MINUTES OF THE MEETING
HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
MONTANA STATE SENATE

March 3, 1983

.The meeting of the Highways and Transportation Committee was
““called to order by Chairman Mark Etchart on March 3, 1983,
‘at 1:00 p.m, in Room 410, State Capitol.

ROLL CALL: Roll was called with Senator's Etchart, Hager,
Elliott, Shaw, Tveit, Graham present. Senator's D. Manning
and Daniels arrived late. Senator Stimatz was absent.

HOUSE BILL 437: Hearing commenced on House Bill No. 437,
introduced by Representative Neuman. Representative Newuman
told the committee this is the 1long truck bill. This bill
revises the truck weight and size law by providing that two
consecutive sets of tandem axles may carry a gross load of
34, 000 pounds each if the distance between the first

and last axles is 36 feet or more. This bill also prohibits
special permits for vehicle combinations of more than two
vehicles. Special permits that are granted may specify routes
and other conditions of operation. There is an amendment
that the Highway Department is proposing, and I support it.
‘Mr. Beck from the Highway Department will explain the
amendment. With that, I will turn the hearing over to

Ben Havdahl.

Ben Havdahl, representing the Montana Motor Carriers Associa-
tion, told the committee this bill proposes to lift the
artificial cap on gross weights of truck combinations now
permitted by law to operate on Montana highways and allows
the gross weight of vehicle combinations to be determined

by the "bridge formula" adopted by the Legislature in 1967.
The "bridge formula" is also Federal law and is de51gned to
 protect hlghway bridges from weight concentration requiring
the spacing of truck axles and the distribution of weight
over multiple axles at specified distances.

-~Mr.-Havdahl went on to say the bill would also allow an
additional ten feet..... from 85 feet to 95 feet..... in
~length for vehicle combinations operating under special
permits. Ex1st1ng law provides for wvehicle axle weight maxi-
“mums to protect highway pavements and:sSets a maximum of 20,000
pounds for a single axle and 34,000 pounds for a tandem or

wdouble axle. The bill would not change the allowable axle

'eights. Highway pavements are affected by the amount of

eight that’the axles bear and the number of times the axle

mpacts the pavement when a vehicle is in motion. This
blll insures against the application of excessive axle weights
;at’' the same time provides for more frelght capacity for a

.‘Mvehlcle combination. Axle spacing is equally as important

~ ‘indesign of bridges and impact on pavements as is axle
Weights.; This is illustrated by what happens when a person
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tries to walk across ice that is hardly thick enough to
support a perSon‘s weight. The result is he or she falls
through the 1ce,“ If a person. stretches out:.prone on the
‘same ice and‘scootsacross it itiis unllkely‘that the ice
will break. This is true because the load or weight is
spread over a larger area. A similar comparison can be made
between trucks crossing a bridge.

It would allow an increase in gross vehicle weights as de-
termined by the "bridge formula" without exceeding or approach-
ing the present axle weight limitations. It would result

in more truck productivity and less transportation costs.

The bill provides that gross weight of combinations with
various axle groupings be established by the existing bridge
formula in both State and Federal law without exceeding axle
welghts.

(a) 7-axle combination from 105,500 pounds to 112,500 pounds,
average axle weight would be 17,000 pounds.

(b) 8-axle combination from 105,500 pounds to 117,425 pounds,
average axle weight would be 15,154 pounds.

(c) 9-axle combination from 105,500 pounds to 122,625 pounds,
average axle weight would be 14,078 pounds.

The bill would not allow for the operation of any new vehicle
combinations such as "triple trailers". It specifically
limits the number of trailers permitted in a vehicle combina-
tion to no more than two.

Mr. Havdahl went on to say illegally overweight trucks that
result in heavier than legal axle loads are a contributing
factor to highway deterioration. The amount of gross weight
a truck carries is not a factor in highway damage if proper
axle weights are adhered to.

Other legislation to be considered by this Legislature is
designed tosdeal with that .problem....one measure would increase
,overweight fines 200 percent. Controlllng ‘truck speed is
-7another factor. -and the. mo! r.carrier -industry supports strict

enforcement of ‘the 55 m.p. h. limit for trucks. The House
' passed HB437: w1th a strOng vote 91 to 8 the House nghways

after hearing: support for- the bill from more than a dozen
itrade associations and farm@groups.; Included were: Montana
“*Graln Growers' Assoc1at10n;ﬁ ontana Citizens Freight Rate
‘"Association;!Montana Intermountain Oil Marketers Association;
:"Montana . Stock :Growers Association; Montana Woolgrowers
Associatlon, ‘Montana :Cow- Belles, Montana: Logging Association;
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Montana Farmers Union; Montana Wood Products Association;
Montana Farm Bureau; Montana International Trade Council;
National Farm: Organlzatlon' Women in Farm Economics; Montana
“Motor Carriers Association; and the Montana Department of
Highways. The Montana Automobile Association opposed the
bill,

The House passed an amendment to the bill as follows:
"Special permits for vehicle combinations may specify high-
way routing and otherwise limit or prescribe conditions

of operation of the vehicle or combination, including, but
not limited  to, required equipment, speed, stability,
operational procedures and insurance."

Mr. Havdahl said this amendment would provide guidelines

to be considered by the Gross Vehicle Weight Division of

the Montana Department of Highways in considering permits for
operating vehicle combinations over the statutory allowable
length up to 95 feet in length.

Mr. Havdahl gave each committee member Exhibt 1 and 2,
and went over them in detail.

Gary Wicks, Director, Department of Highways told the
committee they support HB437. The recommendation came out
of the Governor's Transportation Advisory Council. This is
an opportunity to improve the productivity of transportation
in Montana. We support all the things that Mr. Havdahl said
in his opening remarks. We don't believe there will be
increased damage to the highways. I do have amendments,
which he passed out to the committee, see Exhibit 3.

He went over these amendments.

Mr. Gary Wicks went on to say that because of a recent

change in federal law which preempts the State's authority

in the regulation of some vehicle lengths, the Department

of Highways is proposing amendments to House Bill 437.

The Federal Highway Improvement Act of 1982 prohibits states
~~from imposing overall length limitations on truck tractor-
semitrailer.and truck tractor-semltraller:traller combinations.

T also. prohiblts states’ from ‘imposing; 'semitrailer :length

“1imits of less than 48 feet :in the truck tractor-semitrailer
-combination and less than. 28% feet 1n.theﬁtruck tractor-.
rtsemltraller-traller comblnatlon. - The;28% i foot limit also
- applies:.to the trailer. ' A: copy of ‘the:newifederal ‘law is
-attached to- Exhlblt 3. The: Federal ‘Highway Administration
(FHWA) is proposing to adopt:irules which would require states
“to:comply with: the federallaw by October, 1983. i :A“copy of
~-ithe.notice of: the proposed&rulemaklngﬁls also attached to
:’Exhlblt 3. If the variousistates do:not comply, the federal
~law:(Section 413) . prov1des;that the.Secretary of iPransporta-
“tion must bring a civil action for injunctive relief to
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assure each state's compliance. The result of such an
injunction on Montana law would be to stop the state from
enforcing its - length llmltatlons, at least.on those
‘combinations covered by federal ‘law. The wehicles in:those
combinations then would have no length limitations at all.

