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Date

MINUTES OF THE _ HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RESQURCES

The meeting was called to order by Representative Dennis Spaniol at
Chairperson

3: 303%%%./p.m. on Februarvy 24 1988in room _526=5S of the Capitol.

All members were present except:
Representative Roe (excused)

Committee staff present:

Raney Gilliland, Legislative Research
Laura Howard, Legislative Research
Arden Ensley, Revisor

Betty Ellison, Committee Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee:

Sam Brownback, Secretary State Board of Agriculture

Joe Harkins, Director, Kansas Water Office

Karl Mueldener, P.E., Director, Bureau of Water Protection
Kansas Department of Health and Environment

Howard O'Connor, Senior Geologist, Kansas Geological Survey

Representative Ken Grotewiel

Rich Kowalewski, Kansas Corporation Commission

Kathryn Dysart, Wichita Public Schools

Richard Funk, Kansas Association of School Boards

Dennis Shockley, City of Kansas City, Kansas

Joe Allen Lang, Assistant City Attorney, The City of Wichita

David L. Corliss, League of Kansas Municipalities

N.R. (Norm) Sherbert, Regional Manager, Government Relations Staff
General Motors Corporation, Denver, Colorado

Randy Burleson, Empire District Electric

Chairman Spaniol called the meeting to order, resuming hearings on
House Bill 2944 from the previous day.

Sam Brownback, Secretary of the Department of Agriculture, gave
brief testimony in support of this bill. He felt it would be
appropriate for the Secretary or his designee to be made a member
of the commission. He extended an invitation to a program which
his department would be hosting on March 1 on "Agriculture and
the Environment", which would specifically address these issues.
The Secretary saw this bill as an effort to coordinate existing
efforts to solve the water quality issue. (Attachment 1)

Joe Harkins,Director of the Kansas Water Office, spoke in support
of House Bill 2944. He felt that this was an important step of a
larger strategy needed for water quality protection. It was his
belief that a barrier to achieving the purpose of the bill was the
lack of capability at the local level to provide information and
assistance to thousands of private well owners. (Attachment 2)

Karl Mueldener represented the Department of Health and Environment.
He indicated that Phase III of the Farmstead Well Study, which was
being done in conjunction with Kansas State University, would be an
educational effort through the Kansas State Cooperative Extension
Service. Mr. Mueldener suggested that in lieu of House Bill 2944,

a committee be established by resolution to examine this issue.
(Attachment 3) Committee discussion followed.

Howard O'Connor, Senior Geologist, appeared for Lee C. Gerhard,
Director, Kansas Geological Survey, who was unable to return from

the previous day. It was noted that House Bill 2944 designated the
State Geologist or designee to be a member of the proposed commission.

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not
been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have nat
been submitted to the individuals appearing before the committee for
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Mr. Gerhard's testimony recommended inclusion of agricultural and
water well industries in the proposed commission. Mr. O'Connor com-
mented that the point of use sources protection should be secondary
to protection of the aquifer. He noted that he is a field geologist
and if the commission should come into being, he would like to issue
an invitation for a one-day trip in the field. (Attachment 4)

This concluded hearings on House Bill 2944,

House Bill 2981--Franchise fees; differential allowed.

Representative Grotewiel, original sponsor, explained the reason

for the bill and what it would do. He listed options which could
have been included in the bill, as well as important points for con-
sideration. It was noted that the limitation of 2 percent on the
difference between various customer classes would balance all
interests. (Attachment 5) Discussion followed.

Rich Kowalewski testified on behalf of the Kansas Corporation
Commission, discussing the Commission's concerns relative to utility
franchise fees and taxes. A brief review of the Commission's his-
torical involvement with franchise agreements was given, noting that
all three Commissioners were concerned about undue discrimination
between the franchise fees and taxes charged to different customer
classes. The Commission proposed a cap of 5 percent of gross receipts
being added to the Franchise Act. (Attachment 6) Mr. Kowalewski
provided Chairman Spaniol, Representative Grotewiel and Representative
Holmes with copies of a computer printout showing all of the franchise
agreements around the state that have been filed with the Commission.
(Attachment 7)

The Chairman voiced a personal view that franchise fees should be
used to reimburse cost to the municipality. However, it has become
a revenue source, rather than being used in the manner originally
intended. Discussion followed.

Kathryn Dysart represented the Wichita Public Schools in testimony
relative to House Bill 2981. She contended that no fee should be
imposed against the public school districts. She requested that
the bill be amended to exempt public school districts from the pay-
ment of utility franchise taxes. Her written testimony included
a list of franchise taxes paid by the Wichita Public Schools and
two other school districts which she had contacted. (Attachment 8)

Richard Funk, Assistant Director of the Kansas Association of School
Boards, appeard at the request of one of its members, the Wichita
School District. He spoke in support of their request to amend House
Bill 2981 to exclude school districts from paying a franchise tax.

Their belief was that one local unit of government should not pass
on a tax or tax another local unit of government. They believed
that a franchise fee was also a tax that was simply passed through.
They were not requesting exemption from payments for any services,
but were looking at a franchise fee as a tax. Brief discussion
followed.

Dennis Shockley, representing the City of Kansas City, Kansas, noted
that he was standing in for Kathy Peters, a Kansas City, Kansas
attorney for the local Board of Public Utilities and the city expert
on franchise fees, who was unable to attend. Mr. Shockley read a
summary of testimony that was given on October 14, 1987 by Dennis
Hays, Deputy City Administrator to the Kansas Corporation Commission.
(Attachment 9) Responding to a question, Dr. Shockley said that
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House Bill 2981 would not affect business in Kansas City, Kansas
at this time because they currently have 5 percent franchise fees

on residential and 3 percent on industrial sales. There are no
exemptions for hospitals or schools--they all pay at the industrial
rate.

Joe Lang, Assistant City Attorney for the City of Wichita, appeared
in opposition to House Bill 2981. He noted that the City of Wichita
opposed placement of any portion of the Franchise Act under the
jurisdiction of the Kansas Corporation Commission. The franchise
powers are currently exercised by local elected officials, repre-
senting the interests of the local electorate. Mr. Lang added that
the franchise fees paid by the utilities is a significant component
of the revenue source for Wichita as well as other cities and it

is imperative that traditional sources be protected. (Attachment
10) During discussion, Representative Barr requested that Mr. Lang
provide information on whether the City of Wichita reduced the per-
centage of franchise fees in the 1970's when electric and gas prices
went up. Mr. Lang agreed to do so. Further discussion followed.

David Corliss, representing the League of Kansas Municipalities,
opposed House Bill 2981 as an encroachment upon the constitutional
home rule powers of Kansas cities and as poor public policy limiting
the economic development tools available to cities to attract job-
creating industries and businesses. His written testimony details
the League's arguments against this bill. (Attachment 11) Committee
discussion followed.

Norman Sherbert told the committee that he was asked by other
interested industry members as an industry representative of the
General Motors Corporation to testify against House Bill 2981. He
believed that a franchise tax should be imposed on the most frequent
users of the services on an actual cost basis, but not on an arbitrary
2 percent differential as this bill suggests. (Attachment 12)

Randy Burleson spoke on behalf of Empire District Electric Company.
He was not opposed to any of the concepts of House 'Bill 2981, but
suggested that if the city wants to roll over an additionally fran-
chised agreement under the same conditions they have had over past
years, they should be allowed to do that. However, if any changes
whatsoever were suggested, then these restrictions would take place.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

The next meeting of the House Energy and Natural Resources Committee
will be held at 3:30 p.m. on February 25, 1988 in Room 526-S.

Richard Funk, Kansas Association of School Boards, submitted testimony
regarding HB 2981 (Attachment 13).

Randy Burleson, Empire District Electric Company, submitted testimony
in relation to HB 2981 (Attachment 14).
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STATEMENT OF SAM BROWNBACK
SECRETARY OF THE
KANSAS STATE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE
BEFORE THE
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES
ON
HOUSE BILL NO. 2944

January 24, 1988

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, my name is Sam Brownback,
Secretary of the Kansas State Board of Agriculture. I appreciate the
opportunity to testify on the provisions of House Bill No. 2944.

House Bill No. 2944 would create a commission on private household water
quality consisting of representatives of several state and federal agencies with
an interest in water quality, representatives of private associations and
members of the legislature.

It would appear that many of the private household water supplies effected
by this bill are located in the rural areas of the state. The Kansas State
Board of Agriculture administers several statutes related to the regulation of
the agricultural community and has considerable expertise and assistance that
could be provided as it relates to several potential sources of groundwater
contamination. For example, the Board of Agriculture administers the Pesticide
Use Law and the Chemigation Safety Act. We occasionally encounter instances of
actual or potential private water supply contamination during our investigation
of pesticide misuse cases and have developed some expertise in this area as well
as a strong working relationship with the Department of Health and Environment
in addressing specific problems.

We belijeve it would be appropriate for the Secretary of the Kansas State
Board of Agriculture or a person designated by the Secretary to be made a member
of this commission, but recognize that several other conferees have indicated

the same desire. Consequently, we would simply offer our expertise and input

Attachment 1 ‘
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and indicate that we would be happy to aid in whatever capacity this committee
seeks would be most beneficial. Our department recognizes the importance of
protecting groundwater from contamination and is supportive of efforts to better

educate the public concerning this complex issue.

I would be happy to answer any questions that may occur at this time.



Testimony Before The
House Energy and Natural Resources Committee

by
Joseph F. Harkins, Director
Kansas Water Office
Re: H.B. 2944

February 23, 1988

The issue of water quality has been the subject of intense
study for several years. The State Water Plan currently includes
seven sub—sections on the subject. In January 1987, the
Department of Health and Environment published a document,
entitled "Groundwater Quality Protection Strategy," which
incorporates all of the policy issues in the State Water Plan and
adds more detailed program proposals.

One element is common to both the Plan and the strategy.

They call for more to be done by local units of government. The

following chart demonstrates this point.

Program SWP GWP Local Role Status
1. Public water supply Yes Yes Yes Held in
protection for small committee
water impoundments. (S.B. 285)
2. Public water supply Yes Yes Yes Held in
aquifer protection plans. committee
(S.B. 285)
3. County~wide water/ Yes Yes Yes Legislature
wastewater protection did not pass.
plans. Resolution
sent to
counties.
4. New sub-division Yes Yes Yes Held in
water and wastewater committee
plans. (S.B. 285)
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Program SWPp GWP Local Role Status

5. Non—point source Yes Yes Yes In planning
pollution. stage.
6. Environmental Yes (adopted Yes No legisla-
protection plans (for after tion needed.
counties) publication) A few counties
A. Abandoned Water Wells are moving
(H.B. 2798) ahead--need
B. Household Hazardous Waste funding
(H.B. 2870) assistance.

C. Domestic Well Testing and
Assistance (H.B. 2944)

D. Public Education and Technical
Assistance

E. Local Point of Contacts in County
Health Departments

The subject of H.B. 2944 is clearly an important part of a

larger strategy. It is a small step in the right direction. The

barrier to achieving the purpose of this bill is, however, the

lack of capability at the local level to provide information and

assistance to thousands of private well owners.

Several points are crystal clear.

1.

The focus of the battle to protect water quality has to
be moved the local level.

Local leaders are aware of the problem and are
beginning to address it.

This legislature is not willing to mandate a 1local
role.

Local units will need financial assistance and/or a

revenue source to do the job.



Four bills now pending in this legislature are
component parts of a badly needed comprehensive
strategy.

Any one of these bills, H.B. 2870 is the best
candidate, can be easily amended to establish a state
cost-share program to assist local units of government

in expanding their water quality programs.

The time has come to establish a state/local partnership in

water quality protection. I urge you to establish a

comprehensive, locally oriented, water gquality program

incorporating the 10 elements outlined above.



STATE OF KANSAS

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENT
Forbes Field
Topeka, Kansas 66620-0001
Phone (913) 396-1500
Mike Hayden, Governor Stanley C. Grant, Ph.D., Secretary
Gary K. Hulett, Ph.D., Under Secretary
Testimony Presented to
House Energy & Natural Resources Committee
by
The Kansas Department of Health and Environment

House Bill 2944

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee:

House Bill 2944 creates a commission on private household water quality and
charges that commission with preparation of a report to the Governor in the
1989 Session of the Legislature. The report is to deal with informational and
educational programs, and testing of private household water supplies.

The Department, in conjunction with Kansas State University, has a program
underway which addresses many of the same concerns as H.B. 2944. This program
is commonly known as the Farmstead Well Study. The Department arranged for
funding, field work, and lab analysis of farmstead wells throughout the State.
This information was supplied to the Kansas State University College of
Engineering for analysis and report preparation. The study is in three phases.
Phase I was a statewide review of the water quality of wells serving
farmsteads. The second phase of the report, now being completed, deals with
the quality of household well water as a function of the age of the well, well
location, well construction, and activities around the well.

The third phase of the study will be an educational/informational effort

utilizing the findings of Phases I and II. We anticipate development of
pamphiets, bulletins and videos providing information on household water
quality and the protection thereof. Target groups for this educational

material would be public health professionals, Cooperative Extension personnel,

and private water system owner/users. The Cooperative Extension Service has

recently initiated a training program on household water quality issues for
| Extension personnel. The results of Phase III can be used to expand and
| enhance the training, enabling Extension personnel to provide more complete
information and advice. Discussions are now underway with Research and
Extension personnel at Kansas State University to establish a cooperative
project for the Phase III effort.

§
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Traditionally, State regulatory efforts have dealt more with public water
supply systems vrather than individual wells. The State presently has
approximately 1200 permitted water supplies serving approximately 2.15 million
people. This Tleaves, approximately, 350,000 people served by 125,000
individual wells. Standards for public water supplies have been in effect for
many years and are becoming stricter each year. Public water supplies are
required to sample for a variety of water quality parameters, including many
organic and radionuclide constituents. These more exotic tests are quite
expensive to collect and analyze. The Department, as well as public water
supplies throughout the State, are planning on increased budgets to meet these
new stringent drinking water standards. As the Department started analyzing
for more exotic chemicals in our drinking water supplies, questions kept
arising concerning the quality of private supplies. In order to address the
private supply questions, without being overwhelmed by the sheer numbers of
private wells, the Farmstead Well Study was initiated.

The Department's resources are designed to concentrate on the public water
supply systems, not the many private supplies throughout the State. Our
budget request for FY '89 includes three new positions dealing with sanitation
issues. The Department has also requested increased lab testing capability to
meet the increased testing demands for public water supplies. Obviously, the
number of private household systems, in relation to the number of public water
supplies, 125,000 to 1,200, demonstrate the resources the State would need to
review each private well.

While the Department welcomes this opportunity to demonstrate Kansas' needs in
the area of drinking water quality, we suggest the legislation, H.B. 2944, is
not necessary. In lieu of H.B. 2944, we suggest a committee be established by
resolution to examine the issue.

Presented by: Karl Mueldener, P.E., Director
Bureau of Water Protection

Date: February 23, 1988



Testimony on House Bill 2944, relating to the establishment of a
Commission on Private Household Water Quality, by Lee C. Gerhard,
Director, Kansas Geological Survey, February 23, 1988.

