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The Chief Clerk makes the following entries under the  Passage as amended.

abovedate. : .
. . . Ayes,6 — Senators Ellis, S. Fit Id, Stepp, Jauch, Rob
The Chief Clerk makes the following entries datedandggﬁsen. enators s rzgera ePp, Jalich, Robson

Tuesday May 20, 2003 Noes, 1 - Senator Reynolds.
CHIEF CLERK'S ENTRIES SenateBill 18

The committee onEducation, Ethics and Elections _Relatingto: nomination of major party candidates foe
reportsand recommends: office of lieutenant governor and filling vacancies in certain
AssemblyBill 1 nominations.

Relating to: official action in return for providing or Passage.
withholding political contributions, services, or other things of i ,
valueand providing a penalty Ayes,4 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds and Stepp.

Introduction and adoption of Senate Amendment 1. Noes,3 — Senators Jauch, Robson and Hansen.

Ayes,5 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp an8enateBill 22

Hansen. Relating to: official action in return for providing or
Noes, 2 — Senators Jauch and Robson. withholding political contributions, services, or other things of
Concurrence as amended. valueand providing a penalty
Ayes, 7 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp, Introductionand adoption of Senate SubstitAtaendment

JauchRobson and Hansen. 1.

Noes, 0 — None.

AssemblyBill 111

Relatingto: requiring identification in order to vote at a
polling place or obtain an absentéellot, the fee for an
identificationcard issued by the Department ofisportation, Passage as amended.

andmaking ‘r_’m approprlatlgn. Ayes, 7 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp,
Introduction and adoption of Senate Amendment 1. JauchRobson and Hansen.

Ayes, 6 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp, Noes, 0 — None.
Jauchand Hansen.
Noes, 1 — Senator Robson. SenateBill 25
Concurrence as amended. Relating to:  openenrollment in public schools and

Ayes,4 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds and Stepé_equwmgthe exercise of rule-making authority

Noes,3 - Senators Jauch, Robson and Hansen. Introductionand adoption of Senate Substithiaendment
SenateBill 11 1.

Relating to: creation of an Ethics and Elections  ayes 7 - Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp,
Accountabilityand Control Board and making appropriations. jauch Robson and Hansen.

Introductionof Senate Substitute Amendment 1. Noes, 0 — None.

Ayes, 7 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp, Passage as amended.

JauchRobson and Hansen.
Noes, 0 — None. Ayes, 7 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp,
Introduction and adoption of Senate Amendment 1 toJ2UchRobson and Hansen.

SenateSubstitute Amendment 1. Noes, 0 - None.

Ayes, 7 - Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, SteppgenateBill 60

JauchRobson and Hansen. ; . ;
Noes, 0 — None. Relatingto: leasing of school property

Ayes, 7 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp,
JauchRobson and Hansen.
Noes, 0 — None.

Adoption of Senate Substitute Amendment 1. Passage.

Ayes, 7 - Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp, Ayes,7 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp,
JauchRobson and Hansen. Jauch Robson and Hansen.

Noes, 0 — None. Noes, 0 — None.
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SenateBill 68
Relatingto: requiring electors to present identification in
orderto vote at a polling place.

Introductionand adoption of Senate Substitdmendment
1.

Ayes, 7 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds, Stepp

JauchRobson and Hansen.
Noes, 0 — None.

Passage as amended.

SenateBill 172

Relating to: requiring certain college students be
vaccinated against or be informed about meningococcal
disease.

By Senators Schultz, S. Fitzgerald and Breske; cosponsored
by Representatives Kreibich, Gard, Jensen, Huebsch,
Gronemus, Schneider Jeskewitz, Ward, Freese, Pettis,
McCormick, Ott, Seratti, Sude6hilling, Wasserman, Lothian,
Hahn,Gottlieb, Balow Olsen and Bies.

To committee omHigher Education and Tourism.

Ayes,4 — Senators Ellis, S. Fitzgerald, Reynolds and SteppSenateBill 173

Noes,3 — Senators Jauch, Robson and Hansen.

Michael Ellis
Chairperson

INTRODUCTION, FIRST READING AND
REFERENCE OF PROPOSALS

Readand referred:

SenateJoint Resolution 34
Relatingto: discouraging the procurement gsdn Foods
products.

By Senators Erpenbach, Carpentéthvala, Decker
Hansen,Breske, RisserPlale, Geaye, Robson andVirch;

cosponsoretdy Representatives Pocan, Sinicki, Cullen, Black,

BerceauZepnick, \an Akkeren, Plodf Coggs and Schobf

To committeeon Labor, Small Business Development
and Consumer Affairs.

SenateBill 170

Relatingto: the \éterans Mortgage Loan Program, veterans
tuition and fee reimbursement, authority for the Department of

Relating to: the agricultural producer security program,
grantingrule-making authorityand making an appropriation.

By Senators Brown, Schultz, Lassa and Roessler;
cosponsoredy Representatives Ott, Gronemus, Gunderson,
Pettis,Loeffelholz, MusserFreese, dwnsend and Petrowski.

To committee orAgricultur e, Financial Institutions and
Insurance.

SenateBill 174
Relatingto: claiming the technology zone tax credit.

By Senators Harsdorf, Lassalauch, Zien, Schultz,
Kanavas, Stepp, WWch and Roessler; cosponsored by
RepresentativeSudey Nass, Vuwink, Hahn, Pettis, Albers,
Friske,Seratti, ®wns, McCormick, Hines, Jensen, Ainsworth,
TownsendKrawczyk and Petrowski.

To committee orEconomic Development, Job Gzation
and Housing

SenateBill 175

Relatingto: requiring instruction in publischools on the
history of omganized labor in America and theollective
bargainingprocess.

By Senators Hansen, Decké&hvala, Robson and Plale;

Veterans Affairs to acquire a headquarters building, COSponsoredy Representatives Zepnick, J. Lehman, Kreuser

departmentadlelivery of services teeterans, veterans personal
loans,eligibility for burial at a veterans cemetgpart-time

Richards, Vruwink, Morris, Balow Sinicki, Black, Pocan,
Berceauand Steinbrink.

studygrantsfor veterans, housing loans for veterans, mortgage To committee orkEducation, Ethics and Elections

loanrepayment fund, grante county veteran servicefiges,
nationalguard tuition grantgyranting rule—making authority
andmaking an appropriation.

By Senator®Brown, Schultz, Zien, \8Ich, DeckerStepp, S.
Fitzgerald A. LaseeRoesslerDarling, Geage, Kedzie, Jauch,
Kanavas, Breske, Vitch, Hansen, Leibham, Harsdorf,

SenateBill 176
Relating to: authorizing municipainsurance mutuals to
provideproperty insurance.

