HOUSE BUSINESS & INDUSTRY COMMITTEE

Chairman, Rep. Jerry Metcalf, called the Business & Industry
Committee to order on March 16, 1983, in Room 420 of the
Capitol Building, Helena, Montana at 9:00 a.m. All members
were present except Reps. Fagg, and Howe.

SENATE BILL 84

SEN. HAZELBAKER, District 41, sponsor, opened by saying he

was speaking on behalf of 26 electric co-ops and 15 telephone
co-ops who serve a total of over 300,000 persons. The question
is, who is responsible? This bill says the person owning the
structure would be responsible for the costs of cutting or
moving the wires. Many people object saying the utilities

can afford to absorb these costs. A compromise was struck
where the costs would be split equally by the co-op, telephone,
or cable company and the person owning the structure. As a
result of this compromise, the bill passed the Senate 46-3.

PROPONENTS:

SEN. PAT REGAN, District 31: I am most responsible for this
so~-called compromise bill. It says the cost of moving wire
would be determined by the PSC and the REA's agreed to fol-
low these guidelines. All parties agreed and then the house
movers bailed out. This is a reasonable approach. It was
amended on the floor to say if the structure was built with
the purpose of moving it to another spot (prefab), which has
happened at Colstrip, they will pay the cost of moving the
lines.

ROD HANSEN, MONTANA RURAL ELECTRIC CO-OPS: This is not the
same bill we introduced - it is a compromise, and we have
agreed to abide by the compromise. The house movers have
argued fr a 26' height. The drawing I distributed shows
you that a 35' pole would not give you 26' clearance. 1If
you go to a 40' pole and they add a telephone or cable line,
you still have problems. A 45' pole gets wind damage and
power outages which affect many people. They are a hazard
to crop dusters also. (Exhibit #1)

TERRY MURPHY, Montana Farmer's Union: A majority of our
members are rural electric users and they adopted a policy
that says: "The people moving high loads should pay the
costs to get under the wires." The compromise that we will
support is the split between the movers and the utilities.

JEANNE RANKIN, Montana Farm Bureau: The parties moving the
structure should pay the costs.

GENE PHILLIPS, Pacific Power & Light, Montana Dakota Utilities
and Montana Power: We support this bill.

REP. TOM ASAY: I support this bill.
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TOM HARRISON, Montana Cable TV Association: We support this
bill. We are not under the PSC but we will abide by their
decisions. If you have a building that is worth $1,000, is

it right to spend $2,000 moving it at the expense of other
people so the mover can make money on it? It defies all logic.

DON PARK, Ravalli County Electric: They sent me here to support
SB 84. These costs are just an added expense to the high

costs of the utilities. We support this bill as was agreed to
in the Senate.

OPPONENTS :

STEVE BROWNING, Montana Association of House Movers: You must
look at the fiscal impact and the many jobs involved. We have
problems with the compromise. I did agree with the agreement
achieved but the Senate Business & Industry Committee rejected
that agreement and accepted the proposal to set the wire
height at 26'. The proposal is very simple. Any structure
that has to have the wires moved over 26', the owner has to
pay. Anything under 26' the utilities have to pay. That was
rejected by the committee on another day. The house movers
decided they wanted to stick with that proposal and have not
deviated since then. We have six criticisms of the current
bill: 1) The PSC regulation is expensive and unnecessary;

2) by allowing the utilities to pay only half the costs, we
have reduced by 50% the incentive for the utilities to keep
the wires high; 3) We are not trying to get by cheap - they
are prepared to pay costs but they think the wire should be
kept high; 4) Our proposal is simpler; 5) it was the house
movers that suggested the prefab compromise and we did not

get credit for it; 6) we are concerned about the average

cost section for moving every line. The house movers think

it makes more sense to say that when they have to pay costs,
that they pay the actual costs and that they be reasonable
costs and not some kind of average.

HOWARD ROSELEAF, Montana State Carpenters: Montana businesses
are struggling to stay afloat, and with this bill many struc-
tures would not be moved because the cost would be prohibitive.
(Exhibit #2)

BOB DECKER, Big Bud Sales & Service, Havre: I am associated
with an implement business in Havre. We are involved in the
prefab business. Montana depends on agriculture and it
requires large equipment. SB 84 would put us out of this
portion of our business. We cannot live with a 10 day notice
requirement. They want their equipment delivered today or
yesterday. Either amend the bill to the 26' height or kill
the bill.

SEN. LEE, District 17: I stand in opposition to the bill.
The compromise was a mistake on those Senate members who
changed their minds at the last minute. The house movers were
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scared because they had been told, either compromise or you
will be put out of business. When they found out there

were more than those two options given by Sen. Regan, they
decided to stick with their own opinion. About the cost
causers - they realize that those lines are not strung up

and down the roads for decoration, they are for the public's
convenience. They are not being greedy - they would be willing
to pay for a reasonable compromise, but this is not reasonable.
Putting this in the PSC arena is over-doing it. There are less
than 50 house movers in the state and the PSC is not the place
for this. Either amend this bill or kill it.

DUANE SARGENT, Hill County Electric Co-Op member:

I ended up burying my lines for a half mile when I moved my
last house at the request of Hill County Co-Op. I oppose
this bill.

VICTOR TACKE, Great Falls: I have been a house mover for 20
years. I can't believe this bill has gotten this far and is
so fouled up. It was in frustration that the Senate dumped
this on the PSC. An average cost just doesn't work that
easily. The utilities put an abundance of help on each job.
They can't be controlled. The utilities agreed to absorb
the costs when they got permission to use the roadways.
(Exhibit #3)

DAVID CASTLE, Fort Shaw: We give them 10 days, they give us

3 days. We offered the 26' proposal that would hurt the house
mover's industry and they turned us down. Somehow, we ended

up at the end of the barrel. If I bid a job and it's over

26' and they call the utility for their charges, they are

going to forget it. I'm going to move that house anyway - I'll
raise the wires - I may end up in jail but I have nothing to
lose - everything I have is invested into this business.

JIM THOMAS, Miles City: We don't want the PSC, period. We
will have to come back to Helena and fight raises all the
time. It will be a hassle - we have enough already.

DON HEFFINGTON, Dillon: Utility companies have received
easements across public rights-of-way at no cost. There only
obligation was to provide free access to tall structures.