My name is Lee C. Gerhard, | am the State Geologist and Director of
the Kansas Geological Survey. House bill 2944 directly addresses
the duties of the State Geologist by designating that person or
designee to be a member of the proposed commission.

Water quality for Kansas households will be an ever more pressing
concern as chemicals innocently used in past home, industry and
agricultural practice enter domestic water supplies. Some of the
potential pollution can be prevented by an urgent program of
identification and cleanup of pollutants and polluted areas. There
are, no doubt, chemicals in our environment which have neither
been identified nor recognized as harmful to human health.

Therefore, establishment of standards, standardized analysis
techniques, information bases and education programs could
measurably assist the State in protecting its citizens from
contaminated water supplies, especially in areas where individual
dwellings rely upon private wells.

The state's water-related agencies are working closely together in
many areas of water resources at the present time. The Kansas
Geological Survey would welcome the opportunity to also work
with members of the legislature and the lay public in a similar
manner. We will do whatever we can to assist the protection of
safe drinking water for Kansas.

We would recommend inclusion of agricultural and water well
industries in the proposed commission, since they would be
affected by any standards, involved in the application of such
standards, work with design and construction of wells, and are in a
position to greatly aid in education and information programs.

| am pleased to have been invited to comment upon this proposed
legislation. | would be happy to answer any questions you may
have. ‘
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STATE OF KANSAS

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

MEMBER: ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES
FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS
TAXATION
LEGISLATIVE. JUDICIAL AND

CONGRESSIONAL APPORTIONMENT

KEN GROTEWIEL
REPRESENTATIVE, NINETY-SECOND DISTRICT
1425 W. MURDOCK
WICHITA, KANSAS 67203-3178
(316) 265-2704

TOPEKA

HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

February 24, 1988
TO: HOUSE ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE

FROM: REP. KEN GROTEWIEL

RE: HB 2981

WHY FRANCHISE FEES IN THE FIRST PLACE?

Cities are given the right in Kansas to grant a franchise to
a utility and collect a fee in return for the use of streets and
right of way by that utility in KSA 12-2001 (b)(5). That fee is
paid by your constituents and is included in their utility bills.

These fees have been historically low and were never
considered a major source of revenue for cities until the 1970's
when energy prices began to escalate dramatically. Because most
fees are collected as a percentage of the entire utility bill,
revenues to the cities went up as quickly as energy costs. It
soon became a painless stream of revenue.

At that point, the Corporation Commission became concerned
about the effect of franchise fees on utility bills and began to
more closely scrutinize new agreements between cities and utility
companies before they became final. This allowed the Commission
to deal with franchise fee agreements before they became a point

of contention in a rate case.

Attachment 5
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WHY THE NEED TO ACT NOW?

Currently, the Commission is reviewing its role in regard to
franchise fees. While no final decision has been made, it is
appears likely that the definition of the word "review" will be
narrowed significantly. If this is the case, I fear without
legislative direction as to the rules of the game that cities
will be tempted to substantially raise their franchise fees. It
is also possible they could begin to impose discriminatory rates
that would unfairly favor business consumers over residential
consumers.

WHAT DOES THIS BILL DO?

This bill does not put any limits or caps on what percentage
cities can charge in their franchise agreements. It does set a
limit of 2% on how much discriminatory rates can vary between
classes of consumers. It insures some conformity between classes
of customers. 1In addition, it keeps communities from gutting
this revenue source in bidding wars with other communities to see

who can offer the lowest franchise fee to a prospective business.

WHAT ELSE COULD HAVE BEEN INCLUDED IN THIS BILL?
1) a difference in rates of 1% or none at all
2) a cap of 3% to 5% on rates
3) an public approval vote of any new franchise agreement
4) a more responsive public appeal process

5) a clear mandate to the KCC to regulate franchise fees



WHAT IS IMPORTANT TO REMEMBER AS YOU MAKE YOUR DECISION?

As various views about this bDill are offered today, I ask
you to ask yourself three questions.

1) Do you want to protect your constituents from gxcessively
discriminatory rates?

2) Will any other proposals do more for keeping franchise
fees from becoming exorbitant?

3) Finally, what is the best way to give your home community

flexibility in this area and still provide some guidance?

1 hope that these guestions are best answered by what is
contained in the bill at the moment: a limitation of 2% on the
difference between various customer classes. Usually solutions
to any problems we address are complex. That seems to be the
natural order of things. However, today I offer to you a
solution that is relatively simple. VYet, it is one I believe

balances all the interests you will hear in this room today. I

9 =

ask for your support.



REMARKS BY
Commissioner Rich Kowalewski
on
House Bill 2981
February 24, 1988

I appreciate the opportunity to testify before the Energy and
Natural Resources Committee on behalf of the Kansas Corporation
Commission and to discuss the Commission's concerns about utility
franchise fees and taxes. I will begin with a brief explanation
of the Commission's  historical involvement with franchise

agreements.

Prior to 1982 the Commission exercised no jurisdiction over
franchise tax agreements. In 1982, the Commission initiated a
generic investigation in an attempt to address some of the
Commission's concerns regarding franchise agreements. In 1983,
the Commission ordered all new or re-negotiated franchise
agreements to be filed with the Commission for approval. The
Commission specifically rejected staff's proposal that a 3%
benchmark be used to establish an agreement's prima facie
reasonableness. However, since that time this proposed benchmark

seems to have been tacitly adopted. Nearly every agreement with a

3% or lower franchise tax has received Commission approval. Only
a few agreements over 3% have been approved. Many of the

agreements over 3% as well as agreements with over a 2

oo

differential between rate classes have been placed on hold. Since
E 1983 the Commission has approved over 400 franchise agreements.

Currently, however, the Commission has 43 franchise agreements

Attachment 6
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pending. Early in 1987, in an attempt to fbrmulate a policy on
how to deal with the franchise agreements, and more specifically
how to eliminate the backlog of agreements, the Corporation
Commission held hearings on three franchise agreements. An order
in this docket is pending. There i1s some disagreement within the
Commission about the extent of Commission jurisdiction and the

best way to exercise the jurisdiction if it is ours to exercise.

The Commission does have some areas of common agreement. All
three Commissioners are concerned about undue discrimination
between the franchise fees and taxes charged to different customer
classes. There may be very legitimate economic development or
cost reasons for these differentials to exist. The Commission
feels, however, that it would be good public policy to limit this
differential to insure that the residential customers are not
burdened with more than their fair share of the tax or fee. The
proposed franchise order contains the following language:

"[T]he Commission encourages the municipalities to

keep the franchise fee/tax differentials to a minimum.

The Commission recommends in cases where a differential

is negotiated, that a rational basis exist in evidence

to justify such a differential."

The Commission also proposes that the Legislature consider a
cap of 5% of gross receipts on franchise agreements. At this time
of energy surplus and low energy costs, there is no evidence of
financial hardship being caused by franchise agreements. If,
however, the cost of energy rises, the amount of franchise taxes
paid will rise concurrently. This rise could potentially cause

financial hardship. As cities look for alternatives to property



and sales taxes, a'prime target for raising revenue will be to
increase the franchise fee or tax. This would be politically
expedient because this amount is considered by most to be part of
the "bottom line" of the utility bill. This option by the cities,
if it remains unchecked, could potentially work to the detriment
of the ratepayers. Therefore, the Kansas Corporation Commission

supports a cap of 5% of gross receipts being added to the

Franchise Act.

I appreciate this opportunity to testify on behalf of the
Kansas Corporation Commission. I will be glad at this time to

answer questions from the Committee concerning this issue.
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23-Feb-88 KCC
KCC/115@/vp
RTP/FR, J/FRANDEAS
DATE
ND. DOCKET ND. CITY RATE IF % ANNUAL FEE OTHER RATE POYMENT DATE IN APPROVED
1 B5-HPLE-485-FR ABBYVILLE 3.00 MONTHLY @7-Nov-83  27-Nov-83
2 85-MPLE-356-FR  ABILENE 3. 00 MONTHLY 13-Dec-B3  @BB-Jan-86
3 B3-KPLE-S553-FR  ABILENE 3.6@ MONTHLY 19-Dec-83  @B-Jan-86
& 83-SWET-344-FR  ABILENE o @0 CLASS/SERVICE  ANNUALLY 13-Dec-83  @8-Jan-86
3 B7-ESHG-161-FA  ADMIRE 1.ed  425.00 SEWI-ANNLY 2,8 13-Oct-86 22-Oct-86
b B3-HPLE-307-FR  ADMIRE 3. 0@ MONTHLY £d-O0ct-83  @i-Nov-B3
7 BB-CNTE-1@3-FA  AGRA .00 SEMI-ANNLY Be-Oct-87  21-Oct-87
B 8p-ESHG-260-FA  ALLEN $25.00 GEMI-ANNLY 2,8 13-Jun-BE  1B-Jun-BB
9 Be-HPLE-137-FR  ALLEN 3. 0@ MONTHLY @7-Apr-86  16-Apr-86
1@ BB-CNTE- 28-FRA  ALMENA 1.50 SEMI-ANNLY 24-Jul-87  12-fug-87
11 B4-KPLE-133-FA  ALTA VISTA 3.00 MONTHLY i2-fpr-84  25-Apr-B4
12 B4-KBRE- B-FR  ALTOONA 2.00 SEMI-ANNLY 2,7  @5-Jan-B4  18-Jan-B4
13 B5-KPLE-484-FR  AMERICUS 3. 0a MONTHLY @7-Nov-85  27-Nov-83
14 BB-GRLG- 7-FR  ANTHONY 3. 00 SEMI-ANNLY 2,7  @6-Jui-B7  15-Jul-87
15 B5-5WBT- S4-FR  ARKANSAS CITY 2. 75 $24,000.00 BUARTERLY 24-Jan-85  03-Apr-83
ib BR-HPLE-43 -FA ARLINGTON 3.08 MONTHLY 13-Feb-86 19-Feb-B6
17 B&-KPLG-1B8-FR  ASHLAND c. 0 MONTHLY B8-Apr-B4  17-May-84
18 B4-KPLE-137-FA  ASSARIA 3. 0a MONTHLY i@-fpr-84  25-Apr-B4
19 B4-HPLG-138-FR  PGSARIA 2. 0 MONTHLY id-Apr-84  25-Ppr-84
28 87-KPLB-205-FA  ATLANTA 5.0/4.0/3.0 MONTHLY 13-Nov-B6
21 B4-MDWE-20B-FA  ATWOOD 4, 6@ HONTHLY {f-May-84  @6-Jun—B4
g8 B7-HPLB-174-FR  AUGUSTA 5. 0@ MONTHLY 23-0ct-86
23 B5-HPLe-227-FR  AXTELL . od MONTHLY i6-May-83  22-May-83
24 B7-KPLG-143-FA  BALDWIN 5. 8/4.8/3.0 {1 YR. PHASE) MONTHLY 38-5ep-86  @7-Oct-B6
25 B4-HPLE-S11-FR DARNARD 3. 00 HONTHLY 14-Nov-B4  21-Nov-84
2b Bb-KPLE-73 -FR  BARTLETT 3.00 MONTHLY @3-Har-86  19-Mar-B5
27 B5-GRLE-378-FR  DRASEHOR 3.80 SEMI-ANNLY 6,12 2b-Aug-85  30-Aug-83
28 B5-MPLE-2B5-FR  BASEHOR 3.00 MONTHLY {@-Jun-85  18-Jun-83
29 B5-5WBT-543-FA  BASEHOR 3. 6 ANNUALLY 13-Dec-83  @B8-Jan-86
3@ B4-EPDE-311-FA  BAXTER SPRINGS 3. 0@ MONTHLY 3o-Jul-84
31 B7-HPLG-243-FA  BERTTIE 2. 00 MONTHLY #5-Dec-86  17-Dec-86
32 O7-HPLE-248-FR  BERTTIE 3. 00 MONTHLY #5-Dec-86  17-Dec-B6
33 87-HpLG-Z2B-FA  BELLE PLAINE 3.0/4,8/3.0 MONTHLY 15-Nov-86
34 B3-KPLG- 55-FA  BELLEVILLE c. e HMONTHLY 24-Jan-B3  @6-Feb-83
35 BB-MPLE- 83-FA  BELPRE 3.00 MONTHLY B4-5ep-87  @7-Oct-87
3b 8B-KPLG- B4-FR  BELPRE 3.00 MONTHLY B4-Sep-87  @7-0ct-87
37 B7-HPLE-436-FR  BENEDICT 3. 00 MONTHLY 13-May-87  @3-Jun-87
38 B4-WPLE- 16-FR  BENNINGTON 3.00 MONTHLY ii-Jan-84  18-Jan-B4
33 BA-MPLB- 22-FR  BENTON 3.8/4,0/3.0 YEARLY MONTHLY 14-Jul-87  23-Jul-87
49 B4-WPLE-589-FA  BEVERLY 3.00 MONTHLY 13-Hov-B4  21-Nov-B4
41 B4-HPLE-518-FA  BEVERLY 2.0 MONTHLY 13-Nov-84  21-Nov-B4
42 B5-HPLE-165-FR  BLUE RAPIDS 3.00 MONTHLY #8-fpr-B5  22-Por-B3
43 B5-HPLE-166-FA  HLUE RAPIDS 2. 00 MONTHLY 08-Apr-85  22-Apr-83
44 BB-CNTE- 23-FR  BLUFF CITY 0.0 SEMI-ANNLY 15-Jul-87  29-Jul-87
45 B7-KNNG-24 -FA  BOGUE 1,30 BEMI-ANNLY 9,3 1B-Jul-B&  13-Pup-86
4h B4-HPLE-336-FA  BONNER SPRINGS 3.0a MONTHLY 23-Aug-B4  B5-Sep-B4
47 Bh-WPLE-4 -FA  BRODKVILLE 3.00 MONTHLY @6-Feb-86  13-Feb-86
48 B7-CNTE-376-FA  BROWNELL .00 GEMI-ANNLY 16-Mar-B7  25-Mar-87
43 B5-KPLG-392-FA  BUHLER 2. 00 MONTHLY 30-Aug-85  11-Sep-83
@ 86-UTDT-36 -FA  BUHLER 2. 0a GUARTERLY @5-Feb-B86  13-Feb-8b
51 87-HPLG-283-FA  BURDEN 3.08/4.0/3.0 MONTHLY #7-Jan-87
o2 Ba-HGRE-474-FA  BURNS 2.5a SEMI-ANNLY 25-Oct-B4  @7-Nov-84
33 B6-UTDT-223-FA  BURRTON 1.50 SEMI-ANNLY 1,7  15-May-B6  21-May-B6
34 BE-KPLE-Z24-FR  BUSHONG 3. oo MONTHLY 15-May-86 21-May-B6