Mr. Wicks said the proposed amendment would comply with
federal law and provide for a maximum semitrailer and
trailer length. Because no overall length limitations
for those two combinations is permitted and the maximum
length of a truck tractor-semitrailer-trailer combination
is likely to be 75 feet, the department has also proposed
to change the maximum length without special permit for
other combinations from 65 to 75 feet, in an effort to
treat them similarly. The amendment would allow trailers
and ‘semitrailers to be longer than the given maximum but
only by special permit and only up to a maximum overall
length of 95 feet, as originally proposed in House Bill
No. 437.

Mr. Kenneth Heald, 1200 Bayhill Drive, San Bruno, California,
representing the Western Highway Institute, spoke in

support of House Bill No. 437. His testimony delt with

the technical resources concerning research dealing with
more productive trucks. He read from prepared testimony,

see Exhibit 4. In summary Mr. Heald said WHI's 17 years

of testing and research on long truck combinations has

shown that such combinations can carry more goods with less
adverse impact on pavement and bridges; that they can
operate compatibly on modern highways with other traffic;
that they have adequate horsepower and traction capabilities;
that they meet and even exceed established braking and
braking stability standards; that fuel savings of up to 1/3
can be achieved and that their safety performance is as

good or better than other highway vehicles. The many years
of safe and compatible operation by these units are the
ultimate proof of their potential.

The time allowed for proponents ended. Those people
wxshlng to‘go n‘record as 1n upport of thls bill are:

Bob Stephens, Montana Gra sSocratmon
Jo Brunner, Women Involved 1n Farm Economlcs,
g ; b

“Pat” Underwood

Mike Rice," Transystems,‘Inc., Great Falls, MT
~.Ke1th L. Olso Mont a,Loggln Asso 1atlon,
G Kalispell ; ?I%ﬁ"ﬂ??‘ R et
“Bob Lamley, Champlon Internatlonal, Mllltown, MT
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Tom Harrison, Montana Automobile Association, spoke in
. -opposition to House Bill No. 437, He gave the committee

-+ a.newspaper article and read it to the Committee. See
»Exhibit 7. Included in the article was the - statement:
‘""as you build up the weight of'trucks, you f£ind that the

{i%trucks .under permit," and

- . only ' classifications rate
" as problems--and obviously

fatality probability continues to increase with the weight
of the truck. The probability of a fatality occurring in
a collision between an automobile and a large (10,000
pounds and up) truck....is 10 to 1 compared with lighter
vehicles."

Mr. Harrison passed out Exhibit 8, "The Impact of Trucks

on Highway Accidents", a report to the Board of Trustees

of the AAA Foundation for Traffic Safety, October 6, 1980.
He went through parts of this report.

Mr. Harrison passed out Exhibit 9, a special report,
"Highways and Railroads in Montana: Problems and Opportuni-
ties". He went through parts of this.

Mr. Harrison passed out Exhibit 9, the revised edition of
"Increased Truck Size and Weight, the Impact on Highways,
Safety, and Energy". He read the following from the
introduction: "Engineering studies show that there is

an exponential relationship between truck weight and road
damage. For example an increase from 73,280 pounds to 80,000
pounds leads to a 50 percent increase in a truck's impact on
a roadway. The bulk of the interstate system was designed
for 73,280 pound trucks. Despite this fact all but three
states (Illinois, Missouri, and Arkansas) allow 80,000 trucks.
During the past two sessions, Congress has considered legis-
lation to force all states to permit 80,000 pound trucks

on the Interstate System. A bill to allow 86,000 pound
trucks died in committee.

Mr. Harrison passed out Exhibit 10,"The Summary of Questionn-
aire of GAO'S Report to Congress on Excessive Truck Weight"
and read:%:"1l. Montana Highway Department officials were
asked to rate various factors which contributed to our hlgh-
~..way .deterioration. They: responded that, "heavy trucks,”

"illegal:overweight trucks" .were. ‘
‘‘all contributing to:the highway deterioratlon of a "substant1a1
-extent." "Lack of funds"..and the "age of the roads" were the
igher by our: highway officials
hose are.areas over . which- there
is no control. Automobile:traffic, on 'the other hand, was
~..classed as hav1ng "llttle or: no effect" on Montana's: hlghway
~”deterloratlon. : :
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Mr. Harrison passed out Exhibit 11, an article entitled:
"Proceed with Caution: An Expert Warns America's Roads

are Unsafe at any Speed". He read parts of it to the

-~ committee: “"The American Trucking Association maintained
‘that. pavement:- damage is caused by weathering of roads. and

a vast number of cars, not by the relatively few heavy’
trucks. How do you respond? That's just wrong. Last

year one study by the U. S. Department of Transportation
found that it takes 9,600 cars to equal the damage caused

by one 80,000 pound truck operating over the same distance.
The heavier trucks that are permitted under the new legisla-
tion are going to beat the roads to shreds. Although there
is only a slight arithmetical increase from the present limit
of~18,000 pounds per axle to the new limit of 20,000 pounds,
there's a geometric increase in pavement wear--as much as

25 percent. That's because the pavement is already at its
tolerance limit with 18,000 pounds. The damage will mount
faster than the lncreased user fees can finance added repair.

Mr, Harrison passed out Exhibit 12, a Resolution adopted

by the membership of the National Association of Counties

on July 13,:1982. He read all of it and emphasized the

last paragraph: "BE IT FURTHER RESOLVE, that the National
Association of Counties will oppose increased national .
standards for truck length and width until their impact

on highway costs and safety have been assessed and reflected
in the highway user fees and appropriate safety regulations."
He asked that the following letters be introduced as

evidence in opposition to HB437:

Letter from Ruth Hodge, Polson, MT, Exhibit 13
Letter from Edna A. Raunig, Great Falls,
Exhibit 14

Letter from Herbert Devries, Polson, MT, Exhibit 15
Letter from Mr. & Mrs. Herbert Friske, Rollins, MT
: Exhibit 16
. Mrs. F. B. Jeffers, Ennis, MT, Exhibit 17
=Letter from:Myrtle E. Primm, Havre, MT, Exhibit 18
Letter;from:Adelaide Russell, Three. -Forks, MT, Exhibit 19
'“tterefro Dr. Floyd: C. ‘Naegeli, Trout Creek, MT,
& ExhibitWQO‘ -
Letter from Leo Green, Helena, MT,;Exhlblt 21
setter from ‘Philip- Morton, Darby, ‘MT, Exhibit 22
*newspaper clipping 'in opposition to.HB437 from
o +Edna R,. Snyder, Cut Bank, MT, Exhibit 23

A letter from Mlldred & Del Pile, Hamllton, MT.,

Exhlblt 4 :
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Mr. Bob Virts, representing the Montana Senior
f;«Cltlzens Association spoke in:opposition.to HB437.

i We rare in: complete ‘agreement w1th the position ‘taken by
-.the Montana Automobile Associatlon in its observation that
-passage of this bill would result in accelerated deter-

ioration of Montana's highways, a burden which would
eventually be léft to the taxpayers to redress. We

feel that because Montana has such a great amount of
highway mileage in proportion to the population, HB437
should not be allowed to pass. As a retired railroader,
seeing multiple~trailer outfits reminds me more of trains
than trucks. Let's keep our freight trains on the tacks,
not on the highways. He passed out Exhibit 25, an
article on truck size, weight bill in Senate.

Larry~Ryan, Missoula, passed out Exhibit 26, concerning
"In the matter of adoption of-a rule for the movement of
triple trailer vehicle combinations and other special
vehicle combinations", and read from that to the committee.
It was written by the attorneys for the Montana Automobile
Association, Helena;.Mt.

