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December 28, 1970

Governor John A, Love
Members, 48th General Assembly

Dear Governor Love and Fellow Members:

The Committee on Highway Revenue submits herewith its re-
port in accordance with the directives of House Joint Resolution
No. 1023 of the 1970 Session.

The charge given the Committee by the General Assembly
was extensive. We have not examined all the suggested subjects,
although the Committee held eighteen days of meetings during the
interim. Nevertheless, the Committee is submitting a number of
recommendations and, in most instances, specific bills accompany
these recommendations. Several proposals require increased fees.
The Committee's primary objective in raising fees is not to ob-
tain additional revenue for the state. Unpopular as these in-
creases may be, the Committee's objectives are to provide that a
function more nearly pays for itself, and to achieve greater
equity in the distribution of taxes to pay fqr use of the state's
streets and highways. It is felt that these objectives will be
met through implementation of the Committee's proposals.

Early in its deliberations the Committee concluded it had
neither the time nor the expertise to fully examine the areas
charged to the Committee by the General Assembly. In fact, it is
doubtful whether any interim legislative committee could give the
subject of highway taxation and its distribution the kind of con-
centrated study it demands. Therefore, one of the recommenda-
tions calls for a comprehensive study of the state's highway and
road system and its future needs.

The Committee expresses its appreciation to the many in-
dividuals who appeared before the Committee. In particular, the
Committee wishes to acknowledge the valuable assistance rendered
by the following individuals: John Heckers, Executive Director,
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Governor John A, Love

Members, 48th General Assembly
December 28, 1970

Page Two

Department of Revenue and Mr. Hecker's capable staff; Mr. Charles
Shumate, Executive Director, Department of Highways; Mr, Al Hein,
Petroleum Retailers Association of Colorado; Dave Rice, Colorado
Cattlemen's Association; Denzel Goodwin, Fremont County Commis-
sioner; Earl Wennergren, Motor Carriers Association; and the
Association of County Commissioners.

The preparation of this report was the responsibility of
David Hite, Senior Analyst, Legislative Council staff; he was
assisted during the interim by Dwight Heffher, Senior Research
Assistant., Mr. Vince Hogan, Legislative Drafting Office, pro-
vided bill drafting and other legal services to the Committee.

\

Respectfully submitted,

il Goliay

Senator George“Jackson
Chairman
Committee on Highway Revenue

GJ/pm
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COMMITTEE FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

House Joint Resolution No. 1023, 1970 Session, directed
the establishment of a one-year, interim study of highway reve-
nues and how they are distributed. In addition, the Committee
was given authority to "consider such other matters relating to
highways as it shall determine to be necessary and proper." The
full text of the resolution is contained in Appendix A,

The scope of the Committee's inquiry during the 1970 in-
terim was broad, yet there is no doubt that each topic has an
effect on our highway system and highway revenues. Listed below
are the areas in which the Committee recommends changes in ex-
isting statutes and procedures.

Truck Taxation

The proper allocation of highway and street costs to mo-

tor vehicle owners has been, historically, the most troublesome
problem in the field of highway taxation.

In 1967, a special Governor's committee -- the Highway
Legislation Review Committee, or Gossard Committee as it is of-
ten called -- examined the area of truck taxation. The intro-
duction to that committee report reads, in part, as follows:

All taxes are difficult to structure from the
standpoint of achieving fairness and equity
in apportioning the burden between taxpayers.
Many factors which cannot always be measured
precisely must none-the-less be considered if
fairness is 'an objective.

Fundamentally, truck taxation in Colorado is
the application of highway use taxes to cargo
hauling vehicles. On the face of it, this
would seem to be quite simple and straight-
forward, but it is, in fact, quite complex.

The application of the tax becomes difficult
because of the great differences in the use

of vehicles, even between vehicles of identi-
cal weight and size. This is further compli-
cated by the difficulty in accurately account-
ing for the varying distances traveled and
weights hauled for varying distances by dif-
ferent operators in similar weight and size
categories.



