LEGQ SLATI VE PERFORMANCE AUDI T AND OVERSI GHT COW TTEE
Legi slative Ofice Building, Room 212

Concord, NH

Monday, February 29, 2016

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Sen. John Reagan, Chair
Sen. Jerry Little

Rep. Lucy Wber

Rep. Raynond Gagnon
Rep. Laurie Sanborn
Rep. Richard Barry

(The neeting convened at 1:02 p.m)

1. Acceptance of nminutes of the Novenber 5, 2015 neeti ng.

SEN. REAGAN, Chairnman: W'Ill call the nmeeting to order.
Have a notion on the minutes of November 5'M

*x SEN. LITTLE: Move approval

REP. GAGNON: Second.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN:  Any additions, deletions or corrections
to the mnutes? Al those in favor?

*** {MOTI ON ADOPTED}

SEN. REAGAN: St atus of ongoing.

2. Current status of ongoi ng and pendi ng performance audits:

STEPHEN C. SMTH, Ms, CPA, Director, Audit Division, Ofice

of Legislative Budget Assistant: Good afternoon. For the
record --

REP. WEBER: Could | just ask if there are printed copies to
handout ?



STEPHEN P. FOX, PhD, Audit Supervisor, Audit D vision,
Ofice of Legislative Budget Assistant: Anyone el se?

REP. SANBORN: |1'd | ove one.

MR. SMTH: Good afternoon, M. Chairman. For the record,
I"'m Steve Smith, the Director of Audits for the Ofice of
Legi sl ati ve Budget Assistant. And before | go over the status of
the ongoing audits, I would like to nention that the very first
bull et there, the Bureau of Devel opnental Services Audit that
was presented to the Fiscal Commttee and | believe this nonth
and has been accepted by them

On the next two bullets, the Business Processing Function
Consol i dation, we do have a draft report conpleted. It is with
t he Departnment of Administrative Services. They have replied
with a sundry of questions on it, and we are waiting for fornal
responses fromthem And we hope to have an exit neeting with
them by the 7'M of this nmonth, and our goal is to present this to
Fiscal on the 18'". So we're hopeful for that, but we'll be
working with the Departnent to try to nmake that happen.

The next itemthere on the WrkReadyNH Program we have
conpleted field work. Both the report and our Cbservations are
being drafted. And we are -- again, we are targeting the Apri
Fiscal neeting for that presentation as well. So we're nearing
the end of that audit.

The next two itenms on your agenda there, both of those
topi cs were approved at your |ast neeting back in Novenber. DOT
Bri dge Mai ntenance, we held an entrance neeting with them back
on January 14'". The Scope Statenent Steve will go over with you
shortly. W have begun conducting interviews and finalizing our
audit plan and other types of field work, and we are targeting
conpletion | ate May, nmaybe June on that for presentation to
Fi scal .

And the Safety -- Departnent of Safety, Honeland Security
and Enmergency Managenent, we held an entrance neeting with them
on February 9'". We’'re conducting interviews, background and

LEGISLATIVE PERFORMANCE AUDIT AND OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE

February 29, 2016



scoping is on the way with that. We'l| probably have a Scope
Statenent with you or at the next neeting. And, again, we are
| ooking at the June-July time frame to finish that and present
that to Fiscal.

The other two topics, Dol T and the Environnental Services,
Air Resource Division, those two topics were approved at the
| ast nmeeting, and we have not begun any work on those two topics
at this point in tine.

And the last itemthere is to keep that in our queue. That
has to do with the -- that's the 2017 per the |egislation that
is when that audit will be conduct ed.

So those are all the approved topics’ status that are in
our queue at the nmonent. And any questions at this point?
Seeing none, |I'Il have Steve come up and present the DOT Scope
St at enent .

3. Discussion and approval of Scope Statenent for the
Departnment of Transportation, Bridge M ntenance perfornmance
Audi t .

