STATE OF WISCONSIN
Senate Journal

Ninety—FifthRegular Session

10:00 A.M. TUESDAY, May 8, 2001

The Senate met.

The Senate was called to order by Senator Fred Risser INTRODUCTION. FIRST READING AND
Theroll was called and the following Senators answered to REFERENCE OEBILLS

their names:
Senators Baumgart, Breske, Burke, Chvala, Cowles, Readfirst time and referred:
Darling, Decker Ellis, Erpenbach, FarrgwS. Fitzgerald,
George Grobschmidt, Hansen, Harsdorf, Huelsman, Jauch, ASenate Bill 175
LaseeLazich, M. MeyerMoen, Moore, PanzePlacheRissey Relatingto: appointment of students to the boardegfents
Robson, Roessler Rosenzweig, Schultz, Shibilski, &¢h,  of the University of Visconsin System.
Wirch and Zien - 33.
Absent — None. By Senators Grobschmidt, M. Meydflansen,Schultz,
Absent with leave — None. Roessler, Burke, Harsdorf and Darling; cosponsored by
. Representativekreibich, Lassa, Shilling, Rhoades, La Fave,
The Senate stood for the prayer whiekas ofered by  pjgle, Pocan, Rba, Plouf, Cullen, J. Lehman, dwnsend,
ReverendLawrence Kirby of St PauMissionary Church of Bock, Miller, Olsen, Balow Berceau, Jeskewitz, Richards,
Racine. Gronemus,Boyle, Krawczyk, Freese, Sykora, D. Meyer

The Senateemained standing and Senator Cowles led th¥vassermanfurner and 6ung.
Senaten the pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United States committeeon Univer sities, Housing, and Gover nment
of America. Operations.

INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE OF Senate Bill 176

RESOLUTIONS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS Relatingto: theWisconsin School for the Deaf and creating
Readand referred: adeaf and hard—-of-hearing education council.

Senate Joint Resolution 33 By Senators Grobschmidt, Plache, Rosenzweig, Burke and
Relatingto: the life and public service of CharlesSmith ~ Schultz;cosponsored by Representati@sen, HubgrPocan,
M. Plale,La Fave, Kestell, WHe, M. Lehman, bd, Gunderson,
. Lippert, Sykora, Albers, J. Lehman,oWwnsend, Petrowski,
By Senator Deckercosponsored by Representative Huber GronemusQtt, Powers and McCormick.

Considereas privileged and taken up. ) )
To committee orEducation.

Read.
Adopted by unanimous rising vote.
Senate Joint Resolution 34 REPORT OF COMMITTEES
Relating to: the life and public service of Richail
Kuzminski. The joint survey committee ormax Exemptions reports
By Senator Grobschmidt; cosponsorecRBpresentatives andrecommends:
Plale and Sinicki. .
Senate Bill 65

To committee orSQqate Or.ganization. Relating to: a sales tax and use tax exemption on tangible
SenatoiChvala, with unanimous consent, asked8eatte  personaproperty used in the business of farming.
Joint Resolution 34 be withdrawn from the committee on o . o .
Senate Organization and taken up. This bill is good public policy if amended to incorporate the
: . provisions of Assembly substitute amendment 1 2001
Senate Joint Resolution 34 Assembly Bill 121 and Assembly amendment 1 to Assembly

Relating to: the life and public service of Richaigl substituteamendment 1 t001 Assembly Bill 121
Kuzminski. '

Read. Referredto committee on Universities, Housing, and
Senator Geoge, with unanimous consent, asked to beGovernment Operations.

addedas a coauthor @enate Joint Resolution 34. Russell Decker
Adopted. Senate Chairperson
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PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS

State of Wisconsin
EthicsBoard

May 8, 2001
The Honorable, The Senate:

The following lobbyists have beeuthorized to act on behalf

of the oganizations set opposite their names.

ADVICE AND CONSENT OF THE SENATE

SenatorChvala, withunanimous consent, asked that the
appointmenbf DAHLBERG, PHILIP J., be laid on the table.

