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a question for Senator Synowiecki, if he'd respond, please.
SENATOR CUDABACK: Would you respond, Senator?
SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: Yes, sure.

SENATOR BAKER: I've been conversing with staff and people
behind the glass. I take it this was not a bill, is that
correct?

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: No.
SENATOR BAKER: And when was the amendment filed?
SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: It was filed today.

SENATOR BAKER: Okay. So...and I'm echoing...thank you, Senator
Synowiecki. I'm echoing Senator Schimek's concerns here. This
thing obviously came out of the woodwork today. I don't know
what time today it was, but some time today; obviously no
hearing, no process. And we're quibbling about facts and
figures here that seem to be going in opposite directions.
Corrections is telling me one thing; you're saying something
else. I do know from my personal experience that these people
out there are not eligible to be what you consider typically ISP
candidates. If they do not agree to go to the Work Ethic Camp
and then, granted, they're on ISP, if they don't agree to going
to the Work Ethic Camp, then they're sentenced to time in
prison, with the exception of that group you mentioned, I don't
remember how many in 1,851. There were some people that did go
on just standard probation, not ISP. They obviously did not
commit a serious enough offense to go to either ISP, and Work
Ethic Camp as a condition of ISP, or behind the walls. So
there's all sorts of interpretation of these figures out there
and the average person has no background or basic knowledge to
make a decision at this late hour with an amendment that was
filed today. And I want to be sure that people understand that
if we don't...if these people don't agree as a condition of the
ISP to participate in the Work Ethic Camp, there are the vast
majority of them go to prison, and the cost then, it just
triples. And I think some of this $14,000 figure, I see where
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