
MINUTES 

MONTANA SENATE 
52nd LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION 

COMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS & TRANSPORTATION 

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 =or testimony on House Bill 192. 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, isa locomotive engineer and is also 
=ep=eser.tir.g t~e ~=ot~e=~ood 0= ~oco~otive Er.gir.ee=s, 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 KEIM, 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 . 
Blossbercr near Austin he witnessed a bus crossincr 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 ?=om Committee 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 
somet:mes 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 
192 which makes a policy decision on the pare 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 exe~pt from the 
PSC regulation for transportation in Montana. In this bill, it 
is proposed to change that eA~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 
a~~ O~ego~, have eco~omic ~egu:atic~. !~aho is p~ese~tly 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 is 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 is compounded on 
the basis of the shipper having control over those who haul logs. 
Repr~sentative 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 ~ast 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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Eureka, Montana, testified in favor HB 192. 

Eureka, Montana, testified in support of HB 
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. In 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 suooort 
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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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 the~e we~e pecp~e =c~ ~t a~d the~e we=e pecple who we=e 
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 
wil: be many ove=weight 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. 

R:CF~~D COVERJELL, 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. 

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 EXHIBIT 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. lie 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 payme~t will be. In 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 logge~s 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 
Chaillpicn iu Missoula has contracts, ~oweve~ i~ ~i=by 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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SENATE H~GHWAYS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
March 21, 1991 

Page 10 of 12 

SENA~OR NOBLE asked George Wilson about the Polson area. 

GEORGE WILSON, Thompson Fa~ls, stated he hauls in Polson and 
Libby un~er con~ract with Champion. He stated that he also hires 
o~~er ~ruckers an~ they get the same rate from Champion. 

SENATOR NOBLE asked Representative Wanzenried about the 
J..,a;~,.. ,..::I .. ;;:,f=l-Q,..::I 
----~:i --------

REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIED stated that he did not attend, nor 
was Wayne 3u~t there because there was a letter sent out asking 
people to respond if they wished the PSC to be there. No one did 
that. ~e sta~ed that Representative Stang and Representative 
El~iot were at that meeting. T~ere was subtle intimidation 
regarding the regulation. 

SENATOR NOBLE asked if anyone from Southwestern Montana 
attended the meeting. 

REPRESEN~AT:VE WANZENRIED s~a~ed that ~hey had three 
meetings prior to the legislative meeting in January. The 
meetings took place in Kalispell, ~issou:a and Bozeman. It was 
very clear that there was a divided attitude about regulating. 
He stated that he feels this bill will establish a fair rate. 

SENATOR HARP asked about the two suggestions as far as the 
State having contracts and about the idea of public disclosure. 

REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIED stated that wit~ regard to the 
responses to the suggestions, it 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. 

T""'I~'r'Oo..,.....T"'t_T"'t'\"'I"T'1'1'11~~"'''T'''t ... .,.'I'II'.,. .... ~,.,...,.....~ .............. _J..._L._..:::I l...'.-_.L.. ____ .t.._.__ ...... ___ !.:J 
!:\~=-.:'\.":".:J-="_"_.l""1 __ Vi:.. r'''IM ... \.L..:.._'',t( .. _::..-.I ~ __ a_c! _ __ .:.c_ '1C:::J __ :.Joc • .c..c :::>a.~'-

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 HARP asked if someone from Plum Creek would resDond 
to a question. He asked if he has contracts with the haulers. 

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

SENATOR SARP asked if in Columbia Falls if they have 
contracts. 
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JOHN M~RCEAU said t~ey do not. O~ occasion they have made a 
separate contract. T~o primary reason for have two contracts is 
because if 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 decked properly or the limbs 
are ~ot 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. 

SS~A~OR FARR=:: aske~ ~cw ~a~y 
asked for a fuel surc~arge. 

'-,-,......!-
-'-'~'~- .. '=' ---1----"---c: ,-_" ... __ C,' _ _ ....;~_ last yea: 

JOEN M..P.HCEAU said t~at there was an ad:ustment made to all 
contractors. 

SENATOR FARRE:: asked if it was nassed onto the truckers. 

JOHN MARCEAU stated ~e could not answer that. 

SE~ATOH ~VE~T asked about t~e process of t~e logging 
contractor and about Belgrade. 

JOHN MARCEAU stated t~ey do ~ot ~ave t~e problem that they 
~ave in Northwestern Montana. 

SENATOR TVEIT asked Lyle Do~y whac che problem is, if it is 
L _ __ 

:! __ 1-_ .L...' __ ., _____ J... __ 

_v.:..:.\-;' ~_'= _\...I __ .:.e _'-'W _ a ..... C."::l. 

LY:E DOTY stated that there is always an excuse why they can 
not be told the haul rate. Sometimes they do not know what they 
will get for a haul rate for 30 to 120 days later. 

SENATOH FARHE:: asked how t~ev establish the haul rate 
before knowing what the trucks are willing to haul for. 

JOHN MARCEAU stated they have an analysis based on the Plum 
Creek formula. There is a process where they calculate cost on 
t~e basis of t~e road condition. It is based on what they will 
be able to get their logs hauled for. Several years ago the 
truckers and the mills got toget~er and came up with a formula. 

SENA~OR FARRS:: asked Mr. C~ristofferson if he is asked when 
getti~g a contract what your rates are before they bid. 
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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 
., n .n'.;::-:~ 2~~ :~.:..s :s "·,"~e~ :~~ :.~:"~l":2.=. :~ '..:se~. }~_!:.y :~c:"e=ses 2.:-e 
included at that time. He stated the only time 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 need Class E authority. 

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

ss~~p.~r::,:;?_ ~ARE:U::::~ 2.3~{ec. :: 2. :=; :.:~..:c::( c.'~::'.?S c:-'.. :'::e ~:g::~ilay 
and a highway patrolmen is called in, they in turn ask another 
trucker :0 get them off the road. What happens in an emergency 
situation when this trucker does not have a contract or rate. 

REPRESENTAT:VE WANZENRIE~ stated that if a self hauler is 
called UD and he has a ?ublished tariff, that is what the hauler 
will get from the point of pickup to the Doint of the drop off. 

Closing by SDonsor: 

REPRESENTATIVE DAVID WANZENRIED closed the hearing on HB 
192. He stated that HB 192 allows for contracts. Regarding the 
fuel surcharge, the mills stated they did not receive that 
adjustment. ~£ HB 192 passes the trucks coming in from Idaho 
~i:: have to have authority to operate in Montana. The log 
~""'~'_' __ """ _ ____ ,_.L.. __ __ "' __ "-:_~_' •• "-_ .&-\... __ !.,,_ .... _ .1-_" .. _\...._ ... J- .a...\... _ 
__ _ '- ........ c_ ~ \...0. __ ...... v'- ":'--.J "-'-' __ CI".... __ vc-.1 .... v __ lC ..... ___ ~ ,-v ..... 0._''''' 0.""''-''\..4 ..... "","'.l.e 

rates. The mills do not encourage the haulers 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 ~ntil October 1 will receive that 
certificate to o?erate. There will not be a significant increase 
in ?a?er wor~, anyone in business already keeps good records and 
those records will be the basis for reporting. The bill provides 
foundation in this state for establishing rates being charged to 
haul from ?oint to ?oint. He stated that House Bill 236 
addresses nUDber of hours being driven, safety requirements, or 
?hysicals, HB 192 does not inc:ude this. 

U",=C'??2.92..SM2. 
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REPRESENTATIVE WANZENRIE~ stated that the Flathead area is 
not the only one having these p~oblems. Other states have had 
this problem, Idaho is one of them. He submitted petitions in 
support of HB 192. (SEE EXHIBIT 22.) 

ADJOURN~.ENT 

Adjournment At: 6:45 p.m. 

PAT BENNETT, Secretary 

CW/pb 

;' 
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Testimony of Richard A. Flink in support of Bouse Bill 133 
238 Lupfer Ave. 
Whitefish, KT. 59937 
(406)862-4547 

Montana Operation Lifesaver Chairman/Coordinator 
Kember of National Operation Lifesaver Inc. 1992 Bational Sympo
sium Planning Boar~. 
Recently nominated to National Operation Lifesaver Program Devel
opment Council. 
Lucomotive Engineer for Burlington Northern Railroad. 
Montana Resident and Parent. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee: 
My name is Richard A. Flink and I live in Whitefish MT. I am 

the Xuntana Operation Lifesaver Chairman and Coordinator, A newly 
appointed member of the National Operation Lifesaver Inc 1992 
Natiunal Symposium Planning Board. I was just recently nominated 
to the National Operation Lifesaver Program Development Council. 
I WOlK as a full time Lucomotive Engineer for the Burlington 
Northern Railroad. and I am a long time resident and parent of the 
state uf Montana. I am here today to speak as a proponent for 
HOUSE~ Bi 11 133. 

First of all, for those members of the Committee who are not 
familiar with the Operation Lifesaver Program, I'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 
Coal it l()tI made up of volunteer"s from State and Federal Government 
agencies, dlfferent highway safety groups, all the Railroads 
which upelatn ill t.hE~ stutE) of Montana and several other individu
als 3~d g!U~FS ~ith an inter"~st in the elimlImtion of collisions 
at. highway/r'a i lroad CI"IJssi ugs. Operation Lifesaver is in the 
process of accumplishing this through what we call the 3 E's, 
Education, Engineer"iug, and Enforcement. We are also concerned 
with seeing that olltdat(.~d and unclear laws are changed and/or 
repealed. We also are interested in the passage of new and better 
laws designed with the safety and protection of the citizens of 
the state o:f Kontana in mlnd. The bill in question today, House 
Bill 133 is designed to upgrade and clarify an existing law. As a 
member" of the Oper"ation Ltfesaver Coalition; I make educational 
presf.!utations to a wide variety of groups and organizations. One 
the groups tbat I have 11 lut of contact with is the School Bus 
Dr ivar's in our state. Inevi tablythe topic of discussion after my 
fUI'mal pr"esen-tation to these drivers is, what just exactly the 
cur ren t law means. There i!3 maj or 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 Ule? express purpose of explaining what the laws says. There 
1s a SI"ea t dea 1 of cunfusion as where and when school buses must 
stop at highway/railroad crossings. House Bill 133 is designed to 
stop this cunfusion. 



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 o.f all, is the provision that exempts school buses from 
stopping at railroad crossings where a traffic control signal 
governs movemf~nt 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 cross1.ng signal not flashing indicates ttproceed." By 
definition under federal regulations, 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" is because of the possibility, however remote, of the 
fai 1 ure of one o:f 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 
I, Paragraph C where it exempts buses from stopping at the 
"street railway grade crossing." A street railway is a trolley 
car line, but w{~ find that thls section is being misinterpreted 
to mean a place where a street crosses 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 beiIlg 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. We have a 
saying on the railroad concerning the possible collisions we can 
encounter at high~my/railroad crossings. That saying is: " If I 
hit a gasoline or a propnne truck I will never live long enough 
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 I was promoted to a Locomotive 
Engineer 11 years ago, I have had 3 very close calls with School 
Buses no·t stopping at railroad crossings, and 2 extremely close 
calls with propane trucks again not stopping at railroad cross
ings. I cannot begin to explain to you the nightmares I get 
associated. with the Gu11ision5 and. near misses I've had. I just 
hope you never will have to experience anything similar. This 
b:l.ll would be a major step towards stoppin.g near misses and 
collisions at Highway/railroad crossings in Jlontana. 

Finally I am concerned with the passage of House Bill 133 as 
a Mon tana resid(~Ilt and parent. As a resident I am concerned with 
what would bappen to my family. property, and community if a 
train were to have a collision with a Hazardous Xaterial 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 alwodys major destruction involved with such 
collisions, 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 have heard there is an objection to the passage of 
this bill because some Transportation Companies will have to add 
10 or 15 minutes to their schedules, and will have to pay more to 
their drivE~rs. I would like to know what is~'(5'ost of our chil
dren's safety. Also I have heard some people would not like to 
see this bill passed because there would be an increase in tt rear 
end collisions" with School buses at railroad crossings. First of 
all, if I were a betting man, I probably could have won my next 
months wages in bets with people who knew that all School Buses 
have to stop at railroad crossings in Xontana. People in Xontana 
think now that these buses have to stop and look out for them. 
Also, there is a pamphlet out called ttA Kontana School Bus - The 
Safest Vehicle on America's Roads." I believe they are. But think 
of the damage an automohile 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 cross 
highway/railroad crossings without stopping. Those two states are 
Wisconsin and Montana. Wisconsin is in the process of changing 
their law. 

JItr. Chairman and members of the committee please for the 
protection of the youth and the people of Kontana, send this 
bill, House Bill 133 to the floor of the Senate with the highest 
DO PASS RECOKKENDATION thut is possible. Thank you for your time 
and your highest consideration of House Bill 133. 
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I BRIEFLY 
Train strikes school 
bus, killing two 

MILTONA, Minn. (AI')-A 
freight train struck a school bus 
today in this west-rentral Min
nesota town, killing at least two 
and injuring more than 20, 
authorities said. 

jan Yere, 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 am. in Miltona, 
about 10 miles north of Alexan
dria, the Douglas County Sher
iffs 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-

I grade students. 



