STATE OF WISCONSIN
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Ninety—NinthRegular Session
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The Chief Clerk makes the following entries under the

abovedate.

CHIEF CLERK'S ENTRIES

The Chief Clerk makes the following entries datedday,
May 28, 2010

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor

May 24, 2010
The Honorable, The Senate:

| am pleased to nominate and with the advice and consent

of the Senate, do appoint LANDRGREGOR, of Madison,
asa member of the Athleticrd@iners Afiliated Credentialing
Board,to serve for the term ending July 1, 2012.

Respectfully Submitted,
JIM DOYLE
Governor

Read and referred to committee oHealth, Health
Insurance, Privacy, Property Tax Relief, and Revenue.

REFERRALS AND RECEIPT OF COMMITTEE REPORTS
CONCERNING PROPOSED ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

The committee orEducation reports and recommends:

SenateClearinghouse Rule09-117
Relatingto waiver of school hours.

No action taken.

JOHN LEHMAN
Chairperson

The committee onTransportation, Tourism, Forestry,
and Natural Resourcesreports and recommends:

SenateClearinghouse Rulel0-030
Relatingto motor vehicle convenience fees.

No action taken.

PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS
State of Wisconsin
Legislative Refeence Bueau
Junel, 2010
To the Honorable, the Legislature:

The following rules have beepublished in the May 31,
2010Wisconsin Administrative Register No0.653:

Clearinghouse Rules Effective Date(s)

08-068................1 6-1-2010
09-024..........cco.. 6-1-2010
09-047................1 6-1-2010
09-048................1 6-1-2010
09-053................| 6-1-2010
09-057................| 6-1-2010
09-061..........000un.. 6-1-2010
09-063................1 6-1-2010
09-068................ 6-1-2010
09-074................1 6-1-2010
09-076................1 6-1-2010
09-082........ccvvn. 6-1-2010
09-088................1 6-1-2010
09-090................ 6-1-2010
09-093................1 6-1-2010
09-095................1 6-1-2010
09-098..........co... 6-1-2010
09-100................| 6-1-2010
09-101................ 6-1-2010
09-103...... ... 6-1-2010
09-106................ 6-1-2010
09-109........ ... 6—-1-2010
09-111 ................| 6-1-2010
09-113................| 6-1-2010
09-115................| 6-1-2010
09-116 ................| 6-1-2010
09-117 ................ | 6-1-2010
10-003................4 6-1-2010
Sincerely,

BRUCE J. HOESLY
Senior Legislative Attorney/Code Editor

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor
May 27, 2010
The Honorable, The Legislature:
As required by Article Y Section 60of the Wsconsin

Constitution,] am submitting the annual Executive Clemency
Reportto the Legislature, covering thosiemency cases upon
which final dispositions were rendered for applicants duttieg
2009 calendar year Below are the fifty—one applicants who
receiveda full pardon in 2009:

JIM HOLPERIN
Chairperson
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Mark Ball (date of birth October 29, 1963), convicmad Advisory Board recommended granting a pardoratyote of
June 26, 1984, of two counts of Delivery of a Controlled 6-0. Following the Board recommendation, Ms. Hawthorne
Substancewassentenced to eighteen months in prison (eaclvasgranted a pardoon March 25, 2009, based on lack of other
countserved concurrently) artivo years of probation (each criminal justice system contact, the non-violent nature of the
countserved concurrently). The GoverioPardon Advisory crime,and length of time since thefefise.

Board recommended granting a pardon by a vote of 6-0. Misty Peterson (date of birth December 7, 1970),
Following the Boards recommendation, MBall was granted  convicted on September 14, 1995, dfeft of Movable
apardon on March 25, 2009, based on the length of time sin¢g&operty (PTAC) and Buglary of a Building orDwelling
th_e o_fense and the recommendations from both the Judge al(IﬂTAC), was sentenced to six months in jail, five years of
District Attorney probation, and to pay restitution. The Goveri®rPardon
JamesClark (date of birth May 10, 1949), convicted on or Advisory Board recommended granting a pardorahjote of
about November 28, 1969, of Possessing and Selling—0. Following the Board recommendation, Ms. Peterson
Marijuana,was sentenced to three years ifsainsinState ~ wasgranted a pardon on March 25, 2009, based on her positive
Reformatory (stayed) and three yeamsf probation. The adjustmentlack of other criminal justice system contact, and
Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting sdocumentecheed.
pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board’ Gwendolyn Triggs (date of birth September 3, 1964),
recommendationyir. Clark was granted a pardon on March 25,convictedon August 12, 1993, of Failure to Report Income and
2009,based on the non-violent nature of the crime, lack of othéfoodStamp Fraud, was sentenced to three years in prison, ten
criminal justice system contact, the length of time sittee  years of probation, and five years of probation (served
offense,and demonstrated public service. concurrentto countone). The Governts Pardon Advisory

Cheryl Schiltz (date of birth October 14, 1968), convicted Board recommended granting a pardon by a vote of 6-0.
on April 24, 1996, of Possession withtent to Manufacture Following the Boards recommendation, Ms.riggs was
Controlled Substance, was sentenced to three years @fa@nteda pardon on March 25, 2009, basedher positive
probation,six months license suspension, and to pay a fine. THAJUStmentlack of other criminal justice system contact, the
Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting g'0n-violentnature ofthe crime, length of time since the
pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board’ o_ffer_1§e,a lack of a prewo_usecord, valid job concerns, and
recommendatiorMs. Schiltz wagranted a pardon on March Significantcommunity achievements.

25,2009, based on Ms. Schikzxtensive personal growth and ~ Bonita Perry (date of birth June 23, 1963), convicted on
developmentsignificant communityachievements, lack of January24, 1992, of Failure to Report Receipt of Income and
othercriminal justice systernontact, the non-violent nature of FoodStamp Fraud, was sentenced torsbnths in a House of
theoffense, and strong recommendations, includingtipport ~ Correctionsfive years of probation, and to pay restitutidine

of the District Attorney Governor’'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a

. . pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board’
Jerry Hardy (date of birth July 20, 1945), convicted recommendationyis. Perry was granted a pardon on March 25,

March 18, 1977, of Delivery of Amphetamine, was sentence% L
. ’ S o 009,based on a lack of other criminal justice system contact,
to six months in jail.The Governdss Pardon Advisory Board the non-violent nature of the crime, length of time since the

recommended grantirg pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following offense,and a lack of a previous record

the Boards recommendation, MHardy was granted a pardon ) i
on March 25, 2009, based dack of other criminal justice Adrena Brooks (date of birth October 10, 1964), convicted

systemcontact, a lack of a previous record, the non-violenP" February 6, 1990, of @fare Fraud, was sentenced to thirty
natureof the crime, and the length of time since tHernse. monthsof probation, to pay a fine, andpay restitution. The

) ) ) Governor’'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a
Anthony Kurth (date of birth A_prll 19, 1970), convictesh ardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board’
May 15, 1992, of Delivery of Marijuana, was sentenced t0 Woecommendatioris. Brooks was granted a pardon on March

yearsof probation, to pay restitution, and to pay a fine. Th&5 2009, based on her positive adjustment, lack of other
Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting &iminal justice system contact, the non-violent nature of the

pardon by a vote of 6-0.  Following the Board’ ciime the length oftime since the éénse, and valid job
recommendationyir. Kurth was granted a pardon on Ma8%)  yncerns.

