
17.0856.03000 FISCAL NOTE
Requested by Legislative Council

03/13/2017

Amendment to: SB 2268

1 A. State fiscal effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to funding 
levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2015-2017 Biennium 2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium

General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds

Revenues

Expenditures

Appropriations

1 B. County, city, school district and township fiscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political  
subdivision.

2015-2017 Biennium 2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium

Counties

Cities

School Districts

Townships

2 A. Bill and fiscal impact summary: Provide a brief summary of the measure, including description of the provisions 
having fiscal impact (limited to 300 characters).

This bill, with amendments, provides that a reward may be offered for information leading to conviction of a person 
damaging highways. It also provides that subsequent violation of any provision of this title, for which another penalty 
is not prescribed, is guilty of a class A misdemeanor.

B. Fiscal impact sections: Identify and provide a brief description of the sections of the measure which have fiscal  
impact. Include any assumptions and comments relevant to the analysis.

This bill should not have a material fiscal impact.

3. State fiscal effect detail: 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 
affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

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

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency and fund 
affected. Explain the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations. Indicate whether 
the appropriation or a part of the appropriation is included in the executive budget or relates to a continuing 
appropriation.



Name: Shannon L. Sauer

Agency: ND Dept of Transportation

Telephone: 328-4375

Date Prepared: 03/13/2017



17.0856.02000 FISCAL NOTE
Requested by Legislative Council

01/26/2017

Amendment to: SB 2268

1 A. State fiscal effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to funding 
levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2015-2017 Biennium 2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium

General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds

Revenues

Expenditures

Appropriations

1 B. County, city, school district and township fiscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political  
subdivision.

2015-2017 Biennium 2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium

Counties

Cities

School Districts

Townships

2 A. Bill and fiscal impact summary: Provide a brief summary of the measure, including description of the provisions 
having fiscal impact (limited to 300 characters).

This amended bill provides that a reward may be offered for information leading to conviction of a person damaging 
highways. It also provides that subsequent violation of any provision of this title within 5 years, for which another 
penalty is not prescribed, is guilty of a class A misdemeanor.

B. Fiscal impact sections: Identify and provide a brief description of the sections of the measure which have fiscal  
impact. Include any assumptions and comments relevant to the analysis.

This bill should not have a material fiscal impact.

3. State fiscal effect detail: 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 
affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

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

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency and fund 
affected. Explain the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations. Indicate whether 
the appropriation or a part of the appropriation is included in the executive budget or relates to a continuing 
appropriation.



Name: Shannon L. Sauer

Agency: ND Dept of Transportation

Telephone: 328-4375

Date Prepared: 01/26/2017



17.0856.01000 FISCAL NOTE
Requested by Legislative Council

01/16/2017

Bill/Resolution No.: SB 2268

1 A. State fiscal effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to funding 
levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2015-2017 Biennium 2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium

General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds

Revenues

Expenditures

Appropriations

1 B. County, city, school district and township fiscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political  
subdivision.

2015-2017 Biennium 2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium

Counties

Cities

School Districts

Townships

2 A. Bill and fiscal impact summary: Provide a brief summary of the measure, including description of the provisions 
having fiscal impact (limited to 300 characters).

This bill increases the reward that may be offered for injuries to highways to $3,000 from $300. It also provides that 
a 2nd violation of any provision of this title for which another penalty is not
prescribed is guilty of a class A misdemeanor for a 2nd offense within a five - year period

B. Fiscal impact sections: Identify and provide a brief description of the sections of the measure which have fiscal  
impact. Include any assumptions and comments relevant to the analysis.

This bill should not have a material fiscal impact.

3. State fiscal effect detail: 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 
affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

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

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency and fund 
affected. Explain the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations. Indicate whether 
the appropriation or a part of the appropriation is included in the executive budget or relates to a continuing 
appropriation.



Name: Shannon L. Sauer

Agency: ND Dept of Transportation

Telephone: 328-4375

Date Prepared: 01/17/2017
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2017 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Judiciary Committee 
Fort Lincoln Room, State Capitol 

SB 2268 
1/25/2017 

27366 

0 Subcommittee 
0 Conference Committee 

L~ Committee Clerk Signature /11 = 
Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 

Relating to injuries to highways; and to provide a penalty. 

Minutes: Testimony attached# 

Chairman Armstrong called the committee to order on SB 2268. All committee members 
were present. 

Senator Jim Dotzenrod, North Dakota State Senator from District 26, introduced and 
testified in support of the bill. No written testimony. Senator Dotzenrod briefly discussed 
how in his jurisdiction there have been damages to property and this bill would give 
authorities the option to create a reward for any information that would lead them to the guilty 
parties. 