Larry Tobiason, President, Montana Automobile Association,
y passed out Exhibit 27 for the infoimationiof the Committee.
He is opposed to HB437.

There were no further opponents.

Senator Graham said he is wondering about the extra weight,
~and what is that doing to the highways.

Mr. Havdhal said the axle weight standards are designed to
protect the highway pavement. The Bridge Formula both
protects the highways and.the bridges.

Senator Elliott addressed ‘Mr. Harrison. Senator Elliott
-said he cannot understand théir argument that the
-added: welght 'will cause deterioration to: the highways.
“Can youhexplalnwtozme howéthe;added welght, because of

this: Wll‘%be detrimental . tO&the hlghways.J .The only way to
iget these trucks :to haul more:is’to make®them longer. The
fully 1oaded, the: only way :it can get heav1er is

----- Senator Elllott Sald he cannot accept thls argument.
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Senator Tveit asked what response was received from the
association members.

Larry Tobiason said a 2.6% response.

Senator Tveit, addressing the opponents, said we are talking
about one thing and you are talking about something else.

Senator Hager asked Mr. Wicks, Department of Highways about
length. Right now the length limit is 85 feet, and requires
a permit on any highway, whether it is 4 lane or 2 lane. 1Is
that right?

Gary Wicks said that is correct, unless the department puts
limitation on it.

Senator Hager asked Mr. Wicks if we go to 95 feet then they
can operate on any highway in Montana.

Mr. Wicks said yes, unless we run into problems. On page 4
of the bill, it refers to special permits that may specify
highway routing. Mr. Wicks read this to the committee.

See the Bill, page 4. If we run into problems, we have

the authority to impose limitations on the truck traffic.

Senator Shaw asked if the amendment passes, there will be
no permit up to 75 feet. And anything over 75 and up to 95
feet have to have a permit.

Mr. Wicks said yes.

Senator Graham asked about the weight and axles, and their
relationship.

Mike Rice from Great Falls, told the committee there are
three controlling factors:

1. Tire weight
2. Asphalt, axle weights
3. Placement of axles

Mr. Rice said a bridge does care how close the axles are.
So, if you have 34,000 on tandom, the bridge formula says
you have to use them in certain ways. It is just that simple.

In closing, Representative Neuman said he would like to cover
some of the points the committee might need to consider.
Addressing the weight per axle; this is what is causing
damage to highways. As far as the safety factor.
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If this bill passes there will be less trucks on the
highways. There will be 19% fewer trucks on the highways.
Yes, they are longer, but there will be fewer of them on
the roads. I ask for your favorable consideration of
HB437.

There being no further discussion, hearing on House Bill
No. 437 was closed.

HOUSE BILL NO. 539: Hearing commenced on House Bill No.
539, introduced by Representative Smith. He told the
committee this is the "Loggers Relief Bill", and is an act
allowing a logging truck of up to 80,000 pounds to operate
under a special permit, providing for changing the 7 percent
allowance to a 5 percent allowance on total gross and axle
weight limitations for all vehicles or combinations of
vehicles; and providing for an immediate effective date.

Mr. Keith L. Olson, Executive Director, Montana Logging
Association, Kalispell told the committee at the present
time 5 axle log trucks are licensed to haul 78,000 pounds
gross vehicle weight in the State of Montana. HB539 will
permit 5 axle log trucks to haul 80,000 pounds gross

vehicle weight. There are 4 reasons why this legislation is
necessary:

First, log haulers need increased payload capacity to
partially offset the increased operating expenses they must
absorb because of escalating state and federal taxation;

Second, recent federal legislation intended that 5 axle trucks
be permitted to haul 80,000 pounds gross vehicle weight in all
states;

Third, many log haulers in western Montana haul in and out of
Idaho which permits log haulers 80,000 pounds gross vehicle
weight; and

Fourth, Montana's Department of Highways is requesting a
tightening of the overweight tolerance allowed trucks because
they load their cargo away from controlled weight platforms.

Currently, trucks are allowed a Gross Weight Tolerance of 7%.
HB539 will reduce that tolerance to 5% of gross weight, not

to exceed 5% on any axle or group of axles. Though the reduct-
ion in tolerance from 7% of gross vehicle weight to 5% per

axle has caused some concern, we believe it is a provision

the logging industry can adapt to. Loading a log truck is

by no means an accurate procedure. However, modern day elect-
ronic scales do provide a reasonable degree of accuracy.
Furthermore, our industry is unique in that we police our-
selves with respect to overloads. The majority of log hauling
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contracts contain a provision which stipulates that weight
-in excess of a trucks legal capac1ty will not be paid for,

[;;HB539 w11l also generate additional fundlng for the
o Department of nghways in two ways:

Flrst, the additional GVW fee will generate an additional
$50 from every log truck in the state.

Second, because the extra GVW capacity is granted when a
special term permit is purchased, those log trucks which
currently do not purchase it will find it to their advantage
to spend $75 a year for the permit.

In conclusion, I respectfully suggest that HB539 is legis-
lation beneficial to both the logging industry and the
Department of Highways and, therefore, desérves- the
approval of this body.

Gary Wicks, Department of Highways told the committee the
Department supports the bill. They have been working with
the logging industry to come up with this legislation to
try and take care of the problems they are having.

” Ben Havdahl, Montana Motor Carriers, told the committee they
support HB539.

Robert Helding, Montana Wood Products Association told the
committee they support this legislation. He told them he

was responsible for writing the 7% tolerance several years
ago.

’ BobaLamley, Champion International, Milltown,‘MT., told
the committee they support HBS539.

There were no further proponents and no opponents.

~Senator- Etchart asked if the 80,000 pounds would stlll be
wlegal - w1th1n the brldge formula.

Mr.o %vdahl,lsaxd lt may or may "not be, dependlng on the 1engthh.;
‘of the: logs. Many of the log haulers are in ‘violation of : ‘
the. b;ldge formula because of problems in the 1ength of logs.J

‘Every state that 1ogs has” thls problem.
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Senator Hager asked if this was referred to House Rules
Committee.

RepreSentative Smith said no.

Senator Etchart asked Paul Verdon, Legislative Council to
check this out and report back to the committee.

Gary Wicks told the committee the House Highways Committee
took a look at this and amended it and approved the amendment.
We don't think there are any rules affected by this.

Jim Beck, Legal Counsel for the Department of Highways
said he still thinks the subject is weight and we are
talking about how to compute GVW.

’ ~

There being no further discussion, hearing on Housé .Bill No.
539 was closed.

ADJOURN: There being no further business before the Committee,
the meeting was adjourned at 2:50 p.m.

Senator Mark Etchart
Chairman

ME/cdf |
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SENATE COMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION

SUMMARY OF HOUSE BILL NO. 539

Introduced by Representatlve Smlth

Thls blll, whlch has an lmmedlate effectlve date,
revises the truck size and welght laws. The maximum
allowable gross weight of a five-axle combination logging
vehicle is increased to 80,000 pounds. The bill reduces
from 7% to 5% the excess total gross weight allowed to
move to the first state scale without incurring penalties.
At the state scale, loads that exceed weight limits by
5% or more must be adjusted or reduced to conform to
limits. An overweight load that is not more than 5% in
excess of limits may be allowed to proceed to the first
fac111ty where its load can be safely adjusted oxr
reduced. \\

SUMMARY OF HOUSE BILL NO. 437:
Introduced by Representative Neuman

This bill revises the truck weight and size law by
providing that two consecutive sets of tandem axles may
carry a gross load of 34,000 pounds each if the distance be-
tween the first and last axles is 36 .feet or more. This
bill also prohibits special permits for vehicle combinations
of more than two vehicles. Special permits that are granted
may specify routes and other conditions of operation.

