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SE NATOR CONNEALY: Th e  committee a m e n d m e n t s  w o u l d  add to the
claims bill two claims that w ere added fo r  W o r k e r s ' Compen s a t i o n  
Lu m p - S u m  S e t tlements after the. . . a f t e r  t he bill wa s  drafted. A 
tort claim is also a d d e d  a nd some d r a f t i n g  c h anges and, finally, 
there's a change t h a t  I b r o u g h t  to the committee, a claim that 
was added to pa y  $5, 0 0 0  for a H e a l t h  an d  H u m a n  S ervices worker, 
K a t h y  Anstine, for a s u g g esti on that she m a d e  to th e  state that 
saved the state money. She i n i t i a l l y  p r o m i s e d . ..she was 
i nitially p r o m i s e d  an award t h r o u g h  t he s t ate's suggestion 
board, w h i c h  wa s  t h e n  r e v o k e d  at th e  e l e v e n t h  hour. This was 
b e c a u s e  someone s a i d  that t h a t  p a r t  of t h e s y s t e m  wa s  s upposed 
to b e  in p l a c e  bu t  it just w a s n ' t  u p  and r u n n i n g  at that time. 
Ms. Ansti n e ' s  a c t i o n  p r o m p t e d  th e  i m m e d i a t e  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  of 
the p r o c e d u r e  that w a s n ' t  in p l a c e  w h e n  s he s u g g e s t e d  it and, 
thus, it d i d  save the state money. T h e  r e a s o n  th e  committee 
added this c l a i m  to th e  claims b ill is t h a t  we w a n t e d  to right 
this, what we t h i n k  is a w r o n g  to a st a t e  employee. Th e s e . . . i n  
these d i f f i c u l t  e conomic times, we n e e d  to s how our state 
employees our a p p r e c i a t i o n  for th e  d i l i g e n t  w o r k  t hat they do 
and encourage t hem t o  h e l p  f ind w ays to save our state money. 
Also, I t h i n k  it's n e c e s s a r y  to s end a m e s s a g e  that the state 
employees' su g g e s t i o n  syst e m  needs to be fixed. The rules n eed 
to be r e vised and the p r o cess needs t o  be clarified. It's 
apparent that t h e r e 's some conf u s i o n  in th e  rules and i t 's 
arbitrary in ho w  t h e y ' r e  applied. We d o n ' t  w a n t  to send mixed 
messages. We w ant th e s e  employees to b e  a ble to encourage 
i mprovements that save m o n e y  and then r e c o g n i z e  that. This has 
been, to some extent, an emba r r a s s m e n t  t o  the state and we 
wanted to c o r rect this oversight. Back t o  th e  o riginal claims, 
we have a t r e m endous amount of ALRs again t his year. We talk e d  
about the A LRs  l ast year and ho p e d  to be a ble to fix that 
problem. We h ave n o t  d o n e  that. Over t h e  i n t e r i m  we b r ought 
t ogether th e  T r e a s u r e r ' s  Office, t h e  Cla i m s  Board, the 
D e p a r t m e n t  of Roads . . . I  m e a n  th e  D e p a r t m e n t  of Transportation, 
and the At t o r n e y  G e n e r a l 's Off i c e  in an a t t e m p t  to tr y  to solve 
this, what we see as a problem, and h a v e  th e  claims come t h rough 
the claims p r o cess for ALRs. As yo u  remember, A LRs w ere set u p  
w here if you h a v e  a d r u n k e n  d r i v i n g  a r r e s t  y o u r  license can be 
a dministr a t i v e l y  r e v o k e d  b y  the D e p a r t m e n t  of Transportation.


