JOURNAL OF THE ASSEMBLY [February 12, 1969]

STATE OF WISCONSIN

Assembly Journal

Seventy-Ninth Regular Session

WEDNESDAY, February 12, 1969.
8:30 AM.

The assembly met.
The speaker in the chair.

The prayer was offered by Father James Higgins, St.
Raphael’s Cathedral, Madison, Wis.

Assemblyman Conradt led the membership in reciting
the pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United States.

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Present—Alberts, Alfonsi, Anderson, Atkinson, Azim,
Baldus, Barbee, Belting, Blanchard, Boche, Bock, Boeck-
mann, Bolle, Bradley, Brown, Byers, Conradt, Conta, Czer-
winski, Day, Dueholm, Gee, Greider, Groshek, Grover,
Hanna, Helgeson, Hephner, Huber, Hutnik, Jackson, John-
son L. H., Johnson W. A., Jones, Kafka, Kenyon, Kessler,
Kleczka, Klicka, Korpela, LaFave, Laper, Lewison, Lips-
comb, Looby, Luckhardt, Lynn, McCormick, McDougal,
McEssy, Martin, Mathews, Mato, Merkel, Mittness, Moli-
naro, Nager, Nikolay, Nitschke, Nuttelman, Obey, Olson,
O’Malley, Orlich, Otte, Pabst, Packard, Parkin, Parys, Pelo-
quin, Quinn, Radcliffe, Rogers, Sanasarian, Schneeberg,
Schowalter, Schroeder, Schwefel, Sensenbrenner, Shabaz,
Sicula, Stack, Stalbaum, Steinhilber, Sweda, Tamms,
Thompson, Tobiasz, Tregoning, Uehling, Vanderperren, Van
Hollen, Wackett, Warren, Weisensel, Wilcox, Wilger, Wing,
York and Mr. Speaker—100.
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AMENDMENTS OFFERED

Assembly amendment 1 to Assembly Bill 90 offered by
Assemblyman Froehlich.

Assembly amendment 4 to Senate Bill 40 offered by As-
semblyman Anderson.

Assembly amendment 1 to Assembly Bill 3 offered by As-
semblyman Nikolay.

Assembly amendment 1 to assembly substitute amend-
ment 1 to Assembly Bill 30 offered by Assemblyman Weis-
ensel.

Assembly amendment 1 to Assembly Bill 20 offered by
Agsemblyman Weisensel.

INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE
OF RESOLUTIONS

Read and referred:
Assembly Resolution 22
By Assemblymen Hutnik, Nitschke, Lewison, Nuttelman,

Gee and Bock.
To committee on Transportation.

INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE OF BILLS

Read first time and referred:

Assembly Bill 204
By Assemblyman Belting; co-sponsored by Senator Lorge.
To committee on Elections.

Assembly Bill 205

By Assemblymen Nitschke, Packard, Lewison, Bolle and
Hutnik.

To committee on State Affairs.

Assembly Bill 206
By Assemblymen Nitschke and Froehlich.
To committee on Transportation.
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Assembly Bill 207

By Assemblymen Molinaro, Brown, Warren, Vanderper-
ren, Quinn, Kafka, L. H. Johnson and Helgeson; co-
sponsored by Senators Dorman and Meunier.

To committee on Education.

Assembly Bill 208

By Assemblymen Sensenbrenner, Schneeberg and Klicka;
co-sponsored by Senator Soik.

To committee on Education.

Assembly Bill 209
By Assemblyman Wilger.
To committee on Agriculture.

Assembly Bill 210
By Assemblyman Martin.
To committee on Labor.

Assembly Bill 211

By Assemblyman Tobiasz; co-sponsored by Senator Dor-
man, by request of Tarr Task Force.

To committee on Public Welfare.

Assembly Bill 212

By Assemblymen Brown, Molinaro, Warren, Bolle and
W. A. Johnson; co-sponsored by Senator Dorman, by re-
quest of Dr. Joseph Prowler.

To committee on Public Welfare.

Assembly Bill 213
By Assemblymen Uehling, Azim and Klicka.
To committee on Taxation,

Assembly Bill 214

By Assemblyman Uehling, by request of Wisconsin Edu-
cation Association.

To committee on Education.

Assembly Bill 215

By Assemblyman Uehling, by request of Wisconsin Edu-
cation Association.

To committee on Education.
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Assembly Bill 216
By Assemblyman Uehling.
To committee on Taxation.

