STATE OF WISCONSIN

Senate Journal
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FRIDAY, December 5, 2008

The Chief Clerk makes the following entries under the  Onbehalf of my fellowRTA commissioners, I'm pleased to
abovedate. tell you that we'vemade significant progress in working
togetheras a region and have found that we are all ultimately
striving for the samegoal: a more vibrant, prosperous
PeTITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS southeasternWisconsin region. W& believe the RAs
consensuson this reportis an important indication that
regionalismis taking hold, and that we are making decisions
with the best interest of the region and state in mind.

We present to you today recommendations for dedicated

State of Wisconsin
Legislative Refeence Bueau

Decembeb, 2008

To the Honorable, the Legislature: funding, governance and operations of transit that weviikl
The following rules have been published in the Novembeleadto a more dicient, efective regional transit system that
30, 2008 Visconsin Administrativ&Register No. 635 will progress beyond municipal boundariasd focus on
Clearinghouse Rules Effective Date(s) connectingpeople to jobs and education within the region.
07-029 . ................ 12-1-2008 Basedupon our communitybusiness and labor outreach,
07-036................. 12-1-2008 public polling, and individual meetings with transit experts
07-094 ................. 12-1-2008 throughoutthe region, we firmly believe that transit is a top
07-107........... (part) 12-1-2008 priority for southeasterrWisconsin. These constituencies
(part)  7-1-2009 supporta dedicated funding source for transit forfetiént
S;Zﬁg """"""""" E:i:gggg reasons- access to jobs, ec_onomic deve_lopment potential, its
08—010: (part) .12—1—2008 ability to attract and retain workers, mproved accass
(part)  4-1-2009 education institutions and cultural amenities and we've
08-018 ... ... . ... .. 12-1-2008 listenedto theirfeedback. W agree that transit is critically
08-021................. 12-1-2008 importantto the economic health and vitality of this regiand
08-024................. 12-1-2008 thata dedicated saldax is the only viable funding mechanism
08-028................. 12-1-2008 to preserve our curreritansit systems and implement new
08-039................. 12-1-2008 intercountyoptions. i respectfully ask for your support of our
08-042................. 12-1-2008 recommendationfor all the same reasons.
08-049................. 12-1-2008 . .
08-051 . . . . . . ... 12-1-2008 Thankyou for the opportunity to studyansit and present
08=058 . . . . ...\ 12-1-2008 you with our recommendations for ensuring the health and
08=059 ... ..o 12-1-2008 vibrancy of a regional transit system.eaMook forward to
08-072.......ccvvu... 12-1-2008 working with local governments and the current Legislative
Sincerely, CouncilCommittee to ensure that solving our transit challenges
BRUCE J. HOESY is a top priority in the region and we encourage you to join us
Senior Legislative Attorney/Code Editor in accomplishing this goal.
Sincerely,
KARL J. OSTBY
State of Wisconsin Chairman
Regional Transit Authority
November 15, 2008 State of Wisconsin
The Honorable, The Legislature: Department of Natural Resources

Over the last26 months, the Southeasterniséénsin  November 17, 2008
Regional Transit Authority has diligently researched andThe Honorable, The Legislature:
analyzedtransit needs and challenges in this region and pyrsuantto 20.0916(6), WM. Stats., the Departmenf
discussegotential solutions to meet the transit needswf Natural Resources submits thiReport to the V§consin
residents, encourage economic development and makeegislature: Properties Puchased with Funds dm the
southeasteriisconsin an attractivplace to work, live and Knowles—NelsoStewadship Pogram on which one or Mer
recreate. Nature—Based Outdoor Activities Is Etibited.
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This report covers theeriod October 27, 2007 {e€tive  Wisconsin Petroleum Inspection Fee Revenue Obligations
date of 2007-2009 Biennial Budget), through June 30, 200&rogramfor the fiscal yearending June 30, 2008, and June 30,
This is the first time submission of this report is required by2007. We express our unqualified audit opinion on the
Statues. Statemenbf Changes in Program Assets and related notes.

Additional copies of this report may be obtained from the  Under the program,the State has issued revenue
DNR by calling 608-266-5782 or may be obtained from theobligations,such as bonds and commercial pap@provide
DNR website athttp://dnr.wi.gov/stewardship/ financing for payment of claimsunder the Petroleum
EnvironmentalCleanup Fund ward (PECR) program. These

Sincerely, o Y |
' revenue obligations are not general obligation detitafbtate.
g'eACTr stg\rN J. FRANK Instead,they are to be repaid primarily from the $0.02 per
y o . . gallonfee chaged to supplieref petroleum products sold in
Referred to joint committee dfinance. Wisconsinwhich is collected by the Department of Revenue.
Referredto committee onEnvironment and Natural During fiscal year (FY) 2007-08, the State collected $76.6
Resources million in petroleum inspection fees and made $30.4 million in

scheduleddebt service payments, including $20.3 million in
principal repayment and $10.1 million in interest. As of June

State of Wisconsin 30, 2008, a total of $252.3 million in revenue obligations
Legislative Audit Bureau remainedoutstanding, to be repaid from future petroleum
inspectionfees.
November 20, 2008 . . : .
. ) Petroleum inspection fees in excess of debervice
The Honorable, The Legislature: requirementsre deposited to the Petroleum Inspection Fund

As required by s.13.94(1)(em) Wis. Stats., we have andare used to pay PEGFclaims and for othepurposes
completeda program evaluation of the iS¢onsin Lottery  authorizedby the Legislature, includinthe early redemption
whichis administered by the Department of Revenue. Althougbf petroleum inspection fee revenue obligatiomuring FY
annualsales have fluctuated, they increased from a total @f007-08$47.0 million in inspection fees was deposited to the
$482.9million in fiscal year (FY) 2003-04 to $494.7 million in PetroleumInspection Fund while $16.&illion in PECRA
FY 2007-08, or by 2.4 percent over the past five years. Nefaimswas paid from the Fund. The remaining $30.2 million
lottery proceeds provided $146.5 million in property takef  was used for a variety of purposes, including a $20.3 million
in FY 2007-08. transferauthorized by the Legislature to theamsportation

In FY 2005-06, the \gconsin Lottery implemented an Fund,as well as $1.0 million in transfers to the General Fund
evaluationtool to assist ithe development and management ofto help meet lapse requirements inclu@e2007 Ws. Acts 20
instantgames. W include a recommendation for thés@onsin ~ and226.

