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MEMORANDUM

Date: February 22, 2005

To: Senator Charlie Huggins, Chair
Senate Transportation Committee

From: Representative Tom Anderson, Chair
House Labor & Commerce Committee

Re: HB 115
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Thank you for scheduling HB 115 for a Committee hearing on Thursday February 24, 2005.

Enclosed for your consideration are:
1 CS HB 115 (TRA)
Sponsor Statement
Sectional Analysis
Fiscal Notes (DOT)
Summary of Committee Changes
Bill History
Backup Material
a. Letters of Support
b. ADN article dated February 8, 2005
c. The Bond Buyer article dated May 30, 2002
d. Original version of HB 115

Noorwd

Thank you for your consideration of this legislation and for scheduling the hill pending referral.
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Title: “An Actrelating to charges paid orcollected by users oroccupants of an
airport facility owned or controlled by the state; and providing for an effective date.”

HB 115 provides a mechanism (customer facility charges or “1 FCs”) to improve airport facilities
without the expenditures of state funds. The most common projects to use CFCs funds are car
rental facilities. The bill also provides a revenue stream to maintain and operate the facilities,
without requiring an increase in the airport operating budget as the cost of maintenance will be paid

using the related customer facility maintenance charge.

In 2001, the legislature passed chapter 99 SLA 2001, which authorized the imposition of customer
facility charges to fund the construction of improvements on airport properties. CFCs have been
imposed by many other airports around the country as a means of funding car rental facility
improvements. No state credit is pledged to support the bonds. Dallas-Fort Worth and Denver are
two examples out of many where CFC’s have been used successfully to build these facilities.

During negotiations with the state over the implementation of the project, issues were identified and
set forth in ch. 99 SLA 2001. These issues should be clarified to ensure the bonds can be
marketable. Those issues revolve around clarifying the new revenue stream generated by the CFC
should not be considered revenue of the state when the bond is a private initiative and ensuring that
the bond trustee, not the state, will take custody of the funds.

Because the facility will revert to the state in its entirety at the end of the term, it would also be
appropriate to allow the imposition of a customei facility maintenance charge to ensure the facility
is well-maintained and kept up appropriately. The charge also avoids any impact on the airport’s
operating budget as the airport will not be responsible for the maintenance and repair of the facility

while under airport car rental company’s control.

This bill implements a valuable private market tool to construct improvements to Alaska airports,
without the expenditure of public funds. This will improve the amenities provided to the traveling
public, both Alaskan and non-Alaskan alike.

| urge your support for this bill.

February 15, 2005 - CS HB 115 (TRA)
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Section 3.

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Sectional Analysis forCS HB 115 (TRA)
BY: Representative Tom Anderson

The language that was added in ch. 99 SLA 2001 to AS 02.15.090(a) is being
moved into a new subsection (h) for clarification purposes.

This adds a new subsection (h) to AS 09.15.090 which now becomes the
operative stand alone section allowing for the collection of customer facility
charges (“CFCs). It allows the commissioner of DOT/PF, by contract or order to
set the CFC, to require the car rental companies to collect the fee, and to adjust
the CFC to meet debt service obligations that might be required or desirable as car
rental traffic increases or decreases over time; these are carry-overs of existing
law. The new language clarifies that the CFCs will be remitted to the bond trustee
and not state when the state did not issue the bonds. CFCs will still be used to
repay the bond or other indebtedness incurred for the project. However, the
definition of what types on indebtedness could be paid has been broadened to
include debt service, creation of adebt service reserve fund, and to meet any other

bond requirements.

New subsection (i) allows for tfk imposition of a related customer facility
maintenance charge. These differ from CFCs as they are not debt related; they
are collected to pay for the maintenance and operation of the facility. Thus, they
will cover major repairs, on-going maintenance, utilities and insurance among
other expenses. This will prevent the facility from becoming an operational
liability to the department while occupied by the RACs in operation; and will
ensure that a major repair fund is maintained so that when the state takes sole
custody of it in 30 years, there are enough funds to undertake major repairs and
allow the facility to be used for its real economic and physical life.

AS 37.15.410 allows for issuance of revenue bonds for international airport
improvements. The 2001 amendment clarified that CFCs are not considered
revenues of the state for the purpose of these revenue bonds. This amendment
clarifies that customer facility maintenance charges are not considered revenue of
the state for the purpose of these revenue bonds.

Febnary 15. 2005 - CS HB 115 (TRA) 24-1.S0300\Y



Section 4. AS 37.15.430(a) creates the “International Airports Revenue Fund” into which
airport revenues are paid. The 2001 amendment clarified that CFCs are not
considered revenues of the state for the purpose of these revenue bonds. This
amendment clarifies that customer facility maintenance charges are not
considered revenue of the state for the purpose of these revenue bonds.

Section 5. AS 37.15.430(c) had been added by the 2001 amendment to clarify that CFCs
sbr uld be remitted to the bond trustee and not the state. This amendment clarifies
that the CFC is not charged to customers, it is collected from them pursuant the
order imposed by the commissioner, and further clarifies that the customer facility
| iaintenance charge is remitted directly to a third party rather than the state.

Section 6. Establishes an immediate effective date under AS 01.10.070.

February 15, 2005 - CS HB 115 (TRA) 24-1.50300VY



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: J

2005 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: CSHB 115(TRA)
(H) Publish Date: 219105

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected DOT&PF

Title Airport Customer Facility Charges RDU Adrr, ation & Support
Component Comn, Stoner's Office

Sponsor (H) Labor & Commerce

Requester House Transportation Component No. 530

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008
°ersonal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0

FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011

0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES | |

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) [ 1 [ 1 ! [
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2005) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill Is included in the Governor's FY 2006 budget proposal: |

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

Phone 465-3904
Date/Time 2/7/05 2:38 PM

Date 2/7/2005

Prepared by:  Nona Wilson
Division Legislative Liaison, DOT&PF

Approved by: Mike Barton
Agency Commissioner. DOT&PF

Page L+ 1

(Revmed 9/23/2004 OMS)



CS HB 115 (TR A)

Committee Changes

House Transportation Committee added an immediate effective date on page 6
line 28, the new Section 6
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February 1,2005

Representative Tom Anderson
State Capitol Room 408
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Anderson:

| am writing on behalf of The Hertz Corporation (“Hertz”) in support of HB 115,
This bill would allow a consolidated rental car facility to be built and operated at the Ted
Stevens Anchorage International Airport (die “Airport™) with private rather than public

fhn&>.

This legislation, together with Ch. 99 SLA 2001, will provide access to the capital
markets that will allow significant infrastructure improvements at the Airport without
public expenditure.

In 2001 the legislature enacted Ch. 99 SLA 2001 to authorize the imposition of
customer facility charges that would be used to support capital improvements at the
Airport, however under the statute there was ambiguity whether the charges would be
treated as the revenue of die State that may be subject to its pre-existing revenue bonds.
Such ambiguity will likely hurt the marketability of the bonds, or at a minimum, increase
the financing costs due to the inherent risk in such ambiguity.

This bill would clarify that proceeds of the customer facility charges would not be
considered revenue ofthe State when the State docs not issue the underlying bonds. No
state credit would be pledged in such bond issuance. In addition, HB 115 permits the use
of customer facility charges to pay for the maintenance of the consolidated rental car
facility as such facility will revert to the State upon repayment of the original
construction bonds. These progosed changes would ensure that, among other things, a
valuable capital project would be completed and properly maintained at the Airport, at
little or no risk to the State.



Hertz believes that HB 115 offers an effective alternative for financing the
construction and maintenance of a consolidated rental car facility without burdening the
State’s treasury.

~ Fordie foregoing reasons Hertz respectfully requests that the legislature approve
this legislation.

uonaid k . Jfonte



SRS

January 28, 2005

Rep. Tom Anderson

State Capitol Room 408
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Dear Rep. Anderson,

Sponsor Statement

This bill should pass to implement a valuable private market tool to construct .
improvements to Alaska airports, without the expenditure of public funds. This will
gﬁri]%ove the amenities proviced to the traveling public, both Alaskan and non-Alaskan

Eumpo.se

This hill provides a mechanism, customer facility charges or “CFCs,” to improve airport

facilities Without the expenditures of state funds.” The most common projects that
are used to fund are car rental facilities. The bill will also provide a revenue stream to

maintain and operate the facilities, without requiring an inCrease in the airport gperating
bud%et as the %ost of maintenance will be paid for by the related customer facility
maintenance charge.

Background

In 20C1, the legislature passed chapter 99 SLA 2001, which authorized the imposition of
customer facility charges to fund the construction of improvements on airport properties

CFCs have been imposed by many other airports in the country as a means of fun_din? car

rental facility improvements. A private bond market has developed which is VVI||In% 0
rely solely on the revenue stream provided by CFCs collected from car rental users 1o
ISsUe bonds which are in tum used to construct the pm][\e,% No state credit is pledged to
sulj_pgort the bonds. Dallas-Fort Worth and Denver are two examples out of many where
CFC’s have been used successfully to build these facilities.

907-243-3138

fax: 907-243-3103

Alaska Sales & Services, Inc.
P.0. Box 203207
Anchorage, AK 99502



Aprivate industry initiated Project, sponsored by the local on airport car rental
companies, (“RACS”) is in the process of undertaking a similar project at TSAIA airport
Altho_u?_h the project was delayed by the events of 911 it is now moving ahead. During
negotiations with the state over the Implementation of the roject,.bend counsel identified
certain issues with the >nguage set forth by ch 99 SLA 2001, which they felt should be
clarified to ensure that the bonds would be'marketable

"hose Issues essentlall%éevolv_e around clarifying that the new revenue stream generated
by the CFC would not e consiclered revenue of the state when the bond is a private
initiative and ensuring that the bond trustee, not the state, takes custody of the fundk.
Without that clarification, bond counsel was concerned that the 2001 Ian?uage did not
adeczuatel clarify that the CFCs were not revenues of the state for >e getermination of
whether they would be subject to pre-existing airport bonds. The definition of what bond
related purposes the CFCs could be applied t0 will also hj clarified to include oebt
reserve funds, and other bond underwriter requirements.

Because the facility will revert to the state in its entirety at the end of the term, it was also

decided that it would be appropriate to allow the imposition of a customer facility

maintenance charge to ensure that the facility is well-maintained and ke?_t U

ppropriately.  The charge, also avoids any impact on the airport’s operating budget as the

rport Wil ot be responsible for the maintenance and repair of the facility while under
C control, This authority needs to be set separately from the CFC again for the

protection of the bond holdérs.

D D

Sectional Analysis:

Section. 1 The language that was added in ch, 99 SLA 200i to AS 02 15.090(a) is being
moved into a new sulbsection () for clarification purposes

Section 2. This adds a new sulbsection t(h) to AS 09 15.090 which now becomes the
operative stand alone section allowing for the collection of customer facility charges
(“CFCs). It allows the commissioner of DOT/PF, by contract or order to sét the CFC, to
require the car rental companies to collect the fee, and to adjust the CFC to meet debt
service obligations that might be required or desirable as car rental traffic increases or
decreases over time; these are carry-overs of existing law. The new language clarifies
that the CFCs will be remitted to the bond trustee and not the state when the state did not
Issue the bonds.  CFCs wall still be used to \rl\eﬁa%/ the bond, or other indebtedness incurred
for the project. However, the definition ofwha on indebtedness could be paid has
been broadened to include debt service, creation of a debt service reserve fund, and to

n set any other bond requirements.

New subsection (i) allows for the imposition of a related customer facility maintenance
charge. These differ from CFCs as they are not deb related: they are collected to pay for
the maintenance and operation of the facility. Thus, they wall cover major repairs, of-



?om maintenance, Utilities and insurance among other expenses.  This will prevent the
amlﬂy_ from becoming an gpeiational liability to the department while occupied by the
RACs I o&eratlon; and will ensure that a major repair fiind is maintained so that When
the state takes sole custody of it in 30 years, there are enough funds to undertake major
repairs and allow the facility to be used for its real economic and physical life

Section 3. AS 37.15.410 allows for issuance of revenue bonds for international airport
improvements. The 2001 amendment clarified that CFCs are not consicered revenues of
the state for the purpose of these revenue bonds.  This amendment clarifies that customer
facility maintenance charges are not considered revenue of the state for the purpase of

these revenue bonds.