~ﬂPfepageddby”PguLfverdgn,;LegislativefCOuncil

PV/cdf



Lihbit #|
Lavdatl Wondens Motre

Taxes paid by a typical 80,000 pound S5-axle tractor semitrailer operating

intrastate; comparison unit is a 1980 International tractor, valued at $46,592

and 1980 Trailmobile trailer valued at $13, 925--based on 70,000 miles of annual
"travel at 4. 51m11es per gallon of fuel.

i G

?gACTUAL AND f S TOTAL :

T .(“”*!PROPOSED CURRENT AND
*’”1'7 B CURRENT  ADDITIONAL PROPOSED  PERCENTAGE
TAX DESCRIPTION - TAX TAX TAX INCREASE
*Montana GVW Taxes . §1,774.00 -0- - 81,774.00 - -0~
Montana Misc. “Truck * ~139.00 -0- 139.00 -0-
*Montana Diesel Fuel Taxes 1,711.11 | :$777.78 -2,488.89 45.47
Montana .County Property Taxes '1,071.00 ~ -0- '1,071.00 -0~
t
\
TOTAL MONTANA TAXES $4,695.11 $777.78 $5,472.89 17.0%
’ N > R B s Lol . B s r
*Federal Diesel Fuel Taxes 622.22  777.78 1,400.00  125.0%
**Federal Misc. ;Truck:Taxes . - 953.00 --188.00 1,141.00 20.0%
***Federal Heavy Truck Tax N 210. 00 , 1 690. 00( ) 1, 900 00. 805.0%
TOTAL FEDERAL TAXES ‘“$1 785 22 $2 655 78A $4 441 0014 149.0%
TOTAL MONTANA & FEDERAL TAXES $6,480.33 $3,433.56 $9,913.89 " 53.0%

*The Montana current diesel fuel tax-is ll¢ per gallon and would. be increased
by 3¢ per: gallon in 1983" and '2¢ per gallon in 1985. The Federal d1esel tax
is 4¢ per gallon and is to be increased by 5¢ per:gallon. .. -

n{?*FedereliMischTfﬁck Tax

Current  Proposed

Excise Tax ' .7 $757.00 - $-998.00

Tire Tax 99.00 143. 00
Retread Rubber Tax " 29.00: - Tolp=
Inner Tube Tax: ’ ~0-
-0~

Parts & Accessories Tax
'vLubricating¢Oi Tax .
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LENGTH BY PERMIT INCREASED’BYMTHE BILL
BEIT R : '
The bil ould also allow an additional ten feet....from 85 feet to 95 feet....

in length for vehicle combinations operating under special permits. ;

AXLE WEIGHTS NOT AFFECTED BY THE BILL
Existing 1aw provid%surgr:vehicleﬂaxlf:,eight maximumSwto protect highway

. pavements and sets a maximum of 20,000 pounds for a single axle and 34,000 pounds

for a tandem or double axle. The bill would not change the allowable axle weights.

Highway" pavements ‘are_ affected by the amount of,weight that. the axles bear and
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" HOUSE BILL. 437( ;&? IR
mucx smz AND WEIGHT LEGISLATION

The bill would also allow an additional ten feet....from 85 feet to 95 feet....
in length for vehicle combinations operating under special permits.

AXLE WEIGHTS NOT AFFECTED BY THE BILL
~\
Existlng law providesﬂforwvehiclewaxlefweightamaximum8<to protect highway
. pavements and sets a maximum of 20,000 pounds for a single axle and 34,000 pounds
for a tandem or doublejaxle. The bill would. .not change the allowable axle weights.
Highway pavements are affected by, the amount: oftweight that the axles bear and D
the number .of times. the&gxlﬁﬁémP ltsﬁxheﬁifﬁemenﬁﬁw‘ﬁnéﬁavehicle is n%hotfon._**
;This bill insures‘agains of excessive axle’

; pavements}a‘{ é,_a:i];e,.weigh 55
‘chss ice.tha

,tries to 3a

e £ TIf aﬁperson‘stretches
ame cefapd,scoots across‘it it s”unlikely'thatz
29 b”‘ause ‘the, load?o:?weightfi pread ove xggﬂarger areazanrsimilar
comparisodjcan;beimade between trucks crossing a bridge. R 5

i
o i

'EXISTING BRIDGE FORMULA TO DETERMINE MAXIMUM GROSS WEIGHTS




~arei ontributingifactor;to highway ‘deterioration Tﬂéﬁamount of gross weight
e awtrucﬁfearries is not a factor in highway damage if proper axle weights are
adhered to.

with “that problem....one measure would increase overweight fines 200 percent.

‘W“”“Controlling truck; speed is. another factor and the motor carrier industry
'wsupports§strict\enforcement of'the 55 m. .p-h. limit for trucks.
uh 437050 | .

gopposed@the bill,

223 Muei «' A

to, " required equipment, speed stability, operational procedures andiinsurance.

The ‘amendment would provide guidelines to. be considered by the Gross Vehicle
s4Montana:Departme ighways in considering permits for
e ¥ : ! : £




hweg 33(63 *Yhibis-3
House Bill No. 437 &/%

Amendments proposed by the Department of Highways.

1i1vT1tle,
~ wStrike

HMAXIMUM LENGTH ‘OF 75 FEET- FOR OTHER COMBINATIONS
WITHOUT SPECIAL PERMIT AND 95 FEET WITH SPECIAL
PERMIT;"

Title, line 11.
Following: "“SECTIONS"
Insert: "61-10-~-104,
Page 1.
Follow1ng\ Line 14
Insert: . Sgction 1. Section 61-10-104, MCA, is amended to
read:
"61-10-104. Length. (1) A single truck, bus,
or any self-propelled vehicle, unladen or with
load, may not have an overall length, inclusive of
front and rear bumpers, in excess of 40 feet.
- (2) 'When used in a truck tractor-semitrailer -
combination, the semitrailer -may not exceed 48 feet -
; in length, ‘excluding those portions not designed to
carry a load, ‘except as  provided.: by -61-10-124.
When used-+in a  truck tractor-semitrailer-trailer
combination, ~the semitrailer and trailer may not
exceed 2815 - feet -each in length, excluding those
portions not- -designed to carry a load, except as
provided by © 61-10-~124, .+ - :Truck tractor-semi-
‘trailer -and truck tractor-semitrailer-trailer com-
binations are not.subject . toian:overall combination
length limit. A combination of truck and trailer, .
+ractor and semitrailer, :xactox semitrailer,




(4) A passenger vehicle or truck of less than
2,000 pounds "manufacturers' rated capacity" may
not tow more than one trailer or semitrailer, nor
may thJ.s comblnatlon have  an overall ‘length, inclu-
“in ‘excess of 65

BG:mb:218/RR




. Testimony on House Bill 437
Regarding Amendments Proposed
by the Department of Highways

“The* Federal 1ghway Improvement Act of 1982 prohlblts states from
1mp031ng “overall”length limitations on truck tractor-semitrailer
and trick tractor-semitrailer-trailer combinations. It also pro=~
hibits states from imposing semitrailer length limits of less
than 48 feet in the truck tractor-semitrailer combination and
less than 28l2 feet in the truck tractor-semitrailer-trailer
combination. The 28l4% foot 'limit also applies to the trailer. A
copy of the new federal law is attached. '

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is proposing to adopt
rules whlch would require states to comply with the federal law
by October, 1983. A copy of the notice of the proposed rule-
‘making is also attached.

