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The Chief Clerk makes the following entries under the abovéManagement(608-266-0014), or Kathy Curtnebirector of

date.

PETITIONS AND COMMUNICA TIONS

State of Wisconsin
Department of Agricultur e, Trade and Consumer
Protection

September1, 1998

The Honorable, The Legislature:

1991 Wisconsin Act 273reated section 1112)(j), Wis. Stats.,
which requires the submittal of an annual regdorthe chief
clerk of each house of the Legislatuby September 15

regardingthe preparation oénvironmental assessments and
environmentalmpact statements.

the Bureau of Community Financial

(608-266-0860).Thank you.
Sincerely,

GEORGE E. MEYER
Secretary

Assistance,

State of Wisconsin
Groundwater Coordinating Council
August, 1998
The Honorable, The Legislature:
This is the 1998 Groundwater Coordinating Courf@GICC)
Reportto the Legislature. The GCC was formed in 1984 to help
state agencies coordinate non-regulatory activities and

exchangenformation on groundwateiThe GCC has served as
amodel for interagency coordination and cooperation among

I am submitting the attached report prepared by the Departmesthtegovernment dfcials, the Governgriocal government and
of Agriculture, Tade and Consumer Protection for fiscal yearfederalgovernment. It has achieved the distinction of being one

1998 to comply with this requirement.

Pleasecontact Buzz Davis of my sfedt 224-4593 if there are
any questions regarding the report.

Sincerely,

BEN BRANCEL
Secretary

State of Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources

September 14, 1998
The Honorable, The Legislature:

of the few groups inthe nation to déctively coordinate
groundwatemctivities in its state from an advisory position.
We hope you, your stgfand the public will find this repod
useful reference in protecting Wsconsins valuable
groundwateresource.
Sincerely,
SUSAN L. SYLVESTER, Chair
Groundwater Coordinating Council
State of Wisconsin
Ethics Board

September 15, 1998

| am pleased to send you this report on the Future Funding @, Honorable. The Senate:

Recyclingin Wisconsin The report responds to the 1997-99
budgetdirective to the DNR to look at the alternatives for
continuingthe funding of recycling programs through tfear
2004. Though the report is nolue until December 31, 1998,
| felt it was important to havéhis report finished and the
alternativesavailable for discussioat the earliest possible date.

At the direction of s13.685(7) WisconsinStatutes | am
furnishing you with the names of ganizations recently
registeredwith the Ethics Board that employ one or more
individualsto afect state legislation or administrativeles,
andnotifying you of changes in the Ethics Boardcords of
licensedlobbyists and theiemployers. For each recently

This report was prepared by a work group consisting of DNRegisteredorganization | have included therganization’s
and UW-Extension stdf Work group members relied on  gescriptionof the generahrea of legislative or administrative

material prepared for the Legislative CounciBpecial
Committee on the Future of Recycling for much of the
backgroundor this report. The work group publicized aveld

a public meeting attended by thirty interested parties an
acceptedvritten comments for over six weeks before finalizing
their report.

Basedon their feedback, it became clear that there was n

consensuamong the various interested parties about the be
approacho take. The work group decided that a reasonabl

courseof action would be to lay out the most viable options and

presenthem to you for consideration. Those optiappear
underthe “Analysis of Alternatives” section.

If youhave any comments or questions about this report plea
direct them to me, Sue Bangert, Director ofa$ie
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actionthat it attempts to influence and the name of each licensed

lobbyistthat the ayanization has authorized to act on its behalf.
Organization’s authorization of additional lobbyists:

q‘he following organizations previously registered with the

Ethics Board have authorized to act on their behalf these

additionallicensed lobbyists:

gtonsolidated Papers Inc.
Laatsch, imothy
Termination of lobbying authorizations:

The following individuals are no longer authorizedlobby on
behalf of the oganizations listed belgwas of the dates
wdicated.

Journal Communications Inc.

e
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Remsik, Jdfey J9/14/98 lobbying activities filed by the @anizations that employ
Nature Conservancy Io.bbyists.

Cieslewicz, David 9/14/98 Sincerely,
Rural Water Assn., Wisconsin gi(r)et:l?o‘:UDD

Selchert, Robert9/8/98 State of Wsconsin
School Administrators, Assn. of Wsconsin Ethics Board

Laatsch, Tmothy 9/9/98 September 29, 1998

Also available from the \8consin EthicsBoard are reports The Honorable, The Senate:

identifying the amountind value of time state agencies haveas the direction of s13.685(7) WisconsinStatutes | am
spentto afect legislative action and reports of expenditures fok mishing you with the names of ganizations recently
lobbying activities filed by the aanizations that employ registeredwith the Ethics Board that employ one or more

lobbyists. individualsto afect state legislation or administrativeles,
Sincerely, andnotifying you of changes in the Ethics Boardacords of
ROTH JUDD licensedlobbyists and theiemployers. For each recently
Director registeredorganization | have included therganization’s
State of Wisconsin descriptionof the generarea of legislative or administrative

Ethics Board actionthat it attempts to influence and the name of each licensed
lobbyistthat the aganization has authorized to act on its behalf.

September 22, 1998 Organization’s authorization of additional lobbyists:

The Honorable, The Senate: The following organizations previously registered with the
At the direction of s13.685(7) WisconsinStatutes| am  Ethics Board have authorized to act on their behalf these
furnishing you with the names of ganizations recently additionallicensed lobbyists:

registeredwith the Ethics Board that employ one or morepastics Council Inc. American

individualsto afect state legislation or administrativeles, '
andnotifying you of changes in the Ethics Boardacords of Fonfara, Thomas o
licensedlobbyists and theiemployers. For each recently Termination of lobbying authorizations:
registeredorganization | have included therganization’s Thefollowing individuals are no longer authorizediobby on
descriptionof the generadrea of legislative or administrative behalf of the opanizations listed belgwas of the dates
actionthat it attempts to influence and the name of each licenséddicated.

lobbyistthat the gganization has authorized to act on its behalf A 1 ,sementand Music Operators, Wsconsin

Organization’s authorization of additional lobbyists: Brown. Geoge 9/23/98

The following organizations previously registered with the
Ethics Board have authorized to act on their behalf thes

eEIectric Power Co, Wisconsin

additionallicensed lobbyists: Brown, Geoge 9/23/98
Automatic Mer chandising Council, Wisconsin Johnson-Keland Land Company Inc
Fonfara, Thomas Brown, Geoge 9/23/98

Also available from the Wgconsin EthicsBoard are reports

identifying the amountind value of time state agencies have
Fonfara, Thomas o spentto afect legislative action and reports of expenditures for
Termination of lobbying authorizations: lobbying activities filed by the @anizations that employ

Thefollowing individuals are no longer authorizedlobby on  lobbyists.

behalf of the oganizations listed belgwas of the dates Sincerely,

Johnson Contmwls, Inc

indicated. ROTHJUDD
Alliant (formerly Wis Power & Light Co) Director
Theo, Peter  9/16/98 State of Wisconsin

Applied Power Inc Claims Board

Brown, Geoge 9/18/98 September 16, 1998

Fire Chiefs Assn, Visconsin State 'éhelHon:raEIe, The Sefnf]lte:s Claims Board na th
ncloseds the report of the State Claims Board covering the
Brown, Geoge 9/21/98 claimsheard on August 27, 1998.