DRATE
EFFECTIVE

3i-Dec-83 29-5ep-85
15-Feb-88 B3-Sep-83
i5-Feb-86 B3-5ep-83
Bi-Jan-86 26-Nov-83
Bi-Jan-86 15-5ep-86
1@-Oct-83
B4-Mar-88 25-Jun-87
Bi-Jan-B6 -Feb-B85
B2-Jun-8& 27-Feb-8&
B2-Jan-88 23-Apr-&7
15-May-84
d4-Feb-B4
@2-Jan-86 20-Sep-83
@6-Jun-87 31-Dec-86
#1-Jan-85 @1-Aup-84
14-Mar-B6 @2-Jan-86
13-Jun-84
@5-Apr-g4
G5-Apr-84
B3-Nov-B6 @3-Oct-B6
B3-Jul-84
@6-Dec-85 B3-Dec-83
@i-Aug-85 Bi-Har-B3
#3-Nov-86 13-Feb-86
P6-Dec-83
@i-fpr-86 24-Jan-B6
26-0ct-83 22-Jun-83
@1-0ct-85 B2-May-82
@i-Jan-86 30-0ct-835
31-Aug-84
{7-Feb-87 20-0ct-86
{7-Feb-87 3@-Oct-86
@4-Dec-86 17-5ep-Bb
@i1-Jan-87 13-Dec-84
6@ DAYS 3@-Jul-87
Bl DAYS 30-Jul-B7
60 DAYS @2-Ppr-B7
B2~ Jun-84
&0 DAYS @5-May-87
#7-5ep-83
#7-5ep-83
Bl-Jul-B5 2é-Jan-83
Bi-Jul-85 24-Jan-83
#2-0ct-B7 B8-Por-87
1@-Pug-86 17-Apr-B6
19-Nov-84
di-fpr-86 3@-Dec-B3
28-Apr-87 27-Nov-8R
@i-Nov-85 18-Jul-85
28-Mar-86 B7-Nov-83
26-Jan-87 27-Nav-86
@9-Dec-84
05-Jul-86 BE-Mar-86
Pi-Jul-86 @3-Apr-86
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8z
2eib
2617
2615
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151
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i64
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5-57
3271
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295
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223 SET FOR HERRING
555
1537
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764
£2d
3@
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o84 (HERR}9/1/87
243
243
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i1
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£3-Feh-88 KLE
KLT/Z158/vP
RTP/FR, J/FRANDBOS
BRTE DATE DRTE OF TERH 3

Hi DUCKET R, iiﬁ‘ RATE EF % QNMHQL FEE OTHER BRTE POYHENT DRTE IH BPPROVED  EFFECTINE  NOTICE YERR EYEMPTIONS  ORDIN. MO, AEHORMS
35 B?—%’;?‘lﬁ—m%!—? SBSHMH 3. 60 HONTHLY 15-Jan-87  @5-Feb-B7  RE DRVS 2R-Nov-BE 20 18 YR, REVIEW 3
36 A7-HPLE-ZBO-FR BUSHTON 3. 08 MONTHLY {5-Jan-87 @3-Feb-87 O DAYS 28-Nov-Bo 28 10 YR, REVIEW 3%
57 B7-RRLE-483-FD CAMBRIDEE 5. 8/4.873.8 FONTHLY 15~Por-87 Bo-Jun-87 2b-Feb-87 B AeR7
o8 AS-DYVE-183-FR CANEY o, fd SERI-ANNLY -,? {i~Mar-83  Z2-for-83  11-fApe-B3 @3-Jan-B3 20 GUV'T ABEWGIES 423
39 E7-UMIB-33n-FR CRNEY A5 QURRT. 2,5,8,11 1@-Feb-87  1B-Feb-87 @2-Apr-87 17-Dec-Bb 20 9
B8 B4-WPLE-3T5-FR CONTON 308 MONTHLY 18-Sep-Bd  B3-Uct-B4  Bb-Jul-34 ] 436
81 BA-HPLB-378-FR CONTOM 2.0 BUNTHLY i#-Sep-88  83-0ct-B4F  G6-Jul-B4 2 837
&2 A7-#PLE-P47-FR CARBONDALE 3,06 MONTHLY §5-Ter-B6  {7-Dec-Bb  17-Feb-87 30-Oci-86 20 234
£3 §7-HPLE-24b-FR  CARBONDALE R LR IR MONTHLY ¥3-Dec-80 80 DAYE  30-0ct-B6 2B (%) EFF DATE 234
64 Ba-HPLE-ZB2-FA CRRLTOR 3. & MOMTHLY 13-8ep-84  B3-Oni-84  Bi-Nov-B4 £ 285
65 87-LHTE-4R3-FR CEDRR 8. a8 SEMI-AHRLY 5-Jun-87  17-Jun-B7  Bi-Por-B8 82-for-87 0B 43
Bb BT-HANBE-23 -FR CEDGR 1.38 SEMI-ANALY 9,3 1B-Jui-86  13-fug-B6  @2-fug-BE 1@-Apr-B6 26 44
£7 BA-HRLE-111-FR  CEDAR POINT 3.0 FORTHLY i2-Mar-B4  30-Mar-84  15-for-B4 28 a5i
68 BB-LMIE- 12-FR  CEDARVALE 2. 88 BEMI-AMMLY 2,8 14-Jul-B7  29-Jul-87  1B-Pup-B7 i5-Bpr-B7 18 431
B9 Be-HPLE-379-FR  CHAPHAN 2. B8 RONTHLY ii-Gep-B4  63-Oct-B4  15-0ct-B4 o 92
Th  BA-HPLE-484-FR  [HASE 3.0@ HONTHLY 18-0rt-f4  24-0ot-B4  G8-Dec-B84 = 3
71 86-CYVE-2A3-FR CHAUTAUGURA 2.0 SEMI-AMNLY 1,7 @2-Jun—BE  iB-Jup-Bb6  31-Jul-83 18-Dct-B3 28 CITY, GT.,FED. 2930
72 BI-MBRE-339-FOH CHEMEY 3. 0@ SEMI-PMMLY 2,7 16-Dec-B3  @4-Jan-Bd  30-Jan-B4 B 581
7% B3A-BHBT-365-FR CHENEY $, 3B/MO/STR.  BMMUALLY ®AR 2i-Dec-BY  Bi-Jan-B4  @l-Feb-B4 3 B3
74 BE-KPLE-EA{-FR  CHERDHEE 3. 0@ HONTHLY 2h-Hay-86  B4-Jun-86  B3-Jun-86 BE-Por-86 2B 437
75 Ba-DHTE-I52-FR CIMARRON .48 SEMI-BNNLY gi-fug-84  05-Sep-8&  Bb-Uct-B4 g 8ib
76 BE-HPLE-7H -FR CIRCLEVILLE 3. 00 HOTHLY 1-Har-86  19-Mar-Be  84-Jun-Bb 27-Jan-B6 B 141
77 BR-HDLE-TS -FA CIRCLEVILLE LN FONTHLY ib-Har-86  19-Mar-B6  @4-Jun-BR E7-Jar-Bb 2B 148
78 BE-HPLE-1MI-FR OLAFLIN 3. 0@ FONTHLY ga-for-86  16-Apr-Be  15-May-BE 27-Feb-06 0 bR
79 BE-KPLB-132-FR CLAFLIM 5. 08 HONTHLY B4-fpr-Bh  16-Aor-86  15-May-86 27-Feb-Bb @ 57
BE  BO-HPLE-142-FH LLM CEWTER 2. 0@ HOWTHLY PEi-Mar-85  BS-fpr-B3 Bl-May-85 O4-Jan-B3 2B 197

i BE-KPLG- 97-FR  LLERRMATER 3.0 HONTHLY \8-Gep-87  47-Oct-87 BB DBYS E5-Jun-B7 o0 5ok REVIEY 3 YRS,

& BE-HPLG-2G2-FA LLIFT}?Q 2.0 HONTHLY §3-Jur-85  18-Jun-BS  B1-Sep-B3 Z5-Ppr-B3 0 R
B3 BS-HRLB-1RT-FR CLVDE 2. 68 MONTHLY Ba-fpr-B%  22-Rpr-B3  Bi-Jap-Bb 2b-Jan-BD 0 i
B4 BL-GMET-DI-FL COFFEWWILLE $31, bo@, ad AHNLALLY 13-Dec~-BS  BB-Jdan-BS  @l-Jan-BE Do-Hov-B3 18 b-E3-12
B3 D4-SWET-162-FR COLDWATER $000, $R0Q, $900, 1000, %1186 ANNUALLY FEB {7-fpr-B6  25-Ape-84 Bl-Jan-B4 3 1584-4
Bh  BA-PNTG-317-FR COLELAND 3. 08 SEMI-ARMLY Bl~0ot-84  24-Oct-B4 93-Nov-BS 2R 148
87 E7-MDME-E35-FR COLLVER 5. 0 FONTHLY td-Dec-86  17-Dec-86  Q4-Feb-B7 25 28 136
BR A3-GRCG-214-FR COLOWY LT R HONTHLY Z5-for-85  1B-Jun-BE  P9-Bep-BE B3 oF