Section 4. AS 37.15.430(a) creates the “International Airparts Revenue Fund” into
Which airport revenues are paid. The 2001 amendment clarified that CFCs are not
consicered revenues of the state for the purpose of these revenue bonds.  This amendment
clarifies that customer facility maintenance charges are not considered revenue of the
state for the purpose of theserevenue bonds

Section 5. AS 37.15 430(c) had been added by the 2001 amendment to clarify that CFCs
should be remitted to the bond trustee, and not the state. This amendment clarifies that
the CFC is not charged to customers, it is collected from them pursuant the order imposed
by the.commissioner, and further clarifies that the customer facility maintenance charge
IS remitted dlirectly to athird party rather than the state.

Thank-you in advance for your support.

Anchorage International Airport



Floyd and Sons Telephone:

Inc. 907-276-2850

3730 Spenard

Road Fax: 907 279-1326

Anchorage, AK.
99517-2676

Rental

Representative Tom Anderson
State Capitol Worldwide
Room 406 Reservations
Juneau, Alaska 99801 1-800-Tilrifty
Anchorage Reservations:
anchorage.thrifty.com

Dear Representative Anderson,

The purpose ofthis letter is to inform you of my support of building a new parking garage for the car rental
companies at the Ted Stevens Anchorage International Airport. The car rental companies serving the
airport have very little covered parking and have long walks or have to wait for a shuttle bus ride to the
terminal when returning their vehicles.  All the companies at the airport receive complaints monthly on the
existing layout. The complaints are Itss in the summer months that in the winter months when renters

arrive to icy parking lots and snow covered cars.

The proposed rental car parking garage will be built using no state dollars. Our rental car customers will
pay a fee to pay for the construction, operation and maintenance of the facility. This garage will

give all the traveling public better parkingi at the airport. When the project is finished the rental cars will be
moved out the existing garage so the loca travelin? public will have more garage parking spaces available
for their short term parking needs. The airlines will not be affected by the new garage since the airport is

not bonding or increasing its debt load to build the garage.

In Alaska, tourism continues to be one of few ﬁrowing industries. Anchorage continues to be the year
around regional hub oftravel. This facility will give all eight rental car companies the ability to service the
tourist arriving daily in quick and efficient manner. Our customer complaints regarding outside parking in
Alaska in the winter months will vanish. The renters will remember Anchorage and Alaska as an easy and

customer friendly place to visit.

My brother Darrell and | have been renting  rs here in Anchorage since 1978. We have always provided
the best customer service with new clean vehicles. We need this facility so we can raise the standards of
service to meet customer expectations. The existing lack of covered parking falls short of customer

expectations every time.
So I ask that you support and pass HB 115 24 for the future oftourism in Anchorage and Alaska.

Sincerely,

Craig W. Floyd

Vice President

Floyd and Sons Inc. dba

Thrifty Car Rental Alaska

Phone 9C7.276.2855 extension 21
Fax 907.279.1326
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ff. Sherman Kzmonf

Dan K. Coffey
daoftm, tiaoffay—jtv.net aemonfScoffev-lew.net

-alephona: (907) 274-3365

February 4, 2005

Representative Tom Anderson

Alaska Legislature
State Capitol Room 408
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Tom:

The purpose of this letter is to pledge my support for Bill HB
115 to be considered by the House Transportation Committee on

Tuesday, February 8th, 2005.

As an RAC member and owner of Dollar Rent-A-Car in Anchorage,
| believe that facilitating the use of CFC's to underwrite the bond
issuance for the construction on consolidated car rental facilities
at TSAIA is imperative to the growth of this industry. Our own
customers and clients will take on the financial burden of funding
this project and no State dollars will be allocated for the
construction, operation, and maintenance of the facility.

In addition, certain weaknesses in the original provisions
authorized in 2001 were pointed out by bond counsel as the QTA
project at TSAIA was progressing. This Bill will address those
weaknesses and 1 appreciate your representation in fixing this

problem.

~Thank you for your continued work in improving the services
provided to travelers, to and from the State of Alaska.

Sincerely,

Dan Kr Coffey
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Anchorage Daily News

Proposal for airport rental-car garage before House
SPACE: Project would be paid for with a new fee collected from customers.

By LARRY PERSILY
Anchorage Daily News

(Published: February 8, 2005)

A House com mittee today will consider legislation needed for a privately built and operated $41 million
International Airport.

JUNEAU -
rental car parking garage proposed at the Ted Stevens Anchorage

The car rental companies operating at the airport have been working four or five years to put together a deal for
covered parking for their customers, along with a garage for cleaning and fueling the vehicles on site, said Mort

Plumb, airport director.

The 1,400-space garage would be privately developed, but ownership would transfer to the state upon

completion of construction. Car rental companies would collect a new fee from their customers to cover the

construction debt and operating costs.

The fee would be no more than $4 per day per rental, said former state Rep. Andrew Halcro, president of Avis

Alaska.

rental customers already pay a 10 percent state tax and an 8 percent municipal tax. Rental

Car and truck
rental to cover an airport concession fee and other costs.

agencies also collect about 11 percent on each

Project developer Mark Pfeffer said he hopes to start work this summer, with an opening scheduled for summer

2006.

P feffer said his real estate company, Venture Development Group, is planning the four-story garage next to the
the airport terminal. At 120,000 square feet, the footprint of the

Alaska Railroad station across the street from
rental companies for outdoor parking, plus about 80 public

garage would cover the entire area currently leased to
spaces in the overflow parking area behind the airport garage.

"The car rental companies want this garage,” Halcro said. "Anchorage is the worst customer-friendly car rental

facility in the country.”

Rental companies lease about 80 spaces inside the existing oublic garage, not nearly enough to meet their needs

and forcing most customers to walk outside or take a shuttle bus to the outdoor parking area, Halcro said.

He estimated the car rental industry in Anchorage maintains a fleet of more than 5,000 vehicles during the busy

summer months.

Customers would walk between the terminal and new garage through an underground tunnel, an extension of the

walkway that goes to the railroad station, Pfeffer said.

The new garage would be slightly larger than the public garage across from the terminal, Pfeffer said.

The deal isn't completed, with legal, financial and contract issues to resolve, in addition to needing the legislation,

Halcro said. "We do have some hurdles to overcome."

http://lwww.adn.eom/news/alaska/v-printer/story/6134799p-6016558c.htm | 21812005
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The legislation is needed so that the new fee — called a customer facility maintenance charge -- could be used to

cover the construction bonds for the garage and operations and maintenance at the facility.

N either the state nor the airport would be responsible for the construction or operating costs, with the fee

designated as the sole source of payment for the bond debt and other costs, said Anchorage Republican Rep.

Ton Anderson.

Although the new fee would go entirely to pay off the constiaction debt and operating costs, the airport would
earn revenue from lease fees on the land, Plumb said. The rate still needs to be negotiated, he said.
Anderson is chair of the House Labor and Commerce Committee, which introduced House Bill 115 and will hold its

first hearing on the measure this afternoon in the Capitol.

"I don't normally support fees," Anderson said, but airport users ha ®complained about having to pick up their

rental car outdoors. "This is a good compromise."

in 2001 allowing collection of a customer fee to pay off the construction debt

The Legislature approved a measure
roll in the operation and maintenance costs with the fee, Anderson

of such a project, but a change is needed to

said.

It4 addition to covered parking on all but the top floor, the garage would provide rental counters, a car wash and

refueling stations. Bringing the services into the garage would save the rental companies the time and expense of

driving their vehicles off site between each rental, Halcro said.
"It would really be a self-contained facility, like at most airports,” he said.

The airport in 2000 considered building a car rental facility across Jewell Lake Road at Connors Bog but dropped

the idea after public como'aints over paving the area. The Connors Bog area has become a popular dog park, and

nearby Connors Lake h S had nesting loons in summer.

Daily News reporter Larry Persily can be reached at ipersily@ adn.com or in Juneau at 1-907-523-9306.

Print Page |  Close Window |
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Baltimore AirportRenovation to Move Forward W ith Upcoming Sale

By Atl»oa Vckihin

WASHINGTON- Afterdelays forced
by last year's Cenorlit attacks, ibe mas-
sive S 1.8 billion expansion of B alti-
more-'Washington International A ir-
portis picking up speed u it prepares
for a bond sale next week for a new car
rental facility.

The Maryland Transportation Au-
thority is'planning to IssaeSi 19.6 mil-
lion in taxable limited obligation rev-
enue bonds on June 4 on behalf of the
Maryland Aviation Administration,
which operates |he airport.

The bond proceeds w ill Finance the
cotw!ruction o fa consolida -drental car
facility, at the airport !o serve the eight
rental car companies operating there.
Hertz Corp. has the largest share o f the
airport’s rental car market at 28%. fol-
lowed by Avia Rent A Car System. Inc.
at about 23%.

The bonda are seemed by a S3 charge
that will be assessed to daily car rental
transactions originating at ihe airport,
which Is located between Washington
and Baltimore. Morgan Stanley Ac Co.
is rhe senior managing underwriter, and
Piper Rudnick LLP is legal counsel.
mo IA insurance Corp. urinsuring tiie
negotiated deal.

Moody’s Investors Service has issued
an A3 rating with a stable outlook. Fitch
Ratings and Standard & Poor's have
not yel issued ratings.

Moody's cited historic demand for car
rentals, the administration’s rale fle xi-
bility, and the ability ofthe current rental
car activity levels Ic support the debt
service without increasing the customer
facility charge as
factors contributing
to Ihe rating.

"With an A3 rat-
ing, we feel it’sa
good credit,” said
M aria Matesanc, an
analyst for Moody'’s.

Airports initially
were reluctant to en-
ter the market fol-
lowing (he terrorist
attacks, said Mate-
sanz, who sees this
trend graduuily re- —— - - -
versing itself.

"We’ve seen more issuance in (he last
coupie of months, indicating thereu more
comfort by invested and by issuers lo en-
ter the marker," she said. "As traffic and
revenues have come back, lisere has been
juoib o fasense ofresiliency it, ihe sector.”

The terrorist attacks haven’t delayed

We've seei more
issuance Inthe last couple ot
months, Indicating there is
more comfort by investors
and by Issuers to enter the
[airport dobQ market/' says
(Woody’s Maria Matesanz.

the airport’s finanging plans by much,
according lo Fred RC[PE, director of fi-
nance at the Maryland Department of
Transportation.

"We're pretty modi on schedule where
we were hoping to be at (his time," he
said. The entire project is scheduled to
be comploted In 2006.

In August 2000, stale transportation of-
ficials announced plans
lo issue $1 billion in
tax-exempt bonds lo fi-
nance (he project, and
construction began in
April last year. But the
sides were delayed af-
ter Sept. 11, when air-
port officials hesitated
to go to market, in-
stead choosing to eval-
uate the impact of (he
attacks.

The authority lost
went to market in
February with $264
million ia tax-exempt revenue bonds to
pBy for on airport parking garage,

In addition, the Maryland Economic
Development Corp. expects to sell
about $200 million in (ax exempt rev-
enue bonds later (hie yearto finance the
construction of a concourse at the air-

port, according to Hans F. Mayer, the
a Mcy’s executive director. The deal,

rioh is still in (bo structuring stage,
w ill be backed primarily by lease rev-
enues, Mayer said. An underwriter has
not yet been selected and McGuire
Woods L IP w ill serve as legal counsel,
he added.

The state-operated airport's projects
are financed by a transportation (rust
fund dedicated fo supporting the trans-
portation department. Sources of the
fund include motor ftiel (axes, motor ve-
hicle excise taxes, motor vehicle fees,
and federal aid.

In February, Maryland Gov. Parrfcr N.
Glendeaing announced (hat 2001 was
the eighth consecutive record year for
travelers using the airport, with 20.4 mil-
lion people passing through the airport
lasi year. This was a 3.9% Increase from
passenger traffic in 2000, when 19.6 mil-
lion travelers used lhe airport.

The overall expansion and improve-
ment plan incindes Ibe addition of
12,000 covered parking spaces, new con-
courses and pedestrian bridges, moving
sidewalks, and a monorail-style people
mover system connecting (he alrporL,
parking garages, and the Amtrak station,
which also serves I'dryland Rail Com-
muter trains. |

LatestAgreement to Save Twins Would Keep Team in MetrodomeforAnother Year

Continuedfrom page /
with lhe 2003 season.

Many stadium advocates attribute the
Twins’ continued existence to the law-
suit filed last year after the league's con-
traction plats were announced. Though
no teams were named, the Twins were
on the list or possible teams lo be con-

tnr%ﬁm:cording to many sports writer

team to moke good on its current ooe-
year lease extension and won. The com-
mission's lawsuit also contends that (be
league’s contraction plans illegally pre-
vented the commission from negotiat-
ing along-term lease with (he learn.

The extra year (ho tentative agreement
buys is considered essential to securing
a final stadium financing scheme sad
ghsMIBfl legislation to i

package approved by lawmakers and
signed by Gov. Jesse Ventura last week,
Lawmakers won’t return lo work until
January.

