STATE OF WISCONSIN
Assembly Journal

Ninety-FourthRegular Session

12:25 PM.

WEDNESDAY, October 6, 1999

The Assembly met inthe Assembly Chamber located in
the State Capitol.

Speaker Prodmpore Freese in the chair
The prayer was tdred by Representative Hutchison.

Representativ&herman led the membership in reciting
the pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United Stafies
America.

Theroll was taken.

The result follows:

Present— Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Balow
Berceau, Black, Bock, Boyle, Brandemuehl, Carpenter
Coggs, Colon, Cullen,Duff, Foti, Freese, Gard, Goetsch,
Gronemus, Grothman, Gunderson, Gundrum, Hahn,
Handrick,Hasenohrl, Hebl, Hoven, Huhétubler Huebsch,
Hundertmark, Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsrudaufert,
Kedzie,Kelso, Kestell, Klusman, Kreibich, Kreusétrug,
Krusick, La Fave, Ladwig, F.asee, Lassa, J. Lehman, M.
Lehman Leibham, MeyerMeyerhofey Miller, Montgomery
Morris—Tatum,Mussey Nass, Olsen, Ott, Owens, Petrowski,
Pettis, Plale, Plouf Pocan, Porter Powers, Reynolds,
RhoadesRichards, RileyRyba, SchneideiSchoof, Seratti,
Sherman, Sinicki, Skindrud, Spillnétaskunas, Steinbrink,
Stone,Suder Sykora, Dwnsend, Tavis, Turner Underheim,
Urban, Vrakas, Wdlker Ward, Wasserman, Waukau,
Wieckert,Williams, Wood, Young, Ziegelbauer and Speaker
Jensenr- 99.

Absent with leave — None.

Vacancies — None.

Executive COMMUNICATIONS

October5, 1999
The Honorable Scott Jensen
Speaker of the Assembly
211 West, State Capitol
Madison, WI 53702

Re: 1999 Assembly Bill 495
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Dear Speaker Jensen:

1999 Assembly Bill 495, introduced by Representative
Skindrud, and co-sponsored by SenatoiréN, relates to
benefit improvements, interest crediting, variatdanuity
option, contribution credits foemployers, death benefits,
credit for legislative service, recognition of income and
capitalgains and losses in the fixed retirement investment
trustand afecting certain actuarial assumptions and liabilities
underthe Wsconsin retirement system.

1999 Assembly Bill 495 contains a fiscal note in excess of
$10,000. Pursuant to sec. 16.47(2), Stats., | consider this bill
anemegency bill, | recommenthe bill and | ask that passage
of 1999 Assembly Bill 495 be permitted prior to passage of the
budgethill.

Thank you for your attention to this matter

Sincerely,
TOMMY G. THOMPSON
Governor

REFERRAL OF AGENCY REPORTS

Stateof Wisconsin
Department of ®terans Afairs
Madison

October 4, 1999
To the Honorable, the Legislature:

In compliance with section 45.35(3d)(b),isN Stats., as
createdby 1989 Wisconsin Act 36theCouncil on \éterans
Programsand the Wisconsin Department oféferansiffairs
(WDVA) submitted generaummary reports of the activities
and membership of the Council and theganizations
representecon the Council. Five ganizations had not
reportedby the September 30 deadline.

Attached are reports from two of the five outstanding
organizations theFederation for Culturally Diverseeterans
andthe National Association For Blacle¥rans. Thankou
for including these ganizations in the report period.

Sincerely,
JOHN A. SCOCOS
Executive Director

Referred to committee oveterans and Military Affairs.


https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/acts/1989/36
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Representative ndkas asked unanimous consent that
Assembly stand recessed. Granted.

The Assembly stood recessed.
12:27 PM.

REcEss

1:13 PM.
The Assembly reconvened.

Speaker Prodmpore Freese in the chair

CALENDAR OF MonDAY, OCTOBER 4

Assembly Bill 234

Relating to: qualification of candidates for justice of the
supreme court for grants from the latonsin election
campaigrfund, court fees and making an appropriation.