The amounts recommended for payment under $5,000 on

Johnson Contols, Inc

Brown, Geoge 9/21/98 claimsincluded in this report have, under the provisions of s.
Lake Como Sanitary District 16.007 Stats., been paid directly by the Board.
Brown, Geoge 9/18/98 The Board is preparing the bill(s) on the recommended

o ‘s : . : award(s)over $5,000, if anyand will submit such to the Joint
Podiatric Medicine, Wisconsin Society of Finance Committee for legislative introduction.

Brown, _Geoqe 9/_21/98 Thisreport is for the information of the Legislature. The Board
Property Valuation Associates Inc would appreciate your acceptance and spreading of it upon the
Brown, Geoge 9/21/98 Journalto inform the members of the Legislature.

Also available from the \gconsin EthicsBoard are reports Sincerely,
identifying the amountind value of time state agencies haveEDWARD D. MAIN
spentto afect legislative action and reports of expenditures foiSecretary
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STATE OF WISCONSIN otherstateemploye recommended that the floors in the plant be
CLAIMS BOARD smooth. Department regulationsequire that the floor be
impervious,not smooth. Furthermore, Department regulations
state that floors that become wet must have a non-slip surface.
The claimant receivedvritten materials that included these
specificationdor floors. The floors were apparently finished

The State Claims Board conducted hearings in the State
Capitol, Room 417 North, Madison, Wsconsin on August
27,1998, upon the following claims:

Claimant Agency Amount according to the architecs specifications, which state,
1. Ringhand Meats Agriculture, Trade $5,144.05  “Interior concrete slabs shall have a monolithic steel-trowelled

& Beverages, Inc. & Consumer Protection finish”. The architecg spec sheet for the plant was never
2. Marcia Klein Health and $5,274.29 submittedto the Departmentrior to construction. A DACP

inspectorstates that he overheard the floor contractor ask the

Family Services claimant if the floor was smooth enoufgir him and that the

3. Green Tee Financial $20,532.00  cjaimanttold the contractor to make another pass to make the
Financial Serviceslnstitutions floor smoother The claimant has been in the business for
4. Delmar L. Smith Revenue $10,954.74 approximately 30 years. He has two facilities and has
5. Tillman Mosley ~ Revenue $9.392.14 remodeledan existing one. He received written information
' : . from the Department, including the floor specifications, in
6.Eugene Parks Revenue $49,659.70  1988and again in 1996. The Board concludes there has been
7. Wisconsin Gas ~ Transportation $965.49 aninsuficient showing of negligence on the part of the state, its
Company officers,agents or employes and this claim isome for which
8.Wisconsin Gas  Transportation $1,590.07 thestate is legally liable nor one which the state should assume
Company andpay based on equitable principles.
gwsconS”] GaS Transportatlon $45077 2 Marcia Klein of App|et0n, \igconsin claims $5,27429 for
Company reimbursementf attorneys fees and other expenses allegedly
ot ) ) ) incurredbecause of an open records request. The claimant is
In addlthn, the foIIpwmg claims were consideed and emp|oye(ht Wisconsin Resource Center (WRC) In Jmagﬁ
decidedwithout hearings: two patients at the centewho were detained there under
Claimant Agency Amount Chapter980 Stats., as sexually violent persons, made open
10. Cedar Grove Agriculture, Tade $711.61 recordsrequests for copies of the claimarpersonnel file At
Cheese, Inc. & Consumer Protection tﬂattime, the statﬁ pl?nned on relea%ing a portion of Ejhe ﬁk(aj t?]
; ; therequesters. The claimant retained an attorney and sued the
11. National Agriculture, Tade $102'38 stateto keep itfrom releasing the file. The two patients
Farmers & Consumer Protection requestinghe records had themselves added to the lawsuit as
Opganization defendants. Aftereceivingadditional patient requests for the
12. Gus WErnst Natural Resources $2,754.00 personnefiles of various otheemployes, the state reversed its
13. Lichtfeld Administration $172.00 position regarding release of the file. The state refused to

releaseany portion othe claimang personnel file based on the

Plumbing, Inc. “balancingtest” exemption othe Public Records Lavirhe

14. Scott & Brenna  University $720.21 claimantargued that position as well, and alsguwed that the
Miles of Wisconsin patientswere “incarcerated persons” atfierefore were not
15. Barbara MarianrHealth and $93.19 properrequesters under $9.32 (3) The Circuit Court agreed

with the states position. The two patients appealed. The Court

Rush Family Services LS 5 e
of Appeals upheld the Circuit Cowgttlecision, based on the

16. James D. éichelt Revenue $673.13 state’s“balancing test’agument, but rejected the claimant’
In addition, the following claim, presented at a pevious argumenthat the patients were “incarcerated persons” under s.
hearing, was consideed and decided: 19.32 (3). The claimant requests reimbursement for her
Claimant Agency Amount attorney’sfees, interest, lost wages, and travel expenses. DHFS
17.Deiss Sanitation University $33,305.00 statesthat from the time ireversed its position and denied