2009,based on hipositive adjustment, length of time since the Shandell Samara(date of birth July 4, 1972), convicted on

offense,valid job concerns, extensive personal growth an%arch 12, 1998, of Theft of Movable Properithout

developmentand community achievements. C ; X SR
onsentwas sentenced to ninety days in a county jail, thirty
Magnolia Turbidy (date of birth December 7, 1979), monthsof probation, and tpay restitution. The Goverrisr
convictedon or about October 4, 2000, of Delivery of LSD, waspardonAdvisory Board recommended granting a pardon by a
sentenced to 120 daysaeounty jail and to pay restitution. The vote of 6-0. Following the Board recommendation, Ms.
Governor’'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting aSamaravas granted a pardon on Ma2®h, 2009, based on her
pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board’ positive adjustment, lack of other criminal justicgystem
recommendatioris. Turbidy was granted a pardon on March contact,valid job concerns, substantial need, and extensive
25,2009, based on her positigdjustment, extensive personal personagrowth and development.
growth & development, commitmento public service, Richard Leciejewski (date of birth May 27, 1948),
significant community ~ achievements, —and  strong conyictedon February 23, 1966, of lllegal Entry with Intent to
recommendationsncluding that of the Judge. StealPropertywas sentenced to two years of probationtand
Lisa Hawthorne (date of birth December 29, 1968), pay restitution. The Govern® Pardon AdvisoryBoard
convictedon March 1, 1996, of Operating aeliicle Wthout =~ recommendedrantinga pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following
Owner’s Consent, was sentenced to three years of probatiadhe Boards recommendation, Mteciejewski was granted a
(one year for unpaid restitution). The Governds Pardon pardonon March 25, 2009, based on the non-violent nature of
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the crime, length of time since the fefise, and positive adjustment, a lackf other criminal justice system
recommendationsom both the District Attorney and Judge. contact,the non-violent nature of the crime, and valid job

Jerry Norphlet-Brantley (date of birth June 16, 1948), CONCerns.
convicted on July 6, 1990, of Afare Fraud andralse Gary Gyr (date of birtiNovember 23, 1953), convicted on
Swearingwas sentenced to four years in prison, nine monthduly 23, 1986, of Delivery of Controlled Substance (THC), was
in a county jail, three years of probation, and to pay a fine. Thgentencedo two weeks in jaibnd two years of probation. The
Governor’'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting g5overnor’sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a
pardon by a vote of 5-1. Following the Board’ pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board’
recommendatioriyls. Brantley was granted a pardon on MarchrecommendationMr. Gyr was granted a pardon on July 8,
25, 2009, based on a laak prior and subsequent criminal 2009,basedn his positive adjustment, a lack of other criminal
justicesystem contacts, the non-violent nature of tienske,  justicesystem contact, the non-violent nature of the crime, the
andthe length of time since conviction. lengthof time since the dénse, Mr Gyr's extensive personal

Oralia Godina (date of birth September 1, 1940), growth and development, and recommendations from the

convictedon April 11, 1973, of Injury by Conduct Regardless District Attorney_ and Judge._ . .

of Life, was sentenced to one yearjail. The Governds Sandra Austin (date of birth April 9, 1961), convicted on
PardonAdvisory Board recommended granting a pardon by £u9ust 15, 1995, of Failure f®eport Receipt of Income, was
vote of 5-1. Following the Board recommendation, Ms. Sentencedo two years of probation andpay restitution. The
Godinawas granted a pardam March 25, 2009, based on her Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a

positive adjustment, extensive personal growth andf@rdon by a vote of 6-0.  Following the Board’
developmentand documented need. recommendatioriyls. Austinwas granted a pardon on July 8,

Ruby McCuiston (date of birth December 16.969), 2009,basedn her positive adjustment, a lack of other criminal

convictedon November 15, 1990, sfomicide by Negligent justicesystem contact, the non-violent nature of the crand,

Handlingof a Dangerous ¥Apon, was sentenced to five yearsherextensive personal growth and development.

in prison and five yearsf probati’on. The Governa Pardon Dyan Talakowski (date of birth April 27, .1962)’ convicted

Advisory Board was split by a vote of 3—3. Ms. McCusiton was2! Fe_bruary Lftz 1935’ gf CthEE/_Uttermg;PKC d a;ndf_

granteda pardon on March 25, 2009, based on the underlyinfyﬁ}onSp'racyt0 Jlera roge eck, was sentenced 1o five
earsof probation for each count (served concurreniljje

circumstancesf the crime, her positive adjustment, a lack of . : ;
otherprior or subsequent criminal justice system contact, angovernor sPardon Advisory Board recommended grantlpg a
thelength of time since the fehse. pardon by a vote of 6-0. _ Following the Board
i , recommendatioris. Talakowski was granted a pardon on July
Chad Herwald (date of birth Januarg, 1970), convicted g 2009, based on a lack of criminal justice system contact, the

on September 25, 1992, of Delivery of THias sentenced to pjstrict Attorney's recommendation, and Msal&kowski'sfull
threemonths in jail with Huber privileges, three months ofpaymemof restitution.

housearre,st, three years of probation, an(_j to adine. The Nardeo Sham (dateof birth March 19, 1949), convicted on
Governor’sPardon Advisory Board was split by a vote of 3_3'August 29, 1969, of two counts of Theft of Properiyas
Mr. Herwald was granted a pardon on Ma#h 2009, based gentencedo three years of probation. The Govetad?ardon
on his positive adjustment, extensive persopal 'growth an Advisory Board recommended granting a pardon by a vote of
development,and a lack of other criminal justice system 6-0. Following the Boarc recommendation, MBham was
contact. granted a pardon on July 8, 2009, based on a lack of prior or
Gregory Pryor (dateof birth August 9, 1965), convicted on subsequentriminal justice system contact, the length of time
February 11, 1986, of Endangering Safety or Life, was sincethe ofense, and documented need.
sentencedo ninety days in jail, three years of probation, to pay  carey Malom (date of birth May 12, 1969), convicted on
restitutionand &ine, and 200 hours of community service. Thea,gusts, 1990, of Party to a Crime of Attempted @lary, was
Governor'sPardon Advisory Board was split by a vote of 3-3.sentenced to five days in county jail and five years of probation.
Mr. Pryor was granted a pardon on March 25, 2009, based The Governots Pardon Advisory Board recommended
his acceptancef responsibility extensive personal growth, grantinga pardon by aote of 6-0. Following the Boar!
documentedheed, a lack of subsequent criminal justice systerfacommendatioryir. Malom was granted a pardon on July 8,
contact,and strong support from members of his community 2009, based on his positive adjustment, a lack of prior or
Robert Diamond (date of birth February 1, 1954), subsequentriminal justice system contact, the length of time
convictedon October 8, 1981, of Delivery of Cocaine andsince the ofense, extensive growthnd development, and
convictedon February 18, 1985, of Possession of a Controlledommunityachievements.
Substancevith Intent to Deliver was sentenced to eighteen  Andretta Smith (date of birth July 16, 1968), convicted
months in prison, seven years of probation, and to paySeptembef6,1996, of Failure to Report Receipt of Income and
restitution.The Governds Pardon Advisory Board was split Food Stamp Fraud, was sentenced to two years in prison for
by a vote of 3—-3. MrDiamond was granted a pardon on Marcheachcount (served concurrent), four yearpaibation for each
25,2009, based on his positive adjustment, extensive person@unt (served concurrent), and to pay restitution. The
growth and development, and the length of time sitle®  Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a
offense. pardon by a vote of 5-1. Following the Board’
Manuel Renteria (date of birth May 19, 1980), convicted recommendationMs. Smith was granted a pardon on Jly
on April 21, 1999, of Conspiracy to Deliver THC, was 2009, based orher positive adjustment, extensive personal
sentencedo 18 months of probatiomhe Governds Pardon ~ growth and development througtontinuing her education,
Advisory Board recommended granting a pardoratwote of documentedheed, and the non-violent nature of the crime.
6-0. Following theBoards recommendation, MRenteria was Willie Hughes(date of birth August 24, 1971), convicted
granteda pardon on July 8, 2009, based on Renterias  onJuly 21, 1992, of two counts Bilivery of Cocaine as Party
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to Crime within 1,000 Feet of a School, was sentenced to aBontributingto theDelinquency of a Minor and Possession of
indeterminatgerm not teexceed five years for each count (eachMarijuanaand sentenced to pay a fine. The GovésiBardon
count served concurrent), and to pay restitution. TheAdvisory Board recommended granting a pardoratyote of
Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting &6-0. Following the Board recommendation, MEvans was
pardon by a vote of 5-1. Following the Board’ granteda pardon on November 25, 2009, based on his positive
recommendationyir. Hughes was granted a pardon on July 8adjustment,extensive growthand development, a lack of
2009,based on the length of time since thiew$e, a lack of subsequentriminal justice system contact, valid job concerns,
recentcriminal felony contacts, and valid job concerns. documentedneed, length of time since thefadise, and
Robert Schalinske (date of birth October 4, 1977), recommendationsom both the District Attorney and Judge.