By Senators Schultz, S. Fitzgerald, Cowles and Roessler;
cosponsoredby Representatived adwig, Gard, Albers,
Ainsworth, Ott, Gronemus, Krawczyk,aylor, Turner Hines

CarpenterPlale and Lassa; cosponsored by RepresentativeggdHuber

Musser,Petrowski,Suder Kreuser Turnet Vrakas, Gronemus,
Kreibich, Boyle, Pettis, Morris, Hahn, Owens, M. Lehman
Seratti, Balow, Miller, Young, Underheim, Travis,
Montgomery, Bies, Hines, Rhoades, D. MeyeKrawczyk,
Kestell, Black, Ladwig, Loefelholz, Johnsrud, Hebl, J.
FitzgeraldOtt, Freese,Gwnsend, Gunderson, OlseranRoy;
Wieckert,Stone, Vird, HundertmarkCoggs, Nass, Schneider
Jeskewitz,Shilling, Hubey McCormick, \Wkmir, J. Wbod,
Gundrum, Berceau, Kaufert, Plofjf Nischke, Richards,
Zepnick,Towns, Huebsch, Colon and Sinicki.

To committee onHomeland Security, Veterans and
Military Affairs and Government Reform.

SenateBill 171

Relating to: reimbursement of actual and necessary

expensesf legislators.

By Senator Hansen; cosponsored by Representatives
Lehmanand Zepnick.

To committee orSenate Organization
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To committee omAgricultur e, Financial Institutions and

'Insurance.

PETITIONS AND COMMUNICA TIONS

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor
May 19, 2003
To the Honorable, the Senate:

Thefollowing bill(s), originating in the Senate, have been
approvedsigned and deposited in thdicé of the Secretary of
State:

Bill Number Act Number Date Approved
Senate Bill 24 Wisconsin Act 23 May 19, 2003
§incerely,
JIM DOYLE

Governor



JOURNAL OF THE SENAE [May 21, 2003]

~ State of Wisconsin Claimant Agency Amount
Office of the Secetary of State 1.Julie & Mike Health and $5,000.00
To the Honorable, the Senate: Savidusky Family Services
Bill, Joint Rese  Act Number or Publication Date  2.University Avenue Wsconsin State $350.00
lution or Resolu Enrolled Number Stamps Fair Park
tion Number 3.Mullins Cheese, Inc. Agriculture, Tade  $17,568.12
Senate Bill 24  Wisconsin Act 23 June 2, 2003 & Consumer Protection
Sincerely 4. Colleen Eidt Revenue $3,540.94
' 5.Geoge T Harrell Revenue $5,980.39
DOUGLAS LA FOLLETTE X
Secretary of State 6.Jefrey LaBudda Employee Tust Funds $1,016.14
State of Wisconsin In addition, the following claims were consideed and
Commissioner of Insurance decided without hearings:
May 12, 2003 Claimant Agency Amount
The Honorable, The Legislature: 7 Frank T Teumer Natural Resources  $1,529.75
In accordance with €01.427(9) Wis. Stat., | am pleased to 8.Martha Gesch Revenue $21,000.00
submitthis report to the W§consin Legislature. This report is 9.Kimberly M. Aldridge Health and Family ~ $3,191.76
to evaluate thempact thatl995 Wsconsin Act 1thas had on Services
the following: 10Chris Hendrickson ~ Health and Family ~ $1,142.15
(@) The number ofhealth care providers practicing in Services/Administration
Wisconsin. 11 Millers Classified Administration $1,563.17
(b) The fees that healttcare providers pay under s. Insurance
655.27(3) Wis. Stats. 12Thomas M. Barcz ~ Administration $941.05
(c) The premiums thathealth care providers pay for 13Robert L. Collins-BeyCorrections $2,221.25
healthcare liability insurance. 14 Berrell Freeman Corrections $800.00
Theevaluation performed included the collection and analysidS: David K. Dellis Corrections $82.25
of statistics regardinthe number of health care providers andThe Board Finds:
premiumschagedfor health care liability insurance. Analysis 1. Mike and Julie Saviduskyof Madison, Visconsin

of these statistics determined the only discernaliectebn  cjaim $5,000.00 for medical expenses not covered by the
theseareas has been an estimated $88 million dollars reducti dgerCarerogram. In 2001, the claimants were invitecaon
in the actuarially determined assessment levels under s, 655 dding related thrée—day c,ruise to the Bahamas. with all

(3), Wis. Stats., over the Ias'F seve.n years.. , expensegaid by their hosts. Thaaimants were participants
The attached report provides information regarditie i, the BadgerCare program. Before leavingtiom trip, Mr

backgroundf Act 10, the statistics collected and the analySiSSavidusky consulted  their Dean Health Plan

pgrformed. Medi caid/Badger Care Handbook to determine if they needed
Sincerely, to purchase the health insurancéecdd by the cruise line.
JORGEGOMEZ Nothingin the handbook indicated that BadgerCare had any
Commissioner geographicrestrictions oncoverage, it simply stated, “For
State of Wisconsin severeemegencies, go to the nearest hospitkhic or doctor’
Claims Board Based on this information, they believed they would be covered
May 19, 2003 during the trip and therefore did not purchase the additional
The Honorable, The Senate: insurance. During the trip, while walking on the beach in
Encloseds the report of the State Claims Board covering thé\la_ssaul\/ls. Savidusky smﬁe_éred a grand mal seizure, during
claimsheard on April 25, 2003. which she stopped breathing and had no pulse. Her husband

The amounts recommended for payment under $5,000 o%dministered:PR and Ms. Savidusky was hospitalized for six
claimsincluded in this report have, under the provisions of Sdgys.The hospital required paym'eup front and a famlly'
16.007 Stats., been paid directly by the Board. friend loaned money to the claimants to cover the bill.