DR. FOX: Good afternoon, M. Chairman, and Menbers of the
Comm ttee. For the record, ny nane is Stephen Fox. |'mthe
Per f ormance Audit Supervisor for the LBA Audit Division. As
Director Smth has already infornmed you, we did have our
entrance conference with the Departnment of Transportation
managenent personnel in January of this year. They have seen the
Scope Statenent, they have conmented on it, and at this point
there is no concern with the Departnent in regards to the Scope
Statenent as it's before you today.

Bridges are a critical conponent of the transportation
systemin the state, constitute about two-thirds of the
repl acenent value of the transportation system

Duri ng 2015, there were over 3,800 bridges that were owned
either by the State or nmunicipalities; 2160 of those bridges or
about 56% were owned by the State. The Departnent’s D vision of
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Oper ations, the Bureau of Bridge Maintenance, is responsible for
i n-house bridge mai ntenance, repair and rehabilitation of
certain anmounts and certain anmounts related to design work. And
they al so have a Bureau of Bridge Design which plans, designs,
and prepares plans for contracted bridge nai ntenance,
rehabilitation, and repl acenment projects. That

Departnent -- that Division or Bureau also is responsible for

i nspecting and rating State and nunici pal bridges.

Preserving assets is a core issue and a system goal of the
Departnment. And so in that respect when we tal k about
mai nt enance of bridges, we are not just tal king about ongoi ng
repairs. W are tal ki ng about both replacenent and preservation
And since ongoing inspections are key functions in that
nmonitoring bridges and rating them both, they do that with the
m nd towards those three things, preserving, naintaining, and
repl aci ng.

The State's bridges were routinely inspected and assessed
at varying intervals, depending upon their condition and their
construction. |Inadequate structures may have been classified as
structurally deficient or functionally obsol ete under Federal
st andar ds.

The Departnent is required to include structurally
deficient bridges on what they call the Red List. The Red List
i ncl udes bridges both that are in and out of service. Those that
are out of service could be considered to be nostly historica
structures, and a small nunber will always remain on the Red

Li st according to the Departnment and still be kept in-service.
Just because it's on the Red List doesn't nean that it is
unusable. It nmeans that it's -- it needs to be addressed. The

issues with it need to be addressed sooner rather than | ater.

Red-listed bridges are inspected twi ce yearly due to known
deficiencies. And in 2014 there were 153 deficient State-owned
bridges or 7% of the State-owned bridges altogether. Al but 24
of the Red List bridges were schedul ed for sone form of
mai nt enance, repair, or rehabilitation, and the unschedul ed
bridges were awaiting action were unfunded or a low priority.
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There were another 100 -- 791 State-owned bridges on what
they call the "Yellow List". The "Yellow List" is basically one
or two conditions away from being on the Red List.

Bri dges have a designed useful |ife and are desi gned based
on the prevailing standards at the time that they were
constructed or designed. And bridge preservation, as | indicated

earlier, one of the areas that we broadly consider to be

mai nt enance includes repair and rehabilitation actions or
strategies that prevent delay or reduce deterioration, restore
functionality, keep bridges in good condition, and extend their
useful life.

Ongoi ng routine maintenance i s necessary throughout a
bridge's lifecycle. It can delay the need for rehabilitation and
repl acenment, and can extend the bridge's useful life and is
general ly considered to be cost-effective.

Rehabi litation involves repairs beyond nmai ntenance to
sustain an appropriate |evel of service, can also delay the need
for replacenent and is generally considered to be a noderate
cost .

Finally, replacenent involves construction of a new
structure or significant reconstruction of an existing
structure, and is often inevitable and generally considered the
hi gh cost. The DOT has prograns to both do all three to
preserve, maintain, and replace bridges as a conponent of its
asset managenent strategy.