convicted on March 17, 1997, of Delivery of Psilocybin  Eve Silverstein(date of birth May 4, 1961), convicted
(Mushrooms)was sentenced to two years of probation and t&eptember 16, 1980, of Armed and Maskabbery(PTAC)
pay a fine. The Governts Pardon Advisory Board and Concealing Identity was sentenced to two years at
recommende@rantinga pardon by a vote of 5-1. F0||owing Taycheedah:orrectional Institution. The GoverrisrPardon
the Boards recommendatioryir. Schalinske was granted a Advisory Board recommended granting a pardorabote of
pardon on July 8, 2009, based on. Mchalinskes positive ~ 6-0. Following the Board recommendation, Ms. Silverstein
adjustment,a lack of prior or subsequent criminal justice Wasgranted a pardon on November 25, 2068sed on her
systemcontact, his community service, the non-violent naturd?ositive adjustment, extensive personal growth and
of thecrime, and MrSchalinskes honesty and forthrightness. developmenby furthering her education lack of subsequent

- . criminal justice system contact, the length of time sitiee
William Umbarger, Jr. (date of birth December 27, 1958), : ; -
convictedon November 30, 1981, of Bgiary, was sentenced offense,community achievementand the recommendation

: \ . . from the Judge.
to two years of probation and fifty hous§ community service. , )
The Governots Pardon Advisory Board recommended Dorothy Sheppard(date of birth May 13, 1979), convicted

grantinga pardon by aote of 5-1. Following the Boas ©nMarch 29, 2001, of Fgery — Witings or Objects (PAC),
recommendatiorMr. Umbager was granted a pardon on Ju|ywassentenced to two years of.probat|on and torpatitution.
8, 2009, based onlack of other criminal justice system contact, "€ Governots Pardon Advisory Board recommended

documenteaheed, and the length of time since the crime. ~ 9rantinga pardon by aote of 6-0. Following the Boas!
recommendationMs. Sheppardwas granted a pardon on

Warren Curry (date of birth December 3, 1974), convicted Noyember 25, 2009, based on her positive adjustment,
on February 23, 1998, d?oss_essmn with Intent to Deliver extensivepersonal growth, a lack gievious and subsequent
ControlledSubstance — Cocaine, was sentenced to forty—tWeyiminal justice system contact, the non-violent nature of the
months in prison and six months of license suspensiongrime.and a low risk of reéénding
convictedon February 12, 1998, of Possession of a Controlled ' e

- P I Karen Potnek (date of birth November 17, 1969),
S.ubstance—.M.ar.uuana .(mlsdemearjor), was sent(_enced toconvictedon May 28( 1993, of heft by Fraud, and sentence)d
fifteen days in jail and sixnonths of license suspension. The : ! '

. . to twenty-four months of probation. The GoveradPardon
Governors Pardon Advisory Board recommendgdntinga . :
pardon by a vote of 4-2. Following the Board’ Advisory Board recommended granting a pardoralyote of

recommendationMr. Curry was granted a pardon on July 8’6—0.Followmg the Board recommendation, Ms. Potnek was

2009, based on his positive adjustment, extensive pers_on?[j ?S;?riﬁleﬁf‘éi?é‘ngﬂlfe\'?;r:gglZS;O%tJt?WgégzsggVCJer;or;enr] gr?ts%\;e
growth and development, the recommendation of variou urthering her education, the support from members of her

memberof his communityand his communitachievements. community,a lack of prior and subsequent crimifastice
Latonya Brown (date ofbirth January 13, 1973), convicted systemcontacts, non-violent natueé the crime, and a low risk
on September 28, 1999, of two counts of 2nd-Degreef reofending.
RecklesslyEndangering Safetwassentenced to two yearsin  jeffrey C. Miller (date of birth August 16, 1969), convicted
prison _(each count served concurrently) and two years of, November 1, 1993, of Escape from Custadgssentenced
probation(each count served concurrently). The Govesnor 1, g years in prison (to be served consecutive to other terms)
PardonAdvisory Board was split by a vote of 3-3. Ms. Brown gnq t pay restitution. The GovertmPardon Advisory Board
was granted a pardon on July 8, 20@&sed on significant  ocommendegranting a pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the
personal growth and development, a lack of priand  goarg'srecommendation, MMiller was granted a pardon on
subsequerptnmmal justice system contact, valid job Concerns,\ovember25, 2009, based on his positive adjustment, the
anda low risk of redending. non-violentnature of the crime, the length of time since the
Larry Hjelmberg (date of birth March 6, 1960), convicted offense,alow risk of reofending, his young age at the time of
on March 1, 1982, of Bgflary, PTAC, was sentenced two  conviction, his honesty with the Board, and the
yearsof probation. The Governar Pardon Advisory Board recommendationf the Judge.
recommendedrantinga pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following  Janet Ritchey (date of birth December 28, 1963),
the Boards recommendation, MHjelmbeg was granted a convictedon Septembet2, 1991, of Delivery of Cocaine, was
pardon on November 25, 2009, basemh his positive sentencedb three years of probation and to pay restitution. The
adjustmenta lack of previous and subsequent criminal justicesovernor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a
systemcontact, the non-violent nature of the crim@nmunity  pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board’
achievementsand length of time since thefefise. recommendationMs. Ritchey was granted a pardon on

David Evans (date of birth November 2, 1959), was November 25, 2009, based on her positive adjustment,
convictedon July 6, 1978, of Contributing to the Delinquency communityachievementsand the recommendations of both
of a Minor and sentenced to pay a fine; convicted on Octobéhe District attorney and Judge.

17,1977, of lllegally Possessing Marijuana and sentenced to Charles Hoerter (date of birth November 18, 1955),
oneyear of probation; and convicted on January 15, 1979, afonvictedon February 27, 1974, of Bilary, was sentenced to
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sixty days in jail with Huber (withheld)three years of probation. The Governds Pardon Advisory Board
probation,and to pay restitution. The GoveriorPardon recommendedranting a pardon by a vote of 4-0. Following the
Advisory Board recommended granting a pardorabsote of  Board’srecommendation, MBraun was granted a pardon on
6-0.Following the Board recommendatiomir. Hoerter was November25, 2009, based on his positive adjustment, the
granted a pardon on November 25, 2009, based on his positilemgth of time since the ¢&nse, valid job concerns, and his
adjustmentthe length of time sinciie ofense, his young age youngage at the time of conviction.

atthe time of conviction, a lack of prior or subsequent criminal  john Nunemaker (date of birth February 19, 1943),
justicesystem contact, and his community involvement. convictedon July 31, 1965, of Abandonment, was sentenced to

Andrew Degnan(date of birth May 23, 1965), convicted on two years of probation. The Goverf®rPardon Advisory
January23, 1995, Aggravated Battenyas sentenced to three Board recommended granting a pardon by a vote of 4-0.
yearsof probation. The Governar Pardon Advisory Board Following the Boards recommendation, MNunemaker was
recommendedranting a pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following thegranteda pardon on November 25, 2009, based on a lack of
Board’srecommendation, MDegnan was grantedpardon on  subsequentriminal justice system contact, the length of time
November25, 2009, based on his positive adjustment, a lack ¢fincethe ofense,a low risk of redending, documented need,
prior and subsequent criminal justice system contact, jabid andthe recommendation from the District Attorney
concernsand recommendations from variaugmbers of his Alfred Poston(date of birth July 9, 1957), convicted on
communityand the Judge. April 23, 1976, of Armed Robbery (RT), was sentenced to

Michele Mattie (date of birth January 22, 1959), convictedSiX Years in the state reformatoryhe Governds Pardon
on February 25, 1993, of Theft in a Business Setting, wa&§dvisory Board recommended granting a pardorahjote of
sentencedto two years of probationalcohol and drug 4-0.Following the Board recommendation, MPoston was
treatment,and to pay restitution. The GoverforPardon granteda pardon on November 25, 2009, based on his positive

Advisory Board recommended granting a pardoratpte of adjustmentthe length of time sincéhe ofense, extensive

6-0.Following the Board recommendation, Ms. Mattie was Personagrowth, and his foster care work.

granteda pardon on November 25, 2009, based on her positive DonnaGray (date of birth August 15, 1963), convicted on

adjustment,personal growth and development, a lack ofOctoberl9, 1990, of Failure to Report Receipt of Income and

previousand subsequermrriminal justice system contact, the FoodStamp Fraud, was sentenced to five years of probation and

lengthof time since the éénse, and valid job concerns. to pay restitution. The Governisr Pardon Advisory Board
Brenda Pearson(date of birth April 5, 1961), convictamh recommendedranting a pardon by a vote of 4-0. Following the

