Systems for mfcrofflmlno end 
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Pag,., 4 
House Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2149 
Hearing Date March 6, 2003 

Action on SB 2149 Tape 2 Side A ( 39.9 ) 

Rep. Weisz opened the discussion on SB 2149 for action, Re_p. Thome moved to approve the 

amendments which would restore the administrative procedure which had been removed and to 

remove "immediate" in line 5 page 4. RC.P, Berstein, seconded the motion. The motion carried 

carried on a voice vote. Rep, Price moved a 'Do Pass as Amended' motion for SB 2149, Rep, 

Rub~ seconded the motion. On a roll call vote the motion carried 12 Ayes O Nays 1 

Absent and no~ voting, ..BeJ>, Weisz was designated to carry SB 2149 on the floor. 

End of Record ( 51.9) 

The mfcrooraphlo tmaaoa on t~la fflm are lt.lCUrate reproduotfona of records delivered tt,dModtfrnhlnf.~,tlr,nt~N-:t ':r.~=~~:':~:~t= 
were fl lllltd tn the l'fGUllr oourte flf bll1lne11, The photOGrt~,ic process !Mtta atandar a o t e nmar can 1 0 

1 l I f the 
(ANSI) for archival mlcrofflm 1 NOTICE1 If the fflrned image above la le» legible than thh Notfc11, 111 111 duo to tie qua ty 0 

doo'-flltn t be f ~ f fl Med. 
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Date: JI /4 / a ~ 
Roll Call Vote#: 1 -------

2003 HOUSE ST ANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. '§. ~ - 2. I (/. I 

House TRANSPORTATION 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number ,;S ! Ip Z ~ ct> 2.,,tJ t) 

Committee 

Act!onTaken _b O r~ a,,,----~ 

Motion Made By f· ~~~~ Seconded By -/eh. /J~JL.J , . 

Representadvet Yet No Representatives Yet No 
Robin Weisz - Chainnan V Lois Delmore V 

C 
... 

' Kathy Hawken .. Vice Chairman v Ado E. Schmidt ✓ 

LeRoy G, Bernstein v Elwood Thome V 
Mark A. Dosch v Steven L. Zaiser 
Pat Galvin V n-
Craig Headland V 

Clara Sue Price ✓, 

DanJ. Ruby V 
Dave Weiler v' 

-

Total Yes 
____ / __ ?-_______ No _____ 0 ______ _ 

Absent J 

Floor Assignment 

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

The mf crc,oraphtc lmagea on thla ti lm are accurate odu f 
were 11lmed 11'1 the reoular oour,e of bu1Jfne11 Th:P~ ot ons of records ®l fverlfd to .Codtrn lnformatf on SyatetM for mf crof flmfno and 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) 
March 7, 2003 10:44 a.m. 

Module No: HR-41-4207 
Carrier: Weisz 

Insert LC: 38162.0201 Tltle: .0300 

··- REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2149, as engrossed: Transportation Committee (Rep. Weisz, Chairman) recommends 

AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS 
(12 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 1 ABSENT AND NOT VOT!NO). Engrossed SB 2149 was placed 
on the Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 1, llne 1, after 11reenact 11 Insert "subi;ectlon 1 of section 39-06-01 .1, 11 

Page 1, llne 4, after "to" Insert "minor operators of motor vehicles/ 

Page 1, after line 9, Insert: 

"SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Subsection 1 of section 39-06-01 .1 of the North 
Dakota Century Code Is amended and reenacted as follows: 

1. The director shall cancel the permit or license to operate a motor vehicle of 
an Individual who has committed acts resulting In an accumulated point 
total In excess of five points as provided for a violation under section 
39-06.1·10 ef .1. has committed an alcohol-related offense whlle operatl ng a 
motor vehicle, or has had driving prlvl!eges suspended or revoked under 
.Qhapter 39::2.Q, If: 

a. The acts or offenses were committed whlle the Individual was a 
minor; and 

b. The indlvldual admitted the violation, was found to have committed 
the violation by the official having Jurisdiction, or pied guilty to, was 
found guilty of, or adjudicated to have committed the offense. 11 

Page 4, llne 3, overstrike "two" and Insert immediately thereafter II three 11 

Page 4, line 5, remove "lmmedlatelt 

Renumber accordingly 
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2003 SENATE ST ANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2149 

Senate Transportation Committee 

■ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 4-04--03 

Tape Number Side A 
1 X 

~ . 

Committee Clerk Signature ~ /lr,~J 

(f 
Minutes: 

Side B 
0-1570 

1<1711)~ 

Meter# 

•') Senator Trenbeath opened the Conference Committee on SB 2149. All committee members 

were present. 

