MINUTES

MONTANA SENATE
52nd LEGISLATURE — REGULAR SESSION

COMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS & TRANSPORTATION

S

Call to Order: By SENATOR CECIL WEEDING, Chairman, on March 21,
1991, at 3:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Members Present:
Cecil Weeding, Chairman (D)
Betty Bruski, Vice Chairman (D)
Bill Farrell (R)
John Harp (R) .
Francis Koehnke (D)
Jerry Noble (R)
Jack Rea (D)
Lawrence Stimatz (D)
Larry Tveit (R)

Members Excused: None.

Staff Present: Paul Verdon (Legislative Council).
Pat Bennett, Secretary

Please Note: These are summary minutes. Testimony and
discussion are paraphrased and condensed.

Announcements/Discussion:

CHAIRMAN WEEDING announced that there would be time limits
set for testimony on House Bill 182, He asked that each side
take 45 minutes, allowing 20 minutes for questions from the
Committee. :

HEARING ON HOUSE BILL 133

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor:

REPRESENTATIVE PATRICK GALVIN, District #40, explained that
HB 133 was a clarification bill on who is required to stop at
railroad crossings. The original law has been misinterpreted by
school bus drivers who as a result, have not been stopping at
railroad crossings.

Proponents' Testimony:

RICHARD A. FLINK, Chairman of Montana Operation Lifesaver
and Locomotive Engineer for Burlington Northern Railroad,
testified in favor of HB 133. (SEE EXHIBIT 1)
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ZACK CHRYSLER, Missoula, representing the Montana School
Transportation Association, stated they support HB 133, however
they would like to have the word "without" deleted from page 2,
line 2. He stated that their drivers already stop at all rail
crossings that are not guarded with lights or obstacles.

DAVE DITZEL, is a locomotive engineer and is also
representing the Brotherhcod ¢f Leocomeotive Engineerg, stated that
there is a problem with the misconception the operators of motor
vehicles about what their responsibility is.

DAYNA SWANSON, Office of Public Instruction, informed the
Committee that Nancy Keenan, Superintendent of Public
Instruction, wished to be on the record in support of HB 133,

GLENNA WORTMAN-OBIE, Manager of Public Relations and Safety
for Triple A of Montana, expressed support for HB 133. It is of
great importance that school buses and other vehicles that
contain explosives stop at all railroad crossings. She stated
that she has seen buses actually stop on the tracks because the
traffic ahead of them was backed up so far. Interstate carriers
are already required to stop. Some school districts have
policies requiring school buses to stop. Consistency in practice
throughout the state should help the general public understand
that these vehicles are expected to stop. Stopping, loaded or
not, will increase that consistency.

WAYNE BUDT, representing the Public Service commission,
stated that the Commission is charged with rail safety for the
State of Montana, therefore the Commission supports HB 133.

JOSEPH KUGLIN, Locomotive Engineer and Area Coordinator for
Operation Lifesaver, testified in support of HB 133. (SEE
EXHIBIT 2)

PAT XKZIM, Director of Governmental Affairs for Burlington
Northern Railroad, testified in support of HB 133. He gave
testimony of an incident in Spokane, Washington, when a car
transporting children was struck by an Amtrak train, Mr. Kuglin
also submitted written testimony from Donna Hall, Hall Transit.
(SEE EXHIBIT 3) He stated that while he was inspecting track by
Blossberg near Austin he witnessed a bus crossing the railroad
without stopping, it was then that he realized Montana did not
require school buses to stop at crossings. Two provisions in the
bill apply to this. On page 2, line 21, which states "except
where governed by a traffic control signal". In some instances
people were interpreting that to mean a railroad signal not
crossing. Federal standards do not define a railroad crossing
signal as traffic control. The traffic control signal is a red
or green light. On lines 23 through 25 states that it shall not
apply to street railway grade crossing within a business or
residential district. This is referring to trolley lines, there
are not any left in Montana.
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Opponents' Testimony:

KAY FOSTER, representing the City of Billings Transit
Department and the Montana Transit Association distributed
written testimony by Ron Wenger. (SEE EXHIBIT 4) She stated
that HB 133 has negative impact on their MET Transit System.

Questions From Ccmmittee Members:

SENATOR FARRELL asked Representative Galvin if, since this
is so dangerous, why they do not require that grade crossings
have arms and soft track?

REPRESENTATIVE GALVIN asked if Senator Farrell felt a grade
arm would stop a vehicle. He stated that he has witnessed it
being taken off by a vehicle.

SENATOR FARRELL said that it had been testified that
sometimes the crossing arms or signals do not work and that is
why they are asking if this would make the railroad negligent.
Will changing this law change the liability from the railroad
crossing to the car owner?

REPRESENTATIVE GALVIN stated that the railroad company owns
the crossing, the person in the vehicle that does not brake for
the crossing is a trespasser.

SENATOR FARRELL asked should the signal not work and it
causes an accident, does that change the liability?

REPRESENTATIVE GALVIN stated he did not know.

Closing by Sponsor:

REPRESENTATIVE GALVIN closed the hearing on HB 133. He
stated he has witnessed many crossing accidents, and that this
law needs to be clarified.

CHAIRMAN WEEDING asked if he had a sponsor to carry the bill
should it pass the Committee.

REPRESENTATIVE GALVIN said Senator Noble would carry the
bill.

HEARING ON HOUSE BILL 301

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor:

REPRESENTATIVE DAVID WANZENRIED, District #7, explained that
HB 301 would remove the requirement for one-year residency to
become an officer with the Montana Highway Patrol. Under the
current law you must reside for one year in Montana before
becoming a highway patrolman. The last supreme court decision
made it clear that this type of restriction is unconstitutional.
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REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIED explained that page 1, line 25, is
a section of law that requires the highway patrol to hire
officers in each of five districts. You want to be able to
recruit the most qualified individuals and not be limited by
mandate. This bill removes that requirement.

Proponents' Testimony:

PETER FUNK, representing the Attorney General's Office,
stated that the residency requirements stricken on page 1, line
19 have not been stricken by the supreme court. The statutory
provisions still require that patrol officers would need to be
residents of the State of Montana. It will just do away with the
one year prior residency.

BOB GRIFFITH, representing the Montana Highway Patrol,
supports HB 301. '

Opponents' Testimony:

None.

Questions From Committee Members:

None.

Closing by Sponsor:

REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIED closed the hearing on HB 301.

HEARING ON HOUSE BILL 192

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor:

REPRESENTATIVE DAVID WANZENRIED, District #7, stated that HB
152 which makes a policy decision on the part of the state with
respect to the way pricing truckers are compensated for hauling
logs in Montana. (SEE EXHIBIT 5) HB 192 is a bill to establish
fairness and equity in the transportation laws. The bill
proposes to put log hauling under the economic regulation of the
Public Service Commission. Currently, logs are treated as an
agricultural commodity in the statutes and are exempt from the
PSC regulation for transportation in Montana. In this bill, it
is proposed to change that ex=mption, putting log trucks under
the jurisdiction of the PSC. He stated that HB 192 has nothing
to do with how safe the operation is, it has to do with the
amount of money that will be paid to move that log from the
forest to the mill. Representative Wanzenried stated that though
they are attempting to change agricultural exemption on logs, the
GVW fees will not be changed. This bill is not the first to
address this problem.
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REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIED stated that in 1989 Representative
Peterson introduced a bill which did pretty much the same thing.
At that time there was a commitment made on part of the industry
to meet with individuals to see if anything could be done on the
amount of money paid. He stated that this never happened.
Fourteen other states currently regulate the intrastate
transportation of logs. Two states in this region, Washington
and Oregon, have eccnemic regulaticn. TIdaho is presently in the
process of considering a bill of this nature. This is not the
only commodity the PSC would regulate. Ben Havdahl will turn in
testimony which has a list of other commodities listed.

This bill would allow the PSC to approve rates that are
compensatory. He stated that the bill would not keep inefficient
operators in business nor will it put efficient operators out of
business. The bill provides that if you haul logs from April 1,
1990 you would automatically be granted a certificate to haul
logs in the future. Anyone wanting to haul logs after that date,
who does not have a business, may get into it the same way.

There 1s a way that the authority will be transferrable from one
party to another. Authority once granted has to have been used.
The bill does not apply to private carriers. Those who choose to
have their own trucks to haul their own logs would not be subject
to the regulation. The bill proposes to place laws in position
of being under the PSC control for establishing rates to be
charged for going from point a to point b. The rates being paid
now are the same rates being paid in 1978. It 1is compounded on
the basis of the shipper having control over those who haul logs.
Representative Wanzenried referred to a chart depicting the log
hauling procedure. (SEE EXHIBIT 5) House Bill 192 will
establish one certificate, a Class E, to concurrent operating
authorities. A common carrier or individual or group through a
tariff bureau can propose rates to be approved by the PSC for the
hauling of logs in Montana. The bill also proposes the same
theory be granted contract authority.

Proponents' Testimony:

REPRESENTATIVE MARY LOU PETERSON, testified in support of HB
192. She stated that she sponsored a similar bill last session
which address the unfairness in this industry, that unfairness
still exists. This bill sets out to correct some of those.

BEN HAVDAHL, Executive Vice President of the Montana Motor
Carriers Association, testified in support of HB 192. (SEE
EXHIBIT 6) He also submitted a sample of the Montana Livestock
Tariff. (SEE EXHIBIT 6A)

PATRICIA A. SLACK submitted written testimony in support of
HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 7)

LYLE DOTY, Kalispell, Montana, testified in favor of HB 192.
(SEE EXHIBIT 8)

ARLETTA MRGICH, Eureka, Montana, testified in support of HB
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192. (SEE EXHIBIT 9)

DAVE SPARING, Eureka, Montana, testified in favor HB 192.
(SEE EXHIBIT 10)

DAVE SKRANAK, Eureka, Montana, testified in support of HB
192. (SEE EXHIBIT 11)

SAM BRADY, Whitefish, Montana, submitted testimony in
support of HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 12)

R. T. ADKINS, Kalispell, Montana, testified in support of HB
192. He stated he has hauled logs in Montana for the last 35
years. In the early 1970's log haulers were forced to be
independent operators, carrying their own worker's compensation
and their own unemployment. In that 35 years, he stated he had
never had a contract nor did he know what the price would be
until he got his check.

MIKE MRGICH expressed support for HB 192.

HARLEY JONES, Missoula, Montana, testified HB 192. He
stated he has been hauling for the same contractor since 1978.
It has gotten to be where it is more miles, longer hours, less
pay and more expense.

ED HANKINSON, stated he has hauled logs for the last ten
years. Since then the rate has steadily decreased. There used
to be a set standard as far as how roads were classified. 1In the
past ten years the sale is figured on the haul days from the
beginning of the sale, which with some sales which would mean 2
to 3 miles difference.

ARVON FIELDING, Kalispell, Montana, stated he is an
independent operator who supports HB 192. He said he does not
have any say in the rate for his services.

RAY DUDLEY, Kalispell, Montana, informed the Committee that
he has been a log trucker for 31 years. He asked the Committee
to please give HB 192 a do pass.

DEAN STACY, Eureka, Montana, asked the Committee to support
HB 192 stating that while the mills have had record breaking
profits, the log truckers have not had an increase in their
rates.
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Opponents' Testimony:

REPRESENTATIVE JIM ELLIOTT, District #51, stated he
represents many people who are in this business. Two years ago
when Representative Peterson introduced a similar bill it was a
controversial issue in his district. It was controversial
because there were pecple fcr it and there were pecple who were
against it. He stated that when he heard about the bill coming
up again he set up a meeting in Noxon with Senator Paul Svrcek
and Representative Barry Stang. He stated that he was not able
to attend due to a death in the family, however 50 other people
did attend that meeting. It is no longer a controversial bill.
Nobody likes the bill. He stated he has not heard from anyone
asking him to support the bill. One of the main concerns is that
they have a lot of interstate traffic with the State of Idaho.
There is a bill of this nature in Idaho. But if that bill fails
in Idaho and it passes in Montana, there is a fear that there
will be many overweight rigs running across Montana putting
Montana haulers out of business.

SENATOR PAUL SVRCEK, District #26, testified in opposition
of HB 192. He stated he had received a lot of mail from his
constituents and not one was in favor of HB 192. There is a fear
with this bill as far as the independent contractors
cannibalizing each other. This is not what the rural areas
around Montana need. ‘

BART COOPER, Boulder, Montana, testified against HB 192.
(SEE EXHIBIT 13) He stated that he hires to have his logs
hauled. When the job is ordered, the hired hauler figures the
rate. There is not any contract nor is there any problem. He
stated that he knows right from the beginning what he will be
paying the hauler.

RICEARD COVERDELL, Columbia Falls, Montana, testified in
opposition to HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 14)

KEITH OLSON, Executive Director of the Montana Logging
Association who represents 600 independent logging contractors.
The membership includes those who log, those who haul and those
who do both. He stated that the PSC can not regulate this. The
bill is ambiguous as far as who will receive PSC authority. It
also allows contract deviations to 90% of tariffs. This
legislation will limits truckers to contracts. It is entirely
too restrictive. Over time this legislation will allow truckers
with Class C authority to freely purchase logging equipment.
Logging contractors without Class C authority will not have that
access. Mr. Olson stated that nothing in this legislation can
address the real problem.
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PENNY TOLLEFFSON, Missoula, Montana, testified against HB
192. She said she felt this was a bad piece of legislation.
Their truckers haul for 88 different people and under this bill
they would have to get PSC permission for each truck. She said
they have contracts and do not want to be legislated.

BILL

Sad [ g SR VR - Y

COWGER, Townsend, Mcntana, testified against ¥B 102,

JEANNETTE HAHN, Bozeman, Montana, testified in opposition to
HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 15)

RICHARD HARGROVE, Gallatin Gateway, Montana, opposed House
Bill 192. It is not up to the PSC to guarantee their business
profits, that responsibility is the businessman's. Log haulers
need to be able to negotiate with their contractors.

ERNIE FORREY, Townsend, Montana, stated he is an independent
log trucker and has been in the business for 20 years. He has
different haul rates depending on the haul. This bill was
originated in another area of the State and it seems they are the
only ones who are supporting it. (SEE EXHIBIT 16)

LEROY CHRISTOFFERSON, Missoula, Montana, testified against
HB 192. (SEE EXEIBIT 17)

JIM LEU, Darby, Montana, informed the Committee that he has
been hauling logs for 20 years and at the present time has 12 log
trucks. Mr. Leu stated they would like to keep the ability to
negotiate their own contracts with whoever he is working for. He
stated they do not need any more government control. This
industry has a lot of problems, but PSC control will not stop
those problems.

ART PERRY, Belgrade, Montana, stated he has been in business
for 30 years and has survived without PSC regulation. He opposes
HB 192 and submitted a petition with signatures of other who also
oppose HB 192, (SEE EXHIBIT 18)

DAN NORMANDEAU, Thompson Falls, Montana, testified against
HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 19)

LEE WILHELM, Bozeman, Montana, stated he can not understand
anyone hauling not knowing the rate. He said he is opposed to HB
192.

TRACY PERKINS, Belgrade, Montana, expressed opposition for
HB 192.

DONNA NORMANDEAU, Thompson Falls, Montana, testified against
HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 20)

RODNEY HAHN testified against HB 192.
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Questions From Committee Members:

SENATOR HARP asked if there was anyone present who hauled
logs from the Northwestern part of Montana for Plum Creek.

DAN NORMANDEAU stated he has no problem with knowing what
his payment will be, 1In fact, a fuel increase had been
discussed. He stated that he works for Sunrise Logging Company.

SENATOR HARP asked Dick Coverdell if under Stoltz Lumber
Company he has a written contract. Senator Harp also asked if
Plum Creek issues contracts.

DICK COVERDELL said he does have a contract. He stated that
he is not aware of Plum Creek giving contracts. Plum Creek hires
the logger, and the logger is expected to hire the truckers.
There is a hauling rate put into the hauling contract, except
some of the loggers don't seem to get a rate on their own.

SENATOR HARP asked what we can do with those who do not get
contracts.

DICK COVERDELL answered the State of Montana could say
"there will be a contract".

SENATOR HARP asked for information pertaining to Champion
International concerning contracts.

DICK COVERDELL stated he was not familiar with Champion.

MIKE MRGICH informed the Committee that Champion does not
furnish contracts.

SENATOR HARP stated that it is his understanding that
Champicn iIn Misscula has contracts, however in Libby they do not

have contracts.

MIKE MRGICH stated that he has hauled several times for this
log contractor and he always asks what they will pay. They get
upset about being asked and usually respond that "they will pay
what they pay".

SENATOR FARRELL asked Leroy Christofferson if he has a
contract with Champion in Missoula.

LEROY CHRISTOFFERSON stated he has for 26 years.

SENATOR FARRELL asked if Champion in Missoula signs
contracts with other logging truckers.

LEROY CHRISTOFFERSON stated that they do have signed
contracts and that Hill Trucking does, but he did not know about
the other areas.
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SENATOR NOBLE asked George Wilson about the Polson area.
GEORGE WILSON, Thompson Falls, stated he hauls in Polson and

Libby uncder contract with Champion. He stated that he also hires
ther truckers and they get the same rate from Champion.

OL*
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SENATOR HARP asked about the :wo sucgestions as far as the
State having contracts and about the idea of public disclosure.

REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIZD stated that with regard to the
responses to the suggestions, i1t would be interesting to see how
Plum Creek would feel about making their information public.

SENATOR HARP asked if the set percentage is actually a
safety net with the small haulers.

