Motor Vehicle Review Committee

September 28, 2010

MINUTES

Motor Vehicle Review Committee Members in attendance:
Sal Petilos for Kim Hood, Chair Department of Administrative Services

Scott Strong for Dennis Carver Department of Natural Resources
Roxie Huntsman Department of Corrections

Kirk Middaugh, absent Department of Public Safety

Steve McCarthy Department of Transportation

Paul Mash for Kent Beers Division of Purchasing

David Rees University of Utah

Robin Erickson, absent Utah Clean Cities

Scott Harding Larry H. Miller

Fleet Operations and Guests in attendance:

Sam Lee Division of Fleet and Surplus Services
Corry Hill Division of Fleet and Surplus Services
Scott Bingham Division of Fleet and Surplus Services
Gala Dumas Division of Fleet and Surplus Services
Anne Stehno Division of Fleet and Surplus Services
Gary Robertson Division of Fleet and Surplus Services
Jenniel Allen Department of Health

Polly Colbert Department of Human Services

Brian Nelson Division of Risk Management

On Tuesday, September 28, 2010 the Motor Vehicle Review Committee held their
regularly scheduled meeting in room 250 of the State Capitol, Salt Lake City, Utah. The
meeting was called to order at 10:10 am by Substitute Chair Petilos.
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1. Approval of Minutes from the March 26, 2009 meeting.

MOTION: Dave Rees motioned to approve the Minutes from March 26, 2009 seconded
by Paul Mash
Motion passed unanimously.

2. Approval of Minutes from the January 19, 2010 meeting.

Motioned by David Rees, seconded by Roxie Huntsman
Motion passed unanimously.

3. Full-size Van Protocol

Sam Lee with Fleet Operations reviewed the changes to the Large Van Protocol, Pre-trip
Log, and the Weekly Inspection Form.

Dave Rees asked why the eight passenger vans were added to the protocol. Brian Nelson
with Risk Management stated the eight passenger vans which are being manufactured
now are actually the large passenger van (10 to 12 passenger vans) with the rear seat
removed, so they still have the same problems. Dave Rees stated he recalled the reason
we went to a 9 maximum passengers is once you went to 9 passengers the center of
gravity changed and it was no longer a problem. Brian Nelson stated there is still a
problem because the way they are manufactured. Dave Rees then asked if the problem
was just with the big three manufacturers (Ford, Chevrolet, and Dodge). Do Mercedes
and Frontliner have the same problem? Brian Nelson stated some of them are still not
safe. After 2011 all large passenger vans will be manufactured with the stability system.

Sal Petilos asked if there were any data in regards to the 8 passenger vans. Brian Nelson
stated Risk Management has the documentation on the 8 passenger vans.

Dave Rees asked why it is being restricted to only those with a Utah license can drive a
full-size passenger van when they can drive all of the other vehicles? Sam Lee stated
Fleet has access to check the Utah driver’s licenses to make sure their license matches the
criteria. Fleet does not have the same availability to other state driver’s license records.

Steve McCarthy stated you can operate a commercial vehicle with certain prescribed
drugs. If we allow Class A trucks why can’t they drive a van? Brian Nelson stated is
only applies to drugs that could impair their ability to drive.

Sal Petilos stated he is concerned with vans not being able to be driven out of state
because it impacts Agencies ability to operate as needed. Brian Nelson said it is apparent
that we have full-size vans out there to transport teams out of state. Risk Management
would like Agencies to use a private rental company when transporting out of state.
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Roxie Huntsman stated Corrections has specialized full-size vans which have cages in
them to transport prisoners out of state. How are we going to be able to do our business?
We travel out of state to get to the Dagget County jail. Brian Nelson stated Risk
Management needs to know about those working conditions so exceptions can be made.

Dave Rees stated no matter what way we go once we leave the state we lose our liability
cap. | don’t see why this is an issue. People see that it is the State of Utah and they have
deep pockets. Brian Nelson stated many discussions have happened on this matter. We
realize that when we have insurance through a rental agency we are the secondary
insurance instead of the primary insurance. Dave Rees asked if there was a secondary
insurance that could be purchased so that the state would not be liable. Brian Nelson
stated Risk Management has purchased excess liability coverage to help to cover the
costs of a catastrophic accident in these types of vehicles.

Scott Strong asked if an Agency needed to hire a charter bus who would be responsible
for paying for it. Brian Nelson stated the Agency is responsible for the cost.

Paul Mash asked if the University of Utah needed to travel out of state could they contact
Risk Management to purchase additional insurance for a specific event. Brian Nelson
stated they looked into the cost of additional insurance for those types of events. The
underwriters came back and stated they did not want to underwrite those types of events.
Risk Management does not offer that type of insurance nor would any insurance
company he knows of would underwrite it.

Dave Rees asked what kind of problems you were finding with the weekly inspection
forms. Sam Lee stated it’s not that we were finding problems. These new documents are
more comprehensive. Dave Rees asked if there was any data as to what was being found
weekly. Sam Lee stated we have not researched to see if there were problems being
found.

