STATE OF WISCONSIN

Senate Journal
Ninety—FifthRegular Session

10:00 A.M. THURSDAY, February 15, 2001

The Senate met. —_—
The Senate was called to order by Senator Fred Risser PETITIONS AND COMMUNICA TIONS
The Chair, with unanimous consent, asked thatpheper State of Wisconsin
entriesbe made in the journal. February 13, 2001
The Honorable, The Senate:

Pursuantto Senate Rul@0(2)(a) | have appointed Senator
INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE OF SheilaHarsdorf to the \lgconsin Environmental Education

RESOLUTIONS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS Board.

Readand referred: With regard to members of the minority pattye appointment
is based on the nomination of that caucus.
SenateJoint Resolution 21 Sincerely,

Relatingto: uging the Wsconsin congressiondkelegation cHUCK CHVALA
to work to enact legislation that would remove sos&turity  Chajr, Committee on Senate @mization

numberdrom hunting and fishing license applications. State of Wsconsin

By Senators Erpenbach, Baumgart, Breskmwles, Department of Administration
Darling, Decker Farrow Geoge, Hansen, Huelsman, Schultz, February 5, 2001
Shibilski, Wirch and Zien; cosponsored ti8epresentatives The Honorable, The Legislature:
Balow, Albers, Berceau,Boyle, Gronemus, Grothman ’
GundersonHebl, Hubley Johnsrud, KreuseKrug, F Lasee,
Meyerhofer,Petrowski,Pettis, Plale, Plofif Pocan, Powers,
Reynolds,Schneider Sherman Shilling, Skindrud, Sinicki,
Staskunas$tone, Sykora andoving.

" Included with this correspondence, | am submitting the report
of the Department of Administration, Division of Gaming
(Gaming),for the second quarter of fiscal year 2001 (October
1, 2000 through December 31, 2000). As required by
s.562.02(1)(g),Wis. Stats., theattached materials contain

To committeeon Privacy, Electronic Commerce and  pari-mutuelwagering and racing statistical information, as well

Financial Institutions. asthe revenues for the program ar@ddRacing, Charitable

Gamingand Indian Gaming. Please note that Bingo revenues

arenow captured in a new appropriation (836) and therefore are

INTRODUCTION, FIRST READING AND shownon a separate chart from the resCharitable Gaming.

REFERENCE OF BILLS If you have any questioms comments regarding this report,
o pleasedo not hesitate to contact Richard Pederse{cGg)
Readfirst time and referred: 270-2546.
SenateBill 51 Sincerely,
Relating to: requiring certain cemetery authorities toF- SCOTT SCERNIAK
providefor burials during each season. Administrator

State of Wisconsin
By Senators MoenM. Meyer Schultz and Plache; Claims Board

cosponsored by Representatives MontgomeryRyba,
UnderheimHuebsch, Ladwig and Starzyk. February 13, 2001
The Honorable, The Senate:

Encloseds the report of the State Claims Board covering the
SenateBill 52 claimsheard on January 26, 2001.

Relatingto: contracts with persons who take depositions. The amounts recommended for payment under $5,000 on
claimsincluded in this report have, under the provisions of s.

By Senators Gege, Burke, Darling, Schultz and 16.007 Stats., been paid directly by the Board.

Rosenzweiggosponsored biRepresentatives &lker Balow  The Board is preparing the bill(s) on the recommended

Sykora,Huber Wade, Rba, Pettis, dwnsend, AlbersRowers, ward(s)over $5,000, if anyand will submit such to the Joint
Stone,J. Lehman, Hundertmark, Colon, Huebsch, Olsen angtinance Committee for legislative introduction.

Staskunas.

To committee oHuman Services and Aging

This report is for the information of the Legislature. The Board
To committee on Judiciary, Consumer Affairs, and  would appreciate your acceptance and spreading of it upon the
Campaign Finance Reform Journalto inform the members of the Legislature.
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Sincerely, processoshould have noticed the salvage brand on thléL
andcarried itforward to the WI title. The DOT believes that
EEX;’QEE D. MAIN Pennie Vik, the DOT employee who processed the title, was

negligentfor not carrying forward the salvage brand.

TheBoard concludes the claim should be paid in the
amountof $2,700.00 based on equitaplnciples. The Board
further concludes, under authority of 56.007 (6m) Stats.,
payment should be made from the Department of
Transportatiorappropriation s20.395 (5)(cq) Stats.

STATE OF WISCONSIN CLAIMS BOARD

The State Claims Board conducted hearings in the State
Capitol, Grand Army of the Republic Memorial Hall,
Madison, Wisconsin, on January 26, 2001, upon the
following claims:

Claimant Agency Amount 2. H. Joseph Slaterof Lake City MN claims $4,607.12

1. Braeger Chevrolet  Department of $2,700.00 for income tax refunds for the years 1992, 1994 and 1995,
Transportation whichwere withheld by the DOR to satisfy assessments for the

2. H. Joseph Slater Department of $4,607.12 years1977-1985. The claimant states that he late filed his
Revenue 1977-1985returns in 1995. The claimant has a copy of a

. certified mail receipt dated1126/95 for 12 pages sent to E.

3. Thomas FBailey Department of $21,900.00  \ynsonat the DOR. The claimant also has a cofe signed,
Revenue certified mail return receipt, showing that the returns were

4. Anthony Gray Department of $7,318.24  receivedby the DOR and a letter froBa Munson at the DOR

Revenue datedseveral days after receipt of the certified mail, stating

5. Brian J. Friedman University of $420.55 “(w)e have received your late filed 1977 through 1988
Wisconsin Wisconsin income tax returns.” Despite  this

6. Burton A. Véisbrod  University of $119,767.00 acknowledgementthe DOR withheld the claimarg’ 1992,

7. S.R. Spitz

8. Jeral Khachi

Wisconsin and Department
of Employe Tust Funds

University of $23,377.14
Wisconsin
Department of $33,625.00

Workforce Development

1994 and 1995 income tax returns to satisfy allegedly
delinquentassessments for the years 1977-1985. The claimant
stateghat he contacted the DOR andeoéd them the above
evidencethat he had indeed filed the returns in question. The
claimantstates thaih March 2000, he received a letter from the
DOR stating that the returns had never been received and that E.
Munson‘inadvertently listed having received late filed returns

for tax years 1977 through 1988 when, in fact he meant 1986
through 1992.” The claimant believes that this statement,

In addition, the following claims were consideed and
decidedwithout hearings:

Claimant Agency Amount issuedby another auditor five years after.Nifunson clearly

9. Jay M. Johnson Department of Natural $118.29 statedhe had received the returns, has no credible basis in fact.
Resources DOR records show that the claimant has filetd

10. Kim Bown Department of $120.00 1977-198lincome tax returns. The DOR alleges that the

Corrections claimantwas incorrectly informed by E. Munson that DOR had

received the 1977-1981 returns. The DOR states that it
informedthe claimanbf the error in its March 2000 letter and
thathis refundavere held to satisfy the delinquent assessments
for these years. DOR statiit it has also issued an estimated
assessmerior 1996 that is now delinquent.