The Board is preparing the bill(s) on the recommendecglr'saVidUSkymade several calls to Dean Health while in the
award(s)over $5,000, if anyand will submit such to the Joint .ahamasand after they returned home and was assured each
Finance Committee for legislative introduction. time that the costs would be covered by BadgerCareo T
Thisreport is for the information of the Legislature. The Boardnonthslater BadgerCare informed traiaimants that their

would appreciate your acceptance and spreading of it upon tfaedical expenses would not evered because treatment
Journalto inform the members of the Legislature. occurredoutside theerritory of the US, Mexico and/or Canada

— a restriction allegedly set forth irdacument titledeligibility

Sincerely, and Benefits Handbook. The claimants state that they have
échthaEr-y ROTHSCHILD neverreceived any handboddy this name. The claimants filed
agrievancewith Dean Health, which was denied based on the
STATE OF WISCONSIN CLAIMS BOARD geographicrestriction. Dean Health alleged that it was the
The State Claims Board conducted hearings at the State’s responsibility to provide the claimants witthe
Department of Administration Building, St. Croix Room, Eligibility and Benefits Handbook. The claimants filedan
Madison, Wisconsin, on April 25, 2003, upon the appealwith the States Division of Hearing andippeals.
following claims: AdministrativeLaw Judge, Kenneth Adlawuled that coverage
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couldnot be granted because of the geographic restric&ins is decreased tthat of a used stamp. Finalthe claimant points
forth in the BadgerCare rules, but also stated that the claimants the fact that the host of the event, the Milwaukee Philatelic
might have a case in equityJudge Adler noted that although Society,fully supportshis claim as shown in their statement
DHFS claimed that the claimants “should” have received asubmitedwith his claim documents. In support of the claimant,
copy of theEligibility and Benefits Handbook, they could not MPS states that they believe that SkPresponsible for
verify that the claimants’ caseworker had ever provided it providing facilities andequipment that are ready for use and
themand, in fact, no one from DHFS was even able to producethatdo not cause their show any loss or damage.

copyof this handbook. The claimants state that they relied o8FPrecommends that this claim not be paid. SFP believes that
theonly rules that they were given, which madenmentionof ~ if moisture was the€ause of the damage to the claimant’
geographiaestrictions. The medical expenses they incurredstampsthe primary responsibility rests with the claimant to dry
totaled$7,070.75. Based on their legal research, the claimantietable before using. SFP believes that it is the claimant’

do not believe that they have a legal claim against Dean Cartgsponsibilityto protect theguality of his stamps. SFP states
The claimants are aware tiie Board$ $5,000.00 limit and, that the event at which the claimant exhibited his stamps was
ratherthan dealing with additional delays that would be causegonductedby the Milwaukee Philatelic SocietyWhile SFP

by legislation required for the full amount, they requestprovidesthe tables for the event, they are actually set up by MPS
paymentof $5,000 to cover the majority of their expenses. andtherefore any secondary responsibilitydoying the tables

DHFS does not contest payment of this claim.would rest with MPS. SFP also points to the fact that MPS’
Althoughthe medical services providémlthe claimants in the contractwith the state has a hold harmless agreement, releasing
Bahamasare not coveredunder the laws governing the the state from liability MPS also has a contract with each
BadgerCargrogram, DHFS admits that this lack of coverageexhibitor, which includes a hold harmless agreement for both
may not have been made clear to the claimants prior to their tripfdPSand SFP
DHFShas no objection to approval of this claim by the ClaimsThe Board concludes there has been an fitset showing of
Boardbut points to the fact that therenis DHFS appropriation negligenceon the partof the state, its @iters, agents or
to recommend as a payment source. Set¢fie8 104.01(1) employeesand this claim is neither one for which the state is
prohibitsdirect recipient reimbursement with program fundslegally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay
andit appears that the provider has already been paid. basedon equitable principles.

The Board concludes there has beenrmuficient 3. Mullins Cheese, Inc.pf Mosinee, Visconsin claims
showingof negligence on the part of the state, iticefs,  $17,568.12for damagesallegedly caused by milk testing
agentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which th&onductecby DATCP The claimant alleges that its own test,
stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume ange test performed by DRCP and tests conducted by a
paybased on equitable principles. third—party laboratory allwere negative for antibiotics in
2. University Avenue Stampsof Madison, Visconsin  excesf established limits. The claimastiates that DRCP
claims $350.00 for damage to stampscurred at the refusedo accept their test results and ordered them to hold all
MILCOPEX 2002 Stamp Shawvhich took place at ¥§consin  cheeseand whey protein concentrate but requested that they
State Fair Park in September 2002. ThkRimant was an destroytheir whey cream. The claimant alleges DATCP
exhibitorat the show The claimant set up his display using theeventuallyagreed to allow samples to be sent to a FDArab
tablesthat were provided by SFP ftre event. The claimant Coloradoand that this lals’test also came baokgative. The
stateghat the table he used did mqpear to be wet and that the claimant’swhey cream had been delivered to Grassland Dairy
surfacewas dry to the touch. The claimant placed a clotthen andhad been mixed into an evenger amount of whegream
table,arranged his stamps, which were displayed in packagdésom other sources. The claimant states that it continued
thathad paper backings, and thglaced a sheet of Plexiglas processinghe tested milk because it had no reason to believe
overthe top of the table to protect the stamps. The claimant laténatthe tests would bpositive, based on its own negative test
discoveredhatsome of his stamps had water damage and thagsults. Grassland voluntarily destroyed the 42,132 poafnds
thetable was wet to the touch. The claimant believes there waghey cream that had been mixed witfe claimans whey
moistureinside the table surface, which his tablecloth absorbedream.Grassland Dairg insurance carrier denied their claim
and which then became trapped under the Plexiglas. Ifor the dumpedctream and the claimant reimbursed them for
responsdo SFP$ assertion that he should have driefdtlé  their damages. The claimant believbat DATCP’s actions
table before using it, the claimant states that there was nwere inappropriate and that state personnelere
moistureevident on the table when he set up his display and thahcooperative.He requests reimbursement for the amdunt
he never would have placed his stamps on the tabble had had to pay Grassland Dairy for the dumped whey cream.
knownit was damp. The claimant believes that, although th®ATCP recommends denial of this claim. DBP conducted a
top of the table had dried out, there was apparently still moistuneegularly scheduled, unannounced inspection Mtillins
trappednside the table surface. The claimant believes that SFPheese. Pursuant to state and federal rules, thipection
storedthe tables improperly by letting them get wet and tiwn includedtesting milk for antibiotics beyond the ledahits.
allowing them to dry completely before using thagain. The DATCP states that on a number of previous occasions it has
stampsfor which the claimant is requesting reimbursementexplainedts FDA-approved test proceduvehich is diferent
werein mint condition and had never begsed. The moisture from and more sensitive than the claimanDATCP also states
from the table caused the stamps to adhere to the paper backihgtit has previouslgncouraged Mullins not to mingle loads of
andthey therefore are no longer considered unused betteuse milk that has been sampled until it receives the tests results from
gumonthe back of the stamp has been disturbed. Stamps wilPATCP. DATCP alleges that it is standard industry practice to
disturbed gum are no longer considered unused and their valbeld tested milk until the results areceived from DACP.
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Ignoring DATCP’s advicethe claimant chose to mix the tested awardedhe property in question in 1995 she alleged. DOR
milk into other loads, process it into cheese and other productates that the claimant failed to provide this requested
andship these producte other dairies before receiving the testdocumentationin her October 200Iresponse, so DOR
results.The day after the testing, D&P notified the claimant determinedthat its assessments were correct. FIin&@IPR
thatthe milk contained unacceptably high levels of antibioticsstatesthat there is no basis for the claimargssertion that
Two days laterDATCP requested that the claimant dispose obecausé¢he IRS accepted a correction of the assessment that the
adulterategroducts. The claimant requested that the sampleStateof Wisconsin should respond asimilar manner The
besent to a FDA lab and OACP voluntarily agreed to do so at federaladjustment to which theaimant refers relates to 1994
no cost to the claimant. This testing was expected to take @nreportednonemployee compensation, not rental income,
weeksto complete and all finished products from thiginal ~ whichis the subject of this claim.

