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House of Representatives

HB 2098

accountable health plans; technical correction

Sponsor: Representative McComish

	DPA/SE
	Committee on Health and Human Services

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


HB 2098 makes a technical change.


Summary of the proposed strike-everything amendment
The proposed strike-everything amendment places additional requirements on the study the Department of Economic Security (DES) must contract for, regarding the adequacy of reimbursement rates for service providers for the developmental disabilities (DD) programs within the Arizona Long-Term Care System (ALTCS) and state-only programs. It also makes changes to the statutes governing community-based DD service providers.

History

Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) § 36-2959 requires the DES to contract with an independent consulting firm for an annual study regarding the adequacy of reimbursement rates to service providers for the DD programs within the ALTCS and the state-only programs. The consultant is required to include a recommendation for annual inflationary costs and costs arising from amendments to existing contracts. Current law also requires a complete study of reimbursement rates at least once every five years.

A.R.S. § 36-557 allows service providers for DD clients to engage in certain activities in accordance with the client’s individual program plan (IPP). These activities include administering and maintaining medications. A.R.S. § 36-551 defines IPP as a written statement of services to be provided to a person with developmental disabilities, including habilitation goals and objectives, which is developed following initial placement evaluation and revised after periodic evaluations.
Provisions

DD Service Provider Reimbursement Rate Review

· Stipulates that an independent consulting firm shall complete a study of the adequacy and appropriateness of reimbursement rates to service providers for DD programs at least once every five years. 

· Requires the DES publish the study and the new reimbursement rates following a sixty day review period by service providers.

· Prescribes that the firm examine in detail the costs associated with the delivery of services in programs of all sizes and scopes, including programmatic, administrative, and indirect costs of providing services in rural and urban areas of Arizona.

· Specifies that the study shall include a list of both reimbursable costs and a separate list of non-reimbursable costs.  

· Mandates that all reimbursable costs be included in the reimbursement rate and the reimbursable costs should not be less than the average cost as demonstrated through collected provider cost data and rates published in 2009 as a result of the five year study.

· Requires the DES to suspend specific service provider program requirements, terms, and specifications that are equivalent to the difference between the actual rate and the implemented rate if the DES implements reimbursement rates less than the reimbursement rates developed by the independent consulting firm. 

· Makes conforming changes.

Community-based DD Service Provider Requirements

· Requires that contracts for residential care DD services in unlicensed facilities provide for monitoring for health, safety, and other standards by the DES at least once each year, instead of the current six months.

· Allows DD service providers, if requested by the client or the client’s guardian and approved by the payor, and in accordance with the client’s IPP, to serve without compensation as the client’s representative payee, except that independent providers may not serve in this capacity.

· Makes technical and conforming changes. 

Amendments

Health and Human Services:

· The strike-everything amendment was adopted.

House of Representatives

HB 2157

wildlife; aquatic invasive species

Sponsor: Representative McLain

	DPA
	Committee on Natural Resources and Rural Affairs

	W/D
	Committee on Appropriations COMMENTS  \* MERGEFORMAT 

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


House Bill 2157 allows the Arizona Game and Fish Director (Director) to create an aquatic invasive species program.  The bill establishes prohibitions, penalties and the Aquatic Invasive Species Fund.

History

The Arizona Game and Fish Commission (Commission) is charged with the management, preservation and the regulation of the harvest of the wildlife in Arizona.  Included in this charge, is the authority given to the Commission to remove or grant the removal of fish which interfere with the propagation of game or food fish from waters in this state. (A.R.S. § 17-231)  The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) is also directed with disease assessment and treatment of wildlife and big game before importation or transportation in/into this state.  (A.R.S. § 17-318)

Through Executive Order 2005-09, the Governor’s Invasive Species Advisory Council (Council) was established and was reestablished by Executive Order 2007-07.  The Council is under the joint leadership of the Department and the Arizona Department of Agriculture and consists of 21 members from various organizations.  The Council’s charge is to advise the State on invasive species policy and implementation.  The Council has developed a consensus definition of invasive species as any species that is:

· Non-native to the ecosystem under consideration, and

· Whose introduction causes or is likely to cause economic or environmental harm or harm to human health.