Basedon additional DOR testimony at hearing, the
Board concludes the claim should be paid in the reduced
amountof $1,702.50 based on equitaplinciples. The Board
further concludes, under authority of 56.007 (6m) Stats.,
paymentshould be made from the Department of Revenue

11. Alvernest Kennedy
12. Sandra C. Eselby

Department of Revenue$565.00
Department of Health $613.32
and Family Services
Department of
Administration

14. Christopher J. KratcHaepartment of Natural Resources
$1,086.75

In addition, the following claim, which was considezxd at a
previous meeting, was considexd and decidedwithout

13. David J. Devney $350.00

hearing: appropriatiors.20.566 (1)(a)Stats.

Claimant Agency Amount 3. Thomas F. Bailey of Milwaukee, WI claims

15. Eleanor A. White  Department of $10,280.00 $21,955.29+or refundof an assessment made by the DOR.
Revenue The claimantalleges that in 1989 the DOR took the position

that civil service pension benefits for National Guard

i . techniciansvere tax exempiThe DOR published this position

1. Braeger Chevrolet of Milwaukee, WI claims in a newsletterwhich it distributed to federal retirees in 1989.
$2,700.00for damages allegedly related aa incorrect Wl |n 1995, the DOR reversed its position and mailed assessments
vehicletitle. The ClalmanachIred a 1993 GMC Suburban as ato over 400 National Guard technicians for back taxes on

tradein vehicle for $12,000. The claimant then sold that VehiC'%ension benefits from1989 to 1995, plus 12% interest. In
at a wholesale auction and received $DO0 for thelvehide, August 1995, the claimant received an assessment for
after fees. The wholesaler whaurchased the vehicle ran a $20,644.37tax and interest on his pension for the years
checkanddiscovered that the vehicle had a previous IL title1989-1993The claimanpaid DOR $21,955.29 (the original
markedas salvage. Thelaimant had to buy back the vehicle gssessmemtlus interest) in Noveber 199Bhe claimant states
andget a proper W title with salvage indicated. The claimanthatshortly after the DOR'position reversal, over 400 retired
wasthen only able to sethe vehicle for $9,000, incurring a loss National Guard Echniciansprotested and objected to the
of $2,700. DOR’s action. The claimant states thlis protest was so clear
TheDOT recommends payment of this claim. Miguel an unequivocal that then Revenue Secretary Budtedd

Estradapurchased thd993 GMC on 6/16/98, with an IL meetingswith representatives of the Retired National Guard
salvagetitle. Mr. Estrada subsequently applied for a WI title communityto address théssue. The claimant believes that
and did not note on his application that the vehicle should b8ecretaryBugher was put onotice that the Retired National
titled as salvage. However the DOT states that the title Guardcommunity as a wholebjected to and protested this

The Board Finds:
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action. A “test case” was presented to thas@énsin Bix  stateghat he was involved in a serious car accident on 8/17/00,
AppealsCommission, which upheld DOfRposition. WRAC's which caused him to miss an appointment with his accountant
decision was appealed in Dane County Circuit Court inandhas also caused him great financiaficlifity.
November1999. The court &fmed that the pensions were The DOR states that it originally contacted the
taxablebut .found tha’g some of the petitioners had relied Oltlaimant after receiving from his employer a copy of his
DOR's advice to their detriment and ruled that DOR waswisconsin withholding exemption certificate in which he
estoppedrom seeking assessments against those individualgiaimed 14 exemptions. The certificate was signed by the
for tax years 1989 and afteThe claimant states that he claimantand his current address was given. Accordifg@iR
contactedthe DOR but was told that he did not qualify for recordsa DOR auditor wrote the claimant in 7/97, requesting
refund of the taxes because he had not appealed the origingérification of his 14 exemptions. No reply was received. The
assessmerissued in 1995. The claimant believes that it iISDOR states that in 9/97, the auditor notified both the claimant
unconscionabléor the DOR to refuse to refund his mor@y  and his employer by mail that the DORas voiding the
that it was grossly unfair of DOR to issue backdatedexemptionclaim based on thelaimants failure to respond. No
assessment® begin with, when the retired technicidmsd  reply was received. The DOR states that in December 1997, the
relied on DORS 1989 statement that their pensions were taquditor sent a letter to the claimant requesting filing of
exempt.The claimant believes that it is clear tatthe retired  1994-1996ncometax returns. No reply was received. Another
National Guard EBchnicians protested this overwhelming requestwas sent in 2/98, without replfhe DOR allegethat
financial burdenwhen it was placed upon them and that thISa” of the above Correspondence was sent d|rwupe same
protestwas clearly conveyed tmoth Secretary Bugher and the address at which the claimant currently resides. DOR records
State Legislature by leaders of the Retired National Guardyrther indicate that in 5/98, the DOR issued estimated
community. assessmenfsr the delinquent tax years. In 7/98, DOR sent the
The DOR recommends denial of this claimnatice  claimanta request to file 1994-1997 income tax returns. The
of appealrights accompanied the assessment sent to th@aimantcalled DOR and indicated that he was not a resident in

claimantin August 1995. No notice of appeal or letter of 1994.He promised tdile the required returns byl11/98. DOR
objectionwas filed when the claimant paite assessment. The recordsindicate thafrom 9/98-4/99, the claimant periodically
lastdate the claimant coulthve timely filed a claim for refund contactedDOR and requested three extensions to file the
of theassessment was January 19, 1996. In February 2000, tffurnswhich he promised to do by 4/30/99n 6/18/99 DOR
DOR offereda settlement to the named litigants in theA@T  initiated certification of the claimard’ wages. Th@romised
appeal(the “test case”). The terms of the settlement providedeturnswere filed on 8/24/00. The DOR states that there is not
that for the years 1989-1995 thBOR would withdraw requirementhat the claimant be served by certified mail. The
assessmentnd pay time|yproper|yappea|ed refund claims. DOR believes that all evidence |ndlc_ates that he received the
In March 2000, the DOR began tdesfthesame settlement to correspondencand assessments, since his address has not
otherindividualsin similar situations as the named litigants, changedsince the DOR first contacted him in 1997 and the
providedthat the individuals had timely pending appeals orclaimanthas made no allegations that he moved or was absent
timely refund claims. Since the claimant did not appeal thdor extended periods of time.