Under (hat stadium plan, the team
would make in up-front payment of
$120 million that would bo Invested by
the stale. Minnesota in tare would sell
taxablo hoods to pay for a $330 million

must be held on any new taxes.

Minneapolis officials believe the leg-
islation ftvois St. Paul because it pre-
cludes Hennepin County, which in-
cludes Minneapolis, from participating
in the financing. Minneapolis wants to
spread out (be burden of (he stadium on
a county-wide level.

"Minneapolis now has the burden of

I’SL
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New-Issue: Maryland Transportation Authority

MOODY'S ASSIGNS AS RATING TO MARYLAND TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY RENTAL CAR FACILITY

[120 Milion Pabe Affected

Airport

MD

Mood/a Rating
ISSUE RATING
Tfexsbls Limited Obligation Revenue Bonds, Series 2002 (Baltimore/AWashington international A3

Airport Consolidated Rental Car Fadty)

Sale Amount £119,600,000

Expected Sals Date 06/04/02

Rating Description Rental Car Facility Revenue Bonds
Opinion

NEW YORK, May 23,2002 — Mood/s assignhs an A3 underlying rating and stable outiook to die 5120 milion
Maryland Transportation Authority (MTA) Taxable Limited Obligation Revenue Bonds, Behinore/W ashington
international Airport (Consolidated Rental Car Facility) Series 2002. The bonds are limited obligations
secured solely by a charge thatwVbe assessed to daily car rental ransactions originating hum the airport
The medium-grade underlying rating reflects the narrow revenue stream offset by fy/orabie demand for
rental car services atthe airportand legal provisions that provide adequata bondhokJersupoort The bond
proceeds wfllfinance construction ofa consolidated rental car fecflity at BoajmoteMashington international
Airport BWJ)to serve Ihe eight major rental oarcompanies operating atthe airport

The bonds are issued by the MTA or behalf ofthe Maryland Aviation Adminietration (MAA) which operates
BW)|. MTA has ent-"d into lease with MAA, which obligates MAAto remitthe customerfacHny change

(CFC)to MTA fortne repayment o fthe bonds.

NARROW REVENUE STREAM OFFSET BY RATE FLEXIBILITY AND STRONG D=MAND; -LEVEL DEBT
SERVICE COVERED BY EXISTING RATES AND NO GROWTH IN ACTIVITY

In Moody's opinion, historic demand for car rentals, the MAA's rate itexfcitity, and foe abiity 0l the currant
(l.e. postSeptember 1lth) rental car activity levels to supportthe debtservice without increasing the CFG
ama Kay elements ofthe rating. The bonds are being issued to constructa consolidated m ral car facility to
replace the separate facilities cumnt)y operated by rental car companies attfw airport The bonds are
secured by a per day CFC assessed to car renters. Thus, (ha revenue* are dopendentupon Ihe number and
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length of rental car contracts.

The impoeftfon of (haSalyiper day CFC began In March 2001 .and revenue ooBedionsto date hava been
departed In the FecWy Inv’'wement Rmd, prirreaiy lo cover the aajjisltion of huees.thatw« be used to
transport customer*to the ratvfociRty. The MAAw Il toyto fim itiluduallon in 1he CFC charge and expectsto
amtimre to etn»pe”j*1hrm V ithe forecast period. This charge repnseanta less than 10% of1he average
daky rental rate, which has remained constant equated forinflation, overthe lastfive year. The rate b not
imited, whicn <satoy stomontofthe A3 rating. However, the MAA has the taajiw y pursuantta concession
ﬂgre?m entto asm s additional rent ratherthen higher CFCs, and euch rentwould be inducted In Pledged
VEIT ~ Evenwlfo a conservative assumption ofno growth in the currentlevels ofcarramsl activity,

which retied a moderate dedne since September 11, the CFC « estimated to remain constant and satisfy
the 125xratecuvenant

CAR RENTAL TRENDS SHOW POSITIVE GROWTH; SHOULD RECOVER TO PRE-SEPTEMBER 1\
LEVELS (N 2003

Mood/s views the renal cartrends atthe airportas a positive fadtor. Transaction dvrs have grown an
average 0f9.1% since 1996, consistentw ittienpbnemem growth atthe airport, in particular rental car
rentals hove increased approximately 2% in calendaryear2001, Including the effects of September 11,
while enplaned passenger* increased approximately 4%. In the months since Sepienber2C01, the decline
in carrentalactivity has also been consistentwith the decreases in enplaned passengers, atan average of

approximately 8%.

Bghtrental car companies wffl occupy the facility, which wAB be constructed to accommodate expenetan.
Hertz Corporation, whose senior unsecured bonds are rated BaaZ. has the largest share of lhu airports
rental car market at 28%. Avis, rated Bal, represents about23% ofthe airports operations. ANC rental
corporation (ANC). rated BAS. operates National and Alamo, representing approximately 13.5% and 10% of

the airports operations, respectively.

Recentweakness In the US car rental business, evidenced by ANCs bankruptcy fHtrg, is considered In the
rating asstyvnerrt. butis notdirected to impair the abMyto service the debtWMe the rente! car
companies are the collecting agents for the CFC, remittances w it occur monthly and wU be supported oy
performance bonds covering four months of collection. Furthermore, in the case or ANC.the US Bankruptcy
Court hes ordered thatthe CFC collected at BWI is the property of MAA and that MPA has a perfected first

priority Hen on the CFC collections at aRtknes.

The rental cor companies are financing and developing their own service areas, therefore increasing their
commitmentto the BWI market Moody's expects thatthe executed concession agreements with the rental
car companies have adequate flexibility to accommodate individual rental car companies' gowth strategies.

RENTAL CAR OPERATIONS SUPPORTED BY STRONG REGIONAL ECONOMY

In Moody's opinion, the strong regional economy served by the airportis a key elementin the rating
assignment Demand forreftW cartransactions is dependenton a number ofvariables, bul regional
economic at vtty represents a keyfactor. BWI represents a strong OSD marketand primarily provides air
service to the Bettmors MSA. Approximately 15% ofthe total passengers connectthrough BWI. The airport
also shorn a broader secc idery air service area wtih Ronald Reagan Washington National Allport end
Dudes International Airport M ood/s does notexpect tha competition of National ar>4 Dulles to threaten the
demand for car rentals at BWI to an cedentthat would threaten security for Ihe bonds. The secondary air
service aree indudes portions ofthe Washington MSA The overall service areademonstratra an
Increasingly diverse employment base with dose proximity to tire national capital M well ae an attractive
tourist destination. Thus, the area economy pruvide6 a strong base for airport, and thus car rental,

operations.

BONOS HAVE ADEQUATE LEGAL PROTECTIONS; NO RECOURSE TO AIRPORT OR RENTAL
COMPANIES

In Mood/s opinion, the bonds have adequate legal protections to provide for repayment The Trust
Agreementincludes s rate covenant requiring that CFCs brasotto provide for 1.Z5 limes c>abt service
coverage. A portion ofthe coverage w i. however, be provided through a debtservtoeeowxage fund equal
to 16% of maximum annual debt service thatwill be fundee with the bond proceeds. The S3.00 CFC Is
sufficientto provide 1.10 times revenue coverage at2000 car rental activity levels. In addition, a debt service
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nwerve fond cf maximum annual debtservice wN likely be provided through a ewe<y policy w tti The bond
insurer. The carrental companies wilt operate the ftK flity; thus the CFC is requ+vd to coveronly debtsarvtoe
and indted administrative costs. The ThiStAgreementincludes previsionftfor build up ufahKitty

Improvementhind.

AH eightrental ear compsnb's have executed the weeaments butthey do notprovide corpora’s guarantees
ofthe bonds. 1.s ir obligation Is iknhedte the coJecdon and monthly .remilance ofthe CFC revenues, and

there Is no aacurtly (such as e letter ofaodit) waocirtnd wiih that ooto edgn. in Moodyb opfcton, sirm the
JMAA has Impoeed the 93.00 charge sthoe March 1,2001. there io mMmel W cas9odeted wtdi tim tfy

construction ofOie facility. Moreover, the facflity has a typical construction term end la hotcomplex,
mffigatfag the risk ofcoat overruns and potential need for completion bonds.

Outlook

The outlook forthe underlying rating is stable, based on the strong service area supporting the rental oar
operations and the absence of significant construction-related risks. The outlook also reflects the
expectation thatthe bonds can be serviced within the "no growth* scenario which keeps transaction days

constantat FY 2000 levels.

KEY STATISTICS

Type of Airport: 0&D

CY 2001 O&D Enptanemenla: 7,098,840

O&D/Total Enpienement 85%

Expected Customer Fadfity Charge per Transaction Day. S3-00

Average Annual Growth in Rental Car Transaction Days 1998 - 2001:9.1%
Projected Average Annual Growth In Rental Car Transaction Days: 3.7%

Minimum Projected CRCF Debt Service Coven”e: i 3Qx (In FY 2009)

Analysts
Kevin Camey /

Timothy Blake ,
Backup Analyst

Pubis Finance Group

Moody's Investors Service

Renee Ook»urt

Director

Public Finance Group
Mood/s Investors Service
Contact*

Joumnalists: (212) 55*4376
Research Clients: (212) 653-1025

9 Copyright 2002 by Mood/s Investors Servioe, 99 Church Street, New York, NY 10007. All rights reserved.
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Talking Points
HB266

e SeC 1 prohibits the use of overweight vehicle violations by insurers to adversely
Impact private automobile insurance coverage for drivers.

« Currently overweight vehicle violations are being used by insurers as justification
to take adverse action in relation to the personal automobile insurance coverage of

the involved drivers.

* Individual drivers have seen the insurance rates on their personal vehicles
increase as a result of overweight citations when more often than not, they are not

the responsible party.

« Existing overweight penalty provisions do not adequately deter commercial
shipping companies, some motor carriers and others from violating overweight

vehicle limitations.

i &} establishes a new graduated penalty where the fines remain about the same
at the low end of the violation scale and the rate of the fine increases by 200% at

the high end.

« The fines range from $.07 per pound at the low end to $. 15per pound at the top.
« A 20,000 pound overweight violation will cost $3,000.
« This is the first increase in penalties since the 1970’s.

« The new fines provide a sufficient deterrence to the loadingof illegaloverweight
trucks.

 The new fine structure is about in the middle of the range of 18 western states
surveyed.

* Infrastructure protection is a major issue as repair and maintenance costs resulting
from illegal damage to our streets, roads and highways continue to escalate.

« Based on Calendar year 2004, the new fines will generate additional revenue of
about $80.0.

« The section on the rules change was a matter of law discussed at the Finance
Committee hearing on January 25, 2006 and the committee decided that the

change they made fixed the problem.

Summary

« This hill provides protection for the drivers from unfair insurance increases
related to overweight tickets and gives DOT a fair increase in fines.

C:\Documcnts and Sctlings\IMicdjg\Local Scttings\Temporary Internet RIcs\OLK9\Talking Points H1)266 .doc



ALASKA TRUCKING ASSOCIATION
RESOLUTION NO. 09-2C05
A RESOLUTION OF THE ALASKA TRUCKING ASSOCIATION

WHEREAS, the State-wide Highway system is critical to current and future
economic development opportunities for the State of Alaska and for the safety of our

citizens; and,

WHEREAS, protecting the necessary infrastructure will ensure that Alaskans are
safe and supplies are not interrupted

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE ALASKA TRUCKING
ASSOCIATION.

1 Supports the elimination of overweight violations on personal automobile
insurance in the proposed changes to CSHB 266
2. Supports the charted increase in overweight violations to discourage

overweight loads in the proposed changes to CSHB 266.

UNAMIOUSLY APPROVED BY THE ALASKA TRUCKING ASSOCIATION, this
15lh day of December, 2005.

Alaska Trucking Association

Michael Bell
Director



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

INTERIM SESSION
50 Front St. N X Suite 416
Suite #203 State Capitol Building
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 Juneau, Alaska 99801
Phone: (907) 247-4672 1N Phone: (907) 465-3424

Fax: (907) 225-7157 Fax: (907) 465-3793

REPRESENTATIVE JIM ELKINS

Sponsor Statement

Thank you Mr. Chairman, today before you is House Bill 266, “An Act relating to penalties for
violation of vehicle weight limitations;” modifies existing law related to the penalty structure for

overweight vehicle violations.

This legislation proposes the first increase in penalties since the existing provisions were
established in the 1970s. Existing provisions do not adequately inhibit commercial shipping
companies and others from violating overweight vehicle limitations. The proposed modification
establishes a graduated penalty for the amount of weight in excess of the limitations set by

statute, regulation and permit.

