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House of Representatives Wednesday, May 27, 1992

drafting is somewhat convoluted, but one interpretation
could well mean that this assessment could be for the
entire administrative expenses of the DEP.

I don’t know if that was indeed intended initially
the way this process was established. Apparently there
was an assessment, an additional assessment for five
pefsonnel. It looks like three staff in DEP, radiation
and noise and two in the Office of Emergency
Management, which arguably some were in excess of
$100,000 to $150,000.

This would appear on its face to authorize
assessments arguably in the hundreds of thousands of
dollars and perhaps greater sums.

I suspect that the amendment is flawed and at this
time I would move that the amendment be passed
temporarily. The scope of my motion, madam, would
cover the bill so that we could thereupon endeavor to
secure an appropriate amendment.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:
The motion is on passing temporarily. 1Is there

objection? Without objection, we pass temporarily.

The Clerk please return to the Call of the
Calendar.
CLERK:

Emergency Certified Senate Bill 2018, AN ACT
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CONCERNING VARIOUS FEES, LCO4955.
REP. MULREADY: (20th)
Madam Speaker,
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:
Representative Mulready.
REP. MULREADY: (20th)
I move acceptance and passage of the Emergency
Certified.
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:
The question is on passage of the bill in
concurrence with the Senate.
REP. MULREADY: (20th)
Thank you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:
Representative Mulready.
REP. MULREADY: (20th)

This bill is essentially the fee bill that we
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didn't get a chance to deal with. It is in our revenue

estimates, the amount of money called for in this bill

and the Senate has seen fit to pass a couple of

amendments to it, so I’'d like to call the first one.

Madam Speaker, would you ask the Clerk to call
LC04973 and may I have an opportunity to summarize
or wind up, as the case may be.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

it
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Will the Clerk please call LC04973, which has
previously been designated Senate "A".
CLERK:

LC04973, Senate "A", offered by Senator Sullivan.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

The gentleman has asked leave of the Chamber to
summarize. Without objection, please do so,
Representative Mulready.

REP. MULREADY: (20th)

Madam Speaker, this requires full-time teachers
of adult education to pay a $50 fee. It hés a minimal
revenue ‘impact since most people who teach adult
education teach part-time and I move adoption of the
amendment.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

The gquestion is on adoption of Senate "A". Will
you remark further? Will you remark further on Senaté
"A"? If not, let us try your minds. All those in
favor please indicate by saying aye.

REPRESENTATIVES:

Aye.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

Opposed nay.
REPRESENTATIVES:

No.
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DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:
The ayes have it.

The amendment is adopted.

Will you remark further on this bill as amended?
REP. MULREADY: (20th)

Madam Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

Representative Mulready.
REP. MULREADY: (20th)

The Senate had another amendment called LCO No.
4980. I would ask that the Clerk call that and I have
a chance to summarize this as well,

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:
Will the Clerk please call LCO No. 4980, which has

previously been designated Senate Amendment "B'",

CLERK:

LC04980, Senate "B", offered by Senator Gunther.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY: y
The gentleman has asked leave of the Chamber to

summarize. Is there objection? Seeing none, please

proceed, Representative Mulready.

REP. MULREADY: (20th)

Madam Speaker, this amendment eliminates

subsurface sewage fees and has a fiscal note of

$223,500, that is, it reduces the revenue from the
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state by that amount.
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

Could you move adoption, sir?
REP. MULREADY: (20th)

Yes, Madam Speaker, I move adoption.
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

The question is on adoption of Senate Amendment
"B"., Will you remark? Will you remark further on
Senate "B"? If not, let us try your minds. All those
in favor please indicate by saying aye.
REPRESENTATIVES:

Aye.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

Opposed nay.
REPRESENTATIVES:

No.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

The ayes -- quiét in the back row. The ayes have
it.

The amendment is adopted.

Will you remark further on this bill as amended by
Senate "A" and "B"? Will you remark further?
Representative Ward.

REP. WARD: (86th)

Thank you, Madam Speaker. Madam Speaker, the Clerk
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has an amendment, I hope the Clerk has an amendment,
LCO No. 4847. 1If the Clerk would please call and I be
permitted to summarize.
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

Will the Clerk please call LCO No. 4847, which
shall be designated House "A",
CLERK:

LC04847, House "A", offered by Representative

Taylor, et al.
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

Representative Ward, did you wish to summarize or
did YOu wish to have it read?

REP. WARD: (86th)

Madam Speaker, may I summarize?
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

The gentleman has asked leave of the Chamber to
summarize. Without objection, please do so, sir.
REP. WARD: (86th)

Madam Speaker, what it does is deletes lines 2396
through 2404. The effect of that is to eliminate a fee
for filing a contempt of court motion in child support
matters and I move adoption of the amendment.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:
The question is on adoption of House "A". Will you

remark, sir?




007435

pat » 176

House of Representatives Wednesday, May 27, 1992

REP. WARD: (86th)

Thank you, Madam Speaker. Frankly, I had a problem
witH a lot of the fees in this bill, but one that
particularly jumped out at me that I thought was
unreasonable is to say that when a custodial parent
files a contempt motion against a non-child support
paying spouse that unless they’re receiving AFDC
benefits, they have to pay a $25 entry fee with the
court.

Now the public policy of trying as best we can to
assist people in collecting child support, I do not
believe is served by having a $25 filing fee. 1In terms
of loss of revenue to the state, it’s listed as a total
loss revenue of $165,000, so I don’t think that’s going
to set the state back in such dire straits that we
won’t be able to operate a court system or all other
matters, but there should not have to be a $25 filing
fee to seek to hold someone in contempt for not paying
child support.

Frankly, I think it’'s a disservice and it’'s
counterproductive to charge that kind of fee and I hope
the Chamber would join me in supporting this amendment.
DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:

The question is on adoption of House "A"., Will you

remark? Will you remark? Representative Tulisano.
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REP. TULISANO: (29th)

Madam Speaker, 1 oppose taking this part out. |
understand what the Representative has just said, but
it is In congress that some people who might file
motion after a certain period of time, after a case has
gone and not contempt, to file another motion to
reopen, to have to pay a filing fee and maybe the same
kind of people, i1f they“"re not using a contempt
citation and so some people aren"t treated equally.

And further, 1 understand again what the
Representative 1indicated, Representative Ward did, but
as | understand the rules, that is a taxable cost. So
in fact it"s collected at the other end, so the
offender pays it, effectively paying part of the cost
of trying to collect the money from him, generally him.

So the fact of the matter is that this is many
areas we do charges, a $25 fee for some of the motion
we Tile. The contempt itself is not. It probably
requires more work and yet there is no fee collected
for that work that"s being done and although it is an
upfront charge, it is generally collected at the other
end from the offending party. So I don"t see a problem
with the person making the move. Thank you, Madam

Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER POLINSKY:



