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Will the Clerk please call Calendar Number 417.
THE CLERK:
On page 26, House Calendar 417, favorable report
of the joint standing committee on Insurance and Real
Estate, Substitute Senate Bill 188, AN ACT CONCERNING
CAPTIVE INSURANCE COMPANIES.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
Madam Speaker, I move acceptance of the joint

•

committee's favorable report and passage of the bill
in concurrence with the Senate.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
The question before the chamber is on acceptance
of the joint committee's favorable report and passage
of the bill in concurrence with the Senate.
Representative Megna, you have the floor, sir.
REP. MEGNA

(97th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
Madam Speaker, this bill has to do with what we
refer to as captive insurance companies.

•

A few years

ago -- or it might have been last year, we passed a
whole section of law surrounding the regulation and
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establishment of captive insurance companies.

We sort

of did so in the hopes of capitalizing and we are
capitalizing on our insurance infrastructure here in
the state.

Now, what a captive insurance company is,

Madam Speaker, this is essentially an insurance
company usually composed of essentially either one
company or many companies with one particular special
interest in mind.

What we -- what we found with

captive insurance companies, mostly are Fortune 500,
your large corporations essentially have their own
insurance company.

•

It was discovered that by

establishing their own insurance company, they were
kind of able to kind of reduce risk, reduce the cost
of insurance, eliminate the profits that insurance
companies make by having their own insurance company
and eliminating commissions and fees that are paid.
So a captive insurance company is for -- most captive
insurance companies are probably just individually
owned by major corporations.

By establishing a

captive, they also are able to reduce
for the bad risk.

or not pay

You know, when you go out publicly

buying insurance, that premium is based on those who

•

have claims, as well as those who don't.

So companies

that start captives are very conscious of that and
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they're able to do it and the cost of insurance is
found to be less and there are more tax benefits for
these companies as opposed to be being self-insured.
We hear this word "self-insured," establishing a
captive is a better way, a better, more efficient way
for many to manage their risk.

So what this bill

does, Madam Speaker, the eight sections of the bill,
it does some clarifying information to the statutes we
passed a few years ago.

It creates a new category of

captives and makes some minor and clarifying changes
to the statutes that we've passed a few years ago.

•

I

know some people had -- had concerns about captive
insurance companies, should we

how far should we

go with allowing captive insurance companies to
undertake risk and I think we more or less define like
under Section 1 we say that personal risk insurance
cannot be -- cannot go to captive insurance companies.
We want to keep that market healthy and competitive
and vibrant.

But we find on the commercial end that

there is a real need for these.

There is a real need

for captive insurance companies.
There are several thousand, maybe 3,000 or so

•

captive insurance companies out there in the world.
think there are many that are located offshore.

The

I

l

djp/mb/lgg/cd
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

•

199
April 28, 2014

002891

state of Vermont has become what we know the captive
insurance company capital of the United States with
about 800 or so captive insurance companies domiciled
in that state.

We come to realize that we do have the

infrastructure.
the knowhow.

We've got the employees.

We've got

We've got the technology to -- to

provide for captive insurance companies and hence our
sections of statutes surrounding captive insurance
companies.
With that, Madam Speaker, I would urge my
colleagues to support this bill as we move forward and

•

help support and embrace our insurance industry here
in Connecticut.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Thank you, sir.
Will you remark further on this bill?

Will you

remark further on this bill?
Representative Sampson.
REP. SAMPSON

(80th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
And thanks to the Chairman of the Insurance
Committee for the description of the bill, but I have

•

a couple of questions, through you, Madam Speaker, if
I could.

,.
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DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna, would you please prepare
yourself to respond, sir.
REP. SAMPSON

(80th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
Specifically, with the Section 1 and lines 4
through 6, there is some discussion in the language of
the bill about limitations about captive insurance
companies offering personal risk insurance.