RIFRESINTATIVE WANZINRIZID statsl that was “rus. He said
that if any of these people compile their contract rates but they
could not negotiate after those rates were approved by the PSC
pertaining to anything less than 90% of that. This provides a
minimum.

SENATOR HARD asgked if someonre f£rom Plum Creek would resovond
to a cuestion. He asked if he has contracts with the haulers.

JOHEN MARCEAU, Belgrade, said they do not, they negotiate for
delivering logs with the log contractors.

SENATOR HARP asked if in Columbia Falls if they have
contracts.
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JOHN MARCEAU said they do not. On occasion they have made a
separate contract. Thre primary reason for have two contracts is
because 1f you write a separate contract for loading and hauling,
there is always a hassle when it comes to the loading process.
Because sometimes the logs are not cdecked properly or the limbs
are not all trimmed off.

SENATOR HARP asked if Plum Creek would be willing to enter
into contracts or if they would be agreeable to a public
disclosure.

JOHN MARCEAU stated that it would not be a problem to
disclose prices if they were not liable from a legal aspect to
the primary contractor. He stressed that if they are not liable
for a lawsuit with the contractor for disclosing to the truckers
what the rate would be, there would not be any problem.

SENATQOR FARRELL zsked hew many lcggling conhtractors last year
asked for a fuel surcharge.
JOHEN MARCEAU said that there was an acdiustment made to all

contractors.
SENATOR FARRELL asked if it was passed onto the truckers.
JOHN MARCEAU stated he could not answer that.

SENATOR TVEIT agked ahout the process of the logging
contractor and about Belgrade.

JOEN MARCEAU stated they do not have the problem that they

have in Northwestern Montana.
SENATOR TVEIT asked Lyle Doty wnhat the problem is, if it is
Sie o oo contract or Zue =0 the low rates.

LYLE DOTY stated that there 1s always an excuse why they can
ot be told the haul rate. Sometimes they do not know what they
lll get for a haul rate for 30 to 120 days later.

SENATOR FAR
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JOHN MARCEAU stated they have an analysis based on the Plum
Creek formula. There is a process where they calculate cost on
the basis 0of the roacd condition. It is based on what thev will
be able to cget their logs hauled for. Several years ago the
truckers anc the mills got together and came up with a formula.
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LEROY CHRISTOFFERSON stated they use their formula.

SENATOR FARRELL asked if they use the formula to figure the
rates before the contract is signed.

LEROY CHRISTOFERSON stated they renew their yearly contracts
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included at that time. He stated the only tlme there is a
problem is if they refuse to pay the Plum Creek rate.

SENATOR FARRELL asked Representative Wanzenried, how, under
this bill, log homes will be handled. Would the trucker hauling
log homes neecd Class E authority.

REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIED said that was correct, they would
need Class E authority.

SENATCR FARRELL asked 1f£ z lcg 4ruck dumps con the highway
and a highway patrolmen is callecd in, they in turn ask another
trucker to get them off the rcac. Wha% nhappens in an emergency
situation when this trucker does not have a contract or rate.

REPRISENTATIVE WANZENRIED sta
called up and he has a published t
will get f£rom the point of pickup

d that if a self hauler is
i1££, that is what the hauler
he point of the drop off

Closing by Sponsor:

REPRESENTATIVE DAVID WANZENRIED closed the hearing on HB
192. FHe stated that HB 192 allows for contracts. Regarding the
fuel surcharge, the mills stated they did no%t receive that
adjustment. If HB 192 passes the trucks coming in from Idaho
uill have to have authority to operate in Montana. The log

- - ~ —_— - - - P B S LTy SN o T T e P PO M B N SN AP =l
- - ,.p'\:‘ - Q. PR \-J bu_..c:\,-_vc..v - -l e - D -\ [ =S N Qoadta o (SR

rates. The mills do not encourage the hauliers to have any input
on what their expenses are. Those who haul logs will not lose
their agriculture exemptions. He stated that it was mentioned
that it was not clear who would qualify for a Class E
certificate. On page 11, section 9 tells who will qualify.

Those who are haulinc now until October 1 will receive that
certificate to operate. There will not be a significant increase
in paper work, anyone in business already keeps good records and
those records will be the basis for reporting. The bill provides
foundation iIn this state for establishing rates being charged to
hauvl from point %o point. He stated that House Bill 236
addresses number of hours being driven, safety requirements, or
physicals, HEB 192 does not include this.
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REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIED stated that the Flathead area is
not the only one having these problems. Other states have had
this problem, Idaho is one of them. He submitted petitions in

support of HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 21)

ADJOURNMENT

Adjournment At: 6:45 p.m.

SENATOR CECIL WEEDING, Chairmdn

CW/pb
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Testimony of Richard A. Flink in support of House Bill 133
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Montana Operation Lifesaver Chairman/Coordinator

Member of Bational Operation Lifesaver Inc. 1992 National Sympo-
sium Planning Board.

Recently nominated to National Operation Lifesaver Program Devel-
opment Council.

Lucomaotive Engineer for Burlington Northern Railroad.

Montana Resident and Parent.

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee:

My pame is Richard A. Flink and I live in Vhitefish MT. 1 am
the Muntana Operation Lifesaver Chairman and Coordinator, A newly
appuinted member of the National Operation Lifesaver Inc 1992
Fational Symposiuom Planning Board. I was just recently nominated
to the National Operation Lifesaver Program Development Council.

I work as a full time Loucomotive Engineer for the Burlington
Borthern Railroad and 1 am a long time resident and parent of the
state of Montana. 1 am here today to speak as a proponent for
House Bill 133.

First of all, for those members of the Committee who are not
familiar with the Operation Lifesaver Program, 1'd like to brief-
ly explain what the program is and what Operation Lifesaver is
trying to accomplish. Operation Lifesaver is a Grass Roots Safety
Coalition made up of volunteers from State and Federal Government
agencies, different highway safety groups, all the Railroads
which operate in the state of Montana and several other individu-
als and groups with sn interest in the elimination of collisions
at highway/railroad crossings. Operation Lifesaver is in the
process of accomplishing this through what we call the 3 E's,
Educatlon, Engineering, and Enforcement. Ve are also concerned
with seeing that ootdated and unclear laws are changed and/or
repealed. Ve also are interested in the passage of new and better
laws designed with the safety and protection of the citizens of
the state of Montana in mind. The bill in question today, House
Bill 133 is designed to upgrade and clarify an existing law. As a
member of the Operation Lifesaver Coalition. I make educational
presentations to a wide variety of groups aad organizations. One
the groups that T have a lot of contact with is the School Bus
Drivers in our state. Inevitably the topic of discussion after my
formal presentation to these drivers is, what just exactly the
current law means. There is major confusion not only with the
drivers and their supervisors, but also with me and the Highway
Patrolmen I have taken alung with me to these presentations just
for the express purpose of explaining what the laws says. There
Is a great deal of counfusion as where and when school buses must

stop at highway/railrovad crossings. House Bill 133 is designed to
stop this confusion.



Specifically what is being address in this bill are two
items that have caused confusion as to whether or not school
buses and hazardous material carriers should or should not stop.
First of all, is the provision that exempts school buses from
stupping at railroad crossings where a traffic control signal
governs movement of the crossing. Federal regulations define a
traffic conlrol signal as a device that is essentially a stop-
light. The misinterpretation has been that some people feel that
a grade crossing signal not flashbing indicates "proceed." By
definition under federal regulatioms, a grade crossing signal is
not a traffic control signal. This bill would clarify that a
grade crossing signal is not a traffic control signal. The reason
that a grade crossing signal not flashing does not indicate
"proceed” 1is because of the possibility, however remote, of the
failure of aone uf these signals to work while a train is ap-
proaching. The facts are, it can happen.

The second area of misinterpretation is contained in section
1, Paragraph C where it exempts buses from stopping at the
"street railway grade crossing.” A street rallway is a trolley
car line, but we find that this section is being misinterpreted
to mean a place where a street craosses a railroad. That was not
the intent of this part, and since there are no trolley car lines
left in Montana, this bill would eliminate that reference and
therefore that misinterpretation.

In addition to being concerned with this bill as the Opera-
tion Lifesaver Chairman, I am concerned with the passage of this
bill as a Locomotive Engineer. My concern lies with the physical
and mental health of myself and my fellow employees. Ve have a
saying on the railroad concerning the possible collisions we can
encounter at highway/railroad crussings. That saying is: " If I
bit a gasoline or a propane truck I will never 1live long snough
to tell about it. If I hit a School Bus I will never live long
enough to forget it.” I have been involved in several collisions
with vehicles at highway/railroad crossings in my 20 plus years
working for the railroad. Since 1 was promoted to a Locomotive
Engineer 11 years ago, I have bad 3 very close calls with School
Buses not stopping at railroad crossings, and 2 extremely close
calls with propane trucks again not stopping at raillroad cross-—
ings. 1 capnot begin to explain to you the nightmares I get
assocliated with the cullisions and near misses [I’ve had. 1 just
bhope you never will have to experience anything similar. This
bill would be a major step towards stoppipng near misses and
collisions at Highway/railroad crossings in Montana.

Finally I am concerned with the passage of House Bill 133 as
a Montana resident and parent. As a resident I am concerpned with
what would happen to my family, property, and community if a
train were to have a collision with a Hazardous Material carrier
such as a gasoline, chemical or propane truck. There have been in
recent years many news stories on just this subject across our
nation. There is always major destruction involved with such
cullisions, and usually the collision has occurred as a result of

the failure of the Haz Mat carrier to stop at a railroad cross—-
ing.
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As a parent I have 2 school age children that have ridden
and will continue to ride School Buses for different school
events. I am concerned with their safety as we all should be
concerned with the safety of all the children in the state of
Montana. I bhave heard there is an objection to the passage aof
this bill because some Transportation Companies will have to add
10 or 15 minutes to their schedules, and wi%}&have to pay more to
their drivers. I would like to know what is“cost of our chii-
dren’'s safety. Also 1 bhave heard some people would not like to
see this bill passed because there would be an increase in "rear
end collisions” with School buses at railroad crossings. First of
all, if I were a betting man, I probably cuuld bave won my next
months wages in bets with people who knew that all School Buses
have to stop at railroad crossings in Montana. People in Montana
think now that these buses have to stop and look out for them.
Also, there is a pamphlet out called "A Montana School Bus — The
Safest Vehicle on America’s Roads.” [ believe they are. But think
of the damage an automobile can cause by "rear ending” a bus and
then look at these pictures of what a train can do hitting a
School Bus at 60 mph. You and I cannot allow this type of colli-
sion to ever occur in Montana, our children are too precious to
waste. There are only two states in the United States that allow
School Buses and Hazardous Material carriers to craoss
highway/railroad crossings without stopping. Those two states are
Visconsin and Montana. Visconsin is in the process of changing
their law.

¥ Chairman and members of the committee please for the
protection of the youth and the people of Montana, send this
bill, House Bill 133 to the floor of the Senate with the highest
DO PASS RECOMMENDATION that is possible. Thank you for your time
and your highest consideration of House Bill 133.
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Trin strikes school
bus, killing two

MILTONA, Minn. (AP) —A
freight train struck a school bus
today in this west-central Min-
nesota town, Killing at least two
and injuring more than 20,
authorities said.

Jan Vere, spokeswoman for
Douglas County Hospital in
Alexandria, said 23 people were
brought to the hospital after the
accident on a county road. Two
people were confirmed dead, she
said, but she was unsure whether
they were among the 23.

The accident happened
around 7:30 a.m. in Miltona,
about 10 miles north of Alexan-
dnia, the Douglas County Sher-
iff's Department said. The cause
was not immediately known.

Deanna Schultz, secretary for
the Miltona Science Magnet
School, said the bus had just
dropped off some children at the
Miltona school and was on its
way to Alexandria with upper-
grade students.

apt




Eagle Bend, Minnesota,

News Herald - November 21,
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)us-traln accident reconstructed

'*ﬁ

by Ernie Silbernagel

A fatal train and school bus
accident at the Soo Line crossing in
Miltona drew the attention of
investigators from the state, railroud,
and National Transportation Safety
Board. The driver of the school bus,
Fred Beman, 66, und 9-year-oid
Krisdan Rindahi of Carlos were killed
instantly in the Friday morning

hospitalized in fair condition on
Monday.

More thuan 25 witnesses of the
accident told authorities that the dnver
did not stop at the railroad crossing.
A Soo Line official said the engineer
saw the bus approach the crossing as
if it was stopping, but the bus "drifted
on to the tracks.” The north bound
rain struck the west bound stub nose

be as many or more special traing
through Miltona each day. The 120
car freight train in Friday's accident
was two hours late. The 5.800 ton
wain traveling 40 miles per hour took
about 900 feet to stop after the
collision.

Early Saturday moming officials
gathered in Miltona to reconstruct the
accident at the same time of day. They

accident. Rindahl wuas Deing bus on the right front. wlere the drove a bus down the street and 2
transported to the Zion Lutherzn driver was situng. The impact spun wain down the tracks at 7:20 to trv to
. School. and the other swdents on tne e bus around and broxe a power determine wihy the driver didnrston
. bus were high school and junior hign line pole. Six students were reported A Soo Line official that rode 1n the
e Sdens 0 Acxandna. twows from the bus. Beman has bus as it approached the wacks said
The accident occurred about 7.0 drivea school bus for tea years. U;Ic large m?t?ror gn eme(bﬁs?k;:s;uf:xed
: a.mn. Friday mormng after (e bus It was just two years ago on the dn’%crs view of the gain unul the
. dropped off students at the Miltoua December 5, 1988 that Vicki Coyer bit s one 1o (a0 bs o ths fromm
- Elementary School. About two blocks and her parents Myra and Lester were the track. Durine th gd b
from the school, the bus with 22 killed at the same crossing. Five mcb3C 'd un.ngm ¢ scc?n éuu _Y
students, was struck by the train. Al deaths in less than two years has m: bﬁ: ?1?d ggznﬁenrctﬁogaeinnw?&;:
7 were taken to the Douglas County renewed the cry for flashing liphts over their own coaversaton and the
. Hospital where 14 students were and stop arms at the crossing. After dio playi
#w  teated and released, an¢ seven were th d 9 radio playing. ‘

; o ¢ accident in 1988, the Minnesota After the wial ruas, investigators
kept 1 the hospitd, one of wiien was Department of Transportation ut the bus f the accid the
seriously tmjured and reguired (MNDOT put the bus from the accident on

: & urs ) determined that the tracks with the train, and examined
; EXLENSIVE Surgery. ....¢ .2mained Mil ; { res , _ ' » and exam

A ~iltona crossing did not need any the points of impact. Every aspect of
- ’ ‘A more markings than the stop sign and the collision was photographed and

markers that are there. One Soo Line
official remarked that it is a wide open
crossing if dnvers would unly stop
and look before crossing. There are
four scheduled trains, and there could

filmed. Afterward the investigators
met at the Miltona city hall to discuss
their observations. They were
scheduled to meet again on Tuesday.

Ex.l
3-2-9
HB 133

Officials cast long shadows as they photographed the reconstruction of the school
us and train accident that killed a student and driver iast Friday in Miltona.

Mobile, Alabama., Register - November 27
Truck hits train at Docks entrance

A truck collided with a train Monday at about 9 a.m. at Tele-
graph and Deakie roads at the rear entrance to the Alabama
State Docks.

A Mobile Police Department spokesman said there were no
injuries. The truck and Burlington-Northern train received mi-
nor damage, he said.

The driver of the truck. Russell D. King, 27, of Thompsonville,
lil., apparentty did not see the train and ran into it the spokes-

- man said. _
The truck is owned by Micow of Des Moines, lowa.

i”E-“oct: Wayne, Indiana, News-Sentinel
December 19, 1990

rain crashes into grain truck

A Poneto man survived a train-truck crash vesteraav in Wells
sounty. Police sav Lee Sills Jr., 65, was driving a grain truck on
eils Countvy Road 100W, near Countv Road 8005, at 8:40 am.
garen it was struck bv a Norfolk Southern treight train. Sills, whe
i3 hetng treated for a broken leg, bruised shoulder and cuts to hi~
head. said he did not see or hear the approacning train when he

. pped at the crossing just before he drove into the train's path.
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Flaming gasoline spews from truck hit

By Jobn Cochran

Staff wniter

. CHESAPEAKE — Thousands of gal-
ions of burning gasoline spewed across
a South Norfolk raiiroad crossing Fri-
day afternoon when a train struck a
‘tanker truck.

The explosion and fire meited the
stanker truck and briefly lmocked out
‘power to more than 500 customers.

The truck had filled up minutes be-
fore with 3,000 gailons of gasoline at a
‘Texaco fuel storage complex at the end
.of Rosemont Avenue, fire officials said.
‘It was traveling north across railroad
tracks inside the complex about 3:15
p.m. when a Norfolk Southern train,
‘traveling east. rammed the tank.

The tanker crumpied, exploded into
- flames and melted in the intense heat,
' Chesapeake Fire Inspector Greg Or-
 field said. A column of thick gray
' smoke rose hundreds of feet into the

- air.
©  The train’s brakeman. Emest Pick-
- ett, was in serious condition friday
- evening at Sentara Norfolk General
. Hospital with third-degree burns on his
¢ back, chest and arms.

The truck driver, Tyrone Wisher of
Portsmouth, and the train’s engineer,

- E.A. White, were treated for minor
burns and released.

The addresses and ages of the three
men were not available Friday evening.

Rescuers had difficuity getting to
Wisher, who iay with the charred chas-
sis of his truck on the north side of the
train, Orfield said.

The rescue workers feared the fire
would set off another expiosion in near-
by storage tanks, which contained mil-
lions of gallons of gasoline. But earthen

Please see TANKER, Page B3

dikes surrounding the tanks heid

back the spilled fuel, Orfield said.
No one had to be evacuated.