If the various states do not comply, the federal law (Section
413) provides that the Secretary of Transportation must. brlng a
~civil action for injunctive relief to assure each state's .
compliance. "The result of such an injunction on Montana law
-would be to.stop the state from enforcing its length llmltatlons,
at least on those combinations covered by federal law. The
vehicles in those combinations then would have no length limita-
tions at all.

- The proposed amendment would comply with federal law and provide
for a maximumisemitrailer and.trailer length. Because:no overall-
- length limitations for those two combinations is. permitted. and(
" the, maximum 1ength of a ;truck: tractor—semltraller—tralle‘ om= """
bination is likely to be 75 feet, the department has also pro—
posed to change the maximum length without special permit for
other combinations from 65 to 75 feet, in an effort to treat them
51m11arly.. The amendment would allow trailers and semitrailers
to ' be longer than the glven maximum but only by spec1al permlt
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Fodoral nghwuy Admlnlslratlon
23CFRCA.Y PR
(FHWA Docket No. 83-4]:
rdck élze nd: Welght;'

Policy

: Admlnistrauon (FHWA) DO R
..ACTION: Notice'of pollcy slatement s
“request for comments I

osmnmau‘r' TRANSPORTATION

suMMARY: This notice provides a-
statement of FHWA interpretation and
policy addressing the truck size and
weight provisions contained in the
Surface Transportation Assistance Act
of 1982 {STAA) and the DOT
Appropriations Act of 1962.

The STAA and the Appropriations
Act have made several sxgmflcant
changes in Federal law governing the
weight, length, and width of trucks using
the Interstate Syslem and other
qualifying Federal-aid highways.
Highlights of these changes include:

1. Uniform Weight Requirements:

(a) Axle weight: 20,000 pounds.

(b} Tandem weight: 34,000 pounds.”

“{z) Gross ‘weight: 80,000 pounds. ~ "

{d) Co'nphanre wuh the bndge
{omxula

no less than 48 feet in length when in a

lractor-semnlraxler—trmler combination.’
~+[c) States must allow tractors with: . |

“limitations on tractor-semitrailer or’

3. Uniform WldEERequirement
{a) 102 inches.. > ;=" .
Three primary isst
anal) sis of thesesize'and. wexgh

--C. Oliver, Office of the Chief Counse
" (202) 426-0825; Federal Highway _

Administration, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20590. Office hours

. Truck Length Re juirements: . -'.'-"i*::lf]i‘ i,
" tates musi allow semitrailers of

tractor- semntrmlu combination. ;. .0 <

{b) States must allow trailing units of " Backgxound

no less than 28 feet'in length whenina *

""(Pub L. 97424, 96 Stat, 2097).

tractor-semitrailer-trailer combinations. T

1 significant changes with respect | olh‘ e
wid

o

" classes of hiéhy&dys may be

_supplemented by additional highways

which, In the judgment of the individual

. State highway agencies, are capable of
.- salely accommodatmg the longer
“Vehlcles Thc FHWA is specifically:

P

February 3, 1933, and will expire
‘October 86,1983, or upon issuauce of the
final rule, if carlier. Comments must be
received on or before July 1, 1983,
ADDRESS: Submil written comments,
preferably in triplicate, to FHWA -
Docket No. 83-4, Federal Highway
Administration, Room 4205, HCC-10, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20590. All comments received will be
available for examination at the abave
address betwaen 7:45 a.m. to 4;15 p.m.
ET, Monday through Friday. Those
desiring notification of receipt of
comments must include a self-
addressed, stamped postcard.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Harry Skinner, Office of Traffic
Operstions, (202) 426~1993, or Mr. David

are from7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. E’l‘.
Monday through Friday. :
- SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATlON:

'Transportatxon Appropriations Ac (P\;

L. 97-369) and on January 6.‘ 1983, he!

‘These acts have made ueveral

: opefa(lonal impacts of the new truck

. dt.su'able and inevitable

- axles'in-accordance with'the bridge

Three (3) Stateq ave § d
tandem afde lfmf %M

' . aid appo;go

to Octobe ent
(4] C ober
undere 4}5,, G
i 3k
.

size and weight limits, changes to both
the designated highway network and to
_reasonable access practices are bol\

Umform Welght -

(a) 80,000 pounds gross. welg
“vehicle combinatichs of five or more

formula, -
{b} 34, 000 pounds on a tapdem axle e
and ‘
(c) 20.000 pounds on a amgle axle.
These weights are inclusive of all
tolerances. The legal gross vehicle -
weight must satisfy the limiting
conditions in the bridge gross weight
formula. The bridge formula establishes
maximum allowable weights for all
groupings and sracmgs of axles. This
formula is included in 23 U. S.C.ﬁ1‘27 y
As of December 31, 1 , five ’(S:J o
States do not have a bridge gross wexght
formula as a part of their,weighl law




=+ . Federal Register /. Vol. 48, No.;24 / Thursday, February 3, 1883 / Rules and Regulations

_“overall length limits on the operation of
tractor-semitrailers and tractor- - -

semitrailer-trailer combinations on the .
“Interstate System and the designated .
* portions of the Federalaid Primary -
: System. Also.'no State may impose
+length limitation on the tractor portion
- of truck combinahona consming of

—f
o

~ ‘Section 411 ur(her requires that no
State shall establish, maintain or
enforce any regulation which prohibits-
the use of trailers or semitrailers of such
dimensions as those that were in actual
and lawful use in that State on
December 1, 1882,

The lengths of trailers and
semitrailers stated above refer to the
cargo- carrym‘g pomon of the unit.
Therefore, the length is measured from
the {ront of thé ‘cargo carrying unit to its
rear. ~

Fifty (50) States and the District of
Columbia will have to modify their laws
with respect to either trailer lengths or
overall length limits of tractor-

semitrailer or tractor-semi trmler-lraller

* combinations; operating on the#
Interstate System and other quahfymg

Federal-Aid Primary System highways. ‘
"' Section 413 of the STAA authorizes : -

y S ‘igiunctive action rather than

. olding of Federal-aid funds for .
nnm,omplwnce with Ihc truc engt o

provisions.
Umform WIdlh

Sectlon 321 of the Appropnahons Acx:,

N prov:des for the ‘denial of ,
.- -apportionments of Federal-aid high
~funds o any State which imposes
width limitation other than 102 iniches
on any segment of the Interstate System,

and any other qualifying Fedeml aid
highway. . :
The 102 inches refera to. lhe total

“: Federal-ald apportionment will be
“imposed prior to October 1, 1983,

“enactment, April 6, 1983, As with '

Section 411 (length) of the STAA
- becomes effective 90 days after

ection 133, State laws must be changed
o.bring’all States into compliance. The -
FHWA does notintend to'initiate

njunctive action prior.to October 1,

983; forfailure to'adopt:corrective

-.action may: be necessary if State .

