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C la s s  I I I  m isdem eanor, a f i v e  h un dred d o l l a r  f in e  o r  
t h r e e  months in  j a i l  maximum as a p r a c t i c a l  m a t t e r, i t  
w ould be l e s s  th a n  th a t  on a f i r s t  o f f e n s e ,  c o n s id e r a b ly  
l e s s ,  b u t a t  any r a t e  it, i s  th e  same b o th  f o r  th e  co n 
sum er and f o r  th e  o p e r a t o r  o f  th e  s t a t i o n .  We t r e a t  
them a l i k e  b u t we do make i t  more s e v e re  f o r  th e  o p e r a t o r
o f  th e  s t a t i o n  so do w it h  t h i s  v/hat you w i l l  b u t I  w anted
to  be s u re  you v/ere c l e a r  on v/hat th e  com m ittee amendments 
do r i g h t  now. Thank yo u .

SENATOR NICHOL: S e n a to r W e s e ly , d id  you w is h  to  sp e a k  to
th e  H e fn e r amendment? I s  t h e re  anyone e ls e  who w is h e s  to  
sp e ak  to  th e  H e fn e r amendment? S e n a to r  H o a g la n d .

SENATOR HOAGLAND: I  v/ould j u s t  l i k e  to  make a c o u p le
b r i e f  re m a rk s to  th e  H e fn e r amendment. I t  seems to  me
t h a t  th e  h e a r in g  v/e had b e f o r e  th e  P u b lic  W orks Com m ittee 
showed th a t  t h e re  was c o n s id e r a b le  ab u se  on th e  p a r t  o f  
some in s p e c t o r s  i n  te rm s o f  i s s u i n g  f a l s e  c e r t i f i c a t e s  
and I  w onder i f  S e n a to r H e fn e r w ould be a g re e a b le  to  
m aking a second o f f e n s e  a C la s s  I I I  m isdem eanor w it h  
r e s p e c t  to  th e  in s p e c t o r .  S e n a to r H e fn e r , may I  a d d re s s  
a q u e s t io n  to you? I  w onder i f  he w ould y i e l d .

SENATOR NICHOL: S e n a to r  H e fn e r , w ould you re s p o n d , p le a s e ?

SENATOR HOAGLAND: I  w onder i f  you w ould be a g r e e a b le  t c  a
re fin e m e n t inasm uch as many o f  the p ro b le m s w it h  th e  in s p e c 
t io n  system  have to  do w it h  in s p e c t o r s ,  f i l l i n g  s t a t i o n s  th a t  
a re  not c o m p ly in g  v /ith  th e  law  In  good f a i t h .  I  w onder i f  
you w ould a g re e  to  h a v in g  a t  l e a s t  a secon d o f f e n s e  c o n v ic 
t io n  by a f i l l i n g  s t a t i o n  owner o r  em ployee be a C la s s  I I I  
m isdem eanor i f  you d o n 't  want to  make a f i r s t  o f f e n s e  co n 
v i c t i o n  a C la s s  I I I  m isdem eanor?

SENATOR HEFNER: S e n a to r H o a g la n d , I  t h in k  I  w ould go a lo n r
w ith  th a t  but I  j u s t  t h in k  we s h o u ld  ta k e  o ut th e  p r is o n  
s e n te n c e  on th e  f i r s t  o f f e n s e ,

SENATOR HOAGLAND: F o r th e  in s p e c t o r ,

SENATOR HEFNER: F o r th e  in s p e c t o r ,  y e s .

SENATOR HOAGLAND: And I  t h in k  as f a r  as th e  consum er i s
c o n c e rn e d  i t  does make s e n s e  to make t h a t  a C la s s  IV  m is 
dem eanor b u t i f  we do have th e s e  in s p e c t o r s  around th e  
s t a t e  who a re  not c o m p ly in g  v /it h  th e  lav/ i n  good f a i t h ,
I  t h in k  maybe th a t  w ould be a p p r o p r ia t e .

SENATOR HEFNER: E s p e c i a l l y  a f t e r  th e y  have been c a u g h t
th e  f i r s t  tim e .