In Executive Order 2007-07, the Governor directed that this definition be used as an advisory, non-regulatory definition for Arizona Executive Branch agencies.  The Council has also created an invasive species management plan for Arizona.

Provisions

Aquatic Invasive Species Program

· Defines aquatic invasive species as any aquatic species that is not native to the ecosystem under consideration and whose introduction or presence in the state may cause economic or environmental harm or harm to human health.  The definition does not include:

· Any nonindigenous species lawfully or historically introduced into this state for sport fishing recreation.

· Any species introduced into this state by the Department, by other governmental entities or by any person pursuant to laws relating to game and fish.

· Allows the Director to establish and maintain an aquatic invasive species program and issue orders to:

· Establish an aquatic invasive species list.

· Establish a list of waters/locations where there are aquatic invasive species.

· Eradicate and prevent the spread of aquatic invasive species.

· Manage the movement of watercraft and vehicles between waters where aquatic invasive species are present and other waters.

· Authorizes the Director to implement the following activities if an aquatic invasive species is suspected or documented in this state:

· Establish checkpoints/inspections of watercraft/equipment to locate the aquatic invasive species.

· Order any person with an aquatic invasive species in or on watercraft/equipment to decontaminate it in a manner prescribed by rule.

· Require any person with watercraft/equipment who visits locations that have aquatic invasive species to decontaminate the watercraft/equipment before moving it to any other locations where an aquatic invasive species could thrive.

· Provides that an order made to implement the aquatic invasive species program is exempt from rule making regulations, except the Director must promptly file a copy of the order for publication in the Arizona Administrative Register. 

Prohibitions/Violations

· Prohibits a person from the following, unless authorized by the Commission:

· Possess, import, ship or transport into or within this state, or cause to be imported, shipped or transported into or within this state, an aquatic invasive species.

· Transport in this state any watercraft/equipment that has been in any water or location where aquatic invasive species are present within 30 days before the date of transportation without first decontaminating the watercraft/equipment.

· Makes it a Class 6 felony for a person to knowingly:

· Sell, purchase, barter or exchange an aquatic invasive species. 

· Release, place or plant or cause to be released, placed or planted, an aquatic invasive species into waters in this state or into any water treatment facility, water supply or water transportation facility, device or mechanism in this state.

· The Commission may also bring a civil action in the name of the state to recover damages and costs for the above violations.

· Provides that a person who violates provisions relating to aquatic invasive species is subject to a civil penalty of not more than $1,000.

· Directs the Court to order a person who refuses to decontaminate the person’s watercraft/equipment to pay the state all costs incurred by the state to decontaminate the watercraft/equipment.

· Stipulates that the violations involving aquatic invasive species are applicable whether or not the Director establishes an aquatic invasive species program.

Aquatic Invasive Species Fund

· Establishes the Aquatic Invasive Species Fund(Fund) consisting of:

· Monies appropriated by the Legislature, including monies unallocated from the Watercraft licensing Fund.

· Monies paid and recovered from civil actions relating to aquatic invasive species.

· Gifts, grants, and other contributions.

· Requires the Commission to administer the Fund.

· Specifies that on notice from the Commission, the State Treasurer must invest and divest the monies in the Fund.

· Provides that the monies earned from investment are credited to the Fund.

· Prescribes that the monies in the Fund are appropriated to the Department and are exempt from the lapsing of appropriations.
Amendments
Natural Resources and Rural Affairs

· Provides an exception from the aquatic invasive species provisions to the owners and operators of any system of canals, water treatment or distribution facility system and waste water collection system or related systems.

· States that a private right of action is not created or implied and that is article may only be enforced by this state.
· Allows the Director to consult with the owners and operators of the exempted systems to assist in the implementation of an aquatic invasive species program.
House of Representatives

HB 2181

dust control practices; technical correction

Sponsor: Representative Konopnicki

	DPA S/E
	Committee on Natural Resources and Rural Affairs

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


House Bill 2181 makes technical changes.