original assessment for 1989-199¥30R has no authority to The Board concludes there has beeniresuficient
issuethe refund he is requesting and it is DOROsition that  showingof negligence on the part of the state, itficefs,
theassessment is final and conclusive. agentr employees and this claim is mote for which the state

The Board concludes there has beeriraufiicient is legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay

showing of negligence on the part of the state, itcefs, basedn eqwtable prmmples. ) _

agentor employees and this claim is mote for which the state 5. Brian J. Friedman of Madison,WI claims $420.55

is legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pdQr dental injuries allegedly caused by the actions of a
basedn equitable principles. Howey&epresentative Albers UW-MadisonPolice Oficer. The claimant alleges that in
andSenator Shibilski have indicated thaespite the Boars’ ~ 1975,while he was walkingn N. Lake Steet, he was detained

decision they will be introducing legislation that witirovide by @ UW Police Cficer and taken to the UW Policefigk on
for payment of this claim and other like claims. Mills Street. He alleges that he was questioned at gunpoint and

. . pusheddy an oficer, which caused him to fall and chip a tooth.
4. Anthony Gray of Madison, Wi claims $7,318.24 for 1o "veqests reimbursemerior his dental bills allegedly
refundof monies garnished from his wages to satisfy eSt'mateﬁmurredbecause of this injury

incometax assessments for 1994-1996. The claimant states . .
that he did not live inwWI until 1995 and that he therefore _ TheUW is unable to locate any records showing that
believesthe 1994 assessment to Hlegal. The claimang the claimant wasnvolved with the UW-Madison Police in the
wageswere garnished from 7/99 through 8/00. Breimant ~ Y&&rin question. Furthermore, the claimant has presented no
stateghat these estimated assessments were incorrect and tffprmationdocumenting the cause iie dental work that the

he was actually due tax refunds for 1995 and 1996. Th&dimantunderwent in 1988, over 10 years after the alleged
claimantfurther alleges that he was not propenyified of the ~ Injury- Because of these reasons and given the length of time
assessmentsy certified mail. The claimant states that he wadhat has passed since the alleged injuhe UW does not
nevertold that funds woulchot be returned to him if the SuPPOrayment of this claim. S
assessmentsere found to be unjustified. The claimant also ~ TheBoard concludes there has beenresuficient
believesthat thetwo—year statute of limitation has not actually showingof negligence on the part of the state, itScefs,
elapsedThe claimant points to the fact that his wages were notgentsor employees and this claim is wote for which the state
certified until 7/13/99. He feels that theo-year time limit IS legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
shouldbegin on that date, which would extend the deadlindasedn equitable principles.

until 7/13/01. The claimant does not believe that the two-yeas. Burton A. Weisbrod of Glencoe, IL claims
statuteof limitations applies to his case at all. He states that$119,767.00or the value of sick leaveredits allegedly lost
accordingto the notice he received, the two—year limit appliesdueto an error by the UWThe claimant was a professor at the
to assessments that are paid in full witholojection. He alleges UW-Madison.The claimantvas on a leave of absence from
thathe did not pay these assessments voluntanitythat the 8/27/90through 5/26/91 (the spring semester). He was enrolled
total amount was never collected in full. Finalllge claimant in a state insurance plan until 7/31/90, and was coverethby
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insurancewhile he was on leave. At the end of his leave, héThe claimants also state that UW Hospital hlaem sign two
submitteda letter to the UW indicating that he would be retiringreleasesauthorizing them to restrain Ms. Spitz for her own
on 6/30/91. He alleges that the UW erred and notified ETF thgtrotectionbecause the UW was aware that she had a tendency
his retirement date was 5/26/91 (the last day of the springp wander df The claimant states that because of her history
semester). The UW admitted this error in their letter to the Mrs. Spitzs bed rails were required to be in the “up” position,
claimant dated 4/2/97. The claimant states that he contactas that she could not get out of bed while unattended. The
ETF in June of 1991, regarding his retirement annuife  claimantsbelieve that UW Hospital personnel weregligent
stateghat ETF never discussed the issue of sick leagdits by not putting up her bed rails. The claimants attempted to file a
with him because, based on the incorrect information providethwsuitagainsthe University of Visconsin Hospital, but were

by the UW they believed that he walready retired. In order to unableto obtain the names of the hospitalfstaf duty because
converthis sick leave balance to insurance premium credits, théhe accident happened during a shift change. Because the
claimantwould have had to be insured under a state plan at thelaimantsdid notname a specific state employee, their Notice
time of his retirement. The claimant states that if ETF hadf Claim was denied by the Attorney GenesdDfice. The
informedhim of this requirement, there would have still beenclaimantshave submitted medical bills totaling $23,377.14 for
time to re—enroll with his state insuraniefore his retirement Ms. Spitz's medical careThey also request awards for pain and
dateof June 30. It is the claimastunderstanding that ETF suffering,permanent disability and losg companionship in
routinely requests sick leave balances from the employinghe amount of $350,000.

agencyof aretiring employee and discusses the sick leave A Notice of Claim filed in this matter in 1977 was
conversionpolicy with employees when thegall to discuss  jnyestigated by the Department of Justice, which denied the
their retirement. The claimant believes that that it was becausg|aim based on failure to comply with893.82(3) Stats., and

of the UWS error that ETF never requested his sick leavacy of any basis for a finding diibility on the part of any state
balanceand did not discuss the sick leave conversion policmployee. The UW recommends denial of this claim since
with him. He states that, had he known about the option tthereis nothing in the circumstances presented iteitate

converthis sick leave, he would have reinstated his statgnerewas negligence aie part of a state employee and there is
insurancen order to meet the requirements of the conversiong equitable basis for payment.