Chairman Armstrong said he has reservations about setting a specific high limit number for 
reward money since every day that number will lose its value due to inflation. 

Senator Larson: "What if on line 8, after the word "reward ", you took out the rest of that line 
and all of line 9 up until "for any", so it just authorizes the subdivision to make a decision of 
the reward based on their budget?" 

Senator Dotzenrod: "That wouldn 't create any difficulty from my point of view. I'm not sure 
if there is a reason why we can't do that? I'm not aware on why that would be a problem." 

Chairman Armstrong: "On line 17, I'm going to take the word "second" out and add the word 
"subsequent". I'm not going to let it escalate into a felony though." 

Larry Syverson, Chairman of the Board of Supervisors of Roseville Township of Trail 
County, Executive Secretary of the North Dakota Township Officers Association , 
testified in support of the bill . (see attachment 1) 

Chairman Armstrong closed the hearing on SB 2268. 



Senate Judiciary Committee 
SB 2268 
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Page 2 

Senator Larson: "I don't think we should interfere with the number that they feel is best 
based on their budget." 

Senator Luick: "If you have an issue with some crime that's very bad, you could raise the 
money up more." 

Senator Myrdal: "I'm very worried about putting dollar amounts into code like this, because 
it's a local control issue, and could leave it up for abuse." 

Chairman Armstrong: "It could lead to a legislative issue. Eventually someone will probably 
come in saying that amount won't anymore, it could be 10 years from now or 20 years from 
now." 

Chairman Armstrong explained the amendment that was just passed out, (see attachment 
2) 

Senator Nelson motioned to Adopt the Amendment. Senator Luick seconded. 

A Roll Call Vote was taken. Yea: 6 Nay: 0 Absent: 0. 
The motion carried. 

Senator Larson motioned a Do Pass as Amended. Senator Osland seconded. 

A Roll Call Vote was taken. Yea: 6 Nay: 0 Absent: 0. 
The motion carried . 

Senator Nelson carried the bill. 



17.0856.01001 
Title.02000 

Adopted by the Judiciary Committee 

January 25, 2017 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2268 

Page 1, line 8, overstrike", the amount of which must be determined by the director or the 
governing body of the" 

Page 1, line 9, overstrike "political subdivision not exceeding, however, the sum of three" 

Page 1, line 9, remove "thousand" 

Page 1, line 9, overstrike "dollars," 

Page 1, line 17, replace "a second" with "any subsequent" 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 17.0856.01001 



Senate Judiciary 

2017 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE 
ROLL CALL VOTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2268 

D Subcommittee 

Amendment LC# or Description: 17.0856.01001 

Date: 1 /25/17 
Roll Call Vote #1 

Committee 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Recommendation: 1:81 Adopt Amendment 

D Do Pass D Do Not Pass 
D As Amended 
D Place on Consent Calendar 

Other Actions: D Reconsider 

D Without Committee Recommendation 
D Rerefer to Appropriations 

D 

Motion Made By Senator Nelson Seconded By Senator Luick 

Senators Yes No Senators Yes No 
Chairman Armstronq x Senator Osland x 
Vice-Chair Larson x 
Senator Luick x 
Senator Myrdal x 
Senator Nelson x 

Total 

Floor Assignment 

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



Senate Judiciary 

2017 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE 
ROLL CALL VOTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2268 

D Subcommittee 

Amendment LC# or Description: 17.0856.01001 

Date: 1 /25/17 
Roll Call Vote #2 

Committee 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Recommendation: D Adopt Amendment 

1:8:1 Do Pass D Do Not Pass 
1:8:1 As Amended 
D Place on Consent Calendar 

Other Actions: D Reconsider 

D Without Committee Recommendation 
D Rerefer to Appropriations 

D 

Motion Made By Senator Larson Seconded By Senator Osland 

Senators Yes No Senators Yes No 
Chairman ArmstronQ x Senator Osland x 
Vice-Chair Larson x 
Senator Luick x 
Senator Myrdal x 
Senator Nelson x 

Total 

Absent O 

Floor Assignment Senator Nelson 

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



Com Standing Committee Report 
January 26, 2017 8:00AM 

Module ID: s_stcomrep_ 16_029 
Carrier: Nelson 

Insert LC: 17.0856.01001 Title: 02000 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2268: Judiciary Committee (Sen. Armstrong, Chairman) recommends 

AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS 
(6 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). SB 2268 was placed on the 
Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 1, line 8, overstrike", the amount of which must be determined by the director or the 
governing body of the" 

Page 1, line 9, overstrike "political subdivision not exceeding, however, the sum of three" 

Page 1, line 9, remove "thousand" 

Page 1, line 9, overstrike "dollars," 

Page 1, line 17, replace "a second" with "any subsequent" 

Renumber accordingly 

(1) DESK (3) COMMITTEE Page 1 s_stcomrep_ 16_029 
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2017 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Transportation Committee 
Fort Totten Room, State Capitol 

Engrossed SB 2268 
3/10/2017 
#29040 

D Subcommittee 
D Conference Committee 

Explanation or reason tor' introdf ;ion of bill/resolution: 

A bill relating to injuries to the nfghways; and to provide a penalty. 