Qur audit on the bottom of Page 2, the audit scope, what
we're going to -- what we propose to do in this audit is answer
the follow ng question which is: How efficient and effective
were the Departnent of Transportation's bridge maintenance and
preservation practices during State Fiscal Years 2014 and 20157
And in order to answer this question, the bulleted |list on Page
3 will be sone of the nethodol ogical elenents that we incl uded
in this which is, of course, reviewing State Laws, the budgets,
adm ni strative rules, policies, procedures, plans and
gui del i nes, interview ng key DOT personnel, | ook at other
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audits, review, evaluation, and gui dance from ot her states, as
wel | as the Federal CGovernnent.

We plan to go out and observe DOT field operations, as wel
as their office practices, and review rel evant perfornmance data
and records and conpare those with rel evant gui delines and
accepted practices.

We don't expect to include any railroad bridges or any
non- St at e-owned bridges in this audit. W anticipate conpleting
the audit in May of this year and presenting our report to the
Fiscal Commttee at its June neeting. Be happy to answer any
guestions that you may have.

SEN. REAGAN: Questi ons.

REP. WEBER: Thank you. If you know. This is really nore on
the Departnment's side of things, but where -- in which category
does a bridge that's been cl osed because of structura
defici ency?

DR. FOX: That be a red-listed bridge.

REP. WEBER: They continue on the Red List even though it's
been out of service for now six years or sonething?

DR. FOX: Red List bridges do include out of service
bri dges.

REP. WEBER: So until they fall down.

DR. FOX: For historical significance they may rebuild. The
one on Route 9, for instance, the A d Stone Bridge over the
Cont oocook River that was one that was rebuilt.

REP. WEBER: W have one that's both historically
significant and, unfortunately, historical significance is it
was built out of concrete which perhaps was not the best choice
inits life.

REP. GAGNON: |Is this the Vilas Bridge?
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REP. WEBER: The Vil as Bridge, yeah.

REP. GAGNON: Which, if I may, that's an interesting
argunment because that's a very key link to Bellows Falls from
New Hanpshire. It's been how | ong? How nmany years has it been
out ?

REP. WEBER Six, | think.

REP. GAGNON: Si x.

REP. WEBER: Chunks fall off of it occasionally.

SEN. REAGAN:. That's sonet hing you don't kayak underneath

REP. WEBER: Wl |, people use -- although it's closed and
very carefully posted as being cl osed, people do use it for
wal king all the time. And | certainly have infornmed all of ny
friends in Bellows Falls that | wish they didn't because |'ve
seen pictures of the underneath.

REP. BARRY: Just your friends, you don't tell your enem es?

REP. WEBER: Anyway, thank you for the answer. Appreciate

REP. BARRY: | do have a question. You tal ked about
repairing, replacing, or rebuilding. Is there strategy al so that
says that we no | onger need the bridge then we ought to visit a
better work around it than the bridge? Ever considered tunnel s?

DR. FOX: That hasn't cone up in any of the work that we
have done at this point. We'll keep an eye out for that.

REP. BARRY: Well, | just every once in a while say why we
got a bridge here. Thank you.

REP. SANBORN: Thank you. | have a question about the whole

assessment part of it. Are we going to be |ooking at that at
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all? Are we nostly doing visual inspections? How are we
assessing bridge safety?

DR. FOX: There is a set of guidelines that they use
provi ded from Federal standards. It's nore than just go out and
|l ook at it. They do testing the condition of the concrete,
| aboratory testing and things like that. It's not just, as I
said, a visual inspection

REP. SANBCRN:. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Quest i on.

SEN. LITTLE: Thank you. | have an exanple of a bridge
repl acenment that's bothering nme since it happened, and |I don't
know i f your audit mght | ook at sonething that coul d address
this sort of thing.

A small, very small bridge, over a small tributary of the
Pi scataqua River in Ware, where | |live, that went across the
tributary. It's always been fine. Mdther's Day flood of eight
years or whatever that was, the water rose, topped over the
bridge, which is a violation. Wen the water receded, the
bridge is still there. It's inspected. It's fine. No danage to
under the bridge because of the topography, very gentle
hydraulics at that point in tine.

