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without g i v i n g n e w bene f i t s . That ' s t he ar g u ment . And i n my
opinion, what's happening here is that people are threatening
lawsuits against the committee, saying, you know, we' re going to
sue you unless you adopt an amendment that gives us additional
b enef i t s . An d I t h i n k t h a t i s b a d . An d I d o n ' t t h i n k t h a t t he
court case necessarily says that at al l, a nd obviously the
conmnitte e d i d n ' t b e l i e v e t ha t t h e co u r t c a se sa i d t h a t b e ca u se
t he commit tee pu t o u t t he i ncr ea s e i n cont r i but i o ns wi t h no
other increase in benefits other than the huge amount we put in
t o make the system right. Okay? S o obviously they d idn't b u y
that interpretation of what's called the Hal in case. So I
don't think that it's appropriate in an y rega r to have the
commit t e e b u l l i e d i n t h i s way i n t o ad o p t i n g a n am e n dment t h a t
they didn't think was appropriate at this p articular p o int in
t ime . Now l e t me . . . l e t me t e l l y ou . . . l e t me a sk y o u t o l oo k a t
o ne more c h a r t a n d i t wi l l s ho w y ou why t h e c onrni t t ee d i d n ' t
think i t was app r opr i at e . I t ' s t he char t ent i t l ed ' De f i ned
Benef i t Pl an Con t r i b u t i o n Co s t Co m p a r i so n , ' a n d i n p a r t i cu l a r ,
a t l ea s t a t t h i s mom en t i n t i me , t h e t wo c o l um n s I wa n t e d y o u t o
look at are the ones called 'Member Contribution' and 'Employer
Contribution.' And you ' ll see the first line , it say s
' Judges (n o w ) , ' t he me mb er p ay s i n 4 . 53 p e r ce n t ; t h e emp l o y e r
p ays in 3.52 percent. T hat shows you, as you l ook a t th e
comparisons here, tha t the state probably did need to put in
some more money in order...

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR BEUTLER: .. .to make this much like the State Patrol and
t he t e a c h e r s ' p l a n . L oo k d o w n a t t he St a t e Pa t r o l p l an ­ -member
cont r i bu t i on , l l ; e mp l o y e r co n t r i b u t i o n 13 . L o o k a t t he
t eache r s ­ - member c o n t r i b u t i o n , 7 ; emp l oy e r co n t r i b u t i o n , 8 . So
t he e mp l o y e r co n t r i b u t i o n s ho u l d h a ve b e e n a l i t t l e b i t h i g h e r ,
b ut w ha t a c t u a l l y ha p p e n e d ? AM08 0 5 , t h e comm i t t e e ame n d ment ,
employer contribution is at 6 . 97...employee contribution; but
t he emp l o ye r c on t r i b u t i o n g o e s w a y u p t o 1 2 . 88 . An d t h en , i f
y ou a dd t he am e n dment I ' m t a l k i n g ab ou t , wh i ch w as t he Br a sh e a r
a mendment , i t ev e n ma k e s t h a t wo r s e . So I wou l d a r gu e t h a t t h e
bare minimum that we have to do is bad enough, and these are out
o f k i l t e r , b u t t o g o f o r wa r d wi t h t h e B r a sh e a r am e ndment a n d
make t h e e m p l o y e r co n t r i b u t i on mo r e t ha n d ou b l e t h e emp l oy e e
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