Another provision of the bill prohibits the use of overweight vehicle violations for use by
insurers to adversely impact decisions related to providing private automobile insurance
coverage for drivers. In the majority of cases, the driver has little knowledge or ability to limit
the weight of the load placed on the vehicle they are assigned to drive.

Currently, overweight vehicle violations are used by insurers as justification to take adverse
action in relation to the personal automobile insurance coverage of truck drivers. Section 1of
this bill will prohibit this action.

This legislation will protect drivers who do not know they are in violation and protect our roads
from overweight vehicles in Alaska. The Department of Transportation, Teamsters, and Horizon
Shipping Lines all support HB 266, and we urge you to do the same.



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE
INTERIM SESSION

Suite 416

State Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 99801
Phone: (907) 465-3424
Fax: (907) 465-3793

50 Front St.

Suite #203

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901
Phone: (907) 247-4672
Fax: (907) 225-7157

REPRESENTATIVE JIM ELKINS

House Bill 266
Sectional Analysis

Section 1Adds AS 21.36.307; prohibiting a insurer form taking adverse action relating to the
personal automobile insurance of a driver who commits one or more violations relating to
overweight vehicles under AS 45.75.380(a)(10) or (11). Defines “adverse action.”

Section 2 Repeals and reenacts AS 45.75.380 (h). Establishes the maximum fines for overweight
vehicles according to the weight-range in which the overweight amount falls.

Section 3 Adds a new section to uncodificd law to recognize that sec.2 of the Act amends Rule
43.6, Alaska Rules of Administration, by increasing the maximum fines for overweight vehicles.

Section 4 Adds a new section to uncodified law to state that a two-thirds vote is not required for
sec. 2.

Section 5 Adds a new section to uncodified law to state the applicability of sec. hnd 2of the
Act. Section lapplies to an adverse action by an insurer on or after the effective date ofthe Act
based on an overweight vehicle violation occurring before, on, or after the effective date of the
Act. Section 2 applies to offenses committed on or after the effective date.

Section 6 Provides for an immediate effective date.

COFFMAN COVE - IIOLLIS - KETCHIKAN - MEYERS CHUCK - SAXMAN - THORNE BAY
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ALASKA TRUCKING ASSOCIATION

3443 Minnesota Drive * Anchorage, Alaska 99503 « Phone: (907) 276-1149 « Fax: (907) 274-1946
www.aktrucks.arg

December 15, 2005

To; Alaska Trucking Association Membership

Fr: ATA Board o fDirectors

RE: HB 266

The Board o fDirectors has voted unanimously to support House B ill 266
with the amendments as written and presented at the December board

meeting. This bill w ill begin to address driver citation issues dealing with
overweight violations. ATA will lend its support to seek the bill passage

into law.

Sincerely,

Alaska Trucking Association

Michael Bel
Director


http://www.aktrucks.arg

Kenneth Privratsky ¢ Horizon unes, LLC ¢ 1717 Tidewater Road ¢ Anchorage, AK 99501

April 11, 2005

Representative Jim Elkins, Chair
House Transporation Committee
State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Elkins

I am writing you to express Horizon Lines' support for increasing scrutiny of
overweight loads on our highways. The safety of Alaska's highways is
something that everyone who uses them must be able to expect. As a
commercial highway user, Horizon Lines understands its obligation to the
public, our drivers and our customers to put only safe loads on our
highways. This mirrors our company philosophy, and we are committed to
doing this. The provisions outlined in the Intermodal Safe Container Act
paragraph 5903(a) help ensure that accurate documentation is always
provided when shippers tender loads to carriers. Using violations of this law
as a criterion to identify possible willful offenders for further examination
makes good sense. .

Our drivers and our agents' drivers have told us that overweight violations
have been used as a criterion when insurers underwrite their personal
automobile polices. This practice is unfair as drivers normally have virtually
no control over the loaded weight of the container or trailer they are being
asked to pull.

Regards,

Ken Privratsky
Vice President & General Manager, Alaska
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January 24,2006

Representative Kevin Meyer
Representative Mike Chcnault
Co-Chairpersons, finance Committee
Alaska Stale Legislature

Juneau, Alaska

Re: CSIIII 266, Vehicle Weights

Dear Co-Chairpersons Meyer and Chcnault:

On behalfof nil citizens of Alaska, and specifically those members whom Teamsters
Local 959 represents in the trucking industry, 1am proud to support CSfTB 266 regarding
offenses nnd penalties for violation ofvehicle weight limitations.

As you may be aware, overweight penalties in Alaska have not increased for some 20 or
more years. While some would say the penalty charged for running overweight in this
day and ngo is “just another cost of doing business", 1believe it is truly a matter to be

taken seriously.

| or the most part, our Teamster drivers work for employers who follow the rules and
abide by state- imposed weight requirements. |:or those employers that do not, a slight
penalty fee is paid and drivers arc lickcled. But the consequences the public faces when
and overweight truck Hips over while going down the highway, causing a major tmiTic
accident, are very critical. Many wonder how many more lives need to be lost in this

manner.

We further have the issue of our roadways being damaged by vehicles with overweight
loads. These overweight loads cause pavement to deteriorate, as well as the subsurface,
because they are only designed to specific standards. |f that design standard is exceeded,
damage occurs. linch year a request for funding is submitted to you to correct damage to

our highways and roadways because of overweight abuse.

Ihe passage of CSUI1 266 will certainly help curtail much of the indifference shown in
this area today. Its passage will increase penalties for overweight violations, no longer
allowing penalties paid to be “just another cost of doing business”. It further prohibits
the use of overweight citations its a basis for “adverse action" by on insurance carrier.

WWW.aiatairitters.com
«Aiirli..r;ju.; (00/)5CS B122 < Fairbanks (0071 452-2300 ~Juneau (S07) 6803226 «Konal (907) 283-4408 < KoHlak (907)400 OflIS
eTux <00/1 &6S 023d *Fax007)«G2S0S1 » Fax (807) 586 1227 » Fax (307) 783-8030 * Fnx (907) 486 8818
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WU belie\Ae Ih|s bill will 30 a long way in protectlngtbormtorlng public from overweight
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CSHB 266
Overweight Penalty Bill Testimony
Aves D. Thompson, Director
Measurement Standards and
Commercial Vehicle Enforcement
Alaska Department of Transportation and
Public Facilities
January 25,2006

Section 1of the ill prohibits the use of overweight vehicle
violations by Insurers to adversely impact decisions related to
providing private automobile insurance coverage for drivers. In
the majority of cases, the driver has little knowledge or ability to
limit the weight of the load placed on the vehicle they are assigned
to drive. As aresult, the company usually is responsible for the
violation and, if cited, usually pays the fine imposed. At present,
overweight vehicle violations are being used by insurers as
Justificalion to take adverse action in relation to the personal
automobile insurance coverage ofthe involved drivers. Individual
drivers have seen the insurance rates on their personal vehicles
Increase as a result of overweight citations when more often than
not, they are not the responsible party.

Section 2 of this bill modifies existing law related to the

penalty structure for overweight vehicle violations. This is the first



Overweight Peualty Bill Testimony

commercial vehicle enforcement officers and the support of higher
penalties for operating overweight, we send an important message
that we Intend to protect our infrastructure.

Infrastructure protection is a major issue as repair and
maintenance costs resulting from illegal damage to our streets,
roads and highways continue to escalate. We need to provide a
sufficient deterrence to the loading of illegal overweight trucks.

We urge you to give favorable consideration to this proposed
legislation and move it forward for additional consideration.

"Il try to answer any questions. Thank you.

V:\Division\Regulations and StatutesVLegislative ProposalsVHB266 FY2006\H Fin Comm Testimony 01252006.doc 3



Example of Proposed Overweight Penalty

DOTAPF, MSCVE
Jam’ary 25, 2006

Overweight Penalty per ~ Amount of
Ranges Pound overweight
1.001 to 2,000 Ibs. $100 flat 2,000
2.001 to 4,000 lbs. 0.07/ b 4,000
4.001 to 6,000 Ibs. 0.09/ I 6,000
6.001to 10,000 Iov 012/ Ib 10,000
over 10,000 Ibs. 0.15/ Io 30,000

Total

Penalty
$ 100
$280
$540

$ 1,200
$4,500

Percent
Change
0
40%
80%
140%
200%

V:\Division\Regulaiions and Statutes\Legtalative Propoaato\HB266 FY2006\Example of OW Penalty 01252006 doc
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WASHTO OverweightPenalty Survey
WASHTO States

Overweight Penalty Survey - Amount of Fine at the followinp weights.

WASHTO
State
AK Proposed
AK
AZ
CA
CcO
HI

10

MT
NE*
NV
NM
ND
OK
OR
SD
X
uT

WA
WYy

NE
NE
18 states total
15 Criminal

3 Civil
1 not reported

Criminal (CR)
Civil (Cl)
CR
CR traffic
Cl
CR
CR Traffic

CR Misdemeanor

CR
See below
CR Misdem/ by court
CR
Cl
CR
CR/misdem/traffic
CR+ ClI
CR Misdemeanor
CR/classB/Misd (1)
CR/classB/Misd (2)
CR
CR

% over legal weight
G oss weight

% over legal weight
Axle weight

2,000#
$100
$100
$300
$40
$22.50

$ 15 +
court cost
$210

$15
$25
$40
$258.90
$79
$250
$100
$50
$50
$223
$55

0-5%
$25
0-5%
$25

4,000#
$280
$200
$980
$125

$37.50

$25 +
court cost
$260

$50
$80
$140

$358.90

$257
$450
$150
$170
$200
$283

$80

5-10%
$100
5-10%
$75

6,000# 8,000#
$540 $960
$300 $400
$1,500 $1,700
$240 $640
$141.50 $451.60

i
$293.2 + $561.4 +
court cost court cost
$310 $385
$110 $200
$125 $275
$305 $495
$458.90 $558.90
$876 $1,296
$1,050 $1,800
$340 $420
$350 $450
$350 $450
$523 $763
$105 $130
10-15% 15-20%
$200 $350
10-15% 15-20%
$150 $350

W:/Oivision/Regulations and Statutes/Legislative Proposals/WASHTO OW penalty survey 01252006.xls

10,000#
$1,200
$500
$1,900
$2,000
$911.70

r\ '-#Y'. “ul
$829.6 +
court cost

$410

$320
$425
$655
$628.90
$1,596
$2,550
$500
$650
$550
$1,003
$180

20-25%
$600
20-25%
$500

20,000#
$3,000
$1,000
$2,900
$4,000
[~$2,639.70
mU Lt
$2500 +
court cost
$1,135

$1,120
$1,000
$3,000
$628.90
$4,896
$10,050
$750
$1,850
$1,050
$2,803
$530

25%+
$1,000
25-30%

$750

30,000#
$4,500
$1,500
$3,900
$6,000
$4,411.70

$5500 +
court cost
$2,135

$1,920
$1,000
$6,000
$628.90
$7,296
$17,550
$1000 Max
calculation (1) axle weight
(2~gross weight
$5,803
$1,780

50%+
$2,500

40-45%
$1,550



Overweight Uniform

HB266 Revenue

[Citation «Over Weight Offence

G66469
G67923
G67862
G66435
G66565
G67905
G64641
G66432
G65260
G69148
G67816
G65761
G69112
G69122
G69145
G67802
G67881
G67912
G67906
G67812
G67915
G68452
G67869
G65784
G67872
G67508
G67854
G66590
G69110
G68540
G67880
G66104
G66437
G69183
G66364
G70183

W:/Dlvision/Regulations and Statute/Legislative Proposals/HB266 FY2006/OW Revenue Increase Est 01252006.xIs

17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013 (c)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a)(1)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25 Q13.(a) (3)
17AAC21 )13.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (2)
17AAC 25.013 (c)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013.(a)(1)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a 3)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)

Comoparisons

Date
11/1/04
11/2/04
11/2/04
9/21/04

10/20/04
11/2/04
5/4/04
9/13/04
8/2/04
8/2/04
12/14/04
7/22/04
4/27/04
5/12/04
7/27/04
8/27/04
9/13/04
11/9/04
11/3/04
11/15/04
11/10/04
11/27/04
11/24/04
12/8/04
12/2/04
5/3/04
10/20/04
11/24/04
4/26/04
9/23/04
9/10/04
8/5/04
9/22/04
9/14/04
1/22/04
12/21/04

Ibs Owt
11360
3140
3280
2680
4800
3420
5740
2700
1460
2340
4380
6280
5460
8300
7140
3180
23460
5600
4520
7820
2540
2360
2220
2520
2080
7040
2240
2180
2240
6840
3880
4100
2760
6200
4180
2000