Yet, because it was topped in that flood, it nust be
replaced, and it needs to be replaced at Federal Bridge
Repl acenent Standards |'mtold by the Town and Departnent of
Transportation of the State of New Hanpshire, which neant a
$1.3 million concrete structure that is enornous and was opposed
by the only -- the bridge dead ends about 100 feet after -- the
road dead ends about a hundred feet after the bridge on the
ot her side of the river.

There's two houses on the other side. The honeowners
opposed the new style of bridge that was going to be put in, but
we were told that our hands are tied, that there was no way to
not do a bridge replacenment at Federal H ghway Standard
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Repl acenent. In other words, to raise the bridge up -- bridge
deck up high enough so that it will never be topped again by
water. It just seened |ike a huge waste of noney to nme when the
people on the other side didn't want the bridge built, that the
alternative was a bridge at about a quarter of the cost, but the
only way to get the State to pay for it was to do it to Federal
standards. So | didn't know if there were sone sort of a way to
take a |l ook and see if there were an opt-out to the State to
possi bly save taxpayers a bit of noney when there's a small,
one-l ane bridge going over a small tributary of a river to a
smal | nunber of houses that don't want the bridge replaced to
begin with, could we sinply say we are going to do this one
outsi de of the Federal Standards and save the taxpayers noney
and do what's nore realistic?

DR. FOX: Let ne ask the teamto look into this, ask sone
guestions. Senator, tell me where the bridge is?

SEN. LI TTLE; Peasel ee Road i n Weare.

DR. FOX: Peasel ee?

SEN. LI TTLE: Peasel ee, P-E-A-S-E-L-E-E, Peaselee Road in
Wear e.

DR. FOX: Town- owned bridge?

SEN. LITTLE: It is a town-owned bridge and they received
State Bridge Aid for it. | know that this says they shall not be
| ooki ng at any municipal bridges. But since it was paid for with
State Aid, it seens to nme that it should be concern of this
Comm ttee and State taxpayers.

REP. BARRY: M. Chairman.
DR. FOX: Let nme see what | can find out.

REP. BARRY: M ght | ask a question? |If there's conditions,
traffic conditions, how many cars going over it, trucks, you
know, what -- and maybe that has sonething to do with the

Federal requirenents so may be step levels in there that says
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sonebody saying here's what we got to go to the max full boat
20 years away.

SEN. LITTLE: Yeah, that was to get the water flow under the
bri dge.

DR. FOX: It sounds like if it's a road that dead ends
shortly after the bridge --

SEN. LI TTLE: Hundred feet after.

DR. FOX: -- traffic conditions would not be a concern,
especially heavy truck and things like that. | will make sone
inquiries, M. Chair, and see what we find out.

SEN. LITTLE: Thank you

DR. FOX: You're wel cone.

REP. GAGNON: M. Chair, can | ask why, what is the reason
for not |ooking at railroad bridges? It's privately-owned
property, is that why?

DR. FOX: It's a -- we have to basically be economcal with
our efforts, felt that the biggest -- the nost effect that we
coul d have out of this audit would be the bridges that receive
the | argest anount of vehicle traffic, which would be the
hi ghway bridges, the State road bridges, things like that,
rat her than include railroad bridges.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: |s there sone agency that --

DR. FOX: DOT does own -- they have, of course, the section
that is concerned with railroads. Al so, they have, you know,
section concerned --

SEN. REAGAN. Wl |, couldn’'t there be sone railroad bridges
or do we own all the railroad --
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DR. FOX: | couldn't answer that at this point. 1'd have to
find out.
REP. GAGNON: Well, | guess the reason | ask because isn't

the bridge over in Portsnmouth, isn't that a very key, crucial
bridge to maintaining the viability of the shipyard? And
there's been a |l ot of concerns regarding that particul ar bridge,
you know. So maybe that's been addressed already, | don't know.
But when you said railroad bridge, | thought why wouldn't we

| ook at that, you know.