The fire burned for more than

30 minutes and knocked out pow-

- er tn 500 homes and 20 businesses

by train

k& You think it’s hot now, you should have been here when it

first started. You could feel the heat way over here. %

Jerell Harvey, resident of the 700 block of Bank St.

when burning utility poles coi-
lapsed. Virginia Power crews re-
stored service to ail but the Tex-
aco facility within three hours.
Some neighbors across from
the storage facility said they had
run for cover when the accident
happened, thinking that the huge
tanks hundreds of feet away were
exploding. Flames leapt above the
storage facility’s fence, they said.

As the fire died down. many
gathered on their front lawns to
watch the smoke rise.

“You think it's hot now. you
should have been here when it
first started,” said Jerell Harvey,

PICKETT, EARNEST C., JR.
VIRGINIA BEACH — Earpest
Clauae Picxert, Jr., age 54, a condue-
tor for Norfolk Southera Railroad
Co., died July 14, 1990 in a Norfolk,
Va. hospital. Mr. Pickett died from
injuries he received when a Norfolk
Southern train he was working on
collided with a gas truck June 29 at a
gasoline buik plant in Chesapesaie,
Va. He is a native Smyth County, Va.
' and was empioyed with the raiiroad
for 37 years. He was a member of
Carmi Baptist Church in Sugar
Grove, Va. He was aiso a member of

in Memoriam

Roanoke, Virginia, Times & World-News
July 17,

who lives nearby in the 700 block
of Bank St.

“You could feel the heat way
over here.”

Alton Wilson of the 800 block of
Bannister St said he heard three
rapid expiosions and then ran up
the street toward the smoke.

“The flames were higher than
the tanks.” he said.

Texaco officials blocked off the
entrance to the facility Friday af-
ternoon and kept neighbors and
media away from the still-smol-
dering wreckage of the tanker
truck

1990

the United Transportation Union.
Survivors inciude his wife, Ann M.
Plckett; his mother, Lacza Mae
Hawke Pickett, Sugar Grove: two
sisters, Ruth McMahan, Marion;
Breada Myers, Daleville; four
brothers, Paul Pickett, Indepen-
dence; Dean Pickett, Sugar Grove
Rev. James Pickett, Hot Springs;
Dan Pickett, Huntersville, N.C. The
funerai will be conducted Tuesday,
July 17 at 10:00 am. at Kellum Fo-
neral Home, Virginiz Beach by the
Rev. Willard Reedy. Burial will be in
Rosewood Memorial Park.
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MR CHAIRMAN, MEMEBZRS OF THE COMMITTEE, I am Donna Hall of
Hali Transit Co. We own and operate the school buses in
Helena and Great Falls. Thank you for your time.

I am here today in support of House Bill 133.

As a school bus contractor, we feel verv strongly that the
law should be clearly defined concerning the stopping of all
school buses at all RR crossings, controlled or uncontrolled,
whether loaded with children or not. Presently the School
Districts in Helena and Great Falls are dictating to us that
we must stop. The law, however, is very unclear on this re-
sulting in conrusion among our drivers. Every pus driver
should know exactly what is expected of him or her.

Qur involvement with "Operation Lifesaver"” was the coordina-
tion and donation of the school bus used in the train-bus
c¢rash demonstration conducted in Great Falls on April 24,
19%0. We required that all our drivers attend and I Kknow
from talking with them that their reaction was the same as
mine. Even though we knew that there were only crash dummies
aboard the bus, the moment of impact was the most frlghtnnlng
thing we’'ve ever experienced. It proved to us all one impor
tant fact "Trains can’t Stop" and it was nearly 500 feet
befor@ it did. What a horrible thought that it could have

haan l1nadaed with children!

I feel that the imvortance of school buses stopping, looking
and listening at everv crossing can’'t be stressed enough. In
regard for the safety of other drivers, the use of warning
lights to signal that the bus is going to stop and the dis-

play of "this bus stops at all RR crossings"” on the rear of
the bus, would greatly reduce the rear-end accidents we exp=e-
rience every vear. These precauvtions are not required at

this time.

In conclusion, I would like to see the law defined to give
the d:lvers clear understanding of their respon51b111ty,
which is the safe transportation of Meontanas most preg¢ious
cargo, our children.

Thank vou.

2l
(127 30 [ 71l

- i /'/1 e A oA J; //?/\ / //‘)/' /‘ .

S A R e A

e Lol LU ¢/p (L0 N d/,/_,

Ex.3

3-al-91
Hp 133

7 AL

Q

[

TSR



Ex.

comart

3_2-91

+HE

HOUSE BILL 133
TESTIMONY
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Defore tue Sendate Commincles o Hignways and Tranopertatiza
by Ron Wenger, Transit Manager, City of Billings,
President, Montana Transit Association

House Bill 133, in 1its current form, will have sgserious
negative impact on our City's MET Transit Svstem. TFourteen (14)
of our seventeen (17) routes currently crosg railrcocad tracks.
Indeed, one route crosses 2ight individual tracks, six of which

recelve very little usage. To reguire this bhus to stop eight
individual timeg will, inn all likelihood, reqguire us to shorten
the route; thus, reducing service to the area. Other routes may
also need to ke shortensd, chereby lowering service levels

throughout the City.

I am unaware of sny accident data thal would suggest t“~“~ ia
a particular accident problem which would warrant r q ring ouvr
buspc tO gtop at crossings within the Billings urban are Indeed,
I can find no recorded accidentsz involving a buc ynp of vehicle
in the past twenty years. In fact, I would suspect that following
implementation of this bill, we would see a significant increace
in rear end accidents at raillroad crossings. In particular, there
are areas of 35 m.p.h. speed limits where tracks exist which are
sed very slightly, iz at all, where our buses would be reguired

to stop in the middle of a traffic lane.

I would respectively submit that the provision for street-
railway grade crocsgings in business or reslidential districts be

eintroduced for urbanized areas, or at the very least, rfcognl e
raiiroad grade crossing signals ag adequate for trarific control Lo
an urbanized area.

On behalf ot the City of Billings' Avisation,/Transit

Department, Trancit Division, and the Montana Transit Association,

we respectfully urge your inclusion of this type of language into
Houge 2411 133,
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HB 192
Ben Havdahl, MMCA, Senate Highways and Transportation Committee

Mr. Chairman.....Members of the Committee. . For the record, my name is
Ben Havdahl, Executive Vice President of Montana Motor Carriers Association.
MMCA supports the passage of HB 192, a bill to include the "for-hire"

transportation of iogs within Montana as a regulated commodity under the
Motor Carrier Act. The bill will simply add logs to the more than hundreds
of commodities that are all ready regulated under the act in Montana. A
partial listing of the commodities is attached for the information of the
comimnittee.

MMCA and the Montana Log Truckers Association merged organizations
last year and currently there are 188 members in the MMCA Log Truckers
Conference. The conference is seeking this legislation. MMCA Board
adopted a postion for full support of this effort.

Economic regulation has been an integral part of this State's
transportation policy for the past 60 years. Controls on motor carrier entry
and rates, coupled with limited antitrust immunity for collective rate-making,
have provided fairness to the shipping public.

Further it has resulted in a safe and reliable trucking service and a
complete transportation network available even to the most remote shipper.
Under regulatory controls, the trucking industry in Montana has grown to
become a major mode of Montana freight transport.

The role of state government, through the Public Service Commission,
has been to regulate freight common carriage to ensure that adequate service
is available for all those who need it, at reasonable rates and on a
nondiscriminatory basis. Montana like some 35 other states, adopted laws in
the early 1930s regulating entry, rates charged and the financial
arrangements of carriers

Economic regulation encourages efficient collective rate making.
Calculating the appropriate rate for each shipment is a big task, involving
many possible pairs of origin and destination points. types of shippers and
types of commodities. Collective rate making has enabled carriers to
efficiently meet this task under antitrust immunity. Carriers can also file
individual rates. Shippers have input relating to rate proposals through public
hearings and comment.

Economic regulation enhances highway safety. There is a direct
relationship between economic regulation and safe equipment.

Experience with limited deredulatlon has shown that when carriers are
forced to engage in a fierce struggle for traffic, they cut costs in those areas
most related to safety.

Finally it preserves well-established shipper liability protectlons Carriers
are required to maintain a minimum amount of liability insurance set by
regulation at $500,000 and have in force a $10,000 cargo insurance policy.

Why regulate logs in Montana? You have heard and will hear more about
why. I would like to give you just a few reasons to pass HB 192.
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House Bill 192 establishes a special class, Class E, of carriers, to
transport logs intrastate under the motor carrier act as a regulated
commodity. It provides for the establishment of compensatory rates for
common carriage to be established, either as an individual carrier or as a
group with immunity from anti trust laws.

House Bill 192 would require that contracts be in writing for
transportation of logs by truck.

14 states regulate log hauling by motor carriers from the forest to the
mill and/or from storage to the mill. (Included are: Connecticut; Kansas;
Massachusetts; Michigan; Minnesota; Nevada; New Mexico; Ohio; Oregon;
Pennsylvania; Texas; Utah; Washington; and West Virginia. )

16 states regulate wood chip hauling by motor carriers from the forest or
mill to paper plants including Montana. (All of the above states except
Michigan, Minnesota,and New Mexico. In addition, Montana, Idaho, New
York, and North Carolina ) Montana regulates woodchips, why not logs.

There are those carriers, when considering to haul regulated products,
that fear they will fall into a regulatory abyss from which there is no escape.
Such is not the case. Certain rules must be followed and reports rendered, .
but the requirements are no more than those required by any carrier's
accountant for good business management and preparation of tax returns.

The initial consideration is the "construction" of a proposed tariff to be
filed with PSC. A tariff is nothing more than a price list or a rate list for
services to be rendered. Rates can be as simple as reading a menu. Rates are
the costs to the shipper for hauling the product. Rates can be based on miles,
weight, point-to-point, or any other method the carrier or group of carriers
may deem appropriate. In the case of log hauling different road surfaces are
taken into account.

Rates are determined in such a way, that any shipper can look at a tariff
and determine the exact amount he will be charged for the services
performed, prior to the movement of the product.

The determination of what makes an adequate or reasonable line haul
rate is composed of basically two major factors: one the economic where by
carriers must decide at what level they need to operate, to pay their bills and
realize a reasonable profit.

The second factor is the marketplace or the shipper. Rates must be
attractive to the shipper or a shipper will simply take other alternatives such
as using his own trucks.

Carrier's economic data is assembled to determine costs and rates,
including: revenue and operating expenses. Collectively or individually this
data is assessed and included in the base used to determine a fair and
reasonable rate.

MMCA now provides tariff service to some 135 livestock carriers who are
members of a collective livestock tariff. I have provided for the committee's
information a copy of that tariff's rules, two pages of rate sheets, and a
Memorandum explaining the details of how a tariff is generally established.



Ev. b
3-91-91

Page 3 HA 145,

Livestock carriers sought and were granted economic regulation by the
1971 Legislature. Their system has been working to the satisfaction of
carriers and shippers for 20 years. The structure of a collective tariff for log
haulers will be similar but with particular modifications appropriate to that
industry.

Rate determination is not a mysterious process. It is a process that is
open and fair to all concerned botn carriers and shippers. Thié pProcess
insures a transportation system that is stable and dependable. It is not
perfect. Livestock haulers can attest to that fact as can others. However
livestock haulers and other carriers are still operating effectively under the
regulated system after many, many years.

Thank you.



PARTIAL LISTING OF COMMODITIE ANSPORTED BY MOTQOR CARRIAGE
WITHIN MONTANA INTRASTATE COMMERCE REGULATION

Forest Products -Bark-Sawdust-Wood Chips -Mill to Paper Plant-Forest to Paper Plant
Lumber and Wood Products-Finished lumber-Plywood-Partical board
Fencing Roofing Shingles-Poles and Posts
Building materials - Blocks, Bricks-Dry wall-Roofing metal,composition
Buildings
Fresh fish & othe marine products
Metalic ores
Coal- Crude Petroleum,Natural Gas
Nonmetalic minerals
Ordnance & accessories
Food & kindred products
Tobbaco products
Textile mill products
Apparel & other finished textile&knit
Furniture & fixtures
Pulp, paper & allied products
Chemicals & allied products
Petroleum & Coal products
Asphalt-Coke
Rubber & misc. plastic products :
Leather & leather products
Stone, clay, glass & concrete products
Primary metal products
Fabricated metal products
Machinery -Electrical machinery equipment
Transportation equipment
Instruments,photo&optical
Waste and scrap metal
Dry bulk cement
Bulk fertilizer
Livestock-Cattle-Sheep-Horses
Processed cattle feed
Hides
Automobiles -light vehicles- Automotive parts-batteries
Farm machinery
Floor covering
Household goods
Solid waste - ashes
Beverages-Liquors
Meal
Meat
Dairy products
Paints
Pipe
Food products-canned-frozen ................ .And many others
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B.G. HAVDAHL, EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT
501 NORTH SANDERS

P.O. BOX 1714, HELENA, MONTANA 59624
TELEPHONE: AREA CODE 406 442-6600

March 21, 1991
MEMORANDUM TO: MONTANA SENATE COMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS AND
TRANSPORTATION

REGARDING: How Carriers, Individually or Collectively, Establish a Tariff
for Transporting Commodities Within Montana.

The Legislature established the Montana Public Service Commission as the
State agency responsible for regulating transportation in the Montana and PSC is the
appropriate agency for approving tariffs.

The initial consideration in rate establishment is the "construction" of a
proposed tariff to be filed with PSC. A tariff is nothing more than a price list or a
rate list for services to be rendered and can be as simple as reading a menu. Rates
are the costs to the shipper for hauling the product. Rates can be based on miles,
weight, point-to-point, or any other appropriate method.

Rates are determined in such a way, that any shipper can look at a tariff and
determine the exact amount he will be charged for the services performed, prior to
the movement of the product.

The determination of what makes an adequate or reasonable line haul rate is
composed of basically two major factors, the economic factor and the market
factor. Considering the economic factor, carriers must decide at what level they
need to operate, to pay their bills and realize a reasonable profit.

The second factor in constructing a rate is the marketplace or the shipper. A
rate must be attractive to the shipper or he will take other alternatives such as using
his own trucks.

Carrier's economic dara is assembled to determine costs and rates, inciuding:
revenue; and expenses such as labor, fringe benefits, operating supplies, fuel and
parts, fuel taxes, property taxes, GVW fees, workers compensation premiums,
insurance, depreciation, purchased transportation, rent and others. Collectively or
individually this data is assessed and included in the base used to determine a fair
and reasonable rate. A profiit factor is aiso included.

Under the PSC system for rate establishment, once an initial tariff is filed and
approved by the PSC, the rates and charges are effective. Routinely a hearing is not
held on the initial establishment of rates. The PSC may, however, investigate and
conduct a hearing on initial rate filings. _Any changes in rate levels or charges in
the tariff may be challenged at public hearings. "

Collective tariffs operate under approved rules and regulations and the PSC has
to approve these rules and other information connected with an initially filed tariff
and any changes to those rules after the tariff becomes effective.

| [}
MEMBER



(1) The mills made a commitment to the 1989 Legislature to meet with log<
truckers to help resolve their problems relating to transportation. NO SUCH
EFFORT WAS EVER MADE, HB 192 he H -4

(2) Log Contractors who own trucks and log truckers with miil
contracts oppose HB 192 because they do not want competition from

small owner operators with no hauling contract. Passage of HB 192 is
vital to_small truckers competing with larger log truckers and mills.

3) Log truckers trying to provide transportatlon services, find at times, the rates

paid to them to be unfair, inconsistent. arbitrary and sub-standard for

the service.Current arrangements are on a take-or-leave-lt basis.

(4) HB 192 amends the Motor Carrier Act to include logs as a regulated
cornmodlty, allowing compensatory rates to be established, either as an individual

carrier or as a group and grants immunity from anti-trust prosecution.
(5) House bill 192 establishes a special class of carriers, Class E. to

transport logs in the state either under a written contract or as a common carrier.

(6) House Bill 192 would require written contracts as one option for = - -
transportation of logs by truck and contract rates may also be established and -~ - -
filed with PSC. (Although current logging industry practices include written =~
contracts between mills ands log contractors mcludmg costs for cuttmg and
transporting logs plus a profit, generally no such written contract is in effect
~_between the log contractor who is the shipper of the logs and the log trucker) =

R R S

@) House B111 192 would requlre that rates for logs transported under 'common

. c mage . as an altematlve option, be

“‘T(9) “The Mot

4 5 Bk ST R sife W AR W

fair rates and a_ transportatlon system ‘iforf

Shen ity B S e T A SRR e r;, 3

within' Mon ; ontract.0
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|
logging

-out?

Brady says, but rates for haulers stay  of not less than 90 percent of the
"Class

See Hauler, Page 12

only a

the PSC

Not everyone is happy with the
not

Haulers working now would
bill. Sherm Anderson, who owns

receive

"I'mn
contractor, but a hauler, so I

certification to haul, as would

logging contractors who now own

their own trucks. Those entering the

business later would have to petition
. the PSC for centification.

negotiate the haul rates with the

PSC rate.
14 trucks.

‘shake

air

He said under his bill, the PSC

Wanzenricd said part of the
would analyzc the contract and set a

problem for the haulers is that they
Truckers could simply look in the Sun Mountain Logging Co. in Deer

PSC rate book to determine the Lodge, opposes it. Anderson owns

current pay scale for them. They'd
then have two options, Wanzenricd

are not privy to the details of the
said. They could haul as "common

contract drawn up between sawmills
fair rate of pay for log haulers.
carriers” at the fixed PSC rate, or as
"contract carricrs” at a negotiated rate

and logging contractors. The contract

the same "no matter what."
includes transportation costs.