of Wisconsin accesdo therecords (9/10/96) through the Court of Appeals

. ) . . , decision (4/1/98), the claimant and DHFS took the same
In addition, the board discussed its long-standing policy of position; the only diference was their legal reasoning. Both
not h0|d|ng hea”ngs fOI’ Stale_dated CheCkS over Swars courts adopted DHES’ |ega| reasoning and rejecm
old. . claimant'stherefore her legal expenditures during thesiod
The Board Finds: did not contribute in any way to the ultimate resolution of the
1. Ringhand Meats and Beveragdagc., of Evansville, case.DHFS also points out that a portiof her claim is for
Wisconsinclaims $5,144.05 for the cost of refinishing the floorexpensesincurred in supporting legislation to exempt
of the claimans meat processing plant. The claimant allegegsommittedinpatients from the definition of “requester” under
thatthe floors of the plant were finishaéad accordance with PublicRecords LawDHFS supported this legislation and does
instructions from Arthur Ness of DACP’s Meat Safety not feel the state should pay expenses an employe incurs in
Division. The claimantlaims that MrNess instructed the floor backinglegislation that isponsored by the state to improve the
contractorto finish the floors to a smooth finish and that theyemploye’'sworking conditions. FinallyDHFS feels the claim
arenow extremely hazardous when wet, causing several peombouldnot be paid because the legislature has specified those
to slip and fall. The claimant bigfd the floors in an attempt to circumstancesn which the State is required to ppyivate
roughenthem but this was not successful. The clainfeag  citizens’legalcosts, and this situation is not among them. (See
receiveda $5,000 estimate for shot blasting the floors to provides.814.245and277.485 Stats.) The Board concludes the claim
arougher surface. He requests reimbursement for the cost stiouldbe paid in the reduced amount of $2,500.00 based on
renting the bufer ($144.05) and the cost of refinishing the equitable principles. The Board further concludes, under
floors ($5,000). DACP states that neither MXess nor any authority of s.16.007 (6m,) Stats., payment should be made
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from the Claims Board appropriation20.505 (4) (d)Stats. for which the state is legally liable nor one which ttate
(MemberLee not participating. shouldassume and pay basedemjuitable principlesMember

3. Green Tee Financial Servicing Corporation of St. Paul, Simonsortissenting.

Minnesota claims $20,532.00for refund of an alleged 5. Tillman Mosley of Dayton, Ohio claims $9,392.14 for refund
overpaymentaused by an error in tiskaimants 1997 Foreign  of overpayment of income taxes for tywars 1991-1992. The
CorporationAnnual Report. The claimant statbsat it entered Departmentof Revenueissued an estimated assessment for
an incorrectly calculated apportionment factor showing 3&hesetwo years in the amount of $17,000. In January T3OR
percentof its business for 1996 inig¢onsin when in fact only begangarnishing the claimastwages in the amount of $1,000
1.39percenbf its business during that period was irs¥@nsin.  per month. The total amount taken by DOR was $10,577.16.
The claimant states that tmeajority of its business is done in After the claimant submitted his 1991 and 1992 income taxes,
statesother than Wséconsin. © support this statement, the hediscovered that he had overpaid in the amoufi9g92.14.
claimant points to its 1995 and 1996 Foreign CorporationThe claimant believes that the estimated assessment was based
Annual Reports, which show apportionment percentages foon a fictitious numberThe claimant also states that, based on
Wisconsinof .8799 and 1.273, respectivelyhe claimant the monthly statements he received from DOR, which stated
believesthatthe documents that it has submitted prove that theéhatan overpayment would be refunded, he believed that the
apportionmentfactor on the originally filed report was statewould refund him any overpayment. DOR states that the
incorrectand requests reimbursement of the fee overpaymentaimanthas a history of not filing his tax returns in a timely
causedby the errar DFI recommends denial of thidaim  mannerand that five othis last seven tax returns were filed
becausd¢he Department has no way of verifying the accuracyanywherefrom a year to five years lat®OR issued an

of the information provided in the original report or in the estimatedncome tax assessment for the 1991 and 1992 taxes
articlesof correctionapplying to the original report. In filing on November 21, 1994. The claimant filed the 1991 taxes on
documentsand annual reports awdllecting the corresponding Novemberl4, 1995,upon which a call was made to him to
statutoryfees,DFI performs a ministerial function and relies inform him that a 1992 return was also requi@ddjust DORS
solely on the information seforth in such reports and assessmenthe claimant allegedly informed the revenue agent
documentsThe sourcef that information is in the exclusive thathe would file the 1992 return right awahe 1992 return
control of the corporation. The revenue generated from thevasnot filed until March 6, 1998. DOR has documented as
collection of these fees ranges from approximately $2 to $4nany as 12 contacts with the claimant from April 4, 1995
million annually It derives from reports and applications filed throughMarch 6, 1998, concerning the filing of these taxes.
in the same circumstances as those attending the report 8action 71.75 (5) Stats., prohibitsthe Department from
which the claimant seeks recoveiccordingly there is the refundingany overpayment since no refund was claimed within
potentialof important future consequences in allowingaam  theprescribed two-year period. The Boaahcludes there has

of this nature. @ support its recommendation for denial, DFI beenan insuficient showing of negligence on the part of the
pointsto a 1981 informal opinion of the Attorn&yeneral state,its officers, agents or employes and this claim is not one
relatingto a similar claim. The Board concludes there has beefor which the state is legally liable nor one which Htate
aninsuficient showing of negligence on the part of the state, itshouldassume and pay basedamquitable principlesMember
officers,agents or employes and this claim isom for which ~ Simonsordissenting.

thedstatetl)s Ie%ally liable ntgr one V‘.’h;Ch the state should assume g\ gene parks dfladison, Visconsin claims $49,659.70 for
andpay based on equitable principles. refund of overpayment of income taxes for the yeae87