B9 BS-EPDE-ZRA-FR COLURBUS g0 FBREEHENT 22-Hay-83 15-Jun-B2 12 18 SCHOOL, CHURCH, IMD. B2 {BERRING:
98 BR-G4ET-C3I- Ffi CICORDIA $1B716716/17717, 000 YERRLY  ANMUALLY #5~Jan-A8 Bi-lan-BB 22 5 2497 156 TO 4,14
31 B&-WHLE-4B5-FR  COOLIDGE 2.8 SEMT-ARNLY 21-0ct-84  24-Oci-84 03-Dec-B84 &3 92
52 Bf-LﬁéTE—;hi‘i*FQ COPELAND 380 BERT-ANNLY {5-Dec-86  17-Dec-86  @5-Fel~B7 18-Dep-82 28 149
93 BA-HPLE-ZBE-FR  CORNMING 3.9 HONTHLY 2i-dan-a8 6@ DAYS  18-Dec-B87 o0 1g-17-87
9% B3-HPLE-DEA-FA COTTENMOUD FALLS 3. 00 HUNTHLY l4-5ep-83  2B-Hep-Bi  15-Dug-B3 ol Fag
95 BS-HPLE-1B@-FR  COUNCIL GRADNE 3.0 HORTHLY Pa-fpr-B5  2P-Bpr-B5  15-Way-BG 25-Feb-BD ib4d
96 BA-CMYE- B7-FR  COURTLAMD 3. i WUARTERLY Ph-Pug-87  §9-Sep-87  @o-Hay-BB 1-May-B7 B Bas
97 B3-HPLG-44B-FR  COURTLAND 2.4 HONTHLY 14-0ot-85  23-0ct-BS  16-Dec-B3 29-Rup-85 29 SRIA%
98 O7-HPLE-437-FR  COWILLE 3. 08 HONTHLY {9-Ray-87  @3-Jun-B7 B0 DRVE EC-Apr-87 2B 13871
59 B4-HPLG-1B1-FR CuBA 2. 08 BONTHLY B5-for-B4  25-Apr-B4 Bd-May-B4 =8 285
188 BA-HME-3i4-FR CULVER 3. 0 HONTHLY {6-Hov-B4  Pl-fov-84  85-Tec-83 2 193
121 B7-ONTE-3@3-FA  CUNNINGHRH z. R SEMI-ANNLY \6~Jan-87 85-Feb-87 27-Feb-87 #3-Oct-Bo 20 25
182 B7-HAMG-43 -FR DAMAR 1,38 SEMI-ANNLY 3,3 B4-Pug-B 13-B g~B& 17-for-86 20 1086
183 BG-PHHT-1B3-FR  DEERFIELD $300, 80 DMMUALLY fo-for-86  30-Ror-B5 : aiver OB Bl
i@h BS-WHLE-2I6-FR DEERFIELD . ¢ CEMI-PNMLY 2,8 B3-Hay-83 fay-B3 85 2i-Jar83 28 85-193
185 B7-HPLE-333-FR DELIA 3. 08 RONTHLY §9-Feb-87  18-Feb-87  Qi-Mar-B7 §5-Jan-BY o 114
86 BAL-KPLG-123-FR DELPHOS .08 MONTHLY ji-Far-85  2B-Har-B3  @B-Jun-B3 3i-Jan-83 I8 a8e
B7 BS-HPLE-122-FR  DELPHDS 3.0 HONTHLY {i-Har-§5  Z@-Mar-85  B8-Jun-B3 31-Jan-B3 28 985
1BB BA-HPLE-112-FA  DENIBON 308 HONTHLY 16-Har-84  30-Har-B4  @l-Jup-B4 2 -]
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2i-Feb-BE KEC Pags Moy K
KLL/Z158/v9
RTR/FA, J/FRANDBAG
DATE DRTE DATE OF TERY
K. DOCKET WO, City BATE IF 4 ONNURL FEE {THER RATE E‘Q"fﬁE?ﬂ BQTE K QEF‘P WE D EFFECTIVE  HDTICE YERR EYEWPTIONS Bﬁﬁiﬁi 1. FEMPRES
183 3&"?‘?—‘{_5 aa@—Fﬁ DEP%?DM 3. 68 ?fmfm%x_‘f i’? L’EE—E* ;ii—i.?éc—ééi @i-Dec-ad ch Hﬁ:;
118 8B-BRLB-Z71-FR  DESOTG z. 08 SEMI-ONMLY B,2 @9-Feh-BB fo~Feh-B8 17-Mov-B7 20 TBE REVIEM ER O YRS
111 B7-BMET-452-FR DESOTD 3,88 CLASE OF SERYV  AMNUALLY Bi-Jun-87  17-Jun~87 BI-Jul-87 Ji-War-B7 5 5 YR, HEVIEY BE2 §, S4B
112 BI-HPLE-492-F  DEXTER G.B/4.0/3.8 BONTHLY 13-Apr-87 #7-Jun~87 Zb-Feb-B7 R 2h
113 B4-DMET-ZZ2-FR DODGE DITY B, 23 $73, 008 §.7% FENUALLY §7-Jur~B4  OHDER B}~ Tan-B4 3 701 {HEARYIS/4, 8719785 HUNC PR TURC
114 BR-WPLEB-211-FA  DOUBLASS S 0/4,0/3.8 HONTHLY B3-Hay-BE  2i~May-G6  B2-Dec~BE Bi-fnr-BE 2O ]
115 BS-BHRT- 92-FR DOUBLASS €0, DA/MO/LINE  BNMUALLY {8-Feb~-B5  08~War-85 @i-Jul-83 Bh~Dec-B4 28 4R (BEE BHET-Z1)
16 A5-5MET- 2i-FO DOUBLASS $C0G, BB . ZAMO/LINE  AMNURLLY B-Jan-B5  24-Jan-B3  @1-Jul-B3 Bb-Dec-B4 2B 488
117 BE-CWTE- BY-FR DOWNS 4,00 SEMI-ANNLY 19-5ep-87  ib-Dec-87 @l-Jan-8B &5-Jun-B7 2 194 2, Bag
118 BB~MDMWE-168-FR  DRESDEN 3.8 FONTHLY ig-Mov-87  B2-Dec-87 %E-Jaﬁ—éa 9-Bep-87 28 196 1% INCREREE 1, hdg
119 B4-HPLE-GBE8~FO  DURHAM 3. 08 BOWTHLY @-Noy-86  Zi-Hov-B4 15-Deo-Bd Jats 1B4
|7 B7-HFLG-3BB-FR  ERSTHOROUBH SL@B/4.8/3.0 1 ¥H, PHRBER  WONTHLY £7-#ar-87  BA-Por-B7 i?-Feérrﬁ? di-Dec-B 2B 3 YR, HEVIEM 97
ig1 E5-KPLE-ZBA-FR ERBTIN 3. 48 MONTHLY 8-Jun-85  158-Jun-85  @1-0ci-85 @l-¥av-BS 29 izh
122 B5~BELE-259-FR  EDGERTON 5. 08 HONTHLY 14-Hay-85  18-Jun-85  12-Bup-B85 18-Pfpr-B3 28 G40 1/24DEC.E 5 VA
123 BR-MDME-1RI-FR  EDMOND 2,08 HONTHLY i2-Noy-87  @2-Dec-87  B3-Jar~BB 89-Sep-B7 2B 7% 480
i24 BA-CWMT-153-FQ  CDNA 2. 0e SEMI-AMHLY 2,7  18-Bor-84  25-Rpr-84  15-Bor-B4 24 295
125 E5-HBLE-335-FR EDWA 3. 08 WONTHLY 18-Dec-45  13-Dec-B5  @l-War-8B 21-Uct-BS 20 XS
{26 BL-HPLE-4BB-FR  EDWRRDSVILLE 3. 08 HONTHLY 3i-Opt-85  Bh-Mov-83  14-Dec-85 05-Dep~B% 20 (B-13-5) 55
187 BI-HPLE-3B5-FR  EFFINGHAN 3.0 HONTHLY 13-Dec-83  2i-Dec-B3  @1-Feb-84 o8 35
128 BA-KPLE-421-FR  EFFINGHAH 2. 08 HOMTHLY #5-0ct-B4  28-0Oct-B4  15-Ort-B4 28 356
129 B7-HPLG-2R1-FO EL DORADD 5. 0@ HONTHLY {5-Tec~-86 1&-Dee-B6 17-0ct-BE 2B 5-574
138 B4-DHET-ZA7-FA  EL DORADD 2,90 §84, BOG ANMLRLLY {B-Jul-84  22-Pug-B4  Bi-Jan-B5 5 B-738 {SEE SHRT-183)
131 B4-SUET-123-FR  EL DORADD z, 50 $ii, 900 GURRTERLY ch-Har-84  1i-Bpr-B4  Bl-Jan-84 3 5727
132 B4-HBEE-ZRI-FR  ELBING 2. 08 SEMI-BNNLY 13-Dec-B4  19-Dec-f4  @1-Feb~BS 2 7l
133 B5-CYVE-49B-FR  ELBIN 3. 80 SEMI-ARMLY 1,7 15-Mov-BS  27-Nov-B  @4-Jan-8B 91-0ct-B5 2@ CITY, OO, &7, F 144
134 Do-HGdb- 41-FR  ELK CITY 2.0 SEMI-AMMLY 2,7 1B-Jan-BY  Bl-Feb-B4  @4-Mar-R4 28 462
135 Be-MDME-7Z -FR ELLIR .08 HONTHLY 24-Feb~86  19-Mar-B6  i4-Har-Bb 21-Hov-BS 10 997 TYR.RRVIEHR{IZ/31/9B)
136 Be-UTDT-123-FE  ELLIS 3. 08 GEMI-AMNLY 1,7 @3-Rpr-BE 1B-Apr-BE  D4-May-BE ZB-Feb-B6 3 993
137 B4-UTDT-219-FR  ELLIS 3. 08 SERI-ANHLY 1.7 Ba-Jun-B&  27-Jun-84 Gi-Jul-84 i 7
138 B7-HPLE-22 -FR EMMETY 3. 08 HONTHLY {i-Jui-B6  13-Pup-Bb  iB-Pup-BR 1l-Jur-BE 2B s
139 B4-DPHTE-415-FR  ENBIGH 3.08 SEWMI-OHMLY 24-Sep-84  Z4-Uct-B4  B3-Nov-84 i 185
148 BL-HMLG-ZP@-FD EMTERPRISE . 08 HONTHLY g2-May-85  22-May-B3  Bo-Jui-B5 3B-0pr-B5 28 itlg
141 BA-HRLE-37R~FR  ESHMRIDGE 300 HONTHLY i8-Sep~84  @3-Oct-B4  {1-Boy-84 28 3bé
142 DBA-GRIB~151-FR EUDDRR 5. 0 CEMI-OMNLY 6,10 @4~Nov-B7 2B-Hoy~B7 26-Jui~B7 28 53
143 BS-GRLB-428-FO  EUREMR 3. 84 SEMI-ONMLY 2,7 Bl-Dct-B8  23-0ct-8%  26-0ct-80 15-Rup-B3 28 3533
144 B4-HPLE- BI-FB  EVEREET .08 HBTHLY §i-Feb-B4  Z2-Feb-B4  Bl-Ror-84 @ 318
145 B5-BSLE~191-FR  FAIRWAY 1,8,3,4,5, 11, {CEEERPT iB-Jar-B3  @7-Way-83  @l-Jan-B3 1984
140 BI-PNTE-316-FR  FOMLER 3.0 SEMI-ARAMLY 1,7 15-Jul-B3  3l-Jul-B3  01-5ep-B5 24-Bpr-83 2B £58
147 B4-HPLE-443-FR  FREDERIDH I8 HONTHLY {g-fot-84  24-Oci-84 09-Dec-B4 28 161
188 B7-HPLG-53 -FA FRONTENAC 4, 9/3.8 HONTHLY B7-Bug-BA  Z7-Pup-86  @°-Hep-f6 8%-Jun-B6 W Z-1986
145 BS-LPDE~ 23-FR DGHLENA 5. B0 HUNTHLY @7 -Jan-83 18~Tan-B3 @C0-May-B4 2@ SCHOOL, CHURCH B4-25 25 LINITAMO, {HERHY
158 BS-GBLE-254-FR  GRLENR 3.8/ 1.8 SEMI-ANNLY 2,8 2i-Mav-B5 1B-Jun-BD B3-Mup-B5 Ba-May-80 2R
151 B7-HETT-298-FR  GALERA 4,08 SEMI-ONMLY 2,8 1é-Jan-B7  @5-Feb-87  1B-Jaw-B7 Z4-Bep-B6  § BE-13
152 B&-HPLE-SRS-FR  BRLESBURG 3.0 HONTHLY i8-Dec-84  il-Jan-85  82-Mar-835 28 135
153 B3-UNIG-188-FR  GRLESHURG 3. b SERI-ANNLY 2,8 8-Por-83  22-Bpr-B3 11-Jun-B5 21-Feb-B3 20 13k
154 Be-HPLG-BAB-FR BRLVA &, 0 HONTHLY #6-Der-B4  19-Dep-f4  @i-Mov-B5 2h 208
155 AS-PHTG-422-FR  GARDEN CITY 3.8 SEMI-PMNLY £i-%ep-Bh  23-Oct-8%  11-Noy-85 D4-Ror-B5 18 1598 YR HEVIEM
156 Be-HGEE- B4-FR GARDEN PLRIN . b CEMI-AMMLY 2.7 18-Feb-B&  2E-Feb-B4  &l-Bor-BA 2 37
137 A5-BSLG-251-FR GRRDMER T.8/ 3.8 BONTHLY 16-May-85%  18-Jur-B3  16-Pug-B3 £7-War-B0 20 1564 1/2EDEC. R 3 VR
158 BR-HPLE-27R-FR  BARFIELD 5. 08 AONTHLY #5-Feb-B8 B} DAYS 3i-Dec-87 20 152
159 BA-HPLE-2RS-FR  BRRFIELD B HONTHLY B5-Feb-88 68 DAYS 3i-Dec-87 2 123
i6# PA-HPLG-16B-FR  GRB CITY 1,08 HONTHLY i6-Moy-B7  @2-Dec-B7  92-Feb-88 @7-Oot-B7 2B 385
1Bl B7-CNTE-337-F8  GRYLDRD 3. 80 SERI-AMNLY i@-Feb-87 18-Feb-B87  @5-Bor-87 Z6-MHov-BE 7B e
1b7  A7-HMMG-Z5 -FR BAYLORD 1,38 GEMI-ANNLY 9,3 18-Jul-BE  13-fup-BE  B4-Pup-Bo 1d-Rpr-BR 2B 319




23-Feh-8B KLC
KEC/Tioa/ve
RTR/FA, J/FROMDBAS
DRTE i
K, DOCKET B LITY RETE IF 4 BH OATE 1K QF‘?‘RE‘JEE %FFtC Ve
FLE-2RE-FR %.% §§ T 5;’& %f’ 3.9 ge-Jar-B7 15-Jan-87 4
A B-1BR-FR LLYGEES 308 ahﬂiwﬁiéﬁvgf B2 H-New-87  15-Dec-B7  21-Dec-B7 i
HTE~21 UTita 2. B SEHMI-AHELY B3-May-Bb  2i-May-86  18-Jul-Be 178
HBEE-3 YRLLEY CENTER 3.0 FENTHLY Be-Mar-87  li-War-87  17-Aor-87 : 7ii-87
PLE VALLEY CEWTER 3.8/4.8/3.9 HONTHLY 15-Dec-86 83-Der-BF | i 755
HPLE YOLLEY FRLLE 8 HONTHLY {@-Dec-84  15-Dec-B4  Bl-Feb-83 o PRt E:
HELE YICTORIA 3. 08 FORTHLY 168 82-Dec-87  Bh-Feo-B o E
HDMWE YICTORIA 5 B AOWTHLY Z Bo-Feb-BE  13-Har-B6 e B
{PLE VINIHG 2. 60 HORTHLY fo-Hay-B5  Bi-Jun-85 ol 1985~
YIRBIL 568 HONTHLY {7-Jui-B5  i5-Pap-83 e 135
BALTON 2. 68 SERI-ARNLY 2, i4-Mar-B4  Bb-hor-B4 2 26k
WAMERD o, 0 HONTHLY 17-Jul-B8  Bi-Oct-83 2R SR ROFFHONTH g
WATERVILLE 2. i MORTHLY 12-Dec-83  19-Uot-83 o ShOMCF COm/inD 408
B HAVERLY 368 HONTHLY 13-Jar-88  l2-Har-B8 28 o8 ETH
i HOVERLY ER LN RONTHLY i 13~Jan-B8  12-Har-BB 2B o 3
448 &7- hﬁ.ﬁ*” -FR HEIR i, RONTHLY 1i-d 13-Pug-B&  Bo-Rup-BG &7 ] L
145 B4-B50E- ié-ﬂ-z HELLTHETIH X CERI-AMMLY 2,7 89— {8-Jan-84  B3-Har-84 pit 3384
458 Be-HPLE-200-FR RELLSVILLE MONTHLY #3-] 2i-¥ay-BE  Z7-Feb-8b =0 Ga4
451 B5-BECB-23R-FR WEST MINERAL SEMI-GEELY 2,8 21 18-Jun-B3  Bd-Tep-Ba i
452 BA-WPLE-434-FR WESTHORELRAND AONTHLY 18- fa-Ort-84  21-Hov-B4 o8 357
453 B4-HPLE-433-FG  WESTHORELAND HONTHLY 1§~ Z4-0ct-84 2l-Mov-B4 =& i
454 E?—?EF‘E"HE*FQ HeSTHOD HONTHLY B E4~Sep-Bh  14-Ort-85 & FI, 87, UTI,OH,EC 718
455 HESTUOOD SEMI-ARMLY 2,8 ¢ 4-Jar-85  @l-Jan-B4 28 £79
&5 HESTHOOD SEMI-AMMLY 2,8 @ -Bec-83  @l-Jan-B4 4 FED, BT, CITY 57B
437 # ﬁf HETHORE 3,08 FONTHLY 2-fpe-BE 10-Mlay-BE = ol
458 ES-MRLE-1ZB-FR O WHEATON L HONTHLY f-far-85  3-for-83 oh EH
453 BO-UMLG-1ET-FR WHERTOH . 0 MONTHLY g-Mar-85  38-Bor-85 24 L) Bl
468 &3—%?%.&5’34-?9 HH&TE Eﬁ" 2.0 HUNTHLY F-fict-83  06-Sep-B3 2
451 - 3i-F 3. 00 BONTHLY B-far-85  Gi-fpr-83 =] 158
452 & 0 AONTHLY RDER 28-Feb-54 2 ZB-B0T [HRAHIT/IE 475578
463 3. 08 HONTHLY f-fug-B5  @1-Hov-B3 | 2 18306
464 3. 0 HONTHLY 2l-May-Bh  Bh-Aug-86 o8 57
483 308 AONTHLY fr-Jun-is 1G-Jul-B4 28 =
4EE 3. B MONTHLY 4-fot-84  @l-Dec-B4 o 4-104
467 3.8 HOMTHLY G-Apr-B5 18-May-83 1p o8 2k
48 3. 88 HONTHLY B-Jan-B7  EB-Feb-B7 3 o 218 -7 HEMEWD
455 3. HOMTHLY i-dui-8%  Bi-Rug-34 o b
578 FH o WaHCENEY 2.8 FONTHLY ii-Mar-87  B3-Ror-87 28 T YR, HEVIEM 1477
471 BA-THTE-Z72-FR ZURICH 3. 02 SEMI-AMHLY B4-Dor-88 1 o 23