Representative Dfiin the chair

Representativ®ock asked unanimous consent that the
rulesbe suspended and thegsembly Bill 377 be withdrawn
from the committee orCampaigns and Elections and taken
up at this time.

Representative Freese objected.

RepresentativBock moved that theules be suspended
andthatAssembly Bill 377 be withdrawn from the committee
on Campaigns and Elections and taken up at this time.

The question was:
Assembly Bill 377 be withdrawn from the committee on
Campaigns and Elections and taken up at this time?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes — Representatives BalovBerceau, Black, Bock,
Boyle, Carpenter Coggs, Colon, Cullen, Gronemus,
HasenohrlHebl, HuberHubler Kreuser Krug, Krusick, La
Fave, Lassa, J. Lehman, MeyeMeyerhofer Miller,
Morris—Tatum, Plale, Plouf Pocan, ReynoldsRichards,
Riley, Ryba, Schneider Schoof, Sherman, Sinicki,
StaskunasSteinbrink, Tavis, Turner Wasserman, \aukau,
Williams, Wood, Young and Ziegelbauer — 45.

Noes- Representatives Ainsworth, AlbeBrandemuehl,
Duff, Foti, Freese, Gardzoetsch, Grothman, Gunderson,
Gundrum,Hahn, Handrick, Hoven, HuebsdHundertmark,
Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsrud, Kaufert, Kedzie, Kelso,
Kestell, Klusman, Kreibich, Ladwig, .H.asee, M. Lehman,
Leibham, Montgomery Mussey Nass, Olsen, Ott, Owens,
Petrowski Pettis, PortelPowers, Rhoades, Seratti, Skindrud,
Spillner, Stone, Suder Sykora, Bwnsend, Underheim,
Urban,Vrakas, Velker, Ward, Weckert and Speaker Jensen
-54,
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Shall the rules be suspended and

Absent or not voting — None.

Motion failed.

Assembly Bill 234

Relating to: qualification of candidates for justice of the
supreme court for grants from the latonsin election
campaigrfund, court fees and making an appropriation.

Thequestion was:Assembly Bill 234, having been read
threetimes, shall the bill be passed?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes — Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Balow
BrandemuehlDuff, Foti, Freese, Gard, Goetsch, Grothman,
Gundrum, Hahn, Handrick, Hebl, Hoven, Huebsch,
Hundertmark, Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsru&edzie,
Kelso, Kestell, Klusman, Kreibich, KreuserKrusick,
Ladwig, F. Lasee, Lassa, Lehman, M. Lehman, Leibham,
Meyer, Meyerhofer Miller, Montgomery Mussey Nass,
Olsen, Ott, Owens, Petrowski, PettiBjale, Plouf, Porter
Powers, Rhoades, Schobf Seratti, Skindrud, Spillner
Staskunas,Steinbrink, Stone, SudefSykora, Dwnsend,
Travis, Underheim, Urban, Mkas, Vdlker, Ward, Waukau,
Wieckertand Speaker Jensen — 68.

Noes - Representatives Berceau, Black, Bock, Boyle,
Carpenter,Coggs, Colon,Cullen, Gronemus, Gunderson,
Hasenohrl, Huber Hubler Kaufert, Krug, La Fave,
Morris—Tatum, Pocan, Reynolds, Richards, RileRyba,
SchneiderSherman, Sinicki, drner Wasserman, \liams,
Wood, Young and Ziegelbauer — 31.

Absent or not voting — None.
Motion carried.

Representativeadwig asked unanimous consent that the
rules be suspended and thatssembly Bill 234 be
immediatelymessaged to the Senate. Granted.

Speaker Prodmpore Freese in the chair

Assembly Bill 266

Relatingto: requiring certaireducational agencies to
install filtering software on computers connected to the
internetand making an appropriation.