SenatorChvala, with unanimous consent, asked that the
appointmenbf Margaret Farrow be placed at the foot of the
calendanof May 8, 2001.

MESSAGESFROM THE ASSEMBLY

For more detailed information about these lobbyists and By John A. Scocos, chief clerk.

organizationsand a complete list of ganizations and people
authorizedo lobby the 2001 session of the legislature, visit the

EthicsBoards web site alttp://ethics.state.wi.us/

Beil, Mickey Dane County
Bloom, David M Wisconsin State  Fire  Chiefs
Association

Blumenfeld,MichaelUnited Cerebral Palsy of Wisconsin
Brozek, Michael  National Safety Council

Carey Ray Racine Area Manufacturers and
Commerce
ChristiansonPeterCWisconsin State  Fire  Chiefs
Association
Dickert, JohnT Racine Area Manufacturers and
Commerce
Elias,Nathan Metropolitan Milwaukee Association

of Commerce
Emons, Brent

Goss, Patrick
of Commerce

Linton, Barbara

Matthews, John
Commerce

McDowell, Kelly
Association

RameyMelanie Hospice Organization and Palliative
Expertsof Wisconsin (HOPE), The

SchreiberMartin ~ Wisconsin Veterinary
Association

Widder, Theodore CAllstate I nsurance Company

Iron Workers Local Union #8
Metropolitan Milwaukee Association

National Safety Council
Racine Area Manufacturers and

Wisconsin Veterinary Medical

Medical

Also available from the \gconsin EthicsBoard are reports

Mr. President:

| am directed to inform you that the Assembly has passed
andasks concurrence in:

Assembly Bill 196
Assembly Bill 222

MESSAGESFROM THE ASSEMBLY
CONSIDERED

Assembly Bill 196
Relatingto: the disclosure of public library records.

By Representatives\lbers, Miller, Kestell, Grothman,
Jeskewitz,0Ott, Leibham, Powers, Hahnrakas, Gronemus,
Petrowski, Nass, Pettis, Krawczyk, Stone, Gundrum and
Owens; cosponsored by Senators Roesskr Fitzgerald,
Lazich,Farrow A. Lasee and Schultz.

Readfirst time andreferred to committee oRrivacy,
Electronic Commerce and Financial | nstitutions.

Assembly Bill 222
Relatingto: changing the name of a minor

By Representatives-oti, J. Lehman, McCormick, J.
Fitzgerald, Huebsch, Hundertmark, Krawczyk, Kreyséer.
Meyer, Montgomery Owens, Pettisstone, Sykora,dwnsend,
Wadeand La Favegosponsored by Senatorsriti, Darling,
RoesslerRosenzweig and Schultz.

Readfirst time and referred to committee dadiciary,
Consumer Affairs, and Campaign Finance Reform.

Senate Joint Resolution 2

Relatingto: the right to fish, hunt, trap, and take game (first
consideration).

Read.

identifying the amountind value of time state agencies haveSenatoBaumgart, with unanimousnsent, asked that the ftaf
spentto afect legislative action and reports of expenditures fomemorandunon Assembly substitute amendment Bénate
lobbyingactivities filed by aganizations that employ lobbyists. Joint Resolution 2 from the Joint Legislative Council be

Sincerely,

ROTHJUDD
Director

SenatorRobson, with unanimous consent, asked that th®ATE:

Senataecess until 1:03.M.
10:22 A.M.

RECESS
1:03 PM.
The Senate reconvened.
Senator Risser in the chair
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spreadupon the Journal.

TO: SENATOR JAMES BAUMGAR'

FROM: Mark C. PatronskySenior StdfAttorney

RE: ConstitutionalRight to Fish, Hunt, map, and
TakeGame: Potential Judicial Interpretation