The R.E.A. News stated that in 1982 the customer in Montana
paid less than one dollar for easement charges. (Exhibit #4)

IRA HALL: The Supreme Court said wire raises are a matter of
police protection for the safety of the people and should be
done by the utility. If movers don't get a 26' height on

the wires, more accidents are going to happen. If they are
allowed to continue to string wire with no control on height,
it will be impossible to move anything, including farm equip-
ment down the road.
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DUANE OSTERMILLER, Billings: One thing I would like to em-
phasize is that prefabs have brought in the biggest issue

of this year's bill. It was the house movers who presented
the amendment for prefabs. If we can get the utilities

to put the wires up to 26', the biggest part of their problem
will be solved.

WILLIAM KRESKE, Billings: The old law is good and it puts
the cost on the utility who don't own or lease highway
air-space. We'd better give the utilities some incentive
to raise their dangerous wires. (Exhibit #5)

VERN BULLER, Richey: A farmer in our area, Maynard Lyles,
almost had a hired hand killed last summer from a low wire.

JOE GATES, Ravalli: I have been moving houses for 35 years
and there were very few wires to get in the way. There will
be more and more moves because Montana is growing. The
utilities need to raise those wires.

(Other opponents to the bill signed the Visitor's Register)

FURTHER PROPONENTS (arriving late from the airport):

GEORGE VALLANCE, Malta Co-Op: My consumers are tired of
coming here every session to testify. In our area, it has
been discovered that some house movers put a fee to their
customers for raising the wires but the utility gets no part
of that fee. North Dakota has proven that this bill will not
put them out of business. Montana is the only state that

has such an unfair law.

BOB McCAULLY, Glassgow: I am a farmer and I know how im-
portant those lines are to agriculture. As a consumer of a
rural electric co-op, I don't think it's fair to pay for
raising those lines. The cost causer should be the cost
payer.

SEN. HAZELBAKER, in closing, said the house movers are not
paying a nickle - it's the person owning the structure to be
moved. The co-ops are a non-profit organization and they

have to pass on their costs to their subscribers. The owner
is going to have to be responsible. The PSC said thee would
be no cost for their service. They will review the costs every
two years. This went through the Senate nicely.

QUESTIONS:

REP. BACHINI: Sen. Regan, on Page 3, line 14, would you define
what "structure" includes? Sen. Regan: The prefab structure
is what 1s involved. Rep. Bachini: 1Is agricultural equipment
included? Sen. Regan: In most instances, they will be able

to move farm equipment. Rod Hansen: The Legislative Council
said this term would not mean farm equipment, to the best

of their knowledge.
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REP. ELLISON: Mr. Browning, you speak about not wanting

the PSC involved. Generally, the utilities think they are
on your side. Mr. Browning: The house movers are not in
agreement on this point. Some are adamantly opposed to

PSC under any circumstances and the ones concerned with
implementing the 26' proposal do not want to be at the mercy
of utilities on charges and they want to have input on the
language in the bill that says reasonable and necessary to
make sure they are reasonable and necessary.

REP. ELLISON: Whose idea was it to let the PSC referee?
Sen. Regan: My idea. This is not a happy compromise. The
house movers want 26' and that's it. The utilities on the
other hand don't want to pay these costs. This compromise
says go fight the particulars under the PSC because you are
both regulated by them.

REP. SCHULTZ: I want to know how you are going to determine
these costs? Is a farmer who wants to move a telephone line
going to have to pay $1800? How are you going to keep a 1lid
on these things? Mr. Opitz, PSC: A full hearing would be
held every two years. The proposals would come from the
utilities on the costs involved on particular structures
and we would publish a schedule and then the costs would be
split between the two.

REP. SCHULTZ: There is going to be no profit factor involved
in moving these lines? Mr. Opitz: The utilities would
determine what the costs are and the house movers could
combat that. We would give everybody an opportunity to
review the matter before they come to the hearing. All of
the commission's decisions are appealable to the district
court. They would have recourse.

SENATE BILL 221

SEN. NORMAN, District 47, sponsor, opened by saying this bill
authorizes any special improvement district created to

provide facilities to furnish utility service to the district
to transfer the facilities to a regulated utility for use in
providing services. Rural Special Improvement Districts
(RSID's) are involved and the cities have also been amended
into the bill. A RSID is paid off in 20 years. The county
and to some extent the city is left with a problem. Perhaps
there is a county supplying water to a RSID and perhaps beyond
that through the RSID. The county owns the property by law
and will have to continue to maintain it which involves money,
or they can sell it to the water company if they want to buy it.
But on legal opinion, they cannot sell it because it is county
property. This bill provides a means whereby the county and
city and the water company could work out some arrangement

for purchase.
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PROPONENTS:

HOWARD SCHWARTZ, Missoula County Commission: We support
this bill. It provides a clear method of dealing with the
improvements. It will enable the county to shift liability
-fFor the condition and maintenance of the improvement to the
utility that is using them. (Exhibit #6)

DENNIS LOPATCH, Mountain Water Company: We supply water

in Missoula and Superior. We are the company involved in

this problem. Basically, the problem is that we are pro-
viding service for things that we do not hold title to.
Liability is a question here - who's responsible? This
provision would not be mandatory, it is permissive legislation.

OPPONENTS: none

QUESTIONS:

REP. KITSELMAN: Mr. Schwartz, we have a situation in the
Billings Heights area where water is being provided by the
Heights water district. The people are actually city res-
idents, so the water is bought from the municipality, filtered
through the Heights water district and the city resident

in the Heights is paying more than the resident down the

hill. Would this provide the vehicle by which the city

could approach the Heights water district and buy those

pipes and serve those people on an equal basis? Mr. Schwartz:
I would think this would probably do that because the city

is a public regulated utility.

SENATE BILL 269

SEN. HALLIGAN, District 48, sponsor, opened by saying this

bill would authorize the PSC the discretion to order refunds

or credits by any public utility for charges in excess of

those lawfully established and to order other changes necessary
to eliminate unjust, unreasonable, insufficient, preferential
or discriminatory practices. We are not talking about $17
charges being refunded - this could be perhaps hundreds of
thousands of dollars that have been collected by mistake or
consciously by the utility.

PROPONENTS:

JOHN ALKE, Montana Dakota Utilities: We were responsible for
the court case that established that the PSC does not have

refund powers. We appear in support of this bill with the
amendments.

BOB QUINN, Montana Power and Pacific Power & Light: We wish
to go on record as supporting this legislation.

