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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution:

A BILL for an Act to amend and reenact subdivision i of subsection 1 and subdivision h of
subsection 3 of section 49-23-04 of the North Dakota Century Code, relating to the one-call
excavation notice system.

Minutes: Attachments 1 - 6

Chairman Dever: Opened the hearing on SB 2147.

Senator Rust, District 2: See Attachment #1 for testimony as sponsor and in support of
the bill.

(3:40) Senator Marcellais: "Reasonable Cost", that is very vague, what is reasonable
cost?

Senator Rust: It would be the cost of that person that goes out there and | presume in that
cost it would involve the transportation and so forth of having to do that. | believe others
behind me can tell you exactly of what that can be. There are many times that there are
multiple calls to the same location and they end up paying for that. Right now the law
provides for some charges of those people already.

Chairman Dever: What is behind the amendments? There have been varied interests in
the past on the same subject. Do they represent conversations that have taken place?

Senator Rust: | think that when you look at the original bill - this covers the things that
were missed. It was to clarify.

(7:15)David Crothers, North Dakota Association of Telecommunications
Cooperatives: See Attachment #2 for testimony in support of the bill.

(16:35)Chairman Dever: You were very clear in your testimony.

(17:00) Dean Rustad, Operations Manager, Northwest Communications Cooperative:
See Attachment #3 for testimony in support of the bill.
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(25:25)Senator Davison: On Page 3, when you are talking about the data on this, what
percentage of the $760,000 would you say that occurred after the 2™ call?

Dean Rustad: | do not have that data because of the tickets we get and how they are built.
| could tell you the number of re-spots. | did not compile how many of them as a whole
were like my examples on the last page. | would be guessing at about 20% to 30% of the
re-spots would be third re-spots and beyond.

Senator Davison: When we are talking about reasonable cost, you suggested what you
would pay a contractor to do, is that the reasonable cost in your mind that you are looking
for or are there additional costs besides that?

Dean Rustad: Our intent is not to make a profit but to pass the actual cost on.

Senator Davison: If someone cuts a cable or damages the infrastructure, who's
responsibility is it to cover the costs in that situation?

Dean Rustad: It depends on who is at fault If the locate was done incorrectly and the
flags and marking paint are off, that is our problem and we have to fix it at our cost. Itis not
the responsibility of the contractor. If it was located correctly, and we arrive on site and
there are flags and everything is marked, then it is the contractor's responsibility to pay for
the costs of those repairs.

Senator Davison: In the bill it talks about "reasonable excavating" so what would that be?

Dean Rustad: The way | would define that depends on the size of the crew that is working
on it and the project. Every situation varies.

Senator Davison: Do you perceive this as being a form that you bring out there with you
when you are doing the locate and you talk to the head of the excavation crew and find out
the scope of the project and get signatures on both sides?

Dean Rustad: That could be a solution, or a meeting with the contractor to find out the
extent of the project and what the work is that will be done and then we could discuss the
reasonableness of it.

(30:20) Kent Blickensderfer, Century Link: See Attachment # 4 for testimony in support
of the bill with the amendments that have been proposed.

(32:05) Carlee MclLeod, President, Utility Shareholders of North Dakota: See
Attachment #5 for testimony in opposition to the bill.

(37:35)Senator Davison: Within the bill, what part of it are you against? Are you testifying
against what would be reasonably excavated?

Carlee McLeod: | don't not have a problem with the reasonable language. | do not think
that it is necessary. We actually have a provision in law that is not listed as one of these
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two sections being amended that says that if you call in a relocate you have to modify that
to the area you expect to be excavating during the next 21 days. What | understand is the
practice right now is that if there are large projects they walk through what will be done. |
cannot tell you what is reasonable, but | can say that | do not think that language is
necessary. If you put that part in, | am not going to have heartburn. | really have a problem
with making them pay for relocate.

Senator Davison: They brought forward some data regarding the number of increase in
costs. Do you have something that shows that the bill threatens property or employees?

Carlee McLeod: | do not have data that shows that this threatens actual people because
this would be a new change in law. What | can say is that since this has been in place we
have encouraged people to report violations on all sides of the law. We are starting to build
more data about problems that exist currently with cutting through facilities and damages.
Making it a more cumbersome process for those people who are trying to do the right thing
and call to get things marked; | do not think that will have a positive effect on damages. |
think it will have a negative effect.

Chairman Dever: Are you suggesting that if the contractor/excavator had to pay the
expenses of the relocate, that they may rather violate the law?