The Strike-Everything Amendment was adopted in the Committee on Natural Resources and Rural Affairs as follows:

History of the Strike-Everything Amendment

The Agricultural Best Management Practices Committee (Committee) consists of various members of the agricultural community.  The members are appointed by the Governor and are responsible for adopting an agricultural general permit. An agricultural general permit outlines best management practices for regulated agricultural activities in order to reduce PM-10 emissions.  The Committee adopts by rule a list of best management practices that can vary according to regional or geographical conditions or cropping patterns.  Best management practices can be reevaluated and modified by the Committee. (A.R.S. § 49-457)

A.R.S. § 49-457 defines agricultural general permit as “best management practices that:

· Reduce PM-10 particulate emissions from tillage practices and from harvesting on a commercial farm.

· Reduce PM-10 particulate emissions from those areas of a commercial farm that are not normally in crop production.

· Reduce PM-10 particulate emissions from those areas of a commercial farm that are normally in crop production including prior to plant emergence and when the land is not in crop production.”

Best management practices are “techniques that are verified by scientific research and that on a case by case basis are practical, economically feasible and effective in reducing PM-10 particulate emissions from a regulated agricultural activity.” (A.R.S. § 49-457)

Provisions of the Strike-Everything Amendment

· Mandates that one person from each of the following be included in the Committee:

· Actively engaged in the operation of a beef cattle feed lot.

· Actively engaged in the operation of a dairy.

· Includes as an agricultural general permit, best management practices that reduce PM-10 particulate emissions caused by or incidental to the activities of a dairy or the activities of a beef cattle feed lot, including practices relating to:

· Unpaved access connections.

· Unpaved roads or feed lanes.

· Animal waste handling and transporting.

· Arenas, corrals and pens.

· Adds the activities of a dairy and activities of a beef cattle feed lot to the definition of regulated agricultural activities.

· Specifies that the definition of regulated area also includes any other PM-10 particulate nonattainment area established in Arizona after the effective date.

· Requires the Committee, on or before June 30, 2010, to adopt by rule an agricultural general permit that outlines best management practices for the reduction of PM-10 particulate emissions from dairy operations and from beef cattle feed lot operations.  

· The regulated dairy or beef cattle feed lot must comply within six months after the effective date of the general permit.

· Makes technical and conforming changes.

Amendments
The Strike-Everything Amendment was adopted in the Committee on Natural Resources and Rural Affairs.
House of Representatives

HB 2190

nuisance abatement; entry on premises

Sponsor: Representative Barnes

	DPA
	Committee on Environment

	DPA
	Committee on Judiciary COMMENTS  \* MERGEFORMAT 

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


HB 2190 modifies the conditions under which health inspectors may enter property for the purpose of neutralizing public health or safety dangers.

History

Arizona has the third highest foreclosure rate in the country.  Approximately 117,000 homes were foreclosed in 2008, which represents a 200% increase since 2007.  As more foreclosures occur, many pools are left untended or abandoned and can threaten the health and safety of the community.  Algae is a common feature of derelict pools and can produce hepatoxins that attack the liver, neurotoxins that target the nervous system or microcystins that cause a variety of symptoms from rashes to intestinal and respiratory problems.  Certain forms of algae can also assist in the spread of other diseases, like E. coli.  In addition, neglected pools serve as a breeding ground for mosquitoes, which can reproduce at a rate of 10,000 to 100,000 larvae per pool per day.  These mosquitoes contribute to the spread of West Nile Virus.  Arizona reported 114 cases to the Center for Disease Control in 2008, second only to California’s 440 cases.  

A.R.S. § 49-141 outlines the conditions that constitute environmental nuisances.  Specifically, any place in a populous area that can serve as a breeding place for mosquitoes is listed.  Currently, many counties rely on a report and complaint system to identify properties that require remedy.  After the complaint is received, an inspector serves notice to the property.  Owners have 24 hours to respond to the notice.  Failure to comply with the notice is a class 3 misdemeanor.  Maricopa County received 9,117 complaints in 2008, up from 5,879 in 2007.  If the property is abandoned, a warrant is required and must be issued before any treatment of the pool can begin.  HB 2190 would allow county health officials to enter a property without a warrant in order to remove potential hazards.