rules. The claimant states that his sick leave _Would have been
worth $119,767 towards health insuranpeemiums and he showingof negligence on the part of the state, iticefs,

requestspaymen.t of that amqunt. ) agentsor employees and this claim is mote for which the state
The University of Wsconsin System recommends s |egally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
paymentof this claim from funds of the Department of pasedon equitable principles.
Employee Trust Funds. At the conclusion of his leave of ; ;
; L - 8. Jeral Khachi of Turlock, CA claims $33,625.00 for
absencethe claimant was eligible to return to employment W'thexpenseallegedly related to his incarceration on a ghaof

the UW and to re—enroll with a stateealth insurance provider .. : ! . . .
; : . ilure to pay child support. The claimant lives in CA. His
prior to his retirement. Had he done so, he would have becon{g«wife,the custodial parent, resides in WI. The claimant states

eligible for the sick leave conversion progranitThe UW : " :
believesthat when he sought pre—retirement advice from, ETFchQ?;;u?ngn;Zyrﬁ (\EAI{I?SS %e;]?;ng!& vvzi?: %?:gﬂégrim%aege%nd

hewas not properly counseled about the availability of the sick” in May 1999 in CA and was incarcerated for over 20 days.

leaveconversion benefit, or the requirements necessary to ; o
eligible for it. The UW believes that the claimant was noﬁ%ﬂi&?‘g s;?ﬁzsrégﬁtegr%;gnstgﬁﬁg H': es)l(s_tvt\a/irf: gg Sg%fher
properlyadvised about the sick leave benefit by ETRe sick _ g a0 had heen making paymeifise claimant states that this
leave conversion program is funded by payments made to Echocumentatiomvas submittedo the Outagamie County Child
Bgﬁé%&?}:gggﬁg; dangetgrlljs gi]g :g%‘%ﬁﬁfpﬁl%mmmggis SupportAgency and théistrict Attorneys Ofiice four days
thatthe claimans deycision t(F)) retire was madyé at least in part t@ﬁerh's arrest. The claimant states that the day he was arrested
assistthe UW andhis action did result in relieving his ashis first day at a new job, which he lost because of the arrest.
; . . The claimant was extradited to WI and incarcerated for four
departmenof abudget contingencysiven the circumstances, monthsbefore the chaes were dropped. The claimant states
the UW believes it wouldbe inappropriate to penalize the that the DWD should have contacted him first to clear up the
claimantby denying him the sick leave conversion benefit. error before resoring to arresting him. He requests
TheBoard concludes the claim should be paid in thaeimbursemenas follows: 103 days lost work time-$16,480.
reducedamount of $5,000.00 based on equitable principles43 days lost overtime-$12,9000Wing andimpounding of his
TheBoard further concludes, under authority df&s007 (6m)  vehicleon the day of his arrest-$0. Air fare, bus fare and
Stats., payment should be made from the University of |lodgingfor traveling to and fronwI for hearings—$1347.46,
Wisconsinappropriation s20.285 (1)(a) Stats. The Board $170and $467.84. State of WI extradition fees—$2000. Public
further concludes that this payment is not considered full antefenderfees—-$150.
final settlement of thislaim should the claimant wish to pursue DWD alleges that theclaimants ex-wife never

furtheravenues of relief. informedthe Outagamie County Child Support Agency that the
7. S.R. and James Spitzof Clam Lake, WI claim claimantwas making sporadic payments by money order
$23,377.140r medical bills, disabilitypain and sdiéringand  directly to her The DWD5 computer systershowed a laye
lossof companionship allegedly relatedao accident while arrearageand the claimarg’ ex—wife signed an fidavit that
FrancesSpitz was a patient at UW Hospital. The claimantsthe claimant had not been paying child support. Based on that
allegethat in March 1996 Frances Spitz slipped and fell in aaffidavit, the case was referredttee DAs ofice for criminal
hallway after wandering unattended from her bed. The fallprosecution.The claimant was pickedp in May 1999 and
resultedin abroken hip, which required gery and extensive arraignedin July 1999. He requested a trial, which was
follow up care. The claimants state that Ms. Spitz has a histogcheduledfor August 24, 1999. The child support agency
of being unsteady on her feet as well akistory of and subsequentlyeceived verificatiorthat the claimant had been
wandering. The claimants state that the Universitgy  makingdirect payments. Theriminal nonsupport provisions
Wisconsin Hospital staf was aware of Ms. Spitz’history  of the statutes require failure to pay for at leastaminuous
becauseshe had wandered ai least six previous admissions. 120-dayperiod. Because the claimant had not failed to pay for

The Board concludes there has beenrasuficient
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120-daysthe chages were dropped and the case dismissecagentsor employees and this claim is mote for which the state
The DWD believes that there was no mistakénandling this  is legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
casebased on the information it received and that the statbasedon equitable principles.

shouldnot be held responsible for the claimamkpenses. 11. Alvernest Kennedy of Milwaukee, WI claims

The Board believes there has been an ifideht — $2,799.00for return of tax refunds intercepted to satisfy
showing of negligence on the part of the state,afficers, estimatedassessments for business taxes from 1990 to 1995.
agentsor employees and that this claim is not tvewhich the  The claimant states that he opened a business in 1990. He
stateis legally liable, howevetthe Boardconcludes that the appliedfor a sellets permit but claims that he never used the
claim shouldbe paid in the reduced amount of $2,000.00 basegermit and closed the business shortly afteopened. The
on equitable principles. The further Board concludesijer claimantalleges that hevas never told that he had to contact the
authorityof s.16.007 (6m) Stats., that payment should be madeDOR to discontinue hisellefs permit. He states that he filed
from the Departmenif Workforce Development appropriation bankruptcyin 1997 and requests return of his income tax
s. 20.445 (3)(a) Stats. The Board further suggests that theefundsintercepted by DOR.
claimantpursue a claim against Outagamie County The Department states that it filed estimated