June 6, 1996, of Possession of a Controlled Substanc%g%dmsggrcgn ngggat&ns,el\élsc.)r? Lag; Wgzigcgn:f&;?rﬁgnc;n her
second/subsequeotfense was sentenced to sixty days in the ' ' b ) '

houseof corrections (stayed) and two years of probation. Th%xtenswe personalgrowth and development through her

; : : ontinuededucation, thaifficult circumstances surrounding
Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended grantlvg dhe crime, a lack of prior and subsequent criminal justice system
pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board

recommendationMs. Pearson was granted a pardon onfggfté%t(’:}i?]e length of time since thefehse, and a low risk of
November 25, 2009, based on her positive adjustment, 9. . . .
extensivepersonal growth and development, the non-violent Glenn S. Cory (dateof birth April 16, 1957), convicted on
natureof the crime, and valid job concerns. November28, 1988,of two counts of Uttering a Fged

. . _ Writing, was sentenced to ninety days in jail for each count
Richard Kurtz (date of birth October 20, 1965), convicted (stayed), three years of probation (each count, to run
on April 2, 1984, of two counts of Bgiary (PTAC), was _ concyrrent),and to pay restitution. The Govert®iPardon
sentencedb three years of probation and to pay restitution. Th%\dvisory Board recommended granting a pardorahyote of
Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a;_4 Following the Board recommendation, MCory was
pardon by a vote of 6-0. Following the Board' granteda pardon on November 25, 2009, based on a lack of

recommendation,Mr. Kurtz was granted a pardon On nior and subsequent criminal justice system contact, the
November25, 2009, based on his positive adjustment, a lack ¢fon—yiolentature of the crime, and the length of time since the
prior and subsequent criminal justice system contact, the lengif}ense.

of time since the é€nse, his young age tithe of crime, and a Greg Anderson (date of birth November 25, 1979),

low risk of reofending. convictedon September 10, 1998, of Blary (PTAC) and
Dawn Cureton (date of birth June 5, 1968), convicted onTheft (PTAC), was sentenced to seven months in jail with
October25, 1990, of Failure to Report Recegfincome, was  Huber five years ofprobation,and to pay restitution. The
sentencedb four years of probation andpay restitution. The  Governor'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting a
Governor’'sPardon Advisory Board recommended granting gardon by a vote of 5-1. Following the Board’
pardon by a vote of 4-0. Following the Board’ recommendationMr. Andersonwas granted a pardon on
recommendationMs. Curetonwas granted a pardon on November25, 2009, basedn the length of time since the
November 25, 2009, based on her positive adjustmentoffense,no subsequent criminal justice system contact, a low
extensivepersonal growth and development, a lack of prior andlisk of reofending, his young age at the time of conviction, and
subsequentriminal justice system contact, the non-violent therecommendation of the District Attorney
natureof .the cr'ime, thdength of time since the fefnse, and Devery Harrington (date of birth October 5, 1963),
communityachievement. convictedon December 4, 1998 and of Manufacture/Deliver
Mark Braun (date of birth April 1,1976), convicted on Cocaineon October 6, 1988, was sentenced to pay a fine. The
August 22, 1994, of Delivery of THC, was sentenced toGovernor'sPardon Advisory Board was split by a vote of 3—-3.
forty—five days in jail (with work release) antlree years of Mr. Harrington was granted a pardon on November 25, 2009,
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basedon his positive adjustmerd,lack of subsequent criminal minority—ownedbusinessesucceed and compete for state
justicesystem contacts, the length of time since tfensk, and contracts.
his solid work history

Sincerely,

Respectfully Submitted, '\SAéng'tAaErL L. MORGAN

JIM DOYLE y _ _

Governor Referredto committee orLabor, Elections, and Urban
Affairs.

State of Wisconsin
Department of Employee Tust Funds State of Wisconsin
Legislative Audit Bureau

March 24, 2010 May 12, 2010

The Honorable, The Legislature: The Honorable, The Legislature:

| am pleased to present the Comprehensive Annual We have completed an evaluationpafolic health programs
Financial Report (CAFR) of the W¥consin Departmendf  andmedical education and research initiatives established by
EmployeeTrust Funds (ETF) for the year ended Decenier the Medical College ofWisconsin and the University of
2008. Management is responsible for both the accuratlyeof Wisconsin(UW) School of Medicine and Public Healffhe
dataand the completeness and fairnebthe presentation. | schoolsestablished these programs and initiatives fuitiding
hopeyou will find this report useful and informative. theyreceived in trust when Blue Cross Blue Shield United of

This report is intended to provide comprehensive an()lecons_lnbecame dor—profit, publicly held stc_)ck insurance
reliable information about ETRthe WRS, and other benefit corporation. They requested our evaluation thulfil
plansand trust funds administered by the Departmemtould ~ équirementsn a March 2000 order by the Commissioner of
like to express my appreciation to the Govermembers of the  Insurance.
legislature, members of the boards, dtafemployers, The Commissiones orderdivided the funds equally and
participantsand all those whosefefts and interest combine to restrictedtheir use to medical education and research and public
assureghesuccessful operation of our system, while protectindiealthinitiatives. From December 2003 through December

theintegrity of the trust funds. 2007, a totalof $630.4 million was transferred to permanent
endowmentsmanagedseparately by each school. Through
Sincerely, December3l1, 2008, the Medical College expended $32.1
DAVID A. STELLA million and theUW School of Medicine and Public Health
Secretary expendedb44.1 million on grants and administration.

Both schools have generally complied with the
requirementghey established for awarding and monitoring
their funding, andwe found that most grantees met the
objectivesdescribed in their proposaldowever there were
someexceptions, andve include recommendations for the
May 11, 2010 schoolsto improve grant management amersight. V& also
The Honorable, The Legislature: identified policy issues for their consideration, including

In accordancevith s.16.75(3m)(c)4, W. Stats., enclosed possib_lechanges to the conflict—of-interest policies for the
is the State of Wconsin Minority Business Report fBiscal committeeghat award somiinds at each school and the need

Year 2009. The report provides information on State Agencg’ continue careful monitoring of endowment balancesalsb
uggesthe Commissioner of Insurancensider clarifying the

andUniversity ofWisconsin purchasing with minority business definiion of supplanting, the degree to which medical

grgﬁ]rnagfngBE) certified by the Weconsin Department of educatiorand researcfunds may be allocated by the schools’

' _ ) Deanson a noncompetitive basis, and the extenwhich the
OverallMBE purchasing totaled $77,134,78bhe Fiscal  schoolsshould directly expend publicealth funding rather
Year 2009 (FY09) MBE spending level and percentage ratiofhanaward it to community—based programs administered by

were the second highest in program historyrhis figure  gtherentities.
represents MBE participation rate of 4.49 percent on overall Wea . :

A oo . i ppreciate the courtesy and cooperation extended to us
spending in FY 09. Othef h|ghllghts include: by the schools and grantees as we conducted this evaluation.
Statearchitectural/engineering spend represented a 9.74Resultsof ourin—depth review of 40 individual projects funded
MBE participation rate thus meeting or exceeding the fiveby each school are summarized in a separate document (report
percentgoal for the twenty-second consecutive ye&tate 10-7). The schools’ responses to oewvaluation follow the

constructionMBE spend was 5.27% and state highway MBEappendices.
contractingincreased by more than 22%. .
Sincerely,

Stateagency general procurement activity with MBES grewJANICE MUELLER
by more than 18% from Fiscak#r 2008. State Auditor

Twelveagencies exceeded the five perddBE goal, and
Cabinetagencies specifically hawe three year (FY 07-09) )
averageMBE spending rate of nearly six percent. State of Wisconsin

: . . o Legislative Audit Bureau
Stategovernment will continue to value its minority—owned g
business partnership and remain committed to helpingMay 12, 2010

State of Wisconsin
Department of Administration
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The Honorable, The Legislature: Those claims approved for payment pursuant to the

We have completed an evaluationpoiblic health programs ~ Provisions of s.16.007 and 755.05 Stats., have been paid
andmedical education and research initiatives established ijrectly by the Board.
the Medical College ofWisconsin and the University of This report is for the information of the Legislature. The
WisconsinSchool of Medicine and Public Health. The schoolsBoardwould appreciate your acceptance andlication of it
establishedhese programs and initiatives with funditngy  in the Journal to inform the members of the Legislature.
receivedin trust when Blue Cross Blue Shield United ofSincerely
Wisconsinbecame dor—profit, publicly held stock insurance ~ar;’ ANNE RENLUND
corporation. They requested our evaluation tulfill Secretary
requirementsn a March 2000 order by the Commissioner of
Insurance.