Lottery to include product information costs, which include  We appreciate the courtesy and cooperation extended to us
spendingo publicize individual games, in the evaluation toolduring our audit by stdfof the departments of Commerce,
and to require its contractor to regularly report product  Administration,and Revenue.

informationexpenditures associated with specific games. Sincerely

BetweenFY 2003-04 and FY 2007-08, theistbnsin JANICE MUELLER
Lottery paid one contractor $25.2 million for product State Auditor
informationservices an@nother contractor $61.1 million for
operationsservices such as computerized gamsygtem
servicesFormal annual performance evaluations are required
under both contracts. While the ¥tonsin Lotterymeets
regularly with its product information contractor to provide
verbal feedback, it has not completed formal annualyoyember 25, 2008
evaluations,as it does with its operations contractdfe
include a recommendation for th&isconsin Lottery to The Honorable, The Senate:

State of Wisconsin
Claims Board

evaluatdts product information contractor annually Encloseds the report of the State Claims Board covering
We appreciate the courtesy and cooperation extended to € claims heard on November 6, 2008.
by Wisconsin Lottery stéin the Departmendf Revenue. The Those claims approved for payment pursuant to the
Department'sesponse follows the appendices. provisionsof 16.007 and 775.05 Stats., have been paid directly
. by the Board.

Sincerely, . . . . .

JANICE MUELLER This report is for_the information of the Leglsle_\ture. _The

State Auditor Boardwould appreciate your acceptance andlication of it
in the Journal to inform the members of the Legislature.
Sincerely,

State of Wisconsin CARI ANNE RENLUND
Legislative Audit Bureau Secretary

November 25, 2008
The Honorable, The Legislature:

At the request of the departments of Commerce andhe State of Wisconsin Claims Board conducted hearings
Administration, and in accordance with 43.94(1s) Wis.  at the State Capitol Building in Madison, Wsconsin, on
Stats.,we have completed a financial audit of the State ofNovember6, 2008, upon the following claims:

STATE OF WISCONSIN CLAIMS BOARD
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Claimant Agency Amount
1. John A. Rupp Innocent Convict,  $22,797.45
§ 775.05 Wis. Stats.
2. John & Bonnie Transportation $3,671.25
Weiglein
3. Jef’s Northshore  Transportation $4,994.14
Auto

4. City of Eau Claire University of Wisconsin$1,481.04

The following claims were consideed and decided without

hearings:

Claimant Agency Amount

5. Theodore H. Agriculture, Trade $4,547.38
Paulson & Consumer Protection

6. Michele A. WWindsor Natural Resources $316.45

7. Gabriel Umentum Corrections $4,618.17

8. Eugene Cherry Corrections $717.59

9. Joseph C. Clark  Corrections $82.73

10. Lashone Jackson Corrections $160.00

11. Mark T. Smith Corrections $18.88

The Board Finds:

1. John A. Rupp of Cazenovia, \l¢consin claims $10,000
ascompensation for wrongful imprisonment adt2,797.45
attorneys'fees related tdis wrongful conviction. On March

The claimant requests reimbursement at the statutory rate of
$5,000per year fortwo years. The claimant also requests
compensation for his post—-conviction attorneysfees,
specifically:$7,300 for his appellate counsel, $800 in costs for
his work pro se(his appellate counsel ceased to represent him
whenheran out of money), and $4,697.45 attorneys’ fees for
the preparation of this claim. The claimant poitetshe Claims
Board'sdecision in the Claim of Stevervéry, in whichthe
Boardconstrued the language o785.05 Stats., as allowing
for the payment of attorneys’ fees in addition to stegutory
rateof compensation per year

The Juneau County District Attorngscott Southworth,
stateghat he was not the prosecutor at the time and has limited
knowledgeof the claimans case; however he makes several
observations about the claim. Nouthworth states that the
amountof attorneys’ fees requested by the claimant appears
reasonablehowevey he does not believe that the claimint
entitledto the statutory maximum reimbursemeh$5,000 per
yearfor his incarceration because the claimant did not serve a
full two years in prison. In addition, he points to the fact that the
claimant’'sconviction for anothecount in the same criminal
complaintwas upheld on appeal [theft unde943.20(1)(d)a
felony]. Finally, Mr. Southworth states thatappears that the
stateacted in good faith in prosecuting the claimant.

The Board concludes that “the evidence is not clear and
convincing” that the claimant was innocent as required by §
775.05(4) Stats. The claim is therefore denied.

14,2001, the claimant was found guilty of theft pursuantto § 2. John andBonnie Weiglein of Brownsville, Wsconsin
943.20(1)(b) Stats., and was sentenced to six years in prisolaim $3,671.25 in damages to apple trees in their orchard,

The claimant was also convicted of theft pursuantsto
943.20(1)(d) Stats., howeverthere was no prison sentence
for this count and it is therefore not at issue hez. The
claimant was already serving time for other convictions and
therefore served his sentence for this casedim August 11,
2003until Mar ch 4, 2005, nearly 19 monthsThe claimant
has always asserted his innocence and did not in anyay
contribute to his conviction. The claimant believeshat
both his trial and appellate counsel wes ineffective and he
proceededwith his appealspro se to the best of his ability
The claimant states that thee are no civil remedies
available to him to recover his damages. On February 15,
2005, the Wisconsin Court of Appeals ruled that the
evidence was insufficient to convict the claimant of
embezzlementunder § 943.20(1)(b) Stats. The Court
found that “a r easonable jury could only egard the money
as belongingto Rupp at the time he used it” and that the
claimant could not be guilty of embezzling his own money
The court dismissed the claimant® conviction of §
943.20(1)(b) Stats., and ordeed his immediate elease.
Despitethe February 15 reversal, the claimant was held in
custody for an additional six weeks. The claimant was
finally released on Mach 24, 2005.

allegedly caused by road sadtpplication to Hwy 49. The
claimantsstate that the trees near the highway haJersuf salt
damageevery year since they purchased ¢nehard in 1999.
Theclaimants state that they have trfededuce the damage by
erecting a plastic barrier but it wassuccessfulThe claimants
alsostate that they have moved the trees significantly farther
back from the road since they purchased the orchard. The
claimantspay property taxes aal 23 acres and do not believe
they should have to remove land from productiororder to
createa wind break.The claimants estimate that they have 78
damagedrees: 29 trees at 75% loss, 29 trees at 50% loss, and 20
treesat 25% loss. An estimated productiondobushels per
healthytree results in the loss of approximately 165 bushels a
year.The claimants requestimbursement for the lost bushels
at$22.25 per bushel, trererage of the price for fancy apples
and seconds.

