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mine is dealing with two individual claims for $750 each. Tphege
are clainms against two corrections officials. |na court case
before Judge Urbom a judgnent was rendered against these two

individuals in their individual capacities, making them
responsi bl e personally for the wong that they nhad done. I't
i nvol ved sexual harassment or discrimnination. They had made

inproper statements to a female enmployee, had engaged in
i nproper conduct, some ¢ pes of touching, | don't nean of a
sexual Iy arousing nature buf "the fact that hands were laid on
and she was denied a pronotion that she ghould have been
entitled to. This claimcanme before us |ast year. At that
time, Senator NcFarland had handed out a copy ‘of Judge Urbonts

opinion. | don't have a copy of it with me today, but it stated
in detail the reasons the judge for finding 44ainst these two
i ndividual s personally. We denied the claims. They were
Brevai | ed upon by somebody in the Attorney General's Office to
rbng 1t to us agaln. Ny personal belief as to why it was
brought again, after | listened to the testinony, g tpat the

i ndi vidual who represented themin the first place had said that

the case should be subnmitted to the judge on the basis of the
record that had been established before the EEOCC and sone

c other
agency. | had asked why the case was supnmjtted on the record to
the judge instead of taking it to trial. gne stated that the
Corrections Department, the representatives of these two

individuals, had put together the best case that they coul d.
Not hi ng new woul d be devel oped by virtue of a trial.. So ith
the record that had been conpiled in earlier hearings on ede
matters, it was subnmtted to Judge Urbom Judge Urbom reviewed
the record, ruled against these individuals and assessed damages
against them in their personal capacity. w had rejected the
claimonce, and | think we ought to reject it again. ‘Whenl was
asking why it was brought pack again, the person from the
Attorney General's offijce had said that she thought that those

personal danages woul d be rei nbursed by the Legislature . Had
she known that they would not be, she would have reconmrended
that they go to trial. Sol asked again, if you said that you

conpil ed the best record that you could, whywould you have gone
to trial? What would have been gained by going to'trial? \hat
evidence did you not present earlier that you would paye
presented then? Well, none. Did you mean it _when you sayyou
made the best record at those earlier hearings' ? veq So then
going to trial would not have achieved anything as far as
producing a record? The acknow edgenent had to be made that ;;

woul dn* t. But assume that they went to trial, presented the
sane evidence, Judge Urbomwas |ooking at the same [acorg but
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