These same difficult considerations were encountered by
the Highway Revenue Committee in its examination of truck taxa-
tion. Drawing on the background of the Gossard Committee study
and current statistical data compiled by the Department of Rev-
enue, the Committee sought to reexamine the entire topic of
truck taxation. Thus the Committee reviewed application of the
present law relating to city, metro, farm, and state and ton-
mile classifications.

The city, metro, and farm classifications were derived in
recognition of the impracticality of imposing the accounting and
reporting procedures associated with ton-mile tax upon businesses
not really engaged in trucking as a principal business. The
state plate and ton-mile tax classification was primarily devel-
oped for truckers whose principal business is the hauling of
freight or cargo in varying weights and distances. This group
generally operates under P.U.C. permits or contracts requiring
complete records of operations and thus is capable of complying
with reporting and accounting procedures of the ton-mile tax.

While recognizing the rationale for the various classifi-
cations now established, the Committee was also aware of a num-
ber of changes which have occurred since the present system was
adopted. Many of these changes alter the original philosophy
behind the city, metro, farm, and state and ton-mile tax classi-
fications. In light of these changes the Committee sought to
review each classification and reestablish equity in apportion-
ing the tax burden among those using the state's public streets,
roads, and highways.

Ton-Mile Tax

This tax is imposed by applying a uniform registration
fee of $22.50 and assessing a tax of 8/10 mills on each ton of
empty weight of the vehicle for each mile traveled and a tax of
two mills per mile against each ton of cargo or freight hauled.

To supplement the Committee's discussion, the Department
of Revenue presented a report which reads, in part, as follows:

Of all of the taxes collected and admin-
istered by the Department .of Revenue, gross
ton mile tax has been studied by more groups
for more years in more detail than any other
tax. The end conclusion has always sustained
the ton mile tax.

Other proposals have consisted of flat
registration fees, gross vehicle weight sys-
tems (weight-distance), gross receipts, fuel
tax, combinations of these, etc. Each of the
systems has certain advantages and disadvan-



tages. Some provide simplicity in reporting
at the sacrifice of equity. Some transfer
the burden from one group to another. Some
would require an extremely high rate of fuel
tax in lieu of other taxes. Some single out
one industry over other users.

The flat registration system provides
simplicity in reporting but inequities exist
because there is no direct relationship to
use of highways. High registration fees in-
herent to this system cause a substantial
financial burden to some taxpayers because
payment cannot be divided over the period of
highway use. This system confines the tax
largely to residents and diminishes the share
paid by nonresidents. This system reduces
much of the reporting and record keeping re-
quirements necessary under the gross ton mile
tax law but it would require increased on-
road enforcement by the ports of entry to de-
termine that the declared weights are accu-
rate. Further, the system creates inequities
to intrastate truckers since interstate car-
riers would enjoy the benefits of proration-

ing the vehicle registration fees.

The gross weight-distance system is ad-
vantageous to those who carry nearly full
loads all of the time but penalizes those who,
because of the nature of their operations, are
empty part of the time. To be effective this
system requires essentially the same enforce-
ment and record keeping as the present ton
mile tax.

The gross receipts system imposes a spe-
cial burden on one particular industry based
on dollar volume of business. This system
does not, however, bear any relationship to
the use of the highways.

The fuel tax system applied to trucks in
lieu of the gross ton mile tax, while it
would provide some measure of highway use,
would require a special fuel tax rate in ex-
cess of twenty cents per gallon. Enforcement
and control would be necessary to make this
tax effective.

The ton mile tax is based on the princi-
ple that highway users pay their share in




proportion to weight and distance. It taxes
all trucks whether loaded or not. It then
provides an additional tax based on the cargo
(additional weight) carried on the highways.
It also provides for the necessary exporta-
tion of part of the tax so that the burden is
borne by highway users even though they are
not residents. This accepted principle is
utilized in other taxes such as corporate in-
come tax, sales tax, cigarette tax and motor
fuel tax.

In summary, after reviewing many and
varied truck tax systems, it was concluded
that the present ton mile tax contains more
equity for more highway users than any other
method studied.

Committee Recommendations. The Committee recommendation
regarding the ton-mile tax is an endorsement of the conclusions
reached by the Department of Revenue (cited above), and the
Gossard Committee's conclusions which read as follows: "The ton
mile method of applying a highway users tax to trucks in the
business of hauling cargo or freight is logical and sound. The
rate structures these same trucks use to charge for their ser-
vices are essentially based on weight of the commodity hauled
and the distance hauled. The tax is applied in the same manner."