Af

in

iifer bill:

"We have not only not gotten a
raise in 16 years, but lost money,"
said Suellen Brady, co-owner of
Brady Trucking Company
Whitefish. Her husband, Sam, hauls

Brady submitted written
testimony in favor of the bill to the
House Highways and Transportation
since passed the bill to the full
House, which sent it to the Scnate

1f logging contractors have to pay
more for gas or equipment, they
negotiate the increases with the mill,

expenses, and have nowhere but the
logs.

years. They say they can't mect
Legislature to turn for relief.

for the Tobacco Valley News |

i

logging contractors -- each group has
gy rates

[

House Bill 192, sponsored by Committee. The committee has

!

Sawmill owners, log hdulers,
operate by verbal contract, and some

written contract with ‘logging by a 60 to 40 vote.

its reasons for tracking progress of a
bill in the Montana lLegislature that
would give the state Public Service
contractors. The haulers presently

Commission power 10 set p

for log haulers.
claim the rates haven't changed in

Rep. Dave Wanzenricd, D-Kalispell,
would also entitle log haulers to a

University of Montana student .

By Will Getelman

Hauler

_Continued from Page 1

sawmills," Anderson said.

The size of his operation gives.
him an edge in underbidding other
haulers, an edge he's not eager to
lose, he said.

Haulers who are not logging
contractors, thus not entitled to a
coniract with the miil, fear being
squeezed out of business by firms
such as Sherm Anderson's.

But Anderson said they are more
likely to be squeezed out by the
proposed bill. He said if this bill |
becomes law, mill owners will |
choose two or three shippers whose
size enables them to prosper at 90
percent of PSC scale, forcing small
local haulers out of work.

Large-scale operations could get

around the bill by leasing their idoesn’t hink the PSC "is in any%g

trucks to the mill, Anderson added. If
the mill is using its own leased
trucks, it is outside PSC jurisdiction
and not subject to the 90 percent
minimum haul rates. Or, he said, if
the PSC rate makes hauling too
profitable, "you can bet that the
loggers themselves are going to have
their own trucks."

"There's no need to hire
somebody to do it if there's a lot of
money in it,” he says.

Brent Anderson, a logging
contractor from Lincoln, owns no
trucks. He hires haulers to freight
logs to the mill. Be he said if the

bill becomes law, he will buy a
truck to get PSC certification, if for

Uuel W g s ~avad

no other reason. Certification would
be harder to get later, Anderson said.

"I'd have to go in and prove to
the commission that it was needed in
my area and wasn't being taken care
of," he said of the PSC certification
process.

By buying a truck, Anderson said
he could haul his own logs as a
private  carrier outside PSC
jurisdiction, and thus cash in on the
newly increased hauling profits. He
said he agrees with Sherm Anderson

that under the new bill, mills would, .

for simplicity's sake by avoiding
paperwork, do business with only
two or three large-scale haulers. The
small operator would be forced out,
he said.

But Brady says smail haulers are
being forced out of business anyway, &
and must take a chance with |§
government regulations.

"Somebody's got o give us a
voice," she said.

Brady said this bill was
introduced into the 1989 Legislature,
and Highway and Transportation
Committee Chairman Barry Stang, ¢
D-St. Regis, said "he didn't see a
need for rules and regulations to
work the matter out." Brady said _
Don Allen, president of the Montana

“Woed Products Association, which

represents the mill owners, offered to
"sit down as gentlemen to work out ¢
differences". But these talks were
unproductive, leaving log haulers no
recourse but to return to the
Legislature.

Allen said mill owners aren't
involved in this year's controversy,
though they oppose Wanzenried's .
bill. Allen said the controversy isj
"truckers versus truckers.”

On the other hand, Allen said he,,

better position to set rates than can
be set in the free-market system."

But Brady said loggings
contractors have been "purposely putg
in the middle between us and the
mills.”

Wanzenried agrees, saying thea
mills set rates so low that logging
contractors must pass the loss on to
the haulers, or haul themselves for
rate so low the haulers can'a%
compete. .

"Don't kid yourself for a
moment,” Wanzenried cautioned?
"The mills have taken advantage o
this because when they bid those
:jobs, they include transportation
.costs in those bids. They kno
‘informally how much they pay, an
'it's well below what a fair rate would
, be." ‘
' Wanzenried said as the bill ig
idebated in the Legislature, "th

Wood Products Association is going
to be right in the middle of it, ¥
guarantee you -- [ know." %

Wanzenried said the bill i
| strictly an economic regulation.

Regulations concerning hours drive
_and safety factors are not part of i
There is some added paperwork for
- the haulers, he said, but "no mor
_than a good businessman is alread
doing."

If mills and logging contractors
.are in dire financial straite
. Wanzenried said, it is because of E

"soft" market and a lack of trees.
They won't go broke by paying
haulers what they're worth, he said. ;

"I just want to make surc thy

=



MONT. P.S.C. NO. 5
CANCELS
MONT. P.S.C. NO. 4

ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU,

AGENT

LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3
(CANCELS LIVESTOCK TARIFF No. 1-B).
SEE LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 2 FOR PARTICIPATING CARRIERS

[

NAMING -

INTRASTATE
MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES
AND MILEAGE VOLUME TENDER RATES

- AND -
RULES AND REGULATIONS
BETWEEN POINTS IN AND POINTS IN
MONTANA | MONTANA

THIS TARIFF APPLIES ONLY ON MONTANA INTRASTATE TRAFFIC

EFFECTIVE:

ISSUED BY:
B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.
HELENA, MT 59601

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISIED HEREIN, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT.




MONT.P.S.C.NO. 5

[ ey

CANCELS
ORIGINAL PAGE 12 MONT.P.S.C.NO.3 & 4 .
MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT i

LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 2 ‘
[
o
i
APPLICATION OF RATES 3

:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

I ISSUED: : EFFECTIVE: ’
ISSUED BY:
MTS B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER

D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.

HELENA, MT 59601

THE PROVISIONS PURLISHED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN
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MONT.P.S.C.NO. §

3-2(-91 CANCELS

ORIGINAL PAGE 13

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

HA 19 MONT. P.S.C. NO. 3 & 4

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES
RULES AND REGULATIONS [ ITEM
APPLICATION OF RATES - GENERAL:
100

PARTICIPATING CARRIERS ARE REQUIRED BY STATUTE TO CHARGE NEITHER MORE
NOR LESS THAN THE APPLICABLE RATE AND/OR CHARGE PUBLISHED HEREIN.

EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED:

THE RATES AND CHARGES IN THIS TARIFF APPLY TO MONTANA INTRASTATE
SHIPMENTS OF LIVESTOCK AND INCLUDE THE SERVICES OF A UNIT OF EQUIP-
MENT AND DRIVER; AND \

ALL LIVESTOCK MOVEMENTS WILL BE BASED ON A HUNDREDWEIGHT RATE
WHENEVER WEIGHING FACILITIES ARE AVAILABLE. THE CARRIER SHALL USE
THE APPLICABLE HUNDREDWEIGHT RATE FOR LENGTH QF UNIT AND APPLY TO
THE ACTUAL WEIGHT TRANSPORTED TO DETERMINE CHARGES FOR THE SHIP-
MENTS. FOR SHIPMENTS THAT CANNOT BE WEIGHED (SEE ITEM 190) THE CAR-
RIER SHALL USE THE MILEAGE CHARGE FOR LENGTH OF UNIT ORDERED OR
REQUIRED, WHICHEVER IS LARGER, TO DETERMINE CHARGES FOR THE SHIP-
MENT.

APPLICATION OF RATES FOR SHIPMENTS OF SHEEP, GOATS, AND HORSES:

TRANSPORTATION CHARGES ON SHIPMENTS OF SHEEP, GOATS, AND HORSES, AS
DESCRIBED IN ITEM 170, SHALL BE 1109 OF THE APPLICABLE RATE IN SECTION 3 OR
4 HEREIN.

110

Issued on ten days notice under authority of docket no. T-5104 and order ro. 3019 of the

Public Service Commission of the State of Montana, dated November 7, 1980.

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.
ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991

ISSUED BY: B.G. HAVDAHL, General Manager P.O.Box 1714 Helena, Montana 59624

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HFREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFTECT ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT.




MONT. P.S.C. NO. 5 %
o CANCELS
ORIGINAL PAGE 14 MONT.P.S.C.NO.3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3
SECTION 2

APPLICATION OF RATES
RULES AND REGULATIONS

o
i

ey

TERNATING RATES - MINIMUM LENGTH:

WHEN WEIGHT OF SHIPMENT IS AVAILABLE, APPLY THE HUNDREDWEIGHT RATE APPLICABLE FOR
LENGTH OF UNIT IN SECTION 3 TO THE ACTUAL WEIGHT OF THE SHIPMENT TO DETERMINE CHARGES. IN
NO CASE SHALL THE CHARGE FOR ANY SHIPMENT EXCEED THE MINIMUM CHARGE APPLICABLE TO THE
NEXT HIGHER LENGTH OF UNIT FOR THE SAME MILEAGE.

oo Ems

ILL OF LADING AND FREIGHT BILL:
EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED, 140

A BILL OF LADING AND A FREIGHT BILL SHALL BE ISSUED FOR EACH SHIPMENT AND CARRIED IN THE
VEHICLE DURING MOVEMENT OF THE SHIPMENT.

THE BILL OF LADING AND FREIGHT BILL SHALL BE ISSUED IN TRIPLICATE AND CONSIST OF (1) AN ORIGI-
NAL, (2) A SHIPPING ORDER COPY, AND (3) A MEMORANDUM COPY. EACH MUST BE NOTED SHOWING
WHICH OF THE THREE IT IS. THE SHIPPING ORDER COPY MUST BE RETAINED BY THE CARRIER FOR
PURPOSES OF INSPECTION BY THE MONTANA P.S.C.

EACH BILL OF LADING AND FREIGHT BILL SHALL BE CHECKED FOR ERROR. CORRECTION AND ADJUST-
MENT WITH THE SHIPPER MUST BE MADE PRIOR TO BECOMING A PERMANENT RECORD OF THE CARRIER.

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY:
MTS B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
D ' 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.

_HELENA, MT 59601

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN

TNTT7TYS /AN TR 47N 1T



B-Ql-91 MONT. P.S.C. NO. 5
_ CANCELS
ORIGINAL PAGE 15 HB 193 MONT.P.S.C.NO. 3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATE

LLn b IR e d LR LT

! RULES AND REGULATIONS ITEM

l CHARGE FOR EQUIPMENT ORDERED AND NOT USED: 150
IF ORAL, TELEPHONIC, TELEGRAGHIC, OR WRITTEN REQUEST IS MADE BY A SHIPPER TO A CARRIER FOR .

THE TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK, AND THE CARRIER COMPLIES BY FURNISHING EQUIPMENT TO ;

SHIPPER AT DESIGNATED ORIGIN OF SHIPMENT, AND REQUESTED TRANSPORTATION OF THE LIVE-

STOCK AT THE TIME SET BY THE SHIPPER IS REFUSED, WHICH REFUSAL NECESSITATES THE CARRIERS

RETURN EMPTY, THE SHIPPER, REFUSING TRANSPORTATION, SHALL PAY THE CARRIER A CHARGE OF:

A) ONE CENT ( ) PER FOOT OF UNIT LOADING LENGTH PER MILE ON ALL UNITS REQUESTED FOR

i THE TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK EXCEPT SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES: OR

B.) ONE-HALF CENT (1/2 ) PER FOOT OF UNIT LOADING LENGTH PER MILE ON ALL UNTTS REQUESTED

FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES.

THE MILEAGE TO BE USED TO DETERMINE CHARGES UNDER THIS ITEM SHALL BE CALCULATED FROM
THE POINT WHICH EQUIPMENT WAS DISPATCHED TO THE SHIPPERS DESIGNATED ORIGIN OF SHIPMENT
PLUS THE DISTANCE FROM THE DESIGNATED POINT OF ORIGIN TO THE CARRIER'S NEAREST TERMINAL.

TERMINATION OF REQUEST FOR EQUIPMENT AND CONTRACT BY THE SHIPPER SHALL NOT BE DEEMED
TO HAVE BEEN PERFORMED IF SENT IN WRITING BY U. S. MAIL LESS THAN THREE (3) DAYS PRIOR TO
THE AGREED SHIPMENT DATE. IN CASE OF DISPUTE, THE POSTMARK STAMPED ON THE ENVELCPE
SHALL DETERMINE THE DATE WRITTEN TERMINATION OF THE CONTRACT WAS MAILED.

COMMODITY DESCRIPTION
EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED, THE DISTANCE COMMODITY RATES
NAMED IN SECTION 3, AND THE DISTANCE OR MILEAGE VOLUME TENDER RATES NAMED IN 160
SECTION 4, APPLY TO SHIPMENTS OF THE FOLLOWING:

i A.) CATTLE — INCLUDING BULLS, CALVES, COWS, OXEN, STEERS AND YEARLINGS, AND
B.) SWINE — INCLUDING BOARS, PIGS AND SOWS.

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991

ISSUED BY:
] MTS B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER

D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.
. HELENA, MT 59601

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN

EATUVIDNANNACDNCT




ORIGINAL PAGE 16

MONT.P.S.C.NQO. 5

CANCELS

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFFBUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

MONT.P.S.C.NO. 3& 4

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES

RULES AND REGULATIONS ITEM
COMMODITY DESCRIPTION AND RATES ON SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES:
TRANSPORTATION CHARGES ON THE FOLLOWING LIVESTOCK SHALL BE 110% OF THE APPLICABLE RATE IN 170
SECTION 3 OR 4:
A) SHEEP — INCLUDING EWES, LAMBS AND RAMS,
B.) GOATS — INCLUDING KIDS, AND
C) HORSES — INCLUDING BURROS, COLTS, GELDINGS, MARES, MULES, PONIES, STALLIONS AND RODEO
STOCK.
DEADHEAD MILEAGE: !
WHEN IT 1S NOT POSSIBLE FOR A CARRIER TO PROVIDE EQUIPMENT AT THE POINT OF ORIGIN, EQUIP | 180 & §
MENT MAY BE DEADHEADED FROM CARRIER'S TERMINAL WHERE EQUIPMENT IS AVAILABLE TO THE
POINT OF ORIGIN. AN ADDITIONAL CHARGE FOR SUCH DEADHEAD MILEAGE SHALL BE ASSESSED AS
FOLLOWS.
A) FOR ALL VEHICLES EXCEPT THOSE USED FOR TRANSPORTATION OF SHEEP, GOATS, AND HORSES:
(FOR EXAMPLE: IF 60 FOOT TRAILER IS USED, COST IS .60 PER MILE)
PER FOOT OF LOADING LENGTH PER MILE.ovoooo oo es e 1 CENT
B.) FOR ALL VEHICLES USED FOR TRANSPORTATION OF SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES:
PER FOOT OF LOADING LENGTH PER MILE w.c.oooooeoeoeeeeeseessveneonnne .1/2 CENT
(FOR EMAMPLE: IF 60 FOOT TRAILER IS USED, COST IS .30 PER MILE)
DETERMINATION OF WEIGHTS:
A) CARRIER MUST OBTAIN A PUBLIC WEIGHMASTER'S CERTIFICATE FOR ALL SHIPMENTS OF LIVE

STOCK (EXCEPT AS PROVIDED BELOW) PRIOR TO OR AT THE TIME OF UNLOADING. SUCH CERTIFICATES
SHALL SHOW ACTUAL LOADED WEIGHT AND ALL CHARGES SHALL BE BASED UPON THE WEIGHT
CERTIFICATE. THE ORIGINAL AND DUPLICATE COPY OF THE PUBLIC WEIGHMASTER'S CERTIFICATE
SHALL BE ATTACHED TO THE CONSIGNOR'S OR CONSIGNEE'S (AS THE CASE MAY BE) AND THE CAR
RIER'S COPY OF THE FREIGHT BILL.

190

(ITEM CONCLUDED ON FOLLOWING PAGE)

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGFE. OF TARIFF.

i
|

ISSUED: January 11, 1991

EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991

-

MTS
D

ISSUED BY:
B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.
HELENA, MT 59601

Ty

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HiEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN
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3-2).9 1 MONT.PSC.NO.S

CANCELS

ORIGINAL PAGE 17 HR 199 MONT.PSC.NO.3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ITEM

R ATION OF WEIGHTS: (C UDED
3. CARRIER IS NCT REQUIRED TO ABTAIN A PUBLIC WEIGEMASTER'S CERTIFICATE WHEN:

1.) A SHIPMENT CONSISTS OF TEN (10) HEAD OF LIVESTOCK OR LESS, OR

2.) WHEN NO PUBLIC WEIGHMASTER'S SCALE OR SCALES ALONG THE ROUTE OF MOVEMENT
IS OPEN FOR WEIGHING AT THE TIME THE CARRIER ARRIVES AT THE SCALE POINT OR
POINTS: OR

1 3.) WHEN THE WEIGHING OF A SHIPMENT ON A PUBLIC WEIGHMASTER'S SCALE SHALL
REQUIRE THE CARRIER TO TRAVERSE A ROUTE WHICH IS MORE THAN FIVE (5) MILES
LONGER THAN THE SHORTEST DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS OF ORIGIN AND DESTINATION:
OR;

4.) WHEN BILL OF LADING IS MARKED OR STAMPED AND SIGNED BY SHIPPER:
“CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO BILL AT THE MILEAGE MINIMUM
CHARGE FOR A FOOT TRAILER.