The question wasAssembly Bill 266 having been read
threetimes, shall the bill be passed?

The roll was taken.
The result follows:

Ayes— Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Bald@wock,
BrandemuehlCarpenterCullen, Duf, Foti, Freese, Gard,
Goetsch, Gronemus, Grothman, Gundersofgundrum,
Hahn,Handrick, Hasenohrl, Hebl, Hoven, HupEuebsch,
Hundertmark, Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsrudaufert,
Kedzie,Kelso, Kestell, Klusman, Kreibiclrusick, La Fave,
Ladwig, F. Lasee, Lassa, MLehman, Leibham, Meyer
Meyerhofer, Montgomery Musser Nass, Ott, Owens,
Petrowski Pettis, Plale, PortePowers, Reynolds, Rhoades,
Ryba, Schoof, Seratti, Skindrud, Staskunas, Steinbrink,
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Stone,Sudey Sykora, ®wnsend, Trner Underheim, Urban, The roll was taken.
Vrakas, Walker, Ward, Wasserman, ‘aukau, Vieckert, ]
Wood, Ziegelbauer and Speaker Jensen - 76. The result follows:

_ i Ayes— Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Bal@®oyle,
Noes— Representatives Berceau, Black, Boyle, Coggs, .

P e, »999 Brandemuehl,Coggs, Colon, Cullen, Dif Foti, Freese,
Colon, Hubler Kreuser Krug, J. Lehman, Miller q h o q q
Morris-Tatum, Olsen, Plodf Pocan, Richards, Riley Gard,Goetsch, Gronemus, Grothman, Gunderson, Gundrum,

SchneiderSherman, Sinicki, Spillngfiravis, Wiliams and ~ Hahn, Handrick, Hasenohrl, Hebl, Hoven, Hubéfubler

Young- 23. Huebsch, Hundertmark, Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsrud,
_ Kaufert,Kedzie, Kelso, KestelKlusman, Kreibich, Kreuser
Absent or not voting — None. Krusick, La Fave, Ladwig, H.asee, M. Lehman, Leibham,

Meyer, Meyerhofer Montgomery Morris—Tatum, Musser
Nass,Olsen, Ott,0Owens, Petrowski, Pettis, Plale, Parter

Representativéherman asked unanimous consent to be Powers, Reynolds, Rhoades, yBa, Schodf Seratti,

recordecas voting Aye” on the previous questiorGranted. ShermanSkindrud, SpillnerStaskunas, Steinbrink, Stone,
Suder,Sykora, Bwnsend, Tavis, Turner Underheim, Urban,

Representativeadwig asked unanimous consent that the Vrakas, Walker, Ward, Wasserman, Vukau, Vieckert,
rules be suspended and thatssembly Bill 266 be Williams, Wood, Young, Ziegelbauer and Speaker Jensen -
immediatelymessaged to the Senate. Granted. 85.

Motion carried.

Assembly Bill 478 Noes— Representatives Berceau, Black, Bock, Carpgenter

Relatingto: physical health examinations of pupils. Krug, Lassa, J. Lehman, MillePlouf, Pocan,Richards,

Riley, Schneider and Sinicki — 14.
The question wasAssembly Bill 478 having been read T
threetimes, shall the bill be passed? Absent or not voting — None.

The roll was taken. Motion carried.

RepresentativeCoggsasked unanimous consent to be

The result follows: recordedas voting No” on the previous question. Granted.

Ayes - Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Bal&lack,
Bock, Boyle, Brandemuehl, Carpent€oggs, ColonCullen,
Duff, Foti, Freese, Gard, Goetsch, Gronemus, Grothman
Gunderson,Gundrum, Hahn, Handrick, Hasenohrl, Hebl,
Hoven, Huber Hubler Huebsch, Hundertmark, Hutchison,
Jeskewitz, Johnsrud, Kaufert, Kedzie, Kelso, Kestell,
Klusman,Kreibich, KreuserKrusick, La Fave, Ladwig,.F Representative idkas asked unanimous consent that
Lasee,Lassa, J. Lehman, M. Lehman, Leibham, Meyer Assembly stand recessed. Granted.