milk load wereput on hold. Because of its short shelf life, the The Board concludes there has beenireuficient
claimantand one of its customers voluntarily destroyed loads a§howing of negligence on the part of the state, itcefs,
permeate made from the original milk load and Grassland Daiggentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which the
voluntarily destroyed 42,132 pounds of adulteratgdey  stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume and
cream. DATCP states that, contrary to the claimaasertion, paybased on equitable principles.

the FDA lab confirmed DACP’s findings concerning the level 5, GeorgeT. Harrell of Milwaukee, Wsconsin claims

of drug residue in the milk. The FDAtest is more sensitive  $5 980.3%or garnishment of his wages for allegedly overdue
than the tests done by either D8P or the claimant and estimated employee withholding tax assessments. The
allowed the FDA lab to specifically identify the antibiotic. claimant states that he was President and sole owner of
Oncethe drug was identified, DECP did determine that the GreenwoodRoofing Contractors, Inc. He states that he closed
residuewas within acceptable limits for that particular drug ancthis business in December 1988 but that DOR continued to send
releasedhe claimans cheese inventaryDATCP denies ever him estimated delinquent tax notices. He states that he was not
orderingthe claimant or any of its customers to destroy producteachablend received no mail from DOR for a period of two
DATCP points to the fact that it was not required to send thgearsafter he sold his business. He statest he appeared
sampledo the FDA lab but did so solely in order to assist thebeforea DOR revenue agent in November 2000 and cleared up
claimantin hopes of saving some of his product. T/ states the matter The claimant states that he did not contest the
thatthe claimant chose to disregard D2P advice when it garnishmentgarlierbecause he simply assumed that he owed
continuedo process tested milk before knowing thettestilts.  themoney He states that DOR informed him in February 2003
DATCP does not believe the state should reward the claimamitathe had over—paid his account by $5,980.39. The claimant
by paying for damages caused by his own poor judgement ar@legesthat he was never informed that he had any refand

risky behavior overpaymentiue and that he therefdieels that the statute of
Theboard recommendat the claim be paid in the |imitations should not apply to his situation.

amountof $17,568.12 based on equitable principles. DOR recommends denial dfiis claim. DOR states

4, Colleen Eidt of Brookfield, Wsconsin claims thatwhen the claimant closed Hissiness, he failed to properly

$3,540.94for overpayment of taxeeelated to adjustments notify DOR to inactivate his employsr withholding tax
madeby DOR to her 1993-1997 taxes. The IntefRalenue permit. As a result, DOR issued estimated employee
Servicemade adjustments to the claimari994 income taxes. withholdingtax assessments to the claimsobtrporation. The
DOR was notified by the IRSnade the same 1994 adjustmentsclaimantdid not appeal those assessments within the statutory
and also made adjustments to her rental income calculations fappealperiod. DOR states that between 1993 and 2001 it issued
1993-1997.DORissued assessments for amounts allegedlyelinquent notices, hearing notices and amnesty notices,
dueby the claimant after these adjustments were miHde. interceptedhe claimang 1996 and 199ihcome tax refunds
claimantpaid the assessments through a combinatialireft  andcertified hiswages in 1997, 1998 and 1999. DOR states
paymentsand intercepted tax refunds. The claimant admits thathatat no time during this entire period did the claimant ever
therewere errors made in the rental income but believes that trentactDOR to resolve the issue. DOR collected a tofal
errorsresult in relatively small adjustments ($200 to $400) not$6,023.39. In May 2001 theclaimant finally appeared at a
the $3,540.94 collected by DOR. The claimant apologizes fohearingand notified DORhat his business had closed in 1988.
not sending information requested by DOR earlier in order tarhe two-year statute difnitations for filing a claim for refund
clear up ownership of the property in question. The claimangxpiredon March 31, 1995.
admitsthat shamade some errors on her taxes but believes that The Board concludes there has beeniresuficient
DOR collected money far in excess of what she actually oweghowing of negligence on the part of the state, itficefs,
andrequests that she be reimbursed her overpayment. agentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which the
DOR recommends denial dfiis claim. DOR records stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume and
indicatethat it issued twassessments related to this matter paybased on equitable principles.
both of which were due in March 1999 and neither of whichg, Jeffrey LaBudda of Park Falls, Wsconsin claims
wereappealed within the required 60—day period. DOR stateg1 016.14or payment of attorney‘fees. Prior this May 1993
that it had several contacts with tt@aimants Power of retirement from state service, the claimant received two
Attorneyin 2000 and that he was informed of the 2—-year statutpaymentsfor sick leave reimbursement as part of a wdsker
of limitations by the Revenue Agent. Based on the dates th&mpensationsettiement. In October 2000, the claimant
assessmenigere issued, the statute of limitations expired inreceiveda notice from DETF alleging that he had received a
December2000and January 2001 for the two assessmentsp1 744.45vorker's comp. payment iMay of 1994, almost a

