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Submit a hard copy of the proposed rule(s) and regulation(s) and any external documents that the proposed 
rule(s) and regulation(s) would adopt along with the following to the Division of the Budget. 
 
I. Brief description of the proposed rule(s) and regulation(s). 
 

This existing regulation adopts relevant portions of 49 C.F.R. Part 395, which establishes the 
hours of service requirements to be followed by motor carriers and their employees.  The proposed 
changes include changes which will go into effect September 29, 2020 which relax certain aspects of the 
hours of service rules to accommodate driving practices that are now being recorded through ELD’s.  

II. Statement by the agency if the rule(s) and regulation(s) is mandated by the federal 
government and a statement if approach chosen to address the policy issue is different from that 
utilized by agencies of contiguous states or the federal government.  (If the approach is different, 
then include a statement of why the Kansas rule and regulation proposed is different) 

 

The adoption of this regulation is required by the federal government under 49 C.F.R. Part 350. 
Adoption of this regulation permits the Commission the ability to enforce the existing regulations as 
required by state and federal law. Adopting major changes to the regulations at the same time as other 
jurisdictions is important so that motor carriers face uniform enforcement as they travel throughout the 
country.  

If periodic updates to the Kansas motor carrier regulations are not conducted, the Commission 
becomes non-compliant with its requirement to maintain substantial compliance with the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Regulations pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Part 350.  This non-compliance would carry the following 
monetary consequences on both existing and future funding: 

• All MCSAP Basic and Incentive funding would be suspended. No additional grant funds 
could be applied for; and 

• Multiple state agencies (KDOR, KCC, KDOT, KHP) currently hold the following grants: 
MCSAP, CVISN, HP, PRISM, SaDIP and New Entrant.  In addition to future applications 
being denied, any remaining money in these account balances would not be able to be 
vouchered against. 

III. Agency analysis specifically addressing following: 
 

 A. The extent to which the rule(s) and regulation(s) will enhance or restrict business 
activities and growth; 



 

The Commission’s changes to this regulation create uniformity of enforcement between state and 
federal agencies.  

 
 B. The economic effect, including a detailed quantification of implementation and 

compliance costs, on the specific businesses, sectors, public utility ratepayers, 
individuals, and local governments that would be affected by the proposed rule and 
regulation and on the state economy as a whole; 

 

The Commission does not anticipate an economic impact resulting from the adoption of this 
proposed regulation.  

 
 C. Businesses that would be directly affected by the proposed rule and regulation; 
 

Motor carriers operating in Kansas would continue to be subject to the same hours of service as they 
do federally. The changes relax certain rules related to hours of service.  
 
 D. Benefits of the proposed rule(s) and regulation(s) compared to the costs; 
 

The regulation allows the Commission to enforce hours of service rules in conformity with the 
federal standards.  

 
 E. Measures taken by the agency to minimize the cost and impact of the proposed rule(s) 

and regulation(s) on business and economic development within the State of Kansas, 
local government, and individuals; 

 

The Commission does not anticipate an economic impact resulting from the adoption of this 
proposed regulation. 

 
 F. An estimate, expressed as a total dollar figure, of the total annual implementation and 

compliance costs that are reasonably expected to be incurred by or passed along to 
business, local governments, or members of the public. 

 

$00.00 
 
  An estimate, expressed as a total dollar figure, of the total implementation and 

compliance costs that are reasonably expected to be incurred by or passed along to 
business, local governments, or members of the public. 

 

$00.00 
 
  Do the above total implementation and compliance costs exceed $3.0 million over any 

two-year period? 
 

 YES ☐ NO ☒ 
 

 
Give a detailed statement of the data and methodology used in estimating the above 
cost estimate. 

 



The proposed regulation only features minor grammatical changes and a more precise 
reference to another regulation.  
 

Prior to the submission or resubmission of the proposed rule(s) and regulation(s), did 
the agency hold a public hearing if the total implementation and compliance costs 
exceed $3.0 million over any two-year period to find that the estimated costs have been 
accurately determined and are necessary for achieving legislative intent?  If applicable, 
document when the public hearing was held, those in attendance, and any pertinent 
information from the hearing. 

 

 YES ☐ NO ☒ 
 
 G. If the proposed rule(s) and regulation(s) increases or decreases revenues of cities, 

counties or school districts, or imposes functions or responsibilities on cities, counties 
or school districts that will increase expenditures or fiscal liability, describe how the 
state agency consulted with the League of Kansas Municipalities, Kansas Association 
of Counties, and/or the Kansas Association of School Boards. 

 

n/a 
 
 H. Describe how the agency consulted and solicited information from businesses, 

associations, local governments, state agencies, or institutions and members of the 
public that may be affected by the proposed rule(s) and regulation(s). 

 
The Commission’s Transportation Division met with leaders of the Kansas Motor Carrier 

Association, Kansas Highway Patrol and Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration officials in 
Kansas to discuss changes being made to this regulation. 
 
 I. For environmental rule(s) and regulation(s) describe the costs that would likely accrue 

if the proposed rule(s) and regulation(s) are not adopted, as well as the persons would 
bear the costs and would be affected by the failure to adopt the rule(s) and 
regulation(s). 

 

n/a 
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