Provisions

· Permits county or city health and environmental departments warrantless access to properties 24 hours after the posting of a nuisance abatement notice for the purpose of cleaning up or disposing of any nuisance or danger to the public health.

· Adds source of filth and cause of sickness as reasons for county or city health and environment departments to enter a property.

· Allows for a warrant to be issued immediately for a peace officer and a member of the department to begin removal of the environmental nuisance if entry to the property is denied.

Amendments
Environment and Judiciary
· Removes the warrantless access to properties.

· Adds that any member of the board or officer of an environmental health department may make a complaint to an administrative law judge, if the Office of Administrative Hearings has a contract with the political subdivision that employs the complainant. 

· Requires the administrative law judge to issue a warrant after a complaint is made, if appropriate, to destroy or remove the nuisance.

House of Representatives

HB 2202

county stormwater management; reference correction.

Sponsor: Representative Barnes

	
	Committee on Environment

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


HB 2202 corrects a reference to the Arizona Administrative Code relating to exclusions for discharges under local stormwater quality programs.
History

According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program controls water pollution by regulating point sources that discharge pollutants into waters of the United States.  Point sources are discrete conveyances such as pipes or man-made ditches.  In most cases, the NPDES permit program is administered by authorized states.

In 2002, Arizona, along with 45 other states, was given authorization from EPA to operate the NPDES program at the state level.  The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) developed rules for the Arizona Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (AZPDES) in 2001.  ADEQ offers two specific types of permits: individual permits and general permits.  An individual permit is tailored for a specific facility based on an individual application.  A general permit is developed and issued to cover multiple facilities within a specific category, industry or area.  General permits offer a cost-effective and efficient option for agencies to cover a large number of facilities with elements in common under one permit.

A.R.S. § 49-371 regulates local stormwater quality programs for counties that are required to obtain coverage under AZPDES.  “Arizona Administrative Code 18-9-1-902(G)” is currently referenced under A.R.S. § 49-371(E), which is an incorrect reference to administrative code.  

HB 2202 corrects the reference to 18-9-A902(G), relating to exclusions for discharges that do not require an AZPDES permit.  
Provisions

· Corrects a reference to Title 18 of the Arizona Administrative Code relating to exclusions for discharges under the AZPDES permit program.

· Makes technical and conforming changes.  

House of Representatives

HB 2395

ADOT; rules; compact repeal

Sponsor: Representative Biggs

	DP
	Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


HB 2395 makes various changes within Title 28 relating to rule making, repeals the chapter relating to the vehicle equipment safety compact and repeals A.R.S. § 28-6994 that requires the Director of the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) to adopt rules for expenditures of monies in the State Highway Fund. 

History

Title 41, Chapter 6, Article 3, outlines the statutory requirements for agency, board and commission rule making authority. Rule making as currently described in A.R.S. § 41-1001, means the process for formulation and finalization of a rule.  Statute defines a rule to mean a State agency’s statement of general applicability that implements, interprets or prescribes law or policy, or describes the procedure or practice requirements of an agency. Rules may also include prescribing fees, or amending or repealing a prior rule.  

The Arizona Administrative Register (Register) is an official document of the State of Arizona and is published by the Secretary of State (SOS).  The Register contains all rule making activity, tracks and publishes a rule at each step of the process, from idea to proposed rule, public participation, final rule, and final certification or approval.  Additionally, the Register publishes all emergency and exempt rules.  Although the rule making process can be very lengthy, the Register is the venue by which the public may track a rule through the process, and the Register is published on a weekly basis. 
 
After certification by the Attorney General or upon approval of the Governor's Regulatory Review Council, all rules are filed with the SOS.  The Arizona Administrative Code is the official compilation of all final rules of state agencies, boards and commissions, and consists of 10-volume sets divided into 20 Titles and 230 Chapters.  
Provisions

· Allows, rather than requires, the Transportation Board to prescribe rules for the effective administration of its powers, duties and responsibilities.

· Removes the requirement for the Director of Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) to adopt rules for the application and expenditure of all public transit monies.

· Repeals section 28-952.01 requiring ADOT to adopt rules regarding brake fluid standards.