LD/ 7158/
7TP /FR, J/FRANDBAS !
DATE DHTE DATE OF  TERM
1R i H!:a ?‘iu., CITY RATE IF ?. H?‘ENUHL FEE OTHER RQTE D%MENT GEDROVED  EFFECTIVE  MOTICE YERR EYEWPTIONS  ORDIN. RO, REMBRES
KL Sfe-aiféET iﬁ‘%—;’ﬁ SALINR §, 12/, !?L.!LI”’WIHH 5% *ﬂaw&i} fi-Jan-Bé 5 A5-5359
388 DB4-PHTD-41B-FA  CATANTA 3.08 BEWI-AHLY 3% pA-Ooi-B4 BE-Mov-Bé o8 251
3Bl AG-GECE-2GE-FR BLOWMOM 168 SEMI-AMHLY 2,8 y-85  18-Jun-B3  @7-5e 5o
B2 A7-CHTE-345-FR SCPMDIA 3. 08 BEMI-AHNLY B7  il-Har-B7  85-fp & B 383
IBI BS-HPLE-119-FR BLANDIR 2.6 HONTHLY 85 R-Mar-BD  BI oo bl
B4 BE-GWRT- & -FB O BEOTT CITY 3. 0 CLASE/SERVICE  meluALLY Bt Zi-Jan-BE AL 512 B7L
3BT Ba-WHLE-133-FD BLOTT CITY 2.0 SEMI-ANNLY 2,7 ipr-84  1i-Apr-Ba 21 5 0I7Y EiEMRT 849
3 FO GURANTON 3. 00 HONTHLY 27-Ror-87  B-May-B7  El-J iz 72 :
K SEDAN 2,58 OHNUGLLY PPRIL  12-0ct-B7  @4-Hov-87  #l-Jan-B8 17-Dug-87 5 B, 437
388 dfi—“?*ixﬁﬂ-‘:ﬂé*i:*% SEDAN 3,58 SERI-GMMLY 2,8 R3-Jul-B8%  17-Jul-B3  PB-fup-AD @i-May-B3 15
389 A7-MDME-2E9-FR EELDEM 2. 8 HONTHLY 17-Dec-86  3-Dec-B&  17-Mov-BE 82-Doi-BE OB
398 AL-HPLG-ZET-FR SENEDA 1. B9 ffmmu Hh-Jun-8%  B3-Jul-B3  Al-Sep-AS 1i-Rpr-BS 20
391 BI-MNNB-1Z3-FH GHRRDW 2,08 5 {i-Mar-83  13-Dec-85  @4-fpr-80 (5-Jan-BD 28 ALL BUT RESID
342 BL-BRLE~4TR-FR GHRMMEE 5B/ 3R 7 5432 16-0ct-83  #7-Hov-88  14-Tec-83 12-Bep-B3 1B {6-30-95)
333 B5-UDPE-HBI-FR BHRHMEE 3.8 /5.9 217 A33E ROWTHLY ig-Noy-B3  27-Mov-A3 3o~ f}ct—ai 20 B0V T, 50M RESQLE
396 BE-UPLE-4BB-FR GHOMNEE 57571 3218 7 3432 7 IBI-VDMTHLY i : OROER - 28 {12 5
335 BS-HPLE-479-FR  SHEWNEE 3.8 /3.0 I2ig / d33e WOWTHLY 27-Hoy-835 - 281 1537
396 BI-HPLE-352-FR BILVER LIKE . HONTHLY Zi-lec-83  Bl-Feb-84 o8 1836
397 B3-MRLE-3DI-FR BILVER LOHE 3. B HINT Ha_‘{ #1-Dec-83  Bi-Feh-B4 i PR
398 A7-DNTE-417-FR  SWITH CENTER 4,08 SEMI-AALY Bh~Fay-87  13-Jun-87 26-Feh-87 28 745
399 B4-SMBET~ 17-FB  SHITH CEWTER $,287, 3R/W0/STRANNUALLY, WY i@-Jan-B4  1B-Jan-84  Bl-Jan-B4 3 781
4R BE-HPLE-345-FR  SWOLAN 2., @ HONTHLY BB~fun~85  14-PBug-B5  B4-Uoi-B7 FU-Jup-BS 2B i
4p1  BE-MPLE-Z44-FR  SMOLAN 3.0 HONTHLY P8-Rug-83  14-Pup-B85  B&-Ort-B7 29-Jur-80 2B 37
587 BA-HPLE-16B-FR  SOLDIER 3. 08 MONTHLY P3-for-84  23-Ror-B4 i4-Hay-Ba o 2Ea
483 BE-HPLB- T -FR SOLOMDN 3. 08 HONTHLY B9-Jan~BE  21-Jan-86  06-Har-B6 #2-How-B3 28 48
4@ B7-CNTE-ZB6-FO  SOUTH HAVEW 1,94 SEMI-ANNLY 17-Hew-85  B3-Tec-BE  83-Jan~B7 18-Sep-BE 2F 255
485 B7-BRLE-223-FR  SOUTH HAVER 2.6 SERI-ANNLY 2,8 Bi-Dec~B&  @3-Dec-BE  @2-Nov-B& 17-Bep-Bh 2@ 54
4P RS-HPLE-34B-FO  SOUTH HUTCHINSON 3.08 HONTHLY E3-fug-83  14-fug-BS  18-Oct-AD 12-Jul-B5 B #5-436
437 BE-GWRT-34E-FG  BOUTH HUTCHINGDM 8. 98 - 13-Dec-85  @8-Jan-8F  @l-lap-8f 23-Hov-85 18 BE-403
@R BA-INTE-ZR3-FR SPEED .58 SEMI-GMNLY @h~Jar-BR  13-Jan-88  @0-May-B8 Di-Oof-B7 o8 4 [dates to herel
4%3 BE-DWTE-254-FR  GRIVEY 2.0 SEMI-ANRLY #3-Jup-86  1B-Jun-B6  12-Sep-B6 14-Har-Bh OB 137
418 BI-HPLE-Z89-FR EPRIMG HiLl KR MONTHLY if-Sep-83  2B-Gep-B3  2B-Uct-B3 = 1281
£{1 A3-HPLE-379-FR  G57. BEORGE 308 HONTHLY 23-Dec-B3  Bi-Jar-Bé  Bi-Mar-B4 28 -
417 BI-WPLB-3BR-FR 57, BEOREE .08 HOMTHLY #3-Per-83  B3-Feb-B4  Bi-Mar-B4 of 360 WOF oM/ -
413 BO-KPLB-34%-FR BT, JOHE BN HONTHLY #-fup-83  14-Aug-BS  38-Sep-BS 29-May-B3 20 Bl LBYR.REVIEM
414 B4-HPLD-355-FA 5T, HORYS .o HOWTHLY #i-Gep-Bé  B3-fict-84  Bl-Dec-B4 28 Bad
415 BE-HPLE-38 -FR BT, PR 3. 68 HONTHLY 14-Har-88  @2-fpr-B6  Bi-May-B6 Oh-Feb-BE 28 25
416 BE-BHAB-36 -FR STERLINB Z. 0 MONTHLY i9-Feh-B6  @3-Mar-B6  07-Der-¥3 G7-Opt-83 18 Zikd
417 B3-DWRT-357-F&  STROME LITY %, [9/M0/5TH,  PNNURLLY WAR  12-Dec-83  Bé-Jan-B4  Bi-Jan-B4 3 1198
415 BA-PNTG-447-FR  BUBLETTE 3. o MONTHLY ig-fict-B4  Za-Dct-B4  81-Jec-84 18 253
419 B7-LNTE-429-FR  SYLVAN BROVE R SEMI-AHNLY #7-Hay-87  28-May-87  15-Jun-87 B5-Fep-BY 78 E7-1
478 BS-HPLE-4BB-FO  BYLVIA 5. i MONTHLY @7-Nov-85  27-Mov-83  31-Dec-B5 80-0o3-83 2B 23
421 BR-HRPLE-218-FR TRHPR 3.8 HONTHLY §9-Hay-86  2i-¥ay-BF Di-lul-BE 19-Har-BE OB S
or B4-HDLG- 48-FR TERCOTY £, WONTHLY 13-Jar~B4  @i-Feb-B4  B7-Bep-84 2 163
423 B&-MDLE- 39-FR  TESCOTY 3. 0@ HONTHLY 12-Jan-B4  @1-Feb-84 §7-Sep-B4 28 152
424 BS-DRCE-ZS7-FR THAYER 3.5/ L. HONTHLY gi-Hay-85  1B-Jun S BE~Sep-85 13-Mey-B3 IR 134
42%  BO-WPLE-34B-FO  THAYER 308 HONTHLY iZ-Dec~83  B8-lan- Bi-Feb-86 el 2RE
425 AB-HPLB-117-FR TOMBRNDXIE GB/4.8/3.8 HOMTHLY #5-0ct-87 B0 DRYS 26-Run-B7 20 Ti8
477 BT-HRLE~146-FR  TOPEMA 1,08 HOMTHLY #i~0rt -8k @i-Jan-87 85-Sep-Bn 2B 15667
528 BT-HPLG-147-FR  TOPEHA ER LN TN MONTHLY pi-lict-B& fi-Jan-87 B5-Sep-Bh B 15587
459 B5-SURT-487-FR  TOPEHA 5. 00 QUARTERLY 14-Hoy-BS  27-WNow-85  B1-Jan-BE 29-Sep-B3 18 15535
438 RAS-BRLE-ZIG-FR TORONTO 3. 0 SEMI-DMNLY 2,7 87-Way-83  22-Way-B3  BR-Jul-B5 1@-Ape-B3 20 33
531 BE-RPLG- Z4-FR TOWRANDR 5. 8@ HOMTHLY 17-Jul-87 &8 DRYS Ll-May-B7 =29 a3
437 BR-MPLE-Z41-FA  TURMH 3. 08 MONTHLY 13-Jan-B8  ZR~Jan-B8  25-War-BB @7-Dec-87 28 ]



'?i'"' %f;i 11EB/YE
P/FR, J/FHANDERS

DRTE UATE hATE OF
Ml DOCKET WO, LIvy QQTE AF ﬁ %HNUQ* ?E‘E FRYHEHRT BRTE I Q%‘-Fﬁwtﬁ EFF"C“NE NOTICE SEMPTIONG  ORDIN. WO, REWPRES
i6d BI-WPLE-338-FR  BENESRCD K3 EB% HONTHLY 1&-Dec-B3 E’i*ﬁét-% ch- Jg?w&% £ 347
164 H7-HPLG-331-FO GIRARD 3. 08 ??E?QTHL“ Ph-Feb-A7  1B-Feb-B7  EB-Mae-B7 &3 o g
165 BE-CHTE- 8B-FR BLRADE 3. 0 SEMI-PNNLY 19-fug-B7  E6-Bug-87  @5-Hay-BA £ 28 &7
ibE  BB-DNTE-287-FR BLRECD 8. 08 - 18-Dec-87  13-Jan-88  BO-Feb-B7 24 o 461
167 BE-TWIE-1B3-FO  BLEN ELDER . 0@ - i2-Hov-87  B2-Dec-B87  @2-Jan-88 27 bt 74
168 BA-HGRE-34B-FO  GUDDRRD 3,80 BEWI-RNNUALLY  EBB-Nov-B3  89-Dec-B3  12-Bep-Bi 2%
169 B7-PHTB-365-F  GOODLAND RRTEN HONTHLY ib-Mar-B7 15-Opr-87 29-Jan-87 28 1850 iHEARYS/L/ET
178 BT-MDME-245-FD BOVE . 0@ HOMTHLY #a-Der-86  17-Dec-Bh  B0-Feb-B7 81-0ct-B6 2D B8
171 B7-WDWE-113-FR  GREAT BEND 4, 9l RONTHLY #4-5en-86 B4-0ci-8F 12-Feb-BE 2B 37E9
{78 E7-HPLB-385-F0 GREENSBURG 3. 0@ HOWTHLY Pi-lan-87  @5-Feb-B7  17-War-87 @5-Feb-86 B 78l
173 AB-BMRT-198-FA  GHEENSBURD <. 08 RHNUALLY, WPRCH @9-Dec-87  1&-Dec-87  @l-Jan-88 21-Oci-B7 5 768 5
174 BA-HRLE- 21~FA  GRENDLA R TER TR BONTHLY Ph-Jul-B7  29-Jui-87 6B DRYS Co-Way-B7 2B S
175 BT-MDME-316-FR GRIMMELL 308 HONTHLY fe-Jan-87  85-Feb-87  12-WMar-B7 19-Hov-80 B 164 {P-23-2067 REMEWOL)
i7h B4-RPLG-198-FR  HADDAW <. 88 BONTHLY fa-Bar-B4  I@-Mar-B4  @5-Har-BA 28 S4E
177 BA-GWET-158-FR HALGTERD AMNURLLY AUR 15 86-Por-8%  23-for-84  (S-Jun-84 z IE
178 B4-HPLE-13B-FR  HAMILTON 3. 08 HONTHLY if-foe-B4 20-fpr-B4 3i-Hay-84 o 2ii-f
179 B4-SHET-318-FR HEMILTON 2,08 3006 ARMLBLLY #l~fug-B4  20-Pug-B4  15-Pug-84 3 273
(8@ BT-RPLL-1BB-FR oAnDvVER £ hl HONTHLY {E-Sep-BE 24-Sep-BE 07-Hov-B6 85-Rug-Bb 2B Gah M0 INCREASE &
188 B7-HPLE~189-FB  HONDVER 508 HONTHLY 12-Bep-8h  4-Gep-Bb  B7-Hov-Bb 03-Dug-Bb 28 z% i%ﬁ, H‘“? - 545 MO THCRERSE &
182 AE-GWRT-319-FR HARPER SMNURLLY FER 31-Oet-B3  6%-Dec-83  Bl-Jan-B4 B~285
183 BS-HPLE-11B-FR HRRVEYVILLE 3. 88 HUNTHLY #7-Har-85  P@-Mar-B3  Bl-Jun-83 3l-Jan-85 157
184 B3-DYVE-29-F HAVANR 2. 08 SEMI-ARNLY 7,2 38-Bep-B3  #7-Dei-B3 G2-Dec-B3
IB% H7-HPLG-350-FR HAVEN F 5 0/3.48 HONTHLY B5-Mar-87  1i-War-87  15-May-B7 &i-Jan-B7 431
{86 B7-UTDT-282-FR HAVEM 1,06 FrpLAL Bb~Jar-B7  PB-Jar-B7  17-Hov-BR 20-lct-BR 4473
187 AS-HPLE-34B-FR  HAVILAND .08 HOMTHLY BE-Rug-85  14-Pug-85  30-Bep-BE 24-Jun-835 291
1BE  BA-TMET- &2-FO HAYE ANURLLY WBR | 17-Jan-Bé  22-Feb-B4  Bl-Jan-B4 3008
189 BB-CNTE-Z4B-FR HRZELTON 3. i SERI-AHALY 19-Jan-B88  D6-Jan-B8  1i-Mar-BR 29-Oci-B7 i
198 B4-GALE-353-FR HERINGTON 3. 68 BENI-PHNLY {i-Dec-84  19-Dec-84  1B-Fen-B3 1353
191 B5-GRLE-427-FR  HERINGTON . 0@ SEMI-MNNLY 26-8ep-85  23-Oot-83  15-Sen-B3 10-Pay-B3 1364
192 BG-MMLE-D4T-FR HIGHLAND 3. 04 HMONTHLY \E-Dec~-85  BB-Jar-B6  @i-Feb-86 23-Bep-iG 357
193 AS-BRLE-388-FR  RILLSRORD 3. 08 HONTRLY B3-Jul-85  17-Jul-85  18-Rug-85 £o-Fay-i5 7
194 BE-HPLG-417-FR HOLYROUD 2. @i HUNTHLY Zi-Sep-B3  @9-DOot-BS Bl-Mov-BD 15-Pup-83 K3
155 AS-HPLG- 26-FR HOPE o 08 KOMTHLY iB~Jan-8%  24-Jan-85  15-Feb-B3 Z0-Nov-84 9
196 85-HPLE- P3-F0 HORE 3.0 HONTHLY id-Jan-83  24-Jar-B  15-Feb-83 oo-Hov-B4 R
$97 AG-WHLE-ZI3-FO HORRCE c. 08 SEMI-ANHLY 2,8 G2-May-83 B7-May-BS  ZV-May-B3 G3-Jan-83 143
198 BT-HMMG-ob PO HOYIE 2. 88 SEMI-AEMLY 9,3 21-fug-BE  27-Pup-B6  BR-Por-B6 MO PRINT 434
199 BT-HOME-1ET-FR HDYIE 3.0 HONTHLY B-Tct-86  O3-Mov-BE 13-Dec-B6 13-Qul-B6 @ x% ‘m ? Yikd 457
SRR B7-SHRT-118-FR HOXIE 3. 0 PMunt, WAR. BA-Gep-86  PA-Sep-Bt  Bl-JarB7 14-fug-BE A &35
P8l Be-HPLE-ZTA-FR O HOVT 3.0 HUNTHLY t-Jul-B4  1B-Jul-B4  @i-Bep-84 &8 159
82 BI-HPLE-344-FR  HUDGDW 3. 08 HOWTHLY Bi-Dec-83  0#9-Dec-83  38-Dec-B3 2 157
ZET BB-THRT-CSE-FR HUBDTOM 3,08 SERI-ANKLY 4,18 ZB-Jan-83  1i-Feb-BE  Bl-Mar-BE 10-Dec-87 1B oa7
ohé  HT-DNTE-148-FD HUBNERELL 1.0 SEMI-AnLY 25-Gep-Bh  @7-0rt-86  @7-Nov-BR 158-Jurn-Bh £E HEN
205 B3-WPLE-Z13-FR HURDH 3.0 HOMTHLY 2i~lct-83  Bl-Nov-83  @l-Hov-B3 o 136
SBE  BO-MHAR-Z31-FR HUTCHIMGON 3. 0R SEMI-ANNLY 2,8 PMB-May-RS B3-JureBD 30-Jun-B3 Bi-fopr-BD 2B L3
2UT BT-RPLG-435-FR HUTCHINGOM .88 FONTHLY 1B-Hay-87 B DAYS  1b-Jan-BY CB ThBLETID
208 B4-WPLE- BE~FR HUTCHINGON 3. 08 HONTHLY §9-Feb-By  2-Feb-84  Bl-May-B4 2B £333
209 BO-PNTG-31B-FR  HUTCRINGON 5. 88 SEMI-ANMLY 1,7 19-Jul-BS  31-Jul-B5  82-Sep-B3 B3-Jun-BD 20 fis
218 BR-UNIG-zéc-FR INDLPENDENCE 2. 00/3.8 BUART. 2,5.8,11 82-Jun-80  1B-Jun-B8  23-Jul-BB 1B-Jun-Bé 3583
21l B7-HPLE-358-F0  THMEM 3.0 FONTHLY {2-Feb-87  1B-Feb-87  89-Por-B7 9l-Jan-87 257
21z 8?-*%?5_8—3'*‘:5-&:' THHAN 3.80 MONTHLY i2-Feb-87  1B-Feb-87  §3-Ror-87 8l-Jan-B7 238
213 E7-MDME-224-FR JENNINGS 3. 88 HONTHLY 2i-Hov-86  83-Dec-Be  B6-Jan-Bb 28-Rug-Be 355
214 BE-THTE-2EG-FO JRHELL 3. 0@ CEMI-ANNLY i6-Dec-B7  13-Jar-B8  82-Jurn-88 13-fug-E7 54
213 B5-GRLE-345-FR  JOHWGDN CITY 2. 0 SEMI-PMNLY 6,12 16-Dec-BS  B8-Jan-80  G6-Yar-BG 13-Fep-B3 58
216 BA-PHTG-341-F0  HANDRADO 3.8 SEMI-AHMUALLY  28-Nov-B3 83-Dec-83  @2-Dec-B3 £




