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the question I'm trying to clarify.

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: W e ll, access to other civil..

SENATOR BEUTLER: I me an , . . .

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: ...other civil leverages that...violations
that are outside the scope of the b ill, as well . From my
reading of it,...

SENATOR BEUTLER: Wel l, if it's outside of the scope of the
bill, we needn't worry about it. I'm trying to figure out what
are all the remedies available if you violate this act.

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: Sen ator Beutler, it's my understanding
that, yes, it would be Section 10, exclusive to the bill w ould
be the avenue of remedy for the police officer.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Ok ay. So that would be their sole avenue of
remedy? That's your intent?

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: T hat's my understanding.

SENATOR BEUTLER: O k ay . Then let me further inquire with regard
to that avenue of remedy. It says that they are...would be able
to collect monetary damages. If they happen to lose the ir job
as a r esult of the investigation, would soma kind of damages
relating to not having the job anymore be pa rt of the mo ney
damages that they could recover?

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: I suspect that would be with the die=ration
of the court, in terms of amount of monetary damages. And if,
for an example, hypothetical police officer does lose h is job
and it was found in...and there was substantive violation of the
act, I su s pect then , Se nator, that the court could take that
i nt o a c c ount .

SENATOR BEUTLER: But in yo ur op inion, it w ou ld req uire a
• ubstantial v iolation of th e act , as you just said? Is that
what you' re intending?
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