Carlee McLeod: | am suggesting that. | realize that seems like a silly thing to say because
we do not create laws that only people can abide by with no effort. Obviously we have laws
on the books for a reason. (Gives an example) Before we upped the penalty for violations
for violations from $5000 to $25,000, this was happening all the time.

(41:57) Shane Goettle, MDU Resources: Testified in opposition to the bill. We really are
on both sides of this. We are both a utility and they are also an excavator. They have
balanced these competing interests internally and the outcome is that they would like the
law to remain the way it is.

(42:51) Senator Davison: Do you think that is fair comparison if you have a company that
has two internal organizations that can better coordinate and work together as opposed to
someone that is working with separate contractors and people they do not communicate
with on a regular basis?

Shane Goettle: Let me clear up a misimpression. Certainly they work together internally
but they also work with other contractors so they are not always constantly working
together. Since they see this from both sides, they have looked at this policy and have
looked at what the best interests served are.

(44:05) Mark Dougherty, Associated General Contractors of North Dakota: See
Attachment #6 for testimony in opposition to the bill. Testimony was written before seeing
the proposed amendments.

(52:00) Senator Nelson: | have a question on safety. | have seen when the markings have
been removed to mow or something of that sort; who is responsible for that?
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Mark Dougherty: | do not know if | can answer that. It is not unusual. It is difficult to find
either side responsible. That is why they mark with flags and paint or chalk as well as the
21 day requirement for relocating.

Senator Cook: You made an argument that relocates happen because a contractor forgets
to call and stop a regular schedule of relocate. That in my mind is lazy behavior that causes
a cost on someone else. How do we stop that if not this way? It is a great argument to vote
for the bill.

Mark Dougherty: | do not disagree that has to be dealt with. That is what we did with this
subsection last session when we put it in there. We tried to cover those costs last session
when we dealt with this issue.

Senator Davison: You said twice in your testimony that North Dakota is the only one that
puts a charge at all on those. | do not see a problem with there being a charge or shared
cost in some of the expenses based on the amount of growth the state is experiencing. Do
you not think that is reasonable?

Mark Dougherty: With everything | have learned about this through years and years of
working with it, | think that what one call is doing is that it is making one place we can call
and get all the utilities located in the area that we are going to excavate. The federal
government and we think that should be a responsibility of the operators of these facilities
to protect their facilities and the public. So | would not agree with that.

Chairman Dever: Closed the hearing on SB 2147.
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Minutes: Attachments 1

Chairman Dever: Opened SB 2147 for committee discussion. See Attachment #1 for
amendments proposed by Senator Rust.

Senator Nelson: Moved Amendment 15.0613.01001.
Senator Davison: Seconded.

A Roll Call Vote Was Taken: 7 yeas, 0 nays, 0 absent.
Motion Carried.

Chairman Dever: It sounded to me that the argument on one side is that there are a great
deal of expenses involved with dealing with the marking, that contractors because they are
not bearing the expense, they may not be quite so responsible in acting in an expedient
fashion so that it is not necessary to re- mark it. The other side says that if we make them
responsible for covering those expenses, they may not bother calling to have them re-
marked and there could be some safely issues. Does that reflect the understanding of the
members of the committee?

Senator Nelson: My big problem with this is that so often they ask for an initial locate for
such a large area knowing full well that they can't get that done in the 21 days. It seems to
me if we could put some restrictions on how much territory the locate covered, we might be
solving some of these problems.

Chairman Dever: Is that something you think we can legislate?

Senator Poolman: | echo Senator Nelson's comments. | think that amendment tries to help
that - what can be reasonably excavated. Encouraging contractors to only ask for what
they can reasonably complete in 21 days and you get 2 chances in order to complete that
work in 21 days. The contractors talked about what a convenience the one-call system
saves them in time and hassle. | think it absolutely can be considered part of the cost of
construction in order to absorb some of these costs
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Senator Cook: | want to point out that SB 2167 that is asking for a legislative study of one-
call excavation notices.

Chairman Dever: Is that a mandatory study?

Senator Cook: No.

Senator Poolman: If we let this bill go, we are still going to have companies that are
absorbing a large amount of this cost over the next two years while the study is being done

and | am concerned about that.

Chairman Dever: It seems to me the costs are being absorbed by the people that have no
control over the cost.

Senator Poolman: Moved a Do Pass As Amended.
Senator Nelson: Seconded.

A Roll Call Vote Was Taken: 5 yeas, 2 nays, 0 absent.
Motion Carried.