Bail
$568.00
$157.00
$164.00
$134.00
$240.00
$171.00
$287.00
$135.00

$73.00
$117.00
$219.00
$314.00
$273.00
$415.00
$357.00
$159.00
$1,198.00
$280.00
$266.00
$393.00
$127.00
$118.00
$111.00
$126.00
$104.00
$352.00
$112.00
$109.00
$112.00
$342.00
$194.00
$205.00
$138.00
$310.00
$209.00
$100.00

Traffic Citations (UTC) CY 2004

Surcharge
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total
$578.00
$167.00
$174.00
$144.00
$250.00
$181.00
$297.00
$145.00

$83.00
$127.00
$229.00
$324.00
$283.00
$425.00
$367.00
$169.00
$1,208.00
$290.00
$276.00
$403.00
$137.00
$128.00
$121.00
$136.00
$114.00
$362.00
$122.00
$119.00
$122.00
$352.00
$204.00
$215.00
$148.00
$320.00
$219.00
$110.00

New Rate
$0.15
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07

$100.00
$0.07
$0.09
$0.12
$0.09
$0.12
$0.12
$0.07
$0.15
$0.09
$0.09
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.12
$0.09
$100.00

Bail
$1,704.00
$219.80
$229.60
$187.60
$432.00
$239.40
$516.60
$189.00
$100.00
$163.80
$394.20
$753.60
$491.40
$996.00
$856.80
$222.60
$3,519.00
$504.00
$406.80
$938.40
$177.80
$165.20
$155.40
$176.40
$145.60
$844.80
$156.80
$152.60
$156.80
$820.80
$271.60
$369.00
$193.20
$744.00
$376.20
$100.00

Surcharge
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total
$1,714.00
$229.80
$239.60
$197.60
$442.00
$249.40
$526.60
$199.00
$110.00
$173.80
$404.20
$763.60
$501.40
$1,006.00
$866.80
$232.60
$3,529.00
$514.00
$416.80
$948.40
$187.80
$175.20
$165.40
$186.40
$155.60
$854.80
$166.80
$162.60
$166.80
$830.80
$281.60
$379.00
$203.20
$754.00
$386.20
$110.00



Overweight Uniform

HB266 Revenue
:Over Weight Offence

(Citation
G70178
G67884
G68405
G68548
G67560
G678
G66436
G66430
G66429
G65785
G67857
G67853
G66530
G66796
G66574
G66258
G66190
G66786
G66494
G66563
G67568
G69117
G65544
G65643
G67563
G66251
G65865
G65868
G65869
G65870
G65598
G66790
G66433
G66785
G66789
G67801

W:/01vlsion/Regulalions and Statule/LeglslaUve Proposals/HB266 FY2006/0W Revenue Increase Est 01252006.xIs

17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC.
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC.
17AAC.
17AAC.
17AAC.
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC
17AAC

25.013(a)(3)
25.013.(c)
25.013 (a) (2)
25.013.(C)
25.013(a)(2)
25.013.(a) (3)
25.013.(a) (2)
25.013.(a) (2)
25.013.(a) (2)
25.013(a)(2)
25.013.(c)
25.013.(c)
25.013(a)(2)
25.013(a)(1)
25.013(a)(3)
25.013. (a)(2)
25.013.(a) (3)
25.013 (a) (2)
25.013.(a) (2)
25.013.(a) (1)
25.013.(c)
25.013 (a) (2)
25.013(a)(2)
25.013(a)(2)
25.013(a)(2)
25.013(a)(2)
25.013. (a)(2)
25.013. (a)(2)
25.013. (a)(2)
25.013. (a)(2)
25.013. (a)(2)
25.013.(a) (2)
25.013 (a) (2)
25.013.(a) (2)
25.013.(a) (2)
25.013.(a) (2)

Comoparisons

Date

12/2/04
9/20/04
5/24/04
10/14/04
1/18/04

9/21/04
9/2/04
9/2/04
12/8/04
10/22/04
10/22/04
11/10/04
12/11/04
11/27/04
4/19/04
5/21/04
9/15/04
7/22/04
9/24/04
11/2/04
4/30/04
1/20/04
1/13/04
2/24104
2/25/04
3/17/04
3/23/04
3/23/04
j/25/04
4122/04
9/28/04
9/15/04
9/15/04
9/21/04
8/27/04

lbs Owt

1660
3240
8220
1860
2140
9880
2560
2280
9580
7180
3420
3400
3000
2340
4080
3100
2350
4860
2600
2100
6560
6520
4100
2960
5400
1480
4200
6850
7060
3140
3340
2680
4400
2540
2280
3600

BaH

$83.00
$162.00
$411.00

$93.00
$107.00
$494.00
$128.00
$114.00
$479.00
$359.00
$171.00
$170.00
$150.00
$117.00
$204.00
$155.00
$117.00
$243.00
$130.00
$105.00
$328.00
$326.00
$205.00
$148.00
$270.00

$74.00
$210.00
$342.50
$353.00
$157.00
$167.00
$134.00
$220.00
$127.00
$114.00
$180.00

Traffic Citations (UTC) CY 2004

Surcharge

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total

$93.00
$172.00
$421.00
$103.00
$117.00
$504.00
$138.00
$124.00
$489.00
$369.00
$181.00
$180.00
$160.00
$127.00
$214.00
$165.00
$127.00
$253.00
$140.00
$115.00
$338.00
$336.00
$215.00
$158.00
$280.00
$84.00
$220.00
$352.50
$363.00
$167.00
$177.00
$144.00
$230.00
$137.00
$124.00
$190.00

New Rate

$100.00
$0.07
$0.12

$100.00
$0.07
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$0.12
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09

$100.00
$0.09
$0.12
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07

Bail
$100.00
$226.80
$986.40
$100.00
$149.80

$1,185.60
$179.20
$159.60
$1,149.60
$861.60
$239.40
$238.00
$210.00
$163.80
$367.20
$217.00
$164.50
$437.40
$182.00
$147.00
$787.20
$782.40
$369.00
$207.20
$486.00
$100.00
$378.00
$822.00
$847.20
$219.80
$233.80
$187.60
$396.00
$177.80
$159.60
$252.00

Surcharge

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total
$110.00
$236.80
$996.40
$110.00
$159.80

$1,195.60
$189.20
$169.60
$1,159.60
$871.60
$249.40
$248.00
$220.00
$173.80
$377.20
$227.00
$174.50
$447.40
$192.00
$157.00
$797.20
$792.40
$379.00
$217.20
$496.00
$110.00
$388.00
$832.00
$857.20
$229.80
$243.80
$197.60
$406.00
$187.80
$169.60
$262.00



Overfreight Uniform

HB266
|Citation:

G66467
G67805
G66443
G66584
G67813
G70114
G70185
G66575
G65757
G65768
G65767
G65236
G65284
G67586
G64633
G64680
G64680
G64642
G64643
G64399
G64651
G65300
G66189
G66439
G66567
G66569
G65235
G66373
G66776
G66039
G66527
G66791

G65242
G68541

G64398
G64397

W:/Dlvislon/Reflulations and StatuteVLeflislative Proposals/H8266 FY2006/OW Revenue Increase Est 01252006.xls

Revenue Comparisons

Over Weight Offence

17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(1)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (3)
17AAC 25.013.(8) (3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (3)
17AAC 25.0'3. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a)(1)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
AS 45.75.380 (a) (11)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a)(1)
17AAC 25.013 (c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (3)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)

Date

10/4/04
10/12/04
10/22/04

11/2/04
11/19/04
12/16/04
12/22/04
12/14104

6/14/04

8/24/04

8/19/04

9/25/04
10/26/04

4/22/04

4/27/04

2/12/04

2/12/04

5/4/04
5/4/04

3/30/04
11/30/04
11/29/04

5/20/04

10/8/04
10/27/04

11/2/04

9/23/04

4/19/04

6/22/04

8/3/04

10/4/04
10/11/04
11/21/04

9/23/04

3/18/04

3/18/04

lbs Owt

36400

2660
3100
2040
4320
3120
2560
3380
3900
3400
1240
7380
3540
2660
4960
9680
8680
3900
3660
2600
2880
0440
1900
2560
3260
3220
4760
2240
1520
6960
2620
5000
9600
4260
3580
4900

Bail
$1,820.00
$133.00
$155.00
$102.00
$216.00
$156.00
$128.00
$169.00
$195.00
$170.00
$62.00
$369.00
$177.00
$133.00
$248.00
$484.00
$484.00
$195.00
$183.00
$130.00
$144.00
$422.00
$95.00
$128.00
$163.00
$161.00
$238.00
$112.00
$76.00
$348.00
$131.00
$250.00
$480.00
$213.00
$179.00
$245.0u

Traffic Citations (UTC) CVY 2004

Surcharge

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.0:

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total

$1,830.00
$143.00
$165.00
$112.00
$226.00
$166.00
$138.00
$179.00
$205.00
$180.00
$72.00
$379.00
$187.00
$143.00
$258.00
$494.00
$494.00
$205.00
$193.00
$140.00
$154.00
$432.00
$105.00
$138.00
$173.00
$171.00
$248.00
$122.00
$86.00
$358.00
$141.00
$260.00
$490.00
$223.00
$189.00
$255.00

3 New Rate

$0.15
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$100.00
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.12
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$100.00
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$100.00
$0.12
$0.07
$0.09
$0.12
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09

Bail
$5,460.00
$186.20
$217.00
$142.80
$388.80
$218.40
$179.20
$236.60
$273.00
$238.00
$100.00
$885.60
$247.80
$186.20
$446.40
$1,161.60
$1,041.60
$273.00
$256.20
$1B2.00
$201.60
$1,012.80
$100.00
$179.20
$228.20
$225.40
$428.40
$156.80
$100.00
$835.20
$183.40
$450.00
$1,152.00
$383.40
$250.60
$441.00

Surcharge

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$19.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total

$5,479.00
$196.20
$227.00
$152.80
$308.80
$228.40
$189.20
$246.60
$263.00
$248.00
$110.00
$895.60
$257.80
$196.20
$456.40
$1,171.60
$1,051.60
$283.00
$266.20
$192.00
$211.60
$1,022.80
$110.00
$189.20
$238.20
$235.40
$438.40
$166.80
$110.00
$845.20
$193.40
$460.00
$1,162.00
$393.40
$260.60
$451.00



Overweight Uniform Traffic Citations (UTC) CY2004

HB266 Revenue Comparisons
|Citation: Ovar Weight Offence

(65230
G66737
G66213
G66221
G68576
G66778
G66374
G66783
G67809
(G65848
G66207
G66206
(66208
G66204
G66205
G66203
666202
G69173
(66581
(66582
G66583
G66537
(66586
66448
G67811
G67815
G70107
G66592
G66593
G70108
G665S:
G70180
G66597
G64832
G66211
66210

W /Divlston/Regulalions and Statute/Legislative Proposals/HB266 FY2006/0W Revenue Increase Esl 01252006.xls

17AAC 25.013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17MC 25.013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(b)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AmC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (2)

Date

7/21/04
8/2/04
7/17/04
7/23/04
11/15/04
7/22/04
4/27/04
9/5/04
11/8/04
4/1/04
4/28/04
4/28/04
4/28/04
4/19/04
4/27/04
4/14/04
4/13/04
8/30/04
10/5/04
10/8/04
10/25/04
11/3/04
11/3/04
11/10/04
11/12/04
11/26/04
11/29/04
11/30/04
11/30/04
12/7/04
12/8/04
12/8/04
12/10/04
2/18/04
5/24/04
5/24/04

Ibs Owt
6360
3000
5820
2850
1240
2220
2220
1480
6460
2020
6500
5800
2320
6300
2540
5880
3460
4300
2660
2440
5080
8420
4040
2280
4460
2680
5180
2400
1040
6760
2120
2020
3020
1540
6240
3720

Bail
$318.00
$150.00
$291.00
$142.00

$62.00
$111.00
$111.00
$74.00
$323.00
$101.00
$325.00
$294.00
$116.0c
$315.00
$127.00
$294.00
$173.00
$215.00
$133.00
$122.00
$254.00
$421.00
$202.00
$114.00
$22 .00
$134.00
$259.00
$<20.00
$52.00
$338.00
$106.00
$101.00
$151.00
$77.00
$317.00
$186.00

Surcharge Total

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$11 .00
$.0.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

$328.00
$160.00
$301.00
$152.00
$72.00
$121.00
$121.00
$84.00
$333.00
$111.00
$335.00
$304.00
$126.00
$325.00
$137.00
$304.00
$183.00
$225.00
$143.00
$132.00
$264.00
$431.00
$212.00
$124.00
$233.00
$144.00
$269.00
$130.00
$62.00
$348.00
$116.00
$111.00
$161.00
$87.00
$327.00
$196.00