I'm

wondering if the chairman could tell me what the
changes to current law and maybe an understanding for

•

those of us not as well versed in the area of captive
insurance why there might be a prohibition on personal
risk insurance, through you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th) :

In personal risk -- through you, Madam Speaker,
in personal risk, you have a fairly competitive
marketplace here in Connecticut.

I think there are

about 75 or homeowner companies and 75 or so personal
auto companies that relatively on a good level

••

competitively price the market and keep it going and
keep everybody in a sense participating in that
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You know, some would argue that some

captives -- most captives are -- actually, all
captives are commercial, but the captive insurer, you
know, when they pull out of the competitive commercial
marketplace, you know, some may argue that hey, what's
left are people -- businesses that have more claims
and so on and so forth.

So you don't really want them

to -- a captive insurer to come into the personal
marketplace.
I know we spoke about commercial auto and how a
captive insurer could be in commercial auto and I

•

thought of a couple of really wonderful examples and I
think of companies like maybe Hertz or some of the big
car companies or rental car companies or companies
that have massive fleets of vehicles.

You know, they

may find the public marketplace is not the place to
go.

They may find that creating their own captive or

joining an existing captive that caters to companies
such as their company with fleets is more attractive
from a business standpoint.

As I said earlier,

captive insurers when they're involving single
commercial companies can often control costs, costs of

•

insurance, costs of having claims, commissions paid
out, so on and so forth.

And I believe the IRS
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provides some favorable ways to deal with this taxes
to set up reserves the way they set up reserves is
different than if they were a self-insured company and
so there -- it's much more attractive to large
corporations or I've seen captives.

I know a few

years ago here in Connecticut we had -- we had issues
with medical malpractice liability insurance.
And at the time, I believe there was a mutual
a mutual held by a lot of the doctors and there was
complaint about their premium and I know since then
that many of them have moved over into a captive

•

model, an offshore captive for their medical
malpractice and they saw a drop in the cost of their
insurance while at the same time there are regulations
in place with the Department of Insurance to assure
that they will have their financial obligations met
when the claims come along.

Through you, Madam

Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Sampson.
REP. SAMPSON

(80th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker, and thanks to the

•

chairman for his very detailed response to my
question.

Just a follow-up question on the same
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section and some thoughts with regard to the changes
that are notated on lines 4 and 5.

From my

understanding, this is essentially expanding the
ability of captive insurance companies to write
commercial auto insurance policies where once there
was a prohibition on all types automobile and
homeowners insurance and I gather from the chairman's
remarks, it's because we're trying to create a broader
marketplace and give captive writers an opportunity to
do more lines of business in our state, which I think
is a beneficial aspect of this bill and something I do

••

I.

indeed support .
I have a question about the next section, though,
which has to do with branch captives and this is a
topic that has to do with whether or not a captive
insurance is actually domiciled within the state of
Connecticut and I'm wondering if the chairman can
explain to me what this bill changes with regard to
those requirements, through you, Madam Speaker.
MS:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

•

(97th) :

Well, through you, Madam Speaker, it requires
that the branch captive be located, the principal
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place of business be in this state and -- which
essentially probably is the whole captive insurance
movement here in Connecticut in a nutshell.

You know,

we're trying to attract those companies to our state
that domicile here.

What's interesting

I think the

first captive insurance company may go back to like
1942 or something like that, but aside from that,
probably like in the last 20 years or so, they've just
popped up all over the place, all over the place, and
you know, some could say that, hey, we're better late
than never.

•

You know, we came up with our sections of

captive insurance statutes a few years ago .
I don't know-- you would think that the state of
Connecticut with such a vibrant insurance company
community that we would have been -- we would have
taken the title as the captive insurance state away or
have it before Vermont ever got it, but we haven't -but essentially, we want them to domicile here.

We

want them to domicile here as they do in other states,
through you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Sampson.

•

REP. SAMPSON

(80th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
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And thanks again to the chairman for his answer .
One last question regarding this proposal and just
something that I want to make perfectly clear is -and I'm hoping the chairman can give me as thorough an
answer on this one, and that is are captive insurance
companies that are going to be operating in
Connecticut under these new regulations subject to the
same requirements that regular insurance companies
would be required to follow?