Senator Dever will carry the bill.
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2147

Page 1, line 14, remove the overstrike over "third"

Page 1, line 14, remove "second"

Page 1, line 14, overstrike "where no excavation"

Page 1, line 15, overstrike "has occurred"

Renumber accordingly
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution:

One-call excavation notice system.

Minutes: Attachments 1-8

Chairman Keiser: Opens the hearing

Dave Crothers~North Dakota Association of Telecommunications Cooperatives:
(Attachment 1).

(11:30)

Representative Ruby: You have a problem with the word "reasonable.” Then you
propose to put "reasonably" into the bill.

Dave Crothers: "Reasonable" and "reasonable costs" are a term that all the stakeholders
in this body have always used in the one-call statutes in North Dakota. The attachment to
my testimony shows where the two terms are used ten times. We chose to use the same
words that supporters of one-call have always used.

Representative Ruby: Who is making that determination when looking at the area to be
excavated?

Dave Crothers: There are a couple of options for the word "reasonable." We are being
called back to the same area and the same projects over and over. |If there is no
construction or minimal construction, it is not reasonable to be called back a 3", 4", or 5™
time. There may be outside factors at play like weather that prevent the construction.

Representative Ruby: You may have one contractor who will use both locates and then
there are others that come along that need it also like gas line people, landscapers, etc.
Isn't there a concern that the first contractor may use up the two locates and then everyone
else will have to pay?
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Dave Crothers: The legislation is not site specific. It is excavator specific. Everyone can
call in locate requests. It starts new with each request.

Representative Laning: Do you consider each individual company to be eligible for two
calls?

Dave Crothers: Yes.

Representative M Nelson: When people call in for the large projects, does your call
center do any screening to make sure it can be done in the time given?

Dave Crothers: | would defer that question to the one-call board. There is already a
requirement in state law that excavators are limited to reasonable requests. It is being
abused. That is why we are here today.

Representative M Nelson: | can see a large project that is done in stages. When there is
excavation being done several times, is it just the 21 days for each time? What if it is a
month between?

Dave Crothers: They don't have to be consecutive. This legislation will bring greater
planning by excavators.

Representative Laning: Regarding the lines, is there a minimum depth that you place the
lines?

Dave Crothers: | will defer that question to Dean Rustad from Northwest Communications
Cooperative.

Representative Ruby: If they break the project into sections, are you saying this would
allow them to get two for every section of that project?

Dave Crothers: We would be delighted if it was broken up and desirable so we don't have
to mark the long project. That would be ideal.

Representative Ruby: That would be good if the two sides work together. You were
talking about the difference between the utilities. One has the protection to be able to
make a profit. But they also have to submit requests for rate increases to the PSC. When |
get my notices of increase from the co-op that | am on, it is just the board that decides if we
need to make an increase. It is your board and administration that makes sure the
cooperative doesn't lose money.

Dave Crothers: |If it's regulated by the PSC, it's a monopoly. That is not the case in
telecommunications. The PSC's priority is safety. Because they are a monopoly, they
don't face the same competitive pressures. The telecommunications industry has
tremendous competition. We are at the top of the rate ceiling now in becoming
uncompetitive. That is why this bill is here today.
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Representative Louser: How does the $1.10 relate to an average expense? How do you
calculate the expense of a locate?

Dave Crothers: That's a decision every underground utility infrastructure owner faces
whether they should have their own employees or contract out. If a contract employee
relocates a residential lot that is probably $17. To locate a section of land that is $170.
That is per line. If there are 3 lines it would $170 times 3 which would be $510 for a
section. It costs a telephone company up to $95 an hour to send a skilled technician out.
Consolidated out of Dickinson sends technicians up to 80 miles one way to do a locate.

Chairman Keiser: If I'm a contractor, my solution would be to call you out more often. |
would divide my project into segments. | would call for a locate for each segment. Could
this be a problem rather than a solution?

Dave Crothers: We would like it in increments.

Chairman Keiser: That seems to be a downside of the legislation.

Dave Crothers: | don't concur with that. The excavator wants to do the work. By state
law they can have us back out there in 48 hours.

Chairman Keiser: | can see myself making an adjustment so | don't have to pay. That
could result in a lot more trips.

Dave Crothers: We would find it ideal if there was more planning by excavators and is
something we desire.

Dean Rustad~Operations Manager-Northwest Communications Cooperative (NCC):
(Attachment 2).

(37:15)

Vice Chairman Sukut: If an excavator breaks it into 6 or 7 segments, he can have 2 calls
on each segment. How does that you save money?

