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TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE CLERK OF THE LEGISLATURE
T ra n sc rib e r 's  O f f ic e

SENATOR CUDABACK: If  you and Jerry are disabled, work for the
same company and issued this c a r , . . .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Um-huh.

SENATOR CUDABACK: . . .t h e n  you c o u ld ...o r  that company could
receive a plate for that particular automobile. But they can 't  
just go down and say, I want five plates, absolutely not. You, 
Senator Chambers, must be the driver of that car, you must be, 
or you're in violation of the law.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But how would that keep the corporation from
letting other people who are not disabled use the car so that 
they could easily park very near whatever establishment they 
have to go to?

SENATOR CUDABACK: That car is checked out to that person at the
time, I guess if  you want to break the law . . .  currently, i f  I 
want to jump in your automobile and drive it with a sticker on 
it , I could do it currently. I guess if  you have cheaters, I 
guess people may finJ a way around the law. As we all know, we 
can at times. But the same statute covers that from happening 
as exists currently. So we did not change that law. You're 
s t ill  breaking the law, if  you are caught doing it .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: In this case w ill the punishment be imposed
on the company?

SENATOR CUDABACK: 
That18 the way I . . .

It would be imposed on the company, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: If a person who should n o t . . .who is not
authorized to drive that car drives it , then the company is the 
one that w ill be punished.

SENATOR CUDABACK: My interpretation, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And how w ill the company be punished?

SENATOR CUDABACK: I do not know the fine . I do not know ...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But there would be a f in e  that the company
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