Minutes: II Attachment #1 

Chairman Ruby opened the hearing on SB 2268. 

Senator Jim Dotzenrod, District 26, introduced SB 2268 and spoke to support the bill. 
We have some difficulty in my district with roads being damaged. There is an instance where 
a person has taken a backhoe and dug across a road twice. We have had some instances 
that have ended up in court. Some people have put railroad ties in the road . It seems to be 
a problem more where the cultivated land turns into prairie, pasture, or the Sheyenne 
Grasslands. If someone from outside the area buys a piece of land, and they want that to be 
their private land , they will put posts in the road. These are section line roads and are public 
roads. It is a problem, and it seems like it is a bigger issue than it used to be. We don't really 
know why. There is a section of our law, 12.24-12, that gives the township the authority to 
ask that a reward be offered . It could be a county, but typically it is a township. The law that 
we have, currently states that it cannot exceed $200. I raised that in the bill that was proposed 
on the Senate side to $3000. The committee took it off, and said that if the subdivision has 
an issue that is a problem for them, let them decide an appropriate penalty. That is why we 
ended up with the bill the way that it is, with no dollar amount in Lines 6-10. In Section 2, 15-
17, is also says if you have a repeat offender, they go from a Class B Misdemeanor to Class 
A. Chapter 24-12 in Code discusses Miscellaneous Provisions. It is five sections and 
includes obstructing highways and penalties. We have some issues with trying to keep the 
roads in shape, and that is why I introduced the bill. 

Vice Chairman Rick C. Becker: I look at any escalation of a penalty and ask if this is the 
right direction. Many times it is not about deterrents but about enforcement. I'm wondering 
if the person who digs the road up twice with a backhoe and has been to court, but not 
deterred, would he do it again if he had to go to jail for 30 days. These people that go to 
court and are recurrent? Are any of them going to jail? 

Senator Dotzenrod: I am puzzled about getting this law enforced. We have called out law 
enforcement so many times, they have told us that they won't go out there anymore. I think 



House Transportation Committee 
SB 2268 
3-10-17 
Page 2 

that when you have an offender that has been to court and is willing to spend whatever he 
needs to spend on lawyers, you have some problems that are difficult to solve. I would really 
like to find some way to get more aggressive with the law. There are some fairly severe 
penalties in the law, but we are having trouble getting them to work. The people who live out 
there are asking tough questions: What good are these laws if there is no way to get the law 
enforced? It has been a local law enforcement issue, and there are other counties in the 
state that are having difficulty like this. 

Chairman Ruby: The last line says a subsequent offense within a five-year period. That is 
consistent with some of the DUI offenses, but I don't know of too many other offenses that 
have that kind of a window that it would reset. What was the reasoning for that? 

Senator Dotzenrod: The Legislative Council came up with five years. We wanted it to have 
some expiration date. I'm not hung up on the number of years . 

Representative Paur: Are there any civil remedies for this? 

Senator Dotzenrod: I don't know the answer to that. 

Representative Jones: How will this bill affect the people in a broader sense, rather than 
just a few examples? 

Senator Dotzenrod: We did visit with the township officers. It is often the case that the 
damage that is done to the roadway is there, but it is unclear who did it. That is where the 
idea of the reward came in . Especially if the damage creates a significant safety problem. 

Chairman Ruby: If the law enforcement refuses to enforce this issue, what good will it do 
for us to make the penalties stiffer? 

Seantor Dotzenrod: I don't know. The people that are involved with this would just like to 
see something happen. 

18:15 
Larry Syverson, Chairman of the Board of Supervisors of Roseville Township of Traill 
County and the Executive Secretary of the North Dakota Township Association, spoke 
to support SB 2268 and provided written testimony. See attachment #1. 

Representative Jones: Do you know how often the reward has been used? 

Larry Syverson: I don't have any figures on that. At $200 I don't even know that it has been 
offered as a reward for some time. The answer to the question about damage to pavement 
because of off-loading a track vehicle ; the statute that this applies to is "willful damage" of a 
highway. If it could be argued that it is an accident or consequential , that probably would not 
apply in this case. 