DOT does not believthere has been any negligence on the
part of the state relating to thidaim. DOT has a duty to
maintainthe roadways aneémove and control ice and snow as
a public service. DOT has made attempts to reduce the amount
of salt used on Hwy19 withoutcompromising the safety of the
motoringpublic. Wthin one mile of the orchard is a business
that requires a heavy daily volume of setréactor—trailer

The claimant states that as a direct result of his wrongfulraffic, emphasizing the need for road salt as a safety factor to

imprisonmenthe has stiéred significant financial losses. He the public and an aid in maintaining an opesaed to the
stateghat prior to his incarceration he earned $15 per hour dtusinessDOC asserts that discontinuing road salt on Hi@ys

full time employment and therefore lost nearly $50,000 ofiot a viableoption. DOT believes that businesses must exercise
incomeduring his incarceration. The claimant also lost sociaprudencewvhen planting fruit trees close to a heavily traveled
securitycontributions and the ability to grow his business. Thestatehighway This mightinclude the planting of a “barrier” of
claimantstates that he also efedemotional damage during salttolerant plants or bushes to stop the uncontrolled flow of
his incarceration.He was unable to support his famiiyaced  airbornesalt spray from reaching the fruit tre€%o date, this is
next to murderers, and mistreated by guards. The claimatiie only orchard in the state alleging road salt damage.) DOT
statesthat he sutred not only the regular social stigma of notesthat the claimants have not submitted tax or production

having been incarcerated, but additional stigma bec#use
convictionwas related to his work.
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similar claim made by the former owners of thoschard thescope of §0.119 Stats., and that this service is “financed in
(Robert & Dorothy Messner), citing concerns about the wholeorin part by special fees” as required by the statute. The
long—termimplications of payingthe claim and setting a claimantpoints tothe Program Operation Guidelines, which
precedenfor future annual claims at this or other sit€0T  provide that payments under &.119 Stats., may be made
notesthatthe Messners stated in their claim that it takes seven titheras a user fee or an M3t that MSP payments are only
tenyears for applérees to come into full production but that the allowedfor police, fire and solid waste services. Therefore, the
currentclaim includes damage to three to five year old trees.claimantbelieves payment for this servishould be made

TheBoard defers decision of the claim at this time, pending'ndersection (1) of the guidelines, user fee payments.
discussionsbetween the claimants and the Department of In addition, the claimant gues that the claim shoule
Transportatiomegarding a long—term solution to this problem. paidon equitable principles. The claimant points to the fact that
The Board will reconsider this claim at its next Boareeting. ~ othernon-residential owners in tioity pay the fee and both the

3. Jeff's Northshore Auto of Menasha. Wiéconsin claims ChlppeanaIIe_y Technical C_ollege and th(_e Eau Claire DNR
$4,9§4.14for damages relating to an i’ncorrecﬁs\tbnsin Olﬁl.c ©s htave ril[rﬁbtulzsvc\elciéhcet);]forl dWV\:IBS'Pcetlg%Zt'é :[I;he
vehicletitle. In August 2007, the claimant purchased a 200 amantaiguesina Shouic not be treate niy

Saturnlon froman owner presenting a clearisébnsin title. a Znngitgser non-residential property owners and ottate
The following day the claimant took the vehicle to a Saturn 9 X _ . :

dealershigfor warranty repairs. The dealership informed the, The UW recommends denial of this clairthe UW notes
claimantthat the vehicle was a prior salvage in Louisiana and {1t it has already paid fats share of improvements along
Katrinaflood vehicle. The Wiéconsin title should have noted Vater Street, including the cost of light fixtures, through a
the salvage and flood damaged brarihe claimant requests SPeciaiassessment. Th&W states that its position is consistent
reimbursementfor the purchase price pafdr the vehicle, With Attorney General Opinions that exempt stpteperty

repairs,gas and various fees, minus the sellige of the from special assessmerits general maintenance, as opposed
vehicleat auction. to those for local improvement®AG 72-80(December 23,

1980).
The UW states that the claimant is inconsistent in its
definition of WWL, sometimes claiming that it ike light from

DOT recommends payment of this claim.DOT's
investigationof the claim finds that a DMV processor made an

Strlr:r:;r;]de far'l)ecde;(;;ﬁggufgé\{zgglgtmw%rgrg52? E[)if[?evéoitrjls the street lamp and sometimes claiming that it is an electrical
' b g: y service. The UW points to the fact that the claimardivn

égvawgfﬁd'hosgg lélgmh; veeds”ta:/t\t/er(]j enpégxlggtse% gtlfﬂléAdZi?n an udgetdocuments indicate that WWL assessments are based on
9 ged. Y he“cost of operating and maintaining the system”.

DOT Risk Management sent him a claim form, however th _ . )
form was not returned withithe 120-day time limit and The UW states that if the chge isfor the light from the

thereforehad to be denied by Risk Management. streetlamp, it fallswithin the scope of §6.0705(1)(b) Stats.,

. . which disallows special assessméeiiais‘the right, easement or
TheBoard concludes the claim shoblel paid in the amount  granchiseto operateand maintain.electric light or power

of $4,994.14 based on gquitable principiese Board further systemsn streets, alleys, parks or highways.” Howeifdhe
concludesunder authority of §6.007 (6m) Stats., payment \y\|_ chage is foran “electrical service,” the UW believes that
should be ‘made from the Department gfansportation it t|is within the scope of 0.119 Stats., and that the claimant
appropriatiorg 20.395(5)(cq) Stats. is already compensated through the Municipal Services
4. The City of Eau Claire, Wisconsin claims $1,481.04 for Payment$rogram providednder that statute. The UW notes
unreimbursedvhiteway lighting costs on ¥fer Street in Eau that DOA is responsible for negotiating MSP with local
Clairefor the past four years. The claimant states that whitewayovernmentsand that the UW has no authority or role in
lighting (WWL) is the beam emanating from an electric streetletermining the reimbursement formula. If there are
lamp and does not include the physical fixtuadsthe lamp  restrictionsin the program as twhat types of services are
itself. The claimant states that WWL is a service that provides mimbursedthat is outside the controf the UW The UW also
benefitto property owners, including UW-Eau Claire and otherstatesthat, pursuanto the previously noted AG Opinion, §
property ownersalong Water Street. WW.L illuminates the 70.119(1) Stats., only applie® serviceslirectly povidedby
sidewalkin front of UW-ECS classroom building entrances municipalities. Becausehe claimant does not generate its own
and the adjacent parking lot. WW.L facilitates vehicle andelectricity,it cannot chage for the cost of electricity to provide
pedestriartraffic and provides a safetyenefit for UW-EC ~ WWL.
studentsand faculty The claimant is chged for electrical Finally, the UW rejects the claimastagument that, aa
consumptiorto provide WWL and in turn bills property owners matterof equity the UW should not be treatedfditently from
alongWater Street for their share of the WWL costs through &therproperty owners along &ter Street. The UW notes that
specialassessment. UW-EC heefused to pay the WWL following this logic means that state agencies should not be
assessmendgssertingoth that the assessment is disallowed b)exemp[from property taxes simply because non-state property
§66.0705(1)(b) Stats. and that the claimant has already beerswnerspay them.The UW states that the purpose of the MSP
reimbursedior WWL through the state’Municipal Services program is to provide theequivalent of a property tax
Paymentprogram under §0.119 Stats. assessmernd that the claimant has already beempensated