This report includes profiles of the 80 grant projects weS TATE OF WISCONSIN CLAIMS BOARD

reviewedin detail,including 20 public health projects and 20 The State of Wsconsin Claims Board conducted hearings
medicaleducation and researghnojects at each school. For at the State Capitol Building in Madison, Wsconsin, on
eachproject, we interviewed the grantees and reviewed proje@pril 28, 2010, upon the following claims:
proposalsbudgets, expenditures, and progress repQts.

: X - Claimant Agency Amount
completeevaluationof each schools’ program is report 10-6, 1. Workforce Workforce Development

whichincludes an assessmentexpenditures and operations,

aswell as policy issues for consideration by the CommissiondgeSOurce, Inc. & Administration $120,833.1
of Insurance, the Wtonsin United for Health Foundation, and 2-Chaunte Ott Innocent Convict
We appreciate the courtesy and cooperation extended to us3 -Paul Penkalski \l/J\/Té\(l;i':é%OSf stem $134,149.68
by the schools and grantees as we conducted this evaluatio Evelio Duart | L C yst " $25 000,000
Theschools’ responses to our evaluation follow the appendicég="€'0 buarte nnocent Lonvic aad
of report 10-6. estarl (8 775.05 Stats.) .00
Sincerely The following claims were consideed and decided without
JANICE MUELLER hearings:
State Auditor Claimant Agency Amount
5.H & J Companies, Financial Institutions $1,654.00
State of Wisconsin Inc. _ ,
Department of Veterans Affairs 6.Papu Corporation Transportation $3,000,000.
00
May 13, 2010 7.Kevin Ziegert Corrections $129.95
The Honorable, The Legislature: él\g/iwlihadeT . Revenue $3,430.00
. . arkwardt Tus
In accordance with W§. Stats. s.45.35(3d)(b), the . ;
WisconsinDepartment of ®terans Aflairs and the Wisconsin 9.Martin & Julia Revenue $7,420.00

Council on \eterans Programs jointly submit the biennial Zielinski

reportto the Chief Clerk of eachouse of the Legislature for )
distribution to the Legislature under s.13.172(2) in oddThe Board Finds:
numberedyears. The reports were due September 30, 2009 and 1, workfor ce Resouce, Inc.of Menomonie, Visconsin

includeda general summary of tietivities and membership ¢jaims$120,833.12 for damages relatingatoalleged breach
for the 2007-2009 of th€ouncil on \éterans Programs and qf 4 jease. The claimani/RI, has partnered with the state to
from each aganization represented on the Council. operateemployment programs in westerrisébnsin for more
As of theSeptember 30, 2009 deadline, all Council membethan 25 years. The claimant states that in 2004, DWD was
organizationsbut the Paralyzed eferans of America and |ooking to consolidate dice space at a location near River
United Women \éterans submitted reports. Those final twopg)is. WRI states that DWD proposed that the clainsamve
reportshave been received and attached hereto. asthe master lease holder and then sublet space to DWD. WRI
Pleasado not hesitate to contact me at (608) 266—1315 forelied on the positive work relationship it had with DWDtir
further information or assistance. pastand also on sthfissurances that tistate had a “rock solid
commitment”to the terms of the sublease agreement. Based on

EE‘&,?E.H/_' B. BLACK theseassurances, WRI executgd the master Ieas_e agrwnde,nt
Secretary procgede;ﬂo coordinate the bglld—out of thg facility to DWD
specifications. DWD moved into the premises and began to
makerent payments. DWD payments were smaller than agreed
State of Wisconsin uponbecause DWD indicated it no longer needed to use 200
Claims Board squarefeet of the space. WRI repeatedly requested that DWD
signa written sublease agreement anbimitted multiple draft
May 14, 2010 agreementso DWD and DOA for signature. The parties
The Honorable, The Senate: workedto revise the draft in the ensuing montW¥RI states
Encloseds the report of the State Claims Board coveringthatWRI and DWD reached an agreement on the final terms of
theclaims heard on April 28, 2010. the subleasewhich was submitted to DOA for approval. WRI
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statesthat DOA provided final approval of the sublease infound at the scene was inconclusive addspite the violent
August2007. Despite this approval, DOA $ta¢glected to get natureof the crime, there was no physical evidence linkimey
thesublease signed, however even without a signed lease, bathimant to the crime scene. Howeydhe claimant was
WRI and DWD honored their obligations under the subleaseonvictedand sentenced to life in prison.
agreementAlthough DWD continued to make reduced rental | 2002, the Misconsin Innocence Project requested new

payments\WRI alleges that state stafid eventually concede pNA testing of the semen found at the Payne crime scene. The
that DWD was liable for the higher rent payment, newtesting technology excluded the claimantressource of
encompassinghe entire space that had been prepared tghe semen. (The testing also excluded Hadaway and Gwyn.)
DWD’s specifications. WRI believes that all evidemeents  The new DNA profiledid not match any profile in national

to the fact that there was an unsigned agreement between RIA databanks. In July 2007, the State informed the Innocent
parties. WRI stateshat DOA/DWD breached this unsigned projectthat this unknown DNA profile had been found on the
agreemenivhen DWD vacated thgremises in June 2008. The yictims of two other unsolved homicides within a few blocks of

claimantstates that although®4.01(1) Wis. Stats., requires  the payne murderBoth of these homicides had occurred while
that alease longer than one year must be in written foris, W the claimant was incarcerated.

Stat. § 706.04 provides arexception that an unsigned lease

agreemenis enforceable “provided all of the elements of thebasedan the new DNA evidence. The motion was denied. The
transactionare clearly andsatisfactorily proved and - the claimantappealed. In addition to the ndNA results, he

deficiencyof the conveyance may be supplied by reformation . L . ).
in equity” WRI requests reimbursement for the full rentaISme'ttedan afidavit signed by Hadaway recanting fial

paymentsor the 37 months remaining on the lease after DW estimony.Hadaway stated that he had been pressured by police

vacatedas well as $421.90/mo for the 21 months DWD mad?_? implicate the claimant. Hadqway&uster also St"’.‘ted thgt
S adawayhad toldher numerous times that he had lied at trial
reducedental payments in violation of the agreement.

dueto police pressure. Furthermore, the Stadgherwitness,
Both DWD and DOA recommend denial of this claim. Gwin, had also recanted his testimony prior to his death several
DWD notes that it haso authority to lease property without the yearsafter Paynes murder Gwin’s sister stated that Gwin had
approvalof DOA and therefore believes there is no basis for an{old her that police put severe pressure on him during the
claim against DWD. DOA and DWD both deny that they investigationand that he had to lie in order to go horBased
persuadedVRI to enter into a master lease foe River Falls on the new DNA evidence anduestions regarding the
facility. DWD notes that discussions between the departmeredibility of Gwin andHadaways testimony the Court of
and WRI relating to another facility in Rice Lakejsdbnsin, Appealsreversed the Circuit Court and granthd claimant a
included the possibility of WRI taking on a mastwase; newtrial. The claimant was releasedJanuary 2009 and all
howeverthose discussions have no bearing on the negotiatiosargesvere dismissed in June 2009.

for the River Falls facility In fact, the lengthy emails and In September 2009, theMilwaukee County Police
discussionspresented by WRbs evidence for their claim Departmenannouncedhat they had matched the DNA profile
actually point to the fact that the parties did not reach afrom 9 unsolved murdersn Milwaukees north side, including
agreementelating to the River Falls facility and one of the mainthatof Jessica Payne, to a man namexdt&WEllis. Mr Ellis has
disagreementdetween the parties was the rengahount.  beenchaged with the murdersf seven of these victims,
WRI's acceptance of theduced rental payments from DWD ajthoughhe has yet to be ctyd with the Payne murder

and the absence of a signed agreement constituted acceptancery . cjaimant believes he has provideear and convincing

?f a _motn;[h 30 moznggé[?nagcg/hlt;h the state was forced to evidenceof his innocence. The physical evidence at the crime
erminatein June or budgetary reasons. sceneémplicatesMr. Ellis, not the claimant, indeed, there is no

TheBoardconcludes there has been an ifisight showing ~ physical evidence linking the claimant to the crime.
of negligence on the part of the state, itficefs, agents or Furthermore,two of the States key witnesses against the
employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state isclaimanthave recanted their testimonffinally, the claimant
legally liable nor one which the state should assume and palid not in any way contribute to his conviction but has
based on equitable principles. (Member Renlundot Steadfastlymaintained his innocence.
participating.) The Milwaukee County District Attorney’ Ofice has no
responseto this claim at this time. The Payne homicide

2. Chaunte Oftt of Oak Creek, Wgconsin claims . o . o : : .
$25,000.00zompensation for Innocent Convict pursuant to §|nvest|gat|on|s ongoing and litigation associated with this
W matteris active and pending.