Meyerhofer, Miller, Montgomery Morris—Tatum, Mussey

Nass, Olsen, Ott,0wens, Petrowski, Pettis, Plale, PRluf The Assembly stood recessed.

Pocan,Porter Powers, Reynolds, Rhoadegjbd, Schodf 1:35 PM.

Seratti, Sherman, Sinicki,Skindrud, Spillner Staskunas,
Steinbrink, Stone, Suder Sykora, ©wnsend, Trner,

Underheim, Urban, \fakas, Vdlker Ward, Wasserman, RECESS
Waukau Wieckert, Williams, Wood, Young, Ziegelbauesnd

Speakedensen — 93. 4:25 PM.

Representativeadwig asked unanimous consent that the
rules be suspended and tha&ssembly Bill 481 be
'immediatelymessaged to the Senate. Granted.

Noes— Representatives Berceau, Krug, Richards, Riley The Assembly reconvened.

Schneiderand Tavis - 6. ) .
_ Speaker Prodmpore Freese in the chair
Absent or not voting — None.

Motion carried.

Representativ8erceau asked unanimous consent to be MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

recordedas voting Aye” on the previous questiorGranted. _ _
) ) ) By Donald J. SchneideBenate Chief Clerk.
Representativeadwig asked unanimous consent that the

rules be suspended and thassembly Bill 478 be Mr. Speaker:

immediatelymessaged to the Senate. Granted. | am directed to inform you that the Senate has

Assembl'y Bill 481 ' Concurred in:
Relatln_gto: access by a parent to records relating to the Assembly Joint Resolution 56
parent'schild. Assembly Joint Resolution 67

The question wasAssembly Bill 481 having been read Assembly Joint Resolution 68
threetimes, shall the bill be passed? Assembly Joint Resolution 69

380
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Assembly Joint Resolution 73
Assembly Joint Resolution 74
Assembly Joint Resolution 75
Assembly Bill 449

CALENDAR OF WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 6

Assembly Bill 495

Relating to: benefitimprovements, interest crediting,
variableannuity option, contribution credits femployers,
deathbenefits, credit for legislative service, recognition of
incomeand capital gains and losses in the fixed retirement
investmentrustand afecting certain actuarial assumptions
andliabilities under the \igconsin retirement system.

Representativ&aufert asked unanimouwsnsent to be
madea coauthor oAssembly Bill 495. Granted.

The question was: Shall Assembly amendment 1 to
Assembly Bill 495 be adopted?

Motion carried.

The question was: Shall Assembly amendment 2 to
Assembly Bill 495 be adopted?

Motion carried.

Assemblyamendment 3 tAssembly Bill 495 offered by
Representativelklusman and Ziegelbauer

RepresentativeKrug moved rejection of Assembly
amendmen8 to Assembly Bill 495.

The question was: Shall Assembly amendment 3 to
Assembly Bill 495 be rejected?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes — Representatives BalpvBerceau, Black, Bock,
Boyle, CarpenterCoggs, Colon, Cullen, Freese, Gronemus,
Hahn,Handrick, Hasenohrl, Hebl, Huheétubler Johnsrud,
Kaufert,Kreuser Krug, Krusick, La Fave, Lassa, J. Lehman,
M. Lehman, Meyer Meyerhofer Miller, Morris—Tatum,
Musser,Petrowski, Plale, PlofjfPocan, Reynolds, Richards,
Riley, Ryba, SchneiderSchoof, Seratti, Sherman, Sinicki,
StaskunasSteinbrink, Sykora, favis, Turner, Underheim,
Waukau,Williams, Wood and bung — 54.