SHIPPER'S SIGNATURE

10N

A

(CON-
CLU
DED)

RATES AND CHARGES NAMED IN THIS TARIFF SHALL BE COMPUTED FROM THE MILEAGE TABLE ON THE
CURRENTLY EFFECTIVE OFFICIAL HIGHWAY MAP ISSUED BY MONTANA STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION.

FOR DISTANCES FROM OR TO POINTS NOT SHOWN ON THE CURRENTLY EFFECTIVE OFFICIAL HIGHWAY MAP,
THE ACTUAL SPEEDOMETER MILEAGE VIA THE SHORTEST PRACTICABLE ROUTE SHALL BE USED TO DETER-
MINE CHARGES.

IN COMPUTING MILEAGES, THE FOLLOWING SHALL GOVERN IN THE DISPOSITION OF FRACTIONS:

B.)FRACTIONS OF ONE-HALF (1/2) MILE OR GREATER — INCREASE TO THE NEXT WHOLE MILE.
XCE

WHEN, AT THE REQUEST OF SHIPPER, A LONGER ROUTE THAN THE SHORTEST AVAILABLE REGULARLY

-~ AT AT T T AITTTAT T Py ~wr e - T MY T A 4 AR &=n Naanl AT Y =T Aod laad el /‘T
IRAYELED RC S PRCVIDED, THE MILEAGE VIA RCUTE CF MOVEMENT SHALLBE USED TC DETERMINE

CHARCE.

LR

200

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

l DISTANCES, METHOD OF DETERMINING:

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY:
MTS B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.

HELENA, MT 59601

— I —————————C—
THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HHUMAN




MONT.P.S.C.NO. 5
. CANCELS
ORIGINAL PAGE 18 MONT.P.S.C.NO.3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFE NO. 3

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ITEM

[ S

RATES NAMED IN THIS TARIFF ARE APPLICABLE FOR SPECIFIC UNIT LENGTHS AND WEIGHTS. SHIPPERS MUST
SPECIFY LENGTH OF UNIT REQUIRED AND THIS SHALL BE SHOWN ON THE BILL OF LADING AND FREIGHT BILL,
AND SHIPMENT CHARGES SHALL BE ASSESSED ON THAT BASIS.

[F SHIPPER ORDERS A SPECIFIC LENGTH UNIT AND THE CARRIER IS UNABLE TO FURNISH BUT PROVIDES ONE
OF.LARGER DIMENSIONS IN LENGTH, CHARGES SHALL BE ASSESSED ON LENGTH OF UNIT ORDERED OR RE
QUIRED, WHICHEVER IS GREATER.

210

[ e

JIMPRACTICABLE OPERATIONS:

NO PROVISIONS OF THIS TARIFF SHALL BE CONSTRUED AS MAKING IT BINDING ON A CARRIER TO PICK-UP
AND/OR DELIVER FREIGHT AT LOCATIONS FROM AND/OR TO WHICH IT 1S IMPRACTICABLE TO OPERATE
EQUIPMENT ON ACCOUNT OF THE CONDITION OF HIGHWAYS, ROADS, STREETS, OR ALLEYS, OR BECAUSE OF
EXTREME WEATHER, RIOTS OR STRIKES. X

220

-

JLIABILITY OF CARRIER;
CARRIERS OF LIVESTOCK ARE LIABLE FOR LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE AS PROVIDED BY STATUTE. THE AMOUNT OF
LIABILITY SHALL BE DETERMINED AS FOLLOWS:

A.) ORDINARY LIVESTOCK. RATES IN SECTIONS 3 AND 4 HEREIN APPLY TO SHIPMENTS OF ORDINARY
LIVESTCCK. CARRIER 5 LIABILITY IS ACTUAL LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE, SUBJECT TO THE LIMITATION OF
MARKET VALUE AT POINT OF DESTINATION ON DATE OF SHIPMENT.

B.) OTHER THAN ORDINARY LIVESTOCK. EXCEPT AS MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED BELOW, CARRIER’S
LIABILITY FOR LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE TO SHIPMENTS OF OTHER THAN ORDINARY LIVESTOCK IS
ACTUAL LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE, SUBJECT TO THE LIMITATION OF MARKET VALUE AT POINT OF DESTI-
NATION ON DATE CF SHIPMENT: AND

C.) UPONDECLARATION IN WRITING BY THE SHIPPER OF A RELEASED VALUE FOR OTHER THAN ORDINARY
LIVESTOCK, AND ON SUCH SHIPMENTS ADDITIONAL CHARGES SHALL BE ASSESSED, CARRIER'S LIABIL-
ITY SHALL BE ACTUAL LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE, SUBJECT TO A LIMITATION NOT GREATER THAN THE

RELEASED YALUE DECLARED BY THE SHIFPER:

1.) IF DECLARED RELEASED VALUE IS FIFTY (50) CENTS BUT NOT MORE THAN ONE DOLLAR
(51.00) PER POUND PER ANIMAL, TRANSPORTATION CHARGES SHALL BE 125% OF THE APPLI-
CABLE RATE IN SECTION 3 OR 4 HEREIN, OR

2.)IF DECLARED RELEASED VALUE IS MORE THAN ONE DOLLAR (51.00) BUT NOR MORE THAN
IVE DCLLARS (85.00) PER PCUND PER ANDMAL, TRANSPCRTATICN CHARGES SHALL BE 1524 CF
THE APPLICABLE RATE IN SECTICN 3 OR 4 HEREIN.
INSURANCE FOR LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE IN EXCESS OF THE LIMITATIONS SET FORTH ABOVE IS THE RESPONSI-
BILITY OF THE SHIPPER AT HIS EXPENSE.

NOTE: OTHER THAN ORDINARY LIVESTOCK IS CLASSIFIED AS FOR BREEDING, SHOW PURPOSES, OR OTHER SPECIAL USES.

230

-

[

#

e

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFT.

D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.
: HELENA, MT 59601

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY: e
MTS B. G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER '

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISIHIED HEREIN WILL, IF BFIECHVE NOTRESULTIN ANY SiGNIFICANT EUTFECTS ON THIE QUALITY OF Tl HUMAN

.
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2-21-91 MONT.P.S.C.NO. 5
He ) Q2 CANCELS
ORIGINAL PAGE 19 MONT. P.S.C. NO. 3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES

RULES AND REGULATIONS ITEM

S.
SHIPMENTS SHALL BE LOADED AVOIDING DAMAGE TO THE ANIMALS AND VEHICLE, AND SHIPMENTS
WHEN LOADED, SHALL NOT EXCEED THE MONTANA LEGAL LOAD LIMIT.

240

MINIMUM CHARGE;
EXCEPTAS-MORE SPECGIFICALLY. PROVIDED.FOR-SHIPMENTS CF LIVESTOCK-MOVING ON-YOLUME TENDER
“RATES, THE MINIMUM CHARGE FOR ANY SHIPMENT SHALL BE THE CHARGE AS SHOWN FOR O - 15 MILES
IN SECTION 3 FOR THE LENGTH OF UNIT ORDERED OR REQUIRED, WHICHEVER IS GREATER.

250

MINIMUM VEHICLE LENGTH;:
THE MINIMUM VEHICLE LENGTH FOR DETERMINING CHARGES SHALL BE 23-24 FEET OF LOADING SPACE. 260

THE CHARGE FOR ALL SHIPMENTS, INCLUDING LESS-THAN-TRUCKLOAD SHIPMENTS, FILLING LESS THAN
23:24 FEET OF LOADING SPACE SHALL BE DETERMINED BY APPLICATION OF THE 23-24 FOOT RATE.

7

MULTIPLE CARRIER SHIPMENTS: 270
PARTICIPATING CARRIERS WILL BE AT THE DISPATCH OF THE CARRIER ORIGINATING THE MOVEMENT, OR
BY THE SHIPPER,

MIXED SHIPMENTS: 2304

TWO OR MORE SHIPMENTS MAY BE CONSOLIDATED INTO ONE LOAD. TO FIGURE THE CHARGE FOR EACH

| INDIVIDUAL SHIPPER, TAKE THE TOTAL CHARGE OF THE LOAD, DIVIDED BY THE TOTAL NUMBER OF
ANIMALS, TIMES THE NUMBER OF HEAD SHIPPED BY EACH INDIVIDUAL SHIPPER.

PLI F RATES: 290
ALL VEHICLES HAVING A LOADING SPACE OF TWENTY-TWO (22) FEET IN LENGTH, OR LESS, ARE EXEMPT
FROM THERATES PUBLISHED IN THIS TARIFF. SECTION 69-12-405(2)(6), R.C.M. 1947.

PARTURITION 300
LIVESTOCK SUBJECT TO PARTURITION WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS BEFORE OR AFTER THE DATE OF SHIP-

MENT WILL BE ACCEPTED ONLY AT OWNER'S RISK.

PICKUP AND DELIVERY SERVICE:
310

EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED, RATES PUBLISHED HEREIN INCLUDE PICK-UP
SERVICE AT POINT OF ORIGIN AND DELIVERY SERVICE AT DESTINATION.

(B3]
N
<

CARRIERS WILL PROVIDE REASONABLE DISPATCH OF UNITS AT THE TIME AND DATE OF
MOVEMENT AS AGREED UPON BETWEEN SHIPPER AND CARRIER.

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

| REASONABLE DISPATCH:

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY:
MTS B. G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.

HELENA, MT 59601
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MONT. P.5.C. NO. 5
. CANCELS
ORIGINAL PAGE 20 MONT. P.S.C. NO. 3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES

RULES AND REGULATIONS ITEM

SHIPMENTS IN EXCESS OF 90 FEET OR 66,000 POUNDS:

IN THE EVENT THAT IN EXCESS OF NINETY (90) FEET OF LOADING LENGTH IS USED AND/OR IN EXCESS OF 66,000 POUNDS IS 30 A
LOADED, THE HUNDREDWEIGHT RATE FOR 66,000 POUNDS SHALL BE APPLIED TO THE ACTUAL WEIGHT TRANSPORTED TO
DETERMINE CHARGES FOR THE SHIPMENT.

IN THE EVENT THAT IN EXCESS OF NINETY (90) FEET OF LOADING LENGTH IS USED AND THE CARRIER DOES NOT OBTAIN
WEIGHTS FOR THE SHIPMENT, CHARGES SHALL BE DETERMINED AND ASSESSED BASED ON THE MILEAGE RATE FOR A NINETY
(90) FOOT VEHICLE.

TOPP NSIT FOR PARTIAL LOA o ADING: 240
SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF PARAGRAPHS (A), (B), (C), (D), (E) AND (F), BELOW, AND ITEM 350, SHIPMENTS MOVING ON
RATES NAMED HEREIN, TENDERED ON ONE (1) BILL OF LADING OR SHIPPING ORDER FROM ONE (1) CONSIGNOR AT ONE (1)
POINT OF ORIGIN AT ONE TIME CONSIGNED TO ONE (1) CONSIGNEE AT ONE () DESTINATION, MAY BE STOPPED IN TRANSIT AT
POINTS OR PLACES AUTHORIZED IN PARAGRAPH (A) BELOW FOR THE PURPOSE OF PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING:

!

A.)STOP-OFF FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL ONLY BE PERMITTED AT POINTS WHEN THE MILEAGE VIA

THE HIGHWAY ROUTE FROM ORIGIN TO DESTINATION VIA THE STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS DOLS NOT EXCEED TEN-PERCENT
(10%) MORE THAN THE SHORTEST HIGHWAY ROUTE BETWEEN ORIGIN AND DESTINATION WITHOUT STOP-OFF. ROUTES AND
MILEAGES SHALL BE DETERMINED AS PROVIDED IN ITEM 200.

B.) THE BILL OF LADING OR SHIPPING ORDER MUST SHOW (1) THE POINT OR POINTS AT WHICH THE SHIPMENT IS TO BE
STOPPED FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING, (2) A COMPLETE DESCRIPTION OF THE KIND AND QUANTITY OF LIVESTOCK
TO BE LOADED OR UNLOADED AT EACH POINT, AND (3) THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF PARTY FROM OR TO WHOM EACH
PORTION IS TO BE PICKED-UP OR DELIVERED. IF PICK-UP OR DELIVERY IS TO BE MADE AT TWO (2) OR MORE DIFFERENT

§ ADDRESSES OR LOCATIONS AT THE SAME POINT (CITY, TOWN, OR VILLAGE), EACH PICK-UP OR DELIVERY SHALL BE CONSID-
ERED A SEPARATE STOP IN THE APPLICATION OF THIS RULE,

C.) THE SUBSTITUTION OF OTHER LIVESTOCK FOR THAT ORIGINALLY LOADED, OR THE EXCHANGE OF CONTENTS OF THE
SHIPMENT IN ANY MANNER, IS PROHIBITED,

D.) LINE-HAUL TRANSPORTATION CHARGES ON SHIPMENTS STOPPED FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING SHALL BE
DETERMINED ON THE MINIMUM WEIGHT, OR ACTUAL WEIGHT WHEN GREATER, OF THE ENTIRE SHIPMENT AT THE RATE
APPLICABLE FROM THE POINT OF ORIGIN TO THE FINAL DESTINATION VIA THE STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS,

E.) STOPPING IN TRANSIT FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL NOT BE PERMITTED ON SHIPMENT WHEN:
l CONSIGNED “C.0.D.”, “To ORDER", “ORDER NOTIFY”, OR TO BE DELIVERED ONLY ON SHIPPERS WRITTEN ORDER, OR WHEN
ACCOMPANIED BY INSTRUCTIONS FROM THE CONSIGNOR REQUIRING THE SURRENDER OR PRESENTATION OF THE BILL OF
LADING, A WRITTEN ORDER, OR ANY OTHER DOCUMENT AS A CONDITION PRECEDENT TO DELIVERY AT STOP-OFF POINT.

F.) THE DRIVER OF THE VEHICLE SHALL OBTAIN, IN WRITING, A STATEMENT, SUCH AS A NOTATION ON THE BILL OF LADING
OR FREIGHT BILL, OF THE QUANTITY, DESCRIPTION, AND WEIGHT, OF THE PORTION OF THE SHIPMENT LOADED OR UN-
LOADED AT STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS.

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY:
MTS B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.
HELENA, MT 59601

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHIED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIV::, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF il HUMAN
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B2-21-9] MONT. P.S.C.NO. §
i R a CANCELS
ORIGINAL PAGE 20 19 MONT.P.S.C.NO. 3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
- LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES
RULES AND REGULATIONS ITEM
HIPME EXCESS OF 90 FEET 000 S:
IN THE EVENT THAT IN EXCESS OF NINETY (90) FEET OF LOADING LENGTH IS USED AND/OR IN EXCESS OF 66,000 POUNDS IS 330 &

LOADED, THE HUNDREDWEIGHT RATE FOR 66,000 POUNDS SHALL BE APPLIED TO THE ACTUAL WEIGHT TRANSPORTED TO
DETERMINE CHARGES FOR THE SHIPMENT.

IN THE EVENT THAT IN EXCESS OF NINETY (90) FEET OF LOADING LENGTH IS USED AND THE CARRIER DOES NOT OBTAIN
WEIGHTS FOR THE SHIPMENT, CHARGES SHALL BE DETERMINED AND ASSESSED BASED ON THE MILEAGE RATE FOR A NINETY
(50) FOOT VEHICLE.

l STOPP TRANSIT FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR D 240
SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF PARAGRAPHS (A), (B), (C), (D), (E) AND (F), BELOW, AND ITEM 350, SHIPMENTS MOVING ON
RATES NAMED HEREIN, TENDERED ON ONE (1) BILL OF LADING OR SHIPPING ORDER FROM ONE (1) CONSIGNOR AT ONE (1) .
POINT OF ORIGIN AT ONE TIME CONSIGNED TO ONE (1) CONSIGNEE AT ONE (1) DESTINATION, MAY BE STOPPED IN TRANSIT AT
POINTS OR PLACES AUTHORIZED IN PARAGRAPH (A) BELOW FOR THE PURPOSE OF PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING: :

A)STOP-OFF FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL ONLY BE PERMITTED AT POINTS WHEN THE MILEAGE VIA

THE HIGHWAY ROUTE FROM ORIGIN TO DESTINATION VIA THE STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS DOES NOT EXCEED TEN-PERCENT
{10%) MORE THAN THE SHORTEST HIGHWAY ROUTE BETWEEN ORIGIN AND DESTINATION WITHOUT STOP-OFF. ROUTES AND
MILEAGES SHALL BE DETERMINED AS PROVIDED IN ITEM 200.