HLL/2158/%%
RTP/FR, J/FRANDBRS
BRTE DATE LATE OF  TERH
IR DOCHET NG, Liny RAIE IF 4% %\é!‘éhﬁi FEE OTHER BRTE PRYHENT oie I APRROVED  EFFECTIVE  NWOTIDE YEAR
217 B4-BECE-383-FR %?”%55?5 tIy SB LA Sts-I QW%\QL? 13-Gep-Bd Bb-Noy-84 Z
218 A7-UPLB-195-FQ HAMNEAS CITY 5~ 17d/3 SEMI-OMNLY 2,8 @5-Nov-BB 3p-Jec-Be B3-Apr-B2 2R
219 B7-UMIG-379-FR HANGAS CIFY 3 - 17273 SEMI-GHMLY 2.8 E3-Her-§7 3@-Tec~BE  HOME cé @
220 BA-UNIG-D1-FR HONGAS CITY TEOLLB SERI-ARLY #3-lec-B4 81 -Hoy-B4 z B4RT7
221 BT-DHTE-472-FR  HEWGIWGTOM 1.0 BEMI-OHRLY 12-Jun-87  17-Jun-87  Zi-Mar-88 30-for-87 2B ket
222 B7-DHTE-C32-F8 HINGMAN [ NONE #i~-Jan-B7  28-Jar-87  13-Jan—B7 25-0ci-BR 2B 16ED {TRONEMIDION DHLY)
223 BT-HRLE-2G PR HINGHMAN 3. 08 HOMTHLY B5-Jul-86  13-flug-BS  27-Jul-Bh @2-May-Bb 2B =4
P24 BI-MPLB-39R-FR O WINGLEY 2. 08 HONTHLY #9-Gep-83  23-Sep-B%  Bl-Nov-B3 Z0-May-B3 2R N
285 BS-HPLE-397-FR HINGLEY 3. 86 PONTHLY #9-3ep-85  £5-Sep-85  Bi-Hov-B5 20-YMey-83 28 550
226 BR-WPLE-Z4E-FR KIDEA R HONTHLY 19-Jar-B BB DRYS Zh-Mov-B7 29 e
227 BAR-DHTE- &£1-FR  HIRMIH 2. 98 SERI-AHNLY 19-Aug-B7  26-Rug-B7  @B-HMay-BB 21-Way-BY 28 155
2R BT-WNNS-27 PR RIRMIN 1.3 SEMI-BMNLY 9,3 18-Jul-Be  13-Pug-BF  G3-fug-Bb Bi-Ppr-Bh 28 194
229 B7-WPLE-3@2-FR LBBETIE 3. 08 AONTHLY 16-Jan-87  @3-Feb-87  01-Feb-87 03-Dec-86 0 B
230 BR-HPLE-Z73-FR LBHBHEC 3. 08 HONTHLY #3-reb-88 BB DRYE B3-Jan-B7 2B 167
231 B3-HPLE-G4B-FO  LOMCRGIER 3. 08 HONTHLY 16-Dec-B%  @A-Jar-B6  Q1-Rpe-B6 @2-Oct-80 2B 193
237 BY-MLPE-3R4-FR LAHE .08 SEMI-OHNLY &, 12 18-War-B7 #~for-A7 @h-Nov-Bb 2B IND,FED,ST,CH Te-f
23% B3-MPLE-487-FO LANGDON 3. 08 HUNTHLY 16-5ep~B5  25-%ep-B3  iG-Mov-B3 1B-Jul-B5 2B 38
2346 B-RPLE-377-FQ LARMED 2. ol FONTHLY i-Sep-B4  B3-Oci-B4  15-Dci-B4 =8 11
23% BS-WRIE-4R7-FO LATHAM .68 SEMI-AHMLY 2,8 30-Dct-85  @E-Nov-88  14-Dec-B3 (5-Rug-BS 2@ 156
23k BR-MPLE-ZR7-FR LBTIMER 5.0 FUNTHLY B3-#ay-BR  21-Way-B5  @i-Jul-BE PO-Har-Bh B o
237 BI-HPLE-291-FR LEAVENHORTH <. 08 MUNTHLY i6-Bep~B3  @l-Dec-B3  Gl-Sep-83 20 GREENCT COW/IND &B83 L, 19,83
238 B4-SHET-Z24B-FR LEAWODD 2. 08 FNMUBLLY/HT. 2i-Jun-B4 1l-Jul-B4  Bi-Dep-B4 3 Bi3
£33 B3-WHLE- 24-FR LECOMPTON 5. 98 MONTHLY 1B-jar-8%  Z4-Jar-B5  Di-War-83 04-Jar-83 29 o
240 87-WPLE-19B-FR LEMIBH 3. 0 MONTHLY fo-Nov-86  @3-Dec-Bh  Bi-Jan-87 17-Sep-Bb @ 227
241 87-HPLB-197-FR LEHIGY .88 HONTHLY #o-Nov-B6  @3-Dec-Bb  Bi-Jan-B7 17-Gep-BR 20 ook
242 BB-BRLG- 59-FR LENEXA 5. 08 SEMI-DHNLY 6,12 17-fug-B7 {6-Sep-B7 10-Jun-B7 E0 3415
243 BE-WPLE- BE-FR LEMEXR G308 HONTHLY Zi-Aug-B7 18-fug-87 13-Fep-87 28 3485
244  B7-WDMWE-447-FR LENORA o, 0 MONTHLY Zh-Hay-87  B3-Jun-B7  1B-Jul-87 2&-Ror-87 29 Dhg 33, 0B
o4%  B3-UBAE-380-FA LEDN 3. 58 BEMI-AMHLY 2,7 1b-Dec-83  17-May-B4  BS-Feb-Bé bt b
24b  BO-HPLE-4B2-FR LEDNARDVILLE 208 MONTHLY fa-ov-BS  E7-Hov-BS  Bl-lap-Bh 19-Hep-83 €B 249
247 BT-RMG-335-FR LEMIB 3. 00 MONTHLY 83-Feb-87  1B-Feb~87 83-Ppr-B7 @1 -Jar-B7 B 7
248 B7-¥PLE-334-FR LEMWID 3.0 AONTHLY P3-Feb-B7  (B-Feb-B7  B3-fpr-87 Bi-Jar-87 £4 227
249 B5-CHET-340-FR LIBERAL 5. 88 CLAGG/SERVICE  ANNURLLY 13-Dec-83  @B-Jan-Bb6  Ri-Jan-86 I8-Nev-83 10 2860
250 BA-HPLE-334-FR LINCOLWVILLE 3. 80 HUNTHLY pe-Dec-55  13-Dec-85  @i-Feb-BE 30-Oct-85 P4 163
P31 BS-HPLG-333-FR LINDSBORG c. B HONTHLY Ph-Sep-B5  1i-Bep-85  81-Dec-B3 I5-Bpr-R3 2B aE03
252 BA-HPLB-132-FR LINM 2. 0 HOMTHLY #3-Mar-B4  1i-for-84  Bb-Far-B o 242
253 BA-CHLT-14B-FR  LINGOOD R GEMI-GMMLY 7,1 ©9-0ct-87  @2-Dec-87  @l-Jan-88 0l-Jun-B7 28 375 REVIEW 3 VRE 1,302
P54 BO-HPLE-378-FR LINWOOD 5. 88 MONTHLY i6-fug-85 3-fug-85  @5-0ci-85 27-Jun-B3 2R bl
P55 BA-UPLE-ZRI-FO LITTLE RIVER 3. 6@ HONTHLY {7-May-34  Bo-Jurn-B4  14-May-B4 i 471
255 B7-CNTE-483-F0  LOGAN 2. a8 SEMI-ARHLY tB-Jur-87  15-Jul-87  @5-Dec-87 Zb-Har-87 2 A5
257 B4-KPLE-227-FR LOWGFORD 3. 0@ HOMTHLY ig-Jun-84  15-Jun-84  15-Jul-B4 ] 4]
258 AS-HPLE-BSR-FR LOGT SPRINES 3. B8 WONTHLY i7T-Dec-8%  Bf-Jan-86  Di-Feb-Bb 3B-Oct-B3 B Aa-1
259 BA-WHNT-3B8-FR  LOUIGRUNG $250 BHMUALLY P3-Ini-84  @E-Feh-B4  Bl-Aug-B4 18 426
20l AL-HDLE-44R-FD LOUISVILLE 5. 0 FONTHLY Ui-ct-88  24-0ct-B4 Q1-Jan-80 8 #-5-84
2h1 RA-MPLEB-845-FR LOUIBVILLE 2. 0 HONTHLY ii-Oct-84  24-Oct-84  Bl-Jan-83 o 1-9-84
262 Bb-HCPE-Za5-FR LYNDON 5. 08 HONTHLY f2-Jun-Bt Zi-Jul-BE 7@-Feb-Bh 2B [H,50H,BOV,RESOLE  55A SOV FOR HERRING
£h3 BA-UPLB- 2B-FO LYMDOW SB/L U/ BI-YERRLY MONTHLY 14-Jul-87  29-Jul-B7 BB DAYE 2i-May-87 o8 =y
2o BA-MPLE-337-FR LYDNG 30 HONTHLY Z3i-Pug-B4  W3-Sep-84  Bi-Hov-f4 £ 1499 =
865 EO-DMRT- G3-FR O LYOMS 3,08 5750860 ANNUALLY Zh-Jan-85  BE-Feb-B3  Bl-War-33 16-Nov-B4 B 150
2Eh  AL-HOPE-DAG-FR LalYhEE 5. 88 SEMI-GENLY 3,11 13-May-Bh IB-Jur-BR P0-Feb-BA 2@ CH, 5OH, B0V, REBRLE 1132 BET FOR HEARING
267 B7-HPLE-399-FR HADISON 589 HONTHLY 19-for-87  21-Bpe-B7 B6-Jun-B7 26-Feb-B7 20 156l
268 BY-WPLB-398-F0 HADISMR 5. 08 FLNTHLY i8-Apr-87  21-Rpr-87  06-Jun-B7 26-Feb-B7 2B 1381
289 B4-HPLE-Z7B-FB  HAHRGHR 2. B HONTHLY §7-Sep-B4  @3-Oct-B4  Bi-Dec-B4 i 194
TR B4-HPLE- 15-FR HANCHESTER 3. 2 HONTHLY {1-Jan-B4  18-Jan-84  B5-Har-04 o -
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DATE BRTE BOTE OF TERM ORIER
Bl GOCHET BO. CiTy RATE IF % ﬁ?%?‘éh@L FEE {THER RATE PAYHENT BHIE Ik AP EG\?tE EFFECTIVE  WOTILE YERR EXRMPTIONG QE{N‘%. pil, RCMARKS DRTE S/YERR
4 LR R S SRR R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R EREHEREESERREEERIRSOE
271 B7-HRLB-222-FR Ffﬁwﬁﬂ Th 3,8 L@ Hey-B6  B3-Dec-B6  Bl-Jan-87 14-Get-B8 20 4365
272 ET-HPLE-DEL-FR HANHATTAN 308 . 2B-Nov-Bh  B3-Dec-B6  Bl-Jan-B87 14-0ct-B6 28 4350
F73 BS-HRLE-LIT-FH WAPLE HILL 508 WONTHLY §i-far-85  ZB-Mar-85  Bi-May-B3 2 s @ A1
274 B5-BHLB-ZY9-FR BARION 1.6 azﬁi-ﬁﬁ?@dﬂ‘i_i){ Bi-Jul-8%  17-Jul-BE  17-Pug-B: 2 514 18z
275 BS-HPLB-1Z1-FR O EARGUETIE o0 HONTHLY BE-Har-8%  2B-Mar-85  88-Jun-B3 3 o8 457
§ BS-HPLE-1ZR-FR BARBUETTE .08 HOMTHLY Bi-Mar-B5  El-War-BD  BA-Jun-83 36-Jan-B3 B 44k
77 BT-HPLE-B4 -FR O HARYSVILLE 3.8 FONTHLY l4-Rug-8F  #7-Pug-B86  12-0ci-86 13-Jun-BE 28 19 VR, REVIRY 1285 HD INCRERSE & 18 Y
278 B7-HPLE-BI -FR MARYBVILLE .08 MOWTHLY 1h-Bug-86  £7-fag-B6  10-Oct-86 13-Jun-Bb 2B 1B YR, REVIEW 1288 1 g1
279 B4-HRLE-113-FR WRYETTA ER FONTHLY {e-Mar-B4  3B-Har-84  Bl-Jun-B4 ] i76
2RG DA-PHTG-389-FR MEADE 309 BERI-AHNLY Ep-Jul-B6  ZR-Bug-Bd  B2-Sep-B4 i@ B84
ZR1 BA-HPLG- Be-FR  HEDICIME LUDBE 3. 88 FONTHLY PE-Sep-87  @7-Oct-87  31-Rug-87 3l-Jul-87 4 634
282 BE-WDWE-R1S-FO MEWLD 2. 2 HONTHLY iP-tay-B6  2i-Hay-88  @5-Jul-G6 Eo-Mar-B6 2B 51 i5-5-TREGI
282 BE-HPLE-1B9-FR  WERIDEM 3. 0 HOMTHLY 1i-Apr-B6  30-Ppr-86  16-May-BE &7-Fep-86 £ i5-20
PB4 AI-HPLE-FER-FR HILFURD 3.08 FONTHLY ZE-Dot-B3  Bi-Nov-B3 Bl-NMow-B3 o B34
2RS B4-EPDE-1BA-FR MINERAL 4,08 AONTHLY i8-Por-84  P3-for-B4 14-May-B4 2 BUHOOL, CHURCH 134
BRE  RR-MOPE-7R -FR WIGHION 4,00 FONTHLY fi-Mar-85  Be-for-BE  12-Apr-B86 25-Dec-B3 B 876
PBT B7-KDPE-28 -FR  WISSION - - 2i-Jul-86  13-fug-86 - ti-Jup-B8 - OH,3CH,GOV,FESARLE  BAR (BEE BE-KOPE-7H-FR)
FRB GE-HPLB-178-FR  MIGEIOH 4.8/1.8 MONTHLY Fh-Har-86  30-fpr-88  2h-fipr-BE - 17 BREB/SBD 3-S-2RB3)
PEY  B4-PNTB-317-FR  WONTEZUMA 3. 08 SEMI-ANRLY 19-Noy-B4  @7-Dec-BF  05-Jan-B3 i3 g4z
795 B5-KPLE-DIR-FR  HORBONYILLE 3. 80 HINTHLY 1g-Dec-85  13-Dec-83  i5-Jar-B6 31-Oct-83 28 157
291 AS-HPLE-BIT-FR WORGAWVILLE 2.8 MONTHLY 1@-Dec-85  13-Dec-85  15-Jan-86 31-Oct-BS =28 136
292 B7-MDME-3R3-FR MORLAMD 3. 00 HONTHLY Bh-Mar-87  11-Mar-87  @3-May-B7 Bl-Jan-B7 P B7-1@l (4-30~2807 REMEWAL) 82,900
293 B4-PHTG-475-FR WOSTOM 3.0 SEMI-OHNLY Zh-Ort-B4  @7-Nov-B4 l4-Tec-B4 i@ Ba-2
B34 Be-|NIB-134-FR  MOUMD VALLEY ER SEMI-BMNLY 2,7 13-Rpe-Bé A5-for-B4  B3-Jun-Bh oy 158
F9S A7-HPLE-332-FD MOUNT HORE 5.8/4.8/3.8 {1 ¥R, PHASE) WONTHLY BR-Feb-87  18-Feb-B7  Ba-May-87 Bl-Jan-B7 @ B7-1-6
296 B3I-GWRT-331-FR WOUNT BOPE $ 188 ARNUALLY B3-Nov-83  @93-Dec-B1  Bl-Jan-B4 5 83-18-4
297 Be-HRLE-ZRI-FR WOUNT VALLEY 3.00 HONTHLY if-fug-84  22-fug-B4  @7-Bug-Bh L] 193
298 BT-HPLE-492-FR RULVANE 5. 08 MOMTHLY Bo-Hay-87 i-Dec-B6 27-Hoee-Bb 2B 0 YR, REVIEM 6
P99 BI-SWRT-ZRe-FR  WULVAME 55, Db GURRTERLY 16-fug-83  28-Sep-83  §7-Dot-B2 519 % limit/IND. B-1-B3 &L,008 st
300 BA-HILB-TRE-FR HUNDER 2.8 HONTHLY §6-Dac-B4  13-Dec-Bé  Bl-Feb-B3 28 17
IB1 BE-MPLB-23B-FR WUSEOTHH 3. 98 HUNTHLY Pi-May-B5  D4-Jun-86 12-Aug-B5 97-Apr-BR 2R 7
E BE-DNTH-D3B-FR MelRACHENW .0 - #5-Dec-85  13-Dec-B5  17-Jan-88 29-fug-85 22 RN
33 AS-[HTE-S31-FR WelRRCHEN 2.6 SEHI-GHNLY §5-Tep-85  13-Dec-85  17-Jan-B6 29-fug-85 20 ot
34 Hi-DHTE-213-FO HcDRACHEN - - 18-Hov-B6  Bi-Dec-86 - - - 255 BEE B3-DHTH-B3B-FR?
BE-HDWE-EE3-FA WeDONALD 3.8 HONTHLY iS-May-BF  2i-Hay-86  12-Jul-Bb 2@-Feb-BG 2B {27
B4-MDIE-5E1-FR HoFRRLAND 3. 0@ HONTHLY fE~Doc-B4  1%-Dec-B4  15-Feb-85 24 {7
Be-EPLE-131-FR  HelDUTH 5. 08 ROMTHLY iG-Rpr-84  17-Way-A4  Gi-fug-B4 2f 334
Be-HPLB-124-FA  HODHERSON £, h MONTHLY #9-Har-84  |1-Aor-84  24-Feb-B4 B gind
Bi-HPLB-G453-FO  WRRKA 2.0 HONTHLY #e-Dec-B4  19-Dec-B4 Bi-Feb-830 28 103
: A7-SWET-34B-FA  HEODESHA LBEB/T 050 (3 WINTHD) pRNUALLY, 2 23-Feh-87  ii-War-B7  Bl-Jan-B7 08-Jan-B7 20 1281
311 BE-BRLB-147-FR  HEBS CITY 4, 8 SEMT-ANNLY 8,2 3@-Tct-87 B4-Noy-87 27-Pug-B7 =8 573 YRE $4SR 18,600
IIE BS-HPLE-347-FR NETOMARR 3.0 HINTHLY BA-fug-85  14-Pug-83  Z6-Bup-83 27-Jun-E5 20 835
313 BE-HPLE-ZRA-FR NETRMARA 3. 08 HONTHLY Bi-Hay-86  2i-May-86  BE-Jun-Bb 3l-War-Bb 28 B3
ilh BS-APLE- 93-FR  MEW CAMBRIA La HOWTHLY 25-Feh-BS  §8-¥ar-BS  B5-Dec-8b 18-Jan-B3 29 132
35 BI-HBEE-298-FR  NEWTOH 338 HONTHLY #5-fug-83  28-3ep-83  Bi-Gep-B3 o REVIEY SV
Iip BT-HPLB-17S-FR MEWTON SB/45 HONTHLY #3-nt-8E #i-Tec-B6 BE-Doi-Bo 2R ZB5%
317 BE-RHAB-35 -FR MICHEREW i.08 SEWI-ANNLY 2,7 19-Feb-BE  @5-Mar-86  16-Map-B4 Z4-Jawds 29 589 FYR,REVIRM
I8 BA-HPLE-23B-FA NICHERSDH 3.8 HONTHLY B-Jur-B4 -0 ‘J.fw&ii #2-fug-Ba 28 Bl
319 A7-DYVE-ZRe-FR NIDTRIE 2. O SEMI-GNNLY 1,7 18-Nov-B6  B3-Dec-B6  @2-Nov-B6 09-Jul-BE 2O 15k
I2R  B4-KBRE- 97-FO HORTH NEWTOM 3. 58 WOMTHLY #7-Feb-84 1%—-%37“8% 13-Dor-B4 o Bt
3Pl B7-HPLB-BE -FR HORTH REWTIM RN FONTHLY 28-Aug-86 §3-Sep-Bh E3-Jul-86 20 295 SET FOR HERRING
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WICHITA PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Unified School District No. 259
ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
428 South Broadway
WICHITA, KS 67202