Eagle Bend. Minnesota. News Herald - November 21. 1990 

)us-train accident reconstructed 
. by Ernie Silbernagel hospitalized in fair condltiun Oil 

Ilia A fatal train and school bu~ Monday. 
accident at the Soo Line crossing In More than 25 witnesses o! the 
Miltona drew the attentlon of accident told authorities that the dnver 
investigators from the state. railroad. did not stOP at the railroad crossing. 

I~ and National Transportation Saft:ty A 500 Line official said the ent!in~er 
1M Board. The driver of the schl'Ol bus. saw the bus approach the crossing as 

Fred Beman. 66. and 9·vear·old if it was stopping. but the bus '"drifted 
Kristian Rindahl of CJrlos w~re klllc:d on to the tracKs.'" The north bound 
instantlv in the Fridav mornIng train struck the west bound srub nose 

i.. accident. Rindahl "';as beIng bus on the right front. ' ... ·Lere the 
!!3nsooned to the Zion Lu ther:!n driver was situng. The impact spun 
School •• md the other sluaents on me the bus around and bro"e a po ... u 
bus were high school and JUOlor hlgn line pole. Six students were reported 

III! students in Alexandria. thrown from the bus. Beman has 
The accident occurred about 7:20 driven school bus for ten ye:.~s. 

a.m. Friday mormng after the bus 11 was just two years ago on 
dropped off srudems at the Miltoli,\ December 5. 1988 that Vicki Coyer 
Elementary School. About two blocks and her parents Myra and Lester were 

iii from the school. the bus with 22 killed at the same crossIng. Five 
srudents. was struck by the tr:.un. All deaths in less than two years has 
were taken to the Dougla~ Cuunty renewed the cry for flashIng lights 
Hospital where 14 students were and stop arms at the crossIng. Aftt:r 
treated and released. and ~even were the aCCIdent in 1988. the Minnesot:J 
kept 10 the hosplwl. unt: ut WlllLn was Department of Transportation 
serlouslv In!ur~rt and req;l\r':u (MNDOT) determIned that the 
e~tenSlvc: ~urgt:ry. .L.t: em":lr.c:::; ~lilton:J crOSSIng dId nut ::eed Jr.\' 

; \ more markings than the SlOp sign and 
markers that are there. One Suo line 

.~ .. ~ official remJrked that It is a Wide open 
:::::::: - crossIng if dnvers would unly StOP 

• -- \ . :::::::;u= and look before crosstng. Thc:re are :lll _-==f~o_ur scheduled traIns. and there could 

6001~·-·~- . 

Officia Is cast lon~ shadows as they p hotol!raphed the reconstruction or the school 
. us and train accident that killed a student and driver last Friday in Miltona. 

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

Early Sarurday mornIng officials 
gathered in Miltona to reconstruct the 
accident at the same time of day. They 
drove a bus down the street and a 
train down the tracks at 7:20 to try to 
aeterITu"e ;.,hy ~:...: ::i',·~:- :::i::'~ s~'_'~ 
A 500 Line official that rode In the 

bus as it approached the tracks said 
the large mirror on the bus obstructed 
the drivers vIew of the tram Jllul the 
bus was one to two bus lengthS from 
the traclc. During the second run by 
the bus and tr.1in. the people riding in 
the bus did not hear the train whistle 
over their own conversation and the 
radio playing. 

After the trial runs. investigators 
put the bus from the accident on the 
tracks with the train. and examined 
the points of impact. Every Jspect of 
the collision was photographed and 
filmed. Afterward the investigators 
met at the Miltona city hall to discuss 
their observatIons. Thev were 
scheduled to meet again on Tuesday. 

SCHOOL DIST. 206 

1+131.33 

~ort Wayne. Indiana. News-Sentinel 
Mobile. Alabama. Register - November 27 

December: 19. 1990 

1. rain crashes into grain truck 
:~Poneto man survived n train·truck crru;h vesterdav in WeU~ 
County. Police say Lee Sills .Jr .• 0;;. was driving u cram truck Oil 

~ eils County R.nnd lOOW. near County Koud HOOS. at fUll a.m. 
"len It wru; struck bva Norfolk ~()uthem. Irei!!ht train. Sub. whl' 
is bein2 treated tor n hroken leg. hrul.c;ed Shoulder and CULt; to hL-
head. said he did not see or hear the approaciung tram when hI' 

JPped at the crossing just before he drove into the trains path. ... 

Truck hits train at Docks entrance 
A truck collided with a train Monday at about 9 a.m. at Tele

graph and DeaJde roads at the rear entrance to the Alabama 
State Docks. . 

A Mobile Pollee Department spokesman saId. there ~ere n? 
injuries. The truck and Burlington·Northern tram receIved mI-
nor damage. he said. . . 

The driver of the truck. Russell D. King. 27. of ThompsonVIlle, 
III .. apparently did not see the train and ran into it. the spokes
man said. 

The truck is owned by Micow of Des Moines. Iowa . 
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:Flaming gasoline spews from truck hit . 
~r.:.~ by tI~ln 

CHESAPEAKE - Thousands of gal
lons of burning gasoline spewed across 
a South Norfolk railroad crossing Fri
day afternoon when a train struck a 
tanker truck.. 

The elCtllosion and fire melted the 
_ tanker truck and briefly knocked out 
power to more than 500 customers. 

The truck had filled up minutes be
fore with 3.000 gallons of gasoline at a 
Texaco fuel storage complex at the end 
of Rosemont Avenue, tire officials said. 
It was traveling north across rnilroad 
tracks inside the complex about 3:15 
p.m. when a Norfolk Southern train. 
traveling east. rammed the tank. 

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

The train's brakemnn. Ernest Pick
ett, was in serious condition fonday 
evening at Sentara Norfolk General 
Hospital with third-degree burns on his 
back. chest and anns. 

The truck driver. 1Y!'One Wisher of 

Portsmouth. and the train's engineer. 
EA White, were treated for minor 
burns and released. 

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

Rescuers had difBculty getting to 
WlSher, who lay with t.."le c.~ c..'las
sis of his trua on the north side of the 
train. Orfield. said. 

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

Pkase see TANKER, Page B3 
dikes surrounding the tanks held 
bact the spilled fuel, Offield said 
No one had to be evacuated. 

The fire burned for more than 
30 minutes IDd knocked out pow
er to 500 homes aud 20 businesses 

" You think it's hot now, you should have been here when it 

first staned. You could feel the heat way over here. " 
Jerel Haney, resident of the 700 block 01 SInk st. 

when burning utility poles col
lapsed. Virginia Power crews re
stored service to aU but the Tex
aco facility within three hours. 

Some neighbors across from 
the storage facility said they had 
nut Cor cover when the accident 
happened. thinking that the huge 
tanks hWldreds of feet away were 
exploding. F1ames leapt above the 
storage facility's fence, they said. 

As the fire died down. manv 
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 JereU Harvey, 

who lives nearlly in the 700 block 
of Bank Sl 

"You could feel the heat way 
over here." 

Alton Wilson of the 800 block of 
Bannister Sl said he heard three 
rapid explosions 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 Fridav af
ternoon and kept neighbors' and 
media away from the still-smol
dering wreckage of the tanker 
truck. 

In Memoriam 
Roanoke, Virginia. Times & Wotld-News 

July 17, 1990 
PICKETJ'. EARNEST c.. JIl. tile Uatted TrusportatiOD UatOD. 

VIRGINIA BEACH - Earaest Sm,i,OH iDd1lde his wife. ADD M. 
Clauoe Piaea. Jr .. ap S •• a c:oodQc- Pickett; his mather. !..eet:a !be 
tor for Norfolk Soather:s R.J.1lroad Hawke P!c:btt. Sapr GI"O'n!: two 
Co .. died July It. 19to ill a Norfolk. siaten, Ruth MeVeben, Marton; 
VL bOlpitaL Mr. Pickett died from Bread. Myers. Dale.we; foar 
iDj1Irtes be reeetftd wIleD • Norfolk brotben. Paal Ptekett, Iadepea-
Soatbem traiIl be wu wortiDl OD deDc:e: DeaD Pickett. Supr Grote; 
collIded with a gas tnx:k Jaue %t at. ReT. James Plcltett, Hot S~ 
guoliDe balk plant ill ChelapeaJte, Daa Pickett. HlIDteilttUe. N.C. T1Ie 
V L He 11. Dative Smytb Coaaty, VL faaera1 wtU be eoadaeted 'l"IIeIday, 
and wu employed wttb the railroad July 17 at 10:00 a.m. at Kellam h-
for 37 yean. He wu • member of aera1 Bame. VIqiaia BeIda b1 tile 
Carmi BapUat Claareh ill Supr RaY. WUlard a-ty. Bartal wtll be ill 
Grewe. VL Be wu aJIo. member of R.ewood Memorial Part. 
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:!R CHAIRHAN. HEllEBSRS DE THE COHHITTEE. I 30m Donna Hall of 
Hall Transi~ Co. We own and ooerate the school buses in 
Helena and Gre30t Falls. Thank-you for your time. 

I am here today in support of House Bill 133. 

As a school bus contractor, we feel very 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 thlS re-
sUltlng ln contuslon among our drlvers. Every DUS ~rlve£ 
should know exactly what is expected of him or her. 

Our involvement with "Operacion Lifesaver" was the coordina
tion and donation of the school bus used in the train-bus 
crash demonstration conducted in Great Falls on April 24, 
1990. We required that all our drivers attend and I know 
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 frightening 
thing we've ever experienced. It proved to us all one impor
tant fact "Trains can't Stop" and it was nearly 500 feet 
before it did. What a horrible thought that it could have 
b~~n loaded wi~h childr~~! 

I feel that the importance of school buses stopping, looking 
and listening at every 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 expe
rience every year. These precau~i0ns are not required at 
this time. 

In conclusion, I would like to see the law 
the drivers clear understanding of their 
~hich is the safe transportation of Montanas 
cargo, our children. 

Thank you. 
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HOUSE BILL 133 
TESTIEONY 

~e£o~e t~e 3eilate CCffi~itt~e 0~ ~ig~~aY3 a~~ ~~a~~~c~tat~:~ 

by Ron Wenger, Transit Manager, City of Blllings, 
President, Hontana Transit A.ssociatic.'l1 

House Bill 133, in its current form, will have serious 
negative impact on our Clty's MET Transit System. Fourteen (14) 
of our severn::eel1 (17) routes currently cross rail~-oad tracks. 
Indeed, one route crosse~ eight individual tracks, six of WhlCh 
recelve very llttle usage. To require this bus to stop elght 
individual time::.; will. in all lik~lihood, regtllre us to shorten 
the route; thus, reducing serVlce to the area. Other routes may 
a~so need to be shor~eiled, therejy lowering SErV~C2 le~e:s 
throughout the City. 

I am unaware of any accident data that would suggest there is 
a particular accident problem which would warrant requiring our 
buses to stop at crosslngs withln the Billings urban area. Indeed, 
I can find no recorded accidents involving a bus type of vehicle 
in the past t~enty years. In fact, I would suspect that followiug 
implementation of this blll, we would see a slgnificant increase 
in rear end accidents at railroad crossin~s. In particular, there 
are areas of 35 m.p.h. speed !imits where tracks exist which are 
used very slightly I ii: at all, \IIJllere OU1' buse:.:; would be required 
to stop in the middle of a traffic lane. 

I would respectively submit that the provlsion for street
railway grade crossings III business or residential Gistricts b~ 

reintroduced for urbanlzed areas, or at the very least, recognlze 
rallroad grade crossing si~nals as 0dequa~e for trd~~ic c0nt~o: ~~ 
an urbanized area. 

On behalf of the City of Billings' '·wiation/Transi t 
Department, Transit Division, and the Montana Transit Association, 
we respectfully urge your inclusion of this type of language into 
::O'.l s e :s i 11 133. 



M
IL

L
 

C
u

rr
e

n
t 

1.
 L

o
g

s
 e

x
e

m
p

tj
ro

m
 

M
o

to
r 

C
a

rr
ie

r A
c
t 

2
. 

W
ri

tt
e

n
 c

o
n

tr
a

ct
s 

o
p

ti
o

n
a

l 

C
O

N
T

R
A

C
T

 
L

O
G

G
IN

G
 

C
O

N
T

R
A

C
T

O
R

 

IH
R

E
L

O
G

 
H

A
U

L
E

R
 

L
O

G
S

 T
R

A
N

S
P

O
R

T
E

D
 



, .'" 
~ .\'". .: 

Date Submitted: 3/21/91 ~\l\' NO 
HB 192 
Ben Havdahl, MMCA, Senate Highways and Transportation Committee 

Mr. Chairman ..... Members of the Committ~e,~ .. Bor 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 logs 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 
committee. 

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 maj or mode of Montana freight transport. 

The role 'of state government, through the Public Service Commission, 
has been to regulate freight common carnage 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 bet\veen economic regulation and safe eqUipment. 

Experience vlith limited deregulation 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 protections. 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 
J._~--~ort"J.:on 0+ 1",....S 'h-- +r"'c'p u.a.J..I.':;'iJ .I. a.l.J. J. J. J.U5 UJ u. u. A. 