Theclaimant believes that®.119 Stats., supersedes other underthis program.
statuegelatingto payments for municipal services, including8 The Department of Administratios’ Division of
66.0705(1) Stats. The claimant states howeveat even i€  IntergovernmentdRelations administers the MSP progrand
66.0705(1) Stats., is applicable, WWL lighting is an electric submits this additional information for the Boasl
servicenot an electric power system and therefore does not fadlonsideration.MSP is not the only way that municipalities can
underthe scope of thexception provided in §6.0705(1)(b)  receive payments for services thgyrovide. In fact, the
Stats. The claimant states that WWL is a service that fits withirProgramOperation Guidelineapproved by the Legislature for
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§ 70.119clarify that the purpose of the MSP program is to payr150pickup truck with no topperThe claimant states that she
for servicesfinanced by local mperty taxrevenue not for  alwaysuses her assigned vehicle, not personal vehicle, for
servicesfunded through special assessments. The guidelin@gork purposes.n March 2008, the claimastsupervisor asked
providethat services financed through special gharshould herto transport a lge, stufed snow goose to Madison so it
be paid as User Fee Payments under section (1) of theould be displayed in the Madison DNRicé. The stuffed
guidelines. goosewas very lage, with a 5 foot wingspanThere was no

TheBoard concludes the claim mimt denied pursuant to § statevehicle in Black River Falliarge enough to transport the

d the claimarttould not use her assigned pickup truck
66.0705(1)(b)Stats. Théoard concludes these chas could goosean .
be negotiated forpayment under the Municipal Service becausédt had no topper and the bird could be damaged. The

Payment$rogram set forth in 80.119 Stats. The Board also MY Vehicle lage enough to transpdite bird to Madison was
concludeshere has beean insuficient showing of negligence the claimants personal vehicle, a Subaru Outback; therefore,

- .. the claimant used her personal vehicle to take the bird to
onthe part of the state, itsfioers, agents aemployees and this X . ; .
claimis neither one for whicthe state is legally liable nor one Madison. The claimant states that duritig: trip back to Black

which the state should assume and pay based on equitalgffizv.er Fa!ls, a pasging semi !<icked up a St.ONhiCh hit the
principles.(Member Miller dissenting.) claimant’'s windshield, causinga lage chip that spread

_ _ significantly by the time the claimant got back to Black River

5. Theodore H. Paulsonof Bloomer Wisconsin claims  Falls. Due to the size of the cracthe claimant entire
$4,547.38for return of a Farmland Preservation Programwindshieldhad to be replaced at a cos$6fL6.45, an amount
payback. The claimant entered into a Farmland Preservatiofess than the claimast$500 insurance deductible.

Agreemen{FFA) in 1989, which does not expire until 201i. DNR su . - .

. . pports payment of this claim. DNR believes that the
2005_,the claimant sold 9.3 acres of his 'Iand ?”dm circumstance this case warrant making an exceptiotht®
requiredpayback oten years of the tax credit received for thatdepartment’sgeneral policy to deny employee clairfar
land, pursuant to $1.19(6Hand(7), Stats. Athe time, the damagedbersonalproperty DNR points to the fact that the

claimantwas disablecout did not realize that 81.19(1m)  ¢|aimantstrip wasentirely work—related and that she only used
Stats. allowed permanently disabled individuals to relmqwshherpersonal vehicle out of necesshgcause no suitable DNR

their FA without the payback. The claimant did not learn ofy g icje \was available. DNR notes that the claimant even
this exception until 2008, at which time he contactedDR10 o -oivedn certificate of non-availabilityf a state vehicle from
requesta refund and waeeferred to the Claims Board. The o 's\henisor—a clear indication thasing her personal
claimantstates thalhe was permanently disabled when he sol ehiclewas the only option. DNR believes one could assume

theland and therefore should be reimbursed for the tax creo%at had a state vehicle beewailable for use, its windshield

payback. would have been damaged insteaBNR believes that the
DATCP does not object to payment of this clapmpvided  principlesof equity dictate that the claimant should not bear the

thatthe claimant has appropriate medical documentation thabst of this accident, particularlgince she was directed to

heis totally and permanently disabled. (D2P notes thahe transportthe bird by her supervisor

documentatiorsupplied by the claimant with his claim speaks  TheBoard concludes the claim shoiel paid in the amount

of disability, but do_es not |nd|cat9 that tbiaimant is “totally  of $316.45 based on equitable principles. The Board further

andpermanently disabledis required by the statute.) D&P  concludesunder authority of §6.007 (6m) Stats., payment

feelsobligated to point out that $1.19(1m) Stats., provides  shoyldbe made from the Departmeott Natural Resources
that when the request is made for reasonspefmanent 5nnropriationg 20.370(1)(ma)Stats.

disability the entire FR is relinquished and the tax credit is lost
for all the land in the R, notjust a portion of the land. (Other
sectionf §91.19 Stats., provide for release of portions of land

7. Gabriel Umentum of Waupun, Wisconsin claims
$4,618.17or reimbursement of legal fees incurred in defense

underan FR without loss of the entire PP but that option is of acriminal chage arising from the performance of his duties

; ; loyee at Wipun Correctional InstitutionOn April
not available when the request is made due to permanei an emp :
disability.) In this instance, it appears that the claimant has a g 2007, the claimantansferrednmate DuJuan lker to a
additional 180 acres still covered under thé &t which the differentcell and Vélker became resistive. The claimant states

tax credit would be lost. DPCP believes that the claimant that_ he had diiculty c_ontrolllng V\b_tlker a_nd called _for
shouldconsider whetheit is more valuable for him to retain the 2SSistanceWalkerlater filed a complaint against the claimant

tax credit for his remaining acres than to receive return of th llegingthat he assaulted alker during the transfepushing

$4,547.38.Finally, should theboard consider payment of this im face firstinto a wall anq repeatedly punching him in the
claim, DATCP wishes to note that there was no negligemnce head. Judge Andrew Bissonnet convened a John Doe

- proceedingand found “reason to believe” that the claimant had
tct;em%?g[ g%[\ceg %E)J?rvtvrgg rge%r;iittgzt i?ly&l]meﬂsgﬁ ggf\gjkn?d not violated§940.29 Stats., (abuse of residents of penal facilities).