Access )

~ within 270 days (October 3, 1983)

bAppropnations ‘Act calls for the
 Secretary to designate "I ¢ * other»

‘qualifying F

accommodate 102-inch width vehiclel

- "highways and reasonable access o
provisions In detail, it may be helpful

; otusxde width of any. vehicle or its load, ' ‘restate the-underlying premise upo
' F »

egislation. However, Feaeram]—ctlve

enforcement acuom are contrary to the -~
-~ Section 411 requirements after the April
6, 1983, effective date, = -

Section 321 (width) of the DOT
Appropriations Act became effective
when the President signed the Act on
December 18, 1882. This Section .
specifies that no withholding of a State's
Federal-aid apportionment will take
place for failure to be in compliance
with this Section prior to October 1,
1883. As with Sections 133 and 411 of
the STAA, State laws must be amended
to achieve full compliance.

The FHWA understands that each
affected State legislature will meet in
regular session and will have an
opportunity to adopt corrective
legnslahon prlor to October 1 1983

i

qualifying Pedral-ald Primary System
highways * *-*" The Secretary must °
“make an inltial determination within 80
- days (April 6,11983) and enact final rules ;.

Section 321 of the DOT -

ith'traffic la

, W iR e lo

Before addressing the qualifying’

- compromising the safety of the tr el!.ng )
- public and the structural integri

. ~‘determlnation ‘of hlghways for

“'vehicles covered in this policy’ 7"
statement, in addition to the quallfying

“highways, defined below, and the .= -

i routes where truck traffic is currently

" safety and operational requirements,
.. 'such as traffic lanes designed to b at

work cooperatively tb achleve .
*., uniformity in the selecﬁo

ald finhnciai a‘u‘lﬂat'a‘x.ié;;ltﬁoﬁ

highway oyatem

determination of reasonable acceas will
reside at the State level. The FHWA will
intervene only in those instances where
the needs of interstate commerce are ;-
being impeded. e -
The Interstate System and those
sections of the Federal-ald Primary
System which are divided h!ghways -
with 4 or more lanes and full control of i .
access will be eligible for use by .
vehicles whose dimensionsare =~
established by Sections 133 (STAA), 411 =
{STAA) or 321 (DOT Appropriation
of 1982) except where the State can b
justify that such use is not in the public ¥
interest, such as on parkways or oth:

b e -

S e ‘ * prohibited.' Additionally, the State may ! -
i Section 411(e) of the S’I‘AA requues . \_,declgnate other Federal-aid Primary
" the Secretary to designate certain “* *.* " System highways that comply with

leaat lz-feet wide'and bridges

Aexibourage th State;&tow

esignated highways an

. maximum conﬁnulty



\

. (3) All madway which méet the  *~ “similar language for trucks at the length We strongly enconrage lhe States te
classes of qualifying highways criteria - limits set out In Section 411 of the STAA  implement these Congressional ‘Acts i
defined in this policy statement but have - -and adds **. * * points of loading and uniform manner which does not impe

‘not been deaignnted by the Sme due to ;- - unloading for household goods carriers”  the needs of commerce. It should agat
to the list of destinations which must be . be emphasized that implementation o
ccommodated. ¥ : the size and weight méndateg should l

‘related to aafety nnd operational - -
requirements. :
A public'docket is hereby establuhn
and. commenu.are invited on: this poli

nahdesignated highways m euly e f.implementaﬁon of truck’ aize and welg
‘October 1983, .. 7 : : : “legislative mandates. -

“ Section 133(b) ‘of the STAA mandates ~In adoptmg this policy, the FHWA has Issued on: February 1, 1983,
“reasonable access” to trucks loaded to altempted to interpret the intent of the ©  R. A. Barnhart, -

the legal weight limits between the - Congress to accommodate the needs of  Federal Highway Administrator, Fedeml

Interstate System and “* * * terminals the Nation for a safe, efficient, and Highway Administration. CE
and facilities for food, fuel, repairs, and  economical highway transportaﬁon {FR Doc. 83-3064 Piled 2-2-43 &:45 am] |
rest.” Section 412 of the STAA uses system. BILLING CODE 4910-23-M b
\
X \ .




YXhikit

DATE: 5~ S~5£3

) 252

APPEARING ON WHICH PROPOSAL: A5 K37

DO YOU: SUPPORT? ¥ AMEND? OPPOSE?

-

COMMENTS‘\"—ﬁéﬂ/CQ'/ /ZJ’J&N’C‘C W/"’é?ef_r &(/nc.‘p/‘/?/ﬂ‘j
7

);'e;(aféé éi/ed//ﬂ.f &f//;/ 4 Aol pmﬂé« c,fgm

e ks,




-~ states, 4 Canadian. provinces and

CMbIT 4

: nonaction and,nonprofit organization con-

“ducting tests and" research for- ‘the: trucking industry in western U.S.

and Canada. Was involved with and" ‘observed the tests of long combina-
tions initiated in Montana in 1966-67 and has thoroughly evaluated
the safety, pavement and bridge effects of the specific types of
vehicles which this legislation would authorize.

Current Status of Long Truck Combinations~-(Rocky Mountain doubles,
turnpike doubles, etc.) now authorized in 22 jurisdictions: twelve
astern turnpikes.: Vehicles of

“ the type being considered: ‘have: been.operating since 1968 ‘in Idaho,

Nevada, Oregon, and Utah.




«two-axle
| =:9,600 -
- 0Ty one” truck*equals 9, 600 cars! The absurdity of this’ calculation
-g;beComes.evident‘when,it is;pointedAout that there were:no cars or
even light trucks in the actual test road observations, since they
were assumed to have no relevance in pavement strength determinations.

The real problem comes, though, when someone tries to apply the AASHTO
factors to mixed traffic on real life highways. There are simply

too many other things that can influence pavement performance (cli-
mate, soil conditions, construction materials, maintenance, etc.)
to\gske these kinds of comparisons valid. The '"9,600 to 1" statement
sounds impressive, but is just a meaningless numbers game.

7. On the other hand, highways do wear out—-they are designed with the
expectation. that they will literally fall apart after 20 years of
service unless a major .rejuvenation effort is undertaken. Since trucks
provide- the: ‘basis-for- ‘pavement “strength design and are’taxed to pay -

- for that extra strength, it should not. be surprising to.find that.
. .-lanes used primarily by trucks show: the first signs:of: wear. The
y .. ... - provisions of.this: legislation retain all ‘existing 'wear" limiting
: factors while allowing highway productivity to increase to meet
Montana's changing highway transport requirements.

Summar

‘WHI's§17wyears of jtesting:- and research on long truck combinations has °
“shown that such combinations can’ carry more goods with less adverse impact
on pavement and bridges; that they can operate compatibly on modern high-
‘ways with other traffic; that they have adequate horsepower and traction
capabilities; that they meet and even exceed established braking and
~braking stability#standards, that fuel: savings of 'up to 1/3- can’. ‘be -
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"|FE women Involved “in Farm Economic;

~

m.n no, .‘?B "37

GQNNENTS:

Mr. Chalrman. members of the commlttee. my name is Jo Brunner and I
am speaking today for the members of the Women Involved in Farm Economick
organization, in support of House Bill 437. '
W.I.B.E. believes that it is vital that Montana;s shippers have competi-
tive modes of trnasportation available to them. Presently those of us wh
move grain %o market over the Burlington Nortkerns tracks are involved

J

in a class actlon suit urging the interstate commerce commission to rule
that that company has “market Dominance® in this state. In these times
of . deregualtlon. it is easy . for the rallroad to adJust its rates
downward Just enough to make 1t 1mp0831ble for the trucks to compete
}wlth such a large company.. The ICC also Just ruled that the RRs may 1
charge dlfferentlal prlclng on coal--meanlng that they can charge less -
in areas: where there is competition and more in areas where there is no
compet1¢ion. whlch says . that even if we are proved captlve. it makes no
difference ‘to the ICC or: ‘the'Railroads.