May 2, 2001

Introduction

This memorandum is in response to your request for my
analysisof thepotential efiect of 2001 Senate Joint Resolution
2, as afected by Assembly Substitute Amendment 1, on the
ability of the state to continue its regulation of fishing, hunting,
trappingand taking game. The Joint Resolution, as amended,
proposedo create Ws. Const. artl, s. 26, as follows: “The
peoplehave theight to fish, hunt, trap, and take game subject
only to reasonableestrictions as prescribed by [&wrhis is the
samelanguage as contained in Senate JBi@solution 2, as


http://ethics.state.wi.us/
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introduced,and prior to the adoptionf Senate Substitute remainswith the state, and the state camfiscate any game
AmendmentL. unlawfully taken. This declaratiaof sovereignty is common to
You have observedhat the constitutional amendment, if all 50 states and the statutory expression of the legal principle
adoptedgcould be used as the basis for a legal challenge to tfigatdates back to the early days of the English monarchy
constitutionalityof existing or future statutes or administrative Althoughit is not so described in tistatutes, the stagefitle to
rules that regulate fish and gameouyconcern is the extent to wild animals is often described @ourt cases as a trust for the
which legal challenges tdish and game regulations could benefitof the people. The Legislature, as the representative of
succeed.You have asked whether the Joint Resolution wouldhe people, is chaged with the authority to manage this trust.
supporta challenge only to regulations that are substantiallyfhe Legislature has delegated the administrative
morerestrictive than those now in force, or whether theee is responsibilities regarding wild animals primarily to the
potential for successful challenge to mawny the ordinary = Departmenbf Natural Resources (DNR). Most of the statutory
commonly accepted fish and gameegulations that are authorityof the DNR with respect to wild animals is contained
currentlyin place. in ch. 29, Stats., and DNR has implemented its authdbity

It is impossible to give a definitive answer to your question2doptingextensive administrative rules. .
becausghe constitutional language is brief, and does not spellhebasic authority of the DNR to regulate fish and game is set
outthe specific legal consequenagghat language. Judicial forthin s.29.014 (1) Stats., which provides as follows:
interpretationmay eventuallysupply the answer to your 29.014 (1) The department shall establish and
guestionputthe outcome of court cases isfidifilt to predict. maintain open and closed seasons for fish and

However,courts frequently resort to a variety of methods to gameand any bag limits, size limits, rest days and

interpret constitutional provisions and a review of those

methodscan suggest the outcome of a challenge to hunting or
fishing regulations based on the proposed right. | have
revieweda number of these methods of interpretation, and

conditionsgoverning the taking of fish and game
that will conserve the fish and game supplyd
ensure the citizens of this state continued
opportunities for good fishing, hunting and

concludedthat a successful challenge to hunting and fishing

regulationswvould most likely relate to future regulations that
are much more restrictive than those currently in plade.
believeit is less likelythat the regulations in place today could
be successfully challenged, and | have summarized m
conclusionin this memorandum. My conclusion aksgpears

trapping.

Thereare very few appellate court cases iis&nsin regarding
fish and game regulation. Howeyéhe Wsconsin case of
Krenzv. Nichols, decided in 1928, is typical of the state caurt’
gpproactto fish and game cases. In this case Wsconsin
SupremeCourt reviewed the stateregulation of muskrat

to be consistent with the intent of the supporters of théarms. Inits decision in favor of the state, the court gave great
constitutional amendment — | am unaware of any publigleferenceo the Legislature in iteegulation of fish and game.

testimony or aguments in legislative debate on the

constitutionalamendment that indicate an intent that it should
be a vehicle for overturning any current fish and game

regulations.
Throughouthis memorandum, for convenience, | will refer to

“hunt and fish” as a description of all activities that are subject
to the proposed constitutional right. For further information,

you may wish to review \iéconsin Legislative Council
Information MemorandumD0-7, Laws on Hunting, Fishing
and Trapping (December 28, 2000).

Current Regulation of Fish and Game

This section of thememorandum briefly describes the broad
grantof statutory authority for hunting and fishing regulation,

aswell as the grealeference that courts currently give to such
regulations. This discussion is included in the memorandum

becausdt is these legal principlabat are potentially subject to
changeas a result of adopting the Joint Resolution.

Thelegal title to all wild animals is declared to be in the
stateby s.29.011 Stats.:

29.011 Titletowild animals. (1) The legal title
to, and the custody and protection of, all wild
animalswithin this state is vested in the state for
the purposes of regulating the enjoyment, use,
disposition, and conservationof these wild
animals.