There are some conforming amendments to the present ton-
mile tax statute in light of the Committee's actions detailed in
the sections of this report on city, metro, farm, and state-
plated vehicles. These proposed amendments are contained in Sec-
tion 4 of Bill A in this report.

City Plates

The annual registration fee for trucks and truck tractors
operated exclusively within the boundaries of a city or town is
paid according to the following schedule:

Empty Weight Registration Fee
to 4,500 pounds $12.50
4,501 - 10,500 12.50 + $.90 per 100 lbs, over 4,500

10,501 and over 66.50 + $1.85 per 100 lbs. over 10,500

The present statute specifies that if a city licensed vehicle is
operated outside the boundaries of a city or town it is subject
to the payment of ton-mile tax for all miles operated in such a
manner,




The Department of Revenue reported to the Committee that
the number of applications for such a classification has dropped
considerably over the past fifteen years. Department statistics
indicate the use of city plates has declined from 1,721 in 1956
to 226 in 1965 and 85 in 1969, The 1967 Highway Legislation Re-
view Committee noted that a number of vehicles comprising the
total registrations in this category were owned by local govern-
mental units and not required to pay the registration fee for
such plates. The 1967 study committee concluded that there was
little need for the city plate classification.

Committee Recommendations. The Committee recommends that
the city registration category be abolished by repealing Section
13-3-23 (12}, C.R.S. 1963 {1969 Supp.). Language to accomplish
this is contained in Section 6 of Bill A in this report.

Metro Plates

The present statute provides that a metro registration can
be used by trucks and truck tractors operated in an area not ex-
ceeding ten miles outside the boundaries of a city or town. The
registration fee is 125 percent of the fee prescribed for vehic-
les registered under the provisions of the city plate. When a
vehicle with metro registration operates outside the ten mile
radius, ton-mile tax must be paid on this mileage.

The Committee called upon the Department of Revenue and
the Colorado Motor Carriers Association to review the operation
of this registration category and recommend any changes deemed
advisable. The Department of Revenue noted that in the past it
had been in accord with the recommendations of previous legisla-
tive committees concerning metro plates. The Department reported
that the 1967 Highway Legislation Review Committee recommended
that the metro category be limited to the delivery type vehicle
with tare weight of approximately 8,000 pounds. A more recent
tabulation of metro registrations indicated a natural drop in the
number of registrations at the tare weight limit of 12,000 pounds.
The Department suggested that consideration might be given to ex-
tending the radius of the metro plate from the present 10 miles
to 15 or 20 miles. Finally, the Department of Revenue observed
that since the existing statute bases metro rates on the city
plate fees, new rate schedules for metro plates would have to be
developed if city plates were repealed. In addition, if the
metro radius is increased, the rates should be changed.

Representatives of the trucking industry made no formal
recommendations to the Committee regarding the metro registration
category. They did meet with personnel of the Department of Rev-
enue and presented a view that if the metro weight limit were to
be altered it should be higher -- 15,000 pounds tare weight or
greater -- and that the metro radius should be increased to 30



alr miles from a fixed, central point within a city or town.

After continued discussion between the two groups, it was agreed
that more information was needed concerning the operation and

use of metro vehicles, specifically, types of routes, gross

yeights and miles traveled by these vehicles by weight categor-
es.

Committee Recommendations. After consideration of the
recommendations made in previous studies, testimony before the
Committee, and the objectives sought by the Committee in the
whole area of truck taxation, the following changes in the met-
ro category are recommended for consideration by the General
Assembly:

-- vehicles of less than 5,000 pounds tare weight will
pay a registration fee as specified in the table on page 13 of
this report. This fee scale is the same schedule proposed for
the registration of light trucks.

-- vehicles with tare weights in the 5,000-10,000 pound
range will pay $27.50 plus $1.12 per hundred pounds of tare
weight exceeding 5,000 pounds.

-- vehicles with tare weights exceeding 10,000 pounds will
pay $83.50 plus $2.31 per hundred pounds tare weight exceeding
10,000 pounds.