9. Jay M. Johnsonof Baraboo, WI claims §B.29 for  assessmentgainst the claimant because he faiteélle any
thecost of one tire. The claimant is employed as a park facilitiegysinesgaxes from the years 1990 to 1995. The assessments
repair worker at Devi Lake State Park. On June 1, 2000, thergyecamedelinquent and the DOR intercepted the clainsant’
were severe flooding conditions at the park. The claimant statgersonalincome taxrefunds for 1995 through 1998 and his
that because of the extremely high watehich would have  gzjegax rebate check in January of 2000. The DOR states that it
floodedout aregular vehicle, he used his truck to transport parkyasnot until February 1, 2000 that the claimant informed them
rangersto areas where park users needed assistance. Tifathe had no liability because the busiress never operated.
claimantstateshat while performing this service, he ran over aThe DOR alleges that when the claimant registered with the
sharprock that had washed into the roadwalye rock tore a  stateand received his sellsrpermit, he was informed of his
4-inchhole in his tire, which had to be replaced. He does nogpjigationto file a timely return even if there was no tax to
have insurance coverage for thidamage and requests report.The DOR states that the sales and use tax retatains
reimbursementor the cost of one replacement tire. a similar notice. Finallythe DOR points to the fact that the

The DNR states that the claimastruck wasbeing  seller’spermit indicates that the permit should be returioed
usedduring this emagency situation because a comparablethe DOR if the seller permanently discontinues sales of taxable
state-ownedvehicle was not available. The claimant’ property and services. The claimant did not follow any of these
supervisor was with him at the time. Under these requirementsThe DORSstates that sectiofil.75(5) Stats.,
circumstanceghe DNR believes that the claimantruck was  prohibits them from refunding the amount collected on the
being used for aegitimate state purpose. Furthermore, theoriginal assessments because tha@mant did not claim a
DNR does not believe that the claimant was in avgy  refundwithin the prescribetivo—year period. The DOR further
negligentin this situation. The DNR states that ttlaimant  statesthat the claimang’ $565 1999 income tax refunas
informed his supervisor that the tire which was replaced hadvithheld to satisfy a debt owed by the claimant to the
approximately20,000 miles oiit at the time it was damaged. Departmeniof Workforce Development, not for payment of
Thereforethe DNR recommends payment of this claim in theany DOR assessments.

reducedamount of $96.37 _ o The Board concludes there has beenirsuficient
The Board concludes the claim should be paid in th&howingof negligence on the part of the state, itiicefs,
amountof $118.29 based on equitable principles. The Boardhgentsor employees and this claim is wote for which the state

further concludes, under authority of 56.007 (6m) Stats.,  jsegally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
paymentshould be made from the from Department of Naturabasecon equitable principles.

Resourcesppropriation s20.370 (1)(mu)Stats. _ 12, SandraC. Eselbyof Oshkosh, W claims $613.32 for
10. Kim Bown of Beloit, Wi claims $120.00 for vehicle roimpursementf a Medicaid deductibleyhich she allegedly
damageallegedly related to her employment as a Probation anﬁeaid because of a DHFS errdfhe claimant is permanently
ParoleAgent for the DOC. The claimant states that she used @sapledas a result of a stroke and requires 24—hour care. The
stateowned vehicle to perform home visis September 18 cjaimant states that she was found eligible for Medical
and 19, 2000. While she was out on these home visits, hekgsjstancedor a few months until sheegan receiving Social
personalehicle was parked in the parkilg at her dice. The ecurityDisability benefits. In June 1999, she applied for M.A.
claimant states that when she returned on the morning Ofcnefits specifically for a Community Options
Septemberl9, she discovered that the windshield on herProgran%—\/\/aiver(COP—waiver) with a Sheboygan County
personalvehicle was smashedlhe claimang insurance gqcialworker The claimant states thaer a month passed and
covered $380.71 of the damage and she requestgne dig not hear from Sheboygan County so she contacted them
reimbursementor her $120 deductible. _ againbecaus®f her great need for health care assistance. The
The DOC believes that the claimant incurred theseclaimant states that sheompleted an application for SSI
expensesnly becausef her employment as a Probation andrelated MA on July 23, 1999, witha Sheboygan County
Parole Agent. The DOC believes that tesidents in the EconomicSupport worker (ESS worker). The claimant alleges
neighborhoodvhere she left her car more likehyan not knew that the ESS worker was not aware of tlimants
thatthe owner of the car was a law enforcement agent and thaloP-waiverapplication. At dater hearing, the ESS worker
her vehicle was intentionally damaged. The DOC does nojdmitted that she did not detect the COP-waiver application
believe that Probation and Parole Agents should bear theven though she should have. Because of this, ¢h®ESS
financialburden of expenses that they incur solely and directlyyorker told the claimant that she would need to prepay
becausehey work with criminals fothe benefit of the people Medicaiddeductiblen the amount of $613.23 or she would not
of this state. The DOC believes that requiring agentsajo  be covered. The claimant paid the deductible on July 30, 1999.
theseexpenses would be unfair and would underngigent  On August 9, 1999, the DHFS Division of Supportive Living
morale. informedSheboygan County that the claimant was eligible for
The Board concludes there has beenirsuficient  the COP-waiverbenefits retroactive to her July 23, 1999
showing of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs,  application. Furthermore, DHFS stated thhécause of the
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claimant'slow income, she had no COP-waiver cost share andllegesthat, because he is in training and is frequently away
would not have to prepay any money to the state or county ifrom home for extended period$ time, he brings with him a
orderto qualify for MA benefits. In JanuaB000, the Division numberof personal items. The claimant states thapaisonal

of Hearings andAppeals found that, although an error wasitemswerestolen from the state owned vehicle while it was
made,the deductible payment could not be refunded to thgarkedin Menasha. The claimant requests reimbursement for
claimantbecause there wa® legal mechanism through which itemsnot covered byis insurance: 76 compact discs with a
to do so. replacementalue of $1,086.75.

The Department of Health and Family Services The DNR understands that the Claims Board dugs
recommendgayment of this claim. The DHF&®rees with the  ordinarily award payment for personal items lost $tate
factsas presented in the claimangtatement of circumstances. employees,however theDNR believes there are special
This forum appears tdoe the only way to reimburse the circumstance this case. The DNR states ti@nservation
claimantfor herloss and the Department believes that shanardentrainees are required to live away from their homes for
shouldbe paid on equitable grounds. extended periods of time during their year—long initial training

TheBoard concludes the claim should be paid in theperiod. The DNR believes that it is therefore not unreasonable
amountof $612.32 based on equitable principles. The Boardbr trainees to travel with personal items not normally included
further concludes, under authority of $6.007 (6m) Stats., in business travel. The DNR notes that the items were stolen
paymentshould be made from the Department of Health andavithoutforced entry into the state patrol truck. According to the
Family Services appropriatios. 20.435 (6)(a) Stats. The policereport, the claimant locked both doors but left a window
Board further suggests that the Department of Health andnthe truck open approximately one indline DNR believes
Family Services should, to whatever extent possible, attempt that the claimant therefore contributed to the lcasd
recoverthis money from Sheboygan County recommendgpayment of 50% of the claim: $544.00.