Roxie Huntsman asked if could be an exception made to the travel times for public
safety. We have people who have to leave during those times to take prisoners to court
down south. Brian Nelson asked the committee to communicate with Risk those
problems. Sal Petilos stated that there should be exceptions made for those agencies
which operate three different shifts in a 24 hour period. This should not stop agencies
from being able to function.

Sal Petilos asked if the dual rear wheel being put into the protocol was premature
considering it is still in the testing phase. Brian Nelson stated it is premature, but it is the
direction we are heading and wanted to include the language for that reason.

Sam Lee stated the intention today is not to approve the document, it is to receive your
feedback on the documents.
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Roxie Huntsman asked what is the purpose of the pre-inspection log. Are we asking each
person who drives the van in a day to fill out the log? Brian Nelson stated agencies need
to do what makes sense. Sam Lee stated he agreed with that.

Paul Mash stated he is uncomfortable approving this at this time. Especially until we get
feedback on number 3. Full-size vans driving out of state, 9. Not being able to drive
between 1 a.m. and 5 a.m., and 11. Only vans with dual rear wheel conversions can
transport those 18 and under.

Paul Mash asked if there has been any further discussion as to putting this into Risk
Managements rule. Sam Lee stated it has not happened we would like to get the protocol
in place first before looking at rule.

Dave Rees stated no out of state travel does not work for the University of Utah, nor
would it work for the other Higher Eds. It doesn’t affect the large teams, they already use
charters. It is our small teams which are using the full-size passenger vans. Also, if we
find the dual rear wheel mitigates the risk | would like the Protocol to be changed.

Polly Colbert with Human Services stated we do transport kids under the age of 18. We
have 50 of the full-size passenger vans, and transport children. We have full-size vans on
our replacement list. Our director wants to know if we are not able to transport children
with the full-size vans we need to get them replaced with smaller vans.

Sal Petilos stated as the protocol is written it will not be approved by the committee. He
suggested talking to the agencies to find out their impacted, especially with item 3, 9, and
11 on the Protocol.

4. Executive Appropriations Committee

Sam Lee went over items which were presented to the Executive Appropriations
Committee by Gary Ricks. Items 4 and 5 are pending waiting a decision from the
Government Operations Sub Committee.

1. Finance has been asked to separate out the personal mileage reimbursement to

show if the employee was given the lower rate or the higher rate.

2. Add the cost comparison utility as the beginning portal to make a reservation
for a rental vehicle. This will show customers which is more cost efficient for
the State, taking their own vehicle or using a rental vehicle.

Gather the addresses of all state vehicles.

4. Create a vehicle sharing pilot program at the Capitol Hill complex for the
period of one year.

5. Report to the Government Operations Sub Committee on the Utilization
Model.

w



Motor Vehicle Review Committee Meeting Minutes
January 19, 2010
Page 5

5. State Travel

Sam Lee stated this is informational only. The State travel office has been transitioned
under the umbrella of Fleet Operations instead of being under the Division of Finance
umbrella.

Paul Mash added that State Surplus would be moving from Fleet Operations to
Purchasing.

6. Utilization Model Update
Sam Lee stated this is just a status update.

Scott Bingham gave a status update of the meetings which have taken place with
agencies. Fleet Operations has met with 8 agencies and will be meeting with 15 more
agencies. After we finalize the first round of vehicles, we will be increasing the mileage
minimums 5 to 7 percent.

Sal Petilos asked if the 5 to 7 percent increase would create any change in the utilization
and would there be more vehicles added with low utilization. Scott Bingham stated yes it
will net some addition vehicles.

7. Smoking in State Vehicles

Sam Lee stated we currently have rule R27-3-17 which states all multiple user vehicles
are designated as non-smoking. Agencies shall be assessed fees for any damage incurred
as a result of smoking in vehicles. Agencies that allow smoking in exclusive use vehicles
shall be responsible for the cost of necessary repairs to, or refurbishment of, any vehicle
in which smoking has been permitted to insure that the vehicle is suitable for
reassignment, reallocation or sale when the vehicle reaches the applicable replacement
criteria. It costs the state about one hundred dollars to have the vehicle detailed. There
are some agencies which have a no smoking policy in their vehicles. There are also
agencies which allow smoking in exclusive use vehicles.

Sal Petilos asked how much it cost the state per year to fix and detail the smoking
vehicles. Anne Stehno stated she does not have that information with her. We say the
detail costs one hundred dollars, but we do not know how long that cleaning will last. It
is also not cost effective to sell a state vehicle which has been smoked in at surplus
because of the smell.

Paul Mash asked which agencies allow the smoking in vehicles. Steve McCarthy stated
UDOT does allow smoking in the vehicles. He spoke to his Executive Director and he
did not want to take away the smoking privilege.
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Paul Mash asked Sam Lee if he has talked to the Executive Directors about making all
state vehicles non-smoking. Sam Lee stated we have not talked to the Executive
Directors recently about smoking in vehicles.

MOTION: Dave Rees motioned to make all state vehicles non-smoking. Second by

Roxie Huntsman.
Motion passed unanimously.

MOTION: Dave Rees motioned to adjourn, second by Scott Harding.
Motion passed unanimously.

Meeting adjourned 12:15