DR. FOX: As | said, on our part, it's an effort to keep

our --
REP. GAGNON: Yeah. Ckay.
DR. FOX: -- nost tine-effective process for us.
REP. GAGNON: Thank you.
SEN. REAGAN. Ckay. The ot her business --
REP. WEBER: Do we need a notion?
SEN. REAGAN: Yes, we need a notion.
*x REP. WEBER: | woul d nove that we approve the Scope

St at enent as presented.

SEN. LITTLE: Second.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN:  Any further discussion? Al those in
favor? Opposed?

*** {MOTI ON ADOPTED}
DR. FOX: Thank you.

SEN. REAGAN: The notion carri ed.
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4. O her Business.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN:  And 1've a request from Representative
Rosenwal d for an audit of the Board of Naturopaths.

REP. WEBER: | can speak to that.

SEN. REAGAN: Sure.

REP. WEBER: Did she provide you with nore information
t her e?

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Ckay. She said it's never been done
before. They are able to set their own prescribing fornulary
whi ch includes control |l ed substances, and | believe they have
had issues filling positions on the Fornulary Cormittee and
havi ng peopl e outlasting their statutory tenure, so.

REP. WEBER: And | believe the other thing is that they
haven't -- they haven't, if I'"mcorrect, adopted rules. There's
a certain amount of laxity in getting that done. And part of
this may or may not have been overtaken by opioid crisis issues.
And | know that, certainly, Health and Human Services currently
has a bill in front of it that would set sonme new requirenents
in terns of just prescribing. But this is -- it's a broader area
than just the prescription of opioid nedication. And so it
seened |i ke a useful thing to | ook at.

And | think the other thing that | know several people have
expressed a concern to nme about, and this m ght be a good
vehicle, is the various licensing boards and how that -- that
Departnent is put together, because there's not a |ot of
oversight there. It's a very small group of people, but it's
sort of a free-floating departnent that doesn't seemto answer
too nmuch to anybody. So that was the concern that I'd been
heari ng.

REP. SANBORN: Didn't we just reorganize that and put it al
into one buil ding?
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REP. WEBER: And that's why it mght be a good tinme to start
looking at it alittle nore carefully.

SEN. LITTLE: So is that two audits? You | ooking at Board
of Naturopathy and the Joint Licensing Board?

REP. WEBER: | wouldn't frane it that way. | think | would
go for doing the Board of Naturopathy and then see what we see
and let the whole Joint Board have awhile to percol ate, because
t hey have been reorgani zed relatively recently; but | think it's
sonething it ought to be | ooked at at sone point.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Ckay. W have a notion and a second to
pl ace the Board of Naturopath on the list. Further discussion?
That was notion by Weber and second by Gagnon. All those in
favor?

*** [ MOTI ON ADOPTED}

REP. GAGNON: Chair, could | -- the Chairman of our
Committee ED&A al so requested that we | ook at the -- an audit
for the Realtors Board. Representative Hansen is here today, if
possible to al so speak to this. He's al so requesting the sane
audit and, if possible, perhaps he m ght want to speak to it.
It's primarily that the Commttee -- the Board, hasn't been
audited in a very long period of time. But if you permt, maybe
Representati ve Hansen m ght want to add a few comments to this
request.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: What do you have to offer?

PETER HANSEN, State Representative, Hillsborough County,
District #22: 1'd be glad to speak. | just -- | really just
came to reinforce what | think you all gotten a letter regarding
the situation with the Board of Realtors. It's been over
20 years according to their testinony since they have had an
audit. They're newly -- they have newy been put into the Joint
Board and whi ch dependi ng on what you mght find in an audit,
woul d put the Director of the -- Executive of the Joint Board
into an enbarrassing situation where she was forced by the
Legislature to take on a Board without a -- without an audit
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before responsibility was handed over to her. So | was nerely
just here to reinforce the letter and to explain the fact that
there are issues not only just with the Board itself but with
probably maybe some fiduciary issues that may or nay not cone up
for the Director of the Joint Board.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Ckay.