There was no further support for SB 2268. 
There was no opposition to SB 2268. 
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Vice Chairman Rick C. Becker moved an amendment-to strike the added language on 
lines 16-17. 
Representative Owens seconded the motion. 

Representative Weisz: I understand that the issue with enforcement is a problem, but it 
certainly makes a difference to law enforcement if you have a penalty that they think is worth 
pursuing. I don't have a problem with increasing the penalty some. It is an issue out there, 
that people just flat out ignore. Going to a Class A misdemeanor could have some 
consequences, if they are repeat offenders. It not might happen often, but I will resist the 
motion because I think it is becoming a larger problem with new people moving in and not 
understanding the law about section lines. It is a liability issue for the township. If someone 
hits a ditch or a post, they will sue the township. The township will have to pay. This would 
say to me that the legislature thinks it is important and so should law enforcement. 

Vice Chairman Rick C. Becker: Determining whether it should be a Class A or Class B 
misdemeanor and the importance of this as a real issue are two separate discussions. 
Senator Dotzenrod essentially argued entirely in favor of removing this language. He argued 
that it is not a problem of deterrents; it is a problem of enforcement. I reject the idea that if 
law enforcement is not enforcing; we need to increase the penalty so that they feel it is 
worthwhile. Law enforcement is there to enforce the law. To suggest that if someone is 
arrested, convicted, and they only have to spend a month in jail, and that is not worth law 
enforcement's time; I don't understand that idea. The problem does not lie with the penalty; 
it is with enforcement. 

Representative Jones: I can see that having a bigger hammer for law enforcement would 
be beneficial, but I would like to have seen the guy sit in jail for 30 days before this issue was 
brought to us. Then we would know if the deterrent was effective. Do we see this as a 
recurring issue in North Dakota; where laws are not being enforced, and we are then asked 
to increase the penalties? 

Chairman Ruby: There are times, with speeding fines for example, when the penalties are 
not worth stopping someone. There are some situations where that does happen. 

Representative Weisz: I think when Senator Dotzenrod testified, he did make it clear that 
the current law wasn't a deterrent. The judge has discretion, and we don't want to take that 
away. If you move it to Class A, and it is a subsequent offense, it tells the judge that the 
person isn't too concerned about the penalty. Current law isn't a deterrent in this case. 

Vice Chairman Rick C. Becker: We have heard that the person committing the crime has 
more money than the entire township. If that person had to spend some time in jail, it might 
make a difference. I think the deterrent is there if it was actually enforced. 

Representative Sukut: I simplify this in my mind. When I look at adding the Class A 
misdemeanor in the law, I first ask myself, "Does it create a problem going forward?" I don't 
see that it creates a problem. Then I ask, "Will it have any benefit?" I think it has a chance 
of having some effect at some point in time. Then I have decided that we should keep it in 
there. It won't create a problem, and it has a possibility at some point in time of being 
effective. I will oppose the amendment. 
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A voice vote was taken on the amendment. The motion failed. 

Chairman Ruby: What does the committee think about "within a five-year period"? Is that 
reasonable, or does it matter? 

Representative Grueneich: I think Representative Weisz is right. I don't know how 
enforceable the penalty is, but I know for a fact that there are people who will do this over 
and over, a $5000 fine wouldn't matter. 

Chairman Ruby: One area that we beefed up the penalties substantially was for companies 
that didn't follow the 811 rules, and weren't calling before they would dig. If they hit 
something, the fine was so cheap, they didn't care. The fine was changed to $20,000 or 
$30,000. That deterrent was enough to stop the problem. 

Representative Paur: Are you thinking that the 5 years should be more or less? 

Chairman Ruby: I am just wondering if it should say just "a subsequent offense". That 
would mean a lifetime. I will support the bill either way. I don't know why it would reset. 

Representative Owens moved to amend. Line 17 - put a period after "offense" and 
Strike - "five-year period". (17.0856.02001) 
Representative Sukut seconded the motion. 

A voice vote was taken. The motion carried. 

Representative Dobervich moved a DO PASS as amended on SB 2268. 
Representative Paur seconded the motion. 

Representative Schobinger: What is the jail time or a Class A misdemeanor? 

Vice Chairman Rick C. Becker: One year. 

Representative Schobinger: If the sheriff isn't going out there for 30 days, and no one is 
going to jail, is making it one year going to be a deterrent? I don't know if we are fixing 
anything. 

Chairman Ruby: It was stated that the offender went to court once and now is going again . 
So, they are enforcing it. It does increase the maximum fine, too. 