(2) Thelegal title to a wild animal or carcass, taken
or reduced to possession in violation of this
chapterremains in the stateThe title to a wild
animalor carcass, lawfully acquired, is subject to
the condition that upon the violation of thikapter
relatingto the possession, uggying, sale, barter
or transportation of a wildnimal or carcass by the
owner the ownership shall revert, as a result of the
violation, to the state.

As trustee for the people, the state may conserve
wild life andregulate or prohibit its taking in any
reasonablevay it may deem necessary for the
public welfare, so long as it does not violaiey
organiclaw of the land.

It is now generally recognized that valuafiéd
animallife would soon be exterminated if thtate
should fail to conserve it and aid ints
reproduction. Whenever the state has done so
without trenchingon private rights protected by
the Constitution, such acts have been almost
uniformly upheld.

Nearly every conceivableregulation for the
propagationconservation, taking, and disposél

fish and game has been upheld where no
constitutionalobjections have stood in the way
Generally, courts have given very liberal
constructionto such statutes, to thend that the

public welfare should be subserve@22 N.W

300,303, 197 Wis. 394 (1928).]

Constitutional Interpretation

Like statutes, constitutions are subject to judicitdrpretation.
Someof the tools used by courts in constitutional ceemes
knownas “rules ofinterpretation.” These rules are similar to
therulesfor statutory interpretation, but have other dimensions
dueto the constitutional context.

It is important tonote that these are not “rules " in the
conventionalsense of that word. This is rather a term that
lawyersuse looselyo describe what could more accurately be
describechsan approach to analyzing the constitutional issue.
Courtsare not bound to follow these rules, although these rules
arecommonly applied in court decisions.

The express purpose of these rules of interpretation is to allow

In other words, legal title to wild game only passes to amourtsto implement the will of the drafters of a constitutional

individual when the game is legally taken. Utiiat time, title
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provisionand the will of the voters who ratified ito The extent


https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/29.011
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/ch.%2029
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/29.014(1)
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thata court interprets a constitutional provisidmnmay choose makeit very difficult for the state to defend most fish
not to follow the literal meaning of that provision. The and game regulation. Howevethe Joint Resolution
flexibility that courts have when applying the rules of allowsreasonable restrictions. It coldd considered an
interpretationpotentially puts legislators arglectors in the absurdresult for a court to acknowledge thagulation
position of voting for a constitutionahmendment when it of the right is permissible, but to make it extremely
cannotbe known how courts might ultimately decide a case difficult for the state to regulate.

arisingunder the proposed amendment. A more balance@pproach, that harmonizes both the
The following are someexamples of constitutional rules of right and theregulation under the Joint Resolution,
interpretation: would be for the court to choose thetermediate

Unless a provision is ambiguous, the plain meaning
prevails. If thereis no ambiguitythe court may choose
not to consider any evidence outside of the
constitutionalanguage at issue. Senate Joint Resolution
2 does not appear to be ambiguous, in the sensé that
can be read in two dérent ways.However the Joint
Resolutionis vague in the sense that it doespretisely
definethe scope of the right. This may lead a court to
claim that it is ambiguous (because ambiguity and
vaguenessare frequently mixedand resort thereafter
to other evidence of meaning.

Avoid absurd results. The issue of absurd results often
ariseswhen fact situations apgesented to the court that
werenot envisioned by the drafteis, when there is a
conflict between constitutional provisions.

Extrinsic evidence related to adoption. Courtsmay
reviewthe legislative history surrounding adoption of a
constitutionalprovisionto determine what was intended
by the Legislature.

Extrinsic evidence related to legislation on the same
subject. Courtsmay look to legislation interpreting
constitutionalprovisions or to legislation that is adopted
contemporaneouso the constitutional provision to
determinentent.

standard of review Regulations subject to the
intermediatestandard of review are given a presumption
of constitutionality Regulations must serve
“significant” governmental interests, as contrasted with
“compelling” governmental interests under thtrict
scrutiny standard. Regulations must lm&arrowly
tailored, but not necessarily the least restrictive, and
must leave openample opportunities for citizens to
exercise the right. Furthermoregven though a
constitutional right is a fundamental rightcourts
recognizethat not all burdensn fundamental rights
bear heightened scrutiny Some burdens may be
sufficiently minor that they may be reviewed undes
rationalbasis standard.