LARRY HUSS, Mountain Bell: We support this bill as amended.
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BOB NELSON, Staff Attorney, PSC: We support this bill.
OPPONENTS: none

QUESTIONS:

REP. KADAS: Mr. Alke, have there been problems like this?
Mr. Alke: MDU had a merchandizing operation and until 2
years ago we lit and cleaned pilot lights for a charge.
Montana Power provided it for free but the costs were put
into the rate base. We were doing it as an independent
business enterprise. They decided we should do it for
free also and make a refund for all those we had made. It
went to court. But we think any time a utility would
flaunt the PSC and charge in bad faith, the refund pro-
vision would be appropriate. That is the only problem
that has ever occurred.

REP. METCALF: Who will carry this bill to the floor?
Rep. Kadas volunteered.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

SJR 17

REP. KITSELMAN: I move we reconsider our action on SJR 17.
Sen. Elliott objects to the amendments we added.

REP. METCALF: In the past, we have heard the statement and
then considered if we wanted to reopen.

SEN. ELLIOTT: This is a very timely subject in our geograph-
ical location. I don't want to hold up action on the reso-
lution. I talked to BPA and the aluminum companies concern-
ing the first amendment and they agreed that there is a
tremendous surplus of electricity at this time. The second
amendment concerning if the lower rates will cause increased
rates for other consumers. The BPA has a fixed budget and

if they do lower the rates to DSI's, they will have to make
up that money some other way. It's not my intention to
impose an unfair burden on the other rate payers but DSI's
are paying 26.5 mills and the other BPA customers are paying
21 mills. I could agree to an amendment to be no lower than
what is charged to other customers in the BPA system but to
suggest that there would be no higher rates would be to make
it inoperative and not accepted by the BPA. If the rates are
not reduced to these DSI's they are going to be put out of
business and the loss of jobs will be significant and the
remaining customers will have to make up the revenue that is
lost from the DSI's. Their rates will then really go up.
They are trying to sell surplus to Alcoa Aluminum right now
at 11.3 mills. They are down to 40% of production. The offer
of 11.3 mills is only on increased production and is only
until November 1983. Alcoa cannot have the pots into pro-
duction until May. They need long-term power committments.
They cannot operate on a six month cycle.
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REP. KADAS: I am not suggesting they use surplus for short-
term. I am suggesting that they use surplus power for the
term that is available and that could be 8 to 20 years. That
is a more reasonable approach than saying go ahead and raise
residential rates and that is what we are asking if we don't
use the amendment.

SEN. ELLIOTT: We have a basic philosophy difference here.
REP. HARPER: Are you saying that industry in the BPA region
pays more than residents? How much do residents actually
pay? Sen. Elliott: The utility buys the power and passes

it on to the customers. Rep. Metcalf: They are probably
paying about 35 mills up in that area.

REP. FABREGA: Aluminum plants buy just about the same amount
of power as the utilities and, therefore, should be at the
same rate. Sen. Elliott: They buy more than the utilities.
The DSI must pick up the added cost of co-generation that the
private utilities do purchase. That is passed on to the DSI's
and creates a higher rate.

REP. KADAS: The Northwest Power Act created that situation.
They agreed to a 20 year contract. ’
REP. HARPER: When the Senate voted on this did they under-
stand that they were asking that rates would be raised on
residents and agriculture in order to accommodate this?

SEN. ELLIOTT: They did understand it. In fact, it was then
the IMN came out with a polt that asked if people would be
willing to pay higher prices to keep an industry in Montana.
It was misleading in that the farther they got from Columbia
Falls the less they were willing to say yes.

REP. METCALF: The motion before us is to reconsider our
action on SJR 17.

REP. KADAS: The DSI's have an option that uses surplus
electricity. I don't want to be a rate making authority.

REP. FABREGA: I would speak in favor of changing it back

to the amendment that Sen. Elliott wants, that DSI's should
not pay more than the utilities.

REP. METCALF: The effect is the same as it would be without
the amendment. The consumer already pays higher than the
DSI's. If you lower the DSI's the consumer rate will go
higher. Rep. Fabrega: If the DSI's go out the consumer will
have to make it up and instead of a 2% increase you could
have a 20% increase.

REP. METCALF: It's keyed on excess power.

REP. FABREGA: Sen. Elliott, if we keep this amendment, would
you just as soon have the bill killed? Sen. Elliott: It
won't do anything this way.

REP. KADAS: This resolution does not have any effect on the
short-term decision. It will have an effect in November when
those rates are set. The short-term argument does not apply.
REP. JENSEN: I suggest this is a difference in philosophy
and we aren't going to change anyone. I call for the question.
QUESTION: The motion carried with Rep. Kadas & Hansen voting
no.

REP. METCALF: We now have the resolution before us.

REP. HARPER: I wonder if this rate increase is actually going
to keep Anaconda in business. This will be in front of a
party that is looking for guidelines on rates. This resolution
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says the legislature feels the people in that area are willing
to pay higher rates so they can keep the industry in business.
Is this the critical factor that will keep them in business?

I don't want to make this decision to the detriment of rate
payers. Sen. Elliott: If it doesn't keep them in business,
we haven't lost anything. If they go out, the rates will go
up anyway.

REP. KADAS: The reason they pay more than utilities is because
they made a 20 year contract. Rep. Jensen: That was the past,
we have to look to the future. Rep. Kadas: Two years ago?
REP. HARPER: How many DSI's are there? Sen. Elliott: Eight
in the whole region. Most are in Washington. Two are in
Montana. Rep. Harper: Are all of these going down? Sen.
Elliott: Kaiser is closed in Spokane. Rep. Harper: We are
trying to save Columbia Falls. If one closed down, then

there would be more surplus power and the rates should go
down. Don't give these people at BPA an excuse to raise
rates. There is a surplus.

REP. KITSELMAN: I move to strike the amendment.

QUESTION: The motion failed by a tie vote. (Roll Call Vote
Attached)

REP. KADAS: I move SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 17 BE CONCURRED

IN AS AMENDED.

QUESTION: The motion carried 10-6. (Roll Call Attached.)

SENATE BILL 249

REP. FABREGA: I move to amend the amendment. We need to
say the parties will agree in writing that 6 percentage
points per annum will be the rate.

QUESTION: The motion carried unanimously.

REP. FABREGA: I move the amendment.

QUESTION: The motion carried unanimously.

REP. FABREGA: I move SENATE BILL 249 BE CONCURRED IN AS
AMENDED.

QUESTION: The motion carried unanimously.