Assembly Bill 217

By Assemblymen Uehling, Azim, Weisensel, Klicka and
LaFave,

To committee on Taxation.

Assembly Bill 218

By Assemblymen Uehling, Azim, Weisensel, Klicka and
Bock.

To committee on Taxation.

Assembly Bill 219

By Assemblymen Uehling, by request of Wisconsin Edu-
cation Association.

To committee on Education.

Assembly Bill 220

By Assemblyman Packard, by request of League of Wis-
consin Municipalities.

To committee on Printing.

RESOLUTIONS

Assembly Resolution 22
Relating to North Central Airlines proposed service.

Whereas, the members of the assembly of the state of
Wisconsin representing the citizens throughout the state
having been notified that the Civil Aeronautics Board is
currently evaluating additional air service proposals from
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, to points east referred to as the
Twin Cities—Milwaukee Long-Haul Investigation; and

Whereas, this properly assembled governmental body is
concerned with future growth and prosperity of our state
and nation recognizing the effect that air transportation has
upon that growth and prosperity; and
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Whereas, the application and service proposal of North
Central’s Airlines is the only one which provides single
plane service for people boarding at Green Bay, Oshkosh,
La Crosse, Superior and for the residents of Wausau,
Marshfield, Stevens Point and Wisconsin Rapids at a new
central Wisconsin airport; and

Whereas, North Central’s proposal will provide additional
connecting flights to all other communities in Wisconsin
and Upper Michigan now being served by the airlines, thus
providing the greatest benefit to all citizens of the state of
Wisconsin ; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the assembly, That we support the service
proposal of North Central Airlines in this route application
and as proposed in the Twin Cities—Milwaukee Long-Haul
Investigation, and hereby instruct the proper delegates of
this assembly to communicate with the Civil Aeronautics
Board examiner for the Twin Cities—Milwaukee Long-
Haul Investigation and advise him of our support for North
Central’s proposed service.

COMMUNICATION

The State of Wisconsin
Department of Justice
Madison

February 10, 1969.

Wisconsin Legislature
Assembly Chamber
State Capitol
Madison, Wisconsin

The Honorable, The Assembly:

By Assembly Resolution 19, you have requested my opin-
ion as to the effect of the language in lines 17 to 26 on page
1 and lines 1 to 14 on page 2 of Assembly Joint Resolu-
tion 1. These lines read:

“(2) Any other provision of this constitution to the
contrary notwithstanding:

186



JOURNAL OF THE ASSEMBLY [February 12, 1969]

“(a) The state may contract public debt and pledges
to the payment thereof its full faith, credit and taxing
power to acquire, construct, develop, extend, enlarge or
improve land, waters, property, highways, buildings,
equipment or facilities for public purposes.

“(b) The aggregate public debt contracted by the state
in any calendar year pursuant to paragraph (a) shall not
exceed an amount equal to the lesser of:

“]1. Three-fourths of one per centum of the aggregate
value of all taxable property in the state; or

“2. Five per centum of the aggregate value of all tax-
able property in the state less the sum of: a. the aggre-
gate public debt of the state contracted pursuant to this
section outstanding as of January 1 of such calendar year
after subtracting therefrom the amount of sinking funds
on hand on January 1 of such calendar year which are
applicable exclusively to repayment of such outstanding
public debt and, b. the outstanding indebtedness as of
January 1 of such calendar year of any entity of the type
described in paragraph (d) to the extent that such in-
debtedness is supported by or payable from payments
out of the treasury of the state.”

You are particularly concerned about the foregoing lan-
guage of Assembly Joint Resolution 1, “* * * ghall limit
state borrowing to an overall total of 5% of the aggregate
value of all taxable property in the state less certain exclu-
sions, and to an annual ceiling of 34, of 1% of the aggregate
value of all taxable property in the state.

The three-fourths of one per centum formula as defined
in subsection 2 (b) 1. and the five per centum formula as
defined in 2., in this same subsection, are both annual debt
limitations. Under the proposed amendment, the state is
authorized to borrow annually that sum of money which
represents the smaller amount as arrived at by application
of these formulas. However, the annual five per centum
authorization has the effect of imposing a total or aggregate
debt limitation on state borrowing,

It is my understanding that at first, the lesser amount
will be arrived at by application of the three-fourths of one
percentum formula. However, as state indebtedness in-
creases the lesser annual amount of authorized borrowing
will be arrived at by application of the five per centum
formula.
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It is my opinion, that under the previously quoted lan-
guage from the proposed amendment, state indebtedness
cannot at anytime exceed an amount equal to five per
centum of the aggregate value of all taxable property plus
the value of debt sinking funds on hand, except to the ex-
tent as hereinafter described.