4. Delmar L. Smith of Madison, \&tonsin claims $10,954.74+ through 1996. The claimant believes that the assessments
for refund of overpayment of income taxes for the yearsssuedby the Department of Revenue were excessive and not
1991-1993In March 1996 the Department of Revenue begameasonablas required under secti@f.74 Stats. When hiled
garnishingthe claimans paycheck for payment of assessmentshis taxes in December 1997, the claimant discovered that the
for the above years. The claimant admits that he ditimety ~ total amount of tax he actually owed for the years in question
file income taxeturns for these years and accepts that late feelvas$2,624. The claimant believes that the huge discrepancy
and interest should be added aspanalty However the  betweenwhat he actually owed and the amount garnished by
claimantfeels that $6,370.26 in interest penalties and feef)OR provesthat the DORS assessments were excessive and
which he has paid, is didient punishmentor him not filing his  arbitrary. The claimant further alleges that D@Rdenying his
taxeson time.The claimant believes that the state keepingefundsbased on an excessively narrow reading 6155 (2)
$10,954.74 in overpayment is unjust andrequests Stats.and that he is dugrefund under the doctrine of equitable
reimbursementf that amount. DOR recommends denial of thisrecoupmentHe believes that there is nothing in74.75 (2)
claim. The claimant failed to timelfile his 1991, 1992 and Stats.,that prevents DOR frorarediting his account in the
1993income tax returns. Estimated income tax assessments fmmount by which prior assessmenexceed liabilities. He
1991and1992 were issued on October 17, 1994. An estimatedbquestghat $91.75 of his outstanding balanbe credited to
assessmerfior 1993 was issued on Novembel896. All three  his outstanding sales tax liability and that themaining
returnswere filed in February 1997. Secti@t.75(5) Stats., $48,747.9%ither be refunded to him or applisfuture tax
prohibitsDOR from refunding the money that was applied tdliabilities. DOR states that despite persistent contact, the
the 1991 and 1992 assessments, since no refund was claimgdimant failed to file income tax returns for the years
within the prescribed two-year time peridsince the 1993 1987-1996ntil December 5, 1997. In the interim, DOR issued
returnwas filed within the prescribed two-yealtl payments estimatedncome tax assessmenmigainst the claimant for the
appliedto the 1993 estimate were credited to the actual liabilityyears1987 through 1994. The claimant did not contest these
leaving a delinquent balance due as of April 23, 1998, ofestimatedassessments and they became final and conclusive
$2,112.35.The Board concluddkere has been an inBaient  andwent delinquent. DOR issued wage certifications against
showing of negligence on the part of the state,afficers, theclaimant. DOR states that it is prohibited from providing the
agentr employes and this claim is not one for which the statelaimanta refund or credit towards future years (which in
is legally liable nor one which thetate should assume and paysubstancds nothingmore than another way of granting a
basedon equitable principles. The Board concludes there hagfund)by the statute of limitations. Secti@t.75 Stats., does
beenan insuficient showing of negligence on the part of thenot provide the claimant with any right to obtain a credit
state,its officers, agents or employes and this claim is not onéowardshis futureliabilities. DOR believes that the doctrine of
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equitablerecoupment has no application to tlisuation. Novemberd, 1997, the Departmeat Transportation damaged
Equitablerecoupment is not a cause of action, it is a defense tbe claimant gas main while installing a stop siggarSparta,
apresently pending assessment agdhestlaimant that is not Wisconsin. The claimant believes that DOT failed to take
yet final and conclusive. HoweveDOR does not have an reasonableaction andcall to have the location of the
assessmenpresently pending against the claimant, so theindergroundyas mains anservice lines marked in accordance
claimant is without a refund claim under the doctrine of with Wisconsin Statutes $82.0175 The claimant also alleges
equitablerecoupment. Furthermore, DO&Rates that equity thatthe original locate markisad been removed through the
only attaches to those who appear with “clean hands”. Thadditionof topsoil andpossibly by a sidewalk, and that DOT
claimantfailed to timely file income tax returns for 10 years inhadbeen put on notice that it would need to order new locate
repeated violation of §1.83 (2) (a), Stats., which is a crime. marksbefore performing any work in that area, but failed to do
The DOR believes the claimashould not be provided equity so. The claimant request$517.00 for labqr $568.73 for
for conduct that constitutes a crime. The Department issuesfjuipmentand materials, an$504.34 for gas loss, for a total
estimatedassessments against the claimant accordingliests  claim of $1,590.07. DOBtates that in 1987 it held a series of
judgementThe claimantould have contested the assessmentmeetingswith various utilities to discuss permit fees and locate
or timely filed hisincome tax returns and paid the amount of taxservices.A compromise agreement was reached Dafr

he self-reported. He chose not to. The Board concludes themould waive permit fees and make everfpsfto requestocate
hasbeen an insfitient showing of negligence on the part of the servicesprior to digging, in exchange for which the utilities
state,its officers, agents or employes and this claim is not onevould hold DOT harmless for damage to their facilities. This
for which the state is legally liable nor one which Htate agreementhas been policy sincd989. This agreement
shouldassume and pay basedemuitable principlesMember  indemnifiesDOT for anyunintentional damage to utility lines
Simonsordissenting. during DOT’s normal course of business. This includes

7. Wisconsin Gas Company of Milwaukeejdgbnsin claims damageto any propertylines or facilities placed by or on
$965.49for gas loss and repair cost for tamaged gas line. behalfof the applicant, pursuant to this permit or any other
The claimant alleges that on or before April 17, 1996, thP€rmitissued by the State for location of propgtiyes or
Departmenibf Transportation cut through the claimangas  facilities on highwayright-of-way in the past or present”. The
line while installing a road sign near Caledoniasttinsin. The indemnificationlanguage appears on every application/permit
claimantbelieves that DOT failed to takeasonable action and t0 bury utility lines on a DOT right of waypOT makesvery

call to have the location of the undesund gas mains and €ffortto call Diggers Hotline whenever possible and practical,
servicelines marked iraccordance with Wconsin Statutes s. however,DOT’s primary duty is to install trh€ signs in a
182.0175The claimant reques$531.00 for labgi$105.24 for  timely mannerin this instance, Diggers Hotline was calteui
equipmentand materials, an$i329.25 for gas loss, for a total thearea was marked. The marking flags stopped approximately
claim of $965.49. DOTstates that in 1987 it held a series of40t0 50 feet from the intersection where the sign post hole was
meetingswith various utilities to discuss permit fees and locatedug- At the time of the incident, there were various contractors
services.A compromise agreement was reached b@T I the area performing other typesf construction and
would waive permit fees and make everfpgfto requestocate  landscaping,who may have inadvertently disturbeitie
servicesprior to digging, in exchange for which the utilities markingflags. The claimant claims to have advised someanne
would hold DOT harmless for damage to their facilities. Thisthestate crew to call for new markers, howe¥dT personnel
agreementhas been policy sincd989. This agreement hadno knowledge of any problem with thearkers. It is
indemnifiesDOT for anyunintentional damage to utility lines Possiblethat the information had been given to one of the
during DOT’s normal course of business. This includescontractorsvorkingin the area. DOT felt safe in digging due
“damageto any propertylines or facilities placed by or on 0 the distance between the markers and the digging site. There
behalf of the applicant, pursuant to this permit or any otheMvasno willful intention on thepart of DOT to damage the gas
permit issued by the State for location of propetipes or ~ Main. The claimant knowingly entered an agreemémt
facilities on highwayright-of-way in the past or present”. The indemnify and hold the state harmless and repeatedly
indemnificationlanguage appears on every application/permiteaffirmed that agreement by endorsing the permit
to bury utility lines on a DOT right of waypOT makesvery applicationsThey should not now be allowed to claim ttre
effort to call Diggers Hotline whenever possible and practicaState should pay for these damages. Boerd concludes there
however,DOT’s primary duty is to install tri¢ signs in a hasbeen an institient showing of negligence on the part of the
timely mannerin this instance, DOT personnel were installingState its officers, agents or employes and this claim is not one
traffic signs on STH-10, when Waupaca County Sheisf for which the state is legally liable nor one which tate
Officer requested that they move an existing sign a few féet ofhouldassume and pay based on equitable principles.