Rep. Fabrega will carry the bill to the House floor.

SENATE BILL 221

REP. KADAS: I move SENATE BILL 221 BE CONCURRED IN.
QUESTION: The motion carried unanimously.

Rep. Kadas will carry the bill to the House floor.

SENATE BILL 269

REP. KADAS: I move SENATE BILL 269 BE CONCURRED IN.
QUESTION: The motion carried unanimously.

Rep. Kadas will carry the bill to the House floor.
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The hearing adjourned at 11:20 a.m.

J. Ywkcaly -

REP. JERRY METCALF, CHA%S%?N

ol A2l pre)

Linda Palmer, Secretary
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1. Title, line 5
Pollowings TLIMITS:*
Strike: the remainder of line 5, line ¢ in lts entirety, and

line 7 through “LEMDERS;"
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AZOVE TUE NEW YORK PRIMZE RATE:;™

2. Pages l, line 18
Strike: "10%"

. Insert: LEEx s percentage pointa®

3. Page 1, line 19

Following: ‘“greatsr®

Insert: “above the prime rate of major Hew York banks as published
in the Wall Street Journal edition dated three business davs prior
to the execution of the aagrgement.” :

4’ ?&ge 2’ 1in8 9 » Tl
Strkke: lines 9 through 16 in their entirety )

Renunber: subsaguent subsection R

AND AS AMENDED
BE_COHCURRED 1IN

...... FERRY - BERCARLE vt
STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.
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TESTIMONY OF HOWARD ROSENLEAF
SENATE BILL 84, HEARINGS OF THE SENATE BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY COMMITTEE
MARCH 16, 1983

[ am Howard Rosenleaf, representing the Montana State Council of
Carpenters. I am here to testify against Senate Bill 84, which provides
that anyone moving a Structure must pay 50% of the costs of raising or
cutting wires or removing poles when moving a structure. Currently those
costs are borne by the owners of the wires, lines or cables.

We are against this bill because if movers had to pay 50% of
the costs, many structures would simply not be moved because the cost
would be prohibitive. Montana businesses are struggling to stay afloat,
with business bankruptcies rising rapidly. This additional cost would be
enocugh to put many home moving businesses under.

[t would also mean the loss of jobs for carpenters and other
members of the building and construction trades. When a home or other
building is moved, our people are employed to lay a new foundation, wire
and plumb and do other work on the structure once it is moved.

Please help Montana workers and Montana businesses by voting
against Senate Bill 84.

Thank you.
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Don Teffinoton
Touse Mover

Utility companies have received easerments across public rishts-of-vay at no
cost. DPractically the only condition to these free eacements is that after
putting their wires up they zmust provile access to tall structures, Tet's
consider this raquired wrire raisinag service a girmple eassement charce and

breali-down some of the firures provided by the Utilities to see horr much this
charen amounts to. The N.T.A. Mews has stated that in 1922 the 309,000 +
".E.A. customers in “ontana naid over £225,700 to have wires raised for tall
structures. So the average customer paid less than one dollar last year for
easement charges. ‘ot much for the right to bring wires sometimes hundreds
of miles across possihly hundreds of public right-of-way crossinns, 3But

the P.F.A.'s are horline about it. They point out that the Dillon Co-op
customers (hard hit hy Montana Povrers caravan of 0 oversized tanks) raid

826 per customer last vear to raise wires. v mv calculations that's ¢2.16
rer month per customer durinz 1982, Still a small percentare of anybodies
bill. I don't have the correct issue of the R.E.A. Mews in front of me

but T think there are about 1300 custormers on that co-op. 3ut lets say

there were only a thousand customers times %26 ner customer equals a nin-
imum of £26,000 dollars that the Dillon Co-op spent on man power to raise
wires for Montana Powers tanks. That's a lost of money. On the other hand
doesn't it seem strange to vou that they would pay out that Lind of money--
lets see—— $26,000 divided by 60 tonks equals $433 per tank when they lnew
that 59 more were comming?

If they had spent half of that money on purchasing and installinc taller
poles at stratigic crossings they wouldn't even have to send a crew out with
the rest-of *ontana Power's tanks.

There apnear to be two reasons that they refuse to lennthen their poles.
First they aren't actually payine extra money out to raise wires. They don't
hire extra men to move wires. They have their normal nayroll and for

however many hours attributable to raisine wires they merely enter in their
ledeers so much aeainst the expense of ralsing wires. There payroll is the
same whether they have to raise some wires or fix a broken conductor caused
by some ranchers cow setting all the wires for a mile oscillating at

just the rizht frequency to break by rubbines its baclk against a guy wire.

Tt really does not cost them any extra money. R.T.A. personel have testified
at the previous lecislative hearing that they would not lav-off any personel
if they didn't have to raise wires! The second reason they don't want to
lengthen their poles is that since it really does not cost them extra to
raise wires they can certainly live with the exnense and maybe, just maybe,
after all their attemnts the lesislature will finallv allov them to charge
the housenovers to move the wires. Then they will not only lower their pay-
roll expenses by however many hours are charged azainst raising wires but
they will he naid from outside for those hours. Douhle savinos.

So we have seen that the R.E.A.'s have designated some small nercentage of
their fixed expenses as beine unfairly attributable to raisineg wires for tall
Structures. The amount varies from less than a dollar a year statewide to
$26 a year at the Dillon Co-op. Almost all of these amounts were caused not
hy housemovers but kv suhcontractors for “fontana Power moving tanks from
Stevensville to Colstrip. T'll take a wild guess and sav that of that $26
per customer charced to Dillion Co-op members prohably not more than one



Non Peffinoton
Paca 2

dollar was created bv house movers! Tf we use their hishly inflated state-
ment that there were 625 hich structure moves in the state last year (60 tanlks
rioved throuzh the Ritterroot Co-op = 60 moves than the same tanks throuch the
Dillon Co-on is now 120 nmoves and so on until about 409 noves later these same
£0 tanlks 7t to Colstrip!) and commare it to the annroximately 190 house noves
then we can readily see that only 1/6th of the cost was actually attributable
to houserovers. TLookin~ at it another way the averarse Montana R.T.A. consumer
paid less than one dollar to raisc wires last year. 1/6th of that is a little
under £.17 cents a year to raise wires for housemoving. Less than $.02 cents
a month! So for under £.72 cents per month per customer that won't be dropped
from thier bills even if housemovers have to nray to raise wires, the R.E.A.'s
have staged this huge campainn to convince the legislature that the housenmovers
are really talting advantage of then.

