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Senator Roshell moved rejection of senate 
amendment 7 to assembly amendment 2. 

The question was: Rejection of senate amendment 7 
to assembly amendment 2'1 

The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes. 17; noes, 15; absent or not voting, 1; as follows: 

Ayes - Senators Andrea, George, Harsdorf., 
Helbach, Jauch, Kineaid, Kreul, Lasee, Leean, Lorman, 
Moen, Plewa, Roshell, Rude, Strohl, Ulichny and Van 
Sistine - 17. 

Noes - Senators Adelman, Buettner, Chilsen, 
Chvala, Cowles, Czarnezki, Davis, Ellis, Engeleiter, 
Feingold, Lee, Risser, Stitt, Te Winkle and Weeden -
15. 

Absent or not voting - Senator Norquist - I. 

So the motion prevailed. 

The question was: Adoption of senate amendment 2 
to assembly amendment 2? 

By request of Senator Risser. with unanimous 
consent, senate amendment 2 to assembly amendment 2 
was returned to the author. 

The question was: Adoption of senate amendment 3 
to assembly amendment 27 

Senator RosheH moved rejection of senate 
amendment 3 to assembly amendment 2. 

The question was: Rejection of senate amendment 3 
to assembly amendment 2'1 

The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes, 21; noes, II; absent or not voting, I; as follows: 

Ayes - Senators Andrea, Chilsen, Ellis, Engeieiter, 
George, Helbach, Jauch, Kincaid, Kreul, Lasee, Lee, 
Leean, Lorman, Moen, Plewa, Roshell, Strobl, Te 
Winkle, Ulicbny. Van Sistine and Weeden -·21. 

Noes - Senators Adelman, Buettner, ehvala, 
Cowles, Czarnezki, Davis, Feingold, Harsdorf, Risser, 
Rude and Stitt - II. . 

Absent or not voting - Senator Norquist - L 

So the motion prevailed. 

The question was: Adoption of senate amendment 4 
to assembly amendment 2? 

Senator Andrea moved rejection of senate 
amendment 4 to assembly amendment 2. 

The question was: Rejection of senate amendment 4 
to assembly amendment 21 

The motion prevailed. 

The question was: Adoption of senate amendment 5 
to assembly amendment 21 

Senator Roshell moved rejection of senate 
amendment 5 to assembly amendment 2. 

768 

The question was: Rejection of senate amendment 5 
to assembly amendment 2? 

Senator Chilsen raised the point of order that senate 
amendment 5 to assembly amendment 2 is not germane. 

By request of Senator Chilsen. with unanimous 
consent, he withdrew his point of order. 

The question was: Rejection of senate amendment 5 
to assembly amendment 2? 

The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes, 19; noes, 10; absent or not voting, 4; as follows: 

Ayes - Senators Andrea, Chilsen, Davis. George. 
Helbach, Jauch, Kincaid, Kreul. Lasee, Lee, Lorman, 
Plewa, Roshell, Rude, Strohl. Te Winkle, Ulichny, Van 
Sistine and Weeden - 19. 

Noes - Senators Adelman, Buettner, Chvala, 
Cowles, Czarnezki, Engeleiter, Feingold, Harsdorf, 
Moen and Risser -- 10. 

Absent or not voting - Senators Ellis, Leean, 
Norquist and Stitt _. 4. 

So the motion prevailed. 

Senator Harsdorf moved that the vote by which 
senate amendment 7 to assembly amendment 2 was 
rejected be reconsidered. 

The question was: Adoption of senate amendment 6 
to assembly amendment 27 

Senator Roshell moved rejection of senate 
amendment 6 to assembly amendment 2. 

The question was: Rejection of senate amendment 6 
to assembly amendment 2? 

The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes, 17; noes, 12; absent or not voting, 4; as follows: 

Ayes -- Senators Andrea, Chilsen, George, Helbach, 
Jauch, Kincaid, Kreul, Lasee, Moen, Plewa, Roshell, 
Rude, Strohl, Te Winkle, Ulichny, Van Sistine and 
Weeden-17. 

Noes - Senators Adelman, Buettner, Chvala, 
Cowles, Czarnezki, Davis, Engeleiter, Feingold, 
Harsdorf, Lee, Lorman and Risser - 12. 

Absent or not voting -- Senators Ellis, Leean, 
Norquist and Stitt - 4. 

So the motion prevailed. 

Senate amendment 8 to assembly amendment 2 
offered by Senator Risser. 

The question was: Adoption of senate amendment 8 
to assembly amendment 27 

Senator Van Sistine moved rejection of senate 
amendment 8 to assembly amendment 2. 