B.) THE BILL OF LADING OR SHIPPING ORDER MUST SHOW (1) THE POINT OR POINTS AT WHICH THE SHIPMENT IS TO BE
STOPPED FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING, (2) A COMPLETE DESCRIPTION OF THE KIND AND QUANTITY OF LIVESTOCK
TO BE LOADED OR UNLOADED AT EACH POINT, AND (3) THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF PARTY FROM OR TO WHOM EACH
PORTION IS TO BE PICKED-UP OR DELIVERED. IF PICK-UP OR DELIVERY IS TO BE MADE AT TWO (2) OR MORE DIFFERENT
ADDRESSES OR LOCATIONS AT THE SAME POINT (CITY, TOWN, OR VILLAGE), EACH PICK-UP OR DELIVERY SHALL BE CONSID-
ERED A SEPARATE STOP IN THE APPLICATION OF THIS RULE,

C.) THE SUBSTITUTION OF OTHER LIVESTOCK FOR THAT ORIGINALLY LOADED, OR THE EXCHANGE OF CONTENTS OF THE
SHIPMENT IN ANY MANNER, IS PROHIBITED,

D.) LINE-HAUL TRANSPORTATION CHARGES ON SHIPMENTS STOPPED FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING SHALL BE
DETERMINED ON THE MINTMUM WEIGHT, OR ACTUAL WEIGHT WHEN GREATER, OF THE ENTIRE SHIPMENT AT THE RATE
P APPLICABLE FROM THE POINT OF ORIGIN TO THE FINAL DESTINATION VIA THE STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS,

E.) STOPPING IN TRANSIT FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL NOT BE PERMITTED ON SHIPMENT WHEN:

CONSIGNED “C.0.D.", “To ORDER", “ORDER NOTIFY", OR TO BE DELIVERED ONLY ON SHIPPERS WRITTEN ORDER, OR WHEN
ACCOMPANIED BY INSTRUCTIONS FROM THE CONSIGNOR REQUIRING THE SURRENDER OR PRESENTATION OF THE BILL OF
LADING, A WRITTEN ORDER, OR ANY OTHER DOCUMENT AS A CONDITION PRECEDENT TO DELIVERY AT STOP-OFF POINT.

F.)THE DRIVER OF THE VEHICLE SHALL OBTAIN, TN WRITING, A STATEMENT, SUCH AS A NOTATION ON THE BILL OF LADING
OR FREIGHT BILL, OF THE QUANTITY, DESCRIPTION, AND WEIGHT, OF THE PORTION OF THE SHIPMENT LOADED OR UN-
LOADED AT STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS. .

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFT.

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY:
MTS B. G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.

HELENA, MT 59601

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HITREIN WILL, IF EFTECTL v ¢ NOTRESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT BITECTS ON THIE QUALITY OF THE HHUMAN



MONT.P.S.C.NO. 5

CANCELS

ORIGINAL PAGE 21 MONT.P.S.C.NO.3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 2
APPLICATION OF RATES
RULES AND REGULATIONS ITEM
STCPPING IN TRANSIT - CHARGE:
CARRIER SHALL ASSESS FOR EACH STOP-OFF AT AN INTERMEDIATE POINT OR POINTS AN ADDITIONAL 350
CHARGE AS FOLLOWS:
WHEN SHIPMENT IS CHARGE PER STOP
TRANSPORTED IN OR ON: SHALL BE:
STRAIGHT TRUCK $11.50
RAIG -TRAILE $1840
DROP CENT $23.00
TRUC TR 23.00 .
UNIMPROVED ROADS OR HIGHWAYS: 260

THE RATES AND CHARGES AS NAMED HEREIN APPLY ONLY OVER PAVED HIGHWAYS AND IMPROVED ROADS.
RATES TO BE ASSESSED FOR TRAVEL OVER UNIMPROVED ROADS OR HIGHWAYS SHALL BE THE APPLICABLE
WEIGHT OR MILEAGE RATE FOR THE DISTANCE TRANSPORTED PLUS THE FOLLOWING CHARGE:

AN ADDITIONAL CHARGE OF TWENTY-THREE DOLLARS ($23.00) PER HOUR OR FRACTION THEREOF FOR THAT
PORTION OF TIME PROVIDED IN EXCESS OF NORMAL TRAVEL TIME.

NORMAL TRAVEL TIME IS THE TIME IT WOULD NORMALLY TAKE TO TRAVEL AN IMPROVED ROAD OR HIGH-
WAY.

THE TERM “UNIMPROVED ROADS"™ AS USED IN THIS TARIFF MEANS A ROAD WHICH IS NOT PAVED OR ONE
WHICH IS NOT GRAVELED AND DRAINED.

w GRE EMENTS:
EXCEPT AS MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED IN ITEM 190, EACH SHIPMENT SHALL BE WEIGHED AT POINT OF
ORIGIN, DESTINATION, OR WHILE ENROUTE:

B.) WHEN CERTIFIED SCALES ARE AVAILABLE AND BOTH GROSS AND TARE WEIGHTS CAN BE DETERMINED.

THE NET WEIGHT SHALL APPLY AND BE CERTIFIED BY THE WEIGHMASTER, SCALE OPERATOR, OR ANY OTHER
PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SCALES.

A COPY CF THE WEIGHT SLIP MUST BE FURNISHED THE CRIVER CR CARRIER S REPRESENTATIVE SHOWING THE
GROSS, TARE AND NET WEIGHT AND SHALL BE ATTACHED TO THE CRIGINAL COPY CF THE BILL OF LADING
AND FREIGHT BILL. THE CARRIER SHALL ATTACH A DUPLICATE COPY OF THE WEIGHT SLIP TO HIS COPY OF
THE BILL OF LADING AND FREIGHT BILL AS A PART OF HIS PERMANENT RECORD.

370

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

ISSUED:  January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY:
MTS B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.

HELENA, MT 59601

B ————

THE "(OV: »I\Jn PUBLISHED HEREIN WILL, IF EFSCTIVE, NOT RLSULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN



BX q MONI.I.S.C. NO.5

' ORIGINAL PAGE 22 1_1\,6 19 A MONT.PS.C.NO.3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 3

INTRASTATE
DISTANCE OR MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES

—ON—

SHIPMENTS OF LIVESTOCK

BETWEEN POINTS IN AND POINTS IN

MONTANA MONTANA

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF.

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
ISSUED BY:
MTS B.G. HAVDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER
D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE.

HELENA, MT 59601

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN

R



MONT.P.S.C.NQ. 5

- CANCELS

ORIGINAL PAGE 29 MONT.P.SC.NO. 3 &4

I MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION 3 - DISTANCE OR MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES

l REFER TO ITEM 200 FOR METHODS OF DETERMINING DISTANCES.

LIVESTOCK, AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM 160 AND 170

ITEM
MINIMUM IF WEIGHT
COLUMN WEIGHT NOT KNOWN YEHICLE LENGTH
i 14,000 LBS USE ) 23 -24 FEET
2 24,000 LBS USE i 40 FEET
3 31,000 LBS USE 50 FEET
4 39,000 LBS USE 60 FEET
5 42,000 LBS USE 70 FEET
6 44,000 LBS USE 80 FEET
7 46,000 LBS USE 90 FEET
8 50,000 LBS USE OVER S0 FEET
9 52,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET
10 54,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET
11 56,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET
12 58,000 LBS USE ' OVER 90 FEET
13 60,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET
14 62,000 LBS USE . OVER 90 FEET
15 64,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET
16 . 66,000 LBS USE . OVER 90 FEET ,
DISTANCE IN MILES DISTANCE OR MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES IN DOLLARS AND CENTS PER
(SEE ITEM 200) SHIPMENT BY WEIGHT OR LENGTH OF VEHICLE
NOT
OVER OVER |COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN 550 &
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3

0 ' 15 31.20 45.80 52.60 66.10 71.20 74.60 78.00 85.00
15 20 37.10 63.60 75.60 74.40 80.10 84.00 87.80 95.00
20 25 43.00 71.20 78.90 95.10 102.40 107.30 112.10 120.00
25 30 49.00 84.00 91.80 107.50 115.80 121.30 126.80 140.00
30 35 56.40 91.60 108.40 115.80 124.70 130.70 136.50 150.00
35 40 60.80 99.20 118.30 136.40 146.90 153.90 160.90 175.00
40 45 66.80 104.30 '128.20 148.80 160.30 164.90 175.50 190.00
44 50 71.20 114.50 141.30 157.10 169.20 177.20 185.30 200.00
50 55 74.20 124.70 147.90 169.50 182.50 161.20 169.50 215.00
55 60 80.10 127.20 161.00 " 177.80 191.40 200.60 209.70 230.00
60 65 81.60 137.40 164.30 186.00 200.30 209.90 219.40 240.00
65 70 89.00 139.90 177.40 198.40 213.70 223.90 234.00 255.00
70 75 90.50 150.10 180.70 202.60 218.10 228.50 238.90 260.00
5 80 95.00 155.20 193.90 206.70 222.60 233.20 243.80 265.00
80 85 97.90 165.40 197.20 219.10 236.00 247.20 258.40 280.00
85 90 105.40 180.60 210.30 223.20 239.60 251.90 263.30 285.00
90 95 111.30 190.80 213.60 227.40 244 .90 256.50 268.20 290.00
95 100 112.80 198.40 216.90 243.90 262.70 275.20 287.70 315.00
100 105 118.70 211.20 233.30 248.00 267.10 279.830 292.60 320.00

§ 105 110 123.20 216.20 243.20 252.20 271.60 284.50 297.40 325.00
110 115 127.60 223.90 246.50 264.60 284,90 298.50 312.10 340.00
115 120 133.60 231.50 249.70 268.70 289.40 303.20 316.90 345.00
120 125 135.00 236.60 256.30 272.80 293.80 307.80 " 321.80 350.00
125 130 142.50 244.20 262.90 289.40 311.60 326.50° 341.30 370.00
130 135 145.40 249.30 272.70 292.60 316.10 331.10 346.20 375.00

§ (ltem continued on following page)

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF,
MTS ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991
D
ISSUED BY: B. G. HAVDAIL, General Manager P.0O. Box 1714 Helena, Montana 59624
_ ARONEAERE: o

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT EFTTECTS ON TIHE QUALITY? OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT.



ORIGINAL PAGE 30
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H2 19

MONT. PSC. NO. 5
CANCELS
MONT. PSC.NO. 3 & 4

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3
SECTION 3 - DISTANCE OR MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES
REFER TO ITEM 200 FOR METHODS OF DETERMINING DISTANCES.
LIVESTOCK, AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM 160 AND 170
ITEM
MINIMUM IF WEIGHT

COLUMN WEIGHT NOT XNQWN VETICLE TENCTH

1 14,000 LBS USE 23 -24 FEET

2 24,000 LBS USE 40 FEET

3 31,000 LBS USE 50 FEET

4 39,000 LBS USE 60 FEET

5 42,000 LBS USE 70 FEET

6 44,000 LBS USE 80 FEET

7 46,000 LBS USE 90 FEET

8 50,000 LBS USE OVER %0 FEET

9 52,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET

10 54,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET

11 56,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET

12 58,000 LBS USE d OVER 90 FEET

13 60,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET

14 62,000 LBS USE OVER %0 FEET

15 64,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET

16 66,000 LBS USE OVER S0 FEET ,

DISTANCE IN MILES DISTANCE OR MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES IN DOLLARS AND CENTS PER

(SEE ITEM 200) SHIPMENT BY WEIGHT OR LENGTH OF VEHICLE

NOT
OVER OVER |COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN 550
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

0 15 88.40 91.80 95.20 98.60 102.00 105.40 108.80 112.20

15 20 98.80 102.60 106.40 110.20 114.00 117.80 121.60 125.40

20 25 124.80 129.60 134.40 139.20 144.00 148.80 153.60 158.40

25 30 145.60 151.20 156.80 162.40 168.00 173.60 179.20 184.80

30 35 156.00 162.00 168.00 174.00 180.00 186.00 192.00 198.00
35 40 182.00 189.00 196.00 203.00 210.00 217.00 224.00 231.00

40 45 197.60 205.20 212.80 220.40 228.00 235.60 243.20 250.80

45 50 208.00 216.00 224.00 232.00 240.00 248.00 256.00 264.00

50 55 223.60 232.20 240.80 249.40 258.00 266.60 275.20 283.80

55 &0 239.20 248 4D 257.680 265.20 276.00 285.20 294.40 303.60

60 65 249.60 259.20 268.80 278.40 288.00 297.60 307.20 316.80

65 70 265.20 275.40 285.60 295.80 306.00 316.20 326.40 336.60

70 75 270.40 280.80 291.20 301.60 312.00 322.40 332.30 343.20

75 80 275.60 286.20 296.80 307.40 318.00 328.60 339.20 349.80

80 85 291.20 302.40 313.60 324.80 336.00 347.20 358.40 369.60

85 S0 296.40 307.80 319.20 330.60 342.00 353.40 364.80 376.20

90 95 301.60 313.20 324.80 336.40 348.00 359.60 371.20 382.80

95 100 327.60 340.20 352.80 365.40 . 378.00 390.60 403.20 415.80

100 105 332.80 345.60 358.40 371.20 384.00 396.80 409.60 422.40

105 110 338.00 351.00 364.00 377.00 3%0.00 403.00 416.00 429.00

110 115 353.60 367.20 380.80 394.40 408.00 421.60 435.20 448.80

115 120 358.80 372.60 386.40 400.20 414.00 427.80 441.60 455.40

120 125 364.00 378.00 392.00 406.00 420.00 434.00 ' 448.00 462.00

125 130 384.80 399.60 414.40 429.20 444.00 458.80- 473.60 488.40

130 135 390.00 405.00 420.00 435.00 450.00 465.00 480.00 495.00

FOR EXPLLANATION OP ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFP,

ISSUED:  japuary 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE:  March 11, 1991
'ISSUF.D BY: B. G. HAVDAIHIL, Gencral Manager PO, Box 1714 Helena, Montana 59624

b’

M‘

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISIIED HERERN WL, IF EFYTECTIVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNTFICANT ETECTS ON THE QUALITY OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT.



M;. Chairman and Members of the Cnmmitteé
For the rscord,

My name is Fatricia A. Slack, Corporate Secretary +or Jameé’A.
Slack Logging % Trucking. This is my testimony in favor of Housé Bill
192. Log trucking is a viable part of the timber industry; and thesé
’LDB TRUCKERS are entitled to eaﬁn a fair living. |

My husband, James A. Slack, and 1 boughtADUP first lag truck in
'1959. We have been Dperéting logging trucks for 32 years ih the |
Flathead valley. We have had as mang as twelve trucks at one time and
are presently operating five logging trucks. In 1979 we sold some of
our trucks because we found that lag frucking was npt vErYy profitable;
“I'ha?e always done all the hookwork for our business.’ In 1986 we
.1nc1uded in our bu51ness the logg1ng (ar sh1pp1n9) part of . the
 'sti6eS= 16 ordervtévkéep‘our trucks busy and tn insure that fﬁe."
 truck5 receive a fair PPlCe for hauling logs. | |

In my testimony I will refer to the mills as the manufacturer,

e ;thEIIGBQEPS aé»tﬁézéhiéper, and the lcgjtrq:ker a5 thé cébhiéEQ i_fi7f}}

-

-~ First some definitions:

- what is a LDG TRUCK“‘ A log truck 15 -a cnnveyance that 15 used;té‘i

;“‘ tran5pcrt processed 1095 from the woods or sh1pplng polnt to'

R = | o manufactur‘er‘. LR B A A i"_d

Nhat is a LDB TRUChER7 A lug trucker is a person who drlves‘a

.log truck. He may 51ther be employed by sameone wha awns - the logglng

fﬂtruck or, as . 1n most cases, he may ‘own h15 Dwn 109 truck. After thls ,

Jhe shall be called the carrler. .

what are the MILLS? The mills, or manufacturer, are where 1095 Y

are taken to be pkocessed into lumber, plywood, chips{ hog fuel, etc.



These processed products are then shipped by carrier to the consumer.
The carriers of these processed products are all reguleted.’
that is a LOGGER? A logger is a contractor who contracts with
the manufacuturer .to process the trees into 1055 to be hauled into the
mill by a log trucker. His contract is usually for a fixed price for
tutting the trees, delimbing and sorting them, and transporting thie'rv
now processed ieg to the mill, therefere he is responsible to hire and
pay the log trucker. He is allowed by the State and Federal
aovernmant to either put the log trucker on the payroll‘ahd be
responsible for all taxes, enemployment insurance, and warker’'s
compensation insurance (which must be paid on 254 of»the trucke
gross), or he can sub—contract, with a written conératt, to a carrier . .
fe get the logs to the mill. The carrier then Must cafry-his own
;werker s Compensatlon insurance and pay all hxs Dwnktawes. ACCDPdanV
ée‘eee 1eetEuet1ees frem the State WQrkee =1 Cnmpensa£1onpuff1ce and
the InternalfReveﬁue SeFViee, whd ﬁa;e:aedifed us,?we‘eust'have a
\WPiFten rontﬁact With”a carrier otheﬁ than“aur o@n frucke; te ship our
,?Aieésf£e:the m111.f fe;e‘geetrae;‘eust sfate a negotlated prlce forh

';seﬁting the logs te var10us m1115, a tlme for payment, and a

-f.»..;.« e - S e .o - e

ferminatlu':agsreement Accordlng to the State we mdsf‘elso have e?}ef"

;cnpy Df tne carrlers worker’s Campensat1on p011cy or. a copy 01 h15,~; N

AT R B S

aexempt (Independent Contractors) cert1{1cat1on for Norker ]

‘;Compensat1on., Dur 1nsurance carr1er also requires a cupy of the -

e T

fcarr1ers.11ab111ty 1nsurance ceverage 1n the 11m1ts that they state.‘
ﬁfVery few sh1ppers have a wrltten cnntract with the carr1er, 1n fect,zri"

- most carriers do not even know what they are getting paid for.