-

Senator Trenbeath asked if it was correct that the House put everything back in the bill that the 

Senate took out. 

Representative Weisz replied that they did put back in all the parts under the graduated drivers 

license for minors. They put $3 in at the suggestion of the Department of Transportation based 

on the argument that the $3 across the board was for uniformity. 

Senator Trenbeath asked about page 4 line S where the House took out the word 

"immediately". He explained that the Senate put it in because the Department wants everyone to 

file things immediately but they don't respond immediately. 
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Page2 
Senate Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2149 
Hearing Date 4-04~03 

Representative Weisz said there was some concern with what immediate meant and if there 

should be further clarification so they took the language out. He didn't have a problem with 

putting the language back in, 

Senator Trenbeath thought what was implied was that, in the normal course of business, it has 

to be taken care. 

Senator Trenbeath addressed Section 1. Chapter 39~20 deals with administrative sanctions, He 

reads it to say, if a person under 18 is convicted of driving under the influence of alcohol or if 

found, from an administrative standpoint, to have had a blood alcohol content in excess of .02, 

his license is canceled. He feels the question becomes, witli respect to this, "Should it be allowed 

to be done administratively." 

Representative Weisz said this, the graduated drivers license, was passed out of the House in 

1999, He was not a fan ofit in 1999 but became a believer in it since then, The intent at the time 

was to have it at 39 points. The House feels it has been a good deterrent because the kids seem 

to be aware of it. 

Senator Trenbeath said there is no commensurate law for adult drivers. 

(Meter 800) The graduated drivers license i.i; not what is in front of them-.. •Just the administrative 

parts, 

Representative Weisz said that all this is going to do is, if they are picked up with a .03, there 

will be an instant loss of license. (Meter 835) 

Senator Trenbeath pointed out that it wasn't instant, they still had go through the hearing 

process. 
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Senate Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2149 

,-....,_ Hearing Date 4-04-03 
( ~ 

(Meter 900) The administrative is not current law, 39-20 is not on the books now. There 

doesn't seem to be a compromise area. Right now kids know that if they get a DUI or 5 points 

they can have their license canceled .. They have to be convicted of the DUI. 

Senator Trenbeath feels that the drivers license is a valuable enough privilege to where you 

have to convict before taking it away, before canceling it. 

Representative Weisz understood his point and said that the House looked at it from basically 

the same argument. It's such an important privilege, especially for teenagers. They felt it was 

such a deterrent that they would think twice before drinking and driving. 

Senator Taylor suggested that we could be extending into an area where some good old 

fashioned parenting would work. 

Senator Trenbeath felt there was room for parenting, 

Representative Weisz wondered if there was room for a compromise, 

Senator Trenbeath made a motion that the House recede from the House amendments 

and adopt an amendment changing "two,, to "three" on page 4, line 3, The motion was seconded 

by Senator Espegard, 

(Meter 1335) Discussion for clarification purposes. The license can be suspended 

administratively now. At .02 they can have H suspended. There is a per se law for minors. It is 

not canceled because it does not allow for that administratively. After going to court, if 

convicted, the license can be revoked. !f not convicted, the suspension still plays out. 

Representative Schmidt said that the young drivers are ci-eating a high percentage of the 

accidents. 

Roll call vote 6-0-0. Passed, 
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Adopted by the Conference Committee 
AprU 4, 2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE BILL NO. 2149 

That the House recede from Its amendments as printed on page 753 of the Senate Journal and 
pages 820 and 821 of the House Journal and that Engrossed Senate BIii No. 2149 be amended as follow,,: 

Page 4, llne 3, overstrike "two" and Insert Immediately thereafter"~" 

Renumber accordlngly 

Page No. 1 38162,0202 
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Roll Call Vote#: 

2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. S.B ~ /(/9 

Senate TRANSPORTATION Committee 

GJ Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number ~ 3/I, tl . d ,2: c .:L 7 #(), . o :Sl<J '2 

Action Taken /iu,J.~ 1),,,-.,µ, amt-,,~ -i- 4~ ~ 3 

MotionMadeBy ~ ~ndedBy ~ ~ 

Senators Yes No Representatives Yes No 
Sen. Trenbeath V Ren. Weisz V 

Sen. Esue2ard I/ Ren. Headland v' 
Sen, Tavlor ✓ Ren. Schmidt ✓ 
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REPORT OF CONFeRENCE COMMITTf:E (420) 
April 7, 2003 8:13 a.m. 