Dean Rustad: After the second one we can cover our costs on it. If the job takes six
months, any locate after that we can ask to recover our expenses.

Vice Chairman Sukut: If you don't get a third call that is not cheap to keep doing the first
two calls.

Dean Rustad: That is our cost of doing business. But when the jobs go on and on, we are
asking for compensation. Seventy percent of our calls were past locates. It is common
among a lot of contractors.
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Representative M Nelson: Locates are only good for 21 days unless other arrangements
are made. Why aren't other arrangements made like hardwire in GPS positions of your
infrastructure or put up more permanent signage. Why do you keep going back to the
same spot?

Dean Rustad: It's a matter of liability. If something happens it is our problem. We have
potholed the facility by exposing and marking. It doesn't work for every situation.

Representative Ruby: The area that is going to be worked on for two years is defined.
You don't see that on a gravel pit, etc. with a whole quarter. Is it government that
mandates it relocated?

Dean Rustad: What would help is an extended locate period. It used to be ten days then
we went to 21 days. Thirty days would help. The flags need to be maintained by the
excavator. After 30 days of driving in and out the flags get run over and paint marks fade. |
don't know if all parties would agree to 30 days.

Representative Louser: It looks like about seven out of eight are contracted. How are
you allocating the cost for the ones that you have your three locators?

Dean Rustad: It's based on whether it is copper or fiber. Then we apply our hourly rate of
$95 per hour to the customer. | don't know what our hourly rate is internally.

Representative Louser: |n the event that this bill passes, would you hire more locators
and be charging more than $17 that is allocated now for the contractors?

Dean Rustad: That's not our intent. We would have hired more employees if we could.
It's hard to find employees. The job pays in the mid 20s. That is not good enough money.
Our intent is to cover more locating. We only charge what our costs are.

Representative Laning: Is there a minimum depth to bury lines?

Dean Rustad: Yes. From the house to the nearest point it is 18 to 24 inches. The main
line we like to keep 36 to 42 inches deep.

Representative Louser: How does this affect a residential property owner?

Dean Rustad: There are different contractors for residential. This affects the longer term
jobs. Most of the other projects are smaller.

Chairman Keiser: The issue "it may be reasonably excavated." How would you work with
them to find what is "reasonably excavated"?

Dean Rustad: It's not our business to get into their work. It is their business to decide how
much they can get done in 21 days. We have a concern when it proves itself out that they
are not going to get done.
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Chairman Keiser: Some contractors have more than one job that they are working on. If
we get a segment of bad weather it backs up everything. How do you deal with that
reasonably?

(48:12)
Dean Rustad: Things happen beyond their control. Why do we have to bear those costs?
We can't help it if it rained or people quit but yet we have to pay for it. They profit and we

pay.

Representative Laning: Driving a stake in the ground is starting an excavation. Would
we be able to exclude driving a stake into the ground when considering excavation?

Dean Rustad: The stake is based on where the facility is. They want to know where our
lines are running.

Representative M Nelson: How many locates do you call in a year?

Dean Rustad: We are putting in 132 miles this year. We contract that out. We don't want
them to go beyond what they can finish in a 21 day period.

Chairman Keiser: Your pie charts show you have grown, it's a good problem.
Dean Rustad: Our accountants have told us that the costs have exceeded our ability to
recover with the growth. We don't see a two or three month recuperation time on the return

on investment. It takes years for a return on what we put into the ground.

Representative Kasper: How large has your business increased over the last 5 or 6
years.

Dean Rustad: We've grown about 500 lines or about 10%.

Representative Lefor: Would home owners be charged after a second time?

Dean Rustad: There is not an exception for them.

Kent Blickensderfer~Representing CenturyLink in North Dakota: (Attachment 3).
(56:10)

Representative Ruby: This includes utilities that are cooperatives that have boards to
adjust their rates. Do you see this as a broad change that does affect any utility and not
just the telecoms? If so how would we narrow that down to what you do?

Kent Blickensderfer: You can go to a wireless device for your telecom needs but it is a

smaller customer base. You can't go to another power supplier. They have 100% of the
rate base. They are regulated by their board of directors.
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Representative Kasper: Do you know what your total cost to the state of North Dakota
was for one call system requests over the past 12 months?

Kent Blickensderfer: $1.5 million.

Opposition:

Carlee McLeod~Representing the shareholders of North Dakota Investor-Owned
Utilities: (Attachment 4).

(1:12:00)

Representative Ruby: In Section one the original language almost seems more
definitive?