of STH-10 to allow room for the County snowplow to g  \\sconsin Gas Company of Milwaukeejssbnsin claims
adequatelylow snow without strikinghe sign. The sign crew 450 77for gas loss and repair cost for the clainsadémaged
chief made adiscretionary decision that the sign could begasjine. Theclaimant alleges that on or before August 20, 1997,
intentionon the part of DOT to damage the gas main. Th§ine while installing a roadign near Downing, Wconsin. The
claimantknowingly entered an agreement to indemmfid  claimantbelieves that DOT failed to takeasonable action and
hold the state harmless and repeatedly fireaéd that gl to have the location of the undesund gas mains and
agreemenby endorsing the permit applications. Thehould  seryicelines marked iraccordance with WWconsin Statutes s.
notnow be allowed to claim that the state should pay for thesgg2 0175 The claimant reques®L53.00 for labQi$293.70 for
damagesThe Board concludes the claim should be paid in th%quipmentand materials, and $4.07 for gas loss, for a total
amountof $965.49 based on equitable principles. The Boarg|aim of $450.77. DOTstates that in 1987 it held a series of
further concludes, under authority of 56.007 (6m,) Stats.,  meetingawith various utilities to discuss permit fees and locate
payment should be made from the Department of geryices. A compromise agreement was reached D@
Transportatiorappropriation s20.395 (3) (eq)Stats. would waive permit fees and make everfpgfto requestocate

8. Wisconsin Gas Company of Milwaukeejssbnsin claims servicesprior to digging, in exchange for which the utilities
$1,590.07for gas loss andepair cost for the claimast’ would hold DOT harmless for damage to their facilities. This
damagedgas line.The claimant alleges that on or beforeagreementhas been policy sincd989. This agreement
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indemnifiesDOT for anyunintentional damage to utility lines positionin Plymouth, WI. Prior to accepting the position, the
during DOT's normal course of business. This includesclaimantcontacted the Southeast Region HunREsources
“damageto any propertylines or facilities placed by or on Manager,who told him that he would receive tR2A if he
behalf of the applicant, pursuant to this permit or any othemcceptedthe position. Theclaimant double-checked this
permitissued by the State for location of propefizes or informationwith his immediate supervisovho also told him
facilities on highwayright—of-way in the past or present”. The he would receive the RIA if he accepted the Supervisor 1
indemnificationlanguage appears on every application/permiposition.The claimant states that the receipt of this awaas

to bury utility lines on a DOT right of waypOT makesvery  afactor in his familys eventual decision to accept the position
effort to call Diggers Hotline whenever possible and practicalandrelocate to Plymouth, Wih September 1997. In December
however,DOT’s primary duty is to install tr&€ signs in a  1997,the claimant was informed that he wouldt receive the
timely manner In this instance, DOT was doing some final RIA because RIAs are granted only to employes kelucate
touch up work for the signing of a recently completed asa result of promotion or transferot demotion. The claimant
constructiorproject. A decision was made to move a signpostequestgpayment of the $2,754.00 RIA that ks told he
from behind a guy wire in order tnake the sign more visible. would receive. DNR recommengsyment of this claim. There
Themoved pole was placed at a maximum of 24 feet 4 inchds no dispute that the claimant was told the he would receive the
from the centetine of STH-170. The claimastpermit called RIA andDNR believes that he accepted the new position with
for the gas line to be placed 27 feet from the center line dhatunderstanding. The claimant is without fault in thigtter
STH-170.The gas line had been placed at least 3 feet closer Recauseof statutory restrictions, DNR is without authority to
the center of the rodtian it was permitted to be. There was nomakethe RIA paymenin the absence of an award by the Claims
willful intention on the part of DOT to damage the gas mairBoard. The Board concludes the claim should be paid in the
The claimant knowingly entered an agreement to indemnifyamountof $2,754.00 based on equitaplinciples. The Board
and hold the state harmless and repeatedlyfiresdd that  further concludes, under authority of £6.007 (6m) Stats.,
agreemenby endorsing the permit applications. Thehould  paymentshould be made from the Department of Natural
not now be allowed to claim that the state should pay for thedResourcesppropriation s20.370 (3) (mu)Stats. The Board
damagesThe Board concludes the claim should be paid in thalsostrongly uges the DNRo instruct all of its employes on
amountof $450.77 based on equitable principles. The Boarthe statutes and policies relating to relocation incentive awards,
further concludes, under authority of 56.007 (6m) Stats., soas to avoid future misunderstandings of this type.

_riu_ayment should be.madeszgrgg% éhe DSepartment of 13. Lichtfeld Plumbing, Inc. of Madison, ltonsin claims
ransportatiormppropriation s20. (3) (_eg) tat§. ) $172.00for unpaid labor time allegedly incurrbdcause a state
10. Cedar Grove Chees_e, Inc. of Pla|.nlsWnS|r.1 claims employe told the claimans employes to stop work on a
$711.61for damage to equipmeat the claimans dairy plant  plumbing job at the HillFarms State @ite Building. The
during an inspection by a Department of Agricultumade &  claimantwas the low bidder for a plumbing proposal that
ConsumerProtection Inspector odanuary 14, 1998. The includedchanging 6” water meters to 4” water meters. The
claimantrequestseimbursement for the cost of repairing the claimantstates that they were givéanges provided by the city
equipmentn the amount of $71161. DA'CP does not contest to use on the job, howeyewhen the claimarg’ employes
paymentf this claim. DACP's inspector has admitted that he arrivedon site they discovered that the flanges did not match the
causedhe damages and an inspection of the incident by theew 4” meter and could not be used. Tilembers called the
inspector’s field supervisor has confirmed the claimant’ office and the claimant proceededtitp and locate flanges that
allegations DATCP therefore acknowledges limited liability would work for the job. Several hours Iatéte claimant called
for the costs incurred by the claimant to fix the equipment. Theackto the job site and was allegedly told by Stamdh, a
Board concludes the claim should be paidtie amount of Departmentof Administration employethat he had told the
$711.61based on equ_ltable principles. The Board furtheplumbersto stop working. The claimant states that thiss
concludesunder authority of s16.007 (6m) Stats., payment done without its knowledge or approval and requests
shouldbe made from thBepartment of Agriculture,rade &  reimbursementor two hours lost labor time in the amourit
Consumer Protection appropriatior26.115 (1) (a) Stats. $172plus interest. DOA states that Nlynch didnot pull the