775.05 Wis. Stats. The claimant spent nearly 13 years in prison . o
afterbeing convicted of the August 1994 murdef.6fyear old ‘The Board concludes that there is clear and convincing
Jessicdayne. Paynebody was found outside a vacant houseeVidencethe claimant was innocent of the crime for which he
in Milwaukee with her throaslashed and evidence of sexualWasconvicted. The Board further concluded, under authority
assault. Police arrested and interrogatRéthard Gwin and  Of 8 775.05 Stats., the claim should be paid in the amount of
SamHadaway in relation to the murder and both men allege25,000.00and thapayment should be made from the Claims
the claimant was involved in the homicid@he claimant was Board appropriation §0.505(4)(d) Stats. (Member Means
arrestedand chaged with 1st degree intentional homicide. dissenting.)

Both Gwin and Hadaway testified against the claimant at trial. 3. Paul Penkalski of Madison, Visconsin claims
The defense @yjued that Gwin and Hadawaytestimony was $134,149.6&0or damages allegedly relating tioee 2004 and
inconsistenand compromised by the favorable treatment they2005 revocations of the claimast’ Wisconsin Union
receivedirom the State. In addition, DNA testing on the sememmembershipand related actions by UW-Madisemployees.

In October 2007, the claimant filed a motion for a riesf
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The claimant states that in 2004, hisisébnsin Union Trespass (92-CM-3242), and Aggravated Battery
membershipvas revoked without any warning, contrary to (92-CM-3242and 93-CM-1307). The claimant requests
Wisconsin Union policies. The claimant alleges that thisreimbursemenfor false incarceration.

revocationconstituted a breach of contract. The claimant states The pane County District Attorneg’Ofice recommends
thatthe revocation severely damaged his reputation with higenja|of this claim. The D Ofice states that the claimant
potential graduate advisor at UWellow members of the \yasconvicted by jury verdicts and properly sentenced in these
Hoofers Sailing Club, and a woman with whom he had 5sesThe DAs Ofice believes the claimant has not made even

personafelationship. The claimant states that he was forced g cojoraple claim of innocenand recommends denial of this
spendmany hours working to get his membership reinstateds|gim.

The claimants Union membership wasinstated two months
later,with an acknowledgement kW that the revocation “did

not fully comply with the Uniors internal policies for such a
sanction.” The claimant states that he was continually abus

The Boardconcludes there has been an fficigint showing
of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, agents or
?fmployeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is

by UW employees who denied him access to public meetin ggally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay

andbuildings and issued numerous citations agdiimst He asedon equitable principles.

stateghat his Union membership was illegally revoked a 2nd 5. H & J Companies, Inc of Alma, Wsconsin claims
time in 2005. The claimant states that fighting this alleged1,654.00for overpayment of a 2009 Foreign Corporation
abuseby UW has caused him severe mental distress. Hgeportfee. The claimant filed its 2009 Forei@orporation
requestseimbursement for the many hours he alleges he hannualReport and paid the filing fee of $1,734. The claimant

beenforced to spend fighting the harassamy illegal actions Statesthat itlater discovered that its previous accountant had
by UW employees. misreportedthe amount of liabilities and capital on the

) ) o . claimant'sfinancial statements. Based on thisor, the 2009

UW strongly believeshis claim is without merit and should ForeignCorporation Annual Reposhowed an increase in the
bedemed. uw allege.s that the claimant hag a Io'ng history OEIaimant’scapitaI of $551,387, and the $1,734 filing fee was
behavioralproblems in and around the universitgany of  pasedbn this reported increase. The claimant stateghbes
which predate the incidents relatingttus claim. UW states - acyally was no increase in capital and it filed Articles of
thatthe revocation of the claimastynion membership in 2004 corectionswith DFI reflecting the corrected amount of
wasrelatedto a phone conversation the claimant had with UWjapilities and capital. The corrected report would result in a
parking staf. UW states that the claimant called thefjjing fee of only $80. The claimant is requesting refund of the
UW-MadisonParking and flansportation Qice to dispute a 5mountof fee overpaid.
parking ticket and at some poidiiringthe conversation told DFI recommends denial of this claim. DFI points tofés

the UW employee “I would rather shoot you than pay the . .
ticket.” UW considered this to be a serious threat and it issueIBa.t the claimant has exclusive control of the reccm_dsn
a citation and revoked the claimantlnionmembership. UW which the report; figures are based. DFI states that itilmas

notesthatthe claimant has already litigated this matter in Smal ayto verlfy the accuracy of any of the mformaﬂon prpwded
Claims Court and thecourt dismissed the case, granting y the claimant, either in the original report or in the Articles of

judgmentin favor of the UW employee. UW states that it hasCorrectlon. DFI notes that the Annual Report Form gives

devotedsubstantial resources to the claimantiany many notice to filersthat “The_filer is_ solely responsible for the
frivolous claims against various UW employees. UW alsoaccuracy_of the |nforma}t|oppr(3V|ded. Please.double check
notesthat the claimars actionshave led to anxiety on the part your entriesbefore continuing.” DFI further points to the fact
of UW-Madison studentand stéf to the point where several that there was no error on the part of any state employee or
individualshave retraining orders infe€t against him. UW agency. Flna_lly, DF note; that 'the C|a|'ms Board has a
believesthat the allegations made by the claimant in his Clain#ongstandlnmlstory of denying claims of this nature.
arewithoutmerit and are simply a continuation of his campaign ~ The Boardconcludes there has been an ifisigint showing

of harassment against UW-Madisand Union employees. Of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, agents or

UW believes there is no equitable or legal besipayment of employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is
this claim. legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay

o ) basedon equitable principles.
The Boardconcludes there has been an fifisigint showing 6. Papu Corporation of Pleasant Prairie, ltonsin

of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, agents or . claims$3,000,000.00 for alleged fair market value of business.

employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state I;gqeclaimant operated a truck stop/convenience store on Hwy
legally liable nor one which the state should assume and p in Kenosha County from 199@ntil May 2009. DOT

basecon equitable principles. acquiredthe claimans property (Parcel #3) as part of a
4. Evelio Duarte—\estar of Madison, Visconsin claims highwayimprovement project. The claimant alleges that DOT
$25,000,000.00for compensation as an innocent convicthad an obligation to make available to the claimant a
pursuanto §775.05 Stats. The claimant alleges that in March“comparablereplacement business (property]” pursuant to §
1987, February 1993 and December 1993, he was convictegR.05(8) Stats. The claimant states that in May 20DO,T
andsentenced for crimes with which he was nevergethiThe  closedoff portions of the 194/CTH C providing access to the
claimantalleges that the criminal complaints do not show theclaimant’struck stop business. The claimatates that DOT
crimes for which he was convicted, specifically: Felony took this action without first making availablecamparable
Possessiorof Cocaine (Case No. 86—-CF-0671), Domesticreplacemenproperty to the claimant, essentially putting the
Abuse, “Restraining order & injunctions” and Criminal claimantout of business. The claimant demands payment of
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$3,000,000which is a real estate appraisesissessment of the Subsequento filing those returns, the stock value error was
fair market value of the business as of May 2009. discovered. The estate and income tax returns had correctly
reported132.9489 sharesf stock valued at $54.05 per share.
eHowever,there was a data input error which incorrectly valued
the stock at $540.50 per shar&he correct total value of the
stockat the time ofleath was $7,186, howeybecause of the
calculationerror; the returns showtotal value of $71,860. The
"rusteefiled amended income tax returns to correct the error;
howeverthere is nastatutory process by which the estate taxes
anbe amended once six months has passed from the date of the
ertificateDetermining Estateak. The claimant believebat
thereis an equitable gument for refund of the overpayment
ndnotes that it could have, bditd not, attempt to obtain a dgr
%\xableloss forincome taxes based on the error found in the