Noes- Representatives Ainsworth, AlbeBrandemuehl,
Duff, Foti, Gard, GoetsclGrothman, Gunderson, Gundrum,
Hoven, Huebsch, Hundertmark, Hutchison, Jeskewitz,
Kedzie,Kelso, Kestell, Klusman, Kreibich, Ladwig, [Fasee,
Leibham, Montgomery Nass, Olsen, Ott, Owens, Pettis,
Porter,Powers, Rhoades, Skindrud, SpillnStone, Suder
Townsend, Urban, \fakas, Vdlker Ward, WAsserman,
Wieckert,Ziegelbauer and Speaker Jensen — 45.

Absent or not voting — None.

Motion carried.
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Assemblyamendment 4 tAssembly Bill 495 offered by
Representativegrakas and Schneider

The question was: Shall Assembly amendment 4 to
Assembly Bill 495 be adopted?

Motion carried.

Assemblyamendment 5 tAssembly Bill 495 offered by
Representativ&lusman.

PoiNT oF ORDER

RepresentativeDuff rose to the point of order that
Assembly amendment 5 tAssembly Bill 495 was not
properly beforethe Assembly because it required a report
from the joint survey committee dRetirement Systems.

SpeakelPro Tempore Freese ruled the poafitordernot
well taken.

RepresentativeBlack moved rejection of Assembly
amendmenb to Assembly Bill 495.

The question was: Shall Assembly amendment 5 to

Assembly Bill 495 be rejected?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes — Representatives AlberBalow, Berceau, Black,
Bock, Boyle, Brandemuehl, Carpent@oggs, ColonCullen,
Foti, Freese, Gard, Gronemus, Gunderson, Hellamdrick,
Hasenohrl, Hebl, Hoven, Huber Hubler Huebsch,
Hundertmark,Johnsrud, Kaufertkreibich, KreuserKrug,
Krusick, La Fave, Ladwig, Lassa, J. Lehman, M. Lehman,
Meyer, Meyerhofer Miller, Montgomery Morris—Tatum,
Musser,Olsen, Petrowski, Pettis, Plale, Pliglfocan, Porter
Powers, Reynolds, Rhoades, Richards, Rijleryba,
Schneider,Schoof, Seratti, Sherman, Sinicki, Skindrud,
Spillner, Staskunas, Steinbrink, Sud&ykora, Dwnsend,
Travis, Turner Underheim, Yakas, Vdsserman, \Aukau,
Wieckert,Williams, Wood, Young and Ziegelbauer — 78.

Noes — Representatives Ainsworth, DufGoetsch,
Grothman,Gundrum, Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Kedzie, Kelso,
Kestell, Klusman, F Lasee, Leibham, Nass, Ott, Owens,
Stone,Urban, Walker, Ward and Speaker Jensen — 21.

Absent or not voting — None.
Motion carried.

Assemblyamendment 6 tAssembly Bill 495 offered by
Representativ&lusman.

Representativ&skindrud moved rejection of Assembly
amendmen6 to Assembly Bill 495.

The question was: Shall Assembly amendment 6 to
Assembly Bill 495 be rejected?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:
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Ayes — Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Balow
Berceau, Black, Bock, Boyle, Brandemuehl, Carpenter
Coggs,Colon, Cullen, DuUf Foti, Freese, Gard, Gronemus,
GundersonHahn, Handrick, HasenohHebl, Hoven, Huber
Hubler, Huebsch, Hundertmark, HutchisonJohnsrud,
Kaufert, Kelso, Kreibich, KreuseiKrug, Krusick, Ladwig,
Lassa,J. Lehman, M. Lehman, Meyédvleyerhofey Miller,
Montgomery, Morris—Tatum, Musser Olsen, Owens,
Petrowski, Pettis, Plale, Plofif Pocan, Porter Powers,
Reynolds, Rhoades, RichardsRiley, Ryba, Schneider
Schooff, Seratti, Sherman, Sinicki, Skindrud, Spillner
StaskunasSteinbrink, Sykora, dwnsend, Tavis, Turner,
Underheim, Vrakas, Wasserman, MWukau, Vieckert,
Williams, Wood, Young and Speaker Jensen — 81.