Additional absurd results. As noted in Krenz, the
ongoingavailability of wild animals to hunt and fish
dependson state regulation to conserve the fish and
game. It could be considered an absurd result if the Joint
Resolutioncould be used to negate a substantial amount
of hunting and fishing regulation, if the result was to
restrictgame management authority and thus destroy
thevery activity that the JoiriResolution was intended

to protect.

“Reasonablerestrictions’ are authorized. This choice

of language is important. Such restrictions could

The following are some observations regarding potential Includethe conservation of wildnimals, as well as any
judicial interpretation of Senate Joint Resolution 2, as Otherissues of public health, safety or welfare. This
amended.These observations are expressed in terms of how the '@nguageshould allow courts to approve regulations
text of the Joint Resolution or certain evidence related to the that respond to broader social issues, as well as
JointResolution might influence thdecision of a court. | have ~ conservation and game management. Social

notassumedhat a court might make an unexpected or unusual "€gulationsare common in current fish and game
decision,although this is always a possibility regulations. For example, the nine—dager gun season
Plain meaning of the Joint Resolution. The Joint hasno basis in deer herd management, but rather is

Comments on 2001 Senate Joint Resolution 2

Resolutionclearly does not create absolute right to
huntand fish. The “right to fish, hunt, trap and take
game” is qualified in the Joint Resolution by the
languagethat follows: “subject only to reasonable
restrictionsasprescribed by law Although the Joint
Resolutioncreates aight, at the same time it authorizes
theLegislature and its agent, the DNIB,regulate that
right. Therefore, the language the Joint Resolution
clearly acknowledges that regulation of hunting,
fishing, trapping and taking game will continue.
Absurd results. Courts typically refer to rights created
in the constitution as “fundamentalrights.”
Fundamentatonstitutional rights are those that have an
essentialvalue to individual liberty in our society
Whena court determines that a particutanstitutional
right meets this description, the court will often apply
one of the higher standards of judicial review
Restrictionson many of the fundamental constitutional
rights are subject to strict scrutinwherein the court
will not apply a presumption of constitutionality to the
legislation. The state, to defend the regulation, must
show that the regulationis intended to achieve a
compellinggovernmental interest and the regulation is
narrowly tailored to serve that interest. Thisuld
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basedon tradition and publipreference —a “social’
regulation. Similarly, trophy size limits respond to
anglerpreference rather than to fish management.

Judicial precedent. Courts strongly tend to follow
precedentin constitutional cases. The adherence to
precedenincreases the certainty that is providedaoy

The Krenz casecited above, is part of thei¥¢onsin
precedenin fish and game lawThis precedent suggests
that courts are likely to make only modest changes to the
standardgor review of fish and game regulation, in that

a substantial degree of judicial deference continues to be
consistentvith Senateloint Resolution 2, as amended.

Legidative history. | am unaware of any legislative
history suggesting that the Joint Resolution is intended
to restrict or negate any of the currdish and game
regulations.

Contemporaneous legidation. Senate Bill 45 and
Assembly Bill 190 would prohibit the hunting of
mourningdoves. The outcome of legislative debate on
these bills mayguggest in part what is the Legislatare’
intent regarding the constitutional amendment.ithwW
the exception of these two bills, the Legislature is not
consideringany other legislation that would curtail any
currenthunting or fishing opportunities.
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If | can providefurther information on this subject, please feelSenate Bill 97

freeto contact me. Relating to: issuance of bonus deer hunting permits to
The question was: Shall Assembly substitute amendmerf€rtain farm owners who are engaged in the production of
1 to Senate Joint Resolution 2 be concurred in? maplesyrup.

Theayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: ayes, Read a second time.