I'm referring to the

Connecticut State Insurance Department and their
requirements to do business in Connecticut.

•

Through

you, Madam Speaker .
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th):

Through you, Madam Speaker, the

well, one of

the ideas of the captive is each one is individually
looked at and they're not really selling insurance to
the public per se.

It's their own self-insured or

it's a particular group with a common interest.

And

so when they're looked at, they do go through a
regulatory process to make sure they're properly

•

licensed, that they do everything in a general sense
that most other insurance companies do, but you have a

002897
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uniqueness of that risk, which may permit the
department to require

to have different financial

requirements on these captive insurance companies,
maybe less capital requirements as you would with a
company that's offering insurance to the public and
need greater reserves to assure that -- that their
obligations could be met.
So in the sense, they do
regulatory scheme.

they do follow a

They have to have the financial

wherewithal to establish themselves as captives.
Through you, Madam Speaker.

•

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Sampson.
REP. SAMPSON

(80th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
And thank you, Chairman Megna, for his answers.
I'll tell you personally I've been an insurance agent
for maybe 20 years, maybe more than that and I've got
to you coming to become a state Representative and
serve in this chamber and serve on the insurance
committee has been an education.

And-this is one area

where despite my years in the insurance industry,

•

virtually no contact with the captive insurance
industry and no knowledge of it and really a pretty

,q
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steep learning curve to understand all that goes into
the many types of insurance products that exist and
the ones that we, you know, have right here in our own
state.
So these provisions that are contained in this
bill seem to be good commonsense measures that will
allow more captive insurance to be written within the
confines of Connecticut and therefore I think a smart
move and may help our business climate and I would

I.

urge adoption of the bill based on those facts.

Thank

you, Madam Speaker.

•

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Thank you, sir.
Will you remark further?

Will you remark

further?
Representative Perillo.
REP. PERILLO

(113th):

Good evening, Madam Speaker.

Thank you very

much.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Good afternoon, sir.
REP. PERILLO

•

(113th):

If I could please, through you, a few questions
to the proponent of the bill.

00.2899

.

~
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DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna, would you please prepare
yourself to respond, sir.
REP. PERILLO

(113th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
As I try to understand all the different kinds of
captives that we're discussing here, I would refer to
the chair of the committee to line 14 which discusses
branch captive insurance companies.

If I could get

some clarity as to what exactly a branch captive
insurance company is because as I read this, it seems

•

as though they may be treated slightly separately than
others.

Through you.

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97tH) :

Through you, Madam Speaker, I believe a branch
captive insurance company would be one that involves
different organization, different entities aside from
a holding company with a bunch of affiliates like what
I mentioned before, there is a captive insurance
company that did solely medical malpractice insurance

••

for different doctors across the state, I believe I
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would classify that as a branch captive insurance
company.

Through you, Madam Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Perillo.
REP. PERILLO

(113th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
And I thank the gentleman for the answer to that
question.

So to further clarify, you know, there are

other types of captives listed in here.
through them very, very briefly.

I'll go

We have pure captive

insurance companies, association captives, industrial

•

captives, risk retention groups, sponsor captives.

Is

a branch captive yet another type of captive that is
different as those or is a branch captive sort of
overlay all of them and all of them industry, et
cetera, could -- could have a branch captive component
just so I can understand the differences.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th):

Through you, Madam Speaker, actually, I stand
corrected.

•

The branch captive would be just the fact

that it's domiciled here in the state.

It could be

any one of those captives, through you, Madam Speaker.

002902
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DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Perillo.
REP. MEGNA

(97th) :

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
And I thank the gentleman for the answer to the
question.

I would refer the gentleman to lines 105

through 108 towards the end of the bill and it states
that the terms "licensed insurer" or "insurer" do not
include any captive insurers in this new language
except for a risk retention group.

I am wondering why

we are excluding risk retention groups from other

•

types of captives in this case.