REP. SANBORN: | did not get that letter, so.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: | didn't either.

REP. WEBER: | didn't either.

REP. GAGNON: | believe it was only sent to ne as the
Commi ttee Menber on this Board. I'"'mnot sure it was shared with
everybody, but this is what we were referring to. And the
Chai rman of the Conmittee also signed off on it.

And we recently had sonme legislation, a bill filed before
us that it was very obvious to, | think, all of us on the
Committee that there seens to be sonme internal issues that
per haps need to be addressed with the Board and with their
relationship to the Joint Board and addressed partly to what
you're leaning to. But it just seens that it probably wasn't
fair to -- to hand over this new entity, say, here, take it, and
there's really no baseline. And |I think what we’'re suggesting is
that an audit should be conducted that woul d perhaps provide a
baseline of information and establish maybe better |ines of
communi cation. |Is that fair, do you think?

REP. HANSEN:. And process as well, yes. Process as well.

REP. BARRY: M. Chairman, the only coments |'ve heard from
other folks, realtors, is that there are tines when it seens
that the Board is raising barriers entry to the field
unnecessarily.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: That woul d be i nformation that
they -- that they would want to put in the Scope Statenent. If

it doesn't go in the Scope Statenent, it doesn't -- the
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guestions don't get asked. So anybody that suggests an audit and
has suspicion, you want to relate that to the auditors.

REP. BARRY: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Or it could be just m ssed.

** REP. BARRY: | guess |I'msaying that I'd like to make a
notion that we do audit the Board.

CHAI RMAN REAGAN: The noti on.

REP. SANBORN: Second.

REP. GAGNON: Seconded by ne.

CHAl RVAN REAGAN: Further discussion? Al those in favor?

***x  {MOTI ON ADOPTED}

CHAIl RVAN REAGAN: W -- | want to acknow edge that there's
fol ks here that came here about requesting an audit on the Sex
O fender Registry, which is the subject of |egislation that
apparently has passed the House and has not surfaced in the
Senate yet but it will. And | appreciate making this effort, but
I don't know why you would think that you would do this this way
at the sane tinme that it's the subject of |egislation?

WANDA DURYEA, Board Menber, Citizens for Crimnal Justice
Ref orm - New Hanpshire: It's our belief that your Board did the
audit the last tine.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Ckay.

M5. DURYEA: Also, Chris Dornin, the Founder of Citizens
for rimnal Justice Reformtried to get the audit authorized
earlier this year. Whether this was done maliciously,
unintentionally, or mstakenly, Chris was told to | eave a
hearing where they were going to be hearing testinony on
requesting an audit of the Sex O fender Treatnent Program Chris
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| eft that hearing because he was told that they would not be
hearing our issue. Chris is a very busy man and understands t hat
| egislators are, too. | do not know the |egislator's nane that
told himthat it was not being heard, but it was heard and Chris
was not there to speak on behalf of Citizens for Crimna
Justice Reform

Mary here has driven all the way from Vernont, three hours,
to speak with your Committee. | have driven from Farm ngton, New
Hanpshire, to speak with your Commttee. | was up unti
1 o'clock a.m last night re-verifying information because |
have new i nformation fromthe Departnent of Corrections that was
not heard by the House. If we get it through the House and the
Senat e says no, you guys can still say yes.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Yes, and you can cone and then you can
have - -

M5. DURYEA: You guys could say yes now and save the tine
of the Senators.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: No, we are not going to change the
Constitution and the whol e | egislative process.

M5. DURYEA: That woul d change the Constitution?