11. National Farmers @anizationof Fond du Lac, iconsin  plumbersoff the job, but only told them toall their ofice
claims $102.38 for the cost to repair copy machine that wagegardingthe dispute that had arisen over the flanges. This
allegedly damaged by Department of Agricultureradie &  occurredafter Mt Lynch hadalready spoken with the claimant,
ConsumeProtection inspectors on January 7, 1998. During theho had indicated that the state would be gidrextra because
inspection,one of the inspectors placed a gallon of liquidthe city—provided flanges couldiot be used. Several other
sanitizeron the glass of the copy machine, in order to make telephoneconversations occurred betwetre claimant and
photocopyof the label on the bottle. Some sanitizer leaked®OA personnel, which resulteth an agreement that the
from the bottleand damaged the machine. D@P does not claimantwould not chage the state for the cost of having to use
contestpayment of this claim. The DACP inspector admits other flanges and would complete the job at the originally
placingthe bottle of sanitizer on the machine to photocopy th€uotedprice. DOA also states that the claimant was never told
label. DATCP therefore acknowledges limited liability for the thatit had to use the flanges provided by the.cTtye state
costsincurred by the claimant to fihe machine. The Board offered no direction as to how the meter change shdweld
concludeshe claim shoulde paid in the amount of $102.38 accomplishedather design of the plumbing job was left to the
basedon equitable principles. The Board further concludesexpertiseof the vendarThe claimant has been paid in full for
underauthority of s.16.007 (6m) Stats., payment should be the plumbing job and should not receive aagditional
madefrom the Department of Agriculturerdde & Consumer compensation.The Board concludes there has been an
Protectionappropriation s20.115 (1) (a) Stats. insufficientshowing of negligence on the part of the stise,
12.Gus W Ernst ofPlymouth, Visconsin claims $2,754.00 for ?gf'c?rf'ag?ms Icl)r ?ng)ﬁ)loyes and ”;f ﬁl?r']m '?“’t'm fr?r V;’(:“Ch
arelocation incentive award (RIA) related to his job trangfer eds ate Its) egfal y llable _no[)lone whic | €s "E‘)e should assume
a result of the Department of Natural Resources?NdPay based on equitable principleblefnber Main not
reorganizationthe claimant was displaced out of his job as apartlupatlng)

ConservationWarden Superviso?. The claimant accepted a 14. Scott and Brenna Miles of Santa Monica, California claim
voluntary demotion to a Conservationaden Supervisor 1 $720.21for the cost otoncert tickets and uninsured medical
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expensesllegedly incurred due tn accident at the University claimant did not have the money to pay the delinquent
of Wisconsin. Theclaimants were attending a concert at Camp/isconsintaxes and was forced to wait until February 17, 1998,
Randallon June 25, 199Brenna Miles tripped on something when he finally received thdéax refund from lllinois. The
ona step in the aisle and fell. Her ankle swelled up and she hathimantrequests that he be reimbursed the $673.13 interest on
to go to the emeency room for treatment. The claimahtgl  his delinquent Visconsin taxessince the error was no fault of
healthinsurance coverage for the initial treatment, but not fohis own. DOR recommends denial of this claim. This claim
therehabilitation costs, which total $615.21. They also requeshvolves a tax return thatvas prepared incorrectly by the
reimbursemenfior the cost of the concert tickets ($105), sinceclaimant'saccountant. The claimagatl996 tax return was filed
they missed the entire concert due to the accident. The UWsa full-year resident of Wconsin, claiming credit for taxes
recommendgienial of this claim. Ms. Miles slipped on an paidto the State of Illinois on the income earned in lllinois.
unknownobject while walking down the stairs. The UW feels Since a reciprocal agreement exists betweeisddhsin and
therewas no negligence on the partostate employe and that lllinois, all income of a Wsconsin resident is taxabla
thereappears to be no equitable basisgayment. The Board Wisconsinand DOR disallowed tasredit paid to lllinois. The
concludeghere has beesn insuficient showing of negligence claimantshould pursue his claim against the accountant who
onthe part of the state, itsfiokers, agents or employes and this incorrectlyprepared his tax return. The Board concludes there
claim is not one for whichhe state is legally liable nor one hasbeen an insfitient showing of negligence on the part of the
which the state should assume and pay based on equitalsiate,its officers, agents or employes and this claim is not one
principles. for which the state is legally liable nor one which ttate

15. Barbara Mariann Rush of Middleton,isonsin claims Shouldassume and pay based on equitable principles.
$93.19for vehicle damage allegedly caused by an accident oh/. Deiss Sanitation of RiveFalls, Wsconsin claims
the grounds of Mendotaental Health Institute, where the $33,305.000r attorneyfees and reimbursement of two-thirds
claimantis employed. On December 10, 1997, the claimant wagf @ lawsuit settlement related to the claimanwork for

on her way to work, driving very slowly because of snowyUniversity of Wisconsin—-River Falls. The claimant was a
weatherconditions. She states that the road had just beegpntractwaste hauler for UWRF from 1979 through 1985.
plowed,but that the plow had missed an area of the road and tHauring that period of time, the claimant deposited waste,
this area was covered with loose snéMhen she hit this area, includingwaste generated at UWR# the Junker Landfill. The
the claimants vehicle slid into the curb and her wheel cover wagunkerLandfill was subsequently found by the DNRetmtain
damagedThe claimant believes that snow remopaisonnel hazardoussubstances that were being released into the
were negligent in missing this area of the road aeguests environment. Remedlal clean up of the site Wlaslrequwed. The
reimbursemenfor her damages. She further states that she isJunker Landfill Trust assumed responsibility fothe
seniorcitizen on a fixed income artbat it would be extremely remediation activities. The Tust then commenced action
difficult for her to absorb this cost. Her insurance deductible iggainstthe claimantunder the Resource Conservation and
$250.DHFS recommends that this claim be denied. Mendot&®ecoveryAct (RCRA),42 U.S.C. 697@), for costassociated
Mental Health Institutehas specific snow removal procedures.With the clean-up. The claimant settled this litigation by the
While everyeffort is made to remove snow from all roadwayspaymentof $40,000 to thdunker Landfill Tust. The claimant
beforeemployes arrive for work, the reality of aiddbnsin ~ allegesthat he was never informed that UWRF was exempt
winter doesnt always allow for this. Drivers must take from paying a portion of the remediation costs and states that
responsibilityfor maintaining control thewehicle. DHFS does hewould never have settled the way he ditiéfhad known
notbelieve there was negligence on the part of its employes 8\WRF was not required to payde believes that he is an
thatthe claim should be paid based on equitable principles. THenocent partywho was hauling the UW’waste to a site
Board concludes there has been an ifisigint showing of —approvedby the DNR, and that it is unfdior the burden of the
negligenceon the partof the state, its diters, agents or clean-upcosts to fall on his small business. The claimant
employesandthis claim is not one for which the state is legally requestseimbursement of the portion of the settlement that he