DOR states that it specifically requestembpies of the vyearafter he had retired, which was not allowed. The letter
claimant'sdivorce decree inrder to verify that she had been
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statedthat the claimariad to reimburse DETF or the amount claimantobtained repair estimates and found that it would cost
would be withheld from his retirement checks. The claimantmoreto fix the damaged trailer than to purchase a new he.
statesthat hecould find no record of such a payment andclaimantrequests reimbursement for the cost of a new trailer
therefore appealed DETE' determination and hired an DNR recommends denial of this claim. DNR believes
attorney. The claimant states that several days after théhat this claim is directly covered liye Recreational Immunity
pre—hearingconference, he received a letter from DETFLaw (s.895.52 Stats.), which states that property owners are
clarifying that the alleged payment had been issued by twoot responsible forproperty damage which arises from
disbursement$$610.71 and $1,133.74) in May 1994. The recreationahctivities on state lands. DNR believes that the
claimantappealed this second determination. He searched hiop off discovered by the claimant was caused by individuals
recordsand he found that the amounts given by DETF wergower-loadingtheir boats onto trailers.(A depression is
identicalto the amounts of his sick leave payments from 1993createdat the base of the ramp by the motor runninghiallow
Theclaimant alleges that at the pre—hearing conference for thisater.) DNR also believes that the state had little control over
secondappeal, he presented evidence that these payments hhdb situation. Although park sfafhspectshe launch regularly
beenmade prior to his 1993 retirement and states that the DET&srequired by lawit is impossible for them to do so onlaily
attorneyadmitted that therappeared to be an error in DESF basis. DNR states that a single incideritpower—loading could
computerrecords. The claimant states that DESTRttorney  have been enough to cause the depression that caught the
alsosaid he would investigate and contact the clainysfber claimant'strailer DNR states that makirtge state responsible
severalmonths went bythe claimant received a letter from for thesetypes of damages would most likely cause them to
anotherindividual at DETF agreeing that the payments werereconsidemmaintaining this and othdroat launches. On the
madein 1993 and that he did not owe the morighe claimant  basisof the Recreational Immunity Law and absent any clear
againcontacted the Hearing Examiner regarding the status afhowingof negligence by its employees, the DNR beligtiés
his appeal and was told that the last letter from DETF rendereclaim should be denied.
his appeal moot and that he could not be awarded fees because The Board concludes there has beenirauficient
the appeal had been dismissed. The claimant belieaeitis  showing of negligence on the part of the state, itficefs,
solelybecause oDETF’s error that he was required to hire an agentor employees and this claim is neither one for which the
attorney.He disputes DETE'claim that the attorney/fees for  stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume and
his second appeal should not be paid because his second appeEaf based on equitable principles.
wasin response to a second incorréetermination by DETF g, Martha Gesch of Wauwatosa, \iconsin claims
The claimant does not believe it is just that he should have tg21,000.00for reimbursement of monies garnished tixes
pay costs that were caused by DEJFcomputer errors, notowed. The claimant states that, due to extreme personal
negligentinvestigation and repeated delays. hardship, she stopped filing income taxes in 1992. The
DETF does not believe that this claim is entirely claimantstates that shexperienced personal fiifulties in the
reasonable because it appetosinclude chages for other two years leading up to the time when she stopfied
matters. DETF points to the fact that the billings submitted byincluding the death of her husbantbeing mugged and
the claimant do not distinguish between his original appeal anflospitalizedand attempting to cope with the unpaid portions of
a subsequent appeal which was withdrawn by the claimanthe ensuing medical bills from her hospitalizatioBhe also
DETF also believes that the actual warécessary to resolve stateshat between 1998nd 1999 a family member was jailed,
this matterinvolved the claimant searching his own recordsthe claimant was harassed byicted tenants, she had geny,
which did not require the assistance of skilled legal coustsel brokeher wrist, was laid éfrom her job of 27 years and was
$150per hour DETF acknowledges that finding the records hospitalizedafter being struck by a cafheclaimant states that
did involve some €ébrt on the claimantpart, but he appears to a|l of these incidents, in addition to her inability to drive, made
havefound the documents himself and provided them to higt extremely dificult to deal with her tax issues. The claimant
attorney. DETF believes that if the board determines thatpointsto the fact that she only would have owed $623 if she had
paymentshould be made, that the claimant should didy filed in a timely fashion, not the $21,000 taken by DCBhe
reimbursedor part of his claimed amount. DETF reminds thealsopoints to the fact that, although she was not requirdaby
boardthat DETF does not hawaithority to or an appropriation  to file taxes because of her low income in 1998, 1992800,
from which it can pay the claimant directly and that the ClaimDOR continued to tell her she had to file. The claimant admits
Board lacks theauthority to order payment from the Public thatshe should pay some penalty for not filing her taxethfor
EmployeeTrust Fund. [74 Op. AttyGen. 193, 196 (1985)].  yearsin questionput believes that an overpayment of $21,000
The Board concludes there has beenresuficient s extreme. The claimant believes ths is especially true in
showing of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, light of the fact that her failure to file wast caused by a desire
agentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which theg avoid paying taxes, but kilge many and unexpected personal
stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume argardshipsshe faced during those years.
paybased on equitable principles. DOR recommends denial dliis claim. DOR states
7. Frank T. Teumer of Necedah, \lgconsin claims thatits assessments are based on a high estimateof-ilers
$1,529.750r damage to boat trailer which allegedly occurredincomeas a means to encourage the taxpayer to file the returns
at BuckhornState Park in September 2002. The claimant stateendpay the actuabx owed. In this instance the claimant failed
thathe backed hiboat down a ramp at the park, unloaded theto file income taxes for 1992 through 1996 and DOR issued
boat, and tried to drive the trailer back up the ramphe threeestimated assessments to cover those years. DOR states
claimantstates that the trailer became wedged in a drfogt of thatit had a number of contacts witle claimant in an attempt
thebottom of the ramp. It took the assistanteeveral others to resolve theaccount, including a personal home visit and
to extricate the trailer and it was damagmethe process. The weeklydiscussions with her Power of Attorney in October and
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Novemberof 1999. DORrecords also indicate that the causedby her ownnegligence. If she had planned ahead
claimantmade several promises to file the requested returnegardingthe re—certification training or had aadternate

and that, in response, the department agreed to delagroviderin place as required, she would not have been in the
garnishment&nd made other agreements to assist figle  positionof having to provide services without being paid.
claimantfailed to file the requested returns until DOR initiated The Board concludes there has beenresuficient
actionto sell her rental property in 2002 in order to pay theshowing of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs,
assessmentDOR states that the two—yestatute of limitations  agentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which the
for the claimant to request a refund expired in December 1998tateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume and

The Board concludes there has beenresuficient  paybased on equitable principles.