The claimant notes that the prookcessary in a John Doe

The Board concludes that, upon receipt of documentatioproceedings very low—a “reason to believe” standard, which
from the claimants physician that he is “totally and islower than probable cause. Ttlaimant also points to the
permanentlydisabled,” the claim should be paidthe amount  factthat §968.26 Stats., which governs John Doe proceedings,
of $4,547.38 based on equitable principlEse Board further  doesnot allow the judge to consider factors tbast doubt on
concludesunder authority of §6.007 (6m,) Stats., payment the allegations, such as the complainarttedibility orthe
should be made fromthe Claims Board appropriation 8 prosecutivemerit of the case.

20.505(4)(d) Stats. Theclaimant has been employed by DOC for six years, has
6. Michele A. Windsor of Black River Falls, Wéconsin  receivedgood employee reviews during that time and has no
claims $316.45 for the cost to replace the windshield on herecordof any substantial allegations of misconduct or inmate
personakehicle. The claimant is a DNR employee in the Blackmistreatment.InmateWalker has numerous felony convictions
River Falls ofice. The claimans assigned state vehicle is an and a history of disciplinary problems while incarcerated.
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Detectiveswho interviewed \&lker on the dapf the alleged thereis no indicationof missing glasses, claimant had 2 pair
abusenoted that they saw no “cuts, abrasions, bruises, markiemainingat WSPF an@ pair were received at RCI, and c) after
scratchesor any other marking ohis face, head, knees or the claimants transfer staf found brokenglasses near the
elbowsthat would reflecean injury he sustained.” It appears claimant’sold cell andbelieve he or a neighboring inmate broke
that the only person injured during thacident was the theglasses. 2) Broken pitcher and headphones: It does appear
claimant,who sustained a bite mark bis arm. The special thatitems were broken while under $tabntrol. Claimant
prosecutorappointed by Judge Bissonnet investigated theeceivedreimbursement of depreciated amount for these items
allegationsand,after reviewing information provided to him by per DOC rules. 3) Shoes: WSPF did not send shoes to RCI
the claimants counseldismissed the chge. On April 22, becausé¢hey were over limit for the number of shoes. Claimant
2008, the Circuit Courtgranted the claimargt’ motion to  wasnotified that he had 30 days to contact WSegarding
expungethe chages from his record. The claimant states thamailing outthe excess pair of shoes. He did not contact WSPF
thesechages were directly related to the exera@$éis lawful ~ within time limit therefore shoes were destroyed. 4) Photos,
dutiesas a state employee. watch, socks and miscellaneous supplies: DOC did find
discrepanciesin the inventory forms and claimant was

andrequests reimbursement of the $1,122.40 he has alreagqémbursedor a number of items in their depreciated amounts

AN - rDOC rules. 5) 50 stamped envelopes: The notation “50
pﬁlur(iJ];it?)tténgrrllgyoggu(gl;aencrﬁr;: T]l'ngt;glance of $3,495.77, envelopes’is on DOCS property form because when the guard
P ' ] ' delivered his property the claimant complained thahe

DOC supports payment of this claim. DOC does not disputenvelopesvere missing and the guard, who did not have scratch
the facts as presented by the claimant and notes that tfgipermade a note on the form ke would remember to check
allegations against him could not be proven beyoad for the envelopes. DOC did find sonesidence that 10
reasonabledoubt and an Ordewas issued to expunge the envelopesnay have been lost and the claimant was reimbursed
record.DOC agrees that the claim is appropriate to pay pursuafir 10 stamped envelopes.
to § 775.11 Stats. that the duties performed by the claimant
werethose expected of an employee, and that the atterfesg
arereasonable.

Theclaimant believes thétis attorneys fees are reasonable

The Boardconcludes there has been an ifisigint showing
of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, agents or
employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is
TheBoard concludes the claim shoblel paid in the amount  |egally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
of $4,618.17 based on equitable principlese Board further basedon equitable principles.
concludesunder authority of 86.007 (6m) Stats., payment 9. Joseph C. Clarkof Waupun, Visconsin claim$82.73

