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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ‘ . June 5, 2013
amended passes. Representative Aresimowicz.

REP. ARESIMOWICZ {30th) :

Mr. Speaker, 1 move that we immediately transmit
all matter requiring further action in the Senate.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

The question is on immediate transmittal of all
previous bills that we have passed in the House for
transmittal to the Senate. Is there objection? Is
there objection? So ordéred. Will the Clerk please
call emergency certified bill 6706.

THE CLERK:

The E Cert Bill 6706, AN ACT IMPLMENTING

PROVISIONS OF THE STATE BUDGET FOR THE BIENNIUM ENDING
JUNE 30, 2015 CONCERNING GENERAL GOVERNMENT.
SPEAKER  SHARKEY:
Representative Walker.
REP. WALKER (93rd):

Good evening, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I move
rassage of emergency certification Bill number 670 --
6706.

SPEAKER SHARKEY:

The question before the Chamber is passage of

emergency certified Bill 6706. Will you remark,

Madam?
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REP. WALKER (93rd):

Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the Clerk -- Mr.
Speaker, the Clerk hés an amendment, LCO 89%41. I
would ask the Clerk to please call the ameﬁdment and
that I be granted leave of the Chamber to summarize.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

The question -- will the Clerk please call LCO
8941 which will be designated House Amendment A.

THE CLERK:

House Amendment A, LCO 8941 introduced by

Sharkey, Aresimowicz, Williams and Looney.

SPEAKER SHARKEY:

The Gentlewoman seeks leave of the Chamber to
summarize. Is there objection? Is there objection?
Seeing none, you may proceed with summarization,

Madam.

REP. WALKER (93xd) :
Mr. Speaker, I move passage of the -- I move for
adoption.

SPEAKER SHARKEY:

The question before the Chamber is adoption of
House Amendment A. Will you remark? Representative
Abercrombie. No. Will you remark on adoption of

House Amendment A? If not, let me try your minds.
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All those in favor of House Amendment A please signify
by saying aye.
REPRESENTATIVES:
Aye.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Those opposed, nay. The ayes have it. The

amendment 1is adopted. Representative Walker.

REP. WALKER (93rd):

Mr. Speaker, I move adoption.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Thank you, Madam. Do you care to remark on the
bill as amended? Do you care to remark on the bill
as amended? Representative Miner of the 66th.

REP. MINER (66th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. If I might just a couple
of questions to the proponent of the bill as amended.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Please proceed, Sir.

REP. MINER (66th):

Thank you. Mr. Speaker, it’s my understanding
that the amendment that was just passed and the bill
that was called is -- represents any of the chagges
that we had discussed probably within the last two or

three hours and I think we’ve gone through the bill as
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best we can. Through you, is that the Gentlelady’s
understanding? Through you.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:
Representative Walker.
REP. WALKER (93rd):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. And through you to the
good Gentleman from Litchfield, that is correct.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Representative Miner.

REP. MINER (66th5:

And that i1f I could through you also, in the
front of the budget there are some changes in numbers
from the original budget that was passed and those are
also reflected in the language in the budget. 1Is that
correct? Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Representative Walker.
REP. WALKER (66th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker, the Gentleman is
correct.

SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Representative Miner.
REP. MINER (66th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It seems that the Chair
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and the Ranking Member are réading this all the same
way and that’s good. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Thank you, Sir. Do you care to remark? Do you
care to remark on the bill as amended? If not, staff
and guests to the well of the House. Members take
your seats. The machine will be épened.

THE CLERK:

The House of Representatives is voting by roll.

The House of Representative is voting by roll. Wili
members please come back to the Chamber immediétely.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Have all the members voted? Have all the members
voted? Members please check the board to make sure
your vote has is properly cast. If all the members
have voted the machine will be locked and the Clerk

will take a tally. Clerk, please announce the tally.

THE CLERK:
House Bill 6706 E Cert, House -- as amended by
House A. {
Total Number Voting 145
Necessary for Adoption 73
Those voting aye 92

Those voting nay 53
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Absent and not voting : 5

SPEAKER SHARKEY:

The emergency certified bill as amended is

passed. Representative Aresimowicz.