REPORT OF COMFERENCE COMMITTEE 

Module No: SR-92-8887 

lneert LC: 38182,0202 

SB 2149, •• engroSNd: Your conference committee (Sens. Trenbeath, Espegard, Taytor 
and Reps. Weisz, Headland, Schmidt) recommends that the HOUSE RECEDE from 
the House amendments on SJ page 753, adopt amendments as follows, and place 
SB 2149 on the Seventh order: 

That the House recede from Its amendments as printed on page 753 of the Senate Joumal 
and pages 820 and 821 of the House Journal and that Engrossed Senate BIii No. 2149 be 
amended as follows: 

Page 4, llne 3, overstrike Ntwo11 and Insert Immediately thereafter II thr.flil .. 

Renumber aooordlngly 

Engrossed SB 2149 was placed on the Seventh order of business on the calendar. 
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SENATE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
J1muary 16, 2003 

North Dakota Department of Transportation 
Keith C, Magnusson, Deputy Director for Driver and Vehicle Services 

SB 2149 

The North Dakota Department of Transportation preflled SB 2149 as an agency bill. This bill 
cleans up and clarlfles a number of drivers license issues. 

SectJon t c1arifies that a violation ofNDCC 39-20 (administrative implied consent system) will 
result in cancellation of driving privileges for a minor. This supports the legislative intent that 
any alcohol offense, criminnl or otherwise, would result in a cancellation, and is how the law has 
been administered since its passage, Recently, there have been technical questions about the 
meaning of the law and this amendment would make it clear, 

Se~tion 2 allows us to waive the written test for drivers who come in from another state and hold 
a valid license from that state, We now have th~ authority to waive the driving test in the same 
situation. Waiving the written test appears to be the trend nationally, and we have had an inquiry 
from a legislator on the issue. We feel that a pennissive waiver is much more appropriate than a 
mandatory one, because there will be situations where we should not waive the written test. 
Highway safety and national security could be compromised if we do not have the authority to 
require ilie exam in questionable situations. 

Section 3 continues our process of updating out-of-date provisions in laws as they are brought to 
our attention. This amendment allows use of convictions or records from another state that are 
transferred to North Dakota electronically or by paper copy, whether or not they are certified. 
Cur.rent Jaw in several areas seems to call for a certified copy, which io not the way most states 
do business in this electronic age. The language used for this amendment is identical to that 
already in other sections of the law, 

Section 4 changes the cost of a certified copy of the driving record, accompanying a request to a 
court to stay a suspension pending an appeal, from $2 to $3. It would then be the same as all 
other regular certified copies of the driving record, as found in another section of the law, and 
would eliminate confusion. 

Section 5 conforms the definition of ugross vehicle weight rating" to the federal definition. This 
tennis defined under the Commercial Drivers License law~ and no longer is identical to the 
federal definition because that definition was changed slightly. This is also intended to eliminate 
confusion. · 

Section 6 adds to North Dakota law a farm-related service industry waiver for seasonal I SO-day 
pennits. This is allowed under the federal commercial drivers license regulations and has been 
the practice in North Dakota, although it is not specifically spoiled out in our law. 

Section 7 has the same purpose a.~ section 3 and uses the identical language to be consistent. 

Page 1 of 2 
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Section 8 changes the time period for submitting the crash report to the department from rive 
days to after completion of the inve~dgatlon to ten days after the crash. Under the present 
Janguage, many reports are not receiv,:d on a timely basis and it is difficult for us to tell exactly 
when the investigation was completed. Under this proposed change, there would be certainty as 
to when the crash report is due> and, in cases where there is need for more investigation, a 
supplementary report can be submitted, Current delays are detrimental to the, insurance industry. 
This proposal has been agreed to by the Attorney General, Insurance Commissioner, Highway 
Patrol, North Dakota Peace Officers Association, Md the largest auto underwriter in the state. 

Section 9 concerns accepting proof of liability insurance, required in certain instances by NDCC 
39-16.1, from residents of another state. It also waives strict compliance with North Dakota 
insurance requirements by non-re!lident drivers if they meet the in:mrancc liability requirements 
in their home state. It is sometimes a problem for drivers from other states to meet our 
requirements for proof of liability insurance. If their home state does not have a liability 
insurance requirement, they may not have liability insurance and would obviously not be able to 
show us proof of such insurance. Our suggested ohange to this section would not release them 
from the requirement altogether, but would allow them to go under the existing law. 