14 states regulate log hauling by motor carriers from the forest to the 
mill andj 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 \'li11 fall into a regulatory abyss from \vhich 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 tariffs rules, two pages of rate sheets, and a 
Memorandum explaining the details of how a tariff is generally established. 
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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 both carriers and shippers. The process 
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 COMMODITIES TRANSPORTED BY MOTOR CARRIAGE 
WITHIN MONTANA UNDER 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 Roofmg 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 

MEMORANDUM TO: MONTANA SENATE COlVlMITfEE ON HIGHWAYS AND 
TRA...l\TSPORT ATION 

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 data is assembled to determine costs and rates, including: 
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 profit factor is also 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~tW 
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TEN REASONS TO SUPPORT HB 192--- ECONOMIC REGULATION 
OF INTRASTATE MOTOR CARRIAGE OF LOGS IN MONTANA. 

(1) The mil!s 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 passed the House 60-40. 

(2) Log Contractors who own trucks and log truckers with mill 
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 transportation services, find at times, the rates 
paid to them to be unfair. inconsistent. arbitrary and sub-standard for 
the service.Current· arranl:ements are on a take-or-Ieave-it basis. 

(4) HB 192 amends the Motor Carrier Act to include logs as a reguiated 
commodity, allowing compensatory rates to be established, either as' an individual 
carrier or as a group and I:rants immunity from anti-trust prosecution. 

(5) House bill 192 establishes a special class of carriers. Class: E. to 
transport 10l:s in the state either under a written contract or as a common carrier. 

(6) 'Hou~e Bill192 would require written contracts as one option for . '.C' •• " 

transportation of 10l:s 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 including costs for cutting 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 logtrucker.)" ':" ~t·. ' •. 

• I - - ~.- '.- ,' •. - •. " ,.,.. ,.~" .- ...... ~, ••• _.~,_.;._ ..... _.~." .. " .... ~._ ••• _,." ..... , ...... _ ..... :; ....... ~ • .:;, ...... ",,,,,~.~ .;.,.""'.~._.~<', ........ I...:..-,' .. .;;{_."_,.~, ... ci...,.".,,,, ••. ~ ..... ,,.t .... , ..... ,,, .- -

, ,,< <'(10)..' .' , 'mtll and/or .. ' 
'storage to mill.'·: Montana and 15 Stat~s'regulate\vood chip haulin'g.::~Why not logs? 

. '·".i~~;~'·:,,:::,;i, ' . " ';):,';=~~§;,~1J:~'- , , ,'2 ' 
::.. .. . " 
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'o , Continued from Page 1 

But Brady says small haulers are 
being forced out of business anyway,l 
and must take a chance with 
government regulations. 

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

Brady said this bill was 
sawmills," Anderson said. introduced into the 1989 Legislature, 

The size of his operation gives and Highway and Transportation I 
him an edge in underbidding other Committee Chairman Barry Stang, 
haulers, an edge he's not eager to D-St. Regis, said "he didn't see a 
lose, he said. need for rules and regulations to 

Haulers who are not logging work the matter out." Brady said I" 
contractors, thus not entitled to a Don Allen, president of the Montana 
contract with me mill, fear being Wood P!'oducts Association, which 
squeezed out of business by firms represents the mill owners, offered to 
such as Sherm Anderson's. "sit down as gentlemen to work out I' 

But Anderson said they are more differences". But these talks were 
likely to be squeezed out by the unproductive, leaving log haulers no 
proposed bill. He said if this bill ! rec~urse but to return to the I" 
becomes law, inill owners will I legIslature. 
choose \WO or three shippers whose Allen said mill owners aren't 
size enables them to prosper at 90 involved in this year's controversy, 
percent of PSC scale, forcing small though they oppose wanzenried'sl';" 
local haulers out of work. _ bill. Allen said the controversy is" 

Large-scale operations could get "truckers versus truckers." 
around the bill by leasing their i On the other hand, Allen said hel:' 
trucks to the mill, Anderson added. If doesn't think the PSC "is in any 
the mill is using its own leased better position to set rates than can 
trucks, it is outside PSC jurisdiction be set in the free-market system." 
and not subject to the 90 percent But Brady said 10ggingi 
minimum haul rates. Or, he said, if ~ontracto~ have been "purposely put 
the PSC rate makes hauling too m the m1ddle between us and the 
profitable, "you can bet that the mills." 
loggers themselves are going to have Wanzenried agrees, saying thel 
their own trucks." mills set rates so low that logging 

I "There's no need to hire contractors must pass the loss on to 
somebody to do it if there's a lot of the haulers, or haul themselves for t 
money in it," he says. rate so low the haulers can' 

Brent Anderson, a logging compete. ' 
contractor from Lincoln, owns no "Don't kid yourself for a 
trucks. He hires haulers to freight moment," Wanzenried cautionedl 
l~gs to the mill. Be he said if the "The mills have taken advantage 0 

b1ll becomes law, he will buy a this because when they bid those 
tn~:::k to get PSC certification, if for jobs, they include transportation 
no other reason. Certification would costs in those bids. They knovl 
be harder to get later, Anderson said. informally how much they pay, an. 

"I'd have to go in and prove to it's well below what a fair rate would 
the commission that it was needed in be " 
my area and wasn't being taken care! . Wanzenried said as the bill il 
of," he said of the PSC certification j debated in the Legislature, "th 
process. Wood Products Association is going 

By buying a truck, Anderson said to be right in the middle of it, _~ 
he could haul his own logs as a guarantee you -- I know." 
private carrier outside PSC' Wanzenried said the bill i 
jurisdiction, and thus cash in on the : strictly an economic regulation. 
newly increased hauling profits. He Regulations concerning hours drivel 
said he agrees with Sherm Anderson and safety factors are not part of i 
that under the new bill, mills would,." . There is some added paperwork for 
for simplicity's sake by ~voiding • the haulers, he ~aid, but :'no morl" 
paperwork, do business w1th only __ than a good busmessman 1S alread 
two or three large-scale haulers. The doing." 
small operator would be forced out, If mills and logging contractors 
he said. "are in dire financial straitJ" 

~ Wanzenried said, it is because of 
"soft" market and a lack of tree. 
They won't go broke by paying 
haulers what they're worth, he said'I" 

"I just want to make sure th' 
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MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

MONT. P.S.c. NO.4 

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, 

AGENT 

LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO.3 
(CANCELS LIVESTOCK TARIFF No. I-B) 

SEE LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO.2 FOR PARTICIPATING CARRIERS 

ISSUED: 

NAMING 

INTRASTATE 
MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES 

AND MILEAGE VOLUME TENDER RATES 

-AND-

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

BETWEEN POINTS IN I AND POINTS IN 

MONTANA I MONTANA 
I 

THIS TARIFF APPLIES ONLY ON MONTANA INfRASTATE TRAFFIC 

EFFECTIVE: 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA. MT 59601 

TIlE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED 11F.R1l1N. IF EFFECT'IVE, NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICAXrEFFECT'ON n III QUALITY or-nIE InP.-IAN E.'NIRONMH.'iT. 
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MONTANA UVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU. AGENT 
UYESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3 

MONT. P.S.c. NO. 5 I~ 
CANCELS 
MONT. P.S.C. NO.3 & 4 

4;it 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SECTION 2 

APPLICATION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

! 
4 

j 
II 

I~ " 

, 
~ 
;i,i 

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

.---------------------------------------------------------------------------------~.~ .- . 
ISSUED: EFFECTIVE: 

MTS 
D 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA YDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AYE. 
HELENA. MT 59601 

~ 

THE PROVISIONS PUBLISHED HEREIN \\lLL. If- Er-;:[('''11VI:, NOT RESULT L'i ANY SIGi\lFiCANT Hf-ECrS ON TIlE QUALITY Of-TilE HU.\1;\i'\ I 
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MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

ORIGINAL PAGE 13 
H-~ Lq~ 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 
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 FACILmES ARE A V AILABLE. 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: 
110 

TRANSPORTATION CHARGES ON SHIPMENTS OF SHEEP, GOATS, AND HORSES, AS 
DESCRIBED IN ITEM 170, SHALL BE 110% OFTHE APPLICABLE RATE IN SECTION 3 OR 
4 HEREIN. 

I 
-

Issued on ten days notice under authority of docket no. T-5104 and order no. 3019 of the 
Public Service Commission of the State of Montana, dated November 7, 1980. 

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCI! MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ONnns PAGE. SEE CONO-UOING PAGE OF TARIFF. 
ISSUED: January II, 1991 EFFECITVE: March 11,1991 

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

TIlE PROVISIONS ruRl.lSlmO I!FREIN WIl.L,1l' EI'l'ECT1VE, NOT RESl.iLT iN A..'i'{ SIGN1F1C,I)r.EI'I"ECT ON TIm QUALn'Y OFTlIE lIUMA..'-: ENYIROSMFxr. 
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MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 I 
CANCELS I 
MONT. P.S.C. NO.3 & 4 

, 
I--------------M-O-NT-AN-A-UV-E-S-T-OC-K-T-ARIFF--B-U-R-EA-U,-A-G-E-NT---------------';;l 

UVESTOCK TARIFF NO.3 r 

lA.LTERNATING R.t.lli.:MINTMUM LENGTH: 

SECTION 2 

APPUCA TION OF RATES 
RULES AND REGULATIONS 

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. 

~ OF LADING AND FREIGHT lill.J..;. 

EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED, 

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 INSPECI10N 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 ltiE CARRIER. 

Item 

130 

140 

I e 
FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON TInS PAGE, SEli CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARlFF. ] 

I--------------------------------------------------~; 

MTS 
D 

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECfIVE: March 11, 1991 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AYE. 
HELENA, MT 59601 

~ 

TIlE PROVISIONS punUSlIED HEREIN WILL, IF EFFE<..llVE, NOT RESULT m ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE QUAUTY OFTI-IE HUMA;-I I 
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MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

ORIGINAL PAGE 15 MONT. P.S.c. NO.3&. 4 

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT 
UVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3 

SECTION 2 
APPLICATION OF RATE 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

CHARGE EQR. EOUIPMENT ORDERED AND NOT USED: 
IF ORAL, TELEPHONIC, TELEGRAGHIC, OR WRfITEN REQUEST IS MADE BY A SHIPPER TO A CARRIER FOR 
THE TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK, AND THE CARRlER COMPLIES BY FURNISHING EQUIPMENT TO 
SHIPPER AT DESIGNATED ORIGIN OF SHIPMENT, AND REQUESTED TRANSPORT A TION 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 CARRlER A CHARGE OF: 

A.) ONE CENT ( ) PER FOOT OF UNIT LOADING LENGTH PER MILE ON ALL UNITS REQUESTED FOR 
THE TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK EXCEPT SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES: OR 
B.) ONE-HALF CENT (Ifl ) PER FOOT OF UNIT LOADING LENGTH PER MILE ON ALL UNITS REQUESTED 
FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES. 

THE MILEAGE TO BE USED TO DETERMINE CHARGES UNDER TtnS 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 TERM IN AL. 

TERMINATION OF REQUEST FOR EQUIPMENT AND CONTRACT BY THE SHIPPER SHALL NOT BE DEEMED 
TO HAVE BEEN PERFORMED IF SENT IN WRmNG BY U. S. MAIL LESS THAN THREE (3) DAYS PRIOR TO 
THE AGREED SHIPMENT DATE. IN CASE OF DISPUTE, THE POSTMARK STAMPED ON THE ENVELOPE 
SHALL DETERMINE THE DATE WRmENTERMINATION OFTHE 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 
SECTION 4, APPLY TO SHIPMENTS OF THE FOLLOWING: 

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

I ITEM 

150 

160 

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON TIUS PAGE, SI!E CONCLUDING PAGE Or-TARIFr-. 

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 

MTS 
D 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA, MT 59601 

EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991 

TIrE PROVISIONS I'U13USilED IIEREIN WJLL, IF EFFEC'11Vi:, NOT RESULT L"l ANY SiGNIFICANT EFFECrS ON TliE QUALITY Or-TliE 111.:: ... 1":-\ 
r.~'''m''~At:''M'T 
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MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 I 
CANCELS I 
MONT. P.S.c. NO. 3 & 4 

MONTANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT 
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3 

SECTION 2 
APPLICATION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 
COMMODITY DESCRIPTION AND RATES ON SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES; 

TRANSPORTATION CHARGES ON THE FOLLOWlNG LIVESTOCK SHALL BE 110% OF THE APPLICABLE RATE IN 
SECTION 3 OR 4; 

A.) SHEEP - INCLUDING EWES, LAMBS AND RAMS, 

B.) GOATS -IN'CLUDING KIDS, AND 

C.) HORSES - IN'CLUDING BURROS, COLTS. GELDINGS, MARES, MULES, PONIES, STALLIONS AND RODEO 
STOCK. 

DEADHEAD MILEAGE; 

ITEM 

170 

i 
i 
I 
I 
I 

WHEN IT IS NOT POSSIBLE FOR A CARRIER TO PROVIDE EQUIPMENT AT THE POINT OF ORIGIN, EQUIP 
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. 

180 A i 

A.) 

B.) 