It should be further noted that the five per centum for-
mula includes within its limitations the indebtedness of the
various State Building Corporations. Therefore, the state
debt limitation of five per cent plus sinking fund reserves
cannot be reached until the indebtedness of the building
corporations is satisfied.

Specifically answering your questions, it is my opinion,
that the three-quarters of one per centum and the five per
centum formulas are both annual debt limitations. Gener-
ally, state indebtedness under the proposed amendment is
limited to five per centum of the total taxable property of
the state plus sinking fund reserves rather han five per
centum of the total taxable property less exclusions as
stated in Assembly Resolution 19.

It should be noted that the five per cent limitation is a
restriction on borrowing. It is obvious that actual state in-
debtedness could exceed five per cent of the value of all tax-
able property in the event of a subsequent decline in the
value of taxable property. Under such circumstances, the
existing indebtedness would have been legally contracted
and would, of course, be a binding obligation of the state
even though it exceeded the five per cent restriction. How-
ever, no new borrowings could be made under these provi-
sions.

It should be further noted that the proposed amendment
includes in subsection 2 paragraph (c) which allows, “with-
out limit, (the state) to fund or refund the whole or any
part of any publis debt contracted pursuant to paragraph
(a), including any premium payable with respect thereto
and any interest to accrue thereon,” or similarly to refund
indebtedness of state building corporations incurred prior
to 1972. Under proposed paragraph (c) the state might
borrow a substantial amount when its debt was already up
to the 5% limit. Of course, the additional borrowing would
have to be for retiring outstanding debt and thus the total
borrowing would shortly be reduced to or very nearly to the
5% limit. The new borrowing, however, may exceed the
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amount to be retired for it could include premiums and in-
terest. The proposed paragraph (e¢) would permit a refund-
ing loan even when shrinking property values had produced
a situation in which the total state debt already exceeded
5% of the value of taxable property in the state.

Sincerely yours,

ROBERT W. WARREN,
Attorney General.

Caption: The debt limitations imposed by Assembly Joint
Resolution 1 are annual debt limitations but nevertheless
have the effect of establishing an aggregate state debt limi-
tation of five per cent of the total value of all taxable prop-
erty in the state plus the amount of debt sinking fund re-
serves on hand. The debt limitation may be exceeded to the
extent of premiums and interest on refinancing.

CALENDAR OF FEBRUARY 12, 1969

Assemblyman Alfonsi rose to point of order that the hour
of 8:30 A.M. had arrived, the time of special order set for
Senate Bill 40.

The chair ruled the point of order well taken.

——————

SPECIAL ORDER
8:30 A.M.

SECOND READING AND AMENDMENT
OF SENATE BILLS

Senate Bill 40
Relating to state aid for medical education at the Mar-
quette school of medicine and making an appropriation.

The question was: Shall assembly amendment 3 be
rejected?

Assemblyman Nitschke in the chair.
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‘Assemblyman Merkel asked unanimous consent that as-
sembly amendment 3 be returned to the authors. Granted.
Assemblyman Anderson offered an amendment. Entered.

The question was: Shall assembly amendment 4 be
adopted?

Assemblyman Martin moved rejection.

The question was: Shall assembly amendment 4 be
rejected?

The roll was taken.

The vote follows:

Ayes—Alberts, Alfonsi, Atkinson, Azim, Bock, Boeck-
mann, Bolle, Bradley, Byers, Conradt, Day, Gee, Groshek,
Grover, Hanna, Hephner, Huber, Hutnik, Jackson, Johnson
W. A., Jones, Kafka, Kenyon, Kessler, Kleczka, LaFave,
Laper, Lewison, Lipscomb, Looby, Lynn, McCormick, Mec-
Dougal, McEssy, Martin, Mato, Molinaro, Nitschke, Nuttel-
man, O’Malley, Orlich, Otte, Pabst, Packard, Parys, Quinn,
Radcliffe, Rogers, Sanasarian, Schroeder, Schwefel, Sensen-
brenner, Sicula, Stack, Stalbaum, Sweda, Thompson,
Tobiasz, Vanderperren, Wackett, Weisensel, Wilger, Wing
and Mr. Speaker—64.