New Rate

$0.12
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$100.00
$0.07
$0.07
$100.00
$0.12
$0.07
$0.12
$0.09
$0.07
$0.12
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.12
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$100.00
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$100.00
$0.12
$0.07

Bail
$763.20
$210.00
$523.80
$199.50
$100.00
$155.40
$155.40
$100.00
$775.20
$141.40
$780.00
$522.00
$162.40
$756.00
$177.80
$529.20
$242.20
$387.00
$186.20
$170.80
$457.20

$1,010.40
$363.60
$159.60
$401.40
$187.60
$466.20
$168.00
$100.00
$811.20
$148.40
$141.40
$211.40
$100.00
$760.60
$260.40

Surcharge

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total

$773.20
$220.00
$533.80
$209.50
$110.00
$165.40
$165.40
$110.00
$785.20
$151.40
$790.00
$532.00
$172.40
$766.00
$187.80
$539.20
$252.20
$397.00
$196.20
$180.80
$467.20
$1,020.40
$373.60
$169.60
$411.40
$197.60
$476.20
$178.00
$110.00
$821.20
$158.40
$151.40
$221.40
$110.00
$770.80
$270.40



Overweight Uniform

HB266 Revenue

Comparisons

ICitation;Over Weight Offence  Date

G64961 17AAC 25 013. (a)(2) 4/10/04
G64980 17AAC 25.013. (a)(2) 4/10/04
G67587 17AAC 25.013. (a)(1) 4/29/04
G66543 17AAC.25.013(a)(2) 1/15/04
G65650 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 7/15/04
G67125 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 5/2/04

G67913 I7AAC 25.013.(c) 11/15/04
G65268 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 8/17/04
G65269 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 8/17/04
G69154 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 7/13/04
G66553 17AAC 25 013.(a) (3) 7/22/04
G67089 17AAC 25.013.(c) 9/24/04
G67855 17AAC 25.013 () 10/20/04
G65866 17AAC 25.013. (a)(2) 3/19/04
G65872 17AAC 25.013. (a)(2) 3/30/04
G67459 17AAC 25.013.(a) (3) 8/2/04

G65296 17AAC 25.013(a)(2) 11/9/04
G65295 17AAC 25.013(a)(2) 11/9/04
G66492 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 7/21/04
G65285 17AAC 25.013(a)(2) 10/26/04
G67864 17AAC 25.013(a)(3) 11/3/04
G69124 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 5/13/04
G67877 17AAC 25.013 (c) 9/7/04

G65234 17AAC 25.013.(a) (3) 9/16/04
G67573 17AAC 25.013 (c) 12/15/04
G67510 17AAC 25.013.(a) (3) 8/12/04
G67895 17AAC 25.013 (c) 10/5/04
G67588 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 6/8/04

G66191 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 5/21/04
G66201 17AAC 25 013. (a)(2) 4/12/04
G65287 17AAC 25.013.(a) (3) 10/28/04
G69115 17AAC 25.013. (c) 4/8/04

G69128 17AAC 25.013 (a) (2) 5/10/04
G69149 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 8/2/04

G67806 17AAC 25.013(a)(2) 10/21/04
G67719 17AAC 25.013. (a)(2) 3/18/04

W:/DMslon/Regulations and Statute/Legislative Proposals/HB266 FV2006/0W Revenue Increase Est 01252006.xls

Ibs Owt
3400
2620
2540
2980
3280
3780
4220
2520
2020
4680
4480
4800
4600
3320
1520
3040
4140
3960
9600
10400
3620
14940
3640
5220
3280
2100
3680
3500
3300
2200
2680
4400
4120
4880
3420
2300

Bail
$170.00
$131.00
$127.00
$149.00
$164.00
$189.00
$211.00
$126.00
$101.00
$234.00
$224.00
$240.00
$230.00
$166.00

$76.00
$152.00
$207.00
$198.00
$480.00
$520.00
$181.00
$747.00
$182.00
$286.00
$189.00
$105.00
$184.00
$175.00
$165.00
$110.00
$134.00
$220.00
$206.00
$244.00
$171.00
$115.00

Traffic Citations (UTC) CY 2004

Surcharge Total

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$1C.0C
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
.$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.0C
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

$180.00
$141.00
$137.00
$159.00
$174.00
$199.00
$221.00
$136.00
$111.00
$244.00
$234.00
$250.00
$240.00
$176.00

$86.00
$162.00
$217.00
$208.00
$490.00
$530.00
$191.00
$757.00
$192.00
$296.00
$199.00
$11500
$194.00
$185.00
$175.00
$120.00
$144.00
$230.00
$216.00
$254.00
$181.00
$125.00

New Rate

$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.09
$0.09
$0.09
$0.07
$100.00
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.12
$0.15
$0.07
$0.15
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.09
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07

Bail
$238.00
$183.40
$177.80
$208.60
$229.60
$264.60
$379.80
$176.40
$141.40
$421.20
$403.20
$432.00
$414.00
$232.40
$100.00
$212.80
$372.60
$277.20

$1,152.00

$1,560.00
$253.40

$2,241.00
$254.80
$469 80
$229.60
$147.00
$257.60
$245.00
$231.00
$154.00
$187.60
$396.00
$370.80
$439.20
$239.40
$161.00

Surcharge
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total
$248.00
$193.40
$187.80
$218.60
$239.60
$274.60
$389.80
$186.40
$151.40
$431.20
$413.20
$442.00
$424.00
$242.40
$110.00
$222.80
$382.60
$287.20

$1,162.00

$1,570.00
$263.40

$2,251.00
$264.80
$479.80
$239.60
$157.00
$267.60
$255.00
$241.00
$164.00
$197.60
$406.00
$380.80
$449.20
$249.40
$171.00



Overweight Uniform Traffic Citations (UTC) CY2004

HB266 Revenue Comparisons
ICitation-Over Weight Offence

G67569
G67452
(G64638
G64639
G64640
G66559
G65766
G65783
G67826
G67561
G65649
G66834
G66367
G66252
(66366
G65871
G67868
G65781
G65290
G65292
G67562
G67124
G67564
G67509
G67589
G67507
G68514
G65847
G69134
G69114
G68545
G67852
G69156
G66560
G66568
G67853

W:/Divlslon/Regulatlons and Stalule/Leglslatlve Proposals/HB266 FY2006/OW Revenue Increase Est 01252006.xls

17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(b)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC.25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25 013.(c)
17AAC 25 013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013 (C)

Date
12/4/04
5/10/04
4/29/04
4/29/04
4/29/04
8/28/04
8/17/04
12/6/04
10/4/04
1/18/04

7/9/04
7/6/04
2/23/04
2/27/04
2/5/04
3/25/04
11/12/04
11/22/04
11/1/04

1v1/C
1/14/04
4/23/04
4/24/04
5/7/04
7/15/04
4/5/04
4/13/04
3/18/04
5/25/04
4/28/04
9/30/04
10/19/04
7/14/04
9/21/04
10/29/04
10/19/04

Ibs Owt
2560
3880
1580
2180
2160
4160
3080
2180
8400
2260
3240
3500
4200
3280
2060
2300
3900
1680
7460
5780
2560
4600
1700
4480
12480
2400
1460
4200
1780
4160
3040
3940
6960
2220
2940
3840

Bail
$128.00
$194.00

$79.00
$109.00
$108.00
$208.00
$154.00
$109.00
$424.00
$113.00
$162.00
$175.00
$210.00
$164.00
$103.00
$115.00
$195.00
$84.00
$373.00
$289.00
$128.00
$230.00
$85.00
$224.00
$624.00
$120.00
$73.00
$210.00
$89.00
$208.00
$152.00
$197.00
$348.00
$111.00
$147.00
$192.00

Surcharge
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$13.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total
$138.00
$204.00

$89.00
$119.00
$118.00
$218.00
$164.00
$119.00
$434.00
$123.00
$172.00
$185.00
$220.00
$174.00
$113.00
$125.00
$205.00
$94.00
$383.00
$299.00
$138.00
$240.00
$95.00
$234.00
$634.00
$130.00
$83.00
$220.00
$99.00
$218.00
$162.00
$207.00
$358.00
$121.00
$157 00
$202.00

New Rate
$0.07
$0.07

$100.00
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$100.00
$0.12
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$100.00
$0.09
$0.15
$0.07
$100.00
$0.09
$100.00
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07

Bail
$179.20
$271.60
$100.00
$152.60
$151.20
$374.40
$215.60
$152.60

$1,008.00
$158.20
$226.80
$245.00
$378.00
$229.60
$144.20
$161.00
$273.00
$100.00
$895.20
$520.20
$179.20
$414.00
$100.00
$403.20
$1,872.00
$168.00
$100.00
$378.00
$100.00
$374.40
$212.80
$275.80
$835.20
$155.40
$205.80
$268.80

Surcharge
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

Total
$189.20
$281.60
$110.00
$162.80
$161.20
$384.40
$225.60
$162.60

$1,018.00
$168.20
$236.80
$255.00
$388.00
$239.60
$154.20
$171.00
$283.00
$110.00
$905.20
$530.20
$189.20
$424.00
$110.00
$413.20
$1,882.00
$178.00
$110.00
$388.00
$110.00
$384.40
$222.80
$285.80
$845.20
$165.40
$215.80
$278.80



Overweight Uniform Traffic Citations (UTC) CY2004

HB266 Revenue Comparisons

ICitation

G65786
G65769
G684J1
G65760
G68544
G67882
G66787
G66788
G65241
G65775
G66585
G66572
G66591
G66705
G70184
G66797
G67916
G65782
G67078
G69171
G65776
G67804
G67873
G65759
G65764
G65771
G67572
G67899
G65299
G66794
G67911
G70176
G67451
G69163
(68546
G68549

W:/DMsion/Regulations and Statute/Legislative Proposals/HB266 FY2006/0W Revenue Increase Est01252006.xls

Over Weight Offence

17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013. (a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(1)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013(a)(1)
17AAC 25.013(a)(3)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013 (c)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013 (a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (3)
17AAC 25.013.(c)
17AAC 25.013 (c)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013 (C)
17AAC 25.013(a)(2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013.(a) (2)
17AAC 25.013 ()
17AAC 25.013 (a) (3)

Dale

12/9/04
8/27/04
3/22/04
7/20/04
9/30/04
9/14/04
9/18/04
9/18/04
11/14/04
10/7/04
11/3/04
11/9/04
11/29/04
11/22/04
12/22/04
12/14/04
11/12/04
12/6/04
10/12/04
8/24/04
10/7/04
9/16/04
12/3/04
7/20/04
7/30/04
9/27/04
12/11/04
10/13/04
11/29/04
11/9/04
11/8/04
11/29/04
5/7/04
7/26/04
10/8/04
10/14/04

lbsOwt

2160
4520
6020
3300
3060
4340
4860
3980
5240
2320
2260
3240
3720
3360
3680
4180
4380
2200
3340
3320
5120
2960
3040
5920
3740
5020
2640
9080
2240
2320
7160
4440
3120
5640
8480
3840

Bail
$108.00
$226.00
$301.00
$165.00
$153.00
$217.00
$243.00
$199.00
$262.00
$112.00
$113.00
$162.00
$186.00
$168.00
$184.00
$209.00
$219.00
$110.00
$167.00
$166.00
$256.00
$148.00
$152.00
$296.00
$187.00
$251.00
$132.00
$454 00
$112.00
$116.00
$358.00
$222.00
$156.00
$282.00
$427.00
$192.00

Surcharge Total

$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

$118.00
$236.00
$311.00
$175.00
$163.00
$227.00
$253.00
$209.00
$272.00
$122.00
$123.00
$172.00
$196.00
$178.00
$194.00
$219.00
$229.00
$120.00
$17/.00
$176.00
$266.00
$158.00
$162.00
$306.00
$197.00
$261.00
$142.00
$464.00
$122.00
$126.00
$368.00
$232.00
$166.00
$292.00
$437.00
$202.00

New Rate
$0.07
$0.09
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$0.07
$0.12
$0.07
$0.07
$0.12
$0.09
$0.07
$0.09
$0.12
$0.07

Bail
$151.20
$406.80
$722.40
$231.00
$214.20
$390.60
$437.40
$278.60
$471.60
$162.40
$158.20
$226.80
$260.40
$235.20
$257.60
$376.20
$394.20
$154.00
$233.80
$232.40
$460.80
$207.20
$212.80
$532.80
$261.80
$451.80
$184.80