‘tkansporting these logs to.tﬁé mill, or. when they w111 get paidv}ﬂ
thev receive their first check from the shlpper.,_' :
What is an INDEFENDENT CONTRACTOR? |
I have englcsed a copy of the legal deflnltlon Df an INDEPENDENT
CDNTRACTDR accurdlng to . the legal counsel Df the State Fund;
Frnm_theflate 1950fsjand intq;thEJl?&Qfsvune.tpjfive,truék

s

'carriers wers carried nnrthe'payhollfby the shippér;

whn;pa1d -all the

and thoseEthat do,
_._ng

e v T e i P,

'fhe was paylng so that I could pay our truck dr1vers. :Sqmeﬁshgppers,bé
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39-71-120. Independent contractor defined.
(1) An "independent contractor" is one who

renders service 1in the course of an
occupation and:
(a) has been and will continue to be free
from control or direction over the
pertormance of the services, both under his
contract and in fact; and
(b) is engaged in an independently
established trade, occupation, profession,
or business.
(2) An individual performing services for
remuneration is considered to be an employee
under this chapter unless the requirements
of subsection (1).
As stated in the definition of employee, to establish an
employment relationship of any kind, requires that an

identifiable contract be a threshold determination. The
contract may be oral or written, expressed or implied. The case
at bar is an oral contract, 1if any. Sections 28-2-101, MCA

et.scq. cover the statutory considerations regarding contracts.
In Section 28-2-102, MCA the law sets forth the four essential
clements of a contract, namely:

) identifiable parties capable of contractry
) their consent;

3) a lawful object; and
) a sufficient cause or consideration.

Certainly Mr. Morris and Montana Forward had the capacity
to contract and their consent is clear if for no other reason
that on at 1least two occasions prior to the case, the same
contract terms were executed. The object of Morris piloting_
candidate Waltermire was certainly lawful and the payment of
$100 per day plus expenses 1in exchange for piloting the
aircraft, «clearly satisfies the statutory . requirements of
consideration.

Thus, if Morris were not an "independent contractcr
excluded from being an employee by the definition in Section 39-
71-118, MCA, coverage exists.

In determining whether a person 1is an "independent
contractor" or an ‘"employee'" for purposes of Workers'
Compensation, the Montana Supreme Court has gone to great length
to examine the issue. The leading Workers' Compensation case in
this regard is Sharp v. Aetna Casualty and Surcty Co., 178 Mont.
419, 584 P.2d 1298 (1978).

Beginning at page 424, of the opinion, the Court stated in
Sharp, supra:

The statute involved in this appeal is
section 92-438.1, R.C.M. 1947, which defines



"independent contractor" as one who renders
service in the course of an occupation and:
"o (1) has been and will continue to be
free from control or directicn over the
performance of the services, both under his
contract and in_ fact; and

"(2) is engaged 1in an independently
established trade, occupation, profession or
business." (Emphasis added.)

This statute clearly establishes a two-part
test that must be met before an individual
is classified as an independent contractor.
First, he nmust be free from the control of
his employer, under his contract and in
fact, in the performance of his services.
Second, he must be engaged in an
independently established occupation.
Appellant has conceded she meets the second
part of this test, so our concern 1is with
the first requirement, the absence of the
"right of control".

Section 92-438.1(1), R.C.M. 1947,
reiterates the basic test in Montana for
determining independent contractor status,
namely, the right of control over the person
doing the work involved. "“The vital test in
determining whether a person employed to do
a certain piece of work is a contractor or a
mere servant, 1is the control over the work
which is reserved by the employer." Kimball
v. Industrial Accident Board (1960), 138
Mont. 445, 449, 3157 P.2d 688. “"The test to
determine whether or not an employer-
employee relationship exists ...is the so
called control test. Under that test an
individual is in the service of ancther when
that other has the right to control the
details of the individual's work." State ex
rel. Ferguson v. District Court (1974), 164
Mont. 84, 88, 519 P.2d 151. Respondent has
argued an employer must control the details
of a performance before the performer |is
considered an employee. However, the
determinative test 1is based on the right,
not just the exercise, of control. Larson,
Workmen's Compensation Law, Vol. 1A, Scc.
44.10, p. 8-19; Ferguson, supra.

Section 92-438.1(1), R.C.M. 1947, also
states in determining this right of control,



attention must be directed to the employment
contract and the fact of the employment
situation. In the present case, we have no
written contract before us to aid in making
the determination of freedom from control,
and the parties have not contended for the

existence of an implied contract. We
therefore, must look at the factual
situation, pursuant to the statutory

direction, to determine whether respondent-
cmployer had the right to control the work
of appellant.

Larson's treatise enumerates four
factors to consider when attempting to
determine right of «control in a given
situation. Those factors are: (1) direct
cvidence of right or exercise of control;
(2) method of payment; (3) furnishing of
cquipment; and (4) right to fire. larson,
Scc. 44.31, p.8-135. T'he treatise further
points out that the consideration to be:
given these factors 1is not a balancing
process, rather " . ..independent
contractorship...is established usually only
by a convincing accumulation of these and
other tests, while employment ...can if
necessary often be solidly proved on the
strength of one of the four items (above]."
Larson, supra.

We should note that Section 92-438.1 R.C.M. 1947 cited in
Sharp is identical to Section 39-71-120, MCA in the case at bar.
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TESTIMONY OF LYLE DOTY
BEFORE THE HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
THURSDAY, MARCH 21, 1991

MR. PRESIDENT AND MEMERS COF THE SENATE:

MY NAME IS LYLE DOTY. I AM A RESIDENT OF FLATHEAD COUNTY AND
I LIVE IN KALISPELL, MONTANA.

I AM IN THE LOG TRUCKING BUSINESS AND I HAVE BEEN FOR TWENTY-
FIVE YEARS. I HAVE FOUR LOG TRUCKS, AND I EMPLOY 3 DRIVERS AND I
OPERATE ONE TRUCK MYSELF. I AM HERE TO ASK FOR YOUR SUPPORT OF
HOUSE BILL 192, ON ECONOMIC LOG TRUCK REGULATION.

THE LOG TRUCKING INDUSTRY IS IN A SERIOUS STATE OF
DETERIORATION, BECAUSE OF THE LACK OF REVENUE. MANY OF THE LOG
TRUCK OWNERS ARE OPERATING OLD AND OUTDATED EQUIPMENT. THE
MAINTENANCE OF THEIR EQUIPMENT IS VERY MINIMAL AND IN SOME CASES
NOT AT ALL. THE LOG TRUCK INDUSTRY IN VIEW OF THE NEW FEDERAL
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RULES AND REGULATIONS, FACES A SAFETY
CRISIS.

OVER THE PAST 10 YEARS THE INDUSTRIES REPLACEMENT COSTS HAVE
DOUBLED. OUR MAINTENANCE COST OF TIRES, FUEL INCREASES, REPAIRS,
LABOR COSTS, INSURANCE RATES, AND TAXES, HAVE ALSO INCREASED TO THE
POINT THAT THE LOG TRUCK INDUSTRY CAN NOT AFFORD TO MAINTAIN THEIR
EQUIPMENT PROPERLY. THEREFORE, WITH NO MAINTENANCE COST INCREASES,
THIS IS CREATING MANY SAFETY PROBLEMS.

IT HAS BECOME ALMOST IMPOSSIBLE FOR THE LOG TRUCKER TO STAY IN
BUSINESS. THERE HAVE BEEN NO INCREASES IN CARRIER RATES FROM
EITHER THE SHIPPER OR MANUFACTURER IN THE PAST 10 YEARS, WITH THE
EXCEPTICN OF 2 SMALL MANUFACTURERS.

MUCH OF THE INTRASTATE TRUCKING ACTIVITY IS CURRENTLY
REGULATED IN MONTANA AND HAVE BEEN FOR MORE THAN 50 YEARS. MOST
STATES REGULATE TRUCKING OF INTRASTATE FREIGHT. 9 STATES
PRESENTLY REGULATE LOGS IN SOME FORM CR WAY FROM THE FOREST TO THE
MANUFACTURER (MILLS).

LOG TRUCK OWNERS CAME TO THE DECISION TO ASK FOR ECONOMIC
REGULATION AFTER A GREAT DEAL OF THOUGHT AND CAREFUL CONSIDERATION.
ECONOMIC REGULATION WILL CHANGE THE LOG TRUCK INDUSTRY. REGULATION
WILL NOT HARM ANY OTHER ASPECT OF THE TIMBER INDUSTRY, WHETHER IT
IS THE SHIPPER OR THE MANUFACTURER. CARRIER RATES WILL BECOME AN
OPEN PROCESS BASED ON ACTUAL COSTS. THE CURRENT SYSTEM IN SETTING
CARRIER RATES IS OUTDATED AND IS NOT CURRENTLY WORKING.

Page - 1



MR. CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THIS COMMITTEE, I AM ASKING FOR
YOUR STRONG SUPPORT IN* HOUSE BILL 192 FOR ECONOMIC LOG TRUCK
REGULATION. LOG TRUCK OWNERS ARE SMALL BUSINESSMEN, BUT BECAUSE OF
THE CONCENTRATED POWER IN MONTANA'S TIMBER INDUSTRY, THEY HAVE LOST
CONTROL OF THEIR BUSINESSES AND ANY CHANCE OF A FREE ENTERPRISE
ENVIRONMENT.

IN ASKING FOR YOUR SUPPORT OF HOUSE BILL 192 ON ECONOMIC LOG
TRUCK REGULATION, WE ARE GIVING BACK TO THE LOG TRUCK OWNER CONTROL
OF HIS OWN DESTINY AND WELFARE. IT WILL ALSO GIVE THE LOG TRUCK
INDUSTRY A CHANCE TO MAKE ITS OWN DECISION AND TO GOVERN ITSELF.

I THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND ONCE AGAIN I ASK FOR YOUR
SUPPORT ON PASSING HOUSE BILL 192.

SINCERELY,

LYLE DOTY

Page - 2



Mr . Chairman, Members of the Conmittes.

My name is Arletta Mrgich. I reside at 3112 Sinclair Creesk Road
in Eureka, Montana.

My husband Michael and I have owned and operated a logging truck
since 1964, We support House Bill 122, We fesl that this bill will
Jive us some stability in our industry for the first time.

Two years ago I spoke before the House Committee about our
financial plight in my testimony in support of a similar bill.
Testimony from both sides of this issue was given. The truckers who
spoke agjainst regulation had two main fears., The loss of their jobs
and undus regulation.

The loss of jobs due to logging contractars-buying their own
trucks has to be given consideration. Some will buy their own but
many others will find that the financial expenditure as well as the
employeses and their related sxpenditures far outweigh any anticipated
benefits.

In the past 27 years, svery time we asked for a raise, the mills
threatened to buy their own trucks. That is ceftainly nathing new.
They obvicusly couldn’t own their own trucks as cheaply as ws work or
211 the mills would own all the trucks.

Safety regulations, as in hours of service and DOT (CVsAL
inspections, came to pass anyway. I'm sure more will follow, with or
without regulation.

Under current regulation, other Montana trucking businesses have a

contract that, among other things, spells out hauling rates.  Some



logging truckers do have contracts now,  but they are for the purpose
of Workers Compensation, not rates.

In later testimony, I'm sure yvou will hear from logging
contractors who own their own trucks. They will most likely state
that they know what the hawling rate is. If the logger works for a
mill, he usuwally has a written contract that includes costs for
cutting and transporting logs., A contract wouwld allow us to know,
before we turn a wheel, how much that job pays. As things stand now,

we usually have to wait until we get our paycheck to know what the
rate is. The hauling rates are set between the logger and the mill in

sale, he must

i

their contract. Or if the logger bids a Forest Servic
take the hauwling distance into account;, but he doesn’'t ask the
trucker to suwggest a rate.

Most mills will not tell the trucker what a job pays. They say it
is between the logger and the trucker. Most loggers pay the allotted
rate to the trucks, though there are some loggers who routinely
withold a part of the truck rate to help pay for their logging costs.

We don’'t have this lusury. Fuel is our biggest expense. When the
cost of fusl skyrockets and our rates don’t change to reflect this
increase, wg fall further behind economically. Regulated truckers
are routinely paid a surcharge in addition to the regglar rate when
the price of fuel takes a large jump as it did last . fall. The shipper
must see that the trucker gets this surcharge. We have heard that
some mills were paying a surcharge. My husband has hauwled to three
different mills since the fuel hike zod if the mills were paying a
surcharge, we Jdidn’t receive it.

We have been placed in a no win situation. The loggers say they
can't afford to pay ws more, yet we have no say in setting a haul
rate during the negotiations. I really don’t think that the haul rate

is even a very important part of the loggers negotiations. He 1s more
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concernad, as he should be, with his logging costs.  But that still
leaves the trucks left out of owur own rate negotiation.

If we were regulated, all parties could sit down without the
threat of breaking the Antitrust Act and negotiate a fair and
reasonable compensatory rate. Logging contractors, knowing the
published rate allowed by the FIC, would be on an egual footing on
bidding a logging job: as far as the trucking rates go. This would
allow each contractor to concentrate on his logging costs., It wouwld
not pit contractor against contractor in any way Jdifferent than is the
case now,

Regulation puts all the contracts on the table and allows those
whio can prove their expenses are below the average to submit a cheaper
rate if so desired. A regulated rate simplifies and clarifies
transportation costs to all parties involved.

We have returned again to seek regulation because in the last two
yvears nothing has changed. The same rhetoric and intimidation exist
now as it did then. Ue are not asking for outlandish rates or any pay
guaranteeses; Jjust an egqual footing and compensatory rates.

Flease help us settle this issue. We do not want to return here
in ancther twr years to tell you the same stories of deteriocrating
conditions that will effect the safety and economic viability of our
industry.

I ask that you support this bill.  Thank you.
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Honorable Senators, Ladies and Gentlemen:

I have been a log trucker in Eureka, Montana for approximately 8 years
and I am in favor of HB 192.

Rates for hauling have not changed in over 12 years, but costs have
spiraled. These rates are determined by the mills in most cases, and
as a log trucker you are left in the dark as to the rate you are
hauling for. The majority of log truckers haul without a contract, so
it is usually a shock to find out what you have been working for.
This also leaves the log trucker at a distinct disadvantage if some-
one decides not to pay him for work performed.

Although rates are an important issue, there also needs to be a
standard for rates for different types of roads, to stop the rate
undercutting and also the rate skimming. Since we operate on a casual
take it or leave it basis, this is a very important in order to survive
in this business.

The LTC approached the legislature 2 years ago for the regulation that
you are now considering and it never moved further than the House
Transportation Committee. At that time promises were made to correct
some of the more glaring problems that existed, but this didn't happen,
that is why the LTC is back in front of the legislature asking for

some relief and for the return of some control of the rates to the
people who perform the work.

I know that there has been much said about the state of the timber
industry in Montana and would agree to some of it, but there have
been some banner years for the mills since 1978 when the last rate
was negotiated and there has been no attempt on the part of the mills
who control the rates to increase them or give a fair and equitable
rate system to the trucking industry even though the cost of doing
business has raised considerably.

That is why I am here today asking for your consideration of HB192
and your support for it in the Senate.

Thank you for listening té my statement.

z ‘W/fl/ W
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: BILL NO

My name is Sam Brady. I reside at 53% Reservoir Road in Whitefish,

Montana. [ am here today to ask for yvour support for House EBill 192.

I am an independent businessman. I have been an owner/operator of a
logaing truck =since 1973. I consider myself a sub-contractor. There
- seems to be some confusion on whether log truck owner/operators are
amployees or sub-contractors. Aa&n employee is told what amount of
money he will work for. A sub-contractor submits a contract of his
own. Regulation will clarity this issue. Being able to submit a
written contract will verify that I am indeed an independent
pusinessman who is a sub-contractor who happens to have a logging
truck . Throughout the vears, I have told my contractor that I have
needed an increase in the rates to keep up with costs incurred in my
business. I have also stated that issue to the miils. I have never
received an increase of any kind. I have been hauling logs for 16
vears without an adjustment in my =arning power, and feel that the

satety of my equipment is about to be compromised.

Ho, over two years agao, again, a fsw of us braver log truckers
approached the mills and reqgquested an increase in the monies we
received for our services. The mills told us they would not talk to
us individually. They told us to organize and come back to talk to
them. At that time, we organized the Log Truckers Association of
Montana. We then returned to the mille, and were promptly threatened
with a million doliar anti-trust law suit for attempting to set rates.
Onily whern we reminded them that they were stealing all the weight over
80,000 pounds that we hauled into their yvards, did they drop the law

suit, and start paving us for all of the weight our trucks legally



That was when we first came to Helena. We were asking for a way to
try and take control of ouwr own industry, by sconomically keeping
pace. The mills told us that we did not have to become regulated to
do this. Members of the House required us to sit down with the miils

and work out ocur problems.  Then our i1l was kBEilled.

We did attend such a meeting. The first thing stated by one of the
mitlie’ lawyers, was that we could talk about anvthing except the
economics of the log trucks and the millis’ relation to that, or we
would be in violtation of the anti-trust laws again. Bo, we discussed
the weather and went homs. So, here we are again. Fleass2 do not send
us back to that table. The mills are unwilling to contribute to the
solution ot our economic plight. We need regulation to gain a

mediator, so that we may exprass our operating costs without fear of

another law suit.

We are unable to keep up with spiraling operating costs. One examplie,
is that increased fuel costs alone have cost us appoximately 800,00 a
month more since August 1990, without any compensation. That money
came directly out of ouwr pockst. Regulation will address the problem
ctf intlationary costs. FRegulation will clearly define a contract and
precisely spell out all costs involved. Regulation will give me a

volice in my own business, as other businesses take for granted.

n

The mills will tell you that with regulation they will go broke, or
buy their own trucks. The contractors will te211 you that with

regulation they will go broke, or buy their own trucks. Well, I'm
t2iling you that without regulation, I will go broke and anyone can

buy my truck.

Thank vou for your time.
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OPPOSITION TO HOUSE BILL NO. 192

BY

RICHARD R. COVERDELL

COLUMBIA FALLS, MONTANA
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My name is Dick Coverdell. I'm from Columbia Falls, Montana.
I am the "Papa" part of a "Mom & Pop" operation with one log truck.
I've been hauling logs for 20 years. Seventeen of those have been
as an owner-operator.