The only sensable solution to this problem is to dron the whole issue. The
utilities got thier easements for nothing and now want to charge a toll. Rut
if vou feel you must make some chance set a heisht lirmdt of 26 feet., For
houses that are under 26 feet have the utilities foot the bill to raise the
wiregs, Tf the house is over 26 feet have the housemover foot the bill., This
system would encourace the utilitles to eventually raise their wires to 26
fret. Amd it would encourace the housemovers to lowver their structures as
much as possible. Tf hvy chance you feel that this still isn't enousgh than
charee new structures the full amount for raising wires. Mew structures can
he built on site. 01d "ouses don't have that option.



:l )OG—?(\){T

SAD PYGouT
T i TRUTH
SN 1929

Aom P (€S

T 5 W

JIMPROVE

DG GRovs WIRES

TO

[ 2t

fNCEVTIVE

[How neeay Peorcs

[£] -
oD ANILALS QIET
N Moummoa PER.

Y ErR QL& O

DOeroscoRous Ly  ~ow

4

weree- M A Ny !

—_— T e

'S A~ POOR

SR g4

DILC  Ts  bnushee

AND T Wil TURT

Yy EMELOYEES ANO

THLS

/'S
s PUTs THE COST

CHRO OO T

Cran '
7777.:7/-? S YSTE?»??

- WwE

AL ConNdv

I g ETmou NG

RaADICT

own oR. LENSE

Expll 775

W HAT 'S QR NG

THE OLD LAw wAS Gooo

J[HGHwAy AR-SPAGE

cET THE UTICTY CormrAnItS 70

/N D

. g L n*m neam

e

- Montana Power Co. is being sued

‘For $13.25 million by a Billings

woman who claims her husband died
after the sailboat he was in was en-
tangled with high-voltage transmxs
sion lines last June,

Barbara M. Gallagher’s smt ﬁled
in federal court in Great Falls said

. the-accident is nearly identical to one

that killed Jere Quill and Brian John-'
ston on the Missouri River near Great

Falls in 1980. - . ,*
Michael T. Gallagher was a pas-"
senger on a sailboat owned by Don -

Robertson, Glasgow, on the Missouri

River eight miles below Fort Benton.
Both Gallagher and Robertson

were thrown overboard and died in

eaccxdeMt\‘-——\ e
bertson’s wife, Gloria,}was

"holated the National Electrical

rescued from the Tiver—Barbara Gal-
lagher, who remained in the boat,
said she received electrical shock and
a slight burn in the accident. Another
passenger, Ron Pattison of Glasgow,

SRl S .

YEARS
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HAD BETTER GIVE

Ly “- &-«*«, r'*#‘«ﬁqu

*:$'I 3.5 million'is soug l
~in sailboat- powerlme death *";

o o+ * . i
W 'l'he Associated Press - &

“*ces on them, but the Fort Benton °

: mxsconduct B
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also remained in the boat. 7" ;ﬁ

“The sailboat was entangled thh:'f
a series of three 7,200-volt transmis-;- |

e

~sion lines hanging 19 to 20 feet off the® ,3 |

river,” the suit said. Lot
Mrs. Gallagher claims the danger =

""was not visible from the sailboat be- «,~
--cause the lines hung helow the hon- T

zon of shale cliffs and the poles were
obscured by trees and bushes. e

“ According to the complaint, the-
hnes were constructed at the accident™ ;
site the previous fall, 15 months after «- ;
Quill and Johnston had been killed in K3
the Great Falls accident.” - #%.7=

Montana Power raised the Great- . ]
Falls lines and installed warning devi-

_crossing ‘‘wasn’t done in that fash-
“ion,” the suit said. R |
The suit claims Montana Power

Safety Code and failed to adhere to
dccepted engineering practices. It
charges Montana Power with gross
negligence and reckless and wanton

GRS e
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Euhibit #4

SENATE BILL 221
Missoula County supports this bill for the following reasons:

BACKGROUND: The County is authorized, upon the receipt of
:a proper petition and after notice and hearing to finance the
construction of water lines, gas lines, and power lines through
the RSID process.

When completed these utility lines are used by regulated
utilities to provide water, gas or power to residents of the RSID.

The costs of installing these systems is born by the district
residents initially and is in part reimbursed by the utility which
makes payments to the county when customers hook-up to the system,
These payments are used to make early payment on the districts bonds.

PROBLEM: Title to these improvements remains in county raising
the possibility of:

1) potential county liability for problems arising from the
imrpovements.

2) potential assessment of repair costs against the district.

Since county holds essentially for the benefit of the district
general provisions regarding the sale of county property may not

.. be applicable. Certainly no express authority to dispose of RSID

* financed improvement,

Even if general provisions regarding sale of county property
are available, they do not specifically authorize the kinds of
conditions on the sale that may be desirable.

BENEFITS:

The bill provides a clear method of dealing with the improve-
ments.,

It will enable the county to shift liability for the condition
and maintenance of the improvement to the utility that is using them.

It will permit the county to impose conditions to protect the
district residents.

It will protect the residents by placing them in the same
position as other utility customers by eliminating the possiblity
of direct assessment for the cost of repairs to the supply system.
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SELWAY corporaiion

P.O. BOX 287 STEVENSVILLE, MONTANA 59870 PHONE (406) 777-5471

March 15, 1983

Business and Industry Committee
Jerry Metcalf, Chairman
48 th State Legislature

In opposition to Senate Bill 84, Selway Corporation
submits the following information.

This information represents additional costs incurred
on the Colstrip Power Project due to the fact that utility
wires were in interference with our loaded height of 21 feet.

1) Delay Time : 80 hrs. @ $44.00/hr. for 32 trips $22,528.00

2) Preperation and Delivery Charges to comply with notification
requirements of the Utilities. $5,542.00

JagoT0.

Jim Edinger, Controller
Selway Corporation

Z:f;Ab__I <fi§z-~;;-'

Engineening.  Fabnication.  Machineny
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Dear Sir:

As a "High Structure Mover" I would like to voice my opinion against House
Bill #147 and Senate Bill #84.

In the past two years we have been involved in moving oversized loads up to
22 feet high on a regular basis to Colstrip and other construction sites in
Montana. We estimate that on the Colstrip project alone, Selway Corporation's
fabrication was performed at 30% of the cost required to fabricate and field
erect the same equipment at the job site. These savings, as you might realize,
are passed on directly to the consumers and more than offset any costs involved
in lifting utility lines.