DOT recommends denial of this claim. DOT believes th
claimant’'sallegations have no merit atigat the department
fulfilled its statutory obligations related to this dispute. DOT
stateghat it properly acquired the claimanproperty in July
2008, as part of a highway improvement project. DOT the
leasedhe property back to the claimant, which le@seninated
in December 2008 “unless extended by muagieement.”
DOT points to the fact that the claimant has provided n
evidenceof any lease extension. Therefore, the clainsant’
complaintthat DOT closed of access to the clainmbtisiness
in May 2009 takes place more than five months after th
claimant'slease on the property had expired. DOT states that
did assist the claimant in finding a new site for its businesse.StataaX return.
DOT points to the claimarg’unsuccessful lawsuit kenosha

Countyas further evidence that the claim has no merit. DOR recommends denial of this claim. Sectidh30(4)

Wis. Stats., provides that DORCertificate Determiningstate
The Boardconcludes there has been an ifisigint showing  Tax is final unless an interested person applies to the Circuit
of negligence on the part of the state, itcefs, agents or Courtwithin six months of the date the certificate is issued.
employeesnd this claim is neither one for which the state iDOR further notes that this language is included tbe
legally liable nor one which the state should assume and paertificate. The claimant did not appeal to the Circuit Court
basedon equitable principles. prior to the April 3, 2009, six month deadline; therefore the

7. Kevin Ziegert of Hortonville, WI claims $129.95 for departmentsietermination of tax is final.

cost§ ln_curred relating to an error in DOECeIe_ctronlc The Boardconcludes there has been an fisieht showing
monitoring system. On March 3, 2009, the claimant was

. . f li h f th iticef
arrestedn relationto an outstanding October 2008 warrant thatgmg?g);g:;%% ?r: St cleai?r? rltsc:1 etithe ers'[c?rtfa, ng:CvE\)/hSiér? ?ﬁ en tssi[ac:; is

shouldno longer have been in the system_. The OCFEDGS legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
warrantrelated to a work release error while the claimant Wa?)asedan equitable principles

under electronic monitoring. That error was corrected, '
however,DOC staf failed to remove the warrant from the 9. Martin and Julia Zielinski of Oak Creek. Wconsin

§ystem.The old warrant showed up when aﬁcgfran random  .15im $7,420.00 for income tax refunctenied by DOR
licenseplate checks at a gas station wheeeclaimant stopped o5 sethe taxes were filed moriian four years after the
in 2009. The claimant was arrested and incurred 3288 iqina| due date. The claimants state that they had many
towing chage for his yehlcle.H|s m_ot_her had to take 125 hours personalssues which led to theiot filing timely tax returns,
off of work to pick him up from jail and go get his caHe |, ingflooding, serious health problems, and legal disputes
thereforealso requests reimbursement §7.07 wages and i, the federal government. The claimants believed that as
mileagecompensation for her 51 mile trip. long as they had a refund coming and did not owe taxes, they
DOC recommends payment of this claim. The claimantould file the returns at their convenience and receive their
incurredcosts relating to an incorrect entry in the departraent’refunds. The claimants point to the fact that nowhere on any tax
electronic monitoring system, when DOC &fafled to cancel  form does it state that tax refunds must be claimed within four
awarrant in the system. The department has no objection ygars. The claimants also state that they had numerous contacts
paymentof the claimang costs relating to towing and mileage with DOR prior to filing and were told that there was no penalty
fees,in the amount of $129.95. for filing late taxes if the taxpayer wakie a refund. The
The Board concludes the claim should be paid in th claimantsstate that DOR never informed them that tax refunds

. e adto be claimed within four years. The claimants filed 22
reducedamount of $12.88 based on equitable principles. The, .
Board further concludes, under authority of16.007 (6m) yearsof back taxes in 2008Three of those returns showed a tax

Stats., paymentshould be made from the Department ofdu? and 19 returns showed a refund due. _F|ftm‘unds
Correléztionsappropriation £0.410(1)(b) Stats claimedon returns frqm_ 19_81 to 2003 were denied based on the
: ' four year statute of limitations, BL.75(2)and(6), Wis. Stats.

8. The William F. Markwardt Trust of Appleton, The claimants cannot believe that they can be penalized by a
Wisconsinclaims $3,430.00 for refund of overpayment oflaw about which they were never notified. Thiaimants
estataaxes caused by a decimal point error in the reported valleelievethat DOR failed in its basic duty by not informitigm
of stock. Wliam Markwardt died in July 2007. His estate taxesof the 4 yeatimit to claim their refunds. The claimants further
weretimely filed by his trustee, reporting a tax due of $34,457allegethat DOR was extremely unhelpful when thamants
which the estatgaid. DOR accepted the return and issued @ontactedhe department to obtain assistance recreating their
Certificate Determining Estate ax on October 3, 2008. recordsprior to filing their taxes. The claimants believe DOR
Pursuanto §72.30(4) Wis. Stats., this determination of tax is was deceitful in its dealingsvith them and that taxpayers
final unless appealed to the Circuit Court within six months o€annotbe penalized for laws abowhich they are not aware.
thedatethe certificate is issued. After receiving the certificate,They request return of the refunds denied under the statute of
the estate trustee filed Final Fiduciary Incom&xReturns. limitations.
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DOR recommends denial of this claim. ThHepartment

The following lobbyists have been authorized to act on

stateshat the claimants chose not to file tax returns, as requirdeehalfof the oganizations set opposite their names.

by law, for 22 years. DOR records indicate that in N2@@9,
the claimants voluntarily filed 22 income tax retumasging

For more detailed information about these lobbyestsl
organizationsand a complete list of ganizations and people

from 1981 to 2007. Fifteen refunds were denied due to the fo@uthorizedo lobby the 2009-2010 session of the legislature,

yearstatuteof limitations. DOR states that, in aricef to be
equitable the department reduced the total tax amountalue

theyears 1987, 1991 and 1992 from $3,473.76 to $0. Pursuant Elverman, Tmothy J

to § 71.75(2)and(6), Wis. Stats., the department is prohibited
from refunding any overpayment for a return filed mtiran

four years after the original due date. DOR notes that directions

on tax forms inform taxpayers that the return is due by Apri
15thof the following year DOR further notes that there is no
indicationin any instructions that returns may be filedha
taxpayer’'sconvenience.

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

employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is
legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay Also  available

basedon equitable principles.
The Board concludes:
That the following claims are denied:

Workforce Resource, Inc. Paul Penkalski
Evelio Duarte—\éstar

H & J Companies, Inc.

Papu Corporation

William F. Markwardt Fust

Martin and Julia Zielinski

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

Kevin Ziegert $112.18 §20.410(1)(b) Stats.

That payment of the below amounts to the identified
claimants from the following statutory appropriations is
justified under §775.05 Stats:

Chaunte Ott $25,000.00 §20.505(4)(d) Stats.
Dated at Madison, Wsconsin this 14th day of May

2010.

STEVE MEANS

Chair, Representative of the Attorney General

DAVE HANSEN
Senate Finance Committee

CARI ANNE RENLUND
SecretaryRepresentative of the Secretary of Administration

GARY SHERMAN
Assembly Finance Committee

SUSAN CRAWFORD
Representative of the Governor

State of Wisconsin
Government Accountability Board

May 18, 2010
The Honorable, The Senate:
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visit the Government Accountability Boasdiveb site at:
http://ethics.state.wi.us/

Blood Center of Wsconsin, Inc.
Green Bay Metropolitan
Sewerage District

Blood Center of Wsconsin, Inc.
MadisonMetropolitanSewerage
District

Green Bay Metropolitan
Sewerage District

Novartis Pharmaceuticals
Corporation
MadisonMetropolitanSewerage
District

Evenson, Lisa

Fitzgerald, Moira E
| Schellpfeffer Jon

Sigmund,Thomas
Steelman, Lisa

Taylor, David

from the Wsconsin Government
AccountabilityBoard are reports identifying the amount and
value of time state agencies have spent feciflegislative
actionand reports of expenditures for lobbying activifieed

by organizations that employ lobbyists.