13. David J. Devneyof Madison, WI claims $350.0@r The Board concludes there has beenresuficient
damageto suit allegedly incurred when he slipped and fellshowing of negligence on the part of the state, itcefs,
outsidethe DPI on April 1, 2000. The claimant states that he agentsor employees and this claim is mote for which the state
wasentering the building at 10:00 AM, carrying a@éund s legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
printerfor installation at DPI, when he slipped on ice and snowasedon equitable principles.

thatwas on the walk. The claimant alleges that the area had npi, Eleanor A. White of Stoughton, WI claims

beensalted or sanded after early morning snde claimant  ¢10,280.0Gor refundof an assessment made by the DOR. The

statesthat he jarred his shouldaut his knee and bruised his ¢|gimantallegesthat in 1989 the DOR took the position that
elbow. He states that ftere a three—inch hole in the knee of his cjyj| service pension benefits for National Guard technicians

pants. He claims that he has.contacted several companies in @kre tax exempt. The DOR published thimsition in a
attemptto have the suit repaired, howevee was told that the  newsletterwhich it distributed to federal retirees in 1989. In
hole was too lage to fix. The claimant also states that this1995 the DOR reversed its position and mailed assessments to
particularsuit isno longer being made in the same cdloritis  over400 National Guard technicians for back taxes on pension
not possible to find new pants to match the jacket. The claimaienefitsfrom 1989 to 1995plus 12% interest. In February
paid $299 for the suit ih998and requests $350 to account for a1996,the claimant received an assessmen$i@;280 tax and
currenthigher replacemeriost. The claimant believes that the jntereston her husbans’pensiorfor the years 1989-1994. She
building maintenance crew was negligent for not clearing thebaid the assessment in full. She states #ta then began
walk. gettingnotifications about an attorneyir. Eugene Duf, who

This incident was investigated on the date ofwas representing the National Guardsmen and fighting the
occurrence. Although snow was not removed prior to the DOR position reversal and backdated assessments. The
claimant’sentrance into the building, the DOA believes that thenewsletters and updates indicated the .Mbuffy was
claimantshould have been aware of the slippery conditionsrepresentingall retired National Guard technicians. A “test
DOA believes that the claimastdecision to carry a boxed case” was presented to the i§onsin Bx Appeals
printerinto the building through the snow contributedhis fall ~ Commissionwhich upheld DORS position. WAC's decision
asit obscured his vision arability to balance while walking wasappealed in Dane County Circuit Court in November 1999.
into the building. DOA also states that there are two parking'he court afirmed that the pensions were taxable but found that
stalls available forthe public to use for drop fofwhich are  someof the petitioners had relied on DGRadvice to their
locatedin the parking level beneath the building. The claimanidetrimentand ruled that DOR was estopped from seeking
hasnot indicated that he tried to use these or that they were fullssessmentgainst those individuals for tax years 1989 and
andunusable. There were no other reports of slips ordalls after. The claimant states that in early 2000, she received a
this date for the Central Madison Complex. notice from the DOR notifying her of a Nationabuard

The Board concludes there has beenrsuficient  TechnicianSettlement. She contacted the DOR but was told
showingof negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, thatshe did not qualify for refund of the 1989-1994 taxes, as
agentsor employees and this claim is mote for which the state  providedfor in the settlement, becausiee had not appealed the
is legally liable nor one which the state should assume and payiginal assessment issuedlii96. The claimant believes that
basedn equitable principles. it is unconscionable for the DOR to refuse to refund her money
14. Christopher J. Kratcha of Marshfield, W1 claims and that it was gr_ossly unfair of DOR to issue _b_ackdated
$1,086.75eimbursement for stolen personal items not covere@SSessment® begin with, when the retired techniciamead
by his insurance policyThe claimant is employed by the DNR reliedon DORS 1989 statement that their pensions were tax
asa Conservation &fden trainee. The claimant states that he i€xe€mpt.Because she received newsletters updating her on the
requiredto travel around the state to attend various traininieg""'f!ght with DOR she believed that she was included in any
sessionss part of his job duties. The claimant states that if€Sultingvictory and had neeason to believe that her failure to
August2000 he was scheduled to attend a weektoaiging ~ ©riginally appeal the assessment would cause her
sessiorin Stugeon Bay The claimant states that he drove adisqualificationfrom the settlement agreement.
stateowned vehicle to his brothisrhome in Menasha the night The DOR recommends denial of this claimnatice
beforethe training, in order to avoid a long drive to §eon  of appealrights accompanied the assessment sent to the
Bay the morning the training session began. The claimantlaimantin Februaryl996. No notice of appeal or letter of
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objectionwas filed when the claimant paite assessment. The
lastdate the claimant coulthve timely filed a claim for refund
of the assessment wigsbruary 26, 1998. In February 2000, the
DOR offereda settlement to the named litigants in theAET

appeal(the “test case”). The terms of the settlement provided

that for the years 1989-1995 thBOR would withdraw
assessmentnd pay timelyproperlyappealed refund claims.
In March 2000, the DOR began tdefthesame settlement to
otherindividualsin similar situations as the named litigants,

ADVICE AND CONSENT OF THE SENATE

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor

February 9, 2001
The Honorable, The Senate:
| am pleased to nominate and with the advice and consent

providedthat the individuals had timely pending appeals orof the Senate, do appoint SHEEHMMOTHY R., of Fox

timely refund claims. The DOR did send a $1836#tlement

Point,as a member dhe State Fair Park Board, to serve for the

to the claimant for the year 1995, since that year was open ioterim term ending May 12001, and for the full term ending
refundunder thestatutes at the time of first contact. Since theMay 1, 2006.

claimantdid not appeahe original assessment for 1989-1994,
DOR has no authority to issue the refigt is requesting and it

is DOR’s position that the assessment is final and conclusive

The Board concludes there has beeniresuficient
showing of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs,
agentr employees and this claim is mote for which the state

is legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay

basedn equitable principles. Howey&epresentative Albers
andSenator Shibilski have indicated thdéspite the Board’
decision they will be introducing legislation that wiprovide
for payment of this claim and other like claims.