Noes— Representatives Goetsch, Grothm@ondrum,
Jeskewitz,Kedzie, Kestell, Klusman, L&ave, F Lasee,
Leibham,Nass,Ott, Stone, Sudebtrban, Wilker, Ward and
Ziegelbauer 18.

Absent or not voting — None.
Motion carried.

The question was: Sha#lssembly Bill 495 be ordered
engrosse@nd read a third time?

Motion carried.

Representativé-oti asked unanimousonsent that the
rulesbe suspended and thassembly Bill 495 be given a
third reading. Granted.

The question wasAssembly Bill 495 having been read
threetimes, shall the bill be passed?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes — Representatives AlberBalow, Berceau, Black,
Bock, Boyle, Brandemuehl, Carpent@uoggs, ColonCullen,
Freese, Gard, Gronemus, Gunderson, Hahn, Handrick,
Hasenohrl,Hebl, Huber Hubler Huebsch,Hundertmark,
Hutchison, Johnsrud, KaufertKelso, Kestell, Kreibich,
KreuserKrug, Krusick, La Fave, Ladwig, Lassa, J. Lehman,
M. Lehman, Meyer Meyerhofer Miller, Montgomery
Morris—Tatum,Musser Olsen, OttPetrowski, Pettis, Plale,
Plouff, PocanPorter Powers, Reynolds, Rhoades, Richards,
Riley, Ryba, SchneiderSchoof, Seratti, Sherman, Sinicki,
Skindrud, Spillner Staskunas, Steinbrink, Sud&ykora,
Townsend, Travis, Turnet Vrakas, Vdsserman, Aukau,
Wieckert,Williams, Wood, Young and Speaker Jensen — 79.

Noes— Representatives Ainsworth, DuFoti, Goetsch,
GrothmanGundrum Hoven, Jeskewitz, Kedzie, Klusman, F
Lasee,Leibham, Nass, Owens, Stone, Underhdiithan,
Walker,Ward and Ziegelbauer - 20.

Absent or not voting — None.
Motion carried.

Representativedravis, Miller, Hebl, Pocan, Musser

Black, Turner and Berceau asked unanimous consent to be

madecoauthors oAssembly Bill 495. Granted.
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Representativé-oti asked unanimousonsent that the
rules be suspended and thatssembly Bill 495 be
immediatelymessaged to the Senate. Granted.

RepresentativAlbers asked unanimous consent to be
withdrawnas a coauthor dkssembly Bill 225. Granted.

Representativé-oti asked unanimousonsent that the
Assemblystand recessed. Granted.

The Assembly stood recessed.
5:50 PM.

RECESs

8:35 PM.
The Assembly reconvened.

Speaker Prodmpore Freese in the chair

RepresentativeFoti asked unanimous consent for a
quorumcall. Granted.

A quorum was present.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

By Donald J. SchneideBenate Chief Clerk.
Mr. Speaker:
| am directed to inform you that the Senate has

Concurred in:
Assembly Bill 495
Adoptedand asks concurrence in:
Committeeof Conference repodn Assembly Bill 133

ACTION ON THE SENATE MESSAGE

Assembly Bill 133
Relating to: state finances and appropriations,
constitutingthe executive budget act thfe 1999 legislature.

INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE
OF ProposaLs

Readfirst time and referred:

Assembly Joint Resolution 78

Relatingto: the proceduresf the legislature regarding the
reportof the committee of conference on 1999 Assembly Bill
133.
By Representative Cullen.
To committee orfRules.
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Representativ€ullen asked unanimous consent titat
rulesbe suspended and thAssembly Joint Resolution 78
be withdrawn from the committee oRules and taken ugt
this time.

Representative Foti objected.

Representativ€ullen moved that theules be suspended
andthatAssembly Joint Resolution 78 be withdrawn from
the committee onRules and taken up at this time.