Page 2 of 2 
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSEO SENATE BILL NO~ 2149 

Page 1, llne 1, after .. reenact" Insert .. subsection 1 of section 39-06-01.1," 

PaQe 1, line 4, after "to" Insert "minor operators of motor vehfoles, • 

Page 1, after llne 9, Insert: 

"SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Subsection 1 of section 39-08-01, 1 of the North 
Dakota Century Code Is amended and reenacted as follows: 

1. The director shall cancel the permit or license to operate a motor vehicle 
of an f ndlvfdual who has committed acts resulting In an accumulated point 
total In excess of five points as provided for a violation under seotJon 39· 
oe.1-1 o or has committed an alcohol-related offense or has had drfylng 
prtylleges susptnded or revoked unde; chapter 39·2Q Whlle operating a 
motor vehicle, If: 

a. The acts or offenses were committed whlle the lndlvlduaf was a 
minor; and 

b. The lndlvldual admitted the violation, was found to have committed 
the violation by the official havfng Jurisdiction, or pied gullty to, was 
found guilty of, or adjudicated to have committed the offense." 

Page 4, line 3. overstrike "two" and Insert Immediately thereafter ihr.u" 

Renumber accordingly 
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HOUSE TRANSPORTATION COMMl'ITEE 
March 6, 2003 

North Dakota Department of Transportation 
Keith C. Magnusson, Dfputy Director for Driver and Vehicle Services 

SB 2149 

The North Dakota Department ofTransport11tion prefi)ed SB 2149 as an agency bill. This bnt 
cleans up and clarifies a number of drivers license issues, 

The original Section l of SB 2149 clarified that a violation ofNDCC 39-20 (administrative 
implied consent system) wUJ result in cancellation of driving privileges for a minor. This supports 
the legislative intent that any alcohol offense, criminal or otherwise. would result in a cancellation. 
and is how the law has b~ UJdministered since its passage. Recently, there have been technical 
questions about the meaning of the law; this amendment would make it clear, The amendment 
was removed by the Senate Transportation Committee because of a dislike of the administrative 
system. We are asking that it be reinstated, 

Section t allows us to waive the written test for drivers who come in from another state and hold 
a valid license from that state. We now have the authority to waive the driving test in the same 
situation. Waiving the written test appe&? to be the trencl nationally, and we have had an inquiry 
from a legislator on the issue. We feel that a pennissive waiver b; much more appropriate than a 
mandatory one, because there will be situations where we should not waive the written test. 
Highway safety and national secudty could be compromised ifwe do not have the authority to 
require the exam in questionable situations. 

Section 2 continues our process of updating out-of-date provisions in laws as they are brought to 
our attention. This amendment allows use of convictions or records from Bnother state that are 
transferred to North Dakota electronically or by paper copy, whether or not they are certified. 
Current law in several areas seems to call for a certified copy, which is not the way most states do 
business in this electronic age, The language used for this amendment is identical to that already 
in other sections of the law. 

Section 3 originally changed the cost of a certified copy of the driving record, accompanying a 
request to a court to stay a suspension pending an appeal1 from $2 to $3, It would then be the 
same as all other regular certified copies of the driving recordt as found in another section of the 
law, and would eliminate confusion. The Senate Transt)<)rte.tion Committee took out the change 
and inserted the word "immediatelyt't for an unknown reason. We are asking that our original 
chang-, be reinstated. 

Section 4 conforms the definition of ugross vehicle weight ratingn to the federal definition. This 
term is defined under the Commercial Drivers License Jaw, and no longer is identical to the 
federal definition because that definition was changed slightly. This is also intended to eliminate 
confusion. 

Section S adds to North Dakota luw a fann .. related service irtdustry waiver fot· seasonal 180-day 
permits. This is allowed under the federal commercial drivers license regulations and has been the 
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practice ln North Dakota. although it is not s~flcally spelled out in our law, 

Section 6 hu the same i: ·1pose as section 2 and uses the identical language to be consistent, 

Section 7 changes the time period for submitting the crash report to the department from five 
days after completion of tho investigation to ten days ~fter the crash, Under the present language, 
many reports are not received on a timely basis and it is difficult for us to teJl exactly whe-i:the 
investigation was completed. Under this proposed change, there would be certainty as to when 
the crash report is due, and, in cas~ where there is need for more investigation, a supplementary 
report can be submitted. Current delays are detrimental to the insurance industry. This proposal 
has been agreed to by the Attorney General, lnsurauce Commissioner, Highway Patrol, North 
Dakota Peace Officers Association, and the larg~t auto underwriter in the state. 

S-1on 8 concerns accepting proof of liability insurance, required in certain instances by NDCC 
39-16.1, from residents of another state. It also waives strict complhmce with North Dakota 
insurance requirements by non .. resident drivers if they meet the insurance HabiUty requirements in 
their home state, It is sometimes a problem for drivers from other states to meet our requirements 
for proof of liability insurance. If their home state does not have a liability insurance requirement, 
they may not have liability insurance and would obviously not be able to show us proof of such 
insurance. OUr suggested change to this section would not release them from the requirement 
altogether, but would allow them to go under the existing law. 
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