In the process of moving these over height loads we noticed there was no
consistency in line height. Many of the lines we were in interference with would
barely accomadate a legal height load let alone onc over height. 1 feel the
utility companies should be required to maintain a line height that would allow
the movement of the majority of over height loads. This could be accomplished
by establishing permanent routes tnrough cities and towns that allow the movement
of high structures by raising Tines to a maximum height or by burying the lines
as the majority of the phone companies are doing.

It is important to realize that Montana needs heavy industry to provide jobs
and pay taxes in the state. When these industries are analyzing prospective
sites, they are going to look for the ability to move fabrication to the site.
Due to the high cost of field erection, the cost savings realized by this ability
are a major incentive for industry to locate in Montana.

If you have any questions concerning this matter please give me a call.

Sincerely,

Jdim Edinger
Controller



" By. BARBARA MITTA
" Tribune Staff Writer

"-Montana Power Co. is bemg sued

for $13,250,000 by a Bﬂlmgs woman

% Barbara M. Gallagher’s suit, filed
' in federal.court here, calls the acci-
i 'dent a.“tragedy nearly identical” to

)ast struck power lines over the
Missouri, River near the - Warden
\Bridge in Great Falls.

ksouri- River eight miles below Fort

“who claims her husband died after -
‘“the sailboat he was riding in tangled
with high-voltage transmission lines.

-one that killed Jere Quill and Brian
ohnston: in 1980, when their sailboat

_".Zturned sxdeWays .and began to tip
Michael T. Gallagher was among"
passengers on a sailboat owned by.

- the suit'says,
:Don Robertson, Glasgow, on the Mis-

~ gher’s body was recovered nearly a

-month later downstream from where -

the accident occurred.
- ‘Robertson’s w1fe, Glorla was~res-

‘cued from the river, Barbara Galla-

gher, who remained in. the boat,’"
claims she recezved“electnca.!_ shock
and -a:'slight burni.from . grabbing -
metal cable on.the hoat:to save her-
self. Ron Pattison: of;;Glasgow an-

feet off the river.”, G
~Barbara “.Gallagher’: e

. .- lines were not. visible:from the ‘sail- -
.-boat because - they hnng _below* the:.

aemdent occurred man ‘areaknown .
as. Pimperton Bottom where . Mon- -

‘Falls accident, ‘the ‘complaint says,
-:‘Momana Power raised those. lines
~and installed  warning 'devices <on..,

power lines were hanging less.than 20

. tragedy in Great -Falls was need-~
rth, -~ lessly .and senselessly duplicated aty,
 Pimperton Bottom crossing
without warning . 19.the; passengers, . ' :
: “:Ihe, sailboat. mast was .

“volt transmlssion lines: hanging 1920

Safety Code and failed to adhere to
'E;Benton June 20, 1982. Both Gallagher -
R

,'accepted engineering practxces in:

non‘-*work,

'MPC sued over boat accident -

3board and died in the accndent Ga}la- -

198

crossmg the previous fall; Thanwork
was. done 15 months after Quill. and:'
Johnston were killed. After the Great

them, ~However,: the Fort Benton-
area: crossmg “wasn’t done in.that
fashion” and several high voltage .|

feet off the surface of the:river:
“As‘a result; the suit says;

years later.”” 5
-The’ suit claims Montana,:. ,

" constructing the lines over the river.
It 'charges Montana -Power. with "
" gross negligence and reckless-and.
wanton misconduct in its reconstruc- :;'

“The’ Quill ‘and Johnston famxlies ’
reached an . out-of-court settlement:

-1 With Montana -Power in September N
- 1982 for $1.5 mxlhon

.

N
k)
3
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_ Famiilics of two Great Falls men
who died in a June 17, 1940, sailboat
accident on the Missouri River have
received o total of $1.5 million in an
aut-ol-court  seltlement  with  the
Mantana Power Co.

. Jere Quil, 24, and Brian John-
sjon, 21, sunerce O feot heenn
. and were thrown into the
when the aluminum masc of their
catamargn contacted a  Montana

SNEN

*NN

$L.5 million setiles

portant for the public to know’’ that
settiement was reach:? and that the
matter was not allowed to lay dor-
mant, attorney Neil Ugrin said.,

A puthologist's report indicated
“there was plenty of evidence of
electrical contact and drowning,'”
Ugen ad.

smpncranhg of shiny spots on the

otherwise bare corroded copper
wires ctearly showed where the sail-

just nick” the line, he said.

The saithboat was about 21 feet
high, a moderate size in Mcatana,
he said. Typical tall sailbouts used
in Montana are about 28 ieft,

The power ling span included a
neutral wire that was only 15 feet
ubove the river and six energized
lines, the lowest of wiinch was less
than 18 feet ahove the water, Ugrin
said.

m‘w m

orange reflectors have been place\%
0O
p

on it. Markers aiso have been put
lines spanning the river farther u
stream. -

However, “markers are not the
full answer,™ he said. *When you'r
sailing there are a lot of things t
do. Looking up is nat ~ne of them.”’

People generally are not aware of
power lines even in their own neigh-

Based on safety codes, the power
lines were 15-20 feet lower than they
rhould have been, hie said. They
were well below the Warden Bridge.

“It was a plain safety violation,
even if it wasn't for codes,'’ he said,

boat inast” contacted the wires,
Ugrin said. “There was no question
of electrical contact,” he said.

The sailboat’s aluminum mast
was scarred with melted spots, holes
were burned in the canvas sail and

Rower Co. line spanning the river
- ffom the city waterworks to the
country club. .Quill’'s wife, Linda,
also was thrown from the sailboat
but managed to grabtthe boal.

< No one saw either man surface

Just not that easy 1o see.
Privor to the accident, the Greal
. Falls saiiing club had experienced
 several “near incidents and b+

borhvods,” he said, adding they ar?

&fter the accident. Thewr bodies were
recovered within the next two days.

+ Although the damage settiement
Was reached late {ust year, the fami-
lles agreed this week that it is im-

+ BEIRUT. Lebanon (AF) — Relief
workers uncovered o DRw  1ass
grave of 19 hodies Friday, and Lebe-
non's chicl prosecutor reported a
death. ol of at teast 537 (rom the
refupee camp massacres — double
the number confirmed by the Red
Cross.