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...................................... 1 CENT 

FOR ALL VEHICLES USED FOR TRANSPORTATION OF SHEEP, GOATS AND HORSES: 
PER FOOT OF LOADING LENGTH PER MILE ................................. 1/2 CENT 
(FOR EMA1v1PLE: 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 190 
SHALL SHOW ACTUAL LOADED WEIGHT A.."'ID ALL CHARGES SHALL BE BASED UPON THE WEIGHT 

I 
I 
I 
i 

CERTIFICATE. THE ORIGINAL AND DUPLICATE COPY OF THE PUBLIC WEIGHMASTER'S CERTIFICATE 
SHALL BE A IT ACHED TO THE CONSIGNOR'S OR CONSIGNEE'S (AS THE CASE MAY BE) A..~D THE CAR 
RIER'S COPY OFTHE FREIGHT BILL. I I .-________________________________________________________________________ -L ____ ~ 

(ITEM CONCLUDED ON FOLLOWlNG PAGE) 

i 

f 
• __ FO_R_E_X_P_LA_N_A_TI_O_N_O_F_A_13_13_R_E_VI_A_TI_O_N_S_O_R_R_E_FE_'R_8\_' 'C_E_' M_A_R_K_S_N_'O_T_E_X_PLA_IN_TE_!D_O_N_T_I-_IIS_P_A_G_E_, S_E'E_' _'C_O_N_CL_U_D_IN_TG_P_A_G_E_O_f-_T_AR_I_f-F_·. __ r 

I ISSUED: January 11, 1991 

MTS 

D 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA, MT 59601 

EFFECI'rVE: March 11, 1991 

TIlE PROVISIONS PUBUSI lED I IEREiN WILL, IF EFFECTIVE, ,\OT RESULT IN ANY SIG?\lr:ICANT EFFECTS ON TIlE QUALITY OF TllE lIU;"'iAN 
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MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

ORIGINAL PAGE 17 MONT. P.S.c. NO.3 & 4 

MONTANA UVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT 
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3 

SECTION 2 
APPUCATION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

DETERMINATION OF WEIGHTS: (CONCLUDED) 
"Q , 
~'I CARRIER IS NOT REQL'IRED TO ABT ArI A PUBL!:C WE!GP~\fASTER 'S CE!'.TIF!CATE WHEN: 

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

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

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

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

SHIPPER'S SIGNATURE ________________ _ 

DISTANCES. METHOD OF DETERMINING: 

ITEM 

190 
(CON
CLU 
OED) 

RATES AND CHARGES NAMED IN THIS TARIFF SHALLBE COMPUTED FROM THE MILEAGE TABLE ON THE 200 
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 ROtITE SHALL BE USED TO DETER
MINE CHARGES. 

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

A.) FRACTIG~~S OF LESS THfu'~ Oi.:E-Hr\LF (1i2) ~'f~rI .. E .. C~YfIT: OR 

B.)FRACTIONS OF ONE-HALF (112) MILE OR GREATER - INCREASE TO THE NEXT WHOLE MILE. 

EXCEPTION: 

WHEN, AT THE REQUEST OF SHIPPER, A LONGER ROtITE THAN THE SHORTEST A V AlLAB LE REGULARLY 

CHARGE. 

FOR EXPLANA nON OF ABBREVIA nONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT E.XPLAINED ON THIS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE or TARIFF. 

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 

MTS 
D 

EFFECTNE: March 11, 1991 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA, MT 59601 

llIE j'ROVISIONS PI rn USliED I !l:Rl:i:-.i WILL. IF EFFECIIVi:., NOT R ESlJLT TN ANY SIGl\lFICANT EFFECTS ON TilE QUALITY or: TIlE IIU:-'I,\;\ 

I 



MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

i 
ORIGINAL PAGE 18 MONT. P.S.c. NO.3 & 4 ~ 

E("\UfPW=:NT 01)Dt:"~E'"' AND FURNISP-C:D: 

MONTANA UVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT 
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3 

SECTION 2 
APPLICATION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 
~ 

ITEM i 
RATES NAMED IN TInS TARIFF ARE APPLICABLE FOR SPECIFlC UNIT LENGTHS AND WEIGIITS. SHIPPERS MUST 210 ~ 

SPECIFY LENGTH OF UNIT REQUIRED AND TInS SHALL BE SHOWN ON THE BILL OF LADING AND FREIGHT BILL, ~ 
AND SHIPMENT CHARGES SHALL BE ASSESSED ON THAT BASIS. • 

IF SInPPER 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. 

IMPRACTICABLE 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 IT1S IMPRACTICABLE TO OPERATE 
EQUIPMENT ON ACCotJNT OF THE CONDmON OF HIGHW A YS, ROADS, STREETS, OR ALLEYS, OR BECAUSE OF 
EXTREME WEATHER, RIOTS OR STRIKES. . 

LIABILITY OF CARRIER: 
CARRIERS OF LIVESTOCK ARE LIABLE FOR LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE AS PROVIDED BY STATUTE. THE AIv10UNT OF 
LIABILITY SHALL BE DETERMINED AS FOLLOWS: 

A.) ORDINARY LIVESTOCK. RATES IN SECTIONS 3 AND 4 HEREIN APPLY TO SHIPMENTS OF ORDINARY 
LIVESTOCK. CARRIER 5 LIABILITY IS ACTUAL LOSS AND/OR DAMAGE, SUBJECT TO THE U\1IT ATION OF 
MARKET VALUE AT POINT OF DESTINATION ON DATE OF SHIPMENT. 

B.) OTHER THAN ORDINARY LIVESTOCK. EXCEPT AS MORE SPECmCALLY 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 OF SHIPMENT: AND 

C.) UPON DECLARATION IN WRITING BY THE SHIPPER OF A RELEASED VALUE FOR OTHER THAN ORDINARY 
LIVESTOCK, AND ON SUCH SHIPMENTS ADDmONAL CHARGES SHALL BE ASSESSED, CARRIER'S LIABIL· 
ITY SHALLBEACTUALLOSS AND/OR DAMAGE,SUBJECTTO A LIMITATION NOT GREATER THAN THE 
RELEASED VALUE DECLARED BYTHE SHIPPER: 

1.) IF DECLARED RELEASED VALUE IS FIFrY (50) CENTS BUT NOT MORE THAN ONE DOLLAR 
($1.00) PER POUND PER ANIMAL, TRANSPORTATION CHARGES SHALL BE 125% OFTHE APPLI· 
CABLE RATE IN SECTION 3 OR 4 HEREIN. OR 

2.) IF DECLARED RELEASED VALUE IS MORE THAN ONE DOLLAR (S1.00) BUT NOR MORE THAN 
'-"'0;: rV"\T T 'RS (SC CO' pcP P,...,T"""\ pCR ''''''''A' ""''0 • "SP""'P'" .... T,...,",..U· "",O;:S SUA' T 'DO;: 'C"O ('C C.1, ..... vuJ..J'-rl.. oJ.) ............. vv ... "u .... i""\.A~U'.4 ..L..o,l.L .... r'Ir..i.' v .. "rIrr.!J..v .. " ............ r\ .... \,u .... &j, ... _,l,.j_ ... .., .... 'W_Io. I 
THE APPLICABLE RATE IN SECTION 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: OTIlER THAN ORDINARY UVESTOCK IS CLASSiFIED AS FOR BREEDING, SHOW PURPOSES, OR OTIlER SPECIAL USES . 

220 

230 

i 

• __ FO_R_E_X_P_L_AN_A_TI_O_N_OF_A_B_B_R_E_YIA_TI_O_N_S_O_R_R_E_FE_R_EN_CE_M_AR_K_S_N_O_T_E_X_PLA_lNE_D_O_N_TI_II_S_P_A_GE_,_S_EE_C_O_N_TC_L_UD_IN_'_G_P_AG_E_' O_F_'T_A_R_1F_'F_. -I 
ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991 

MTS 
D 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL· GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA, MT 59601 

TlIE PROVISlm.:s l'Ui3USIIED Iii':REIN WIL:, IF EFFEClhE NOTRESULTIN /\:--iY SiGl';1FICM;T Err-EO'S ox TilE UALITY OFTIii: IiC~l,\:\ I 



L::,H Ex. 
3 -,;JJ- 91 MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 

CANCELS 
ORIGINAL PAGE 19 H-B- lqd.... 

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

MONT ANA LIVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU. AGENT 
LIVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3 

SECTION 2 
APPLICATION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS ITEM 

LOAQING AND WEIQHT LIMITS; 
240 

SHIPMENTS SHALL BE LOADED A VOIDING DAMAGE TO THE ANIMALS AND VEHICLE, AND SHIPMENTS 
WHEN LOADED, SHALL NOT EXCEED THE MONT ANA LEGAL LOAD LIMIT. 

MINIMllM CHARGE; 
EXCEPf.-AS-MGRESPEGIFI€ALLY PROVIDED.FOR-SHIPMENTSOF LIVES-TOGK-MGVING ON·VOLUME. TENDER 

250 -RATES" THE MINIMUM CHARGE FOR ANY SHIPMENT SHALL BE THE CHARGE AS SHOWN FOR 0 - 15 MILES 
IN SECTION 3 FOR THE LENGTH OF UNIT ORDERED OR REQUIRED. WHICHEVER IS GREATER. 

MINIMUM VEHICLE LENGTH; I 

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 SHIPMEl'-I'TS. FILLING LESS THAi''[ 
23:.24 FEET OF LOADING SPACE SHALL BE DETERMINED BY APPLICATION OF THE 23-24 FOOT RATE. 

I 

MULTIPLE CARRIER SHIPMENTS: 270 
PARTICIPATING CARRIERS WILL BE AT THE DISPATCH OFTHE CARRIER ORIGINATING THE MOVElvlENT, OR 
BY THE SHIPPER. 

MIXED SHIPMENTS; 280A 
TWO OR MORE SHIPMENTS MAYBE CONSOLIDATED INTO ONE LOAD, TO FIGURE THE CHARGE FOR EACH 
INDMDUAL 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. 

tlQt:l-AEPI,.ICA TIOM QF 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. 

PARTURmoN 300 

LIVESTOCK SUBJECT TO PARTURmONWITHINTHIRTY (30) DAYS BEFORE OR AFTER THE DATE OF SHIP-
MENT WILL BE ACCEPTED ONLY AT OWNER'S RISK. 

fKK1!P 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. 

BEASQt:lAIH.E DISPATCH; 

I 
CARRIERS WILL PROVIDE REASONABLE DISPATCH OF UNITS AT THE TIME AND DATE OF 

320 

MOVEMENT AS AGREED UPON BETWEEN SHIPPER AND CARRIER. 

FOR EXPLANA nON OF ABBREVIA nONS OR REFEREi'iCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON TIllS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE or TARIfF. 

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 EFFECfIVE: March 11, 1991 

ISSUED BY: 
MTS B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

D 501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA. MT 59601 

, - ..- .... . -.- . ... ~.... ... .,. ... .. - .. .. . .. ... 



MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

ORIGINAL PAGE 20 MONT. P.S.c. NO. 3 & 4 

MONTANA UVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT 
UVESTOCK TARIFF NO.3 

SHIPMENTS IN EXCESS OF 90 FEET OR 66 000 POUNDS: 

SECI10N2 
APPUCA TION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

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

IN THE EVENT THAT IN EXCESS OF NINETY (90) FEET OF LOADING LE.!'lGTH IS USED AND THE CARRIER DOES NOT OBTAIN 
WEIGHTS FOR THE SHIPMENT, CHARGES SHALL BE DETERMlNED A1'-.'D ASSESSED BASED ON THE MILEAGE RATE FOR A NINETY 
(90) FOOT VEIDCLE. 

STOPPING IN TRANSIT FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING: 

SUBIECTTO THE PROVISIONS OF PARAGRAPHS (A), (B), (C), (D), (E) AND (F), BELOW, AND ITEM 350, SI-nPMENTS MOVING ON 
RATES NAMED HEREIN, TENDERED ON ONE 0) BILL OF LADING OR SHIPPING ORDER FROM ONE 0) CONSIGNOR AT ONE 0) 
POINT OF ORIGIN AT ONE TIME CONSIGNED TO ONE 0) CONSIGNEE AT ONE 0) DESTINATION. MA Y BE STOPPED IN TRANSiT AT 
POINTS OR PLACES AUTHORIZED IN PARAGRAPH (A) BELOW FOR TIlE PURP<?SE OF PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING: 

A.)STOP·OFF FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL ONLY BE PER.JY1I1TED AT POil\'TS WHEN TIlE MILEAGE VIA 
THE illGHWA Y ROUTE FROM ORIGIN TO DESTINATION VIA THE STOp·OFF POINT OR POINTS DOES NOT EXCEED TEN·PERCENT 
(10%) MORE THAN THE SHORTEST HIGHWAY ROUTE BE1WEE.!'l 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 0) 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 UVESTOCK 
TO BE LOADED OR UNLOADED AT EACH POINT, M'D (3) THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF PARTY FROM OR TO WHOM EACH 
PORTION IS TO BE PICKED·UP OR DEUVERED. 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 APPUCA TION OF TI-nS RULE. 

C.) THE SUBSTITUTION OF OTHER UVESTOCK 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 WHE.!'l GREATER, OF TIlE ENTIRE SHIPMENT AT THE RATE 
APPUCABLE FROM THE POINT OF ORIGIN TO THE FINAL DES TINA TION VIA THE STOP-OFF POil\'T OR POINTS. 

E.) STOPPING IN TRANSIT FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL NOT BE PERMmED ON SIIIPMENT WHEN: 
CONSIGNED .. C.O.D .... "To ORDER". "ORDER NOTIFY" • OR TO BE DELIVERED ONLY ON SHIPPERS WRITTE.!'l ORDER. OR WHEN 
ACCOMPANIED BY INSTRUCI10NS FROM THE CONSIGNOR REQUIRING THE SURREJ'lDER OR PRESENTATION OF THE BILL OF 
LADING. A WRITTEN ORDER, OR ANY OTHER DOCUMENT AS A CONDmON PRECEDENT TO DELIVER Y AT STOP·OFF POINT. 