32; noes, 1; absent or not voting, 0; as follows: SenatoBurke, with unanimous conseasked thaBenate
Bill 97 be referred to the Joint Committeeinance.
Ayes— Senators Baumgart, Breske, Burke, Chv@tayles, S Burk ith . ked that th
Darling, Decker Ellis, Erpenbach, FarrqwS. Fitzgerald, enatorBurke, with unanimous consent, asked that the

George Grobschmidt, Hansen, Harsdorf, Huelsman, Jauch, A{ﬁée‘]sgﬁtsgirrf;ﬂfgeag‘gi;ﬁgfn%' Itla?égiw';?%?s‘”t?nlom
Lasee, Lazich, M. Meyer Moen, Moore, PanzePlache, P '

Robson, Roessler Rosenzweig, Schultz, Shibilski, elh, Read a second time.
Wirch and Zien - 32. The question was: Adoption of Senate amendment 1 to
Noes — Senator Risser — 1. Senate Bill 97?

Adopted.
Ordered to a third reading.

SenatorChvala, with unanimous consent, asksat the bill
be considered for final action at this time.

Absent or not voting — None.
Concurred in.

SECOND READING AND AMENDMENTS Senate Bill 97
OF SENATE JOINT RESOLUTIONSAND Read a third time and passed.
SENATEBILLS Senate Bill 102
. Relating to: the prohibition against underage persons
Senate Bill 5 enteringor being on any premises operating under an alcohol

Relatingto: reimbursement of engancy response teams
andgranting rule—-making authority

Read a second time.
The question was: Adoption of Senate amendment 1 to

beveragdicense.

Read a second time.

Ordered to a third reading.

SenatoiChvala, with unanimous consent, askwt the bill

Senate Bill 57 be considered for final action at this time.

Adopted. Senate Bill 102

Ordered to a third reading. Read a third time.

SenatorChvala, with unanimous consent, askeat the bill Theayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: ayes,
be considered for final action at this time. 23; noes, 10; absent or not voting, 0; as follows:

Senate Bill 5 Ayes— Senators Baumgart, Breske, Burke, Chvala, Darling,

o Decker, Erpenbach, SFitzgerald, Geare, Grobschmidt,
Read a third time and passed. Hansen,Jauch, M. Meyer Moen, Moore, PlacheRisser
Senate Bill 9 Robson Schultz, Shibilski, Wlch, Wrch and Zien - 23.

Relating to: revising the Uniform Commercial Code  Noes — Senators Cowles, Ellis, FarrpwHarsdorf,
Secured Transactions and related statutes agenting HuelsmanA. Lasee, Lazich, Panzé&Roessler and Rosenzweig

rule-makingauthority -10.
Read a second time. Absent or not voting — None.
The question was: Adoption of Senate substitute Passed.
amendment to Senate Bill 9? Senate Bill 110
Adopted Relatingto: polling hours, time éfrom work for service as
' an election oficial, training of election dfcials, voting by
Ordered to a third reading. felonsandimmigrants, requiring studies and recommendations
SenatoiChvala, with unanimous consent, askeat the bill  With regard to voter registration and multilingual votireeds,
be considered for final action at this time. establishingsatellite stations for purposesconducting voter
i registrationand absentee votingnd granting rule-making
Read a third time. Reada second time.
Theayes and noes were required and the vote was: ayes, 33; SenatoiChvala, with unanimous consent, asked Sieatte
noes,0; absent or not voting, 0; as follows: Bill 110 beplaced afteAssembly Bill 321 on the calendar of
May 8, 2001.

Ayes— Senators Baumgart, Breske, Burke, Chv@tayles, ]
Darling, Decker Ellis, Erpenbach, FarrqwS. Fitzgerald, Senate Bill 116
George Grobschmidt, Hansen, Harsdorf, Huelsman, Jauch, A. Relatingto: notification to thdegislature of a proposed rule.

Lasee] azich, M. MeyerMoen, Moore, PanzePlacheRisser Reada second time.
Robson, Roessler Rosenzweig, Schultz, Shibilski, el¢h, . .
Wirch and zZien - 33. Ordered to a third reading.