Through you, Madam

Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th) :

Through you, Madam Speaker, a risk retention
group is a -- essentially a self-insured and it's
there is a different classification under the section
of the statute for risk retention.

You could actually

argue that some captives are risk retention groups,
but really just a different license.

•

Risk retention

group is just -- essentially self-insured, as well as
-- I mean, captive in a sense as a self-insured, too.
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But a risk retention group has a different designation
under this statute and a different treatment, through
you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Perillo.
REP. PERILLO

(113th):

Thank you very much, Madam Speaker.
And again, I thank the gentleman for his answers
to my questions.

I recall us passing legislation and

the gentleman alluded to it before designed to drive
captives to having their principle business here in

•

the state of Connecticut and that obviously has
tremendous benefits economically in terms of job
creation.

You know, we do have an active group of

businesses, varying businesses that would seek -- seek
insurance through a captive so obviously bringing them
here makes a lot of sense.
I'm wondering, though, you know, with all that
good that was done in previous bills, how does this
or quite frankly, does this further enhance those
economic benefits.
this?

•

What is the general goal behind

How are we furthering the efforts that we've

put forth in previous years?
Speaker.

Through you, Madam
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DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th) :

Through you, Madam Speaker, what this does is it
helps make us as competitive -- as competitive, if not
maybe a little bit more competitive than the other
states in which captive insurance companies have
domiciled and we all always point to the state of
Vermont because there are 800 or so domiciled there.
I believe more so than any other state in the United
States.

•

And essentially what we're trying to do is

just make it a more attractive place for them.

There

are tremendous benefits for them financially and as I
mentioned earlier, we are -- we are the insurance
state.

We have the infrastructure here and through

you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Perillo.
REP. PERILLO

(113th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
And again, I thank the gentleman for his answers
to the questions.

••

You know, we took great steps in a

previous session to enhance the economy as it pertains
to captives and if this bill is something that takes
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that one step further and further strengthens our
captives here in Connecticut, that's very worthwhile.
It's very worthy of our support and I would urge my
colleagues to do just that.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Thank you, sir.
Will you remark further?

Will you remark

further?
Representative Yaccarino of the 87th.
REP. YACCARINO

(87th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

•

it correctly.

And you did pronounce

Thank you .

One question to the good chair of the insurance
committee, through you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna, please prepare yourself to
respond.
You have the floor, Representative.
REP. YACCARINO

(87th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
Listening to the debate, a collateral insurance
company, is there a certain criteria or collateral of

•

amount of assets they have to maintain year and year
out.

Through you, Madam Speaker.
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DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th):

Through you, Madam Speaker, absolutely.

There

are -- there are guidelines that the department has
that companies have to meet financially with regard to
reinsurance and whatever else they use to show that
they have the financial wherewithal to handle any of
the claims and -- through you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Yaccarino.

•

REP. YACCARINO

(87th):

Thank you, Madam Speaker.
So I would think every year the state would
either do

do an audit or a financial audit on these

companies to make sure they're maintaining their
financials like any other company, through you, Madam
Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Megna.
REP. MEGNA

(97th):

Through you, Madam Speaker, I'm not quite sure

•

how often it goes on or how the department whether
it's at the initial licensing of the company that they
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-- they have them provide all that financial
information or whether it's done on a
year basis but they do do that.

on a year to

They do do that.

Through you, Madam Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
Representative Yaccarino.
REP. YACCARINO

(87th):

Thank you for your answers and thank you, Madam
Speaker.

And thank you to the good chair of the

insurance committee.

Thank you.

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:

•

Thank you, sir .
Will you remark further?

Will you remark further

on this bill?
If not, will staff and guests please come to the
well of the House.
seats.

Will the members please take your

The machine will be opened.

THE CLERK:
The House of Representatives is voting by roll.
The House of Representatives is voting by roll.
members please return to the chamber immediately.
DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:

•

Will
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Have all members voted?