CHAl RVAN REAGAN: You don't |i ke how things are being done,
ma'am |'msorry, but we are not going to change —

M5. DURYEA: No, sir, |'m asking.

SEN. REAGAN: W are not going to change the way things are
done now. It's in a process. You have a Representative who's
entered the process. It's been successful in the House.

V5. DURYEA: Yes.

SEN. REAGAN: And it sounds like it will be successful in
the Senate and then that will be law. Then it will be ordered.
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M5. DURYEA: | think I'"mjust nore upset that people drove
down here believing that we were going to have a hearing and
we're not. And | don't know who didn't |et Rep. Verschueren
know, and he didn't |let us know but this wonan drove all the way
from Ver nont .

PAT WALLACE, Citizens for Crimnal Justice Reform W do
realize that's not your problem W' re very sorry for
i nterrupting.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: | nean, | appreciate you taking that
amount of interest, but it's |like out of our process. This is
not sonething that --

M5. DURYEA: Okay. So I'mjust going to sit here and watch
the hearing to nake sure that |I'mnot |eaving a hearing that
something's going to be heard in.

THE COURT REPORTER: M. Chairman, may | have the wonen who
spoke their nanmes, please? ldentify yourself. Wuld you give ne
your nane, please?

M5. WALLACE: Pat \Wall ace.

THE COURT REPORTER  Thank you.

M5. DURYEA: M nane is Wanda Duryea, D-U R Y-E-A

THE COURT REPORTER  Thank you.

REP. BARRY: Representing?

MS5. WALLACE: Citizens for Crimnal Justice.

MS. DURYEA: Citizens for Crimnal Justice Reform

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: Any ot her busi ness before we adjourn?

MR SMTH M. Chair, if | can just clarify. W do have a
potential audit topic list. That’s two, the Board of Realtors
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CHAI RVAN REAGAN:  Nat ur opat hy.

MR. SMTH. -- Naturopathy. Do you want those added to
that |ist or these are approved topics that we put in our queue
so that as we have resources beconme avail able --

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: | woul d place themin the queue.

MR. SMTH: In the queue. | wanted to verify.

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: The Naturopaths -- the Joint Board has an
excellent way to pronulgate rules that will get done, you know,
in short order. W know that on the rules side, the Realtors
Board. Anything el se?

REP. BARRY: | do have a comment on the tunnel. W took the
scenic route going dowmn to Florida one tinme. |If you go down
that way you go underneath the Chesapeake Bay.

SEN. REAGAN. The Bay Bri dge.

REP. BARRY: Back up and over an opening and then back down
and under the bay and --

REP. WEBER: | woul d di e.

REP. BARRY: You can see large freighters going across and
that's going to go across the sane tinme |I'mgoing to be
underneath it.

CHAl RVAN REAGAN: Wonder s.

REP. WEBER: | think that's the one where you can rent a
driver if you can't do it yourself and | can see that.

REP. GAGNON: Is that the one that there's two -- actually
two bridges?

SEN. LITTLE: Yes.
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REP. GAGNON: East, West and on Fridays they'|ll actually
shift it so there's actually three | anes going this way.
There's a curve in the bridge alnost |ike so you're driving and
you're seeing cars comng at you and, oh, it's horrible. It's
the scariest bridge |I've ever driven. Are you going that way?

REP. BARRY: | did it intentionally.

REP. GAGNON: Onh, you've done it.

REP. BARRY: |'ve done it intentionally. | thought it was
great.

SEN. LITTLE: | think the scariest bridge is the Thousand
I sl ands Bridge up in northern New YorKk.

REP. WEBER: |'ve done Prince Edward |sland which is seven

mles, but they've got jersey barriers so you can't see over it.

REP. SANBCORN:. Are we adj our ned?

CHAI RVAN REAGAN: |'mjust waiting for everybody for the
chatter to stop. Meeting is adjourned.

(The neeting adjourned at 1:38 p.m)
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