Noes—Anderson, Baldus, Belting, Blanchard, Boche,
Brown, Conta, Czerwinski, Dueholm, Greider, Helgeson,
Johnson L. H., Klicka, Korpela, Luckhardt, Mathews, Mer-
kel, Mittness, Nager, Nikolay, Obey, Olson, Parkin, Pelo-
quin, Schneeberg, Schowalter, Shabaz, Steinhilber, Tamms,
Tregoning, Uehling, Van Hollen, Warren and York-—34.

Absent or not voting—Barbee and Wilcox—2.

Motion carried.

Assemblyman Czerwinski offered an amendment.
Entered.

The question was: Shall assembly amendment 5 be
adopted?

Assemblyman Martin moved rejection.

The question was: Shall assembly amendment 5 be
rejected ?

The roll was taken.

The vote follows:

Ayes—Alfonsi, Baldus, Boche, Bock, Bolle, Bradley,
Byers, Conradt, Day, Gee, Greider, Groshek, Helgeson,
Hephner, Hutnik, Jackson, Johnson L. H., Kafka, Kenyon,
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Kleczka, Klicka, LaFave, Laper, Lewison, Luckhardt, Lynn,
McCormick, McEssy, Martin, Mittness, Molinaro, Nitschke,
Nuttelman, Olson, O’Malley, Orlich, Pabst, Packard, Parys,
Peloquin, Quinn, Radcliffe, Sanasarian, Schneeberg, Scho-
walter, Schroeder, Schwefel, Sensenbrenner, Shabaz, Sicula,
Stalbaum, Tamms, Thompson, Tobiasz, Tregoning, Uehling,
Vanderperren, Wackett, Weisensel, Wilger, York and Mr.
Speaker—62,

Noes—Alberts, Anderson, Atkinson, Barbee, Belting,
Blanchard, Boeckmann, Brown, Conta, Czerwinski, Due-
holm, Grover, Hanna, Huber, Johnson W. A., Jones, Kessler,
Korpela, Lipscomb, McDougal, Mathews, Mato, Merkel,
Nager, Nikolay, Obey, Otte, Parkin, Rogers, Steinhilber,
Sweda, Van Hollen, Warren, Wilcoz and Wing—35.

Absent or not voting—Azim, Looby and Stack—3.

Motion carried.

Assemblyman Stack requested that he be recorded as vot-
ing, “Aye.” Granted.

Assemblyman Froehlich offered an amendment, Entered.

The question was: Shall Assembly Amendment 6 be
adopted?

The roll was taken.

The vote follows:

Ayes—Alberts, Alfonsi, Anderson, Atkinson, Baldus,
Barbee, Blanchard, Boche, Bock, Boeckmann, Bolle, Brad-
ley, Brown, Byers, Conradt, Conta, Czerwinski, Day, Gee,
Groshek, Grover, Hanna, Helgeson, Huber, Hutnik, Jackson,
Johnson L. H., Johnson W. A., Jones, Kafka, Kenyon, Kess-
ler, Kleczka, Klicka, Korpela, LaFave, Laper, Lewison,
Lipscomb, Looby, Luckhardt, Lynn, McCormick, McDougal,
McEssy, Martin, Mathews, M ato, Mittness, Molinaro,
Nitschke, Nuttelman, Obey, O’Malley, Orlich, Otte, Pabst,
Packard, Parkin, Parys, Quinn, Radcliffe, Rogers, Sana-
sarian, Schowalter, Schroeder, Schwefel, Sensenbrenner,
Shabaz, Sicula, Stack, Stalbaum, Steinhilber, Sweda,
Tamms, Thompson, Tobiasz, Tregoning, Uehling, Vander-
perren, Wackett, Warren, Weisensel, Wilger, Wing, York
and Mr. Speaker—87.

Noes—Belting, Dueholm, Greider, Hephner, Merkel,
Nager, Nikolay, Olson, Peloquin, Schneeberg, Van Hollen
and Wilcox—12,
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Absent or not voting—Azim—1.
Motion carried.

The question was: Shall Senate Bill 40 be ordered to a
third reading?

Assemblyman Shabaz moved non-concurrence.
The speaker in the chair.

) ?The question was: Shall Senate Bill 40 be non-concurred
in?

The roll was taken.