. Recent Federa ”iegm%iatmnn. even with: the drop in the price of fuels

| these past few weeks ‘makes it difficult for trucks to be competitive
with the railroads in moving commodities, especially agriculture ,
‘commoditles and we. balleve hhat longer and larger trucks would glve our
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CHAEELY HIND U 4 Ling stuiaistios incavsns g1 &h(bd' g'
erueks b P e
LB THE IMPACT OF TRUCKS ON HIGHWAY ACCIDENTS
eI Y PR 1\.&1& EEACV R S T RSN A0S R L

‘4‘?&f%“BoardcofsTrusteesn a fatsl &tt:ﬂthK‘

'vawz‘;é@ in. tamz acciéenty

v “ﬁ heﬁe cha WPaul C.rPetrillo,4P;E.,aMembermud,%nmplg;;; TR
P Foundatxon s Development ‘Advisory Committee
{‘n»xq Aoy coore o s L By prtﬁeca,a tateeiiq R R we iU i o

SN e G eediia e
T, N 3 B X

VBackgroond

The AAA Foundat1on For Trafflc Safetyrln August 1979, under-

took a stud“ of the acc1dent potentlal of .the blg truck and its
\\
1mpact on the safety of motor1sts.w It, did S0, in‘part, because of -
Moo RS0 e :
] athe long standlng concern of motorlsts about the safety of the big
itruck...they report that they are 1nt1m1dated by the 51ze of _many
&ﬁ?{aurvﬁﬁf” 4 7 v ; N
trgcks}and are alarmed by the wind forces%and the Suctlon effect
"§ 13\.:-:? iy ’1"“ . - ; % A A
,;the large_rlgs create.' They complaln that trucks crawl uphlll-
ihie AR Ooegsitloo : 2 I s vhe AU : =
'speed_downhlll. W1th the SSmph 11m1t they report that trucks are now
take o ostudy 0 o0 SR R AT MR B Lok ol ety

. frequenthygoing faster than cars and motorlsts are espec1a11y fearful of

f‘ff(:tf z};ﬁ T;CJ’-", IENE,
being'followed too closely by large truck combinatlons. They, 1ikeW1se,

O . al sty .
S \.\..1 . h’»: G A L «..i < <l ER A R wh R ) e E R

'are concerned when the pavement ‘is- wet because trucks often splash

: § 5 4 o - Ju s

thelr w1ndsh1elds so heav1ly that they must for a few terrlfylng

ks E - ; o8 I R ¢ e T
F "‘“"i‘nti‘s- ® ‘”"" Dan e t’ir* R e Wl kS : = D

moments, drive bllnd ey
@ Pavelogment oo s he @, wepl GRBBLE SO GV E
“iThese operatlng practlces and condltlons have led to,.

én&ﬁ ¥ Ve ry
- who di“" goverhs

'rafflc Safety Admlnlstratlon, May, 1978
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- Spécial Report

Highways and Railroads
in Montana:
Problems and Opportunities
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? e : ‘ SUMMARY OF QUESTIONNAIRE

Co OF cro" s REPORT 'ro CONTRESS

Thesresponses ofdnhe Mbntana,ﬁdénnay Department itself to the
-questions propounded by the.ComptrQller General for the preparation
of ﬁhis repoft, and which seem particularly relevant to this hearing
on the proposal to further increase weight limits for trucks in
Montana,\are as follows:

1. Montana Ilghway Department off1c1als were asked to rate
various factors which contributed to our highway deterioration. They
responded that, "heavy trucks," "trucks under permit,” and "illegal
overwelght trucks" were all contrlbutlng to the highway deterioration

Fn te "a substantial extent.' “"Lack of funds“ and the "age of the roads"

were the only-classifications rated'higher by our highway officials
‘asﬁproblems;—and9ebviously, those are:areas over which there is no
control. Automobile traffic, on the other hand, was classed as having

“iittle or no effeet" on Mentana'sdhighway deterioration. - (page 13)

2. The study also sheds some‘light,on what the future reasonably

holds for 1ncrea51ng truck trafflc and truck welght, based upon the




3. Montana was asked 1f it has completed any studles in the

RERELY

,,area of contrastlng the economlc beneflt of overwelght heavy trucklng

'agalnst thelr effECt on hlghways.vahe“answer was<"no.“ (page 21)
4. The contrast of heavy truck damage to highways versus auto-
mobile damage is pointed out and has been verified by the American

"Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. The ratio

is that one heavy truck (5-axle tractor trailer with 80,000 pound

weight) has the same impact as 9,600 automobiles. (page 62)
X
The recommendations to Congress include: -

1. Termination of current exceptions in Federal law that allow
higher weight limits on some interstate highways.
2;. Prohibit overweight permits and exemptions when loads can
; be reduced to meet normal state weight limits. (pages'61 & 62) .
.The conclusion of the report is that heavy trucks are a major
cause of»highway deterioration -- other states agree and so does
vthe‘Comptf01ler General. |

"Excessive Truck Weight: An Expensive Burden
We Can No Longer Support," Supplement to the

Report by the Comptroller General of the
United States, July 16, 1979.
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Va,, near where three motorists have died in
truck trees, .
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maintalned that pavement damage Is
caused by weathering of roads and a
vast number ofcars, not by the relatively
fewheavy trucks, How do you respond?
"~ That's Just wrony. Last yearone -
study by the U.S. Department of Trans
< ation found that it takes 9,600 cars ’
i to equal the damage caused by one -

3 ea ‘.‘traffé?‘iisgeclall “

Ts \ ‘or nsuspec lngslo’ S nday

accommodate thel g
oy carrles. Enﬁance' and exit 1z mps
Lmi RN Doy e OV T S WO S A P
very close together and ac celeratgo
AT T
and Eeceleratlo 1ane

Auquerque, N.-Mex.
“‘Loose, cabla;s_t_y!e guard

" g i
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- very thin soll over a rocky base; After a: - at $650 million all fouryears—and

dry spell, sudden torrential ratns can

Sy QA "y

PO : u
vere are fewer p protg[errxg wi th shift
A good exampt s the he

55 el

er s nothlng torun

Why shlghwaymaintenan 50 ad? 1S
. Statel_eglsla’t“?s have deferred | up=;
' keep 'Ever slnce théalnterstate System
was launched ln 1958 politiclans have

What about the Interstates?Aren't they

among the fi nest roads inthe world?