REP. ARESMOWICZ (30th) :

Yes, Mr. Speaker. I move we immediately transmit
House Bill 6706 to the Senate for further action.
SPEAKER SHARKEY:

The question is immediate transmittal of the
aforementioﬁed bill to the Senate. Is there
objection? 'So ordered. Will the Clerk please call
Calendar 636. |
THE CLERK:

On page 27, Calendar number 636, favorable reportv

of the joint standing Committee on Banks, substitute

Senate Bill 912, AN ACT CONCERNING PREPAID CARDS.

SPEAKER SHARKEY:

Representative Tong, the distinguished Chairman
of the Banking Committee. You have the floor, Sir.
REP. TONG (147th):

Good evening, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER SHARKEY:
Good evening, Sir.

REP. TONG (147th):
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THE CHAIR:

So ordered.

SENATOR LOONEY:

Thank you, Mr. President.

Mr. President, would ask the Clerk now under Business
from the House on Senate Agenda Number 3, previously
adopted, to call Emergency Certified House Bill 6706,
AN ACT IMPLEMENTING PROVISIONS OF THE STATE BUDGET FOR
THE BIENNIUM ENDING JUNE 30, 2015, CONCERNING GENERAL
" GOVERNMENT .

THE CHAIR:
Mr. Clerk.
THE CLERK:

House Bill 6706, AN ACT IMPLEMENTING PROVISIONS OF THE
STATE BUDGET FOR THE BIENNIUM ENDING JUNE 30, 2015,
CONCERNING GENERAL GOVERNMENT. LCO Number 8812,
introduced by Representative Sharkey and Senator
Williams.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Thank you, Mr. President.

I move acceptance and passage of the Emergency
Certified Bill in concurrence with the House.

THE CHATIR:

On acceptance and passage in concurrence, will you
remark, madam?

SENATOR HARP:

Thank you very much, Mr. President.




-,

ia/lgg/ed | 287 005447

SENATE ‘ ‘ June 5, 2013

This bill makes some changes to the General Fund
appropriation in Fiscal Year 'l4 and Fiscal Year '15;
and it eliminates the Fiscal Year '1l5 appropriation of
43.1 million to the Soldier Sailor Marine Fund as a
result of transferring the operations to the American

Legion. It makes other changes, it is, as well, under
the spending cap. The bill implements the budget and
makes several policy changes. I urge adoption.

THE CHAIR:

Thank you, Senator.

Will you remark further?
Senator Kane.

SENATOR KANE:

Thank you, Madam President ~- Mr. President -- sorry,
I was anticipating the Governor taking over.

THE CHAIR:

Tt's confusing. We look alike.

SENATOR KANE:

I don't know if the Governor wants to hear that.
Thank you, Madam President.

If T may, through you to the proponent, I have a
couple of questions.

(The President in the Chair.)
THE CHAIR:
Please proceed, sir.
SENATOR KANE:
Thank you, Madam President.

Just a few quick questions, in sections 1 and 2,
Senator Harp, the elimination of the appropriations to
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the Soldiers', Sailors', and Marines' Fund, I just
want to make sure that they were okay with this
transition. And I know that -- or I think there won't

be any further appropriations to this fund, and it
will still be able to fulfill its obligations after we
remove the appropriations going forward. There's a
multi-question there but if you could answer that?
Through you.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Thank you.

Through you, Madam President, the fund will -- the
operation of the Soldiers', Sailors', Marines" Fund
will move to the American Legion in Fiscal Year '15.
So during Fiscal Year '14, they will begin to
transition the operation to the American Legion. The
corpus of the fund will remain with the Treasurer of
the State of Connecticut.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR Kane:

Thank you, Madam President.

And moving all the way to section 38, there's a
general fund cost of $50,000 for debt service on a
bond issued in 1956. Can you speak to that?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHATIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Thank you very much, Madam President.

005448
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Through you, it is -- $50,000 is the amount to pay the

outstanding bearer bonds from a 1956 issue of the
State of Connecticut expressway revenue and motor-fuel
tax bond which is for the expressway between Greenwich
and Killingly.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR Kane: .

Thank you, Madam President.