liable nor onewhich the state should assume and pay based @itributesto the waste generated by UWRFhis amount is
equitableprinciples. calculatedat $30,000, or three—quarters of the total, which the

. . : claimantcontends reflects the percentage of his total waste
16. James D. \aichelt of NewBerlin, Wisconsin claims generated by UWRF The claimant also requests

$673.13for interest paid as a result of delinquent income tax.; _ ;

Theciaiman states that in 1096 heed and worked in linois  weim opese menos Gret duarters of his atomefees, for a
buL r;alntalrltedh_hlskwtc%nni;n drtl)vers Ilcteré)sl_e,h ‘g’h'Ch’ claim. The state anthe UW cannot be sued in either state or
unbexnownsto nim, kept himirom being established as an gaqarg|court withouttheir consent, and that consent has not

Illinois resident for tax purposeShe claimant employer —po .- ; s .
. A given with respect to the RCRA litigation that underlies
withheldtaxes for the State of Illinois in the amount of $1'227'this claim. In efect, neither the state nor the UW can be

considerablyless_than what would have been withheld foroqhejiedto participate in the remedial clean—ugfoets
Wisconsintaxes. The claimant hired an accountant to Preparg,dertakerby the Junker Landfill fist, and thus cannot be

his 1996 taxes. Thaccountant filed a ¥Wconsin tax return on . : . .

; - . - compelledto pay costs incurrelay the claimant in connection
the claimants behalf, claiming credit for the tax already paid ;, Ft)he cIeaﬁ—ﬁp. The Board believes that a claim agtiast
Illinois. The accountant told the claimant thais@énsin and UW should have been made at the time of the settlement.

Illinois would work out the dference and thaWisconsin Becausef the settlement. the Board does not havécierit
would send him a bill. The claimant states that he did not receiv113lcts to determine the r,ole of the UW in this situation.

any bill from Wisconsin and contacted his accountant, W =~ qrefore the Board concludes there Hzeen an institient
him that the bill would comeThe Department of Revenue did showing 0;: negligence on the part of the state,dffcers

not send a bill until June 1997 and the bill was senh® ;40 n1e0r employes and this claim is not one for which the state

e o1 s o s 300 LS i o 7V Ve Sl e
notreceive the bill until August 1997. The claimant contacte asecbn equitable principlesMember Albers dissentir)g.

his accountant andemanded that he straighten things out. The N Board concludes: . _
accountanthen sent armmended tax retumn to the State of 1. The claims of the following claimants should be
lllinois in order to get back the taxes that had been withheld. Thaenied:
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RinghandMeats & Beverages, Inc.

Green Tee Financial Services Corp

Delmar L. Smith

Tillman Mosley

Eugene Parks

Wisconsin Gas Company (claim #8)

Lichtfeld Plumbing, Inc.

Scott and Brenna Miles

Barbara Mariann Rush

James D. Wichelt

Deiss Sanitation

2. Payment of the following amounts to thdollowing
claimantsis justified under s.16.007 Stats:

Marcia Klein $2,500.00
Wisconsin Gas Company (claim #7) $965.49
Wisconsin Gas Company (claim #9) $450.77

Cedar Grove Cheese, Inc. $711.61
National Farmers @anization $102.38
Gus W Ernst $2,754.00

3. The board concludes that its long—standing policy
of not holding hearings for stale—dated checks over six
yearsold should remain in effect.

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin this_16th day of September
1998.

Alan Lee, Chair

Representative of the Attorney General

Edward D. Main, Secretary

Representative of the Secretary of Administration
Dale Schultz

Senate Finance Committee

Sheryl Albers

Assembly Finance Committee

Stewart Simonson

Representative of the Governor

REFERRALS AND RECEIPT OF
COMMITTEE REPOR TS CONCERNING
PROPOSED ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-045
Relatingto septage management.
Submitted by Department of Natural Resources.
Report received from Agencgeptember 28, 1998.

Referredto committee onEnvironment and Energy
SeptembeB0, 1998.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-084

Referredto committee onEnvironment and Energy
SeptembeB0, 1998.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-091

Relatingto the education required of candidates to take the
examinationleading to receipt o& credential as a certified
public accountant after December 31, 2000.

Submitted by Department of Regulation and Licensing.

Report received from Agenc$eptember 29, 1998.

Referred to committee on Business, Economic
Developmentand Urban Affairs, September 30, 1998.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-095
Relating to commercial fishing forchubs on Lake
Michigan.
Submittedby Department of Natural Resources.
Report received from Agenc@eptember 28, 1998.
Referredto committee onEnvironment and Energy
SeptembeBO, 1998.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-096

Relatingto thedefinition of human residence as it pertains
to the forest tax law landowners.

Submitted by Department of Natural Resources.

Report received from Agenc$eptember 28, 1998.

Referredto committee onEnvironment and Energy
SeptembeBO, 1998.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-101
Relating to administration of the long—term disability
insuranceprogram.

Submitted by Department of Employeu$t Funds.
Report received from Agenc$eptember 25, 1998.

Referredto committee onHuman Resouces, Labor
Tourism, Veterans and Military Affairs, September 30,
1998.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-106
Relatingto the exemption of elevator accésgertain areas
within government-owned or operated buildings.

Submitted by Department of Commerce.
Report received from Agenc$eptember 29, 1998.

Referred to committee on Business, Economic
Developmentand Urban Affairs, September 30, 1998.

The committee orEducation and Financial Institutions
reportsand recommends:

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-004

Relatingto creating an exception for savings and loan
associationgo the 10% down payment requirement for a
mortgageloan which is made toeet the objectives of the
federalcommunity reinvestment act.