F.) THE DRIVER OF THE VEillCLE 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 SHIPMEl\'T LOADED OR UN- I 
LOADED AT STOp·OFF POINT OR POINTS. 

ITEM 

330 A 

340 

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

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 

MTS 

D 

EFFECfIVE: March 11, 1991 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA. MT 59601 

TIIE PROVi:;rm;s runUSlIED llEREr~{ WiLl .• IF EFFECTI\ ". NOT RESULT 1:1 Ai"Y SIGNIFICANT EFFEcrs ON TI fi: QLJ .. \UTY OFTi IL I 1t:~.tA:, 



MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

ORIGINAL PAGE 20 MONT. P.S.c. NO. 3 & 4 

MONTANA UVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU. AGENT 
UVESTOCK TARIFF NO.3 

SHIPMENTS IN EXCESS OF 90 FEET OR 66.000 POUNDS: 

SECTION 2 
APPUCA TION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

IN THE EVENT THAT IN EXCESS OF NINETY (90) FEET OF LOADING LENGTH IS USED AND/OR IN EXCESS OF 66.000 POUNDS IS 
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 DETE&\1lNED AND ASSESSED BASED ON THE MILEAGE RATE FOR A NINETY 
(90) FOOT VEHICLE. 

STOPPING IN TRANSIT FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING; 

SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF PARAGRAPHS (A). (B). (C). (D). (E) A!'.'D (F). BELOW. AND ITEM 350. SHIPMEl'HS MOVING ON 
RA TES NAMED HEREIN. TE:'mERED ON ONE (l) BILL OF LADING OR SHIPPING ORDER FROM ONE (1) CONSIGNOR AT ONE (1) 
POINT OF ORIGIN AT ONE TIME CONSIGNED TO ONE (I) CONSIGNEE AT ONE (I) DESTINATION. MAYBE STOPPED IN TRANSIT AT 
POINTS OR PLACES AUTHORIZED IN PARAGRAPH (A) BELOW FOR THE PURPQSE OF PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING: 

A.)STOP·OFF FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL ONLY BE PER...\1ITTED AT POINTS WHEN THE 11ILEAGE VIA 
TIlE HIGHWAY ROUTE FROM ORIGIN TO DESTINATION VIA THE STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS DOES NOT EXCEED TEN-PERCE,,\'T 
(10%) MORE THAi'l THE SHORTEST HIGHWAY ROUTE BEnVES'1 ORIGIN AND DESTINATION WITHOUT STOP-OFF. ROUTES AND 
MILEAGES SHALL BE DETER.\1ll'.'ED AS PROVIDED IN ITEM 200. 

13.) TIlE BILL OF LADING OR SHIPPING ORDER MUST SHOW (l) 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 UVESTOCK 
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 DEUVERED. IF PICK-UP OR DEUVERY IS TO BE MADE AT nvo (2) OR MORE DIFFEREJ',! 
ADDRESSES OR LOCATIONS AT THE SAME POINT (CITY. TOWN. OR VILLAGE). EACH PICK-UP OR DELIVERY SHALL BE CONSID
ERED A SEP A.RA TE STOP IN TIlE APPUCA TION OF THIS RULE. 

c.) THE SUBSTITUTION OF OTHER UVESTOCK FOR THAT ORIGINALLY LOADED. OR TIlE EXCHANGE OF CONTENTS OF THE 
SHIPMENT IN ANY MANNER. IS PROHIBITED. 

D.) Ln-."E-HAUL TRANS PORTA TION CHARGES ON SHIPMENTS STOPPED FOR PART'1AL LOADING OR m.-LOADlNG SHALL BE 
DETE..~\ffi'TED ON THE MINIMUM WEIGHT. OR ACTUAL WEIGHT WHEN GREATER, OFTHE ENITRE SHIPMENT AT THE RATE 
APPUCAI3LE FROM TIlE POINT OF ORIGIN TO THE FINAL DESTINATION VIA THE STOP-OFF POINi OR POIN'TS. 

E.) STOPPING IN TRANSIT FOR PARTIAL LOADING OR UNLOADING WILL NOT BE PERMITfED ON SHIPMENT WHEN: 
CONSIGNED .. C.O.D .... "To ORDER". "ORDER NOTIFY" • OR TO BE DEUVERED ONLY ON SHIPPERS WRITTEN ORDER. OR WHEN 
ACCOMPAN1ED BY INSTRUCTIONS FROM THE CONSIGNOR REQUIRING THE SURRENDER OR PRESENTATION OF TIlE BILL OF 
LADING. A WRITTEN ORDER. OR ANY OTHER DOCUMENT AS A CONDmON PRECEDENT TO DEUVERY AT STOP-OFF POINT. 

F.) TP.E DP.lVE.,°, OF TIrE VEP.!C .. E S!!.-\LL O!3TA!?-1, !N \vp.r.::'''G, A STA TE~fE~'T, Sl:CP. AS A !"OTA TION ON THE BILL OF LADT!,() 
OR FREIGHT BILL. OF THE QUANTITY, DESCRIPTION, AND WEIGHT. OF THE PORTION OF TI-IE SHIPMENT LOADED OR UN-
LOADED AT STOP-OFF POINT OR POINTS. • 

ITEM 

330 .. 

340 

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAll'.'ED ON THIS PAGE. SEI! CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF. 

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 

MTS 

D 

EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA. MT 59601 

TilE I'ROVISIO~:S PUBLISIIED i ii:";:l;": WIl..l... IF EFFEcn ' '. 7~OT RESULT I:·; A~~Y SIGN'IFICAliT EFfECTS ON TilE QUALrry OF TilE I1~~1.\0' 



MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

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

S-;CPP:>'G IN TRA. "l"SIT - CHARGE: 

MONTANA liVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT 
liVESTOCK TARIFF NO. 3 

SECDON2 
APPLICATION OF RATES 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

CARRIER SHALL ASSESS FOR EACH STOP-OFF AT AN INTERMEDIATE POINT OR POINTS AN ADDmONAL 
CHARGE AS FOLLOWS: 

WHEN SHIPMENT IS 
TRANSPORTED IN OR ON: 

STRAIGHT TRUCK 
STRAIGHT SEMI-TRAILER 
DROP CENTER TRAILER 
TRUCK AND TRAILER 

U}''1MPROVED ROADS OR HIGHWAYS: 

CHARGE PER STOP 
SHALL BE: 

Ul.iQ. 
llMQ 
$ 23.00 
$ 23.00 

THE RATES AND CHARGES AS NAMED HEREIN APPLY ONLY OVER PAVED HIGHWAYS AND IMPROVED RO.-:\DS. 
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 ADDmONAL CHARGE OF TWENTY-THREE DOLLARS ($23.00) PER HOUR OR FRACDON THEREOF FOR THAT 
PORTION OF TIME PROVIDED IN EXCESS OF NOIU.1AL TRAVEL TIME; 

NORMAL TRAVEL TIME IS THE TIME IT WOULD NORMALLY TAKE TO TRAVEL AN IMPROVED ROAD OR HIQH
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. 

ITEM 

350 

360 

WEIGHING REOUIREMENTS: 370 
EXCEPT AS MORE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED IN ITEM 190, EACH SHIPMENT SHALL BE WEIGHED AT POINT OF 
ORIGIN, DESTINATION, OR WHILE ENROUTE: 

A.)-"vl-iEN TRANSPORTATION CHARGES ARE DETE~r;D BY HLiNuREDWEIGnl RATES, 

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 RESPONSIDLE FOR THE SCALES . 

• .... ,..,,..,y '"'~ ..... .,~ 'H~-""'-"""'" S' 'P \ fT'S ..... B~ F""''''ITSHED ""HE "R'''ER 0':> r-. RR,rR S R~~':>1:<:1:'M" • .,..nT'C ~t!I"'\\\rr"'r. 'T"UC rt"-Vr vr'.nG,YC..i.un", l...IJ. H1v 1 C u.f\..I.'\ J. 1..I.&.l ... .1.",1..,; ... .I.e .... C"." ........ L.. ... ,.1. .... '\. ..... '_-.J .... vt U\u.o.u""l 

GROSS, TARE A."ID NET WEIGHT A."ID SHALL BE ATTACHED TO THE OPJGINAL COPY OF THE BILL OF LADING 
AND FREIGHT BILL. THE CARRIER SHALL ATTACH A DUPLICATE COllY OF THE WEIGHT SLIP TO HIS COpy OF 
THE BILL OF LADING AND FREIGHT BILL AS A PART OF IDS PERMANENT RECORD. 

FOR EX PLANA nON OF ABBREVIA nONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON TIllS PAGE, SEE CONCLUDING PAGE or TARIrr. 

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 
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D 

EFFEcrrVE: March 11, 1991 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA, MT 59601 
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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 

MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 
MONT. P.S.C. NO.3 & 4 

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCE MARKS NOT EXPLAlNED ON nITS PAGE, SI!E CONCLUDING PAGE OF TARIFF. 

ISSUED: January 11, 1991 

MTS 
D 

ISSUED BY: 
B. G. HA VDAHL - GENERAL MANAGER 

501 NORTH SANDERS AVE. 
HELENA, MT 59601 

EFFECTNE: March 11, 1991 
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MONT. P.S.c. NO.5 
CANCELS 

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

MONTANA UVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU, AGENT UVESTOCK 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 

~OLUMN WEIGHT NOTKNQWN VEIDCLE I.E~GTH 
1 14,000 LBS USE 23 ·24 FEET 
2 24,oooLBS USE 40 FEET 
3 31,oooLBS USE 50 FEET 
4 39,oooLBS USE 60 FEET 
5 42,oooLBS USE 70 FEET 
6 44,oooLBS USE 80 FEET 
7 46,000 LBS USE 90 FEET 
8 50,oooLBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
9 52,oooLBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
10 54,oooLBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
11 56,oooLBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
12 58,oooLBS USE I OVER 90 FEET 
13 6O,oooLBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
14 62,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
15 64,oooLBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
16 66,oooLBS USE OVER 90 FEET . 
DTST ANCE IN MILES DISTANCE OR MILEAGE CO!vL.\10DITI RATES IN DOLLARS AND CE.lTIS PER 
(SEE ITEM 200) SHIPME.l\'T BY WEIGHT OR LENGTI! OF VEHICLE 

NOT 
OVER OVER COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLU!-.1N' COLU!-.1N' 550.G\ 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

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 74.20 124.70 147.90 169.50 182.50 191.20 199.90 215.00 
55 60 80.10 127.20 161.00 177.80 191.40 200.60 209.70 230.00 

I 

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 
75 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 25\.90 263.30 285.00 
90 95 111.30 190.80 213.60 227.40 I 244.90 I 256.50 I 268.20 I 290.00 
95 100 112.80 198.40 216.90 243.90 262.70 275.20 287.70 315.00 
100 105 118.70 211.20 233.30 248.00 267.10 279.80 292.60 320.00 
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 

(Item continued on following page) 

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS OR R1!FERENCI! MARKS NOT EXPLAINED ON TlllS PAGE. SEE COXCUIDlNG PAGE OFT ARIF1'. 

MTS ISSUED: January II, 1991 EFFECTIVE: March 11, 1991 
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MONT. P .s.C. NO. 3 & 4 

MONTANA UVESTOCK TARIFF BUREAU. AGENT UVErrOCKT~NO. 3 

SECITON 3 - DISTANCE OR MILEAGE COMMODITY RATES 

REFER TO ITEM 200 FOR METIlODS OF DIITERMINING DISTANCES. 

lIVESTOCK, AS DESCRIBED IN TIEM 160 AND 170 
ITEM 

.MINIMUM IF WEIGlIT 
CQI,.UMN WErQ!-!T ~OTKNO~ VEHIQ"'= T m..'"GT!-! 
1 14.1XX) LBS USE Z3 -24 FEET 
2 24.1XX) LBS USE 40 FEET 
3 31.1XX) LBS USE SO FEET 
4 39.1XX) LBS USE ro FEET 
5 42,000 LBS USE 70 FEET 
6 44,1XX) LBS USE 80 FEET 
7 46,000 LBS USE 90 FEET 
8 50,IXX) LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
9 52,000 LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
10 54,IXX) LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
11 56,IXX) LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
12 58,IXX) LBS USE I OVER 90 FEET 
13 «1,1XX) LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
14 62,IXX) LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
15 64,1XX) LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 
16 66,1XX) LBS USE OVER 90 FEET 

I 

DISTANCE IN MILES DISTANCE OR MIU-AGE COMMODITY RATES IN DO£L\RS AND CENTS PER 
(SEE ITEM 200) SHIPMENT BY WEIGlIT OR LENGTII OF VEHICLE 

NOT 
OVER OVER COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN COLUMN 550 L::. 