Will the members please check the board to determine
if your vote is properly cast?
If all members have voted, the machine will be
locked and the Clerk will take a tally.
Will the Clerk please announce the tally.
THE CLERK:
Senate Bill 188.
Total number voting
Necessary for passage

143
72

',

•

Those voting Yea

143

Those voting Nay

0

Those absent and not voting

8

DEPUTY SPEAKER MILLER:
The bill is passes in concurrence with the
Senate.
Would the Clerk please call Calendar Number 290.
THE CLERK:
On page 13, House Calendar 290, favorable report
of the joint standing committee on Finance, Revenue
and Bonding,

House

Bill 5471. AN ACT CONCERNING THE

LEGISLATIVE COMMISSIONERS' RECOMMENDATIONS FOR

•

TECHNICAL AND MINOR CHANGES TO TAXATION AND RELATED
STATUTES.
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THE CLERK:
On page 8, Calendar 80, Substitute for Senate Bill
Number 188, AN ACT CONCERNING CAPTIVE INSURANCE
•coMPANIES; Favorable Report of the Committee on
Insurance and Real Estate.
THE CHAIR:
Senator Crisco.
SENATOR CRISCO:
Thank you, Mr. President.
Mr. President, I move for acceptance of the joint
committee's Favorable Report and passage of the bill.
THE CHAIR:
Acting on acceptance and approval of the bill, will
you remark further?

•

SENATOR CRISCO:
Yes, Mr. President.
THE CHAIR:
Senator.
SENATOR CRISCO:
Mr. President, this body should be commended for its
far-reaching vision in regards of retaining
Connecticut as the number one insurance state in the
country. A few years ago this body took action on
getting Connecticut into the captive insurance
business. We were not even in the business, even
though we were the number one insurance state in
Connecticut.

•

Since that time, we along with the insurance cluster,
the Department of Economic Development and the Captive
Insurance Association and our Insurance Committee have
made remarkable strides in regards to the captive
insurance industry.
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And some people may not quite remember what we mean by
"captive insurance company," but a captive is an
insurance company or entity that is formed to insure
or reinsure the risks of its owners. And we had a -a situation in Connecticut when many entities would go
offshore to a place like Bermuda to create their own
captives. Since our action a couple years ago and
along with the action hopefully taken today, we are
making great strides for Connecticut, particularly our
reputation as being the number one insurance state in
the country.
Captives are a powerful tool for businesses of all
sizes and -- and orientations to shape the future of
their business owners. And there are times, Mr.
President and members of the Circle, Connecticut
sometimes is criticized for its attitudes toward
business. I -- I say to all if people will look at
many of the items that we do in regards to helping the
business sector, they would have a different opinion,
so this is an extremely important piece of
legislation .
·And I want to thank my Co-Chair, Representative Megna
and our Ranking Members Senator Kelly and
Representative Sampson, also for their leadership in
this very important legislation. It doesn't seem as
exciting as some other issues, but it has far-reaching
implications for the economic well-being, not only of
the State of Connecticut but also for the insurance
industry.
Tharik you, Mr. President.
THE CHAIR:
Thank you, Senator Crisco.
Will you remark further?
Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

•

60

Thank you, Mr. President .

000791

000792
61

mhr/gbr
SEN~TE

•

April 17, 2014

I also rise in support of this bill and to thank
Senator Crisco for his leadership in the area of
captive insurance. He is absolutely right that if
Connecticut wants to be at the forefront and a leader
as an insurance capital of the world, we have to
engage in certain areas such as captive insurance to
keep us there. We do have the talent in Connecticut
to deal with this issue, and once again, I thank
Senator Crisco for his efforts in not only bringing
this in the, in the instant case or in the initial
case to bring captive insurance to Connecticut but
also in pushing forward this bill. And I certainly
appreciate that and support it fully.
THE CHAIR:
Thank you, Senator Kelly.
Will you remark further?
Senator Welch.