The new Lebonese president,
Amin Germayel, ordered the military
gmwcuwngcne'ral L) conduct an ur-
gent investigation of the refugee
camp  slaughter, the Chnistian
YVae o( Lebanon" radio rvporu.d

i headq
i New Yark, the 157-natlon General
~Assambly - “woted - overwhelmingly -
-y fiiday night (v condamn the massa-
“gres, and it demanded a U.N. jnves.
fligmnm
5. Only the United States wud Israel
caded aprinst the averall resolution,
adupled 1472, with some mentrs
fol present.

A soparate vote an the clivuse
dealing  wan e nvenvpahion
prsssd LAl wnn (0§ At mdur
Charies M Lichenstemn yohing fur it

Death toll

Jm:mk’e araasacre ol clvilians.

there was evidence of electrical con-
tact over the frame of the boat, he

said.

“The holes were a considerable
way down the masc. The boat didn’t

eshimate

and Israel not participating.
The military prosecutor-generat,
Assad Germanos, had said Thursday
he was investigating the killings.
Earlier Friday, an advance untt
of 350 French pacatroopers and in-
fanirymen came ashore here, van-
guard of a U.S.-French-ltalian force
cnar;,ed with trying to stop Beirut's
bloodshed. U.S. Marines were to fol-
low this weekend. .
in lsruel, Prime Minister Mena-
chem Hegin's government asked the
israeli chief justice to lead an in-
quiry - inte- Israeli, conduct-durin

rwo Paie;lmsan refugee camps b
“Nitzhak ;- Kahsn
nfused 20~ consnder the ‘request: tnk

* mediately, because his gourt-has he-
o

fore - it two private petitions:
whether to order a full judicial:j
yuiry into the Beirut bloodbath,

Begin's  political opponents re-
jeenad the proposed investiyation as
insutficient, since Kahan would nut
bave subpotng power or the power
e joth perjurors, 2s o w normad
)udu wl ngquiry

Iapartl  mewspunsrs  questioned
anvw the otficig!l braelt versem of
events  supiounding the  relugee

“to hang bare wires that could harm
people.”

Since the accident, the power line
between the waterworks and the
country club has been raised and

gone to the power company*’ 10 E
plain, Ugrin said. However, nu(‘w

had been done to correct the situ:
tion, he said.

Montana Power officials were

unavallable late Friday for cor
ment.

approaching 600

camp siaughter, which has been
blamed on lLebanese Christian mili-
tiamen.

The papers said lsraeht com-
manders in Beirut knew by 1l p.m.
Thursday, Sept. 16, the first day of
the massacre, that civilians were
being killed by Christian Phalangist
militiamen. (sraeli Defense Minister
Ariel Sharon has said the Israehs
did not know the killings were going
on until the next day, after which
the Israelis intervened.

- The Jeruskiem Post reported that
the Israeli commander in Beirul re-

now 300 cmnm lerronsts have

raell forces helped plan last week's

"7 Phalangist assaulton the camps and

provided some support, but he says
they never expected a slaughter of
civitians.

The mass Rrave  uncarthed
Friday was discovered neas t . ha-
tilla camp. Jean-Jaccws kurz, an
internatiunal Red Cruss spukesbun,
satd tho 19 victiney weee all o
bers of tho same famiay. A relaine

L et W e

teived. 4 medsage: from- a.Christian,
feaders in one ol he:
camps, Chatilla,that said,: “Until:

o

Co ﬁmmagi%
1o finang

said 1he bodies had been dumped by
a builduzer inly a crater 21t by an
{sraeh bomb, then covered over,

This brought 0 317 the 1vai ny
ber af budes reported toutd by R
Crosy teams searchiny pil=s of rub-
ble at tne Sabra and Chaulla camps.

But fobantse Prosecutur-Guene
Camille Geagea, who 15 taking p
noan anvesogaton of the kilhin
said 597 bodies had been discovered
thus fur, and more than 2,000 pwpu
were stdl nussing.

He said his figures were cog
plled trom all relie! agencies i
voived! in - the. recovery. operation.

moved Telatives® bodies befgre™R,
Cross workers arrived at:the nam'

= and it dr.,im mxvn had ‘g
i:Sharon hu acknOWledxed mat s f L

Rchd mkm “-.;a e exact

St LR

See LklANON, A

urz: tins.- said Jsome. . -refugess’ oo



. S

e %//é.a e ,.A.g»%{n&-ijé.,s, czrmel ,é[.amf _vpareteC

e -ﬂlhé“zsr@-:s--m 4 4’}__7&7'.,4»:} 9—,«-&«;— _.WM__-_

e




March 14, 1983

I talked to the Judith Basin County Coroner-Sheriff, John Oliver, re: the death of
Myrlin Boeck, a farmer in the Benchland area. Mr, Oliver gave me the following

information:

Mr. Boeck was driving his tractor down the road when the tractor stack hooked
onto a telephone line, Mr. Boeck got out of his tractor and crawled on top of
his cab to unhook the wire. The wire flipped him off the cab teop into a
cultivator,which he was pulling behind his tractor. He had puncture wounds caused
by his fall onto the cultivator and also had a fractured skull. He was taken to
the Deaconess Hospital in Great Falls and died on October 7, 1977. The accident
happened Northeast of Stanford at 3:10 P.M. on Oct. 6, 1977.

Mr. John Oliver's phone #: 566=2212



MINNEAPOLIS. MOLINE HARLAND HANSEN PRESIDENT
FEVE 2

H. R. Hansen Impiement Co., Inc.

PHONE 452-6453 225 SECOND STREET SOUTH P. O. Box 2534
GREAT FALLS, MONTANA

MINNEAPOLIS-MOLINE
March 10th, 1983 |

Modern: Farm' Machinery:

Sales & Service

House Business and Industry Committee
Helena Capitol Station
Helena, Montana 59€20

Ref: Senate Bill # 8l
Members of the Houss Business and Industry Commitbese:

It has come to my attention that Senate Bill # 8l is going to be up
for consideration. It might be well to bring to the attention of this
committee the fact that a great portion of the farm machinery being
used now is at least 20' in height, with some of 1t being over that,

The agricultural committee should be watchful of the, particularly in
this bill, realizing the safety factor as well as the inconvenience that
would occur in the moving of such machinery plus the cost involved.

Because of the increase in the size of vresent day machiney, I
would nrefer or personally recommend that the wires be vlaced higher

14

or aven placed underground, thereby not adding any costs Po the
farmer.