SenatoiMoen, with unanimous consent, askhkdt the bill

Noes - None. be considered for final action at this time.
Absent or not voting — None. Senate Bill 116
Passed. Read a third time and passed.
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— SenatoMoore moved rejection of Senamendment 3 to
SECOND READING AND AMENDMENTS ~ SenaeBill 110

OF ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTIONSAND The question was: Rejection of Senate amendment 3 to
Senate Bill 110?
ASSEMBLY BILLS
_ Theayes and noes were demanded and the vote was: ayes,
Assembly Bill 98 _ 18; noes, 15; absent or not voting, 0; as follows:
Relatingto: fishing with a bow and arrow near a roadway Ayes- Senator@aumgart, Breske, Burke, Chvala, Decker
Read a second time. ErpenbachGeoge, Grobschmidt, Hansedauch, M. Meyer

Moen, Moore, Plache, RisseRobson, Shibilskand Wrch —

Senator Baumgart, withunanimous consent, asked to be18

addedas a cosponsor éfssembly Bill 98. ) _
Ordered to a third readi Noes — Senators Cowles, Darling, Ellis, Farro\8.
raered to a third reading. Fitzgerald, Harsdorf, Huelsman, A. Lasee, Lazidhanzer
SenatoiChvala, with unanimous consent, asktet the bill  RoesslerRosenzweig, Schultz, $i€h and Zien - 15.

beconsidered for final action at this time. Absent or not voting — None.

Assembly Bill 98 Rejected.

Read a third time and concurred in. Senateamendment 4 t8enate Bill 110 offered by Senator
Assembly Bill 321 Decker.

Relating to: the college tuition and expenses program and Senateamendment 1 to Senate amendment3etate Bill

the college savings program, providing an exemptimm 110 offered by Senator Chvala.

emergencyule procedures, and making appropriations. The question was: Adoption of Senate amendment 1 to
Read a second time. Senateamendment 4 tBenate Bill 110?

Ordered to a third reading. Adoption refused.

SenatorChvala, with unanimous consent, asket the bill . . .
be considered for final action at this time. Senator Ellis, with unanimous consent, asked that the

Senataecess until 2:58.M.
Assembly Bill 321 unt

o 2:30 PM.
Read a third time.
Theayes and noes were required and the vote was: ayes, 33;
noes,0; absent or not voting, 0; as follows: RECESS 058 B

Ayes— Senators Baumgart, Breske, Burke, Chva@yles,
Darling, Decker Ellis, Erpenbach, FarrqwS. Fitzgerald, The Senate reconvened.
George Grobschmidt, Hansen, Harsdorf, Huelsman, Jauch, A. Senator Risser in the chair

LaseeLazich, M. MeyerMoen, Moore, PanzelPlacheRisser Senateamendment 2 to Senate amendmentSetate Bill
Robson, Roessler Rosenzweig, Schultz, Shibilski, 8l¢h, 110 offered by Senator Chvala.

Wirch Zien — 33. : .
irchand Zien — 33 The question was: Adoption of Senate amendment 2 to

Noes — None. Senateamendment 4 t8enate Bill 110?
Absent or not voting — None. Adopted.
Concurred in. The question was: Adoption of Senate amendment 4 to
. i ?
Senate Bill 110 Senate Bill 1107
Relatingto: polling hours, time éfrom work for service as Adopted.
an election oficial, training of election difcials, voting by Senateamendment 5 t8enate Bill 110 offered by Senator
felonsandimmigrants, requiring studies and recommendation§eorge.
with regard to voter registration and multilingual votiregds, The question was: Adoption of Senate amendment 5 to

establishingsatellite stations for purposetconducting voter  gengte Bill 1107
registrationand absentee votingind granting rule—making

authority. Adopted. ) ]
Reada second time. Ordered to a th|r-d read|r?g. .
The question was: Adoption of Senate amendment 1 tg Senaéongin, ¥V'th| un?nlmq[uti_cotnsent, askit the bill
Senate Bill 1107 e considered for final action at this time.