That's a long time before Senator Linares got out of
high school, don't you think?

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane, I'm not sure you can talk about it too
much either.

SENATOR KANE:

A couple years before Senator Linares.

If T may, in section 40, Madam President, through you
to Senator Harp, there is a couple of specific line
items. Can you speak to that?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Yes, in section 40, there is a $275,000 appropriation
to the Greater Hartford YMCA in Fiscal Year '14 and
'15; and a $125,000 appropriation to the Blue Hill
Civic Association in both years from the Judicial
Department Youth Violence Initiative Account.

005449
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Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR Kane:

Thank you, Madam President.

I thank the Senator for that answer. In section 43 --
the only reason I bring this one up is because in the
FAC meeting a while, not too long ago actually, we had
some discussion about this fund and I -- does this
have anything to do with the conversations we've had
with the Attorney General's Office in regards to this?
Through you, Madam President.

THE CHATIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Through you, Madam President, yes. As a matter of
fact, I think you were at the meetings where there
were several options that were presented to us and,
ultimately, it appears as if the Attorney General took
the settlement option.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHATR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR Kane:

Good. Thank you, Madam President.

Good. That's what I thought as well.

Section 55 talks about the Probate Court

Administration Fund, I know we have been, for lack of
a better word, "using" some of those funds in our

005450
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General Fund. Is this the norm here? Is this

something in excess to what typically takes place?
Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Thank you very much, Madam President.

What this basically does, through you, Madam
President, is to allow the probate court
administration to keep 15 percent of the fund. If
there is anything in excess of that, it goes to the
General Fund and that is so that when they begin their
year that they begin with cash.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR Kane:

Thank you, Madam President.

Section 58 talks about the requirement of OFA to
compare fiscal impact statements. Is this new
language. Is this something different for the efforts
of OFA in this legislation?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Thank you.

Through you, Madam President, in previous legislation
the Office of Fiscal Analysis is required to compare

005451
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fiscal notes over two to four years. What they've
discovered over time it's very difficult to get that
information and to be able to compare apples to apples
on fiscal notes. And as'a result, we're very unhappy
with the reports that they gave back to the General
Assembly and felt that until things were more
consistent that this proposal should be removed from
the statute.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR KANE:

Thank you, Madam President.

In section 76, there talks about a direct distribution
of $210,885 from OPM about a youth services prevention
appropriation. Is this something new or is this a
typical appropriation?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Through you, Madam President, over the years there
have been youth services prevention dollars in the
Office of Policy Management's budget, and I believe
that this carries on that tradition.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR KANE:

Thank you, Madam President.

005452
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Section 96 allows OPM to waive the requirement for a
municipality to use town aid road funds. The Town Aid
Road Funds that we provide the municipalities, are
they restricted at all and is this easing a
restriction?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Through you, Madam President, I believe that this
gives the secretary of the Office of Policy and
Management the broad authority to waive some of those
requirements.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR KANE:

Thank you, Madam President.

Section 130, in regards to the Behavioral Partnership
Council and to identify savings of $1 million for the
fiscal year beginning July 1, 2014, can you speak to
that and how we anticipate them finding these savings?
Is this something looking towards private nonprofit
providers in such a way? Is that what we're speaking
about?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Through you, Madam President, the behavioral health
partnership oftentimes reviews the rates for various

- 005453



cjd/1lgg/cd : 294
SENATE . June 5, 2013

behavioral health services that are provided through
private providers in our state and comments on them
and I believe that this language is instructing them
to look at areas in which $1 million of savings can be
achieved through adjusting rates.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR KANE:

Thank you, Madam President.

Moving all the way to section 236, this section is in
regards to the CRRA and I know there was a, I believe
a sweep of this fund or a change in the maintenance of
these landfills. This cost in relation to the budget
in Fiscal Year 2014 was a 1.1 million and another 1.1
in the '15. 1Is this an ongoing cost that the State is
going to incur based on this change?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Thank vyou.

Through you, Madam President, I believe that there may
be some ongoing testing that occurs, but I don't
believe that there is an ongoing cost.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Kane.

SENATOR KANE:

Thank you, Madam President.