-- single unit vehicles weighing over 16,000 pounds tare
weight will bear a metro registration but will be subject to the
provisions of the ton-mile tax.

-- no truck tractor, regardless of weight, will register
under provisions of the metro section of the statutes, but in-
stead be subject to the provisions of the ton-mile tax.

The provisions implementing the Committee's recommenda-
tions are contained in Section 2 of Bill A in this report.

An estimate of metro registrations by weight class for
1970 indicates the following:

Number of trucks Weight class (Pounds)
1,005 under 5,000
31005 5,000 - 16,000
252 over 16,000

These same registration figures indicate there are an estimated
565 truck tractors with metro registrations.



In recommending changes in the metro registration provi-
sions, the Committee was guided by a number of objectives. The-
oretically, vehicles in the same weight category operating on.
metro registration should pay in registration fees an amount
equal to the average amount paid by the same weight vehicle op-
erating on a state plate and paying a ton-mile tax when these
vehicles are used in similar type operations. The present rates
for city and metro classifications are based on estimates made
by the General Assembly in 1955, Evidence received by the Com-
mittee and other study groups indicates that the average annual
miles traveled by vehicles with metro registrations is in excess
of that anticipated in 1955. In addition, the size of vehicles
used under the metro registration has increased substantially,
and, as a result, the cargo carried is greater than originally
anticipated. In short, if it is assumed that the concept of the
ton-mile tax is rational and equitable there seem to be vari-
ances in the total tax liability between state plated vehicles
paying ton-mile tax and the registration fee for metro vehicles,
It is believed that the new registration schedule will help cor-
rect that deficiency.

While the 1967 Gossard Committee study recommended that
the metro category be limited to delivery type vehicles with
tare weights of approximately 8,000 pounds, and the trucking in-
dustry suggested during the 1970 interim that the limit be 15,000
pounds or higher, the Committee is recommending that the limit
be set at 16,000 pounds tare weight. Any vehicle over this
weight will be subject to ton-mile tax. In the case of vehicles
over 16,000 pounds and combinations -- truck tractor vehicles --
the Committee suggests that neither of these groups can be clas-
sified as the traditional type metro vehicle used for local de-
liveries and similar type operations.

Finally, although the new registration fee schedule may
represent an increase in registration fees paid by metro vehic-
les, it is the opinion of the Committee that greater equity will
be achieved. Vehicles will more closely be paying their share
for use of the road; and still the objective of a single regis-
tration fee will be retained, thus relieving most operators of
the traditional city delivery type vehicle from the burden of
reporting and accounting procedures for an ever changing deliv-
ery or pickup load factor.

The estimated revenue effect of the proposed fee schedule
for metro vehicles in each weight category is presented in Table
2 on page 13 of this report.

Farm Plates
The statutes currently specify that trucks and truck

tractors owned by farmers or ranchers may display a farm plate
if such vehicles are used "exclusively for transporting to mar-



ket or place of storage agricultural products actually produced
or livestock actually raised by such farmer or rancher or for
transporting commodities and livestock purchased by such farmer
or rancher for his own use, and used in his farming or ranching
operations." The annual registration fee is specified as:

Empty Weight Registration Fee
to 4,000 pounds $7.00
4,001 - 10,000 7.00 + $.45 per 100 lbs. over 4,000
10,001 and over 36.25 + $1.05 per 100 lbs. over 10,000

In considering this classification the Committee's first
objective was to achieve equity and uniformity with other cate-
gories of taxation upon which the Committee had acted. To be
sure, considerable evidence pointed to the need for a reexami-
nation of the farm plate classification. Many individuals have
questioned whether the registration and license fees afforded
farm and ranch vehicles resulted in exacting a revenue in pro-
portion to the costs generated for the highway system by these
vehicles. The concept of farming and ranching has changed over
the years, and although the Department of Revenue has attempted
to deal with challenges to and interpretations of the present
law through administrative rules and regulations, gray areas
still exist.

Committee Recommendations. The Committee recommends for
consideration by the General Assembly a measure, the provisions
of which are contained in Bill A in this report. Section 1 of
the bill makes the following changes in the present method of
taxing farm and ranch vehicles:

-- all vehicles over 16,000 pounds tare weight will pay
ton-mile tax.