I've been through many "“ups and downs" through these years.
More "downs" than "ups" it seems. The past five years seem to have
all been "downs." Timber is becoming scarce -- especially public
timber. Mills are shutting down. Consequently, the need for log
haulers is decreasing. This has created a situation where there
are more log haulers than jobs. This in turn has created a "take
it or leave it" attitude by many log shippers.

Costs to operate a log truck have skyrocketed. Fuel, parts,
tires, labor for major repairs, state and federal taxes and fees
keep going up. Trucks are a prime target when someone thinks more
monies aré needed to finance a favorite state or federal project.
However, hauling rates have not kept up.

Some of this lack in keeping up is due to our economy. The
woods product industry 1is controlled by public demand. The
industry is also being controlled by environmentalist whims. This
is a big reason for mill shut downs. All of this has the log
haulers that are left fighting for survival. When log haulers
cannot negotiate for the pay they will receive for hauling, they

have no way of even trying to survive. Their hands are tied.

This spawned the idea to get requlation. Two years ago a bill
was introduced to make log hauling a class B common carrier under

P.S.C. control. It was defeated. I testified against that bill
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and I'm testifying against this bill, House Bill #192, for the same
reasons. I'm against state regulation by the Public Service
Commission.

There is no need for regulation of log hauling in Montana by
the P.S.C. or any other state agency. What is needed is a state
mandated contract between log shippers and haulers stating terms
and conditions agreed upon by both parties.

I haul under contract and have done so for years. I have
attached copies of my contract to this statement I'm making along
with a sample copy of the itemized computer read-out sheets
detailing one of the hauls for that pay period. The contract is a
simple, easy-to-read form. It states what is expected of each
party, shipper and hauler, or company and contractor. It states
when I'11l be paid, which is the 10th and 25th of each month. It
states that the rate is a mutual agreement. This means I can
negotiate without going to the P.S.C. for approval. It also
contains what is required of me pertaining to insurance, etc.

This brings up a question in my mind as to who the Worker's
Comp. carrier is when there is no contract.

When fuel costs started climbing this past year I negotiated
to defray the higher costs. I didn't have to go to the P.S.C.

If T end up on a haul that the rate isn't adequate, I can
negotiate. I don't have to go to the P.S.C. "Negotiate" -- mutual
discussion. The American way! Free Enterprise!

The computer read-out sheets are very easy to decipher. The

top sheet shows the hauling or pay period, hauler number (the



computer knows me as a number), the sale number, and in some cases,
the sale unit number. It also shows my name, the sale name, the
weight hauled in tons and pounds, the cost per ton which was the
hauling rate at that time, the number of loads I hauled off of that
sale that pay period, and the amount I earned. The bottom sheet
shows the load ticket number, and to the right of it is the gross,
tare and net weights.

In the truck I carry what I call my "black book". 1In it I
enter the sale name and load ticket number. When I weigh in and
out at the mill I simply subtract empty from loaded weight and get
my net weight.

Read-out sheets are sent to me 4 to 5 days before every
payday. I compare my black book figures with the read-out sheets.
If there is a problem I can "squeak." I don't need to go to the
P.S.C.! I'm not "“ripped off" so much a load by the shipper for
paper and payroll costs like many haulers are.

There have been hauls where I can't get my legal gross weight
because of poor timber. Dead lodgepole can take up a lot of room
and yet have no weight. On these hauls I'm paid for a legal load.
I've hauled cleanup loads where I'm not even half loaded. Once
again, I'm paid for a legal load. Under P.S.C. regulation this
will not happen!

I don't have to buy "bingo stamps", pay filing fees, or worry
about how many contracts I have. I don't have to open my home and
let a state inspector in to inspect my properties, facilities,

operations, accounts, service, practices, and affairs. I don't
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have to file annual reports, tariffs, schedules, etc., etc. All of
this would be required as quoted under House Bill #192.

There is nothing in this bill that says I will be better off
financially. House Bill #192 is nothing but a bill to create what
I already have -- a contract. A simple contract! The difference
is that House Bill #192 says I will be regulated by the state and
that tariffs will be negotiated by a tariff bureau which allows the
majority to be ruled by a few.

Thank you for letting me testify.

Richard R. Coverdell
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LOG HAULING CONTRACT e 99 »

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into, in duplicate, this _lst  day of __May .
19 90 , by and between Richard Coverdell* of _995 Walsh Rd., Columbia Falls, MT

party rty of the first part, hereinafter referred to as "Contractor" and the F.H. Stoltze
ILand & Lumber Company, a corporation, the party of the second part, hereinafter referred
to as the "Company". -

WITNESSETH: 'The parties hereto for and in consideration of their mutual convenants
and agreement herein contained, do agree and contract with each other as follows:

1. For and in consideration of the sums hereinafter mentioned to be paid by the
Company to the Contractor, the Contractor agrees and undertakes to provide all trucks
and other equipment and all labor employed by him necessary to haul and deliver in
an efficient and workmanlike manner customary to the log hauling trade and business
to the Company at Half Moon or as designated, such sawlogs, poles and other forest
products as said Contractor may be requested to haul from various surrounding areas
in which saw logs, poles and other timber products may be produced by the Company,
its servants, agents, employees, or contractors.

2. The schedule of payment shall be mutually agreed to by Contractor and Company.
Payment will be made on a per ton mile basis. )

3. The Company agrees to pay the Contractor in full for all sawlogs, poles and
other forest products hauled. Payment shall be paid on the 25th of each month for
logs delivered between the Ist and the 15th of such month, and on the 10th day of each

month for logs delivered between the 15th of the preceding month and the 1st day of
the present month. S

4. The Contractor further agrees that all sawlogs, poles and other forest products
shall be delivered to the Company free and clear of all liens, encumberances or claims
for labor, materials, or supplies, and, in the event any lien be filed or claim be
outstanding for which a lien might be filed, the Company shall have the right to retain
and keep enough moneys to protect itself ‘from said lien or claim. The Company, at C
its option may demand and require production of receipts or satisfactory evidence showing
payment in full of all labor employed in the performance of this contract and assessments
or other paymcnts accrued under State and Federal Laws on account of labur enmployed
under this contract, and no paymerits shall be made hereunder until such receipts, when
demanded, have been presented to the Company.

5. The Contractor shall imnediately take out, at his own expense, Workmen's Compen-
sation coverage for every person in his employ and said Contractor shall otherwise
fully comply with all of the Federal and State laws for each state in which he operates
under this agreement relating to Workmen s Compensation and Industrial Insurance as
well as Unemployment Compensation, and other appropriate State laws governing employers,
as well as any amendments made effective during the termm of this agreement.

6. The Contractor agrees that he will abide by the Fair Labor Standards Act of
1938, as amended, and the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder, as well as
the Social Security Acts, Internal Revenue Acts and other Federal Acts as shall govern
employers, together with the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder, and any
amendments that may be made effective in said laws during the term of this agreement.
The Contractor shall also comply with the Occupational Safety and Health Act, the Equal
Pay Act of 1963, Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Age Discrimination
in Buployment Act of 1967, Executive Order 11246 of the President of the Untied States,
Section 503 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 38 U.S.C. 2012 of the Vietnam Era Veterans

Readjustment Assistance Act of 1974, Bmployee Polygraph Protection Act, and any amendments
that may be made effective in said laws during the term of this agreement.

7. It is agreed and understood that the parties hereto and in the relationship
to each other of independent contractors and that the Contractor is contracting independently
of the Company and that the parties in no way stand in the relationship of master and
servant, principal and agent, or employer and employee. It is further understood and
agreed that excepting as herein provided, the Contractor shall be and remain free from

the direction and control of the Cowpany in all particulars in the performance of this
agreement.

8. The Contractor agrees to furnish all labor, supplies and equipment necessary
to the performance of this agreement.
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9, The Contractor agrees to comply w1th all State and Federal Laws and U.S. Forest
Service Rules, including but not limited to those governing hauling, load limits, safety
and comparable laws and rules. .. . .

10. The Contractor agrees to carry on his activities under this contract in a
safe .and/or legal manner so as not to endanger the person or property of the Oompany
or it's employees, agents or other contractors.

[

11. It is specifically understood that the Contractor shall secure and keep in
effect during the term of this contract and any period by which said contract may be
extended, a policy or policies of public liabjlity insurance sufficient to satisfy
any and all possible claims for personal injuries or property damage arising from or
as a result of the conduct of his operations under this contract, Evidence of this
insurance must be filed with the company. )

12. Contractor further agrees to hold the Company forever free and harmless from
any and all claims, debts, or charges arising out of or as’a result of the conduct
of his operations in the performance of this contract:

13. It is further agreed that neither this contract nhor any interest herein can
be assigned by the Contractor, without the consent, in writing of the Company.

14. The contract cannot be altered, modified or deviated from, unless such altera-
tions, modification or deviation shall be in writing and signed by the parties hereto.

15, This contract shall extend to and by binding upon and inure to the benefit
of the Contractor, his heirs and personal representatives, and the Company, it's succes-
sors and assigns. )

16. It is understood and agreed that this contract is not serverable and that
time is of the essence of the performance, and that, in the event the parties hereto
shall fail to perform this contract, or any part thereof, at the time and in the manner
specified except for a strike, riot, civil cammotion, war,.whether declared or not,
or Act of God, either party may, at its option, with five (5) days written notice upon
the other terminate this contract and either party shall have no further rights or -
interest under this contract. It is further understood and agreed that the waiver’
of cne or more defaults shall not constitute or be construed as a waiver of subsequent
defaults or an alteration of this contract or of the right of the Company to in51st
upon strict compliance of the term hereof.

17. This agreement shall remain in full force and effect to and including
June 1 , 1991 , unless breached prior thereof and notice of termination
is delivered in writing to the other party. This agreement may be continued for specific

limited periods of time by endorsement herein so specifying such continuance, signed
by each party hereto.

18. The log hauler and his employees will operate at all times in accordance with

Best Management Practices as adopted by the Montana State Environmental Quality Council
in January, 1989. .

IN WITNESS WHEREOF: The parties hereto have duly executed this contract, the day and
year hereinabove written.

[ '

WITNESSES:

‘¢ontractor “

F.H. Stoltze Land & Lumber Company
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WITNESS STATEMENT

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

pated this G| day of _Marc N , 1991.

Name: _Veannette Haln

nddress: |85 (Camemp DR . R (D "Brzarmon MT.
54115

Telephone Number: 4olo- IR-TA10

Representing whom?

?o&% Rahan " TroeK r\a

Appearing on which proposal?

HA 19

Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? ES
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We the following individuals protest the intended passage of Montana douse of Representa- ]2?

tives Bill #192 in the 1991 session of the hemse, for the following reasons:
' Senate. ? SEVATE Hiiay
ZQL 1. It flys in the face of free enterprise. FXHIAT . _

a. The operator would not be able to negotiate a favorable rate baggﬁ___*jiﬂéz 1)

seasonal hauling problems or other variables.
9P pliL Noaﬁdﬁ—ljzfd-

b. Would greatly increase the operators' administrative cost.

c. Would encourage the State to set maximum driving hours even though the
industry has displayed a good safety record in the past.

d. Would encourage the State to require cargo insurance which has never been
demonstrated to be necessary for such low value cargoes as logs.

e. HWould cause delays and result in lost operating days for the operator.

f. Would protect the inefficient operators overtime at the expense of the
efficient operator. Good operators don't need subsidized regulation.

2. It will hurt the small one-and-two truck operators who are the backbone of
the log hauling industry in Montana.

3. It will encourage the mills to buy truck fleets, thus eliminating the indepen-
dent contractor,

4. It will further enlarge an already inflated state bureaucracy at the expense
of all Montana taxpayers.

In conclusion, the Tumber market determines what the mills can pay at any one time for

delivered logs, so that, if 1og hauling rates were too high, other phases of logging
would see price cuts. It just is not practical for a state bureaucracy to set rates.

(}4‘/’(%0‘97 ME )l e PHONE NUMBER 3 8 §. 6 7/
' Lofluson, Musnale, _5¥9-2039

) ot IR0 fruch, \Q,jmt $21-4784
& ;.‘ Aoy (1. | .’ % < B2l- 4439
i

43

B Nblo Box 676 Dirke 82)-3432
oy AL By 557 404l ngﬂmﬁ 547-350¢
bex_ o2&/ ﬁw«;ﬂ;w(/; 2663382
4 25~ Gl 263-Y350
f " ./IM 55 4 SO Liseae PSRl ZFE 7

G Bes o) Bz oman SE7-53 &

. "m fobt GRSl ey Sy 5055

A-p_, » 70 e /S U Lozeme~ N&5S -FEL3
L/”AAL e SIS Oilos febooee  lra3 etz
ﬁ( u/ By 73 wiA Su/‘/uf‘ ¥t s 5YP-3¥%F
)rmé)m/w\ ﬁcy /Y Tornae.] ALb - 3806
' | ' o 33 (,45%,&&.35 . 3975770
e LR fol 7552775
m 752-3211
Bk etz tu?z«q 4436222

ohur S</7 s?vo

C3 - 3¢%u
/SV"/’ 6/9 ‘1/ S

~—

.\/Z’/fi///iq Yy // /71/{ o /'}./;/(’




SENATE HIGHwaYS H

EXH BiT mo._\L__

DATE ~~ —_

WITNESS STATEMENT mum&f;

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this _9/ day of JNare po , 1991.

Name: //Zappya( }f/’—:bggg¢4@¢4/637A4u0&g

Address:___ 33 /ot /// ot ”O/'*///
ﬂw%m foxllo 1/~

Telephone Number: & £ /- 4;,56

Representing whom?
W" Aecrvier— //)QMJZ?U Wﬁéz 7)%,%(14/

Appearing on whlch proposal?

B 73
Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? Y
Comments:
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WITNESS STATEMENT B N0 3 /9 2

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this 2| day of __ Mucl , 1991.
Name: QA/\/ AATENNERY o pof A Iose 77»:@4;.@/0,
Address: A oK Y T s Sa%73

Telephone Number: 4[2-7 ~ Y76¢
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.o, the undersigned. understand that House Bill 192 is important for
The economic viability of the leog trucking industry.

e
Wwa stirongiy support this Dill and sncowrage vour support also.
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We the undersidc support the Housebill 192
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We thc underside support the Houschill $#192
for requlation of Log truckers and for the
welfare of ourx jobs..
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We, the undersigned, residing in or around FLATHEAD COUNTY, hereby request your SUPPORT
for HOUSE BILL 192. We understand the importance of this bill for the ecaonamic

viability of the log TRUCKING industry, and thereby request YOUR SUPPORT also.
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WITNESS STATEMENT

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this 2 I day of MARC H- , 1991,

Name:_LeRgy (\,«\I;QTW{‘?Q;«&O“N

Address: 3@60 S ) G/
MiSSevery . MinT™

Telephone Number: ‘7‘66‘-599 - R(Q 3 g

Representing whom°

Csitefllsne e (3 oomdos oy )

Appearing on éhlch proposal?

HB 19>

Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? L—"

Comments:

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY



WITNESS STATEMENT

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this :Ll day of A[ﬂgﬂgé7 , 1991.
7

Name: @AA/ /(/JldH'A’Av,QE/‘\DI
Address: 671 Nl 7‘[(&"1‘;”%‘7" =/ /\ ;7

Telephone Number: J§2 7~ L//7é;,f7/
Representing whom?

MoKt pas i Tk 5""‘”}

S

- Appearing on which proposal?

/T2

Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? /x\\

Comments:

thfg Qﬁh%a75y’

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY



WITNESS STATEMENT

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this 2/ day of e o , 1991.

Name: L, /e A ppp ey

Address: S5 et Farans &/

C\/
Telephone Number: 2.2/ -3 55 7
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Comments:

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY
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To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this J / day of ’ﬂ7,4fg A , 1991.
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Representing whom?
~JS
Se /A

Appearing on which proposal?

4B /72
Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose?:é

Comments:

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY



WITNESS STATEMENT
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their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this _J\ day of TV\X!AJLQ\ , 1991,
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Telephone Number: ) K&\- L—l:?X =+
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Comments:
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their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this H dayof _MNARC 4 , 1991,

Name: 4 z ‘ E 6 a [1 7
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. 3

-
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TYHIS it d FoRckE 1k To /A ¢y TFreekS
/- Z . Y.
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o o Z f <« PentT /1E
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PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY
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To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this 2 \ day of pwqfél, , 1991.
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Address: /3¢ R ol man AP igw-llg f!.jt M’)"f/ 5;17/1/
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Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? L

Comments:

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY



WITNESS STATEMENT

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this _J\ day of nygnz@\ , 1991.
Name: jp A r\ne‘ﬁi Hcl\(\f\
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Representing whom? ‘
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Appearing on which proposal?'
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Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? ><
Comments:

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY



WITNESS STATEMENT

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this ':L) day of CZUZCZQQ;¢4/ , 1991,
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Comments:
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To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this ) / day of D ARCLE , 1991.
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Address: g 7// beo ~g
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Representing whom?
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A3 LT A
Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? 2§

Comments:

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY



WITNESS STATEMENT

To be completed by a person testifying or a person who wants
their testimony entered into the record.

Dated this .J/ day of [z 4/P<é/ , 1991,
Name : é?)a/// C?E?«ﬁ C;A;9@7

, _ ]
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HEBE /7
Do you: Support? Amend? Oppose? ><

Comments:

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY
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DATE:

HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION

3-2/-91

VISITOR'S REGISTER

75
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