The question was: Rejection of senate amendment 8 
to assembly, amendment 2'1 
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The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes. 21; noes. 8; absent or not voting, 4; as follows: 

Ayes - Senators Adelman, Andrea, Buettner, 
Czarnezki, George, Harsdorf, Jauch, Kincaid, Kreul, 
Lasco, Lee, Lorman, Moen, Plewa, Roshell, Rude, 
Strohl, Te Winkle, Ulichny, Van Sistine and Weeden-
21. 

Noes -- Senators Chilsen, Chvala, Cowles. Davis, 
Engeleiter, Feingold, Helbach and Risser - 8, 

Absent or not voting - Senators Ellis, Leean, 
Norquist and Stitt - 4, 

So the motion prevailed, 

The question was; Shall the vote by which senate 
amendment 7 to assembly amendment 2 was rejected be 
reconsidered? 

Senator Harsdorf withdrew his motion. 

The question was: 
amendment 2" 

Concurrence in assembly 

Senator Risser moved nonconcurrence in assembly 
amendment 2. 

The question was: Nonconcurrence in assembly 
amendment 2 to Senate Bill 4447 

The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes, 13; noes, 19; absent or not voting, 1; as follows: 

Ayes -- Senators Adelman, Buettner, Chvala, 
Cowles, Czarnezki, Davis, Engeleiter, Feingold, 
Harsdorf, Helbach, Risser, Stitt and Weeden -- 13. 

Noes - Senators Andrea. Chilsen, Ellis, George, 
Jauch, Kincaid, Kreul, Lasee, Lee, Leean, Lorman, 
Moen, Plewa, Roshell, Rude, Strohl, Te Winkle, Ulichny 
and Van Sistine - 19. 

Absent or not voting -- Senator Norquist -- l. 

So the motion did not prevail. 

The question was: 
amendment 27 

Concurrence in assembly 

The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes~ 20;· noes, 12; absent or not voting, I; as fonows: 

Ayes - Senators Andrea, Chilsen, Ellis, Engeleiter, 
George, Jauch, Kincaid, Kreul, Lasee, Lee, Leean, 
Lorman, Moen, Plewa, RosheH, Rude, Strohl, Te 
Winkle, Vlichny and Van Sistine - 20. 

Noes - Senators Adelman, Buettner" Chvala, 
Cowles, Czarnezki, Davis, Feingold, Harsdorf, Helbach, 
Risser, Stitt and Weeden - 12. 

Absent or not voting - Senator Norquist - l. 

Concurred in. 

The question was: 
amendment 4? 

Concurrence in assembly 

Senator Risser moved nonconcurrence in assembly 
amendment 4. 
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The question was: Nonconcurrence in assembly 
amendment 4? 

The ayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes, 6; noes, 25; absent or not voting, 2; as follows: 

Ayes - Senators Adelman, Chvala, Cowles, 
Czarnezki, Feingold and Risser - 6, 

Noes - Senators Andrea, Buettner, Chilsen, Davis, 
Ellis, Engeleiter, George, Harsdorf, Helbach, Jauch, 
Kincaid, Kreul, Lasee, Lee~ Leean, Lorman, Moen, 
Plewa, Roshell, Rude, Stitt, Te Winkle, Vlichny, Van 
Sistine and Weeden - 25. 

Absent or not voting - Senators Norquist and 
Strohl- 2. 

So the motion did not prevail. 

The question was: 
amendment 41 

Concurred in. 

The question was: 
amendment 5? 

Concurrence in assembly 

Concurrence in assembly 

Senator Risser moved nonconcurrence in assembly 
amendment 5. 

The question was: Nonconcurrence in assembly 
amendment 51 

The aves and noes were demanded and the vote was: 
ayes, 6; n~es! 25; absent or not voting, 2; as follows: 

Ayes ._, Senators Adelman, Buettner, Chvala, 
Cowles, Feingold and Risser - 6. 

Noes - Senators Andrea,' Chilsen, Czarnezki, Davis. 
Engeleiter, George, Harsdorf, Helbach, Jauch, Kincaid, 
Kreul. Lasee, Lee, Leean, Lorman, Moen, Plewa, 
RosheIl, Rude, Stitt, Strohl, Te Winkle, Ulichny, Van 
Sistine and Weeden -- 25. 

Absent or not voting - Senators Ellis and Norquist 
-2. 

So the motion did not prevaiL 

The question was: 
amendment 51 

Concurred in, 

Concurrence in assembly 

MESSAGE FROM THE ASSEMBLY 

By Thomas T. Melvin, chief clerk, 
Mr. President: 

I am directed to infonn you that the assembly has 
concurred in: 

Senate BlII 345 
Senate Bill 390 
Senate Bill 432 
Senate Bill 486 
Senate Bill 493 
Senate Bill 503 
Senate Bill 515 
Senate Bill 517 
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