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 

0 15 8S.4O 9\.80 95.20 98.«1 102.00 105.40 10S.80 112.20 
15 20 98.80 102.60 106.40 110.20 114.00 117.80 12\.60 125.40 
20 25 124.80 129.«1 134.40 139.20 144.00 148.80 153.60 158.40 
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 f:l) 239.20 2<18.40 257.f!:lJ 265.80 276.00 285.20 294.40 303.60 
60 65 249.«1 259.20 268.80 278.40 288.00 297.60 307.20 316.80 

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.«1 312.00 322.40 332.80 343.20 
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 90 296.40 307.80 319.20 330.«1 342.00 353.40 364.80 376.20 

90 95 301.60 313.20 324.80 336.40 348.00 359.«1 371.20 I 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 
105 110 338.00 351.00 364.00 377.00 390.00 403.00 416.00 429.00 
110 115 353.«1 367.20 380.80 394.40 408.00 421.«1 435.20 448.80 

115 120 358.80 372.«1 386.40 400.20 414.00 427.80 441.60 455.40 
120 125 364.00 378.00 392.00 406.00 420.00 434.00 . 448.00 462.00 
125 130 384.80 399.«1 414.40 429.20 444.00 458.80' 473.60 488.40 
130 135 390.00 405.00 420.00 435.00 450.00 465.00 480.00 495.00 

FOR EXI'l.ANA1lON OP ABBREVIATIONS OR REFERENCR MARKS Nor EXI'LAINED ON nns PAGil. SEll CONC-UOINO PAGe OF TARlFP. 

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

rSSlffiD BY: n. G. llA VDAlII Gmcral Man er p.\). Box 171·~ Helen a, Montana 59624 
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee 

FOt" the t"ecot"'d, 

My name is Patricia A. Slack, Corporate Secretary for James A. 

Slack Losging & Trucking. This is my testimony in favor of House Bill 

192. Log truckin~ is a viable part of the timber industry, and these 

LOG TRUCKERS are entitled to earn a fair living. 

My husband, James A. Slack, and I bought our first log truck in 

1959. We have been operating logging trucks for 32 years in the 

Flathead valley. We have had as many as twelve trucks at one time and 

are presently operating five 1099in9 trucks. In 1979 we sold some of 

our trucks because we found that log trucking was not very profitable. 

I have always done all the bookwork for our business. In 1986 we 

included in our business the logging (or shipping) part of·the 

business in order to keep our trucks busy and to insure that the 

trucks receive a fair price for hauling logs. 

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

the logsers as the shipper, and the log trucker as the carrier. 

First some definitions: 

What is a LOG TRUCK? A log truck isa conveyance that ,is used to 
~'". ~" .. --:}. ;;:::' ~ ••• :::~" > • 

transport processed logs from the woods o~ shipping point. to':the'~:"m[il 
t·,:';·,. 

". ~" 

or. manufacturer.:';" ., , '-J . .;.' ~ ~ 

What is a LOG TRUCKER? A log' trucker is a pet"'son who dri ves a',,: .. ~ 
~ '. 

log truck. He may ei ther be employed by someone ~who owns thel09ging~,:,', 

truck or, as in most'cases,'he may own his own log truck.:After 
, .' 

he shall be called the carrier. 

What are the MILLS? The mills, or manufacturer, are where logs 

are taken to be processed 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 regulated.' 

What is a LOGGER? A losger is a contractor who contracts with 

the manufacuturer .to process the trees into logs to be hauled into the 

mill by a log trucker. His contract is usually for a fixed price for 

cutting the trees, delimbing and sorting them, and transporting this 

now processed log to the mill, therefore he is responsible to hire and 

pay the log trucker. He is allowed by the State and Federal 

government to either put the log trucker on the payroll and be 

responsible for all taxes, unemployment insurance, and worker's 

compensation insurance (which must be paid on 25% of the trucks 

gross), or he can sub-contract, with a written contract, to a carrier. 

to get the logs to the mill. The carrier then must carry ~is own 
." ~ . 

Worker's Compensation insurance and pay all his own taxes. According 

to our instructions from the State Worker's Compensation office and 

the Internal Revenue Service, who have audited us, we must have a 

~ritten cont~act with a carrier other than our own trucks, to ship our 
__ " -"~to. 

~. ~ '"" 

logs to the mill. This contract must state a negotiated price for 

getting the logs to various mills, a time for payment, and a 
. ~ .,~ '" .. 

termination aggreement. ~:According to the State we must ~lso have a' 
-';, .: , .. \:.:'.:." -. 

• ",., ,'co,. 

'" ._" .';,1. , •• 

<: copy.of.the .cart~iet's Worket~ IS Compensat ion pol icy Ot~ a copy of his 

·exempt (Independent Contr~ctors) certification for Worker's 

. Compensation. ·Our ·~insurance carrier also requires a copy. of the 

'Very few shippers have a written contract with the carrier, ,in fact, 

most carriers do not even know what they are getting paid for 
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t't'ansport ing these logs to the mill, or when 'they will set paid ,Gnt i 1: 

they receive their first check from the shipper. 

What is an INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR? 

I have enclosed a copy of the legal definition of 

.. ' 
I,': c 

' •.• -, ..... ":.,....,.,?,,<,, •. '.--CONTRACTOR according to the legal counselofthe.State Fund. 

From the late 1950's and into the 1960's one to 

carriers were carried on the payroll by the shipper, 

taxes inc Iud ing Worker' s, Compensat ion and une:!mployme~t insu;"ance;,,{;'As 
. -, ,,'\"r'~'.p .," ~ -: ·\-5:-
,.-- . ' .~;.~,.; .... ~.":,.'-;::_.".;,. ~i.-

~,f~-" ~.J~,'_,.'" 

bigger manufacturers absorbed~maller manufacturers they began t~ call~' 

the carriers INDEPENDENT CONTRACTORS which in turn mad~'~hem 
< • .'.", .-,-. • __ - > 'c ..... ~.-

responsible for their own Worker's Compensation and Social ~Security',~"'~"'" 

'.</ ..•.. 

,: .... ' insurance. The carriers were also without 'unemploymentdnsurance."'''·~'To 
1 ~, '., '.,_; • 

F::- ... ·~:.!:~,· be.,fair, ~omeofthe smaller •. manufacturersandshippet~~::~till·' keep:~~!J~ 

<;·""""i.':~~~·'';;:~carrieron'the 'payroll' 'and those that do "usually' 'pay" '''':a~fai r(~.'rat·e'I;'to'~~~ , , . . ., 
'.' '~~~f'-;~:,*,;:·>:~~;')':·;.tl.~~.;'::'.<-~~'~" ..... ,~ *--:.~~ ,;'.''''f/'_~-:''!;;' ""::~""",':; .. :_J,,,_, - '~<..J" ..... ~".\. '.'''i'~ j.."':"/"-,,,",,,,:. '-. : ..... "': •. , -•.•. ,: ........ ~"\ •. '.' ~~~","";~',: ~ ,,;-, .. '1"'::.' ',<~'.':" ,"--¥.-x':~;;~kJ',~t~,.;,t+~~~"..:.:~~~~:-#~~~ 

'.. ·:.::<;'''~i:~he:-trucl<:er.;:We were now calledJNDEPENDENTCONTRACTOF~S;~:i;ibu·t.~'mo~'t:;f~{~i 
' : '.' " , ,' •• ' .e _- ,- - • "," ",,,,~ '.-•• ,', ..... ' 

no 

. ·'·'·The~hlpp~r 'tell~ 
<'. "'''<~~',;",,~i!'-,w. ,0 -~,:t·:.- ~:~:.~'r,,,-' ,~~~'~:~~~"~';'~:~": "',:- " .', ' .. " ; . > t,:. -' -'~".::~ _,~ '~~.~~i..,,~'~ .~~>~ _ .. ~.~ ~ 

' .. ,' 

·,',c~.,,~.;,';':~aketh,e 1.oado{·.logs.,,;;c,1-tji.s.:,sounds 
. ~ 5):~~; .;':~~ .>~!~-::~ c .'~ , ~; '." ' . .'>~. .' ~.' ~' .. : ~,: '.~->~:r::;t1;t~;;f~~~;;:-~~~~~;'-::'~'.!. 1~.':::,:~~: ~~, 
':'~~:;C'c/:cemp loyee.' "Maybe the :sh ippers,should . , 

.. t,"i:#~;::~~·~::~;·~~~~~~,:;';:~~'.~;_~~·.c·~T" .~,:~.'._':'.~ . \.~ ~.:.- ~: >«.~ -:<~::;~;i~iL~~f~t£i~:~,;~~~.~{~.~,\.:~'·, ~'A ;:.i ;;.~~;~~~~~~t~;~7i::t.£;"'1Ji.r~~i~~~ 

, - : '. • :. " </ ~,., •• " ~~ .. ~t" -:~-,.,-: .. ". .-~ .. ~~~~t~~ ~;:<~''''~~'::::~~::~'~11:~C>~ ,::~~ .. ,,~~-( ·,,:t'~·"f,~~~t~~~:~~!~~,~~~·~f?~; . 
. ·,regulationcarriers would be :,lNDEPENDENT .,' 
"':'\.': " :: ,';; ~;"_:. ,,<::,'~;J~~1~1:ttc:;t,;:,:,,~~ ';',< '~~"'{~'~:~<i·:-;.1' 0"'j'~'~ '~~r!;::;:~~:;:;:i;'ji/', 

. '", Wi thout,acon.tract;'~;t1;l1e.,ca~rier~":;'I:I(:J@'~": 
:. " .' ~;-';~;~~~~{::f~~:~~t_;C:~~tJ:~tT;~~:~f;:~~~~~~.~j~:~y~~~~:~ttit~}·" ", ':.: 

.' . and 'when"they:", iII:: get : ... pa id<itJi f.:ever " 
,. 'F~~n,""~' ' . .:~ ,~~:;:{,\, =~::'{~rf' t',; .... i·;;,?~,.;i::;il{i~i~~~;:c?~fl~:tt·:i~0?~i ~':'~. ' 
A'J~have picked up :aload ~for,;anQther .:,shiDD"'''''''';: 

_.> 'r. ~:'.< 'Y ,,'. '.:' .;,~ ': ;/'"':" ;: .•• ~ ...... ,.' ·':~~~:,~.:!t:!~,~~;~:.'~'--f:'.,~·:'::- " "",,: 
during breakup,.! have had~o 

- .. ",'. 

'he was paying so ,that I 'FoLll~ pay our truCk'drivers.,'" . 
'.' : :-~' 

;.\ : 
: ,",,-, ~~. '4-

';:,,;~,-- .--.'",.--

~'~ . '",,'" 
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)c)--'l-];?(). Independent contractor defined. 
(1) All" i ndepcndent contractor" is one who 

renders service in the course of an 
occupation and: 
(a) has been and will continue to be free 
from control or direction over the 
performance of the services, both under his 
contract and in fact; and 
(b) is engaged in an independently 
e~tablished trade, occupation, profession, 
or busine~s. 
(2) An individual performing services for 
remuneration is considered to be an employee 
under this chapter unles~ the requirements 
of subsection (1). . 

As stil ted in the de fin it ion of employee, to establ ish 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, if any. sections 28-2-101, MCA 
et.seq. cover the statutory considerations regarding contracts. 
In section 28-2-102, MCA the law sets forth the four essential 
clements of a contrLlct, namely: 

(1) identifiable parties capable of contractry 
(2) their consent; 
(3) a lawful object; and 
(4) a ~u[ficient 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 least two occasions pr ior 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 in exchange for piloting the 
aircraft, clearly satisfies the statutory. requirements of 
consideration. 

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

In determining whether a person is an "independent 
contractor" or an "employee" tor 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. AetnLl Casualty and Surety Co., 170 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 
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II independent contractor II as one who renders 
service in the course of an occupation and: 
" ... (1) has been and will continue to be 
free from control or direction over the 
performance of the services, both under his 
contract and in fact; and 
II (2) is engaged in an independently 
established trade, occupation, profession or 
business. II (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 must 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 is 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. liThe vital test in 
determining whether a person employed to do 
a certain piece of work is a contractor or a 
mere servant, is the control over the work 
which is reserved by the employer.1I Kimball 
v. Industrial Accident Board (1960), 138 
Mont. 445, 449,357 P.2d 688. liThe 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 another when 
that other has the right to control the 
details of the individual's work.1I state ex 
reI. 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 is based on the right, 
not just the exercise, of control. Larson, 
Horkmen ' s Compensa t i on Law, Va 1. ~.A, Sec. 
44.10, p. 8-19; Ferguson, supra. 

section 92-438.1(1), R.C.M. 1947, also 
states in determining this right of control, 
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attention must be directed to the employment 
contract and the fact of the employment 
situ~tion. In the present case, we have no 
written contract berore 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
employer 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 il given 
situation. Those factors are: (1) direct 
c!v idence of right or exercise of control; 
(2) method of pdyment; (3) furnishing of 
equipment; and (4) right to fire. I,nrsoQ, 
Sec. 44.31, p.8-35. 'rhe treatise further 
points out that the consideration to be 
given these factors is not a balancing 
process, rather II ••• 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 foul' items [alJovej.1I 
Larson, supra. 

We should note that Section 92-438.1 R.C.M. 1947 cited in 
Sharp is identical to Section 39-71-120, MeA in the case at bar. 



TESTIMONY OF LYLE DOTY 
BEFORE THE HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

THURSDAY, MARCH 21, 1991 

MR. PRESIDENT AND MEMERS OF 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 
EXCEPTION OF 2 SMALL MANUFACTURERS. 

