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and that is with the judges retirement bill that the cost of the
retirement liability will be based on the increased salaries as
opposed to a change in the plan by itself right now. So i t i s
one extra step removed from it. This is simply a change in the
retirement plan and the only reason why it isn't s howing a
fiscal impact is because there is a reserve there, as ther e i s
in the judges retirement plan, too. S o I would say yo u m a k e a
very good point, that both of those things are going to have
liabilities come to us. I t i s j us t , and I am not ne c e ssar i l y
trying to talk against the bill. All I am trying to say is that
if we are passing a bill thinking that we are going to have no
fiscal impact, this bill did not get near as much discussion on
the floor that maybe it should have with the one exception of
the 25-year provision which was taken out. Now I have be en t o l d
by a very astute person who watches us very closely and who has
an interest in it that possibly the $5.4 million that I referred
to earlier for a fiscal impact was amended out, and it is my
understanding that that is not correct. That actually with the
25-year provision in there we were looking at somewhere around a
$13 million fiscal impact, and that when we amended out the
25-year p r o v i s i o n , we didn't take this down to no hit. I t i s
still going to be a $5.4 million hit. Now it could be very well
that all of us, or the majority of us on this floor want to pass
this retirement bill with those kinds of changes that are going
to make this retirement package much more beneficial to the
State Patrol and their survivors and wives, w idows, ch i l d r e n ,
and that is very possibly what we want to do. The only t h i n g I
was trying to point out is that, if we are doing it, let's at
least know that there is going to be a significant impact that
will be a financial obligation to the state in the next year,
two, three, depending upon the things we talked about ear l i er ,
the investments of the reserve, but it is going to be a hit.
And a lot of times we do things out here on this floor that have
no fiscal impact when we do them, but they certainly do h ave a
fiscal impact that comes back tosee us la t e r . And t hos e w ho
serve with me on the Appropriations Committee are only too aware
of these kinds of things t hat h ap p e n t o u s that bec o me
obligations to which we have no choice but to fund in later
years. So as you are voting on this, and I realize that we are
not going to vote on this on Final Reading today, but we will
again soon, and as you are voting on this, I just want y ou t o
understand that we are asking the state to take an additional
liability on, and we will be making additional contributions to
the State Patrol Fund, as we may in others, but just be aware of
i t .
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