The vote follows:

Ayes—Alberts, Anderson, Barbee, Belting, Blanchard,
Boche, Byers, Dueholm, Greider, Johnson L. H., Kafka,
Klicka, Lipscomb, Luckhardt, Mathews, Merkel, Mittness,
Nager, Nikolay, Obey, Olson, Parkin, Schneeberg, Scho-
walter, Shabaz, Steinhilber, Tamms, Thompson, Tregoning,
Van Hollen, Wilcox, Wilger and York—33.

Noes-—Alfonsi, Atkinson, Azim, Baldus, Bock, Boeck-
mann, Bolle, Bradley, Brown, Conta, Czerwinski, Day, Gee,
Groshek, Grover, Hanna, Helgeson, Hephner, Huber, Hut-
nik, Jackson, Johnson W. A., Jones, Kenyon, Kessler,
Kleczka, Korpela, LaFave, Laper, Lewison, Looby, Lynn,
McCormick, McDougal, McEssy, Martin, Mato, Molinaro,
Nitschke, Nuttelman, O’Malley, Orlich, Otte, Pabst, Pack-
ard, Parys, Peloquin, Quinn, Radcliffe, Rogers, Sanasarian,
Schroeder, Schwefel, Sensenbrenner, Sicula, Stack, Stal-
baum, Sweda, Tobiasz, Uehling, Vanderperren, Wackett,
Warren, Weisensel, Wing and Mr. Speaker—66.

Absent or not voting—Conradt—1.

Motion failed.

Senate Bill 40
The question was: This bill having been read three times,

shall the bill be concurred in?

The roll was taken.

The vote follows:

Ayes—Alfonsi, Atkinson, Azim, Baldus, Boche, Bock,
Boeckmann, Bolle, Brown, Conradt, Conta, Czerwinski, Gee,
Groshek, Grover, Hanna, Helgeson, Hephner, Huber, Jack-
son, Johnson W. A., Jones, Kafka, Kenyon, Kessler, Kleczka,
Korpela, LaFave, Lewison, Lipscomb, Looby, Lynn, McCor-
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mick, McDougal, McEssy, Martin, Mato, Mittness, Molinaro,
Nitschke, Nuttelman, O’Malley, Orlich, Otte, Pabst, Pack-
ard, Parys, Peloquin, Quinn, Radcliffe, Rogers, Sanasarian,
Schwefel, Sensenbrenner, Sicula, Stack, Stalbaum, Sweda,
Thompson, Tobiasz, Uehling, Vanderperren, Wackett, War-
ren, Weisensel and Mr. Speaker—66.

Noes—Alberts, Anderson, Barbee, Belting, Blanchard,
Bradley, Byers, Day, Dueholm, Greider, Hutnik, Johnson
L. H., Klicka, Laper, Luckhardt, Mathews Merkel, Nager,
Nikolay, Obey, Olson, Parkin, Schneeberg, Schowalter,
Schroeder, Shabaz, Steinhilber, Tamms, Tregoning, Van
Hollen, Wilcox, Wilger, Wing and York—34.

Absent or not voting—None,

Motion carried.

Assemblyman Alfonsi asked unanimous consent that the
Assembly’s action on Senate Bill 40 be immediately mes-
saged to the Senate. Granted.

————

CHIEF CLERK’S CORRECTION

Assembly Bill 185
On page 2, line 20, substitute “230.48” for “867.045”,

VISITORS

During today’s session, the following visitors honored the
assembly by their presence, and were welcomed by the pre-
siding officer and the members:

Jim Struve from East Ellsworth, Wisconsin, Steven
Schaffer from Saddle Brook, New Jersey and Robert W.
Purvis from Cleveland, Ohio, guests of Assemblyman York.

Eugene Kabel, M. H, DeByle, Merrill Hibbard and Leo
Sokup, all from Rhinelander, Wis., guests of Assemblyman
Alfonsi.

Ralph Becker, Clerk of Circuit Court from Hudson, Wis.,
guest of Assemblyman Boche.

Mrs. Shirley LaFave, Harvey Borman and Mrs. Harvey
Borman from Marinette, Wis, guests of Assemblyman
LaFave,
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Mr. and Mrs. Roman Feltes and Bill Feltes from Arcadia,
Wis., guests of Assemblyman Radcliffe. The assemblyman
announced that Bill Feltes was enroute to an interview and
conference with Governor Knowles in the East Wing.

Don Holloway, Clerk of Courts in Brown County from
Green Bay, Wis., guest of Assemblymen Quinn, Vanderper-
ren and Kafka,

Mr. George S. Kaufman, Eagle Scout Thomas W. Hulin,
Mrs. John Hulin and Mrs. Donald K. Helgeson, guests of
Assemblyman Helgeson. The last named guest is the wife
of the assemblyman.