should .be. made from the Department dforrections for the costof a watch and razor allegedly lost by DOC
appropriatiorg 20.410(1)(a) Stats. personnel.The claimant ign inmate at \Wupun Correctional
8. Eugene Cherryof Boscobel, Wsconsin claims $717.59 Institution. In February 2007 he was placed ianiporary
for the cost of numerous property items allegedly timtpaged Lockup statusand DOC stdfcame to inventory and pack his
or improperly destroyed by DOC. In October 2006 the claimanpropertyfor storage. The claimant states that when he received
was transferred from \igconsin Secure Program Facility theinventory sheet for his propertyis watch and razor were
(WSPF) to Racine Correctional Institution (RCI) and in missingfrom the list of packed propertfrhe claimant points to
December2006 hewas transferred back to WSPFThe  statementfrom the two DOC dicers who packed his property
claimantfiled a number of complaints relating to the handlingin which they replied “yes” to the question “Djdu insure (sic)
of his property during these transfers. The claimant’ all my property was packed?” The claimant also points to an
allegationscan besummarized as follows: 1) Eyeglasses: a) onaffidavit from afellow inmate who assists the propertficrs.
pair broken by WSPF during October transfgrone pair lost In his statement Inmat8alazar indicates that he specifically
by WSPF during October transfemd c) one pair lost during saw the officers pack the claimamst'watch and razor The
Decembertransfer 2) Broken pitcher and headphones:claimant submitted numerous requests for interview
claimant'sreceipts were also lost during his transfers but thesénformationregarding his propertyThe claimantater filed a
items were in good condition and he should receive full complaint regarding his missing watch and razor but the
reimbursemenfor them with no depreciation. 3jhoes: complaintwas rejected as past the 14 day time linithe
claimantwanted to mail out his extra pair of shoes but WSPFelaimantpoints to the fact that he filed his compliant within 14
neversent shoes to RCI during October transfer so he could ndhys of his last submitted interview/information request;
mail themout and then WSPF improperly destroyed them. 4)hereforehe does ndbelieve the complaint should be denied as
Photos,watch, socks and miscellaneous suppligsiperty  untimely. The claimant appealed but his appeal was denied.
missingafter December transferHe did not have access to The claimant believes that DOC has made several irrelevant
theseitems while aRCI because he was in segregation; itemexcusedor the loss of his property (thitvas stolen by another
weretherefore under DOC control. He should be reimbursethmatethat it's the claimans fault for notlocking the property
for the full value of all items. 5) 50 stamped envelopesin his footlocker). The claimant states that if his property had
Envelopesnissing after December transfé0 envelopes are beenstolen by another inmate, that inmate would have been
notedon DOCS property receipt/disposition form but claimant punished,which has not happened. Finallhe claimant
never received them. The guard is lying about makang believeshat DOC rules make thastitution warden personally
notationon the form. responsibldor everyone and everything at the institutaond
DOC recommends denial dhis claim. The claimarg’ thereforeregardless of why is propernty missing—whether it
complaintshave been fully investigated and responded to, anfy@sstolen by another inmate or lost by DOC fsteDOC is
the claimant has received reimbursement when warrante§€SPonsibléor his damages.
DOC’s response to the claimast allegations can be DOC believes that the claimant has providedevidence to
summarizedas follows: 1) Eyeglasses: a) eyeglasses wersupport his allegation that DOC stiist his property and DOC
alreadybroken when picked up from claimant for invenfdry = recommendslenial of his claim. DOC notes thagither on the
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inventoryform nor in their statements to the claimanttid televisionwas eightyears old at the time of the damage, DOC
officerswho packed his belongings identify a watchrazor as  depreciatedt 80% and reimbursed the claimant $40. This
being included in the claimarg’ property DOC does not reimbursementvas reviewed and faimed through the inmate
believe it has any obligation to accept the word of Inmatecomplaintprocess and the department does believe the
Salazaregarding this matterDOC believes that the evidence claimantis entitled to any further reimbursement.

supportshe conclusion that the loss of the claimaptoperty The Boardconcludes there has been an ifisigiht showing
wasa result of his own negligence or thetions of another ¢ o gjigence on the part of the state, iticefs, agents or
inmate. Inmates are provided with a footlocker and padfock employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is

securing their personal belongings. DOC notes that th§aqa11v liabl hich th houl
TemporaryLockup Property Form filled out by stafidicates bessaegarllagqii?:lglgnpiir\?::igest. e state should assume and pay
S

that despite the fact that the claimant had a padlock in hi } ) )
possessiorhis footlocker was not locked when $wifrived to 11. Mark T. Smith of Boscobel, Visconsin claims $18.88
pack his property DOC statesthat it responded to the for the cost oftems purchased from canteen but not allowed.
claimant's numerous interview/informationequests. DOC  The claimant is an inmate at th&isconsin Secure Program
notes that althoughthe claimant received the property Facility (WSPF). The claimant purchased items from the
inventoryform on February %, he did not mention the missing canteeron July 23, 2007. The claimant alleges that he only
razoruntil February 28 and did not file his ICRS complaint réquestedone birthday card on this order but that he was
until March 11, long after 14 days had elapsed since hé&hargedor 11 cards and then he was not allowed to keep any of
receivedhis inventory form. FinallyDOC notes that the thecards. The cards were destroyed and the claimant was not
claimantcould have lost, loaned or traded his property before hgiven the option to mail them outThe claimant points to
wasplaced in segregation. WSPF's Segregated Status Inmate Handbook, which states,
e . “You are prohibited from purchasing items from the canteen for
TheBoardconcludes there has been an ifisigt showing e hrpose of sendingems out of the institution with the
of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, agents or oy cantionof greeting cards.” The claimant therefordieves
employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is5; 5O C should have given him the option to send the cards
legally liable nor one which the state should assume and payt instead of destroying them. The claimant also purchased
basedon equitable principles. itemson July 31, 2007. The claimant believes that this order
10. Lashone Jacksonof Boscobel, Wsconsin claims shouldnot have been filled, because was demoted on that
$160.00for the full cost of a television allegediyproperly  samedate. The claimant states that money was takentirem
destroyedby DOC staf The claimant isan inmate at accountbut hewas not allowed any food items ordered. The
Wisconsin Secure Program Facility (WSPF). When hefood items were destroyed and he was not given the option to
transferredo WSPF from Fox Lake Correctionfmstitution  mail them out. The claimant alleges that WSPF iscthky
(FLCI) in October 2006, his television was packed by FLClinstitutionthat does not allow inmates to mail out food items
staff and sent along with his other property to WSHECI  thatare designated as contraband. The claimant again points to
madeno note of anydamage to the TV on the claimant’ the SSI Handbook which states, “If you are demoted it will be
property inventory  When WSPF sthfexamined the TV  your responsibility to have food items discardédt are not
severalweeks laterthey noticed that it was damaged and WSPFRllowed in the lower level. No food items will be stored or
staff told the claimant that he would have to mail outTe  shipped.” Theclaimant interprets this statement to mean that
Theclaimant states he filed an inmate complaint as soon as hé only option for getting rid of disallowed food is to eat it,
wasinformed of thedamage. He gued that he should not have which would make no sense. The claimant notes that he never
to destroy the TV and requested reimbursement for the cost teceiveda contraband receifir his food items and he believes
repairingit. His complaint was denied and he appealed thahat DOC staf consumed or re-sold the food instead of
denial. The claimant states that he eventualyn his appeal destroyingit.
andWSPF was found liable for the damage. The claimant then poc recommends denial of this claim. DOC records
discoveredhat WSPF stahad destroyed his television while jjicatethat at all times relevant to these incidents, the claimant
his appeal was pending. The claimant alleies this action a4 in disciplinary separation status, which limited the items he
wasin violation of WSPFS policy #530.02, and that he should ¢, ;14 hyrchase from the canteen. DOC notes that tieits
havebe_en given the opportunity to send the TV out for. repailyerein place prior to the claimastJuly 31, 2007, demotion
Theclaimant states that he nevensented to the destruction of o 4that demotion did not change those limits. DOC points to
his TV and because he only received $40 reimbursement fro