The Board concludes:

1. The claims of the following claimants should be
denied:

ThomasF. Bailey
Anthony Gray

Brian J. Friedman
S.R. and James Spitz
Kim Bown

Alvernest Kennedy
David J. Devney
Christopher J. Kratcha
Eleanor A. White

Paymentof the following amounts to thefollowing
claimantsis justified under

s.16.007 Stats:

2.

Braeger Chevrolet $2,700.00
H. Joseph Slater $1,702.50
Burton A. Weisbrod $5,000.00
Jeral Khachi $2,000.00
Jay M. Johnson $118.29
Sandra C. Eselby $613.32

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin this
2001.

Alan Lee, Chair

Representative of the Attorney General

Edward D. Main, Secretary

Representative of the Secretary of Administration
Sheryl Albers

Assembly Finance Committee

Kevin Shibilski

Senate Finance Committee

Amanda Schaumbgr

Representative of the Governor

12 day of February
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Sincerely,
SCOTT MCCALLUM
Governor

Read and
Agriculture.

referred to committee orLabor and

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor
February 9, 2001
The Honorable, The Senate:

| am pleased to nominate and with the advice and consent

of the Senate, do appoint LEIPOLD, CRAIG bf Racine as
amember of the State Fdtark Board, to serve for the interim
termending May 1, 2002, arfdr the full term ending May 1,
2007.
Sincerely,
SCOTT MCCALLUM
Governor

Read and
Agriculture.

referred to committee orabor and

REFERRALS AND RECEIPT OF
COMMITTEE REPOR TS CONCERNING
PROPOSED ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

SenateClearinghouse Rule00-143

Relatingto asystem of remediation for applicants who have
failed the clinical andaboratory examinations more than three
times.

Submittedby Department of Regulation and Licensing.
Report received from Agenclfebruary 13, 2001.

Referredto committee ondealth, Utilities, Veteransand
Military Affairs, February 15, 2001.

MESSAGESFROM THE ASSEMBLY
By John Scocos, chief clerk.
Mr. President:

| am directed to inform you that the Assembly has passed
andasks concurrence in:

AssemblyBill 3
Assembly Bill 6
Assembly Bill 7
Assembly Bill 20
Assembly Bill 24
Assembly Bill 35
Assembly Bill 42
Assembly Bill 49
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Adopted and asks concurrence in:
AssemblyJoint Resolution 4
Assembly Joint Resolution 12
Assembly Joint Resolution 19
Assembly Joint Resolution 25
Assembly Joint Resolution 26
Assembly Joint Resolution 27

Assembly Joint Resolution 31
Concurredn:

SenateJoint Resolution 18
Senate Joint Resolution 20

MESSAGESFROM THE ASSEMBLY
CONSIDERED

AssemblyBill 3

Relatingto: classification and elements of felonjeoises
and certain misdemeanor &nses; criminal sentences and
commitmentsmodification of a bifurcatedentence in certain
cases;revocation of extendedupervision; the creation of a
sentencingcommission andemporary sentencing guidelines;
makingan appropriation; and providing penalties.

By Representative®Valker and Huber; cosponsored by
Senator8Burke and Huelsman.

Readfirst time and referred to committee dndiciary,
Consumer Affairs, and Campaign Finance Reform

AssemblyBill 6

Relatingto: liability of cities, villages, towns, ar@bunties
for damages causday an insuficiency or want of repair of a
highway.

By Representativeslbers,Kreusey Ladwig, Gronemus,
Musser, Gunderson, \Wde, M. Lehman, Montgomery
Petrowski,Starzyk, Sykora, Serat@Grothman, Hahn, Owens
andNass; cosponsordyy Senators Breske, Schultz, Huelsman
Welch,A. Lasee and Farraw

Readfirst time and referred to committee dndiciary,
Consumer Affairs, and Campaign Finance Reform

AssemblyBill 7

Hebl and R/ba; cosponsored by Senators Plache, Farrow
Welchand Robson.

Readfirst time and referred to committee bmiversities,
Housing, and Government Operations

AssemblyBill 24
Relating to: residency requirements for persons who wish
to take an examination for the position of deputy sherif

By Representatived adwig, Starzyk, J. Fitzgerald,
Grothman, Gunderson, Huebsch, Hundertmark, LFasee,
Lassa,J. Lehman, M. Lehman, Mussdédwens, Petrowski,
Powersand Stone; cosponsored $gnators Plache, Huelsman
andS. Fitzgerald.

Readfirst time and referred to committee bmiversities,
Housing, and Government Operations

AssemblyBill 35
Relatingto: changing the bonding requirements for ,city
village, and county dfcers.

By RepresentativesStone, MusserLadwig, Urban,
Ainsworth, M. Lehman, Starzyk, Olsen, La Faverakas,
Huber, Hundertmark, Grothmarfownsend, Gunderson, Ott
andLippert; cosponsored by Senators Farrow arthy

Readfirst time and referred to committee Omiversities,
Housing, and Government Operations

AssemblyBill 42
Relating to: the lease and operation of correctional
facilities, making an appropriation, and providing penalties.
By Representativevalker;cosponsored by Senator Jauch.

Readfirst time and referred to committee &tonomic
Developmentand Corrections

AssemblyBill 49

Relatingto: polling hours, time éfrom work for service as
anelection dficial, and requiring the electiofmard to submit
recommendationswith regard tovoter identification and
registrationand the administration of elections.

By committeeon Campaigns and Elections.

Readfirst time and referred to committee bmiversities,
Housing, and Government Operations

' AssemblyJoint Resolution4

Relating to: commending Dick Bennett on his career
accomplishmentsgnd contributions to Wconsin basketball.

By RepresentativeSunderson, Hundertmark, Ainsworth,
Albers, Berceau, Black, Boyle, DijfFoti, Gard,Gronemus,

Relatingto: storage and handling of anhydrous ammoniaGrothman, Gundrum, Hebl, Hoven, Huebsch, Jeskewitz,

creatingan exemption from civil liabilityand providing a
penalty.