Carlee McLeod: | agree. | don't have any heartburn with it. In practice, it's already
happening.

Representative Louser: Are homeowners considered excavators? Of the projects you
mentioned, are there different projects requiring different one calls.

Carlee McLeod: That's where it's confusing. A homeowner is an excavator. This bill
doesn't say when a project starts or ends. Modifying a yard is an on-going project. So after
the first two tickets you could be billed.

Shane Goettle~MDU Resources: MDU Resources has utility companies in electric and
natural gas in eight states. They are on both sides of the issue. MDU decided internally to
side with safety. The natural gas distribution system in this state has about one quarter of
the hits that are from no-calls. Any policy that might increase the odds of no-calls because
the homeowner must now pay for the third call is something the company doesn't want to
accept. Any time you are digging below 12 inches you are an excavator

Representative Kasper: Who hires the excavator and how is the homeowner going to be
billed?

Shane Goettle: If the homeowner is not doing the work, it is the company doing the work.
Representative Kasper: The excavator is doing the work, who pays the excavator?
Shane Goettle: The homeowner. The excavator is the one who is doing the digging.
Representative Kasper: If itis a contractor, it could be in the bid to the excavator?

Shane Goettle: If the contract terms permitted that.
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Representative Kasper: This bill doesn't prohibit that being in the contract?
Shane Goettle: No.

Mark Dougherty~Membership Service Director for the Associated General
Contractors of North Dakota: (Attachment 5).

This year we will spend about $200,000 on TV, radio, and news ads. They all have a
statement that this is free. My concern is that when they are charged for it, it will break
down the communication. Some calls won't be made.

(1:27:00)

Chairman Keiser: The law passed last session was a remedy for the bad actors. Is that
true for the one call system?

Mark Dougherty: It takes care of part of it. There were locates being put in for over a year
where there was nothing going on. Many were pipeline projects and they ran into
easement problems.

Chairman Keiser: What is the penalty?

Mark Dougherty: The penalty is now they have to pay forit. You could bring a complaint
against them through the PSC and use the $25,000 penalty.

Chairman Keiser: Have we done that for bad actors?

Mark Dougherty: | am not aware of any complaints to that effect.

Representative Louser: How would this impact DOT projects?

Mark Dougherty: This will have a huge impact on the DOT. Their costs will go up
because of this. Many of their projects are large. Some are two-year projects. By law we
now have to remark every 21 days.

Chairman Keiser: Would the cost be based on the different needs of the subcontractors?
Mark Dougherty: The law states that the person doing the excavation has to make the
one-call. A prime contractor can't blanket the whole job and have all their subs work under
that ticket.

Brenda EImer~ABC Associated Contractors: (Attachment 6).

(1:35:33)

Representative M Nelson: When a contractor is billing a job, there is no way for him to
know beforehand what utilities he is going to deal with?
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Brenda Elmer: That is the reason for the one call.

James Ruud~President & Project Manager for Edling Electric: (Attachment 7).
(1:41:24)

Mike Sullivan~Sullivan Construction: We typically do a 10 to 15 acre subdivision. We
clear the property so that would be one request. We do water and sewer as well. It takes a
couple of years to finish a project. We have had trouble with locates that were wrong. We
have hit utilities that were missed. The gas main that we hit was off by four feet. The
power was not located at all.

Representative Kasper: | don't know if this bill would change anything for the process
other than who pays for it.

Mike Sullivan: In a 28 lot residential subdivision we would have one locate for the land
clearing portion. Then would be the foundation, water, sewer, and grading.

Representative Kasper: You are going to have the same problems whether or not this bill
passes. Itis just who pays the locates.

Mike Sullivan: That's correct.

Representative Laning: Do you have problems scheduling the small projects within the
21 days?

Mike Sullivan: We manage our projects in stages.

Neutral:

Patrick Fahn, Director of Compliance and Competitive Markets, PSC: The commission
does investigate all the complaints filed. We determine if there is a violation and then if
there should be a penalty. Sometimes the contractor and the staff of the Public Service
Commission come to an agreement. That agreement is brought before the commission for
a vote. In other cases the excavator may have a challenge to the violation that may go to a
hearing before a decision is made.

Representative M Nelson: We were told that sometimes locates aren't done properly.
Does the PSC get complaints in those cases and do you act on them?

Patrick Fahn: Yes.
Representative M Nelson: Have you taken action against any utilities?

Patrick Fahn: Yes, we have where the facility was not located properly.