$1,089.60
$156.80
$162.40
$859.20
$399.60
$218.40
$507.60

$1,017.60
$268.80

Surcharge
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00
$10.00

$161.20
$416.80
$732.40
$241.00
$224.20
$400.60
$447.40
$288.60
$481.60
$172.40
$168.20
$236.80
$270.40
$245.20
$267.60
$386.20
$404.20
$164.00
$243.80
$242.40
$470.80
$217.20
$222.80
$542.80
$271.80
$461.80
$194.80
$1,099.60
$166.80
$172.40
$869.20
$409.60
$228.40
$517.60
$1,027.60
$278.80



Overweight Uniform Traffic Citations (UTC) CY 2004

HB266 Revenue Comparisons

ICitation:Over Weight Offence ~ Date  Ibs Owt Bail Surcharge  Total I NewK '» Bail Surcharge Total
G65763 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 7/27/04 2100 $105.00 $10.00 $115.00 $0.07 <147.00 $10.00 $157.00
G65849 17AAC 25.013. (a)(2) 4/7/04 5580 $279.00 $10.00 $289.00 $0.09 $502.20 $10.00 $512.20
G67851 17AAC 25.013.(c) 10/15/04 1900 $95.00 $10.00 $105.00 $100.00 $,00.00 $10.00 $110.00
G64634 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 4/27/04 3060 $153.00 $10.00 $163.00 $0.07 $214.20 $10.00 $224.20
G64635 17AAC 25.013.(a) (2) 4/27/04 3880 $194.00 $10.00 $204.00 $0.07 $271.60 $10.00 $281.60
G67592 17AAC 25.013(a)(2) 11/10/04 2880 $144.00 $10.00 $154.00 $0.07 $201.60 $10.00 $211.60
G70106 17AAC 25.013(a)(3) 11/29/04 4920 $246.00 $10.00 $256.00 $0.09 $442.80 $10.00 $452.80
G70115 17AAC 25.013(a)(3) 12/21/04 1380 $69.00 $10.00 $79.00 $100.00 $100.00 $10.00 $110.00
G70182 17AAC 25.013(a)(3) 12/17/04 7160 $358.00 $10.00 $368.00 $0.12 $859.20 $10.00 $869.20
$55,179.50 $2,610.00 $57,789.50 $105,033.60 $2,610.00 $107,643.60
New Fine Schedule CY 2004 $107,643.60
CY 2004 Actual $57,789.50 Revenue
Increase
Estimate of new rsvenus ?rsm $49,854.10 86.3%

new fine schedule.

W [Dlvlsloa/Reflulaliofis and Statute/Legislative Proposals/HB266 FY2006/0W Revenue Increase Est 01252006.xis






SENATE COMMITTEE REPORT
DATE: 5/1/05 FURTHER: Judiciary

DATE TURNED D
INTO OFFICE: S /3/0 A

Transportation Committee considered CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 268(JUD)

HB 268 OVERTAKING/PASSING STATIONARY VEHICLES
"An Act relating to overtaking and passing certain stationary vehicles."

and recommends: cs senate Bill:

. [ ] Same Title
[ 1 bereplaced with [ ] New Title
[ ] adopt previous _ scs House BIll:
[ ] Same Title
[ ] attached amendment(s) [ ] Technical Title
Change
[ ] adopt Letter of Intent by Committee [ 1 New Title w/
SCRi___
[ 1 further referralto _ Committee
NEW FISCAL NOTE(S): PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTE(S):

[ ] APPROPRIATION - no fiscal note



Representative Jay Ramras While in Session
State Capitol, Room 104

Co-Chair, House Resources A laska State Legislature
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

V-Chair, Economic Develop.
Tourism & Trade (907) 465- 3004
House State Affairs Fax: 465-2070
Toll Free: (877) 465-3004

119 N. Cushman St. Suite 207
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
Phone: (907) 452-1088

Fax: (907) 452-1146 House District 10

House of Representatives

MEMO

To: Senator Charlie Huggins, Chair Senate Transportation Committee

Fm: Representative Jay R am ras/A A1

Cc:

Date: May 2, 2005. 8:04 AM

Re: Request for hearing of HB 268

Please accept this memo as a request for the Senate Transportation Committee to hear House Bill
268, “Relating to overtaking and passing certain stationary vehicles.” HB 268 is a bill that works

to keep more types of emergency vehicle operators safe when operating in hazardous traffic
environments, specifically tow truck and animal control workers.

Thank you in advance for scheduling HB 268 before the Transportation Committee.

Attachments: Sponsor Statement, CS for HB 268 (HJUD), HB 268, sectional, fiscal note, current
statutes.

Representative _Jay Ramras@legis.state.ak.us


mailto:Representative_Jay_Ramras@legis.state.ak.us

Representative Jay Ramras AIaSka Sta‘te LGnglatU re Stat:vg!%ilr;fe;sgonq .

Co-Chair, House Resources
V-Chair, Economic Develop. Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182
Tourism & Trade (907) 465- 3004

House State Affairs Fax: 465-2070
Toll Free: (877) 465-3004

119 N. Cushman St. Suite 207
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Phone: (907) 452-1088
Fax: (907) 452-1146 House District 10

House of Representatives

Sponsor Statement
HB 268

HB 268 is a bill that will further clarify the current law regarding drivers passing emergency
vehicles that are required to display flashing emergency lights on a highway or roadway.
Currently, AS 28.35.185 requires drivers to vacate the lane closest to stopped emergency
vehicles. Emergency vehicles, under current law. are police and fire vehicles. 1 B 268 will
change the law to include other vehicles that should be treated with the same air )unt of caution,

specifically tow trucks and animal control vehicles.

HB 268 simply works to make sure that drivers are more cautious when approaching more Kinds
of emergency situations, especially situations where there is a significant risk of injury to the tow

truck operator or animal control specialist.

Representative_Jay Ramras@legis.state.ak.us


mailto:Representative_Jay_Ramras@legis.state.ak.us
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IT is Innovative Transportation.
A iart choice for university or
college campuses, resorts, airports,
industrial parks, planned and
gated communities... anywhere
quiet, agile, versatile, reliable,
dean-running, electric Low
Speed Vehicles make sense -
even indoors. IT is the way
of the future! Fossil fuel
engines pollute the
environment and are
expensive to operate and
maintain. Not so with IT.
This zero-emission
electric vehicle has low
operating ano

maintenance expenses!

ITisa Low Speed Vehicle
(LSV) - a motor vehicle
classification that complies
with U.S. National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration
(NHTSA) and Transport Canada Motor Vehicle
Safety Regulations. IT electric vehicles can operate on roads with
posted speed limits of up to . j mph (60 kph), at a speed not to
exceed 25 mph (40 kph).

™

|
Who Makes 11 i

ITis a product of Dynasty Motorcar/Corporation, a leader in the development of transportation

products designed to meet your/specific needs. Dynasty's history of laying close to the
customer has spurred the development of innovative vehicle design as well as responsive and
effective sales and service support. Add to that, exoerience in advanced computer engineering

and implementation of world class manufacturing processes and you have a formula for pro Tuct

success.

How Does

IT is battery powered and is easily
recharged by plugging into any Standard

110-volt outlet. Fully charged, IT can travel at

full speed for up to 30 miles (50 kilometers). IT
drives like any other vehicle but without the
noise, smell and pollution of a standard internal
combustion engine. Plugging in overnight, or
convenience charging during the day, will ensure

ihat you have hours of trouble-free driving.



The Sedan iti4 passenger, five door multi purpose vehicle.great for transporting ;ne kidt tos hool.ot a trip to the V
supermarket" IT mevt> aMregulatory and safety standards with features such as halogen head amps rear tail and

brake lights, self canceling tumn signals, three point anchored seat belts automotive safety q ass. windshield

washer'/npet de mist system and nde and rear view mirrors

Walk Around |T
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Warranty MFresnSns

T comes complete vith a 12month Bumper to Bumper warranty f idudmyg batteries and tiros which are warranted through Trojan and Goodbear
<Bspechveiy An additional one year t«tended Warranty isavailable and may be purchased before the factory warranty e«j.ires



State Capitol

REPRESENTATIVE BILL THOMAS Juneau AK, 99801-1182
ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE DISTRICT 5 907-465-3732

c-mail: Representative. Bill. Thomas@legis.Stalc.ak.us webpage: www.akrebulicans.ofg/thomas/

SPQEE% [EVENT
“Anact relatip_%l\? | eﬁ) (l operation of

N
ICleS

888-461-3732

FAX 907-465-2652

As new motor vehicle technologies are developed, our legal structure must sometimes be
modified to account for these changes. In recent years a number of manufacturers have
designed and produced several models of small low-speed vehicles, most of which are
electrically driven, that have come to be known collectively as Low-Speed Vehicles.
LSVs have become popular in Europe and increasingly in North America. 36 states have
already enacted legislation to permit and encourage their use.

These vehicles typically are limited by design to a top speed of 25 miles per hour and are
powered by a bank of traditional lead-acid or sealed gel cell batteries. LSVs offer
numerous advantages over gas powered vehicles, such as vastly improved energy usage,
zero emissions, no necessity of anti-freeze for cooling, space efficiency in parking, and
significant potential cost savings for private, commercial and government applications.

Unfortunately, under current law, the State of Alaska cannot license LSVs and as a result
Alaska has yet to realize any of the benefits these new' vehicles offer. Therefore HB 403
has been introduced with the support of the Division of Motor Vehicles to rectify this
situation and encourage private citizens and municipalities to utilize LSVs. This
legislation has been modeled after federal requirements and laws instituted by other states
to govern the registration and use of LSVs in a safe and effective manner. As amended, it
provides that municipalities must opt in to the use of these vehicles within their
jurisdiction by first passing an ordinance.


mailto:Bill.Thomas@legis.StaIc.ak
http://www.akrebulicans.ofg/thomas/

April 21,2006

Senator Charlie Huggins, Chair
Senate Transportation Committee
Alaska State Legislature
Juneau, AK 99801

| would like to propose that the motor vehicle statutes be amended to allow the use of
Neighborhood Electric Vehicles on roads with speed limits of 35 MPH or less. 1feel that
these vehicles may be of use to many people who only use their cars for short trips to the
grocery store, post office, church etc. With the high cost of vehicle ownership, gas, oil,
tune ups, and insurance, these electric cars provide an affordable alternative mode of
transportation. | realize that they will not work for all people in all areas, however for
towns like Skagway and short local trips in larger cities like Anchorage these are ideal.
There may be additional benefits to cities for use in parking enforcement, parks
departments, airport security and so forth.These vehicles are legal in 36 other states
including, California, Washington and Florida. NEV's are approved by the National
Transportation Highway Safety Administration as long as they meet the federal standards.

| do not know how largi. a demand there will be for these types of cars, but | do know that
at least 5 people here in Skagway have expressed an interest in them, and this is without
any promotion or advertising.

Considering that due to the fact they are non- polluting, have no oil or anti freeze to
dispose of and operate very economically (it will cost approx. $1.10 to travel 35 miles for
power here in Skagway at 18 cents a KW hour. 1think Juneau's rate is 8 cents) If gas is
close to $3.00 a gallon, this means about the equivalent of 100 miles to a gallon.

The purchase price delivered to Skagway of a fully loaded car, stereo, chrome wheels
high efficiency motors, zero maintenance batteries, heater, etc would be about $17,000.
With more and more talk of energy efficient, zero emissions type vehicles, perhaps these
NEVs are just a start in that direction. Thank you for your time in the consideration of

this matter.

Skagway resident



LEGAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA
FAX (907) 465-2029
Mail Stop 3101

State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182
Deliveries to: 129 6th St., Rm. 329

MEMORANDUM April 28, 2006

SUBJECT: Definition of "Low-speed vehicle" in SCS CSHB 403(TRA)
(Work Order No. 24-L.S1229\X)

TO: Senator Charlie Huggins
Attn: Debbie Grundman

FROM: Gerald P. Luckhaup
Legislative Counsel

Enclosed is the finai SCS(TRA) you requested. | have one comment about the definition
the committee adopted for low-speed vehicles. The definition appears to be deficient as
it apparently seeks to adopt a federal definition of "low-speed vehicle" contained in a
federal regulation adopted by federal agency and to include within that definition all
future amendments that are adopted by that federal agency.