showing of negligence on the part of the state, iticefs, 14 Chris Hendrickson of Madison, Visconsinclaims

agentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which th% 142.150r vehicle damageaused by a state employee. The
stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume ang,imant also a state employee, parks his vehicle in an assigned
paybased on equitable principles. _ spotbehindthe Wison State Cffce Building. In June 2002,
9. Kimberley M. Aldridge of Deforest, Visconsin  \yhjle backing out of a nearby parking space, anotitate
claims$3,191.76 for wages not received because of a lapse employesstruck the claimargvehicle. A report was filed with
her professional certification. The claimétn independent the Capitol Police. The claimant obtained two regstimates
Medicaidprovider anchas provided respiratory care services gndsubmitted them to an employee at DHFet ofice, who
(RCS)to a ventilator-dependent client for two and a half yearsigter indicated that she forwarded theaterials to Risk
Theclaimant is paid for her services through Electronic Datajanagemenat DOA. The claimant states that several months
SystemdqEDS) on behalf of the Medicaid program. When sheyent by without hearing anything so he contacted Risk
did not receive her regular paychemk October 26, 2001, the Managementand was told that they never received the
claimantcontacted EDS and was told that she could npBlit  estimategrom DHFS. DOA also informed the claimant that
becauséer RCS certification had expired Outober 22, 2001.  the deadline for filing with Risk Management had passed and

Theclaimant states that she contacted the ciigiatse manager  thatthey could no longeassist him. The claimant gathered and
to inform her that the certificationad expired and that another g ,pmitted information as instructed and requests

providerwould have to be found for the client until the claimantejmpursemertior the cost of repairing his vehicle.
could get re—certified. The claimant states that the case DHFS recommends payment of this claim in the

managercontacted other nurseroviders as well as private requcedamount of $831.30. DHFS agrees with the facts of the
companiessuch as igiting Nurse Service, in an attempt to find sjtyationas presented by the claimant. DOA Risk Management
atemporary replacement provider but was unable to do so. Thgsindicated that if they had received the estimates in a timely
claimantstates that she was therefore obligated to continugannerthey most likelywould have reimbursed the claimant
working for the client withoutpay until she could be 1000 of the lowest repair estimate. DHFS therefore

re-certified. ~ The claimant states that thearliest recommendpayment of the lower dfe two estimates in the
re—certificationclass available was on November 12, 2001,3mount of $831.30.

therefore she hado work from October 23 through November TheBoard concludes the claim should be paid in the

6 (99 hours) without payThe claimant believes she should not regucedamount of $831.30 based on equitable principles. The
sufferfinancial hardship because continued to prosielwices  Board further concludes, under authority of16.007 (6m)
to a dependent client. The claimant requests reimbursement f@fats. paymentshould be made from the Department of

herlost wages in the amount of $3,191.76. Administrationappropriation s20.505(2)(k) Stats[Member
DHFSrecommends denial of this claim. DHE@tes  Rothschild not participating]

that, by law Medicaid payments may only be made to . . .
Medicaid—certifiedoroviders. The claimant has been certified 11'_ Millers Classn‘lgd Insurance of Alton, _||I|n0|s
to provide RCS since 1998. DHFS states that the last time t aims$1,563.17 for vehicle damage causedatfglling tree

claimantre—certified in October 199he was informed that the ran_ch. The clqiman‘s insured had parked_her vehicle on the
re—certificationwas limited and that she would need to attenac""p'tOISquare n Qctober 2002. She was in a restaurant across
additional training beforethe two—year expiration. DHFS thestreetfor ten minutes when somedolel her a tree branch

stateghat the claimant was specifically reminded that it was hepadfallen on her carThe branch destrpyed the v_vmdsh_leld and
responsibilityto meet this requirement before her certificationScratchedne top and hood of the vehiclghe claimant is the
lapsedin October 2001 but that she failed to do so. Medicaid"Sureérfor this vehicleand requests reimbursement for the
rulesdo not allow for payment to uncertified providers. DHFS_coststo repair the vehicle and provide a rental vehicle to their
pointsto the fact that the required retraining is provided on dnsured- _ o

monthly basis, at a minimum of ten sites around the state, . DOA recommend_s der_nal of this cla_lm based on the
DHFSbelieves that the claimant had easy access to the trainiﬁga_'mSBoarOIS long—standing history of denying subrogation
and should have made the necessary arrangements. dggFS ¢'aMS: o
pointsto the fact that, although the claimant states that the cas The Board concludes there has beenirsuficient

managercould not find a replacement providigwas actually s?]owmg of nelgllgence donh.thel part. of t.hhe state,flt&cer:‘_s,h h
the claimants responsibility to do so. Medicaid rules require agen_tsnr employees an this claim IS neither one for which the
providers such as the claimant to maintain regular stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume and

arrangementgor a back up provider who can step in if the pay based on equitable principle$viember Rothschild not

primary provideris unavailable. It appears that the claimant digP ticipating]
not have a back up provider in place as requiretbgicaid.  12. ThomasM. Barcz of Madison, Wisconsin claims
DHFS believes that any losses fared by the claimant were $941.05for damages to a vehicle parkieda state parking lot.
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The claimant states that his car was parked in the parkinthe claimant is correct and he dibt receive his properthis
garageunder GEF 1 in January 2003, when a chunk of concretelaim is against fansCor America. DOG’ contract with
fell from the ceiling onto the vehicle. The claimant states thatransCorcontains a hold harmless clause, which protigts
the concrete cracked the windshield, scratcheddtieer's stateagainst “all suits, actions, or claims of any character
window and dented the frame. He requests $941.0B®roughtfor or onaccount of any injuries or damages received
reimbursement.The claimant has not submitted a claim to hisby any persons or property resultifigm the operations of the
insurer but the damages would be fully covarader his auto  contractor..” Therefore, TansCor isresponsible for any
insurancepolicy. allegeddamages stdred by the claimant, not DOC.

DOA recommends that this claim be deniedthg The Board concludes there has beeniresuficient
board. DOA does not dispute that the accident occuaed showingof negligence on the part of the state, itficefs,
statedn the claimans claim. Howevelthe claimant does have agentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which the
full coverage through his vehicle insurarficethe damages stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume and
sustained. DOA thereforerecommends denial of this claim paybased on equitable principles.
based on the fact that the damages are fully covered by the, Berrell Freeman of Boscobel, Wsconsin claims
claimant'sinsurance. $800.00for wages allegedly owesly DOC. In 1999, while an