DOC. he d H i ol h te fact that during this entire period the claimant was not
, e does not have thimancial resources to purchase a ;) io\edto order food items or birthday cards. TWSPF

newTV. The claimant states that the original purchas&  geqregatedstatus Inmate Handbook provides that it is the

wasapproximately $200 and he requests reimbursement of thae'sresponsibility taaccurately complete his canteen order
remaining$160 from DOC. andthat the inmate may receive a conduct rejfdre orders
DOC recommends denialf this claim. DOC does not disalloweditems. DOC notes that the canteen order faras
dispute that it appears that the claimantfelevision was machine-readorms. There is a space to write in the item’
damagedvhile under DOC stétontrol. DOC states that it has descriptionand code and then underneath that space are
a policy governing compensation tiomates for property numbereccirclesto shade in for the item code and quantity
damageby DOC. This policy establishes a fair and uniform DOC stateghat the claimant wrote in the description and code
mannerof reimbursement. DOC states that, although the for an item he was allowed and then deliberately shaded the
claimant was unable to provide a receipt for his,Tte circles with the code for dférent item, which he was not
departmenttook his word that he purchased the T  allowed. The canteen menu for inmates in disciplinary
approximately $200 in 1998 or 1999. DOS'Property separatiordoes not even contain food items or cards; however
DepreciationSchedule allows 10 useful years of life for TVs, DOC states that it would not have beericlifit for the claimant
thereforethey are depreciated at 10% annualBecause the to obtain codes for these items from other inmates. DOC notes
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that the claimant received eonduct report for these orders. necessaryo exercise the "temporangallocation of balances”
DOC further states that WSPF policy provides that inmates ar@uthority provided by this section in order to meet payment
“not allowed to mail or send out on a visit any items that [aretesponsibilitiesand cover resulting negative cash balances
purchasedhrough the institution canteen.” DOC states that theluringthe month of October 2008.

exceptionfor greetingcards noted by the claimant applies to

On October 1, 2008, the Injured Patients dramilies

mailing out stamped and addressed cards but that inmates &gmpensatiofrund cash balance closed at a negai40.8
not allowed to send out blank cards in bulk. DOC notes thakijllion. This negative balance continued through October 31,
theserules were developeiy keep inmates from purchasing 2008,when the fund cash balancglosed at a negative $137.0

itemsat the cantees’low prices and then mailing those iteims
family members. DOC states thilag claimant tried to cheat the
systemand was caught. DOC believes ibigrageous that he
now expects to be reimbursed.

TheBoardconcludes there has been an ifisigint showing
of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, agents or

employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is

million. The InjuredPatients and Families Compensation Fund
cashbalance reached its intra—month low of a negative $149.5
million on Octobe®, 2008. The negative balance was due to
the transfer of $200 milliorto the Medical Assistancerust
Fundper2007 Wsconsin Act 20and the pending liquidation

of fund securities necessary tdseft this shortfall.

On October 1, 2008, the ékers Compensation Fund cash

legally liable nor one which the state should assume and payalanceclosed at a negative $1.3 millioithis negative balance

basedon equitable principles.
The Board concludes:
That decisionis deferred on the following claim at this time:
Johnand Bonnie Wiglein
That the following claims are denied:
John A. Rupp
City of Eau Claire
Eugene Cherry
Joseph C. Clark

Lashone Jackson
Mark T. Smith

That payment of the below amounts to the identified
claimants from the following statutory appropriations is
justified under §16.007 Stats:

Jeff's Northshore Auto $4,994.14 §20.395(5)(cq) Stats.
Theodore H. Paulson $4,547.38  §20.505(4)(d) Stats.

Michele A. Windsor $316.45 §20.370(1)(ma)Stats.
Gabriel Umentum $4,618.17  §20.410(1)(a)Stats.

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin this 18th day of November
2008.

ROBERTHUNTER Chair
Representative of the Attorney General

NATE ZOLIK
Representative of the Governor

CARI ANNE RENLUNPSecretary
Representative of the Secretary of Administration

MARK MILLER
Senate Finance Committee

JEFFREY SONE
Assembly Finance Committee

State of Wisconsin
Department of Administration
November 28, 2008
The Honorable, The Legislature:
This report is transmitted as required by26.002(11)(f)

continuedthrough October 31, 2008, when the findash
balanceclosed at a negative $1.4 milligits intra—month low).
The negative balance was due to théadénce in the timing of
revenuesnd expenditures.

On October 17, 2008, the Conservation Fund cash balance
closedat anegative $57.0 thousand. This negative balance
continuedthrough October 30, 2008, when the fundash
balanceclosed at a positive $6.4 million. The Conservation
Fundcash balancesached its intra-month low of a negative
$2.4million on October28, 2008. The negative balance was
dueto a delayed transfer to the fund.

On October 31, 2008, the Mediation Fund césttance
closedat a negative $2.0 thousand (its intra—month low). The
negativebalance was due to the féifence in the timing of
revenuesnd expenditures.

The Injured Patients and Families Compensation Fund,
Workers Compensation Fund, Conservation Fund, and
MediationFund shortfalls were not in excess of the statutory
interfundborrowing limitations and did not exceed thaances
of the funds available for interfund borrowing.

The distribution ofinterest earnings to investment pool
participantsis based on the average daily balance in the pool
andeach funds share. Therefore, the monthly calculation by
the State Controllés Office will automatically reflect these
of these temporary reallocations of balance authatg as a
result, the funds requiring the use of the authoril
effectivelybear the interest cost.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL L. MORGAN
Secretary

Referred to joint committee dfinance

State of Wisconsin
Department of Administration

December 1, 2008
The Honorable, The Legislature:

The Department of Administration has issueits
contractualservice purchasing report for Fiscaa¥ 2008
pursuantto 16.705(8), Ws. Stats. This report aldocludes
information on cost-benefit analyseproduced by state
agencieand campuses during FY08.

Again this year state agencies reduced contracting costs.