George L. Gresn from Manawa, Wis. and Geo. R. Kriegel
from Tigerton, Wis., guests of Assemblyman Grover,

Mr. and Mrs. Patrick Hephner from Brunswick, Georgia
and wife Kay from Chilton, Wisconsin, guests of Assembly-
man Hephner.

Assemblyman O’Malley requested that the adjournment
today be in honor of the ninety-third birthday of his
mother, Mrs. Martha O’Malley.

Assemblyman Alfonsi moved that the assembly adjourn,
pursuant to Assemblyman O’Malley’s request, and in honor
of Assemblyman McEssy’s 56th birthday, to 9:00 A.M.
Thursday, February 13, 1969.

Motion carried.
10:30 A.M.
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ERRATA AND ADDENDA

Note is made of the following amendations and addenda
which bring the text into conformity with the official records
of the assembly and senate, correcting major clerical and
printer’s omissions.

Matters NOT pertaining to a bill, resolution or petition.

Certification of members elected to the assembly on No-
vember 5, 1968 (page 14), “Robert C. Zimmermann” should
be “Robert C. Zimmerman”.

Speaker’s ruling on Point of Order (page 34), last full
line, “Commitee” should be “Committee”,

Attendance roll call (page 89), 5th line from bottom in
names of those present: “Hogers” should be “Rogers”.

Visitors, top of page 149: “La Croesse” should be
“La Crosse”.

Communication on page 174, next to last word, 2nd line,
“indeces” should be “indices’.

Attorney General’s opinion (commencing on page 186)
4th word, 4th line, last paragraph, page 188, “publis” should
be “publie”.

Second item of Visitors, page 370, last word, 2nd line,
“Conte” should be “Conta”.

Continuation of Visitors, page 390, 8th item from top,
“Boeckman’ should be “Boeckmann”, Same correction, page
508, 4th item from top, continuation of Visitors.

Page 681, in request for extension of recess to 45 minutes
by the Minority Floor Leader, preceding “11:00 :A.M.”, “re-
cesse” should be “recess”.

In Motion under Joint Rule 26, commencing on page 742,
2nd line in continuation thereof, paragraph commencing on
line 743, 8th word “ays” should be “days”. .
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Report by committee on Commerce and Manufactures,
bottom of page 823, first name of chairman should be
changed from “Frederich” to “Frederick”.

Motion under Joint Rule 26 (bottom of page 1093). On
page 1094, not necessary to message to senate—no senator
named therein.

Amendments offered, bottom of page 2039 shows one
author as “Boeckman’—should be “Boeckmann”.

Assembly Measures

Assembly Bill 5 (Page 927)
“enrolled” should follow “Correctly” in report by com-
mittee on Enrolled Bills.

Assembly Bill 7 (Page 2089)

¢ Sixth entry—Insert under Amendments Offered: Assem-
bly substitute amendment 1 to Assembly Bill 7 offered by
Assemblyman York.

Assembly _Bill 8 (Page 1309)

- Insert under Amendments Offered: Assembly amend-
ment 2 to Assembly Bill 8 offered by Assemblymen Belting
and Nikolay.

Assembly Bill 9 (Page 515)

After relating clause insert: Assembly amendment 1 to
assembly amendment 2 offered by Assemblymen Steinhilber
and Anderson.

Assembly Bill 20 (Page 1644)

Following a unanimous consent request to refer bill to
the foot of calendar of June 25th, the following entry
should have been noted: “Assemblyman Kenyon objected”.

Assembly Bill 42 (Page 237)
Insert under Amendments Offered: ‘Agsembly amendment
E _tO_Assembly Bill 42 offered bv Assemhlvmen Kessler and
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Same bill (Page 367)
(Roll call on indefinite postponement) 4th name, 2nd line
of “Noes”, “Boeckmbann’’ should be “Boeckmann”.

Same bill (Page 1090)

Roll call on motion to adhere, “Aye” votes, 7th line, 6th
name, “Schneebereg” should be “Schneeberg”.

Assembly Bill 58 (Page 544)

Paragraph 5: Assemblyman Schowalter moved to com-
mittee on Commerce and Manufactures, not Assemblyman
W. A. Johnson.

Assembly Bill 71
Roll call on engrossment (question at bottom of page
303) ; top of page 304, 2nd line, “Bolel” should be “Bolle”.