Kathryn Dysart
Intergovernmental and
Community Affairs
316-833-4135

To: Members of the House Energy and Natural
Resources Committee

From: Kathryn Dysart, Wichita Public Schools

Date: February 24, 1988

Re: House Bill 2981

Mister Chairman and members of the Committee,

The bill before you (HB 2981) seeks to limit the disparity of
assessment on classes of customers against which a city may
impose a utility franchise fee. We contend that there is one class of
customer -- public school districts -- against which no fee should be
imposed.

It is our contention that a franchise fee which is paid by a
consumer and passed through a utility company to a city is a de facto
tax. It is, we assert, a sales tax on the purchase of electrical, gas, or
telephone service.

KSA 79-3606 (c) prohibits such taxation:

all sales of tangible personal property or services,
including the renting and leasing of tangible personal
property, purchased directly by a public or private
elementary or secondary school or public or private
nonprofit educational institution and used primarily by
such school or institution for nonsectarian programs and
activities provided or sponsored by such school or
institution or in the erection, repair or enlargement of
buildings to be used for such purposes.

Additionally, KSA 12-189 (a) and KSA 12-190 extend the
reach of this provision to all countywide and city retailers' sales
taxes.

... such tax shall be identical in its application, and
exemptions therefrom, [emphasis added] to the Kansas
retailers' sales tax act and all laws and administrative rules

and regulations of the state department of revenue relating
to the Kansas retailers' sales tax shall apply to such local
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sales tax insofar as such laws and rules and regulations may
be made applicable.

It is clear that the framers of the Constitution of the State of
Kansas - and authors of subsequent amendments - did not intend to
have public school districts taxed since they exempted school
districts from state levied property taxes. Not to do so would, in fact,
have created a system of double taxation.

School districts levying taxes upon citizens so that they may in
turn pay other units of government which also levy taxes against the
same citizens doesn't make any sense. Levying taxes against school
districts who in turn come to the State and request state general
fund revenues so the districts may pay their tax bills to the cities is
even sillier. Moreover, as all students of good government know,
every entity through which such taxes must pass incurs
administrative costs which increase the expense to the ultimate
payor - the people of the state.

We ask that you amend House Bill 2981 to exempt public
school districts from the payment of utility franchise taxes. I have
included for your reference a list of the franchise taxes paid by the
Wichita Public Schools and two other school districts which I
contacted. The fiscal notes to the districts are noted. This move
would, of course, be revenue neutral to the state. It carries the
ultimate advantage of allowing existing education funds to be used
for their intended purpose: educating the children of Kansas.



Franchise Fees paid by Three School Districts in 1986-87

Service Purchased Percentage charged Tax paid

Wichita Public Schools, USD 259

Electric 5% $166,846.
Gas - fuel 5% 57,607.
Telephone 5% 32,703.
Fiscal year total $257,156.

Lawrence Public Schools, USD 497

Electric 3% $ 10,806.
Gas - fuel 5% 11,166.
Telephone 3% 1,181.
Fiscal year total $ 23,153.

Dodge City Public Schools, USD 443

(estimated)

Electric 5% $ 9,500.
Gas - fuel 5% 5,200.
Telephone 6% 1,000.

Fiscal year total $ 15,700.



SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY BEFORE THE KANSAS CORPORATION COMMISSION

KANSAS CITY KANSAS POSITION ON ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
CONSIDERATIONS IN FRANCHISE TAX SETTING
TESTIMONY OF DENNIS HAYS
Presented October 14, 1987

Dennis Hays, Deputy City Administrator, testified
that the City Council gave directions in the franchise
negotiations between the City and the gas companies. The
City Council said that any franchise granted should achieve
two primary purposes for the citizens of the community:

(1) a good and reliable gas distribution system must be
assured; and (2) the Kansas City, Kansas consumer should be

able to purchase gas at a reasonable price given market
conditions.

Mr. Hays testified that the Council had concern
about maintaining a competitive environment to lure economic
development prospects to the City, and wished to maintain
competitive utility rates for industry. For approximately
40 years, until 1984, the City's franchise tax was 5% on
domestic and 0% on industrial sales, compared with Kansas
City, Missouri's rates of 9% and 10%. However, in this
national economy, Mr. Hays testified, we must also compare
our rates with other cities in the metropolitan area, and in
the nation, so that the overall utility rate does not discourage

“a~company from locating or remaining in the City. Kansas
City, Kansas' economy is based in large part on industrial
development, and in order to protect all our citizens,

including residential citizens, we must maintain a strong
industrial base.

Mr. Hays testified to the City's gradualism approach
to the increase in industrial gas franchise fees. He said
that the Council wished to increase industrial gas franchise
fees above the 0% level which was maintained for several
decades, and above the 1% level which was in place from 1984
to 1986, but did not wish to do so all at once. In order to
maintain a competitive environment for economic development
purposes and in order to minimize the impact on industry in
any single year, an incremental approach of increasing
industrial user gas franchise taxes over a 3-year period was
determined prudent and reasonable by the Council.

The City has different franchise fees for industrial
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versus domestic customers for several reasons. There is
greater disruption at the streets and rights of ways in the
distribution of residential product than that of supply
industrial users. In fact, the industrial users testified
to the KCC that the disruption percentage is closer to the
5%/1% differential that the City had in place from 1984 to
1986, than to the 5%/3% differential now in place. Also,
the Council did not want to raise the industrial fee to such

a level that economic development would be placed at a
competitive disadvantage.

A number of industrial users appeared before the
Council expressing concern over any increase in industrial
franchise fees. Mr. Hays testified that some of the users
presented specific data on the impact upon their operation
and product of each percent of increase in the industrial fees.

There was evidence before the KCC by KCC staff
witness Robert Elliott on the 2% differential between industrial
and residential rates. He testified that staff's opinion
had been that a 2% differential between domestic and industrial
rates should not be exceeded to avoid the possibility of
undue discrimination, but that this opinion was not a formal
Commission policy. He further testified that the 2% differential
had no analytical or financial basis. He further testified
that the suggestion by the industrial customers that a cost
based differential is approximately 5% residential /1%
industrial, that the 2% differential should be re-examined.
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THOMAS R. POWELL, Director of Law and City Attorney
JOE ALLEN LANG, Assistant City Attorney
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DEPARTMENT OF LAW

OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY

CITY HALL — THIRTEENTH FLOOR February 24_, ’ 1988

455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202 - 1635
(316) 268-4681

The Honorable Dennis J. Spaniol

Chairman, House Energy and Natural
Resources Committee

Statehouse

Topeka, Kansas 66612

RE: House Bill 2981
Franchise Fees

Dear Representative Spaniol:

The City of Wichita would 1like to appear in opposition to
HB 2981. We suggest that bill is unnecessary, an impediment
to economic development initiatives, and an interference with
the rights of cities to govern themselves.

The proposed 2% differential limitation between classes of
consumers does not affect any current franchise fees paid to
the City of Wichita. All franchises now are based upon the
same percentage of gross receipts of the utility for all
sales. In the past, however, the City of Wichita has differ-
entiated between classes of consumers in some franchises. We
want to preserve the right to use that device in the future if
found to be in the best interest of the City and its consumers.

It is important to cities to have tools to encourage economic

development by providing certain incentives to business or

industry. It may also be necessary in the future to take into

consideration certain bulk users who do not extensively use

rights-of-way. While no specific plans are on the horizon and

we are limited by our current negotiated franchise agreements,

it is important that cities maintain control over franchise fees
to have flexibility.