House Industry, Business & Labor Committee
SB 2147

March 23, 2015

Page 9

Representative Ruby: Is there some way for the contractor to recoup their loss for the
cost of the project?

Patrick Fahn: The commission only determines if there was a violation of the law and then
we assess a penalty for a violation. The law says that if an excavator causes damage, the
excavator is responsible for the damages. | don't think there is anything in the law that
works the other way around.

Chairman Keiser: There is recourse in civil law.

Dan Lindquist~Owner of Dan Lindquist Construction, Inc: (Attachment 8). He was
unable to attend but submitted testimony for the record.

Chairman Keiser: Closed the hearing
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution:

One-call excavation notice system.

Minutes:

Chairman Keiser: Opens the work session on SB 2147. What are the wishes of the
committee?

Representative Kasper: Moves a Do Not Pass
Representative Lefor: Seconded.

Chairman Keiser: | believe this is going to create a lot more problems than they think. It
certainly creates problems for our contractors.

Representative Kasper: | thought we pretty much dealt with it in the last session. The
study is the appropriate manner you suggested.

Representative Laning: Same thing, the study has already signed by the governor.

Representative Louser: If this bill doesn't fail, | would like to consider some amendments
for the residential area.

Roll call was taken on SB 2147, for a Do Not Pass with 10 yes, 4 no, 1 absent and
Representative M Nelson will carry the bill.
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution:

One-call excavation notice system.

Minutes:

Chairman Keiser: Opens the work session on SB 2147.

Representative Louser: There was conflicting language in the bill. | would like to amend
so there would be three free calls instead of two. Then a carve out for residential property
owners. So residential property owners would be able to make one call without charge.

Representative Kasper: | will resist the motion to reconsider. We had a big battle two
years ago and we came up with a compromise. Now we have one side not liking what we
agreed to two years ago and want to change everything. We also have a bill that was
passed that is a study. We need to come up with a solution that all sides agree to again.
The amendment that Representative Louser is proposing doesn't solve the issue. It puts a
band aide on it. It still doesn't solve the problem of who pays for the cost. That will take an
interim study.

Representative Lefor: \What was agreed to two years ago?

Representative Kasper: What was agreed to is what the current law is.

Representative Ruby: It was mainly extending it to the 21 days.

Representative Hanson: Is the intent to make the bill better so you would support it?

Representative Louser: | voted no on the Do Not Pass.
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Representative Louser: Moved to reconsider the committee's actions of Do Not Pass.
Representative Beadle: Seconded the motion.

Representative Ruby: |I'm going to resist this motion. | didn't hear any concerns with the
residential part of it. It still doesn't solve the issue where you have contractors that have
delays because they have to get out of the area to let other contractors in to do their work.
| think there are other remedies they can do. | think we should do it through the study
process.

Chairman Keiser: The suggested amendment improves some of the concerns but | still
have reservations. | don't want residential users to think they are exempt from doing this.
They are exempt from the payment. Safety is the number one priority. | will resist the
motion also.

A Roll Call vote was taken: Yes 5 ,No 8 , Absent 1

Motion to reconsider fails.
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Roll Call Vote:

2015 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE
ROLL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. c; I, %7

House Industry, Business & Labor

O Subcommittee (O Conference Committee

Amendment LC# or Description:

I

Committee

Recommendation: ] Adopt Amendment

O Do Pass ﬁ Do Not Pass O Without Committee Recommendation

J As Amended O Rerefer to Appropriations

Other Actions: O Reconsider O

Motion Made By%p k@g P@f Seconded By %CID Lﬁp@ —

Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes | No
Chairman Keiser X Representative Lefor X
Vice Chairman Sukut K Representative Louser b3
Representative Beadle R Representative Ruby X
Representative Becker x Represenative Amerman X
Representative Devlin X Representative Boschee X
Representative Frantsvog o Representative Hanson b4
Representative Kasper X Representative M Nelson X
Representative Laning X

Total  (Yes) 1O No 4

Absent I

Floor Assignment (Réj‘) Nl Ndﬁo N

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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2015 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE
ROLL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. & | L’* 7

House Industry, Business & Labor Committee

O Subcommittee [J Conference Committee

Amendment LC# or Description:

Recommendation: ] Adopt Amendment
U Do Pass 0O Do Not Pass [ Without Committee Recommendation
J As Amended [J Rerefer to Appropriations

Other Actions: ™ Reconsider O

Seconded By ?@p B(’“ GA Ie/

Motion Made By _'R'G’P LO LSex

Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes | No
Chairman Keiser x Representative Lefor A
Vice C