-- all truck tractors, regardless of weight, will be reg-
istered pursuant to the ton-mile tax statute.

-- a graduated registration fee schedule similar to the
proposed schedule for metro vehicles and the proposed schedule
for light trucks is prescribed for farm and ranch vehicles
weighing 5,000 pounds or less; but, unlike the metro and light
truck schedules, the assumed load factor which is an element in
the fee calculation for each weight category is one-half the
load factor proposed for the metro and light truck categories.

-~ for farm and ranch vehicles weighing between 5,000 and
10,000 pounds tare weight, the registration fee will be $21.50
plus $.45 per 100 pounds over 5,000 pounds.



-- for vehicles over 10,000 pounds the proposed fee is
$44,00 plus $1.05 per 100 pounds exceeding 10,000 pounds.

Department of Revenue statistics indicate that, based on
the estimated number of 1970 farm registrations, some 69,011
farm and ranch vehicles will be affected by the Committee's rec-
ommendation, Of this 69,011 some 46,401 vehicles have empty
weights of 5,000 pounds or less; 22,549 are estimated to have
weights between 5,000 and 16,000 pounds; and 61 vehicles are es-
timated to weigh over 16,000 pounds with the heaviest vehicles
in a range up to 50,000 pounds tare weight., Table 3 on page 19
shows the full impact of the proposal on various weight categor-
ies.

As in the case of the metro category, and the registra-
tion fees for state-plated light trucks (examined in the next
section of this report), the Committee followed the same ration-
ale for examining the present fee structure and recommending a
change in that structure. The assumed load factors for vehicles
under 5,000 pounds are one-half those assigned for metro and
state-plated light trucks. This alteration was made in recog-
nition of the fact that when farm and ranch vehicles are in use
they are not always on the public roads and highways; it was
thought that 50 percent would be a representative figure although
it was recognized that off the public road use is already com-
pensated for by fuel tax refunds given on fuel consumed on pri-
vate property. (These refunds amounted to approximately $2.25
million in fiscal 1970.) The fees for the 5,000 to 16,000 pound
category are scaled to conform with the decision made regarding
the 5,000 pound and under classification.

With regards to the general administration of the farm
plate category, the question of what farm and ranch vehicle uses
should be classified as legitimate, and whether certain activi-
ties such as dude ranches and turf farms are in fact farming and
ranching as intended by the statute, the Committee gave consid-
eration to all of these subjects but arrived at no specific rec-
ommendations. The Committee was, however, in substantial agree-
ment with the Department of Revenue's contention that it is
questionable whether, for example, turf farms should be licensed
with a farm plate.

Light Weight Trucks

The statutes currently provide that the annual registra-
tion fee for trucks and truck tractors not registered under the
city, metro, or farm categories shall be as follows:

Empty Weight Registration Fee

to 4,500 pounds $12.50
4,501 and over 22.50 + gross ton-mile tax



The Committee followed the same rationale in looking at
the registration fees for light weight trucks as it did for met-
ro and farm classifications: an equitable distribution of taxes
to pay for use of the public streets and highways. It was
brought to the Committee's attention that there has been a pro-
liferation in the number of light weight trucks -- pickup trucks,
campers, and the like -- on the state's streets and highways in
the last few years. In addition to the increasing number of ve-
hicles, their weight and load capacity have increased. Based on
all these factors, the Committee examined the need for up-dating
the present registration fee schedule.

In the Committee's attempt to meet the objective of hav-
ing light weight trucks pay a registration fee reflecting tare
weight plus a load factor which would be comparable to an auto-
mobile of the same weight, the Department of Revenue reported
that, for the most part, the current registration fee for light
weight trucks takes into consideration a load factor. For exam=-
ple, a comparison of a 3,500 pound passenger vehicle and a 3,500
pound pickup truck shows that the pickup currently pays $3. 50
more in registration fees -- $12.50 for the pickup and $9.00 for
the passenger car. At this rate, the pickup could carry a load
of 1,000 pounds and the fees would be comparable to a passenger
car weighing 4,500. pounds. However, the Department of Revenue
noted that the present rate system does not take into account
heavier loads being carried by heavier vehicles. The table on
the following page indicates the present registration fee and
weight comparison between passenger cars and light weight trucks.