MUCH OF THE INTRASTATE TRUCKING ACTIVITY IS 
REGULATED IN MONTANA AND HAVE BEEN FOR MORE THAN 
STATES REGULATE TRUCKING OF INTRASTATE FREIGHT. 
PRESENTLY REGULATE LOGS IN SOME FORM OR WAY FROM 
MANUFACTURER (MILLS). 

CURRENTLY 
50 YEARS. 
9 STATES 
THE FOREST 

MOST 

TO THE 

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 WO&KING. 

Pa e - 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 



1"11". Cha i I'man, Members of the Committee: 

My name is Arletta Mrgich. I reside at 3112 Sinclair Creek Road 

in Eureka, Montana. 

My husband Michael and I have owned. and operated a logging truck 

since 1964. We support House Bill 192. We feel that this bill will 

give 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. 

spoke against regulation had two main fears. The loss of their jobs 

and undue regulation. 

The loss of jobs due to logging contractors 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 

employees and their related expenditures far outweigh any anticipated 

benef i t.s . 

In the past 27 years, every time we asked for a raise, the mills 

threatened to buy their own trucks. That is certainly nothing new. 

They obviously couldn't own their own trucks as cheaply as we work or 

all the mills would own all the trucks. 

Safety regulations, as in hours of service and DOT (CVSA) 

inspections, came to pass anyway. I'm sure more will follow; 

without regulation. 

Under current regUlation, other Montana trucking businesses have a 

contl"clct that, among other things, spells out hauling rates. 



logging truckers do have contracts now; 

of Workers Compensation, not rates. 

but they are for the purpose 

In later testimony, I'm sure you will hear from logging 

contractors who own their own trucks. They will most likely state 

that they know what the hauling rate is. If the logger works for a 

mill, he usually has a written contract that includes costs for 

cutting and transporting logs. A contract would 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 

their contract. Or if the logger bids a Forest Service sale, he must 

take the hauling distance into account; 

trucker to suggest a rate. 

but he doesn't ask the 

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 luxury. Fuel is our biggest expense. When the 

cost of fuel skyrockets and our rates don't change to reflect this 

increase, we fall further behind economically. Regulated truckers 

are routinely paid a surcharge in addition to the regular 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 hauled to three 

different mills since the fuel hike and if the mills were paying a 

surcharge, we didn't receive it. 

We have been placed in a no win situation. The loggers say they 

can't afford to pay us 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 is more 
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concerned, as he should be, with his logging costs. But that still 

leaves the trucks left out of our 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 

reason~ble compensatory rate. Logging contractors, knowing the 

published rate allowed by the PSC, would be on an equal footing on 

bidding a logging job; as far as the trucking rates go. This w.:)uld 

allow each contractor to concentrate on his logging costs. It w.:)uld 

not pit contractor against contractor in any way different than is the 

case now. 

Regulation puts all the contracts on the table and allows those 

who 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 

years nothing has changed. The same rhetoric and intimidation exist 

now as it did then. We are not asking for outlandish rates or any pay 

';:Jual"antees; just an equal footing and compensatory rates. 

Please help us settle this issue. We do not want to return here 

in another two years to tell you the same stories of deteriorating 

conditions that will effect the safety and economic vi~bility of our 

industl"Y· 

I ask that you support this bill. Thank you. 



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 tb my statement. 

!l~~h~'~zf 
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: Bill NO. y6 l1:z..: 
My name is Sam Brady. I reside at 535 Reservoir Road in Whitefish, 

Montana. I am here today to ask for your support for House Bill 192. 

I am an independent businessman. I have been an owner/operator of a 

logging truck since 1975. I consider myself a sub-contractor. There 

seems to be some confusion on whether log truck owner/operators are 

employees or sub-contractors. An employee is told what amount of 

J money he ~4Ji 11 work for. A sub-contractor submits a contract of his 

own. Regulation will clarify this issue. Being able to submit a 

written contract will verify that I am indeed an independent 

businessman who is a sub-contractor who happens to have a logging 

truck. Throughout the years, 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 mills. I have never 

received an increase of any kind. I have been haul irg logs for 16 

years without an adjustment in my earning power, and feel that the 

safety of my equipment is about to be compromised. 

So, over two years ago, again, a few of us braver log truckers 

approached the mills and requested an increase in the monies we 

received for our services. The mills told us thev would not talk to 

I 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 mills, and were promptly threatened 

with a million dollar anti-trust law suit for attempting to set rates. 

Only when we reminded them that they were steal ing all the weight over 

I 80,000 pounds that we hauled into their yards, did they drop the law 

suit, and start paying 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 our own industry, by economically 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 dawn with the mills 

and work aut our problems. Then our bill was killed. 

We did attend such a meeting. The first thing stated by one of the 

mills' lawyers, was that we could talk about anything except the 

economics of the lag trucks and the mills' relation to that, or we 

would be in violation of the anti-trust laws again. So, we discussed 

the weather and went home. So, here we are again. Please do not send 

us back to that table. The mills are unwill ing to contribute to the 

solution of our economic pl ight. We need regulation to gain a 

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

another law suit. 

We are unable to keep up with spiraling operating costs. One example, 

is that increased fuel casts alone have cost us appoximately $800.00 a 

month more since August 1990, without any compensation. That money 

came directly out of our pocket. Regulation will address the problem 

c~ inflationary costs. Regulation will clearly define a contract and 

precisely spell out all costs involved. Regulation will give me a 

voice in my own business, as ather businesses take for granted. 

The mills will tell you that with regulation they will go broke, or 

buy their own trucks. The contractors will tell you that with 

regulation they will go broke, or buy their own trucks. Well, I'm 

tell ing you that without regulation, I will go broke and anyone can 

buv my truck. 

Thank you for your time. 
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~ 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 0wner-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 are 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 is 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 regulation. 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 

- 1 -



EK.· t4 
..3-~l-q I 
~ }q;;;. 

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'll 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 

Compo 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 I 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 
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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". In 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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LCG HAULm:; CONl'RAcr 

THIS AGREEMENl', made and entered into, in duplicate, this 1st day of . May / 
19~, by and between Richard Coverdell " of 995 Walsh Rd., COlumbia Falls, 111' 
party of the first part/ hereinafter referred to as "Contractor" and the F .H. Stoltze 
Land & Lumber Cattlany/ a corporation, the party of the second part, hereinafter referred 
to as the "Ccmpany". 

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 ~ums 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,hUn necessary to haul and deliver in 
an efficient and workmanlike manner dustomatyto the log hauling trade and business 
to the Ccmpany 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; t~; pr¢ucts may be produced by the Ccmpany/ 
its servants, agents, employees, or" ?i'nt:.ractors. 

, , 

2. The schedule of· payment shall be tmitually agreed to by Contractor and canpany. 
Payment will be made on a per ton mile basis. , 

.. ': 

3 • The Cctrp1ny 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 1st 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. :, 

4. The Contractor further agree~' 'that' all sawlogs, poles and other forest products 
shall be delivered to the Company free and clear of all liens, en~~rances or claLms 
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 Ironeys to protect itself ,'fian said lien or claUn. The Company, at 
its option may demand and require production of receipts or satisfactory evidence showing 
payment in full, of all labor employed ,in ,the per(ormance of this contract and assessments 
or other payments accrued under State :and Feeleral Laws on aC\.."'O\lllt of labvr eJuploye<l 
under this contract, and no paymeritsshall be made hereunder until such receipts, when . 
demanded, have been presented to the, Calp:fuy.~ , 

5. The Contr~ctor shall imnediate1y" ~e' 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 aOd State laws for ea~h state in which he operates 
under this agreement relating to Workmenls Compensation and Industrial Insurance as 
well as Unemployment Oompensation,' and other appropriate State laws governing employers, 
as well as any amendments made effective during the term of this agreement. 

6. The Contractor agrees that he will abide by the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
193B, as amended, and the rules and regulations pramilgated 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 pranulgated 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 ~l 
Pay Act of 1963, Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Age Discrimination 
in Employment 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, ~loyee Polygraph Protection Act, and any amendments 
that may, be made effective in said laws during the term of this agreement. 

f' . . ~. ;:--. ..... 

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 COmpany in all particulars in the performance of this 
agreement. 

B. The Contractor agrees to furnish all labor, supplies and equipment necessary 
to the performance of this agreement. 

:;;a ,'OJ - ~L' .. .d 
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9. The Contrat:tor agrees to canply with allstate 'and Federal Laws and U. S ~ Forest 
Service Rules, including but not limited to those gover~ing hauling, load limits, safety 
and OOO1parable 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 perliio,n or property of the Canpany 
or it's Elfl{)loyees, agents or other contractors. , ,...' . " . '. ..... . 

11. It is specifically understood that the Contra9tor shall secure and keep in 
effect during the term of this contract and any peri~' by which said contrac~may be 
extended, a policy or policies of public liab~lity'i~~~ance sufficient to satisfy . 
any and all possible, claims for personal injuries or' Property damage arising fran or 
as a result of the conduct of his operations under this contract. Evidence of this 
insurance must be filed with, the canpany. .' 

12. Contractor further agrees to hold the Canpany:forever free and harmless fran 
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. 

'j 

13. It is further agreed that neither this Contract hor 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 fran, unless such altera
tions, modification or deviation shall bEl in writing and signed by the parties hereto • 

. J. 

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 Canpany, it's succes-
sors and assigns. ',' ' 

16. It is Understood and agreed that this contx:act" is not serverable ~ 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 tl'\ereof,',at the time and in the manner 
specified except for a strike, riot, civil camotion, 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 one or more defaults shall not constitute or be construed as a waiver of subsequent 
defaults or an alteration of this contract 9r of the right of the Canpany to insist 
upon strict canpliance 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. 

-;-i-s-d';"'e'I'i-v-er-ed~-1'i":;n::";wr"'-ii:"t""ing 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 Elfl{)loyees will operate at all times in accordance with 
Best Management Practices as adopted by the f.bntaIl.1l State Envirorunental Quality Council 
in January, 1989. 

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

~ntractor "" 

F .8. Stoltze Land & Lumber Ccmpany 



, " , 

.. 
SI~.L.r:? :1 ·1····0 <15(.~ c.,1 

U~UT' 

:< "~f1' J"l'r<'. pr..Yr..!::LE: '! ... 1 a;:? 1 (j '.' ...... "' .. , .. 

W:;T J t_::=:S 

Ex... ILl 
3-.;l1-Q[ 

J+B 1 <i ';1 

. __ ; ::::::~~ !;!: :::::::::::: :;" ,':: :=::,:~;;: -::! ;;:; =:::':::' :-::: :::: :::::::=:::: ::::::".: ~;::: :::' :--.:: ;:"'.::::.~. ::-:'::~:::7 :~.:-..: '::. :::;~:: :-:";.' :-:-::':::,:,:,:-: "'!:: !:~~:::.:=;.:-: .. :~ :::·:-::·::::::~:~:::·::-.~:::;:-::·:I:·~':·:::··:: ;:":::-::: ::'.:::':::';:: ;:" :"::-

I-h~l..:LING TU STOLTZE MIL.L. 
~::. :::::::: ::;.: :::: :':: ::.: ::::::::::-::: :::: :;!: !'!".: ::::::.: :::: :::: :::: == :-..:- :::; :::: :::: ::r.:::::::: :::: :::-: ::: :::::::: ::,: =:: ~.::: = :::: ;::: :::- ~. ::; ::: ::~ :::: ::: :::: ::: .~.:::.:::-:::,::- :::: :::: :::: :::-::. :::- -::: :-.:-::: ::: .. ~: ::;- ;::. :::~:::. :::'::: :::: 1::' ::: :: .• :' :;:' :: .. ::: ::=.' == 

-

:-:-... 

::: :.:.- ~:: ::: ::;' :::. ::;-:.:.::::: :::::::. =::1:. :::: ::;- ::1:::::'::-::;::::-":- ::: ::::-e· ~::::.:::. :::" ~ :::: ~ !~~" :~::::-:::~. -::: ::: .~:. :.~: ::;. ::: = 

;r.:~UC::I< 

r!tlIL.CAn: 
:i!5 00 

00 



· . .. 

'::.::-=::::'!':':::::::::'::;:::::~:'~: :.:.:.:.:::::~.~ ::: ::: :::":;.':::-:::.:":.:: .. :'" .. 
-, .:.:.::,.:" 
•• ••••• .r 

H(.'IUt ... i~:!:~: 3<":j 

Si:)LE: :I..f.I····O-'i!5r.::J.·q 

UNIT: 

WEIGHT GROSS lJOLUi"'l!: 
==~_=======a======~====_========_=====~===~==========~=~== ___ n=~=~====_==~==~_== 
, t :'l3~;; 1. 79360 - 2~'.)900 !7; ~:!' .~~; .:'1(: 

t.:l89!:', 79900 - 2!:)7t.O - !~.··1:1. ·~C 

lOaLiOO 79960 - 258·10 - .5I.il:::!~: 

1<: 3458 802LJO " ;:~t-,160 ,/ !::,L!08C' 

1\.3LJ::)8 79880 - 25620 .. ~:;·":1260 

10346;3 80620 2~t5:::!() - :::. !7J 1 0 (; 
l(''':3466 79860 26000 !:):-:3f:::t~a 

1&3468 80260 - 2::"-)720 .. !:,~~:5 ... ~O 

1~.r.t73 798.1.10 - 25700 .' !:i ·!.t :t A~; 0 

.03479 79660 '" 25*300 ,/ !:")~:~E~6C 

i 3483 79900 - 2!:,6 L IO - .5 ~~126[: 

~487 79580~ 26180 ... ::):·;)·'IO() 

:.>3.t.j92 80080- 26000 -- ::~ '~!O80 

" 349B .. 80420 ~. c~6:l.,q() .-. ::).-:~28C .. ,.. 
, .. , .... "'03 .... =>.J ~ 79020, 259A~IO , . ~,308{) 

~=================~========================~=====~==~-====~==~~==~========~==~~= 

ll985BO 

n~ucI< I_DADS: 1.:).00 

RAILCAR LO:~DS: .00 

.. 