· Repeals Title 28, Chapter 6, Article 1 relating to the vehicle equipment safety compact.

· Repeals A.R.S. § 28-6994 that requires the Director of ADOT to adopt rules for the expenditure of monies in the State Highway Fund.

· Removes the requirement for the Director of ADOT to adopt rules for closing state highways under repair or construction.

· Makes technical and conforming changes.

House of Representatives

HB 2616

living wills; health care directives

Sponsor: Representative Murphy

	DPA/SE
	Committee on Health and Human Services

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


HB 2616 establishes notification requirements for guardians who intend to consent to the removal of the artificial administration of food or fluid from their wards, and provides standards for legal challenges by those notified about the guardians’ decisions.

History

Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) § 14-5311 establishes that any qualified person may be appointed guardian of an incapacitated person, and the court may consider the following persons for appointment as guardian in the following order:

· A guardian or conservator of the person or a fiduciary appointed by the court of any jurisdiction in which the incapacitated person resides.
· An individual or corporation nominated by the incapacitated person if the person has, in the opinion of the court, sufficient mental capacity to make an intelligent choice.
· The person nominated in the incapacitated person's most recent durable power of attorney.
· The spouse of the incapacitated person.
· An adult child of the incapacitated person.
· A parent of the incapacitated person, including a person nominated by will or other writing signed by a deceased parent.
· Any relative of the incapacitated person with whom the incapacitated person has resided for more than six months before the filing of the petition.
· The nominee of a person who is caring for or paying benefits to the incapacitated person.
· If the incapacitated person is a veteran, the spouse of a veteran or the minor child of a veteran.
· A fiduciary, guardian or conservator.
A.R.S. § 14-5312 allows guardians, except as prohibited by a court order, to give any consent necessary to enable their wards to receive medical care.
Provisions

Notice Requirements for Guardians Regarding Removal of Food or Fluid
· Stipulates that a guardian may not consent to the withdrawal of the artificial administration of food or fluid before providing notice, by certified mail a minimum of five business days in advance, of the guardian’s intent to do so to the following persons:

· The guardian’s ward, the ward’s spouse, parents, step-parents, grandparents, brothers, sisters, children, step-children, current foster parents, and current foster children.

· Any person who is serving as conservator, or who has the care and custody of the ward.

· In cases when none of the aforementioned family members were notified, at least one of the adult blood relatives, if any can be found.

· Any person who filed a demand for notice with the court that appointed the guardian.

· Requires the guardian to provide written evidence to the health care facility that notice has been given.

· Indicates that a surrogate who petitions the court to be appointed as a guardian is subject to the aforementioned notice requirements.

· Exempts health care providers from civil or criminal liability for a guardian’s failure to comply with the aforementioned notice requirements.

· Allows persons who have received notice to file a verified petition with the superior court within five business days of receipt of notice to challenge the decision of a guardian.

Challenges to Guardians’ Decisions to Remove Food or Fluid

· Stipulates that in a proceeding challenging a guardian’s decision to consent to the withdrawal of food or fluid from a patient, there is a rebuttable presumption that a patient who does not have a valid living will, power of attorney, or health care directive, has directed the patient’s health care providers to provide the patient with food or fluid sufficient to sustain life, even if that requires an invasive procedure.

· Establishes that the aforementioned presumption may be rebutted only if either of the following applies:

· By reasonable medical judgment, the provision of food or fluid is not medically possible or would hasten death, or because of the medical condition of the patient, the patient would be incapable of digestion and the provision of food or fluid would not contribute to sustaining the patient’s life or providing the patient physical comfort.

· The court finds all of the following by clear and convincing evidence:

· The patient, when competent to make health care decisions, specifically expressed the desire not to have food or fluid artificially administered if in an irreversible coma or a persistent vegetative state.

· The patient is determined to be in an irreversible coma or persistent vegetative state that is incurable by the reasonable assessment of the patient’s doctor, which is supported by the opinion of an independent neurologist, or if a neurologist is not available, another physician who has examined the patient to make this determination and is supported by the recommendation of the health care facility’s institutional bioethics committee.

· The patient is unable to ingest food or fluid by natural means.