A roll call vote was taken: Yea 10 nay 3 Absent 1 

Representative Grueneich will carry SB 2268. (Changed from Representative Weisz) 



17.0856.02001 
Title.03000 

Adopted by the Transportation Committee 

March 10, 2017 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED SENATE BILL NO. 2268 

Page 1, line 17, remove "within a five-year period" 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 17.0856.02001 
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D Subcommittee 

Amendment LC# or Description: 

Committee 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Recommendation: ;gj Adopt Amendment 

D Do Pass D Do Not Pass D Without Committee Recommendation 
D As Amended D Rerefer to Appropriations 
D Place on Consent Calendar 

Other Actions: D Reconsider D 

Motion Made By ~_q 4 Seconded By 
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Com Standing Committee Report 
March 10, 2017 2:05PM 

Module ID: h_stcomrep_ 44_012 
Carrier: Grueneich 

Insert LC: 17.0856.02001 Title: 03000 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2268, as engrossed: Transportation Committee (Rep. D. Ruby, Chairman) 

recommends AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends 
DO PASS (10 YEAS, 3 NAYS, 1 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). Engrossed SB 2268 
was placed on the Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 1, line 17, remove "within a five-year period" 

Renumber accordingly 

(1) DESK (3) COMMITTEE Page 1 h_stcomrep_ 44_012 
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Support SB 2268 

Senate Judiciary Committee 

January 25, 2017 

Chairman Armstrong and Committee members, 

I am Larry Syverson from Mayville, I raise soybeans on my farm in Traill County, I am 

the Chairman of the Board of Supervisors of Roseville Township of Traill County and I am the 

Executive Secretary of the North Dakota Township Officers Association. NDTOA represents the 

5,600 Township Officers that serve in more than 1, 100 dues paying member townships. 

We seem to have a problem with some individuals not taking rural roads very seriously. 

They dig through them with a back hoe or set railroad ties up as fence posts right in the middle 

of the road and don't think anything of it. The damage has to be repaired and hazards removed, 

all at a cost to the taxpayers of the township. In some areas it appears the same people are 

repeatedly causing the problems. 

By increasing the reward that may be offered for information leading to a conviction, 

from $300 to $3,000, it is more likely the public will see that we are taking the matter seriously. It 

might be enough to get the positive identification needed for a criminal complaint to go forward. 

If someone is convicted under this section and yet fails to learn, perhaps they need a 

little stronger education and that is the second change in this bill, ramping up the penalty for a 

second conviction within 5 years to a class A misdemeanor. 

Chairman Armstrong and Committee Members please give SB 2268 your favorable 

recommendation and help us convince these people that damaging our infrastructure and 

creating hazards on rural roads is a serious matter. 

Thank you. I will try to answer any questions you may have. 



17.0856.01001 
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Adopted by the Judiciary Committee 

January 25, 2017 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2268 

Page 1, line 8, overstrike ", the amount of which must be determined by the director or the 
governing body of the" 

Page 1, line 9, overstrike "political subdivision not exceeding , however, the sum of three", 
overstrike "hundred", remove "thousand" and overstrike "dollars," 

Page 1, line 17, replace "a second" with "any subsequent" 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 17.0856.01001 
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House Transportation Committee 

March 10, 2017 

Chairman Ruby and Committee members, 

I am Larry Syverson from Mayville, I am the Chairman of the Board of Supervisors of 

Roseville Township of Traill County and I am the Executive Secretary of the North Dakota 

Township Officers Association. NDTOA represents the 5,600 Township Officers that serve in 

more than 1, 100 dues paying member townships. 

We seem to have a problem with some individuals not taking rural roads very seriously. 

They dig through them with a back hoe or set railroad ties up as fence posts right in the middle 

of the road and don't think anything of it. The damage has to be repaired and hazards removed, 

all at a cost to the taxpayers of the township. In some areas it appears the same people are 

repeatedly causing the problems. 

By increasing the reward that may be offered for information leading to a conviction, 

from a mere $300 to whatever the road authority finds appropriate for the damage done, it is 

more likely the public will see that we are taking the matter seriously. It might be enough to get 

the positive identification needed for a criminal complaint to go forward. 

If someone is convicted under this section and yet fails to learn, perhaps they need a 

little stronger education and that is the second change in this bill, ramping up the penalty for a 

second conviction within 5 years to a class A misdemeanor. 

Chairman Ruby and Committee Members please give SB 2268 your favorable 

recommendation and help us convince these people that damaging our infrastructure and 

creating hazards on rural roads is a serious matter. 

Thank you. I will try to answer any questions you may have. 


