GARTH 0. EVERETT
MEMBER
84th LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT
HARRISBURG OFFICE:
P0 0’ 20212114 FIrIulsbLlg, PA 171202084
Phone (717) 787-5270
Fax (717) 772.9955

Ga,nu and risI,cI,00
Slate Gowernrnonl. CIrairman

DISTRICT OFFICES.
P,”ln H.I S Fti:a. 21 K ,i, Read 5J.!
liuncy. PA 17756
clone !,7C15 43 2O4 Of 5721 327.2064
Fox 570) 546-5220
ThrIdogolen VaI:ey Marl Roon, 105
701A!laghhrny SIroel Sax

ConIc, Ic, Ru, Pennoybrati
Ctnpeakcr Soy r,o-m.noini
10641 GowcrfllvJn: Corsaisnnr.
rtnIlSyFnihO Co11e30 01 icflnnlolj
Wilkanopod Regional Apipaht

of Rrprescntatibcs

rn.isc
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

7740

Ilarri sburg

b-Mill goveroIl(pxFhnr.s.lgop cam
Wchyin x’vjRnrEve,Ml corn

JUL 262019

July26! 2019
Secretary Topper
Department of General Services
515 North Office Building
Harrisburg, PA 17125
Re: Proposed Rulemaking

—

Increased State Metrology Laboratory Fees

Dear Secretary Topper:
I write today to share comments regarding the Department of General Service’s proposed rulemaking which
would increase fees associated with the Department’s metrology laboratory calibration testing. Given the
magnitude of the proposed fee increases, I believe that It is important to exercise the State Government
Committee’s oversight role under the Regulatory Review Act.
Quite simply I believe that the proposed tee increases are excessive. The regulation, if approved and
promulgated, would result in a 150 percent increase in total annual metrology lab fees from $258,013.17 to
$645,094. These fees are paid by the 1,800 companies that sell, install and repair commercial weighting and
measuring devices, including 151 small businesses, who use the State Metrology Laboratory’s services for their
livelihood. This is totally unacceptable.
-

In the regulatory analysis form the Department explained the results of a cost comparison study of ten separate
scenarios for laboratory calibrations. For each scenario, the Department compared Pennsylvania’s proposed
fees to the fees charged by other states. For eight of those scenarios, Pennsylvania’s proposed fees would be,
‘between the second and ninth highest fees
and in the two other scenarios Pennsylvania’s proposed fees
would be the highest fees charged.
In the regulatory analysis form, the Department claims that these fee increases would not impact Pennsylvania’s
ability to compete with other states even though the proposed fees will be higher in many cases than the fees
charged by the other states included in the cost comparison study. It appears that this may be because much of
the equipment that the State Metrology Lab tests would be cost-prohIbitive to transport elsewhere for testing,
due to its weight and size. As a result, the affected community would be subject to these increased fees with
seemingly no way to mitigate their increased costs through the competitive marketplace.
As Chairman of the standing committee that has oversight regarding the Department of General Service’s
regulations, I transmit this etter to you and urge you to withdraw State Metrology Laboratory Fee Schedule #827.
ry truly yours,

a h D. verett, Majority C airm n
House State Government Committee
CC: Independent Regulatory Review Commission

