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Republicans Keeping House�Dems’ Spending in Check�


By: Rep. Pat Abrami (R-Stratham)





I am responding to Speaker Norelli's opinion piece in the Jan. 5 Seacoast Sunday. I agree with the speaker that the New Hampshire House should build upon the accomplishments of the 2013 session.


Yes, the cornerstone of the session was the balanced budget with no new or increased taxes or borrowing to fund operations. The only problem is that the budget that passed the Democrat-controlled House initially called for higher spending and tax increases. The budget that ultimately passed was crafted by the Republican-controlled Senate. It was the fiscal discipline shown by Chuck Morse (then chair of Senate Finance and now Senate president) that produced a common-sense budget with no new taxes, but still provides a hand-up to those in need.


I was happy to see that the speaker saw that the Senate budget was excellent because Republicans actually restored funding to programs and to entities like UNH. The budget cuts of the 2011-12 were difficult but necessary to insure all New Hampshire taxpayers were not overwhelmed by tax increases when the state was facing economic hard times. Republicans did not like these cuts, but found that as the citizens of New Hampshire were tightening their belts, due to the effects of the recession, the New Hampshire government should tighten its belt as well. We all made it through the recession-driven decline in state revenue together and now that revenues have improved we have prudently refunded our collective top priorities.


I do not agree with the speaker when she indicated we should spend the FY2013 budget surplus. Current law requires that any surplus be automatically deposited into a Revenue Stabilization Account, commonly called the Rainy Day Fund. There was a $72.2 million surplus in FY2013. Budget writers looking at the FY2014-15 budget already spent $54.5 million of this surplus. Now the speaker wants to override the law and spend all or some of the remaining $17.7 million instead of placing it in the Rainy Day Fund.
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CONCORD - House Republican Leader Gene Chandler (R-Bartlett) today offered the following comments relative to HB 1589, a bill that would prohibit the private transfer of firearms between two law abiding citizens and mandate the involvement of licensed dealers in all transactions.





House Republican Leader Gene Chandler (R-Bartlett)


“This bill attempts to solve a non-existent problem in New Hampshire. We all know the vast majority of gun owners in New Hampshire are honest, law abiding citizens. HB 1589 would make some of these individuals felons by essentially making private sale or transfer of guns illegal.”


�“We all want to keep guns out of the hands of those with criminal intent or those who may be mentally unfit, but this bill is an excessive overreach. Criminals will always find ways to circumvent this law as they do other laws. This bill does little more than chip away at our constitutional rights and make criminals out of responsible gun owners.”











House Republican Leader Comments on Bill Restricting Gun Rights








Important Upcoming Dates & Events





Wednesday, January 29, 2014 – Republican Caucus- 9am- LOB 305-307


Wednesday, January 29, 2014 – House Session 10am


Wednesday, February 5, 2014 – Governor’s State of the State Address 10am








Why labeling GMO foods makes no sense�


By: Reps. Bob Haefner (R-Hudson) & Tara Sad (D-Walpole)





We are members of the Environment & Agriculture Committee that studied House Bill 660, the bill to require the labeling of genetically modified foods, this past year. After 19 meetings during which we investigated every aspect of the bill in exhaustive detail, both of us voted against the mandatory labeling of foods made with genetic engineering. We'd like to share with you the reasons why.�


First, there has been no credible scientific study that proves that there is any material difference between GMO and non-GMO foods. No nutritional difference. No health safety difference. In fact, we have all been eating foods made with genetic engineering for more than 20 years. To that end, the U.S. Food and Drug Administration's regulations state that requiring the labeling of foods that are indistinguishable from foods produced through traditional methods would mislead consumers by falsely implying differences where none exist.


(Continued on page 5…)














HOUSE KILLS GMO LABELING





On Wednesday the a bipartisan majority of the House upheld the committee report of ITL on HB660, which would require the labeling of genetically modified foods in New Hampshire. 





Opponents of the bill believed mandatory GMO labeling was unconstitutional, unenforceable and should be an issue dealt with by the federal government, not the state government. 





HB660 failed on the House floor 185-162.








HOUSE PASSES IN-STATE TUITION FOR ILLEGAL IMMIGRANTS





The House Democrat majority passed HB474 on Wednesday that would allow in-state tuition for illegal immigrants. 





Students must have lived in the state for 3 years and graduated from a state high school. It also requires that students must apply for legal residency or sign an affidavit that they will apply for legal residency.





The bill passed the House 188-155 and will now move on to the Senate.





IN CASE YOU MISSED IT:





HOUSE VOTES TO BURY �NORTHERN PASS LINES





HB569 passed the House on Wednesday. It does not mandate that the lines be buried, but it does say it is the preferred method of burying electrical transmission lines in New Hampshire. 





After two failed attempts to table HB569, the bill passed 171-139. The bill was originally set to go to the House Ways and Means committee; however it will go directly to the Senate.








SUBCOMMITTEE VOTES TO PUT HB1589 INTO STUDY COMMITTEE





On Thursday a subcommittee of the Commerce Committee voted 2-1 to amend HB1589 into a study committee to study the effect of firearms legislation on firearms violence in the state.





The bill along with the amendment will be voted on by the full Commerce committee on Tuesday, Jan 28th.





NH IINSURANCE DEPARTMENT TO HAVE PUBLIC HEARING ON NETWORK ADEQUACY�


The New Hampshire Insurance Department will hold a public informational hearing regarding New Hampshire’s regulatory standards and procedures for determining network adequacy for health insurance plans. The public informational hearing will be held on February 10, 2014 at 10:00 a.m. at the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services Auditorium 6 Hazen Drive Concord, NH 03301





The Department will present information about its regulatory standards and procedures for determining network adequacy, including the review the Department conducted with respect to plans sold on the New Hampshire Health Insurance Marketplace.   The hearing is open to the public. Persons who come to the informational hearing will also have the opportunity to testify.





