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Attachments: 16A-4815 comment.PDF

Please see attached for my comments on 16A-4815.

Vathan Bitrer

President

Hetrick-Bitner, Smith, Geigle Funeral Homes & Crematory
3125 Walnut Street

Harrisburg, PA 17109

717-545-3774

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email contains information from the Hetrick-Bitner Funeral Home, inc., Jesse H. Geigle
Funeral Home, Inc., which is confidential and/or legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you are notified
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly
prohibited. Please notify us immediately if you receive this transmission in error. Thank you.
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* October 1, 2009

Dear Licernisure Committes, (and) IRRC:

| eppose proposed regulatmn 16A~4815 for, among others the fo!lowing
reasons;

These ‘proposed reguiaﬁons are an altempt to fix somethmg WhiGh isn't

- broken. For decades, the existing contract options have worked well for
‘ Pennsytvama consumers. There has been no public outcry of harmed

consumers that would demand these detnmenta! changes to funeral pre«

‘planning contract options.

More mportanﬁy the proposed regulations will eliminate the protection
and financial savings currently afforded to Pennsylvania consumers.
Currently, while engaging in an irrevocable contract and frust, consumers:

‘eliminate those monetary funds from their list of assets when applying for
- §81, Medicare and/or nursing home assistance. It is know as spending
‘down. The funeral is taken care of but those funds are not considered

belonging to the contract holder. Without the ability to place these funds into
an irrevocable cmntfact those funds can be considered part of an mdw:duai’
asset base and would have to be exhausted or sufrendered erasing the

' ability for individual's to efficiently manage their own estates and make their

own funeral arrangements unimpeded by other decision makers.

These proposed regulatwns blatantly ignores a comprehensive and well-

‘reasoned Commonwealth Court en banc decision authored by Judge Dan

Pellegrini (see Bean v. Department of State, State Board of Funeral

 Directors, 855 A.2d 148 (Pa Cmwith, 2004), appeal denied, 584 Pa. 696, 882
~A2d 479 (2005)) which, among other things, said that the Funeral Board's %
rationale for requiring revoc:ab; xiy ar transferébﬁrty of ;are«fzeed cnmracts was i e

not supportab&e

Tﬁe simple fact i is, ?enmyivania unnsumers should have the right to

decide whether he or she wants an irrevocable pre-need agreement. These

 regulations eliminate that choice for no purposeful reason. These regulations

do nothing to protect the consumers and in fact, eirmmate ophons and chilt
competmon in F’ennsylvama :

g strqngly urge you to 'opaase this regulation.

Sincerely.

Nathan Bitner

- President