H.R.HATii;;jMPL MENT CO.
savsy g

Harland R. Hansen, President

HRH/s jh



Big Bud Tractors, Inc.

P.O.BOX 1111 « HAVRE, MONTANA 538501
PHONE 406-265-5457
TLX 31-9558

February 28, 1983

Mr. Ira Hall
Chinook, Montana

Dear Mr. Hall:

We oppose Senate Bill 147 and House Bill 84, as it would
severly restrict our ability to move our equipment. We
feel very strongly that overhead lines should either be
buried or raised to 28' minimum. Farms and farm equipmpnt
are not getting smaller, they are getting larger. These
bills could severly restrict the use of such equipment.

for your consideration in this matter.

—

(3
Rdnald M. Harmon
PresIdent & CEO

RMH/mjo



TELEPHONE 406/727-6721 e P.0.BOX2365 e HAVRE HIGHWAY NORTH e GREAT FALLS, MONTANA 59403

KILLION-MOORE, .

March 10, 1983

House Business and Industry Committee Re: Senate Bill 84
Helena Capital Station

Helena, Montana 59620

Honorable Members of the House Business and Industry Committee:

Since Senate Bill 84 is up for consideration, I would like to bring
to the attention of this Committee that some of the farm machinery

now in use is 20 ft. in height and over.

Keeping in mind safety, inconvenience in moving and cost, the agri-
cultural representatives should keep an eye on this Bill.

With the increased size of machinery, I would recommend that the
wires be placed higher or put underground thereby not imposing
additional costs on our farmers.

Sincerel§:

Hug

km



Box 262
Carter, Montana 59420
January 19, 1983

Mr. Zilon
Zion House Moving and Construction
Great Talls, Montana

Dear Mr. Zion:

As a farmer, my experiences in dealing with the power company have not
been what you would call a total success. I often find that their
transmission lines are poorly maintained and are not of sufficient
height to move equivpment under.

I uwn a Xrause disk which, when winged up to the transport position,
measures twenty feet high. My duckfool measures twenty-two feet high.

I am sure, in vour experience, you know that these heights will not go
under many of the power lines that cross our public roads. When this
happens you can call the power company and try and get them to raise the
lines, or you can lower your implement to the working position to clear

the wires. Usuallv when T let the wings of the implement down I can't

clear the poles in the ditch so I have to move out into the neighbou's field
to get around the whole mess., By the time this is done every half mile

or so the entire day has heen spent moving ten miles.

I did manage to pursuade the power company to put in taller peles
at one crossing, but at two others, they refused. One of these I can get
under by letting my wings down but I risk getting caught on the rail-
road tracks because the crossing is .too narrow. The other place I mention-
ed I cannot get through at all and have to go several miles out of my
way to get to any of my land.

Abtout once a year we get caught in the wires and break them. As of
yet, I have had no damage because of high voltage but T know it's only a
matter of time until someone gets hurt or killed and the equipment gets
damaged. I have spent thousands of dollars repairing equipment that has
hit the pdles while we're trying fo navigate through the maze of wires
and poles.

I understand that the power company would now like to charge individuals
for raising lines and for damage done to lines. That sounds pretty
typical to me. Put in a line that's too low to clear the present day
traffic that goes under it and then charge a fee 4o get under it. Maybe
they could put in telescoping poles and a toll booth! :

Power lines are a necessary evil we must live with, and that's fine;
but the power compantes cannot be allowed to block off the sky above

" j_‘pub11c roads with lines that are too low for public use,

e I hope that my opposition to House bill #147 and Senate bill # 84 will
be heard and that our legislators will not allow thdé power companies to take
up charging for the right to use the skles.

Sincerely,

Mr.:;ir;‘fgz:;gﬁéé;:Zﬁ;k/

Carter, Montana 59420
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PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 1227 11th Avenue * Helena, Montana 59620
Telephone: (406) 449-3007 or 449-3008

rhomas Schneider, Chairman
Jjohn Driscoll
Howard Ellis
Clyde Jarvis

Danny Oberg MONTANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION'S STATEMENT OF SUPPORT
SENATE BILL NO. 269

BACKGROUND

The Commission supports the changes proposed in SB 269 to
fill an unintended or ill conceived gap in Commission juris-
diction. This gap has worked to the detriment of consumers in
the past and, if uncorrected, may do so in the future.

§69-3-305(1) currently makes it unlawful for a public
utility to demand or collect certain charges, including those
deviating from, or not included in, filed tariffs.

The law provides procedures for complaints against public
utilities, including complaints that the utility is violating
§69-3-305(1). §69-3-330 describes what the Commission may do to
dispose of a complaint: Even if the Commission determines that a
complaint has merit, it cannot order that the unlawful collec-
tions be refunded.

In 1980, for example, an MDU customer complained to the
Commission that the company was collecting an unauthorized $17.00
fee for relighting pilot lights. The Commission determined that
relighting pilot lights is a utility-~related service, for which
there were no scheduled charges. Therefore, MDU was violating
§69~-3-305 by collecting the $17.00 charge. The Commission

ordered MDU to refund past charges for relighting pilot lights.

Consumer Complaints (406) 449-4672
“AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER”



On appeal, however, Judge Bennett reversed the Commission's
order, ruling that the Commission must have express statutory
authority to order refunds, which authority is lacking in §69-
3-330.

SB 269 would not alter the existing duties of public
utilities, nor would it redefine unlawful deviations from tariffs.
It would, however, authorize the Commission to order refunds or
credits of charges unlawfully collected.

AMENDMENTS

The following amendments were adopted by the Senate and are
either supported or unopposed by the Commission.

Amendment No. 1, page 1, line 16: "utility" service --

Addition of the word "utility" recognizes explicitly the
existing limitations on Commission jurisdiction. The Com-
mission believes that this amendment would have no practical
effect on its operation and therefore does not oppose it.

Amendment No. 2, page 2, line 4; page 2, line 25: 'may"

order refunds "or credits" -- This amendment gives the Com-
mission discretion to refuse refunds in certain circumstances,
e.g. where the cost of refunding exceeds the value of the
refund. The amendment also provides that refunds may take
the form of credits. The Commission supports these changes.

Amendment No. 3, page 2, lines 15-16: '"upon such hearing

and due investigation" -- This language was thought to be
redundant, and was therefore eliminated in the original
Bill. The Commission believes that retaining this language
will not result in any change, and therefore does not oppose

the amendment.