Assembly Bill 77 (Page 385)
Roll call on passage, 5th line from bottom, next to last
name, “Schroedeur” should be “Schroeder”.

Assembly Bill 115 (Page 1106)
In report by committee on Labor, “adption” should be
“adoption”.

Assembly Bill 129 (Page 2945)
Roll call commencing on page 2944, First line, 2nd name
in “Ayes”, “Lyann” should be “Lynn”.

Same bill, same roll call, 4th line from bottom of “No”
votes, “Radcliff” should be “Radcliffe”.

Assembly Bill 132 (Page 1280)
“Granted” should have appeared following a request by
member to be recorded as voting “No”.

Assembly Bill 147 (Page 546)
Roll call on passage, 2nd line of “Ayes” last name, “Boesk-
mann” should be “Boeckmann”
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Assembly Bill 224 (Page 796)
“No” vote on indefinite postponement, 7th line, 4th name,
“Sanasarina’” should be ‘“‘Sanasarian”.

Assembly Bill 244 (Page 1236)

Insert under Amendments Offered: Assembly amendment
5 to Assembly Bill 244 offered by Assemblymen Sweda, Nik-
olay, Day and Groshek.

Assembly Bill 254 (Page 757)

Following “Assemblyman Wilcox objected” insert: As-
semblyman Sicula asked unanimous consent that assembly
amendment 2 be withdrawn and returned to author. Granted.

Assembly Bill 282 (Page 2730)
Fourth name in “Noes” on suspension of rules for special
order of business, shown as “Korpella”, should be “Korpela”.

Assembly Bill 300 (Page 868)
“Noes” vote to lay on table, 2nd name, 8rd line, “Grider”
should be “Greider”.

Assembly Bill 321 (Page 510)
In Highway Committee report, 6th word “a” should be
lm”.

Assembly Bill 324 (Page 629)
Roll call on passage, 1st name of the “Ayes”, “Alferts”
should be “Alberts”.

Assembly Bill 347 (Page 2953)

On a reconsideration roll call, 8rd name, 2nd line of
“Noes”, “Boch” should be “Bock”.

Assembly Bill 374 (Page 672)

Roll call on rejection of amendment 8, 2nd name, 3rd line
lf::;)];n bottom of “Ayes”, “Stenhilber” should be “Stein-
ilber”.

Assembly Bill 395 (Page 2076)

Third entry should read: The question was: Shall assem-
bly substitute amendment: 1 he adontad?
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Assembly Bill 418 (Page 1823)
Insert under Amendments Offered: Assembly amend-

ments 9 and 10 to Assembly Bill 418 offered by Assembly-
man Groshek.

Assembly Bill 432 (Page 690)

Motion by a member for “indefinate” postponement should
be “indefinite” postponement.

Assembly Bill 476 (Page 815)

In the “No” votes of a roll call, the 8rd and 4th lines
from the bottom, each contain the name of “Schroeder”. One
must be stricken to make total come out to 51.

"Assembly Bill 570 (Page 2946)

Roll call on withdrawal and reference under the “Noes”,
shows the 3rd name 4th line, as “Markel”’—should be
“Merkel”.

Assembly Bill 628 (Page 2940)

Roll call on withdrawal and reference, 1st name, 8rd line
of “Noes”, shown as “Greiger” should be “Greider”.

Assembly Bill 637 (Page 2114)

Adoption of assembly amendment 2 by voice vote was
expunged at request of Assemblyman Nuttelman on Jan.
13, 1970 (page 3287). Record could not be changed because
bond copies had already been printed when the unanimous
consent was granted in January 1970, retroactive to Oc-
tober 23, 1969.

Same bill (Page 2129)

8th paragraph delete: Assemblyman Weisensel moved
reconsideration of the vote by which assembly amendment 2
was adopted. Entered.

Assembly Bill 641 (Page 1893)
First name in “No” votes by roll call, shown as Adnder
son”—should be “Anderson”,

Assembly Bill 644 (Page 2973)
Delete: 1st entry on page.
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Assembly Bill 730 (Page 1309)

" In amendment offered (13th item), “Steinnhilber” should
be “Steinhilber”.

Assembly Bill 734 (Page 2032)
Last line should read: Shall the bill be passed?

Assembly Bill 777 (Page 2574)

“No” vote on adoption of assembly amendment 6 (4th
line from bottom, 5th name) is “Pritchard”—should be
“Packard”.