The bill does not cite to a specific federal definition as the definition reads at a specific
point in time. Citing to material enacted or adopted by other groups is potentially an
improper delegation of law-making powers problem but those problems arc lessened or
eliminated by adopting another code, or section ol a code as it appeared on a specific day
or in a specific edition. In Northern Lights Motel V. Sweaney, 561 P.2d 1176 (Alaska
1977), reh. tier 563 P.2d 256, the Alaska Supreme Court rejected the purported adoption
of the Uniform Building Code and "all future amendments thereto” as the delegation of
the legislature's future law-making power to a private organization. The court said:

One reason for the prohibition against delegation to private groups is that
when amendments are adopted by these groups the public does not
necessarily receive notice of, or have an opportunity to comment on or
criticize the amendments, as it does when they are adopted by the
legislature or promulgated under the Alaska Administrative Procedure

Act.

Northern Lights, supra, at 1181. While Northern Lights only dealt with a delegation to a
private group the opinion does not appear to be limited to just those delegations. In
Northern Lights, supra, at 1181, the court noted that "the adoption of future amendments
has been upheld in certain cases" but recognized "that the due process problem was a
serious one." In footnote 7 of that opinion, the court noted that the drafting manual for

administrative regulations at that time stated:



Senator Charlie Huggins
April 28,2006
Page 2

an agency may not adopt by reference a code OF Set 0f standardsfrom
another state, the federal government, OF a private organization and

provide that future amendments as they become effective are being

adopted also.

ld. (emphasis added)

The legislature has traditionally adopted (1) its own definitions of vehicles even though
the federal government has definitions for passenger cars, trucks, SUVs, motor homes,
and sundry other vehicles, or (2) granted the authority to the department to adopt
regulations that govern the standards for specific types of vehicles. The legislature has
not previously adopted a definition like ‘he one used here in the motor vehicle context.

The model legislation proposed by the American Association of Motor Vehicle
Administrators' does not define "low-speed vehicle" by referring to a federal definition.
Their model legislation uses the following definition:

Low speed vehicle means a 4-whee'!ed motor vehicle, other than a truck,
whose speed attainable in 1 mile (1.6 km) is more than 20 miles per hour
(32 kilometers per hour) and not more than 25 miles per hour (40
kilometers per hour) on a paved level surface.

South Carolina defines "low-speed vehicle" in a manner that is identical to that provided
to the committee in the "L" version. South Carolina further provides elsewhere in their

statutory requirements:

The manufacturer’s or importer's certificate of origin must identify clearly
the vehicle as a low speed vehicle and must certify that the vehicle was
manufactured in compliance with the equipment requirements for low
speed vehicles in 49 C.F.R. Section 571.500. The State shall not issue
vehicle identification numbers to homemade low speed vehicles,
retrofitted golf carts, or any other similar vehicles, and these vehicles shall
not qualify as low speed vehicles in this State.

Most state statutes that | have examined2provide a definition that requires the low-speed
vehicle to have four wheels and that it be manufactured to be capable of propelling itself

1Which represents state and provincial motor vehicle officials.

2 Texas, North Carolina, Oregon, Maryland, Florida, New York, Georgia, Indiana,
Nevada, Virginia and others provide this or a similar definition and some require that the
vehicle comply with safety standards contained within 49 CFR 571.500 either within the
definition or elsewhere in their statutory requirements. Kansas, New Jersey, and
Wisconsin appear to actually cite to the federal definition as their definition. From a
quick review' of the case law of Kansas, New Jersey, and Wisconsin, it does not appear



Senator Charlie Huggins
April 28,2006
Page 3

at a minimum speed of 20 miles per hour and a maximum speed of 25 miles per hour and
that it has not been modified to exceed that maximum speed.

Of course, the legislature can choose to ignore the delegation issue. If the committee
wants to resolve the issue the committee could cite to the federal regulation as it reads on
the effective date of the act. The committee could also adopt a definition similar to the
federal definition but require the department to adopt by regulation those portions of the
definition that are subject to change by the federal government. The following definition
should seemingly meet those requirements:

"low-speed vehicle" means a motor vehicle that has four wheels, that was
manufactured to be capable of propelling itself and achieving a minimum
speed of 20 miles an hour and a maximum speed of 25 miles an hour, that
has not been modified to have a maximum speed greater than 25 miles an
hour, and that meets weight, equipment, and safety standards set by the
department by regulation; weight, equipment, and safety standards shall be
consistent with, and may not exceed, federal standards.3

GPL:ljw
06-220.1jw

Enclosure

that their respective court systems have recognized a delegation issue under their
constitutions like in Northern Lights.

3 Maryland, separate from their definition section for low speed vehicles, requires their
division of motor vehicles to "adopt, consistent with federal law, regulations establishing
equipment, performance, and other technical standards for low speed vehicles."
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Skagway

Development Corporation
ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

P.0. Box 1236 + Skagway, Alaska 99840 « Phon VFax: (907) 983-3414 «  skagdev@aptaiaska.nct

February 17, 2006

The Honorable Paul Seaton, Chairman
House State Affairs Committee

Alaska State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Re: An Act relating to registration and operation of neighborhood electric vehicles
HB403

Dear Representative Seaton:

The Skagway Development Corporation (SDC) is a private non-profit economic
and community development organization working towards diversifying and
enhancing Skagwal/s year round economy, and increasing the quality of life for its
residents. The request for the introduction of Bill 403 pertaining to changes in
Alaska code that wuuld allow the use of Neighborhood Electric Vehicles (NEV)

was made by me on behalf of a Skagway resident.

With the significant increases In fuel costs and the expectation that these costs will
not be returning to previous levels there is national concern regarding the effects
that this is having on the consumer and small business owner. This is nowhere
more apparent than In Alaska, and especially in rural communities, where gasoline
and diesel prices are well above the national average. As hybrid and electric
vehicle technologies mature their efficiencies also provide increased cost benefits
to the user. This increased effectiveness will translate to significant financial
savings for users and lessen our nation's reliance on foreign oil reserves.

Statistics suggest that 65 percent of U.S. families own a second car over 50
percent of urban trips last less than ten minutes; and 80 percent of all trips are
within 10 miles or less. The results are cold running motors that translate into
excessive engine wear, increased pollutants, and higher costs for the operator.

NEVs are designated as low-speed vehicles by the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration and are capable of up to 25 mph. As low-speed vehicles,
these 20 to 25 mlle-per-hour vehicles are subject to Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard No. 500 (49 CFR 571.500). This standard requires low-speed vehicles
be equipped with headlamps, stop lamps, turn signal lamps, tall lamps, reflex
reflectors, parking brakes, rearview mirrors, windshields, seat belts, and vehicle
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Representative Paul Seaton Page 2

February 17, 2006

identification numbers. The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
believes that these requirements appropriately address the safety of low-speed
vehicle occupants and other roadway users, given the sub-25 mph speed
capability of these vehicles and the controlled environments in which they

operate.

ND/s are designed to be used In residential areas and rural communities with low
density traffic and low speed zones. With a top speed of 25 mph, low-speed
vehicles can be used on streets with a posted 35 mph speed limit or less. It
would appear that NEVs are an appropriate vehicle for most of our transportation
needs. These passenger-carrying vehicles, although low-speed, offer a variety of
advantages, including comparatively low-cost and energy-efficient mobility2, zero
emissions, and up to 90 percent reduction in noise.

Unfortunately, at present NEVs are not allowable forms of transport in the state of
Alaska, although being legal in 37 states. | believe that the time has come for
Alaska to seriously explore the synergies that these vehicles can bring to the
state’s citizenry and economy. Alaska businesses are often at a competitive
disadvantage with Lower 48 firms because of the cost differential in operating
expenses. Many local businesses, especially microenteiprises, should see a
noticeable decrease in their operating costs if given the opportunity to use an
efficient NEV over a regular gas or diesel powered vehicle.

I would ask that the committee look favorably upon this bill and allow Alaskans the
opportunity to engage In an inexpensive, safe, efficient, and pollution free form of
transportation. The benefits that ensue will trickle down and out across our
communities and the state as a whole.

Thank you for your consideration, and should you require additional information
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Regards,

Michael Catsi
Executive Director

' http:/mvww .electric-blkes.eom/itgglnev.htm
lhttp www electric-bikes.oom/nev.htm
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April 21,2006

Senator Charlie Huggins, Chair
Senate Transportation Committee
Alaska State Legislature

Juneau, AK 99801

| would like to propose that the motor vehicle statutes be amended to allow the use of
Neighborhood Electric Vehicles on roads with speed limits of 35 MPH or less. | feel that
these vehicles may be of use to many people who only use their cars for short trips to the
grocery store, post office, church etc. With the high cost of vehicle ownership, gas, oil,
tune ups, and insurance, these electric cars provide an affordable alternative mode of
transportation. | realize that they will not work for all people in all areas, however for
towns like Skagway and short local trips in larger cities like Anchorage these are ideal.
There may be additional benefits to cities for use in parking enforcement, parks
departments, airport security and so forth.These vehicles are legal in 36 other states
including, California, Washington and Florida. NEV's are approved by the National
Transportation Highway Safety Administration as long as they meet the federal standards.

| do not know how large a demand there will be for these types of cars, but | do know that
at least 5 people here in Skagway have expressed an interest in them, and this is without

any promotion or advertising.

Considering that due to the fact they are non- polluting, have no oil or anti freeze to
dispose of and operate very economically (it will cost approx. $1.10 to travel 35 miles for
power here in Skagway at 18 cents a KW hour. 1think Juneau’s rate is 8 cents) If gas is
close to $3.00 a gallon, this means about the equivalent of 100 miles to a gallon.

The purchase price delivered to Skagway of a fully loaded car. stereo, chrome wheels
high efficiency motors, zero maintenance batteries, healer, etc would be about $17,000.
With more and more talk of energy efficient, zero emissions type vehicles, perhaps these
NEVs are just a start in that direction. Thank you for your time in the consideration of

this matter.

Skagway resident



From: Sen. Charlie Huggins
Sent: Monday, April 24, 2006 12:54 PM

To: Deborah Grundmann
Subject: FW: HB 403 - "An Act relating to registration and operation of low-speed vehicles."

From: Skagway Development Corporation [mailto:skagdev@ aptalaska.net]

Sent: Monday, April 24, 2006 12:24 PM
To: Sen. Charlie Huggins; Sen. John Cowdery; Sen. Gene Therriault; Sen. Albert Kookesh; Sen.

Hollis French

Cc: lan Fisk
Subject: HB 403 - "An Act relating to registration and operation of low-speed vehicles."

April 24, 2006
Senate Transportation Committee

Re: HB403 - "An Actrelating to registration and operation of low-speed vehicles."

Dear Committee Chair and Members:

The Skagway Development Corporation offers its support for this bill for the
follov ing reasons:

High Fuel Costs
The high cost of gasoline these days has taken a real toll on us all, but most

notably in rural areas where gas prices are significantly higher than in the urban
areas (currently $3.14 per gallon in Skagway). These Low Speed Vehicles (LSV)
will allow Alaskans a safe alternative to gas powered vehicles and relief from
high fuel costs because they are considerably cheaper to operate.

Appropriate Transportation
These vehicles provide an appropriate and inexpensive means of transportation

in urban neighborhoods and rural areas. LSVs are perfect for seniors, parents,
state and local agencies, and local commuters who will all benefit from their low

purchase price to their inexpensive operating costs.

Business Opportunities
They also represent new business opportunities for Alaskans with regards to

their sale, rental, and maintenance and repair. They will be popular purchases
and will fit seamlessly into the existing network of new & used car dealers, ATV,
snow machine dealers, and will provide for new opportunities in rural areas.
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Unfortunately, a House Finance amendment may render their business potential
negligible. The amendment requires that municipalities opt in to allow their use.
“ This will ‘be an enormous burden on any business that wants to offer these
vehicles for sale or rental. These vehicles meet federal safety standards, are
legal in 36 other states, and would also be 'egal in Alaska but not in
municipalities. Imagine having to go to multiple communities to lobby the local
council/assembly and have them pass an ordinance allowing their use. This is
not how we should be conducting business in Alaska. Imagine if we applied the
same rules to motor bikes, Hummers, pick ups, or any other type of vehicle. No
constituent would ever know where he could drive and where he couldn’t. The
amendment makes no sense and will harm economic development opportunities.
Please remove this amendment and allow all Alaskans a fair and equal

opportunity to enter into business.

Zero Emissions
In addition to these benefits these vehicles, whether they are powered by

electricity, fuel cells or hydrogen, will all have zero emissions. LSVs represent an
opportunity for Alaskans to have an alternative to gas powered vehicles and in
many cases a more appropriate form of transport.

I would ask that you consider this bill in light of the benefits that it provides
Alaskans to not only find relief from high fuel costs but also from the perspective
of the expanded business opportunities that may help diversify our economic

base.
Thank you,

Michael Catsi

Executive Director

Skagway Development Corporation
P.O. Box 1236

Skagway, AK 99840

Phone/Fax: 907-983-3414