The City of Wichita particularly opposes the placement of any
portion of the Franchise Act under the jurisdiction of the
Kansas Corporation Commission as is proposed by Section 6.
First, it seems an awkward device to place only one portion of
this extensive act under that control. Any such move is seen
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Honorable Dennis J. Spaniol
February 24, 1988
Page 2

as a serious erosion of the traditional power of cities, however,
and creates a precedent that forebodes ill for the future. Under
the framework of K.S.A. 12-2001, franchise authority resides in
the elected local officials and not a state agency. That should
not change.

The franchise powers are currently exercised by local elected
officials, representing the interests of the local electorate.
It is these local officials who are in a position to best know
the circumstances and needs of the community as to revenue, use
of right-of-ways, economic development, and regulation of local
utilities. This is consistent with the philosophy of local
governance set forth in the constitutional provision on Home Rule.

Ultimately, of course, the citizens of the municipality have the
final voice on a franchise ordinance through their right of petition
and popular vote as set forth in the current franchise act. This
should be a forceful answer to the concerns that may underlie the
proposal in HB 2981.

The primary concern of the City of Wichita with HB 2981 and
similar bills is the potential erosion of the City's financial
base. The franchise fees paid by the utilities is a significant
component of the revenue source for Wichita as well as other
cities. As cities share less and less in the revenues available
to the State and federal governments, it is imperative that
traditional sources be protected. Any present or future change
in the franchise law could seriously impact the ability of cities
to utilize their own revenue sources. Franchise fees will pro-
vide $18 million in revenue for the 1988 Wichita budget. This is
equivalent to about 18 mills or 52% of the current annual mill
levy (34.639). Any potential reduction will adversely impact
property tax levy requirements and is cause for alarm.

The Committee is respectfully urged to reject any attempt to
change the Franchise Act that has served the citizens of this
State well for decades. The City of Wichita expresses its
strong opposition to HB 2981.

Very truly yours,
Thomas R. Powell, City Attorney

Joe AllerrLan

Assistant Ci ttbrney
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League
(<)) of Kansas
“%%’ Municipalities

PUBLISHERS OF KANSAS GOVERNMENT JOURNAL/112 WEST SEVENTH ST., TOPEKA, KANSAS 66603/AREA 913-354-9565

TO: Chairman Dennis Spaniol and Members,

House Committee on Energy and Natural Resources
FROM: David L. Corliss

League of Kansas Municipalities
DATE: February 24, 1988
RE: House Bill 2981; Restricting Franchise Tax Rates

I. INTRODUCTION

The League of Kansas Municipalities is opposed to HB 2981 as an encroachment upon
the constitutional home rule powers of Kansas cities and as poor public policy limiting the
economic development tools available to cities to attract job-creating industries and
businesses. The intent of HB 2981 appears to be to limit the difference between classes of
customers charged utility franchise taxes to 2%. The bill also gives the Kansas Corporation
Commission authority to regulate this 2% cap on tax classifications. At the 1987 League of
Kansas Municipalities Annual Convention the following Statement of Municipal Policy was
adopted by the voting delegates:

Utility Franchises. The amount of utility franchise for compensation fees for charges
levied by cities on private utilities operating within the city, including the allocation of
charges to different classes of users, should be a matter of home rule and local
determination and should not be restricted either by state law or by action of the Kansas

Corporation Commission. Any exemptions from utility franchise fee and charges should be
determined locally.

II. LEAGUE ARGUMENTS AGAINST HB 2981

A. Locally-elected City Governing Bodies Are the Proper Bodies For
Determining the Amount and Allocation of Utility Franchise Taxes.

Under the Kansas Constitutional Home Rule Amendment, Article 12,
Section 5, the cities of Kansas were granted broad powers by the people of
Kansas to enact laws on matters of local affairs and government. The
Home Rule Amendment recognizes the fact that problems and issues of an
essentially local nature are best and most efficiently dealt with by locally-
elected officials. It is difficult to find a matter of more local concern than
the use of publicly-owned sidewalks, streets and alleys by private utilities.
City officials are responsible for the construction and maintenance of the
city rights-of-way that utilities use for the delivery and transmission of
electric, gas and telephone services to city residents. Under present law,
local taxpayers determine through the local democratic process how much
utility users should pay in franchise compensation. It is in keeping with the
clear intent of the Kansas Constitution and sound public policy to have
locally-elected city officials determine the proper compensation for the
utility's use of the public rights-of-way.
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If proponents of HB 2981 believe it is in the consumer's best interest,
this committee should note that city residents are protected against
unreasonable franchise tax differentiations by K.S.A. 12-2001. That
statute provides for a protest petition and election against franchise
ordinances that the public may think unfair. The city residents are also
protected by the electoral process under which they elect city officials
who must negotiate franchise rates in a manner acceptable to the voters to
whom they are directly accountable. Additionally, city residents may also
bring legal challenges against the reasonableness of franchise ordinances.

The Use of Differential Franchise Tax Classes is Justified on Economic
Establishing Classifications of Franchise Taxpayers Is a Proper Exercise of
City Power to Provide for the General Welfare.

According to League records, only a small minority of Kansas cities
presently have franchise tax rate differentials. The following is a non-
exhaustive description of some city practices:

Several cities with gas franchise agreements with Gas Service
Company have a 5% tax rate on gas for domestic purposes and a 1% tax
rate on gas for industrial purposes (e.g. Holton, Leawood, Merriam,
Minneapolis, South Hutchinson, Osborne and Roeland Park) The City of
Goodland has a gas franchise agreement with Peoples Natural Gas
providing for a 5% tax rate on residential service and a 2% on all other
service. The City of Baxter Springs has a 5% tax rate, excluding churches
with a cap of $25.00 tax per month per customer's bill. The City of
Shawnee is reducing its electric and gas franchise taxes so that in 1989
residential customers will not pay any tax and non-residential customers
will pay 2%.

This diversity does not represent conflict or chaos, but instead
represents the fact that locally-elected officials have chosen to meet their

different local needs in different ways: some emphazing economic

development, some emphazing the reduced public right-of-way used in

servicing industry, and others subsidizing residential consumers. Despite

the relatively small use of differential rates, the ability to offer a lower
franchise tax rate to commercial and industrial users has been used as an
important economic incentive to large energy consumers such as the
General Motors Fairfax plant in Kansas City and Ark City Packing in
Arkansas City--to provide two prominent examples.

The differential franchise tax rate is also justified on the basis that
large bulk energy users typically use proportionately less of the city's
right-of-way to receive electricity and gas from utilities than do
residential consumers. This fact was documented in testimony prepared by
General Motors at the KCC hearings on utility franchise agreement
practices last October. Because large industrial consumers usually require
less public right-of-way to provide gas in proportion to their large use,
there is unrefuted empirical evidence that taxing industrial and domestic
consumers the same can unfairly burden large industrial users. Providing a
different franchise tax classification recognizes this economy of scale
which favors large industrial users.



Drafting Questions and Practical Problems with HB 2981.

Although the amendments proposed in HB 2981 contain only three
sentences, there are significant problems with each sentence.

Lines 110:113 provide:

(6) When establishing the formula to determine the amount of
compensation or consideration under paragraph (5), if the city creates more
than one class of consumers, the difference in the rate each such class is
assessed shall not exceed 2%.

It is not clear from the wording of the amendment what the 2% is
referring to. If a domestic rate is 3%, must the industrial rate be within
1% to 5%, or within 2% of 3%? If the "difference" in the rate each such
class is assessed cannot exceed "2%", does this mean if one class is 5%
each other class would be limited to 2% of the 5% difference or 2% of the
entire gross receipts above or below 5%?

Lines 110:113 provide:

If a flat fee is imposed, the amount of such fee assessed against each
class of consumers shall not result in one class paying an amount which is
2% greater than any other class.

Not only does this sentence carry with it the ambiguity of the above-
noted "2%" terminology, it also raises questions as to what the 2% is to be
applied against--i.e. individual consumers or classes of customers?

Lines 117:118 provides:

The provisions of this paragraph shall be subject to K.S.A. 66-101 and
amendments thereto.

This statute relates only to electric public utilities. Also there is no
mention of city franchising authority under K.S.A. 12-824 which is an
alternative statutory means for cities to enter into franchise agreements
with interurban railway companies or electric transmission companies.

Additional practical problems with HB 2981 exist, including: What
affect does HB 2981 have on current agreements? Does the bill apply to
current agreements, and if so, is it retroactively applicable against existing
class differentiations? How does this biil affect the situation where the
city receives free street lighting in exchange for the granting of the
franchise? Is a city itself a class of customers under this bill? How does
this bill affect cities such as Baxter Springs which exempt churches from
the franchise tax? Are churches customers under this bill? As the above
demonstrates, there are significant practical problems and questions of
drafting that need to be addressed in HB 2981.



The Municipal Utility Franchise

To appreciate the important public policy implications underlying the League's
opposition to HB 2981, it is necessary to understand the franchise relationship between
cities and utilities. When a utility seeks to place a pipeline or run a transmission line across
private property, the utility must either purchase or condemn an easement. Within city
limits, frequently the most logical and efficient place for a utility to run a pipeline or an
electric or telephone wire is along city-owned property in the form of city streets or other
public property. Recognizing that the use of public right-of-way is a necessity for the
efficient delivery of utility services, cities and utilities enter into agreements that grant a
utility access to virtually all public right-of-way thereby avoiding the costs and
inefficiencies that would result if utilities had to negotiate over every square foot of public
property.

City-utility franchise agreements commonly detail the access rights of the utility,
maintenance responsibilities, liability and indemnification and other provisions which
protect the public's investment in its property and also allow for the efficient use of the
property by the utility. An example of an important franchise agreement provision concerns
the right of utilities to make excavations and cuts in city streets in order to maintain their
transmission system. Because such utility cuts hasten the deterioration of streets, franchise
tax compensation places the repair burden on the user of utility services, not on the city
property taxpayer.

In the vast majority of franchise agreements, the utility pays for its use of public
property by providing a percentage of its gross receipts to the city. In its ratemaking
capacity, the Kansas Corporation Commission has determined that the franchise charge for
the use of public right-of-way must be entirely passed on to ratepaying consumers--so in
effect the city resident as a utility consumer (not as a taxpayer) pays for the utilities' use of
the public right-of-way.



NORMAN R. SHERBERT
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
COMMENTS BEFORE THE STATE
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY & NATURAL RESOURCES
HOUSE BILL 2981, FRANCHISE TAX
FEBRUARY 4, 1988

I WAS ASKED TO TESTIFY AGAINST THIS BILL BY OTHER INTERESTED INDUSTRY
MEMBERS AS AN INDUSTRY REPRESENTATIVE OF A COMPANY THAT RECENTLY DECIDED
TO STAY IN KANSAS AND TO BUILD A $1 BILLION SITE,

I AM NOT HERE TO SUGGEST THAT WE DECIDED TO REMAIN IN KANSAS BECAUSE
OF THE FRANCHISE SYSTEM -- THAT WOULD BE RIDICULOUS. RATHER, I'D LIKE TO
INDICATE THAT THIS ISSUE IS ONE OF HUNDREDS (MAYBE THOUSANDS) OF ELEMENTS
THAT 60 INTO THE DECISION FORMULA PROCESS.

THE WAY THE PRESENT LAW IS WRITTEN, IT ALLOWS A COMPANY SUCH AS GM TO
SIT DOWN AND NEGOTIATE WITH A CITY SUCH AS KANSAS CITY TO ARRIVE AT THE
BEST RATE. THIS IS NOT TO SAY WE'RE DOING THIS AT THE EXPENSE OF THE
CITIZENS OR OTHER BUSINESSES, BUT RATHER TO ARRIVE AT A JUSTIFIED RATE
BASED ON ACTUAL COSTS.

FRANCHISE TAX IS IMPOSED AS REIMBURSEMENT FOR THE USE OF STREETS AND
RIGHTS-OF-WAY. THIS TAX SHOULD BE IMPOSED BASED UPON WHO USES MOST OF THE
SERVICES, AGAIN ON AN ACTUAL COST BASIS -- NOT ON AN ARBITRARY 2%
DIFFERENTIAL.

IN FACT LARGER USERS, SUCH AS GM, USE VERY LITTLE OF THE STREETS AND
RIGHTS-OF-WAY AS COMPARED TO SMALLER USERS (RESIDENTIAL AREAS) WHEREIN
THOUSANDS OF LINES MUST BE MAINTAINED AND SERVICED. THERE IS
JUSTIFICATION FOR A DIFFERENTIAL -- WHICH COULD BE GREATER THAN 2% -- TO
BE IMPOSED.

IN FACT, INDUSTRY EVIDENCE PRESENTED BEFORE THE KANSAS CORPORATION
COMMISSION REVEALS THAT ON THE AVERAGE IT COST Q TN T Tn MATNTATN AND
SERVICE SMALLER USERS COMPARED TO LARGER USER— e R 2-24-88
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ASSOCIATION

KANSAS

TESTIMONY ON H.B. 2981

by

Richard S. Funk, Assistant Executive Director
Kansas Association of School Boards

February 29, 1988

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we appreciate the opportunity
to appear today on behalf of the 302 members of the Kansas Association of
School Boards. KASB supports the provisions found in H.B. 2981l.

The Kansas Association of School Boards long has had a policy that opposes
one unit of government from imposing taxes upon another unit of government,
i.e., local boards of education. Such is the case of franchise fees or taxes.

We support the concept found in H.B. 2981 that allows no more than a two
percent differential between different classes of franchise fee payors. This
provision would allow local boards of education to "bargain" down their fran-
chise fee from the current level.

KASB also would ask the committee to consider amending into H.B. 2981 a
provision that would exempt local boards of education from franchise fees.

Thank you for your consideration.

(This attachment was received after minutes were approved.)
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mments of Randy Burleson

HB 2981
Wednesday , Feb.24, 1988
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Mr. Chairman and members of the committee my name
is Randy Burleson and I am here representing The
Emnirp Distrivf Electric anpanv in regards to HB 2981

Currently we have three agreements awaiting
approval by the KCC. The delay with Galena, Raxter
Springs, and Columbus is because they all three have a
5% franchise fee with a $25.00 cap. The cap in these
three communities result in some of our larger
customers paying less then 3% which violates the 2%
dirterential acceptable. Even though this arrangenent
may be considered by some as preferential treatment to
large customers it has never caused a problem between
the three communities or among the residential
customers. These agreements have been in existence
for a long time and at our meetings held with the city
councils to renew the franchise for another 20 years
there was no attempt to make any changes in the terms
which would have eliminated or reduced the fee for
large customers,

Since this issue doesn't s
problems with our customers
would like the committee to ythering
existing franchise agreements. But, if a community is
negotiating their initial franchise or attempt to make
any changes in existing terms of an agreement during
renewal proceedings then we would support the
provisions outlined in the hill to become effective,
This concept would help our particular case and we
would appreciate your consideration of the attached
amendment ,

Thank you for the opportunity to address the
committee,

«Q
[n]
i}
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(This attachment was received after minutes were approved.)

Attachment 14
~" House Energy & NR 2-24-88 —




Prbposed amendment to HB 2981

After line 116 after the word class, a new paragraph,

The provisions of this section apply to initial franchise
negotiations and to franchise agreements that have expired. Except,
if a renewed franchise agreement contains the same terms,
conditions,and franchise tax amounts,then the percentage restrictions
in this section do not apply.