No action taken.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-010
Relatingto full-time and part-time open enroliment.

Relatingto the wildlife damage abatement program and the 5 4ction taken.

wildlife damage claim program.
Submitted by Department of Natural Resources.
Report received from Agenc@eptember 28, 1998.
Referredto committee onEnvironment and Energy
SeptembeB0, 1998.

SenateClearinghouse Rule98-086
Relatingto readjustment of daily bag limiter walleye in
responseo tribal harvest.

Submitted by Department of Natural Resources.

Report received from Agenc$eptember 28, 1998.
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SenateClearinghouse Rule98-038
Relatingto environmental education requirements and an
urbaneducation license.

No action taken.
SenateClearinghouse Rule98-039
Relatingto the school district boundary appeals board.
No action taken.
SenateClearinghouse Rule98-059
Relatingto faculty development grants.
No action taken.
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SenateClearinghouse Rule98-068
Relatingto children with disabilities.

No action taken.

Alberta Darling
Chairperson

The committee onTransportation, Agricultur e and
Rural Affairs reports and recommends:
SenateClearinghouse Rule98-082

Relatingto temporary license plate and permits.

No action taken.

Alan Lasee
Chairperson

MOTIONS UNDER SENATE RULE 98
for the Month of September 1998

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wsconsin Senate on
themotion of Senator Moen, for “8adia on the Air — Radio
stationKWNO, on the occasion of celebrating 50 years on th
Air.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten

occasionof celebrating her 35th Anniversary as a female polka
bandentertainer

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Moen, for &ory Thomas Lanik, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of commendation by thés@dnsin Senate on
the motion of Senator Ellis, for Nathaniel Pewis, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Jauch, for Pat Luostari, on the occasion
of being selected the 1998 Citizen of tearY

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Burke, for The Masterson Compamy
the occasion of celebrating their Sesquicentennial year

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator @bschmidt, for Thomas MerHigh
School,on the occasion of being chosen as a 199tedpient
f the Blue RibborSchool Avard by the U.S. Department of
Education.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten

themotion of Senator Moen, for Stephen Bice, on the occasiqRe motion of Senator Burke. for Steve Obilythe occasion of

of earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scomaw.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Moen, for Miam Bittner Ill, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scou
Award.

A certificate of condolence by thasaébnsinSenate on the
motionof Senator Gege, for the family and friends Hald A.

Breier, on the occasion of celebrating with them his life on

earth.

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wsconsin Senate on
themotion of Senator Deckdor Matt Bosio, on the occasion
of earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scauawl.

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wsconsin Senate on
the motion of Senator Deckdor Timothy Duranceau, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scou
Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Jauch, forofi Fennesseyon the
occasionof being chosen as the 1998 Citizen of .Y

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wisconsin Senate on
the motion of SenatoDeckey for Nicholas G. Giles, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scou
Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theiddonsin Senaten

the motion of Senator Rosenzweig, for Father John—Marka,

Gilhousen, O.C.R.M., on the occasion of beintamed
AssociatePastorof the Cathedral Parish of the Holy Angels in
WauwatosaWsconsin.

A certificate of congratulations by theidonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Gege, for Revemd Bertram S. @&gg,
onthe occasion of celebrating his 90th Birthday

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten

the motion of Senator Huelsman, for Chancellor H. Gaylon

Greenhilland the University of i&tonsin—Whitewatgon the
occasionof their outstanding achievement that will ereshigh
quality education.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Schultz, for PedPablo Kuczynskipn
the occasion of celebrating his 60th Birthday

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten

the Robert VBod Johnson Foundatiorcognizinghim as one
of ten people nationwide whoeachanging the shape of Health
Care.

t  Acertificate of congratulations by theistonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Huelsman, for Frances Parker the
occasionof being chosen the “1998 Citizen of tleal by the
Kiwanis Club of Milton.

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wisconsin Senate on
themotion of Senator Panzdor Bradley Scott Pierringeon
the occasion of earning and attaining the raakthe Eagle
ScoutAward.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Bske, forSteven J. Poole, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of commendation by thés@dnsin Senate on
themotion of Senator Darling, for John Paul Puccinelli, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Burke, for Gene and Inez Romans, on the
occasionof celebrating their 50th ¥dding Anniversary

t A certificate of commendatidoy the Wisconsin Senate on
themotion of Senator Lazich, for Mark Rommelfaengeithe
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
ward.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Huelsman, foaly and Faye Schilbe,
on the occasion of being chosen as the “1998zens of the
Year” by the Kiwanis Club of Milton.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Cowles, for Shawano andaurding
areaof WTCH-AM, on the occasion of 50 years on the Air

A certificate ofcommendation by thei$fonsin Senate on
themotion of Senator Drzewiecki, for WTCH-/A0, on the
occasion of 50 years on the Air

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Burke, for Honorable Chief Judge
Patrick T. Sheedyon the occasion of higtirement afterl8
yearsof service to the Milwaukee County

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wisconsin Senate on

the motion of Senator Drzewiecki, for Barbara Lane, on thehe motion of Senator Rude, for thedfua United Methodist
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Church, on the occasion of celebrating the 150 years of A certificate of commendatidoy the Visconsin Senate on
evangelisnmand service. themotion of Senator Schultz, for Mphn (JackM. Welsh, on

A certificate of condolence by theéssbnsinSenate on the theoccasion of 20 years dedicated service toig¢onsin and
motionof Senator Gege, for the family anériends of Kristin ~ Grant County

Visser,on the occasion of celebrating with théwar life on A certificate of commendatidoy the WWsconsin Senate on
earth. the motion of Senator Deckerfor Michael Villis, on the
A certificate of congratulations by theisdonsin Senaten ~ 0ccasionof earning and attaining the rank tife Eagle Scout.
themotion of Senator Bske, for Edwat A.\Wambold, on the A certificate of congratulations by theiddonsin Senaten
occasionof his etirement after 32 years of distinguished the motion of Senator Cowles, for. Bldemar Wlfmeyeron
serviceto the State of iatonsin. the occasion of years of outstanding commitnteriis patients
A certificate of congratulations by theistonsin Senaten ~ @ndthe community of Kaukauna.
the motion of Senator ®bschmidt, for Francis. Wasielewski, A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
on the occasion of being horeatas Polish American of the themotion of SenatoGrobschmidt, for USF Sekoovitiwide,
Year. on the occasion of being chosen 1998 Business oétre Y
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