Committee Recommendations. The Committee recommends for
consideration by the General Assembly provisions for changes in
the current registration fees for light weight trucks. These
provisions are contained in section 3 of Bill 4 in this report.
The changes provide for a scaled registration fee for vehicles
under 5,000 pounds tare weight. This is the same schedule for
metro licensed vehicles. The Committee, in preparing the new
schedule, has assumed the following load factors:

under 3,000 pounds empty weight, 750 pounds
3,000-3,500 pounds empty weight, 1,000 pounds
3,500-4,500 pounds empty weight, 1,500 pounds
4,500-5,000 pounds empty weight, 2,000 pounds

Above 5,000 pounds empty weight, the registration fee will be
$22.50 and the current provisions of the ton-mile tax will ap-

ply.

The full implications of the Committee recommendations
are contained in Table 4 on page 25 of this report. The table,
as prepared by the Department of Revenue, shows that an estima-
ted 220,573 vehicles will be affected by the recommendation,
Although the revenue impact of the bill will mean an increase in
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Table 1

REGISTRATION FEE AND WEIGHT COMPARISON

PASSENGER CARS VS.

PICKUP TRUCKS

Passenger
Registration Truck Car WeigT Truck Load
Vehicle Fee Fee @ $12.50 Taxed by
Tare Wt. Pass Differ- Fee Level Differential
(Pounds) Trucksl/ Caré[ ential (Pounds) (Pounds)
2,500 $ 12.50 $ 7.00 % 5.50 4,501 2,001
3,000 12.50 8.00 4.50 4,501 1,501
3,500 12.50 9.00 3.50 4,501 1,001
3,800 12.50 9,60 2.90 4,501 701
4,000 12.50  10.00  2.50 4,501 501
4,250 12.50 10.50 2.00 4,501 251
4,500 12.50 11.00 1.50 4,501 1

1/ Does not include additional $1.50 registration fee.

SOQURCE: Department of Revenue, September 15, 1970.

-11-



registration fee revenues for the state, not all vehicle weights
will sustain an increase in taxes. The table on page 25 shows
that those vehicles weighing 3,500 pounds or less will realize a
reduction in registration fees.

In proposing this new registration schedule, the Commit-
tee believes the fees are reasonable and equitable. The assumed
load factors are conservative. All in all, the proposal is made
as an approach to recognizing the kinds of vehicles -- and their
weight and load potential -- using the public streets and high-
ways today and distributing the cost of wear on these streets
and highways in an equitable manner.

-12-
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(Tare)
2,000 and under
2,001 - 2,100
2,101 - 2,200
2,201 - 2,300
2,301 - 2,400
2,401 - 2,500
2,501 - 2,600
2,601 - 2,700
2,701 - 2,800
2,801 - 2,900
2,901 - 3,000
3,001 - 3,100
3,101 - 3,200
3,201 - 3,300
3,301 - 3,400
3,401 - 3,500
3,501 - 3,600
3,601 - 3,700
3,701 ~ 3,800
3,801 - 3,900
3,901 - 4,000
4,001 - 4,100
4,101 - 4,200
4,201 - 4,300
4,301 - 4,400
4,401 ~ 4,500
4,501 -~ 4,600
4,601 - 4,700
4,701 - 4,800
4,801 - 4,900
4,901 - 5,000
5,001 - 5,100

5,101

'Weight Range

- 5,200

Metro
Estimated
Number of

1970

Registrations

399

[C I S R

Weight
Range
Mid Point

1,951
2,051
2,151
2,251
2,351
2,451
2,551
2,651
2,751
2,851
2,951
3,051
3,151
3,251
3,351

"3,451

3,551
3,651
3,751
3,851
3,951
4,051
4,151
4,251
4,351
4,451
4,551
4,651
4,751
4,851
4,951
5,051
5,151

Load
Factor

750
750
750
750
750
750
750
750
750
750
750

1,000

1,000

1,000

1,000

1,000

1,500

1,500

1,500

1,500

1,500

1,500

1,500

1,500

1,500

1,500

2,000

2,000

2,000

2,000

2,000

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED METRO TRUCK REGISTRATION
FEES BY WEIGHT CLASS

Total
Weight

2,701
2,801
2,901
3,001
3,101
3,201
3,301
3,401
3,501
3,601
3,701
4,051
4,151
4,251
4,351
4,451
5,051
5,151
5,251
5,351
5,451
5,551
5,651
5,751
5,851
5,951
6,551
6,651
6,751
6,851
6,951

Table 2 .