WITNESS STATEMENT 

Ex. )5 I';) 

.3 -d. L-ct L 
Hf::, Jct;;;;. 

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

Dated this d. \ day of ('{\ OJ"'C./Y1 , 1991. 

Name: 'J €.$A. t'\ f\ f 1-k ~~ n 
Address: 1~5 Cgroe.a,o =t>e . «02 1-0 ~ MI· 

5ct-z/S 

Telephone Number: 4D~ - --oa~ --f~.'" 0 
Representing whom? 

~o&"-'-'::J My') \"" wc.~' f\J 
Appearing on which proposal? 

Do you: Support? -- Amend? -- oppose?~ 

Comments: 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY 
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He the following individuals protest the intended passage of ~lontana .louse of Representa- 1i 
tiVes Bi,ll #192 in the 1991 session of the ="-e, for the following reasons: ~r;""A-tE,uTGH·i..., , 

Sel1a..-te. S'tl'l''1 ,n ~~ ?J, 1. It flys in the face of free enterprise. {;~HIflITt«n._llf.::c_ ._ 
a. The operator would not be able to negotiate a favorabl e rate bafiMt on .3 ~ql~9L,. 

seasonal haul ing problems or other variables. elll.NO tJt3 Jj~ 
~- -- ~ 

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. Would 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 haul ing industry in '·lontana. 

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 lumber market determines what the mills can pay at anyone time for 
delivered logs, so that, if log 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. 
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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 ~I day of 122~~ , 1~9l. 
Name: ~" q:~~-a4"-
Address: ,33 l/Vvm( d£cQ/V tf?; ..q 

tht~ /~, dtr ' 
Telephone Number: j! y.;:;. 7 - 1/656 
Representing whom? 

~~ ~-~,u4 iw-d 
Appearing on which proposal? 

Do you: Support? __ Amend? -- Oppose? K 
Comments: 



WITNESS STATEMENT 

SEN,4iE HIGHWAYS 

EXHIGIT NO. JO . -
DATE 3-~/-71_ 
BILL NO. /--113 15 Zr.._ 

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

Dated this 2{ day of J~ch ' 1991-

Name: U/v/ I\)~ 2U!f1# /(y-ACf cz·.p l ... OK(-f AV/)* {(<tef, ~l 
Address: f)c;;>c ((ifCC T 8(/5 )'7]57] 

Telephone Number :_f_·L_·..!...7_----.l.l{....J.7....::b..!...f ______________ _ 

Representing whom? 

)JJ~tw.!JJ~'1 Tv<-<-~j 
Appearing on which proposal? 

Do you: Support? __ Amend? __ oppose?4 

Comments: 

~ i) 

to- -'1/1, ~ds Q; ;J-f)~ ~ f V~.:idi Cjr<..)L6~ trJ Tc nto,k-e. qho., I 
<=;1 \ 1CV41 7<.Jr'~ 70 c;;-e r ~iT dr: -r~c,r (J-e,\ .. --E.- o..-.{: Tf-e-Q ( 

Tr~t:/k47 ~(J-f'rqr,~'j flVhj (,{Jlc1ftC cqbl,(J fj J j~~~J~ \ C'~~s t 

Mt:J Qwr-/~I'<j 6,'[ I Wlr) , /tIor sTat 1~' /?re.Cqc,~ 9/( Th.~.o.j C~{!-€r-r1 s 
~z /d de.);l 1u\i~ f~~'· q{,f/ '(I ~or ~fc..-€- }tt~ ~IG 

jPLEASE L~VE ANY PRE~ARED STATEMENTS WITH, THE CO~ITTEEr SECRETARY 
~J-v~\ 7!C{ l~ tvp{~, 1 C"11 r .. ?( S-e--€ ~lo?W AId (q'"?-- i'J CJc).~ (0 4-4{(J 
Lv) k~"1lr~ :VJ J1Cl1IGt

i1 '\ )t1C<Vt (, ,/'.2'- <. 



PETITION 

1II!,'Je. the undersigned,~ undel~stand that House Bi 11 192 is impol~tant 'for 
~he economic viabil ity of the log trucking industry. 

We strongly support this bill and encourage your support also. 
Thank vou. 
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SAT ~~~-~~~~ 
~~ /9~ vW)~ 
ff m~ % ~ ~cYuAA~J'.-I 
/'ItJT ~ Jil7'-d .3/\ -- -.-~ 
- ---~tf· ~ ~~ 

We the underside Gupport thQ Hou~ebill #192 
for ~cqulation of Log ~ruckers ana [or the 
welfare of our jobs .. 

SENATE HIGHWAYS 
EXHI3IT NO. ~ ;;:Vl 

DATE 
{\DDRF.§S 

/1 '. r' ~ /' . ,s 'j , ., 1 A~L..!... .. ~ '," "0 .. .! '~~' .. f:' '~": .. {. :1. ... tt 
J.<7 t1.. q2, (.) 5 .•. . .. L . .:"~' _._L . __ ... __ ._._-_ 
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A!t i .. ? __ ._.!i3. .... !/77-
lit _£~, 11 ./{L /' 

R? r~ _ .. /3 <!i ... _.J. ,f ;- l_ 
. .(~ ~ 

/,l~' J t,. •. , -1.<) _ .~)',,1. ';'.? .. 

~.;":_M1. I .. o(.4r ~III: 
.. _.I.r \:~_ . ... ~;c./JLtl.J __ ._._. _ 
_ .. 0/? f1!.'!~ 7I1-:.:.._Jv:/. /J'iI-' 

'3> - a/-6fT' 
PHONE oprr:: itt 

112 



FEB-2:3-91 SAT .:. ::3 1 

We the under.side suppo.r.t. the IJOUB8hi 11 # 192 
for regulation of Log truckers and for the 
welfare of our jobs .. 

l\DJ.>HRSS 
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VatJ(-- a /~ "jll'l r, 1'ic::2. - / 1/ ~~ (d;~/) 

We, the undersigned, residing in or aJ;'OUI1d FLATHEAD <nJNTY, hereby request your suproRI' 

for HOUSE BILL 192. We understand the irnportanre of this bill for the econanic 

18. 

I 19. 

23. 

viability of the log TRUCKING industry, and thereby reqUest yam SUPPORI' also. 

e.~. :;;)1 
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I ":\,, Ii 
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WITNESS STATEMENT 

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

, 1991. Dated this .2 I day of n1A-RC t-1-

Name: &<! ilil¥ C k r lSI Cj --r r~r 8;. (l tJ 
Address: __ ~~6~o~-=5)~ __ ~~~ ___ ~~ ________________________ _ 

Telephone Number: 4(J 6 - .£ ¥ C) • ;( (l .3 q 

Do you: Support? ___ Amend? --- Oppose? ~ 

Comments: 

~J~ lB. In 1&myu-b 0-4; 
f't 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY 



WITNESS STATEMENT 

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

a person who wants 

Dated this ~ day of --~/1~~~k~0+---------, 1991. 

Name: f)A tJ f!U4HAv(J8,AVf 
Address: 6Cf /I 1I cJ.. TL(~/~?/)5(,'~r &(IS /-t;--

Telephone Number: __ ~Y~~~/_-_y~:Z~b~,~~· __________________________ ___ 
Representin~ whom? 

!\/Cit(HNvf'F6~( T(~JC:I'0J 
Appearing on which proposal? 

IfL 
Do you: Suppor:t? __ 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 ;?I day of ~ , 1991. 

Name: £"" r /1 /¢::. /""0 etC ~ v 
--~~~~--~~~~~=77~---------------------------------

Telephone Number: ,;;2? {£ - :3 ? S-7 

Representing whom? 

?~~> 
Appearing on which proposal? 

Do you: Support? __ Amend? -- Oppose? X 

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. 

thi s 1-t- day of --I-(J-J,' 1....LAt.:../.~s:.~Ir_· ____ , 1991. 

Name: __ L......::e....::;.e~L;..4.0LJ~(f-I-1a~e..J-/---.,;ht=---__ --::;--:--_________ _ 

Address: _..!..:::£...!;:l~:""';' C;~1 0_---1..4...:.-. k~e ,,_,;....~:....;d:::...J ...1-' __________ _ 

Dated 

B 02 ~ rn. ~ 1'-- /11 f. 
Telephone Number: 0 J- ? ~ J.5 7 rf--' 

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

Representing whom? 

Appearing on which proposal? 

/Ill /;.1 
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 ~\ day of tfy~ , 1991. 

Name:_+"'~-"'~I--~~~"---~~.,;s.,,~~~ ________ _ 

Address: ~ ~ lv S? 

~~ rrJ: 

Representing 

Appearing on wh~ proposal? 

Do you: Suppor t ? __ 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 .k/- day of /14/{ c,./I ,199l. 

Name: LX L e Ali f ~I 
Address: 71 c.,Av J rA L· L A A E n oAf) 

l. ; ~ ¥ 11 Q hi' -r. :C 'l"12=) 
Telephone Number: r' 3 • 3 s= 0 S' 
Representin~ whom? 

~ if'-lL L aff ';)1 r 
Appearing on which proposal? 

Do you: Suppor:t? __ Amend? -- oppose?+ 

Comments: 

o 4#VN 11 Y 0 "'kN TIi. <., <r t;,{« .r __ £r'L 
7/I.rJ I.!v;; L P Q/te..E n k ra A L.)' Z-Sl,c,,id 
Nfl 1-iA k t... !7)L L t:J tJ- .I: ?it v r F 0..8 c..i"~)ta 
r"A7/J LA Ii A Ii [) ILl I P aN 7/lE 0 4VN ,.~ 

t7'£A..At=o/(J. 1'1. EA,t r~'P*Af /1E. 

En Q""~sq".J "~/~ 83 

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 --,-pt_Cf/_t.---!..~ _____ , 1991. 

Name: 41.,l.-k .{ /://(/(2) 
7' 

Telephone Number: LIt..! b :> rv- /0/ I ----------------------------------------------
Representing whom? 

f~~j{/V\-J to? i ,:-' 7' 
;17 ;j 

Appearing on which proposal? 

1+ P I q;z 

Do you: Support? -- Amend? 

Comments: 
-- Oppose? V 

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 \\'\c"IC h , 1991. 

Name: :Ie c" Q n t"'~ bc'-.h 0 

Address: \)$5 eel (y\',e re' II DR. ~c~ \.A -; ~@(Ila.n rriT 

617/S 
Telephone Number: 4C&- -<.3<3"0 - 72;)..,D 
Representing whom? . 

'fWn.f'-l ±-hhQ i;c)c ~"J ('x~/tJ 
Appearing on which proposal? 

Do you: Support? -- Amend? -- oppose?-X-

comments: 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY 



WITNESS STATEMENT 

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

Dated thisJ-) day of (;7I71a/zc~ , 1991. 

Name: -:&jw.xl9-/"¥:Lld 
Address: e 0 ~ 150 Y 3 q 7 l~-(.iL?'~t/M 6' ~Lt:~ ~~1'- 5' 1 ? 3 CJ1 

Telephone Number :_~7~0,-' .....:}~--...J.i:.-'.:..-7~Lj:.-:.-C6 ___________ _ 

Representing whom? 

Hazpn=e 
Appearing on which proposal? 

!Ill I '/?-
Do you: Support? __ Amend? -- oppose?X 

Comments: 

lJ~ /5T~ eerye4Z4z~A ccr 

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. 

Da ted th is cJ / day 0 f _---.:./_J-'"-...::<4..k&.:.t?wc--'-/<;::.),.... __ , 1991. 

Address: (/0 f /-/- be .. ,.-,4 
--~~~~~----~)~~~~~~-------------------------------

>':9/(0 / 

Telephone Number: ____ ~7 __ ~_'~6~-_-_~ __ Q~'J~~y __________________________ __ 

Representing whom? 

Appearing on which proposal? 

Do you: Support? ----- Amend? ----- Oppose? X 
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 ..21 day of tftfl{iP ej( , 1991. 

Name: /JiL;! C0c0 CGN 

Telephone Numbe r : __ --1O<J~t"----t __ 'I_+' ~:2_-.Jlt'"--() _________ _ 

Representing whom? 

Appearing on which proposal? 

!P~ 
Do you: Suppor t ? __ Amend? -- oppose?-X-

Comments: 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE COMMITTEE SECRETARY 



NAME 

COMMITTEE ON: HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION 

DATE: 3-2/-9 , 
VISITOR'S REGISTER 

REPRESENTING BILL # SUPPORT OPPO 



COMMITIEE ON: HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION 

DATE: ~/ #.0 ~ 9/ 
~ , 

VISITOR'S REGISTER 

REPRESENTING BILL;; SUPPORT OPPOS 

IfL 
lOJ b... 
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