Submitter: Michael Tiebout

On Behalf Of:
Committee: Senate Committee On Judiciary
Measure, Appointment or Topic: SB243

Opposition Argument to SB 243

Senate Bill 243 poses significant concerns for public welfare and economic stability.
While it aims to address certain issues, it overlooks key unintended consequences
that could harm businesses, residents, and the state's economy as a whole.

Economic Impact on Small Businesses: SB 243 could impose additional regulatory
burdens on small businesses, particularly those that are already struggling to stay
afloat. The bill’'s provisions may lead to increased operational costs, compliance
expenses, and potential job cuts. Small businesses are often the backbone of the
economy, and imposing such measures could lead to widespread closures,
unemployment, and a reduced capacity for economic growth.

Increased Costs to Consumers: As businesses face higher costs due to the bill’s
mandates, these costs may be passed on to consumers in the form of higher prices.
This could disproportionately affect low-income families and vulnerable populations,
exacerbating economic inequality.

Overregulation: The bill could represent an overreach by the state into private
enterprise and individual freedoms. Excessive regulation can stifle innovation and
growth, limiting the potential for industries to adapt and evolve in a competitive global
market. Overregulation also often leads to bureaucratic inefficiencies, which can
further slow down economic progress.

Unintended Consequences for Employment: By enforcing more stringent rules, SB
243 could inadvertently lead to job losses, especially in industries that rely on
flexibility and scalability. In an economy where job security is already a concern for
many, this bill might add to the strain by discouraging businesses from hiring or
expanding.

Negative Impact on Industry Competitiveness: SB 243 may place an unfair burden on
industries that operate in highly competitive markets. These additional costs and
regulations could hurt businesses’ ability to compete with counterparts in other states
or countries, putting them at a distinct disadvantage.

In conclusion, while SB 243 may have been introduced with good intentions, its
potential impact on businesses, consumers, and the broader economy outweighs any



perceived benefits. A more balanced approach is needed to address the bill’s
concerns without causing harm to economic stability and growth.