•

SENATOR WELCH: .
Thank you, Mr. President.
I think this is a good idea but I think it also
underscores some fundamental problems we have here in
the state of Connecticut. We're passing a law to
allow captives to come and have their headquarters
here, but we're not doing anything else that would
encourage them to actually make that decision, to take
advantage of this good law that we're putting forward
today.
Great idea, I'm going to vote for it; let's do it.
But to the rest of the body, there's so much more we
need to do to encourage businesses to reside here in
this state, to hire the people that live here in this
state.
Thank you, Mr. President.
THE CHAIR:

•

Thank you, Senator .
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.Will you remark further?
Senator Crisco.
SENATOR CRISCO:
Thank you, Mr. President.
If there's no objection, I ask it be placed on the
Consent Calendar.
rTHE CHAIR:
Seeing no objection, so ordered.
Mr. Clerk, would you return to the call of the
Calendar, please.
THE CLERK:

•

On page 8, Calendar 83, Substitute for Senate Bill
•
Number 199, AN ACT CONCERNING
LONG-TERM CARE INSURANCE
PREMIUM RATE INCREASES; Favorable Report of the
Committee· on Insurance and Real Estate, and we have
amendments .
THE CHAIR:
Senator Crisco.
SENATOR CRISCO:
Thank you, Mr. President.
Mr. President, I move for acceptance of the joint
committee's Favorable Report and passage of the bill.
THE CHAIR:
Acting on approval and acceptance of the bill, will
you .remark further, Senator?
SENATOR CRISCO:

•

Yes, Mr. President. I believe the Clerk nas an
amendment, LCO 3124. I request that it be called and
I be given permission to summarize.
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Page 8, Calendar 74, Senate Bill Number 95; also on
page 8, Calendar 80, Senate Bill 188.
On Calendar page 9 -- I'm sorry-- on page, yeah, page
9, Calendar 110, Senate Bill 125; Calendar 112, Senate
Bill 255; Calendar 113, Senate Bill Number 256;
Calendar 122, Senate Bill 260.
On page 11, Calendar 163, Senate Bill 280; Calendar
177, Senate Bill 271.
On page 13, Calendar 207, Senate Bill Number 193.
On page 14, Calendar 225, Senate Bill Number 281.
On page 15, Calendar 244, Senate Bill 283.
Page 17, Calendar 255, Senate Bill 477.
On page 23, Calepdar 288, Senate Bill 413; Calendar
290, Senate Bil~ 418.

•

And on page 25, Calendar 303, Senate Bill Number 217 .
THE CHAIR:

I'm sorry. At this time, Mr. Clerk, will you call for
a roll call vote, and the machine will be open on the
second Consent Calendar.
THE CLERK:

Immediate roll call has been ordered in the Senate on
tne second Consent Calendar of the day. Immediate
roll call has been ordered in the Senate.
THE CHAIR:

If all members voted, all members voted, the machine
will be closed.
Mr. Clerk, will you please call the tally.
THE CLERK:

•

On the second Consent Calendar for today .
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Total Number Voting
Those voting Yea
Those voting Nay
Absent, not voting

35
35
0
1

THE CHAIR:
The Consent Calendar passes.
Mr. Clerk-- oh, I'm sorry-- Senator Looney.
SENATOR LOONEY:
Thank you, Madam President.
Madam President, if we might go back to the item that
was removed from Consent and ask for a roll call vote
on that item. That was Calendar page 8, Calendar 78,
Senate Bill 186.
THE CHAIR:
Mr. Clerk, will you call for a roll call vote, and the
machine will be open.
THE CLERK:
Immediate roll
fmmediate,roll
Immediate roll
immediate roll

call
call
call
call

has been ordered in the Senate.
has been ordered in the Senate.
ordered in the Senate. An
has been ordered in the Senate.

THE CHAIR:
Have all members voted; all members voted?
machine .will be closed.
Mr. Clerk, ·will you please call the tally.
THE CLERK:
Senate Bill Number 186.

•

Total Number Voting
Those voting Yea
Those voting Nay
Absent, not voting

33
23

10
3
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