City Current
Registration Registration

Fee Fee

12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12,50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12,50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12,50 15.63
12.50 15.63
12.50 15.63
13.40 16.76
14,30 17.88
15,20 19.00
16.10 20.13
17.00 21.26
17.90 22.38
18.80 23.51

Proposed
Registration

Fee 1/

.« . v e
O\bmeO\bNOmO\
OO0 O0OO0O0O0DO0OO0O00

\O \O 0O o000 00N~
.

10.20
10.40
10.60
10.80
11.00
16.10
16.70

-17.30

17.90
18.50
19.10
19.70
20.30
20.90
21,50
25.10
25.70
26.30
26.90
27.50
28.63
29.75

Estimated
1970

Collections at

Current Rates

6,236

1,064

1,424
1,992
2,163

Egtimated
1970

Collections at

Proposed Rates

3,032

1,234
1,473
1,076
1,843
2,548
2,737

Estimated
Increase
(Decrease)

(3,204)
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Weight Range
(Tare)
5,201 - 5,300
5,301 - 5,400
5,401 - 5,500
5,501 - 5,600
5,601 - 5,700
5,701 - 5,800
5,801 - 5,900
5,901 - 6,000
6,001 - 6,100
6,101 - 6,200
6,201 - 6,300
6,301 - 6,400
6,401 - 6,500
6,501 - 6,600
6,601 - 6,700
6,701 - 6,800
6,801 - 6,900
6,901 ~ 7,000
7,001 - 7,100
7,101 - 7,200
7,201 - 7,300
7,301 - 7,400
7,401 - 7,500
7,501 - 7,600
7,601 - 7,700
7,701 - 7,800
7,801 - 7,900
7,901 - 8,000
8,001 -~ 8,100
8,101 -~ 8,200
8,201 - 8,300
8,301 - 8,400
8,401 -~ 8,500

Metro
Estimated
Number of

1970

Registrations

Weight
Range
Mid Point

5,251
5,351
5,451
5,551
5,651
5,751
5,851
5,951
6,050
6,151
6,251
6,351
6,451
6,551
6,651
6,751
6,851
6,951
7,051
7,151
7,251
7,351
7,451
7,551
7,651
7,751
7,851
7,951
8,051

i ]
8,251
8,351
8,451

Load
Factor

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED METRO TRUCK REGISTRATION
FEES BY WEIGHT CLASS

Total
Weight

City
Registration
Fee

19.70
20.60
21.50
22.40
23.30
24.20
25.10
26.00
26.90
27.80
28.70
29.60
30.50
31.40
32.30
33.20
34.10
35.10
35.90
36.80
37.70
38.60 .
39.50
40.40
41.30
42.20
43.10
44.00
44.90
45.80
46.70
47.60
48.50

Current
Registration
Fee

24.63
25.76
26.88
28.00
29.13
30.26
31.38
32.51
33.63
34.76
35.88
37.00
38.13
39.26
40.38
41.51
42.63
43,76
44.88
46.00
47.13
48.26
49,38
50.51
51.63
52.76
53.88
55.01
56.13
57.26
58.38
59.51
60.63

Proposed
Registration
Fee lj

30.88
32.00
33.13
34.25
35.38
36.50
37.63
38.75
39.88
41.00
42.13
43.25
44,38
45.50
46.63
47.75
48.87
50.00
51.13
52.25
53.38
54.50
55.63
56.75
57.88
59.00
60.13
61.25
62.38
63.50
64.63
65.75
66.88