005454
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I just have one last gquestion. In sections 242 to 243

speaks about the judges' salaries and is that from
that commission that was used to do that study?

Through you, Madam President.
THE CHAIR

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

Through you, Madam President, the salaries were
adjusted based on the committee's report.

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR: |

Senator Kané.

SENATOR KANE:

Thank you, Madam President.

I thank Senator Harp for her answers.
THE CHATR

Thank you.

Will you remark further? Will you remark further?
Senator Kelly. Good evening, sir.
SENATOR KELLY:

Good evening, Madam President.

Through you, I have one question to the proponent for
statutory interpretation.

THE CHAIR:

Please proceed, sir.
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SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you very much.

As I read section 77, it appears that the Health
Enhancement Program only applies to plans that are
procured by the state comptroller, which would be
state employees, the State employee plan, MEHIP and
Partnership; is that correct?

THE CHAIR:

Senator Harp.

SENATOR HARP:

If we could just stand at ease for a minute? I just
want to check something.

THE CHAIR:
The Senate will stand at ease.

(Chamber at ease.)
THE CHAIR:
The Senate will come back to order.
Senator Harp.
SENATOR HARP:
Thank you. Yes, 1t allows nonstate public employees
to participate in the Health Enhancement Program,
which is available to state employees in accordance
with the SEBAC agreement.
THE CHAIR:
Senator Kelly -- with all due respect to the Chamber,
I know we're getting to the end, but there are two
distinguished senators having a discussion right now.
I would ask the conversation to be held outside the

chamber or quietly.

I'm sorry.

005456
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Senator Harp, I'm going to have to ask you again to
repeat your answer. Senator Kelly could not hear you.

SENATOR HARP:

The program allows the comptroller to develop and
implement a plan to allow nonstate public employees to
participate in the Health Enhancement program that was
established by the previous SEBAC agreement.

THE CHATIR:

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Senator Harp, for your answer.

.And thank you, Madam President, for your service

during this session.

THE CHAIR:

Thank you, sir.

Will you remark further?

Senator Frantz.

SENATOR FRANTZ:

Thank you, Madam President.

Thank you for the recognition, and I will be very
quick. I have a few questions to the proponent of
this bill.

Through you.

THE CHAIR:

Pléase proceed, sir.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Madam President.

005457
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Section 120, the state tax makes technical changes on
the estate tax and how it's calculated for Connecticut
residents who have a state property in other states
conforming to DRS regulations. What exactly does that
mean?

THE CHAIR:
Senator Harp.
SENATOR HARP:

Madam President, I'm going to yield to the chairman of
the Finance Revenue and Bonding Committee.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Fonfara, do you accept the yield, sir?
Senator Fonfara?

Please proceed, sir.

SENATOR FONFARA:

Thank you, Madam President, I do accept the yield.
Through you, Madam President, the section makes a
correction that goes back to the decoupling of the
state tax from the federal tax and preserves the
current treatment of real --

THE CHAIR:

Again, ladies and gentlemen, the conversation is
getting louder. They cannot hear each other. Please
keep the conversation down. We're almost finished.
Senator Fonfara, please continue

SENATOR FONFARA:

Thank you, Madam President.

The language preserves the current tax treatment of

real and tangible property, which Connecticut has
jurisdiction to tax.
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Through you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Frantz.

SENATOR FRANTZ:

Thank you, Madam President.

Thank you for that answer, Senator Fonfara.

In the description of that bill, it says it provides
for both residents and nonresident estates that the
state may calculate and levy the tax to the fullest
extent permitted by the U.S. Constitution.

May I ask, through you, Madam President, what the
fullest extent of the U.S. Constitution -- permitted
by the U.S. Constitution is?

THE CHAIR:

Senator Fonfara.

SENATOR FONFARA:

Through you, Madam President, the revision is
technical and is consistent with how we've always
implemented this procedure so it doesn't change the
way Connecticut has implemented this provision
previously.

Through you.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Frantz.

SENATOR FRANTZ:

Thank you, Madam President.

Thank you for that answer, Senator Fonfara.
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Fast-forwarding to section 129, film production tax
credit moratorium establishes-a two-year moratorium on .
film production tax credits for the Fiscal Years '1l4
and '15. for motion pictures that have not been
designated as a state-certified production prior to
July 1, 2013. Why are we doing that?