As you may remember, last fall Anthem announced its plans sold on the health insurance marketplace would have a narrow network of participating hospitals. 





January 29th Session Outlook


What’s coming up next week in the NH House?





HB580- establishing moratoriums on wind turbine plants and electric transmission line projects


HB485- establishing keno


HB336- prohibiting retail sale of certain fireworks devices


HB658- relative to registration for medical technicians


HB292- relative to registration fees for commercial, private, and pleasure vessels


HB284- providing for collection of E-911 surcharge from certain prepaid cell phones


HB560- making an appropriation to start a bus service between Claremont and Lebanon











Republicans Keeping House Dems’ Spending in Check (Continued…)�


As for infrastructure, yes there are needs, but compared to other states with much higher gasoline taxes our needs are manageable. Interestingly, New York state, with the highest gasoline tax of all states, has a greater percentage of red-listed bridges than New Hampshire. Take a drive on Massachusetts' major arteries and see the rusting bridges despite the high taxes they have. The bridges on our major arteries are in pretty good shape, especially when compared to Massachusetts. There were many in the House that rejected the original 16-cent per gallon that became a 12-cent per gallon increase in our gasoline tax. There were those of us who would have supported a one-time increase of perhaps 4 cents per gallon. I would not give any government agency a 67 percent increase, which the 12-cent per gallon increase would have been. That type of increase would dampen incentives to spend the taxpayers' money wisely.


I agree 100 percent with the speaker about the importance of civic engagement. I have always spoken about the importance of volunteerism in our state as well as philanthropic giving. There are thousands of our citizens each day doing great things as volunteers that help our fellow citizens, the beauty that is New Hampshire and our quality of life. Volunteerism is a value certainly embraced in a bipartisan way.


Where the speaker and I part ways is on the issue of Medicaid expansion. My views on the topic have been published in this paper many times over the past year. I do not want to see this state placed in fiscal jeopardy, especially if the federal government reneges on the promises to pay 100 percent of the cost the first three years sliding down to 90 percent in future years. No one speaks of the initial $7.5 million a year that the state will be responsible for in administrative costs, or what the true costs to the state will be when we are responsible for 10 percent of the benefit cost. Where will the money come from if the federal government reduces its commitment from 90 percent to, say, 70 percent. There are many Democrats who, when the costs get too high for this program, will simply say it is time to vote in an income tax, even though a vast majority of New Hampshire citizens do not want an income tax. Remember that 57 percent voted yes to have a constitutional change saying that there can never be a New Hampshire income tax — short of the two-thirds required for passage, but still a significant statement. To me a no vote on Medicaid expansion is a no vote on a future income tax.


I was very upset at the procedural move that occurred on the House floor on Jan. 8. HB 544, which was designed to reverse current law stating that New Hampshire could not have a state-based health exchange, came out of the Commerce Committee 20-0 ITL (not to support the bill). This bill was used as a vehicle to attach an expanded Medicaid bill. That required the committee recommendation had to be overturned, which it was because the Democrats were given marching orders to do so. Then an amendment with the expanded Medicaid language was added. The only problem is that the bill that passed the House last fall called for the segment of people eligible for premium assistance were those whose income was 0-133 percent of the federal poverty level. The amendment that passed narrowed that language to 100-133 percent. This is a fairly sizable modification as this would put those between 0-100 percent into the state's existing Medicaid program, whereas under the original bill they would be on some sort of private coverage available on the federal exchange. I first saw this eight-page amendment in my seat pocket on the House floor that Wednesday morning. This type of change should have gone before at least the Finance Committee for a hearing. Most important, this tactic will only alienate the Senate, which is seeking a compromise. Instead of reaching out to the Senate, the Democrat-controlled House uses this "in your face" tactic.
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Why labeling GMO foods makes no sense


(Continued…)�


Second, many legal experts tell us that this labeling bill is unconstitutional. Requiring food companies to label their products when there is no health or safety reason to do so fails the state interest test, undermines commercial free speech and violates interstate commerce.  The court challenges that would likely follow passage of a GMO labeling bill would prove a backbreaking financial burden to our inadequate state general fund. When we were sworn in as state representatives, we took an oath to uphold the Constitution. We would be breaking that oath were we to vote for this unconstitutional bill.


Third, the bill is unenforceable. Our over-extended Health and Human Services Department, which will be charged with the administration and enforcement of this bill, has no experience in food labeling and estimates the costs to enact the bill will be anywhere from $125,000 to $550,000 per year. Once again, who is going to pay for this?�


And finally, product labeling is a federal — not a state — responsibility. The FDA determines what information needs to be present on our food labels, not to satisfy consumer curiosity, but for our health and safety. They, along with the American Medical Association, the National Academies of Science, the World Health Organization and other trusted scientific organizations have all come out in support of foods made with genetic engineering, stating that foods made with this process are as healthy and nutritious as their conventional counterparts�


Over the past year, voters in California and Washington have defeated GMO labeling bills. Let your representatives know that you think New Hampshire should do the same. 
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Congratulations Rep. Deb DeSimone!





Congratulations to Rep. Deb DeSimone (R-Atkinson) on her election as President of NH’s Order of Women Legislators (OWLs).





OWLs was founded in 1938 and is a non-partisan organization whose membership is made up of women serving as current state legislators and former state legislators. Today, there are over 1600 women state legislators nationwide. They encourage greater participation of women in holding public office.





See � HYPERLINK "http://www.womenlegislators.org" �www.womenlegislators.org� for more information.  

