Estimated
1970
Collections at
Current Rates

2,020
1,932
1,989
1,260
1,573
1,241

941
2,926
1,917
1,842
1,328
2,886
1,640
1,963
1,857
2,034

895
5,558
1,571
2,208
1,744
3,185
1,975
2,071
2,788
2,321

1,239
5,721
1,235
3,035
1,985
2,857
2,668

Estimated
1970
Collections at
Proposed Rates

2,532
2,400
2,452
1,541
1,911
1,497
1,129
3,488
2,273
2,173
1,559
3,374
1,908
2,275
2,145
2,340
1,026
6,350
1,790
2,508
1,975
3,597
2,225
2,327
3,126
2,596
1,383
6,370
1,372
3,366
2,197
3,156
2,943 °

Estimated
Increase

(Decrease)

513
468
463
281
338
256
188
562
356
331
231
488
269
312
288
306
131
793
219
300
231
412
250
256
338
275
144
649
138
331
213
300
275
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Weight Range

(Tare)
12,001 - 12,100
12,101 - 12,200
12,201 - 12,300
12,301 - 12,400
12,401 - 12,500
12,501 - 12,600
12,601 - 12,700
12,701 - 12,800
12,801 - 12,900
12,901 - 13,000
13,001 - 13,100
13,101 - 13,200
13,200 -~ 13,300
13,301 - 13,400
13,401 - 13,500
13,501 - 13,600
13,601 - 13,700
13,701 - 13,800
13,801 -~ 13,900
13,901 - 14,000
14,001 - 14,100
14,101 - 14,200
14,201 - 14,300
14,301 - 14,400
14,401 - 14,500
14,501 - 14,600
14,601 - 14,700
14,701 - 14,800
14,801 - 14,900
14,901 - 15,000
15,001 - 15,100

15,101

15,200

Metro

Estimated
Number of

1970

Registrations

=

—

—
VovVvwsLwELrLDDGOWVN

H Il ooV SNMNONWVOVOUGRITUVUG

Weight
Range
Mid Point

12,051
12,151
12,251
12,351
12,451
12,551
12,651
12,751
12,851
12,951
13,051
13,151
13,251
13,351
13,451
13,551
13,651
13,751
13,851
13,951
14,051
14,151
14,251
14.351
14,451
14,551
14,651
14,751
14,851
14,951
15,051
15,151

Load
Factor

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED METRO TRUCK REGISTRATION
FEES BY WEIGHT CLASS

Total
Weight

City
Registration
Fee

96.10

97.95

99.80
101.65
103.50
105.35
107.20
109.05
110.90
112.75
114.60
116.45.
118.30
120.15
122.00
123.85
125.70
127.55
129.40
131.25
133.10
134.95
136.80
138.65
140.50
142.35
144.20
146.05
147.90
149.75
151.60
153.45

Current
Registration
Fee

120.09
122.40
124.71
127.02
129.33
131.64
133.95
136.26
138.57
140.88
143.19
145.50
147.81
150.12
152.43
154.74
157.05
159.36
161.67
163.98
166.29
168.60
170.91
173.22
175.53
177.84
180.15
182.46
184.77
187.08
189.39
191.70

Proposed
Registration
Fee 1/

- 126.38
128.69
131.01
133.32
135.63
137.94
140.26
142.57
144 .88
147.19
149.51
151.82
154.13
156.44
158.76
161.07
163.38
165.69
.168.01
170.32
172.63
174.94
177.26
179.57
181.88
184.19
186.51
188.82
191.13
193.44
195.76
198.07

Estimated
1970
Collections at
Current Rates

2,042
612
624
889

776

1,185
1,206
681
277
1,127
286
728
591
601
762
928
1,256
637

1,804
333
843

1,026
346
527
711
541
730
554

3,555

1,136
959

Estimated
1970
Collections at
Proposed Rates

2,149
644
655
933
814

1,242

1,262
713
290

1,178
299
759
617
626
794
966

1,307

" 663

1,874
© 345
875
1,064
359
. 546
737
560
755
573
3,675
1,175
990

Estimated
Increase
(Decrease)
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ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED METRO TRUCK REGISTRATION
FEES BY WEIGHT CLASS

Metro i . . .
Estimated " . Estimated Estimated
Number 