WisconsinStatutes, (for distribution to the appropriate standingStateagency contracting decreased by 5%, from $345.1 million

committeesunder s.13.172(3) Wisconsin Statutesand

in FYO7to $326.9 million in FY08. Howevewhen combined

confirmsthatthe Department of Administration has found it with University of Wsconsin System contracting costs, overall
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statecontracting increased by 7% in FY08, from $419.6 million

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wsconsin Senate on

in FYQ7 to $449.6 million in FY08. This is the first increase inthe motion of Senator Erpenbach, foy Thristensen, on the

overallcontracting costs since FY04.
In addition, this report provides a summary of the ntioae

occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

293 cost-benefit analyses prepared by state government in o certificate of congratulations by the istonsin
FY08. State agencies and campuses are required to candugtegislatureon the motion of Senator Lena @yor, for Bishop
cost-benefianalysis prior to each proposed contractual servic&edgwickDaniels, on the occasion of his election to the General

procuremenbver $25,000.

The Department of Administration is committetb
improving ways to provide quality services to Mtonsin

citizensas eficiently and cost déctively as possible and we
will continue to work on thesefefts in our state contracting

process.

Board of Bishops.

A certificate of commendatidoy the WWsconsin Senate on
themotion of Senator Darling, for Bradley Alan Desex, on
the occasion of earning and attaining the raokthe Eagle
ScoutAward.

If you have questions about this report, please contact James A certificate of congratulations by theistbnsin Senaten

Langdon,Deputy AdministratgrDOA Division of Enterprise
Operationsat 608-267-2715.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL L. MORGAN
Secretary of Administration

Referred to joint committee dfinance

REFERRALS AND RECEIPT OF COMMITTEE
REPORTS CONCERNING PROPOSED
ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

The committee olCommerce, Utilities and Rail reports
andrecommends:

SenateClearinghouse Rule08-047
Relatingto electrical construction.

No action taken.

JEFFREY PLALE
Chairperson

Motions Under Senate Rule 98 and Joint Rule 7
for the Month of November 2008

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
themotion ofSenator Kanavas, for James Raymond &gron
the occasion of earning and attaining the raokthe Eagle
ScoutAward.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Gthman, for Lesteand Bonnie Bartel,
onthe occasion of being named Grafto@utstanding Citizens
of the “¢ar for 2008.

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wsconsin Senate on

the motion of Senatd@owlesfor Alexander Dickinson, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of congratulations by the is&onsin
Legislature on the motionof Senator Mehout, for Sham
Folcey, on the occasion of heretirement after years of
distinguishedservice as Executive [@ictor of the Sparta
Chamberof Commeze.

A certificate of commendation by thés@dnsinLegislatue
on the motiorof Senator Harsdorf, for Ms. Mary Halada, on the
occasion of her contributions and commitment to the University
of Wisconsin—River Falls.

A certificate of commendation by thés@énsinLegislatue
on the motion of Senator Ellis, for Erttammerbey, 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 Erpenbach, for Nick Hamilton,tba
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of commendation by thés@dnsin Senate on
the motion ofSenator Erpenbach, for Glenn Harpen the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Schultigr Andew Heindl, on the
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theiddonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Gthman, for Sue Mayer and Mhr
McGarry, on the occasion of beintamed Citizens of theaf
for 2008.

A certificate of congratulations by theidfonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Lazich, for Geraldine Mayotte toa

themotion of Senator Lazich, for &ory James Bluma, on the occasionof being the ecipient of the 2008 Eastdy Family
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scoutand Community Resoce Center Outstandingitizen of the

Award.

A certificate of commendation by thés@dnsin Senate on
the motion of Senator Schultz, for GeneeiBan, on the
occasion of hisyears of service with the Platteville €ir
Departmeniprotecting his friends, familgnd neighbors &m
fire for 50 years.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten

YearAward.

A certificate of congratulations by thedtbnsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Lazich, for Rebecca Mgymr the
occasionof being selected as finalist for the Pesidential
Awardfor Excellence in Mathematics and Scieneaching.

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wsconsin Senate on
the motion of Senator Erpenbach, for Justin Millen the

the motion of Senator Darling, for Donald and Rose Marieoccasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scout
Briar, on the occasion of celebrating their 50th Anniversary Award.
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A certificate of commendation by thés@énsinLegislatue

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wsconsin Senate on

on the motion of Senator Ellis, for Nathaniel Murken, on thehe motion of Senator Lazich, formiothy Mitchell Thoen, on
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scouthe occasion of earning and attaining the raokthe Eagle

Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theidonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Schultz, for Benjamin Murpbry the

ScoutAward.

A certificate of congratulations by the idfonsin
Legislatureon the motion of Senator Fitzgerald, for Marisa

occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scous'la'\oep;er,on the occasioof earning and attaining the 4-H Key

Award.

A certificate of congratulations by theidtonsin Senaten

ward.

A certificate of commendation by thés@énsinLegislatue
onthe motion of Senator Harsdorf, for Mom Vgiss, on the

themotionof Senator Lazich, for Kan Nesbit, on the occasion ccasionof his etirement after 24 years of dedicated service to

of beingselected as a finalist for the é&idential Avard for
Excellencan Mathematics and Scienceakhing.

A certificate of commendatidoy the Wisconsin Senate on
the motion of Senator Schultfor Suzi Ostatay, on the
occasionof her tieless support and leadership to build @sty
more prospeous community in Darlington.

A certificate of commendation by thés@énsinLegislatue

the students of University ofig¢onsin—-River Falls.

A certificate of congratulations by theiddonsin Senaten
themotion of Senator Lazich, fBrawn Wilert, on the occasion
of being the ecipient of the 2008 Eastrdy Family and
CommunityResouce Center Outstanding Citizen of thea¥
Award.

A certificate of commendatidoy the WWsconsin Senate on

on the motion of Senator Ellispr Thomas Pebbles, on the the motionof Senator Erpenbach, for theissonsin Heights
occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle ScouCiMs Varsity \olleyball Team, on the occasion of winning the

Award.

A certificate of commendation by thés@dnsin Senate on
the motion of Senator Erpenbacfgr Nathan Perryon the

2008Wisconsin Interscholastic Athletics AssociatDivision
3 State Championship.

A certificate of congratulations by theiddonsin Senaten
the motion of Senator Gthman, for Cheryl zniak, on the

occasionof earning and attaining the rank of the Eagle Scoutyccasionof being selected aa finalist for the Pesidential

Award.

A certificate of congratulations by the idonsin
Legislatureon the motion of Senator Harsddidr Mary Alice
Peterson,on the occasion of celebrating her 83irthday
sharedwith family and friends.

915

Awardfor Excellence in Mathematics and Scieneaching.

A certificate of condolence by thasabnsinSenate on the
motion of Senator Risserfor the family and friends and
colleaguesf former State Repsentative Rebeccaihg, on
the occasion of exj@ssing our deepest sympathies.