· Specifies that any superior court order authorizing a guardian to withdraw food or fluid shall be automatically stayed for five business days to allow a party to seek an expedited appeal with the court of appeals, and similarly automatically stays any decision by the court of appeals to allow for a party to seek review by the Supreme Court.

· Requires that food or fluid not be withheld pending a decision by a court of appeals or the Supreme Court.

Amendments

Health and Human Services:

· The strike-everything amendment was adopted.

House of Representatives

HB 2629

license plate obstruction; wheelchair holders

Sponsor: Representative Gowan

	DPA

S/E
	Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


HB 2629 permits an exception to the lighting and attachment requirements for license plates, in the case of a wheelchair lift or carrier obstructing the license plate.

The strike-everything amendment to HB 2629 allows the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) Motor Vehicle Division (MVD) to issue one or two special license plates with the international symbol of access and establishes how the second plate should be attached.
History

The MVD issues special license plates with the international symbol of access to persons who are permanently disabled and own or lease a vehicle and organizations which own or lease vehicles which transport physically disabled individuals. The MVD also issues permanent and temporary disabled windshield placards. Persons or individuals wishing to obtain either the license plate or a windshield placard must submit an application to the MVD and furnish proof of disability or services provided to those with disabilities. A physically disabled person, as defined in statute, is a person who cannot walk 200 ft. without stopping to rest or walk without the assistance from a brace, cane, crutch, other person, prosthetic device, wheelchair or another assistive device, is restricted by a lung disease, uses portable oxygen, has a cardiac condition that limits the person’s functionality or is severely limited in walking due to an arthritic, neurological or orthopedic condition.

Under Arizona statute license plates must be securely fastened to the rear of a vehicle at least twelve inches about the ground and be clearly visible. Additionally, a white light must illuminate the rear license plate so it is legible from 50 ft away (A.R.S. §§ 28-925 & 28-2354).

Provisions

· Allows for an exception to lighting requirements for rear license plates if a wheelchair lift or carrier makes lighting difficult or impossible.

· Permits an exception to requirements for license plate attachment if an individual has been issued a permanent or temporary disabled removable windshield placard, if the following requirements are meet:

· The windshield placard has the license plate number assigned to the vehicle that is transporting the wheelchair. 

· The windshield placard is clearly and visibly displayed.

Provisions of the strike-everything amendment

· Permits the MVD to issue one or two special license plates with the international symbol of access.

· Sets forth how a second special license plate with the international symbol of access must be displayed in the case of a vehicle with a wheel chair carrier or lift.

Amendments

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure
· The strike-everything amendment was adopted.

House of Representatives

HCR 2023

greenhouse gas emissions

Sponsor: Representative Mason

	DP
	Committee on Environment

	X
	Caucus and COW

	
	House Engrossed
	


HCR 2023 recognizes Arizona’s concern for global climate change and presents broad conditions for Arizona and the United States to confront greenhouse gas emissions.

History

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) defines a greenhouse gas as the “gaseous constituents of the atmosphere, both natural and anthropogenic, that absorb and emit radiation at specific wavelengths within the spectrum of thermal infrared radiation emitted by the Earth’s surface, the atmosphere itself, and by clouds.” Some gases in the atmosphere absorb longer wavelengths of light and re-emit these waves back to Earth, thus raising the temperature on the planet’s surface. The extent to which this process raises temperatures is disputed among scientists. Nitrous oxide, methane, ozone, and carbon dioxide (CO2) are the primary greenhouse gases. The United States accounts for approximately 22% of the world’s CO2 emissions, the most of any country. Fossil fuels satisfy 85% of American demand, and this power generation provides an additional two billion tons of CO2 per year, which is 6.67% of the world total.
The estimated potential impacts of human-induced climate change from greenhouse gases vary from little effect to catastrophic consequences.  For example, rising sea levels due to higher temperatures may be attributed to an increase in greenhouse gases. Scientists debate the predicted range of values from 1.5 feet to 20 feet. 

Provisions

· Resolves that the state supports reducing emissions of greenhouse gasses in a manner that will make American business more globally competitive by creating jobs, lowering the price of energy, and rewarding businesses at the forefront of technology.
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