Sincerely,
KEVIN KENNEDY
Director and General Counsel

WHA Information Center

May 19, 2010
The Honorable, The Senate:

Enclosedis a hard copy of th2008 Health Care Data
Report produced by WHA Information Center pursuant to
s.153.22Wis. Stats. The report was posted on oeb\afte in
March 2010. Please feel free to downl@ad print additional
copies.

If you have any questions regarding the report you may

contact me at 608-274-1820, 800-231-834@r
jkachelski@wha.org
Sincerely,

JOSEPH KACHELXKI
Vice President

State of Wisconsin
Department of Health Services

May 20, 2010
The Honorable, The Legislature:

Pursuanto Wis. Stats., $50.04(5)(fr) I am submittinghe
Departmenbf Health Services’ annual report to the Legislature
relatedto Class A violation committed by nursing homes, and
forfeituresassessed on nursing homes for those violations. As
defined by Vik. Stats., $50.04(3b) a Class A violation is “...a
violation of this subchapter or ofhe rules promulgated
thereundewhich creates a condition or occurrence relating to
the operation ananaintenance of a nursing home presenting a
substantial probability that deatin serious mental or physical
armto a resident will result...”

The Departmenissued 28 Class A violations in calendar
year2009. The enclosed report provides details on all Class A
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violation, including the original forfeiture amount assessed and \We appreciate the courtesy and cooperation extended to us

the status of payment. by Wisconsin Lottery stéfin the Department of Revenue.
Sincerely, Respectfully Submitted,

KAREN E. TIMBERLAKE JANICE MUELLER

Secretary State Auditor

State of Wisconsin _
Government Accountability Board State of Wisconsin
Department of Administration

May 25, 2010
The Honorable, The Senate: May 27, 2010 _
The following lobbyists have been authorized to act on! N€ Honorable, The Legislature:
behalfof the oganizations set opposite their names. This report is transmitted as required by26.002(11)(f)

For more detailed information about these lobbyamtsl ~ WisconsinStatutes, (for distribution to the appropriate standing
organizationsand a complete list of ganizations and people committeesunder s.13.172(3) Wisconsin Statutesjand
authorizedo lobby the 2009-2010 session of the legislatureconfirmsthatthe Department of Administration has found it

visit the Government Accountability Boasdieb site at: necessaryo exercise the “temporargallocation of balances”
http:/gab.wi.gov/ authority provided by this section in order to meet payment
Bochert, Linda Michels Corporation responsibilitiesand cover resulting negative cash balances

duringthe month of April 2010.

Also available ~from the Wsconsin Government — op April 1, 2010, the Utility Public Benefits Funchsh
Accountability Board are reports identifying the amount andyajanceclosed at a negative $8.2 milliofihis negative balance

value of time state agencies have spent fecflegislative - :
actionand reports of expenditures for lobbying activifiesd ~ continued through April 3010,when the funds cash balance
closedat a negative $10.1 million (its intra-month low). The

by organizations that employ lobbyists. negativebalance was due to the feifence in the timing of

Sincerely, revenuesand expenditures.

E!Er\e/(l:lt\lorgrl:g\lgzxeral Counsel On April 1, 2010, the_ Permanent _En_dowment Fuadh
balanceclosed at a negative $2.0 milligits intra—month low).
This negative balance continued through April 16, 2@ilen
thefund’s cash balance closatla positive $127.7 million. The

_State of Wisconsin negativebalance was due to the fdifence in the timing of
Legislative Audit Bureau revenuesand expenditures.
May 26, 2010 On April 1, 2010, the Medical Assistanceu$t Fundcash

balanceclosed at a negative $3121@llion (its intra—month
low). This negative balance continued through April 30, 2010,
when the funds cash balance closed at a negative $307.0
million. The negative balance was due to thitéhce inthe
timing of revenues and expenditures.

The Honorable, The Legislature:

As required by s.13.94(1)(em) Wis. Stats., we have
completedbur financial audit of the Wconsin Lotterywhich
is administered by the Department of Revenue .Have issued
an unqualified opinion on the 1&tonsin Lotterys financial . . . .
statementor fiscal year (FY) 2008-09 and FY 2007-08d OnApril 1, 2010, the Police and Fire Protection Fuoadh
we found that the \idconsin Lottery was in compliance with Palanceclosed at a negative $18illion (its intra-month
statutory spendintimitations related to prizes, informational onv). Eh'? nt;gatlvi tk;allance clontlr:jued through April 3_(|)|3 2010,
advertising, retailer compensation, and administrative WNenthe funds cash balance closed ategative $14.6 million.
expenses. The negative balance was due to théadénce in the timing of

) S revenuesind expenditures.
Ticket sales totaled $473.4 million iRY 2008-09 but P :
decrease21.3 million, or 4.3 percent, from the prior year _ 1 1€ Utility Public Benefits Fund, Permanent Endowment

WisconsinLottery staf attribute this decline to the economic Fund, Medical Assistance riist Fund, and Police arfére
downturnand the timing of laye Powerball jackpots, which ProtectionFund shortfalls were not in excess of the statutory
havea significant eect on sales. interfundborrowing limitations and did not exceed th@ances

. S of the funds available for interfund borrowing.
Total operating expenses were $344.5 million in FY . . . .
2008-09which is 2.5percent less than in FY 2007-08. This The distribution ofinterest earnings to investment pool
decreasén operating expenses is less than the decrease in ticiticipantsis based on the average daily balance in the pool
salesbecause some expenses do not fluctuate with sales. Sirffdd€ach funds share. Therefore, the monthly calculation by

FY 2007-08, informational advertising expenses have be e State Controllés Ofice will automatically reflect these
permittedto total no more than $7.5 million annualyhich is ~ ©f these temporary reallocations of balance authanty as a

anincrease of $2.9 million from prior years. result, the funds requiring the use of the authoritl

Lottery proceeds used for property tax relief tot3432.4 effectivelybear the interest cost.
million in FY 2008-09. In October 2009, the Department ofSincerely,
Administration and the Legislature’ Joint Committee on MICHAEL L. MORGAN
Financeauthorized the use of $130.2 million Wisconsin  Secretary
Lottery proceedsfor property tax relief in FY 2009-10, . : -
including$115.5 million for the Lottery and GamingaT Credit Referred to joint committee drinance
and$14.7 million for the Farmlandak Relief Credit.
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State of Wisconsin availableto help them fund those costs — will continue to pose
Legislative Audit Bureau challengedo the systens’ development.
Stateand local governmenesponses to two recent and
May 27, 2010 significantnatural disasters indicate that additionébe$ are

neededto improve emeyency preparedness. e\provide
severalrecommendations, including that WEM improamed

We have completed a reviewf efforts by the State and by formalizeits process for reviewing responses to eaecies
local governments to prepare fand minimize the écts of  andusing the results to improve preparedness statewide.

The Honorable, The Legislature:

emergenciesuch as natural disasters and hostile ackoom We appreciate the courtesy and cooperation extended to us

Departmenbf Homeland Security awardedistonsin a total  from the Department of Militanffairs and OJA follow the
of $318.5 million in federal grants for this purpose, includingappendices.

$241.0million for emegency management activities and $77.5 )
million after presidentially declared disasters. istinsin ~ RespectfullySubmitted,
EmergencyManagement (WEM) in thBepartment of Military ~ JANICE MUELLER
Affairs is the lead state agency in planning for eyeacies, —State Auditor
while the Ofice of Justice Assistance (OJA) distributes most
federalfunds.
The FY 2008-09 emgency management grant funds we REFERRALS AND RECEIPT OF COMMITTEE

reviewed were spent in accordance with broad federal REPORTS CONCERNING PROPOSED

requirementshut some priorities remain unmet. Most notably ADMINISTRATIVE RULES
Wisconsindoes not yet have a statewide communications

system connecting all emgency responders. Theasic ~ SenateClearinghouse Rule1l0-012

infrastructureis expected to be operational in 20but Relatingto the definition of volatile @anic compounds.
unresolvedssues - including costs to local governmdnts Submitted by Department of Natural Resources.
purchasingthe communications equipment neededgéin Report received from Agencyune 1, 2010.

accessto the systemand the funding sources that will be Referred to committee dénvironment, June 1, 2010.
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