By  RepresentativesOtt, Rhoades, Freese, Urban,
Montgomery,Ladwig, Kestell, Sykora, MusseWard, Stone,
HundertmarkAlbers, Pettis, La Fave, Ainsworth ade, Bies,
Gronemus,Vrakas, dwnsend, Plodf Skindrud, Kreibich,
Olsen,Gundersonl_assa, Vdsserman, Lo&lholz, Friske and
Williams; cosponsored bySenators Erpenbach, Burke,
Baumgart Schultz, Zien and Roessler

Readfirst time and referretb committee orLabor and
Agriculture .

AssemblyBill 20
Relatingto: thecut—of time for receipt of documents for
filing and recording with a register of deeds.

By RepresentativePowers, Starzyk, J. Lehman,adé,
GronemusStone, Ladwig, Uirner Nass, M. LehmarRlouf,
Musser,Olsen, KedzieGunderson, Pocan, MilleDtt, \fakas,
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JohnsrudKestell, Kreibich, Kreusetadwig, F- Lasee, Lassa,
J.Lehman, M. Lehman, Mille\rakas, McCormickMusser
Nass, Olsen, Ott, Owens, Petrowski, Pettis, Plpifocan,
Powers,RhoadesRyba, SchneiderSchoof, Sinicki, Stone,
Sykora, Travis, Turner Underheim, Urban, ¥de, Walker,
Ward, Wood and Ziegelbauer; cosponsored by Senators
Erpenbach,Baumgart, Breske, Cowles, Darling, Decker
Farrow, S. Fitzgerald, Gege, Moen, PanzgPlache, Risser
RoesslerSchultz, Vélch and Vifch.

Read and referred to committee ®@nate Organization

AssemblyJoint Resolution12
Relating to: commemorating and supporting the
achievementand contributions of the Boy Scouts of America.

By Representativeblass,Hundertmark, Petrowski, Ott,
Ziegelbauer, Duff, Ainsworth, Gundrum, \Ade, Ladwig,
Leibham, Jeskewitz, Grothman, Albers, Sykora, Kreibich,
Suder, Walker, Owens, Urban, Gronemus, KedzMrakas,
Freese Skindrud, McCormick, Plale, Staskunas, Ga&ditis
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and Townsend; cosponsored by Senators Deckien, MusserPlouf, Meyerhofer Gronemus, MillerUrban, Kestell,
Roessler,Schultz, Farroyw Baumgart, Cowles, Lazich, S. Ladwig, Wasserman, Owens, Black, Freese, Jeskeliters,

Fitzgerald,M. Meyer, Darling and Harsdorf. Nass,Lippert, Hahn, iba, Gunderson, rdkas, Balow and
Readand referred to committee dudiciary, Consumer ~ Johnsrud;cosponsored by Senatokgoore, RisserPanzer
Affairs, and Campaign Finance Reform Farrow, Zien, Burke, S. Fitzgerald, Rosenzweig, A. Lasee,

. . Moen, Breske and Harsdorf.
AssemblyJoint Resolution19 . o
Relating to: proclaiming May 18, 19, and 20, 2001, Read and referred to committee $@anate Organization

SyttendeMai Weekend. ) )
y AssemblyJoint Resolution31

By Representativedohnsrud,Hebl, Rhoades, Musser Relatingto: honoring the life of Ben Barkin.
Freese,Jeskewitz, Berceau, Bie®ock, Huebsch, Pocan,
CoggsWard, Plouf, Vrakas, Ladwig, MillerHahn, Dwnsend, By RepresentativeRichards, Colon, Ziegelbay@&inicki,

Urban,Olsen, Lassa, Petrowski, Albers, Owens, Pettis, Sykordphnsrud,Ladwig, Kreibich, Riley, Turner Stone, Krug, J.
Kreuser Lippert and Gunderson; cosponsored by Senators M.ehman Vrakas, Bock, \&lker, Wasserman, PlofjfRyba and
Meyer, Moen, Baumgart, Burke, FarropwGrobschmidt, M. Lehman; cosponsored by Senators RjsBche, Burke,
HansenHuelsman, Lazich, Schultz andndh. Lazich,Huelsman and Gege.

Read and referred to committee ®@nate Organization Read and referred to committee Senate Organization

AssemblyJoint Resolution25
Relatingto: the life and public service of Joseph L. Laoby

By RepresentativeBalow, Kreibich, Sykora, Lassa, ADJOURNMENT

JohnsrudSinicki, Hebl, Boyle, CarpenteGronemus, \ade, SenatorRissey with unanimous consent, asked that the

Musser,Ryba, Schneideflravis, Hubler, Lippert, Gunderson,  senateadjourn until TiesdayFebruary 20, at 1:45M..
Miller, J. Lehman,Krug, Turner Albers, Ploufi Ladwig,

Vrakas,Young, Ott and Owens; cosponsored by Senators Zien, Adjourned.
Moen, Farrow Moore, Burke, RissePlache, Gege, \\&lch, 10:01 A.M
JauchRoesslerHansen, Harsdorf, Schultz andrigh. | o

Read and referred to committee ®@nate Organization

AssemblyJoint Resolution 26 AMENDMENTS OFFERED
Relatingto: the life and public service of Sister Thomas
More Bertels.

By Representative&ronemus, Ziegelbauedtt, Freese,
Lassa, Kestell, R/ba, Albers, Petrowski, BalgwSykora,
Rhoades,Turner Musser Nass, Owens, MillerTownsend, ,
Lippert, Olsen, KreuseHuebsch, JeskewitRiley, J. Lehman, CHIEF CLERK'S REPORT
HundertmarkPlouf and Wiliams; cosponsored b§enators  1he chief Clerk ds:
Baumgart Schultz, Moen, Lazich, Farrow and A. Lasee. e hiet Lierkrecords.

Read and referred to committee $enate Organization Senate Joint Resolution 8
AssemblyJoint Resolution27 Senate Joint Resolution 10
Relatingto: congratulating Marlene A. Cummings for her  gepate Joint Resolution 13

long-term services and wishing her well in her future ) )
endeavors. Senate Joint Resolution 14

Senatesubstitute amendment 1$&nate Joint Resolution
2 offered by Senator Baumgart.

By Representativesyoung, Coggs, Trner Walker,  Depositedn the ofice of the Secretary of State on February 15,
HuebschWade, MontgomeryOtt, Boyle, SchneidePowers, 2001.
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