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I believe the evolving exposé of constitutional abuse by the Government Accountability Board and John Doe 
DA's should be instructive to all Wisconsin policy makers.   

There are several organizations in Wisconsin that retaliate against members who express views to their 
legislators that are not consistent with the orthodoxy of the respective organizations.  Further, once one 
expresses an unpopular view, there is no way a citizen can protect themselves from retaliation.  

Example:  
   A union member expresses a point of view with a legislator that is in direct opposition to the "union" point 
of view.   The union can retaliate by canceling insurance coverage or claims for their member, or a related 
family member. This is possible because union-owned insurance companies have discriminatory power 
about claims.  In such a situation, how can a member protect themselves from such abuse?   Short answer: 
They  could not.

Thus, in this example, there is a huge disincentive for any union member publicly to oppose ANY orthodox 
view of their union. For this reason, I believe the "public" (which includes unions and union PAC's) should 
not have access to communications which legislators receive from citizens.

==========================

I assume unions, and others with whom I might disagree, would like to have my name for retaliation.

I shall not give them that opportunity.  The merit of my suggestion to preserve confidentiality has nothing to 
do with my name, race, age or religion.

sus703

From: sus703 <sus703@charter.net>

Sent: Wednesday, January 6, 2016 11:36 PM

To: DOA Public Records Board Comments

Subject: limits to public access 
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