. Yes, but they're ‘'starting to show ;-
.-thelr age. Of the 41,369 miles alread

- built, 4, 000 mlles need resurfacing now

‘ these are the roads that are really

2 and ]ust put,tresh asphalt down to

keep the cars rolling:

~What's wrong with fresh asphalt?'
.‘?A:LmeffN emlttleiasphalt makes
roadr more dangerous. Motorlsts will;
o”ften travel 15 mlles an hour taster o

"accldents increase because the nar- . ,' »

“row lanes, tricky curves and obstacles
are still there. ; : .

r truch
d

’ém‘ thataﬂa twi
: ’I

‘i‘h

Are federal inspections needed to make v
* sure the states make repairs? - - '
TheF ederal Highway Admlnistratlon

s supposed to Inspect all federal-aid -

- highways annually, but many Inspec—
‘tions are random and incomplete. Until

. “this year, if a state was found negllgent

in maintalntng s roads,all federal .
funds were supposed to be wrthheld
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restoraﬁion'rehabilitation, and_reconstruotion to preserve ic;

WHEREAS increases in gross vehicle and axle weight cause increasingly
greater rates of pavement and bridge damage,

WHEREAS, the rising numbers of heavier and larger trucks v1ll increase
their responsibility for future highway damage;

WHE?EAS, according to the Federal Highway Cost Allocation Study, heavy
c0mbinat'on trucks currently pay only 65 percdent of the costs they incue;-

WHEREAS, Light trucks, vans and pick-ups pay more than their share of
highway;user costs-because—existing truck taxes are not graduated by weight.

WHEREAS ‘increased national standards for vehicle length and width vill
raise highway costs and create additional safety problems; -

IHEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the National Association of Counties will
oppose further increases in truck weight unless they are 'accompanied by
simultaneous and sufficient increases in the highway user fees paid by heavy
trucks to coupensate for the additional highway and bridge damage they will
cause.f

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED.,the National Association of Counties supports

“{changes ‘'in:the’ highwayiuser tax.‘structure, ‘such as a graduated tax on a

‘vehicle's Tegistered gross weight, which insure that heavier vehicles pay a
larger share of future highway costs.

BE I FURTHER,RESOLVED, rthat the increases in truck size and weight be

[
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" Darby, oMontana 59529
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QMonténé;AugdmobLle_Associétion
"Helena, MT.' e e

Dear Sirsi

I wish to express my oppo&ition to
HB437.

The maximum weith restriction should not
be removed and the truck length should not
be increased.

Oyr highways are in bad shape and I see
no reasonwhy taxpayers should shoulder

: the cost of providing private trucking
companies a free road bed for their trucks.

We certainly do not do this for the railroads

Sincerely.

oo
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I'm from Helena and I repreeent

Bob Vlrts
The Montana Senior Cltlzens Association. Our association is strongly
opposed to HB 437.,

For the record my ‘name 1.

We are 1n‘qomplete agreement with the posxtlon taken by the Montana
Automoblle Assoc;atlon in its observatlon that passage of this bill
‘would result in accelerated deterioration of Montana's highways, a bur-
‘den which ‘would eventually be left to the taxpayers to redress. We

feelCthet‘because Montana. has - such a great amount of highway mlleage in

'proportloh tovthe populatlon ;HB 437 should notgbe allowed to pass.
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Under‘brésehf law trucks with combination trailehs are allowed to operate up
to 65 ft~gin length and to carry a maxlmum load of 80 000 1bs. With special

‘fIf.the‘proposed,legislhtion becomes*law, twoéfactors enter into the highway
: ; One isrquicke and greater deterioration of our. highways. The

MCEE] ¥ i %

ét‘appro ima ely 3% of the trucks are’ running under;the




deterioratlon.

) ,Another stuGX&'this one conducted by the Californla,Department of Transpor~
‘.tatlon, had the,follow1ng to say:. - o

"The first signs of failure -on multi-lane’ ghﬁaﬁg invariably
oceur: in ‘the; outside lanes whlch generally handle about 85% of
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REPRESENTING WHOM?

APPEARING ON WHICH PROPOSAL: HB 539
po you: . support? ¥~ AMEND? OPPOSE? .
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AT THE PRESENT TIME 5 AXLE LOG TRUCKS ARE LICENSED TO HAUL 78,000
POUNDS.GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT IN THE STATE OF MONTANA. HB 539 WILL
PERMIT 5 AXLELOG “TRUCKS TO HAUL 80,000 POUNDS GROSS vmucm: WEIGHT. *

B
THERE ARE 4 REASONS ‘WHY THIS LEGISLATION IS NECESSARY:

FIRST, LOG HAULERS NEED INCREASED PAYLOAD CAPACITY TO PARTIALLY

OFFSET‘THB ‘NCREASED OPERATING EXPENSES THEY MUST ABSORB BECAUSE OF ;1%

‘TATE AND FEDERAL TAXATION;

SECOND RECENT FEDERAL LEGISLATION INTENDED THAT 5 AXLB TRUCKS

BE PBRMI ED TO HAUL 80,000 POUNDS GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT IN ALL STATES$

e TBIRD ‘MANY LOG HAULERS IN WESTERN MONTANA HAUL IN AND OUT OF
v ’IDAHO WHICH PERMITS 'LOG HAULERS 80,000 POUNDS GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT.

‘ONTANA S DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS IS REQUESTING a TIGHTENING‘

OF TH " VERWEIGHT TOLERANCE ALLOWED TRUCKS BBCAUSE THEY LOAD THEIR

CARGO AWAY FROM CONTROLLED WEIGHT PLATFORMS.

CURRENTLY ETRUCKS ARE ALLOWED A GROSS'WEIGHT TOLERANCE oF 7%.. -HB 539 =

‘Gﬂzannunea; WILL REDUCE THAT TOLERANCE TO 5% OF GROSS WEIGHT, 'NOT TO
EXCEED 5; ON ANY sz.z OR GROUP OF AXLES. THOUGH THE REDUCTION IN v

TOLERANCE FROM 7‘ OF GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT TO 5% PEROAXLE HAS CAUSED

SOME CONCERN, WE BELIEVE IT IS A PROVISION THE LOGGING INDUSTRY CAN
ADAPT TO. LOADING.R LOG TRUCK IS BY NO MEANS AN ACCURATE PROCEDURE;
' HOWEVER, MODERN DAY ELECTRONIC SCALES DO PROVIDB'AikEASONABLE DEGREE

OF ACCURACY. VFURTHERMORE, OUR INDUSTRY IS UNIQUE IN THAT WE POLICE




: PAGE 2

TH RESPECT TO OVERLOADS. THE MAJORITY OF LOG xAULIuG;j

. PROVISION WHICH STIPULATES THAT WEIGHT N EXﬁ s

N RS B Rbso
: !naggxanguma nn 539 'WILL,GENERATE ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR THE

DEPARTMEN” oF HIGHWAYS IN TWO WAYS:
rxnsr, THE ADDITIONAL GVW FEE WILL GENERATE AN ADDITIONAL $50
- FROM EVERY 106G TRUCK IN THE STATE.

SECOND. BECAUSE THE EXTRA GVW CAPACITY IS GRANTED WHEN A SPECIAL

TERM PERMIT IS PURCHASED, THOSE LOG TRUCKS WHICH CURRENTLY DO NOT

‘" PURCHASE IT WILL FIND IT TO THEIR ADVANTAGE TO SPEND $75 A YEAR
/. FOR THE PERMIT.

IN CONCLUSION, I RESPECTFULLY SUGGEST THAT HB 539 gsthﬂMbgm Is :
LEGISLAIION BENEFICIAL TO BOTH THE LOGGING INDUSTRY AND THE DEPART-

‘MENT OF HIGHWAYS AND, THEREFORE, DESERVES THE APPROVAL OF THIS BODY.

. ’