Through you, Madam President.

THE CHATR:

Senator Fonfara.

SENATOR FONFARA:

Through you, Madam President, it clarifies that the
moratorium will not affect those who have already
received state certification for their motion picture
activity.

Through you.

THE CHATIR:

Senator Frantz.

SENATOR FRANTZ:

Thank you.

Through you, Madam President, thank you very much for
your answers and thank you, Madam President.

THE CHAIR:
Thank you.
Will you remark? Will you remark?

If not, Mr. Clerk, will you call for a roll call vote
and the machine will be open.

THE CLERK:
Immediate roll call has been ordered in the Senate.

Senators please return to the chamber. TImmediate roll
call has been ordered in the Senate.
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THE CHAIR:

If all members have voted? If all members have voted,
the machine will be closed.

Mr. Clerk, will you call the tally please?
THE CLERK:

House Bill 6706

Total Number Voting - 35

Those véting Yea 20

Those voting Nay 15

Those absent and not voting 1
THE CHAIR:

The bill passes.

Senator Looney.
SENATOR LOONEY: -
Thank you, Madam President.

Madam President, we have a few more items to begin a
new Consent Calendar with. First, Madam President,
from Agenda Number 1, previously adopted, the first
item is under "House Bills Favorably Reported” from
the Judiciary Committee House Bill Number 6342. Madam
President, move to place that item on the Consent

Calendar.

THE CHAIR:

Seeing no objection, so ordered, sir.

SENATOR LOONEY:

Thank you, Madam President.
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The bill, as amended, passes.

e

Will the Clerk please call Calendar Number 4417?

THE CLERK:
On Page 19, Calendar 441, Favorable Report of the
Joint Standing Committee on PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT,

Substitute Senate Bill 692, AN ACT CONCERNING

REQUIREMENTS FOR COMPETITIVE BIDDING FOR THE AWARD OF
CONTRACTS OR/PURCHASE OF PROPERTY BY MUNICIPALITIES.
DEPUTY SPEAKER ORANGE:

Representative Rojas.

REP. ROJAS (9th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

I move acceptance of the Joint Committée's
favorable report and bassage of the bill, in
concurrence with the Senate.

DEPUTE SPEAKER ORANGE:

The question before is acceptance of the Joint
Committee's favorable report and passage of the bill,
in concurrence with the Senate.

Will you remark, Representative Rojas?

REP. ROJAS (9th):
Thank you, Madam Speakér.
The bill increase from 7,500 to 25,000 the

maximum value of contracts or purchases that a
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municipality may exempt, by ordinance, from its sealed
bidding requirements.

I urge pasSage.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ORANGE:

Will you remark further on the bill before us?
Will you remark further?

Representative Aman of the 14th, the ranking
member. |

You have the floor, sir.

REP. AMAN (14th):

Thénk you, Madam Speaker.

Yes, the summary was correct. We just changed
7,500 to 25,000 for the amount of money a town may put
in their regulations that.they do not have to
(inaudible) to competitive bidding. I would have
personally have preferred to see a higher number than
that, but 25,000 is what was negotiated through the
Committee and I think it does do it.

The reason I would havé liked a larger number is
you can't buy a motor vehicle oi much at this point
for only 25,000, but the 7,500 putting out to
competitive biddihg became very difficult for towns,

because of the sheer cost of putting out bidding

005600
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documents for an item that small very often exceeded
the cost.

So I do urge my colléagues to support this bill
as presented.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ORANGE:

Thank you, sir.

Will you care to remark further on the bill
before us?

Representative Christopher Davis.

REP. DAVIS (57th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

I stand in strong support of this bill. I want
to thank the Chairman of the Planning and Development
Committee, as well as the ranking Member fot their
strong work in developing this -- this negotiated
amount of 25,000 so that we can ?rovide mandate relief
for our towns so that we can try to keep property
taxes lower in each and every one of our communities.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ORANGE:

Thank you, sir.

Will you care-té remark further on the bill
before us? Will you care to remark further on the

bill before us?