The Board concludes there has beenresuficient  inmate at Whiteville Correctional Facility (WCF) in
showingof negligence on the part of the state, iticefs,  Tennesseehe claimant was found guilty offehse 303.18.
agentsor employees and this claim is neither one for which therhe claimant was then transferred to thés@énsin Secure
stateis legally liable nor one which the state should assume ar@rogram Facility (WSPF f/k/a Supermax) and placed in
pay based on equitable principlggvember Rothschild not  restrictedstatus, during which he allegedly did not receive
participating.] wages. In August 2001, the claimant receiveotice that this
13. Robert L. Collins—Bey of Boscobel, Wisconsin  offensewas being expunged from his record. The claimant
claims $2,221.25 forproperty allegedly lost by DOC. In allegesthat DOC rules and regulations mandate that he be paid
Decemberl999 the claimant was transferred frorfederal  backwages at the rate of his former inmate job at W@tehen
penitentiaryin Tennessee to Columbia Correctional InstitutionHelper. The claimant points to a recent lawsuit filed by a
(CCI). TransCor America, a private company under contrachumberof inmates, in which, the claimant alleges, the Court
with DOC, conducted the transféfhe claimant states that, ruledthat inmates foundot guilty of ofenses must be paid
uponarrival at CCl, a fansCor employee told him that his backwages for any employment lost due to being disciplined
propertyhad been left indhnessee and thatwbuld be mailed  for the ofenses. The claimant also states that the WSPF warden
to him at CCI when the employee got back to Nashville. Theuledthat the claimant should have been in pay status from his
claimantstates that he waited twoonths but did not receive arrival at WSPF untilhe was placed in administrative
his property so he filed an Inmate Complaint with DOC. DOC confinementstatus (from December 10, 1999 to AptB,
dismissedhe complaint, stating thardnsCor had told them 2000.) The claimant states that he was earning approximately
theystill had the claimarg’property and would mail it to him. $45permonth as a Kitchen Bvker and therefore requests back
The claimant was then transferred to thés®dénsin Secure wagesin the amount of $800.00.

ProgramFacility. He states that he filed a second InmateDOC recommends denial of this claim. In November 1999
Complaintfor the property because he was at a mshitution  the claimant was involved in an inmate uprising at WCF

but that DOC dismissed the complaor the grounds that he during which employees were taken hostage. As a result of
had never appealed the first complaime filed at CCIl. The his active involvement in this incident, the claimant was
claimantalleges that he hantacted fansCor a number of given a conduct report, which was upheld by the WCF
timesand has tried to bring legal action against them, all to navarden. In December 1999 the claimant was transferred to
avail. Theclaimant denies that he received his property in Jun&/SPF and placed in program segregation status. In June
2000,as asserted by DOC. The claimant states that the prope@p00 several inmates (not including the claimant) who were
sheetsubmitted by DOC as evidence of the return of thisinvolved in the uprising filed a court action challenging the
propertyis fraudulent. The claimant believes thaaisCoris  disciplinary action, the change in their the security

anagent of DOC and that DOC is therefore responsible for thelassifications, and their placement in administrative

lossof his propertywhich has now been missing for over 33 confinement, all of which arose in response to their
months.Finally, the claimant allegethat DOCS contention  participation in the original disturbance. In March 2001 the
that the “hold harmless” agreememt TransCors contract court issued an order to expunge the disciplinary reports of
protectsthe state is “legally frivolous.” The claimant believes the petitioners, vacate their security classification changes
thatthis clause in the agreement prevemen$Cor from suing and administrative confinement, and remand the matters back
DOC if anything goes wrong but does not apply in any way tdo the appropriate DOC review committees with instructions
him or other inmates. that they conduct new hearings consistent with the sourt’

DOC recommends denialf this claim on several decision. Although he was not a named petitioter
grounds First, DOCstates that because the claimant failed toclaimants conduct report was expunged based on this court
appeabhis initial complaint filed at CClI, he has not exhausteddecision and his status was changed from program
his administrative remedies. Second, DOC believes that thesegregation to temporary lockup. In April 2001, the WSPF
is evidence, in the form of a property inventory sheet, that thevarden informed the businesdio# that the claimant should
claimantdid receive his propertin June 2000. In addition, have been in pay status from his arrival at WSPF until he was
DOC points to the fact that trebaimant has submitted no proof placed in administrative confinement (12/10/99 to 4/19/00).
of ownership—not even an itemization—of the allegedlyThe warden indicated that the claimant should be
missingproperty and its value. FinallpOC states that, even if compensated at the unassigned rate of $0.08 per fiber
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claimant filed complaints requesting that he be paid ata  type of “grandfathered” propertand believes that DOC is
higher wage rate. These complaints were reviewed and  intentionally damaging “grandfathered” property in order to
dismissed by DOC. The claimant alleges that he is entitled takeit away from inmates.

wages at the higher rate of pay he received as a Kitchen ~ DOC recommends denial of this clairfthe claimant received
Helper at WCF because his conduct report was expunged. his property on March 20, 2003, but failed to file any complaint

DOC disagrees. His rate of pay has been set at the until April 5, 2003. DOC states that the claimam®mplaints
unassigned rate because, unlike WitBEre are no inmate job all focusedon allegedly missing propertyot the damaged
assignments at WSPH he claimant refers to both DOC radio and that his own statement on his initial complaint
313.11(8) and 309.55(8) of the Administrative Code as indicates‘issue: property taken from me upon arrivaCatl.”
justification for the higher wage but DOC points to the fact DOC points to the fact that the Administrative Code provides
that neither are applicable to the claimsusituation. The thatrepair of inmate property shall be at the innméxXpense

former only applies to Prison Industries jobs and the latter and that DOC is not responsible for losslamage caused by
does not apply because WSPF does not have any inmate jotheinmate or other inmates. Although D@Jesponsible for
assignments. Pursuant to DOC 309.55(7)(ald. Adm. propertydamaged by DOC sfafthe claimant has provided
Code, all WSPF inmates who are eligible to be paid are absolutelyno evidence to support his contention that DOC
placed in the category of involuntarily unassigned, which  personnekausedhe damage. Barring such evidence, DOC

pays $0.08 per hourFinally, DOC disagrees with the does not believe the state should be held responsible for the
claimants conclusions regarding the court action. The courtdamages.

stated that the inmates’ pay rate should be determined by The Board concludes there has been an ficgrit

their status “immediately prior to placement in administrativeshowing of negligence on the part of the state,dfficers,
confinement.” Immediately prior to being placed in agentor employees and this claim is neither @rewhich the
administrative segregation, the claimamwas in temporary stateis legallyliable nor one which the state should assume and
lock up status due to his involvement in the WCF paybased on equitable principles.

disturbance. DOC therefore believes that it properly set the The Board concludes:
claimants wage rate at $0.08 per hour

The Board concludes there has been anfiegerit showing
of negligence on the part of the state, ificefs, agents or
employees and this claim is neither one for which the state is