Assembly Bill 894 (Page 2698)

In roll call on rejection of assembly substitute amend-
ment 2, 3rd name, 4th line of “Ayes”, shown as “Klevka”—
should be “Kleczka”.

Assembly Bill 916 (Page 2154) ~

After entry “Assemblyman Olson objected” insert: Mo-
tion to reconsider vote by which passed offered by Assem-
blyman Kenyon.

Assembly Bill 1001 (Page 2297)

“No” vote on rejection of assembly amendment 3 to as-
sembly substitute amendment 2 shows 2nd name, 6th line
as “Molainro”—should be “Molinaro”.

lAssembly Bill 1059 (Page 2641)

_ Roll call vote on indefinite postponement shows 5th “Aye”
vote name as “Deuholm”—should be “Dueholm”.

Assembly Bill 1137 (Page 2854)

Insert: Opinion of Attorney General received pursuant
to Assembly Resolution 52,

Assembly Bill 1168 (Page 3020) .
Roll call vote continued from preceding page shows la.zt
‘name, 2nd line of “Noes” as “Markel”—should be “Merkel”.

Assembly Resolution 4 (Page 20)
_ Roll call vote on adontion includes names of “Han Hol-
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Assembly Resolution 24 (Page 276)

Roll call vote on adoption, last name, 3rd line of the
“Ayes”, “Hber”—should be “Huber".

Assembly Resolution 48 (Page 1668)
. Under “Introduction and Reference of Resolutions” in-

‘sert: By committee on Rules, by request of Assemblyman
York.

Assembly Joint Resolution 7 (Page 86)

Last paragraph should read: Assemblyman Kessler asked
unanimous consent that the assembly’s action on Assembly
Joint Resolution 7 be immediately messaged to the senate.
Granted.

Assembly Joint Resolution 18 (Page 56)

(Enrolled No. 49). On page 57, 8rd full line from bot-
tom, "rcessed” should be “recessed”; top of page 58, same
joint resolution—‘“Harold V. Froelich” should be “Harold
V. Froehlich”.

Senate Measures

Senate Bill 106 (Page 1399)

Roll call vote on revival of an assembly substitute amend-
ment, next to last name in “Aye” column, shown as “Vanr-
derperren”—should be “Vanderperren”.

Senate Bill 113 (Page 2085)

2nd entry should read: Assemblyman Shabaz asked
unanimous consent that Senate Bill 113 be referred to joint
committee on Finance.

Senate Bill 175 (Page 2025)

Roll call on rejection of assembly amendment 1, 3rd
line of “Ayes” shows “Deuholm’”-—should be “Dueholm”.

Senate Bill 222 (Page 38496)

Roll call, last name, 3rd line from bottom of page, shown
as “Paper’—should be “Laper”.
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Senate Bill 242 (Page 2189)
Insert: Opinion of Attorney General received pursuant to
Assembly Resolution 41.

Senate Bill 253 (Page 1925)
On report from committee on Insurance and Banking de-
lete: “Not Voting 1” and insert: Noes 0.

Senate Bill 308 (Page 1095)

Insert: Withdrawn from committee on State Affairs and
referred to committee on J udiciary.

Withdrawn from committee on J udiciary and re-referred
to committee on State Affajrs.

Senate Bill 357 (Page 2792)

After entry “Ordered to a third reading. Motion car-
ried” insert:

Rules suspended,

Read a third time.

Senate Bill 374 (Page 2353)
Third word, third line, in request to withdraw from “com-
mitte” on Conservation, should be “committee”.

Senate Bill 417 (Page 3062) )
Sixth name, last line, of roll call in the “No” votes, is
“Lobby”—should be “Looby”,

Senate Bill 518 (Page 2867)
Delete: Passage. Insert: Concurrence.

Senate Bill 544 (Page 1794)
After “Motion Carried”—2nd line from bottom, insert:
Ordered to a third reading,

Senate Bill 565 (Page 2774)

Roll call on non-concurrence, 4th name in 4th line of
“Noes”, shown as “Kefka”—shanld ho “Kafla”
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Senate Bill 605 (Page 2987)
First name, 7Tth line, “Aye” roll call votes, shown as
“Lobby’’—should be “Looby”.

Senate Bill 714 (Page 8279)
Last name in roll call vote on this page, shown as “Mr.
Stanley”—should be “Mr. Speaker”.

Senate Bill 766 (Page 2646)
Second “No” vote name on roll call to suspend the rules,
shown as “Bockmann”—should be “Boeckmann”.
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