Adopted. Senate Bill 110

Senateamendment 2 tBenateBill 110 offered bySenators Read a third time. . . )
Farrow, Roessler Darling, Lazich, Harsdorf, Rosenzweig, _ Theayes and noes were required and the vote was: ayes, 18;
HuelsmanPanzer and Zien. noes,15; absent or not voting, 0; as follows:

Ayes— Senator8aumgart, Breske, Burke, Chvala, Degker

POINT OF ORDE.R ) ErpenbachGeoge, Grobschmidt, Hansedauch, M. Meyer

SenatorChvala raised the point of order that Senatevioen, Moore, Plache, RisseRobson, Shibilskand Wirch —

amendmen® was not germane. 18.
The Chair rules the point well taken. Noes — Senators Cowles, Darling, Ellis, Fario\.

Senateamendment 3 tBenateBill 110 offered bySenators ~ Fitzgerald, Harsdorf, Huelsman, A. Lasee, Lazidhanzer
Huelsman,Rosenzweig, Lazich, Darling, Farro@ien and RoesslerRosenzweig, Schultz, &ith and Zien - 15.
Panzer. Absent or not voting — None.
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Passed.

SenatorChvala, with unanimous consent, asked that all

actionbe immediately messaged to the Assembly

FARROW, MARGARET A., of Pewaukee, as Lieutenant

Governor, pursuant to Article Xlll, section 10 (2) dhe
WisconsinConstitution.

Read.

ANNOUNCEMENTS, ADJOURNMENT
HONORS, AND REMARKSUNDER
SPECIAL PRIVILEGE
SenatorPanzerwith unanimous consent, asked that when

the Senate adjourn, it do so in honor of Senator ddeat
Farrow on the occasion of her confirmation as Lieutenant

SenatoFarrow with unanimous consent, asked that she b&OVemor. _ _
excusedrom the vote on her confirmation pursuant to Senate SenatoiRobson, with unanimous consent, asked that when

Rule73(1)
The question was: Confirmation?

Theayes and noes were required and the vote was: ayes, ﬁ?é

noes,2; absent or not voting, 1; as follows:

Ayes — Senators Baumgart, Breske, Burke, Cowles,

Darling, Decker Ellis, Erpenbach, S. Fitzgerald, Gger
GrobschmidtHansen, Harsdorf, Huelsmaiguch, A. Lasee,
Lazich, M. Meyer, Moen, PanzerPlache, RisserRobson,
RoesslerRosenzweig, Schultz, Shibilski,al¢h, Wrch and
Zien— 30.

Noes — Senators Chvala and Moore — 2.

Absent or not voting — Senator Farrow — 1.

Confirmed.

MOTIONSMAY BE OFFERED

SenatoPanzer movethatSenate Bill 100 be with drawn
from the joint survey committee oraX Exemptions and taken

up.

the Senate adjourn, it do so in honor of all nurses irsthte
duringthis National Nurses @ék.

SenatoBurke, withunanimous consent, asked that when
Senate adjourn, it do so in honor of Senator Moen and his
wife's 42nd wedding anniversary

SenatomDarling, with unanimous consent, asked that when
the Senate adjourn, it do so in horadiher father Albert Statkus
whois having heart sgery today

Senator Grobschmidt, with unanimous consent, asked that
whenthe Senatadjourn, it do so in honor of his brother in law
Ron Troyon for his first place ithe district shot—putt and his
participationin the State Special Olympics.

SenatoiSchultz, withunanimous consent, asked that when
the Senate adjourn, it do so in honoSafukPrairieMemorial
Hospitaland Clinics which was recently honored aas
2000 national award winner of th#0 Top Hospitals:
Benchmarks for Success study by HCIA-Sachinstitute
by achieving clinical, financial and operational
excellence.

Senator Schultz, with unanimous consent, asked to be

withdrawnas a coauthor @enate Bill 40.

ADJOURNMENT

Senator Robson, with unanimous consent, asked to be SenatorChvala, withunanimous consent, asked that the

addedas a coauthor @enate Bill 175.

SenatorRobson, with unanimous consent, asked to be

addedas a coauthor &enate Bill 176.
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Senateadjourn until ThursdayMay 10 at 10:00 A.M.
Adjourned.
4:05 p.m.
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