1. The claims of the following claimants should be
denied:
Mike and Julie Savidusky
University Avenue Stamps

legally liable nor one which the state should assume and pay Colleen Eidt

based on equitable principles. Geoge T Harrell

15. DavidK. Dellis of Portage, Wéconsin claims $82.25 Jefrey LaBudda

for the cost of replacing a radio allegedly damage®GC Frank T Teumer

personnel.The claimant states that, while he was at Green Bay Martha Gesch

Correctionallnstitution, his radio wasg1 good repair and had Kimberley M. Aldridge

beeninspected and approved as such by DOG. stafMarch Millers Classified Insurance

2003 the claimant was transferréd Columbia Correctional Thomas M. Barcz

Institution(CCl). The claimant alleges that when he received Robert L. Collins-Bey

his property at CCl, his radio was broken. The claimant alleges Berrell Freeman

that he reported the damagemediately to CCI stafand David K. Dellis

shortlythereafteffiled a formal complaint about the damaged 2 paymentof the following amounts to thefollowing
radioand other allegedly missing properijhe claimant states claimants from the following appropriations is
that DOC dismissed his complaint based on the missing justified under s.16.007 Stats:

propertyissues but never actually addressed the issue of the Chris Hendrickson$831.30  s20.505(2)(k) Stats.
damagedadio. The claimant states that he continued filingrne Board recommends:

requestsn an attempt to get DO address the broken radio. _

He stateghat in July 2002 DOC took the radio away from him 1~ Paymentof $17,568.12 to Mullins Cheese, Inc. for
becausét was broken and told him that he would have to get it damagesrelated to a Department of Agriculture,
fixed before it could be returned. The claimant believes that Trade & Consumer Protection milk inspection.
DOC never properlyaddressed or investigated the brokenDated at Madison, Wsconsin this __15 day of May 2003.
radio. He states that it took DOC five months to finally reply .

thatthey “had no way of knowing how (tnadio) was broken.” glan Lee, Chaw fthe A G |

He alleges that there were witnesses availalble could testify epresentative of the Attorney Genera
that the radio was broken from the moment he recéiedCl  John E. Rothschild, Secretary

andthat DOC never interviewed these witnesses. The claimafepresentative of the Secretary of Administration
stateghat it will cost more to repair the radio thiaus worth.  sian Davis

Theclaimant states that DOC has changed propeltg so that  Representative of the Governor

radiossuch as the claimast'which have cassette players, are

no longer allowed. Pursuant to DOC poli¢ithe claimans Roberthchh .

radio, which was already in his possession when the ruleS€nate Finance Committee
changedwas “grandfathered in”. Thelaimant alleges that Dan Meyer

thereis a higher incidence of property damage and lofido Assembly Finance Committee
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State of Wisconsin
Ethics Board

May 20, 2003
To the Honorable the Senate:

The following lobbyists have beuthorized to act on behalf OUrISM:

of the oganizations set opposite their names.

For more detailed information about these lobbyists and

Sincerely,

JIM DOYLE
Governor

Readandreferred to committee dfigher Education and

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor

organizationsand a complete list of ganizations and people May 14, 2003
authorizedo lobby the 2001 session of the legislature, visit therhe Honorable, The Senate:

EthicsBoards web site alittp://ethics.state.wi.us

Cullen, Lee Madison Gas & Electric Company
Elliott, Brian Paratech Ambulance Service

Jadin, Paul Green Bay Area Chamber of Commece
Mc Coshen, Wiam J Scientific Games International
Inc

Mowry, Bryan ~ American Heart Association
O’Meara, Jack Self-insurance Institute of America
Patchett JD, JohnWisconsin Medical Society
Pawlisch, Curt Madison Gas & Electric Company
Pawlisch, Curt Waterkeepers of Wsconsin

Ranous, J&fey CMC Heartland Partners

Reimer Mark S Foth & Van Dyke and Associates
Rogowski, Michael Paratech Ambulance Service
Springer Thomas J Paratech Ambulance Service
Viohl, Bridget ~ American Cancer Society

Wineke, Joseph Scientific Games International Inc

| am pleased to nominate and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, do appoint KEHALLAN, of Kenosha, aa
memberof the Wisconsin Echnical College Systems Board, to
servefor the term ending May 1, 2005.
Sincerely,
JIM DOYLE
Governor

Readandreferred to committee dfigher Education and
Tourism.

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor

May 14, 2003
The Honorable, The Senate:

| am pleased to nominate and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, do appoinABQUEZ, JOSEof Wauwatosaas

amember of the gconsin Echnical College Systenoard,
to serve for the term ending May 1, 2009.

Sincerely,
JIM DOYLE

Also available from the W¥consin EthicsBoard are reports Governor

identifying the amountind value of time state agencies have
spentto afect legislative action and reports of expenditures fo
lobbyingactivities filed by oganizations that employ lobbyists.

Sincerely,

R.ROTH JUDD
Director

ADVICE AND CONSENT OF THE SENATE

State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor

May 2, 2003
The Honorable, The Senate:

| am pleased to nominate and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, do appoint PRUITCHUCK, of Shorewoodas
a member of the Board of Regents of the University of

Readandreferred to committee drigher Education and

I"I'ourism.

REFERRALS AND RECEIPT OF
COMMITTEE REPOR TS CONCERNING
PROPOSED ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

The committee orHealth, Children, Families, Aging and
Long Term Care reports and recommends:

SenateClearinghouse Rule02-125
Relatingto changes made as a resulf001 Wsconsin Act
80, specifically music, art and dance therapists who practice
psychotherapy.
No action taken.

Carol Roessler
Chairperson

WisconsinSystem, to serve for the term ending May 1, 2009.

Sincerely,
JIM DOYLE
Governor
Readandreferred to committee ddigher Education and
Tourism.
State of Wisconsin
Office of the Governor
May 14, 2003

The Honorable, The Senate:

| am pleased to nominate and with the advice and consent

AMENDMENTS OFFERED

Senatesubstitute amendment 1$enate Bill 63offered by
SenatoiZien.

Senatesubstitute amendment 1$enate Bill 94offered by
SenatoHansen.

Senatesubstitute amendment 1 $&nate Bill 130offered
by Senator Hansen.

CHIEF CLERK'S REPORT
The Chief Clerk records:
Senate Bill 24

of the Senate, dappoint CUENE, MAR/, of GreenBay; as a
memberof the Wsconsin Bchnical College Systems Board, to Presented to the Governor on May 15, 2003.
servefor the term ending May 1, 2007. _—
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LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE BUREAU
CORRECTIONS
CORRECTIONS IN:
2003 SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 19
Prepared by the Legislative Reference Bureau

(May 13, 2003)

In enrolling, the following correction was made:
1. Page 2, line 13: delete “Chapter 40” and
substitute “Chapter 43”.
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