The question was: Shall the rules be suspended and™SS

Assembly Joint Resolution 78 be withdrawn from the
committeeon Rules and taken up at this time?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes — Representatives BalovBerceau, Black, Bock,
Boyle, Carpenter Coggs, Colon, Cullen, Gronemus,
HasenohrlHebl, HuberHubler Kreuser Krug, Krusick, La
Fave, Lassa, J. Lehman, MeyeiMeyerhofey Miller,
Morris—Tatum, Plale, Plouf Pocan, ReynoldsRichards,
Riley, Ryba, Schneider Schoof, Sherman, Sinicki,
StaskunasSteinbrink, Tavis, Turner Wasserman, \aukau,
Williams, Wood, Young and Ziegelbauer - 45.

Noes— Representatives Ainsworth, AlbeBrandemuehl,
Duff, Foti, Freese, Gard;oetsch, Grothman, Gunderson,
Gundrum,Hahn, Handrick, Hoven, Huebsdhundertmark,
Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsrud, Kaufert, Kedzie, Kelso,
Kestell, Klusman, Kreibich, Ladwig, .H.asee, M. Lehman,
Leibham, Montgomery Mussef Nass, Olsen, Ott, Owens,
Petrowski Pettis, PorteilPowers, Rhoades, Seratti, Skindrud,
Spillner, Stone, Suder Sykora, Bwnsend, Underheim,
Urban,Vrakas, Velker, Ward, Weckert and Speaker Jensen
-54,

Absent or not voting — None.

Motion failed.

Assembly Bill 133
Relating to: state finances and appropriations,
constitutingthe executive budget act thfe 1999 legislature.

Representativelubler asked for a division of the question
on concurrence in the committee obnference report on
Assembly Bill 133.

SpeakerPro Tempore Freese took the request under
advisement.

The Assembly stood informal.

9:15 PM.
The Assembly reconvened.
Speaker Prodmpore Freese in the chair

9:20 PM.

The Chair denied the request by Representative Hubler fo
adivision of thequestion on concurrence in the committee of
conferenceeport onAssembly Bill 133.
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PoinT oF ORDER

Representativelubler rose to the point of order that the
committeeof conference report oAssembly Bill 133 is
divisible under Assembly Rul&0.

SpeakePro empore Freese took the point of ordader
advisement.

Representativdé-oti asked unanimousonsent that the
emblystand recessed. Granted.

The Assembly stood recessed.
9:37 PM.

RECESss

10:10 AM.
The Assembly reconvened.

Speaker Prodmpore Freese in the chair

RuLING ON THE PoINT oF ORDER

The Chair rulednot well taken the point of order raised
by Representative Hubler that the committee of conference
reporton Assembly Bill 133 is divisible.

The complete text of the Chair follows:

“The Lady from the 75tthad raised a Point Of Order that
didn’t basically agree with the Chair declaring her motion to
divide the Conference Committee Report. She raidediat

Of Orderthat the Conference Committee Report could be
divided,as lunderstood it, into Sections 1, 2, and 3. | believe
heroriginal motion was to divide it into Item 3.

The Chair has spent some time trying to work through this
particularPoint Of Order to make sure because | am thate

the Lady will ask that ibecome precedent in the rulings of the
Chair  So the Chair has taken some time looking at Assembly
Rules, Joint Rules, Senate Rules, MasorManual and
Jefferson’dManual to try to resolve this issue. The Lady from
the 75th and the Gentleman from the 44th make the Point Of
Orderthat we can divide it into dérent components based on
AssemblyRule80(4).

AssemblyRule 80(4) lists what is not divisible and because
the Report OnCommittees doesnhappen to show up there

it is the belief, | believe, of the Lady from tfi6th and the
Gentlemarfrom the 44th that because it is merely not stated
there,that it is divisible. One has to, | believe, look at
AssemblyRule80(1), which is “any member may request
division of simple amendments and motions involving
distinctand independent propositions or concurrent action if
theyare severable without being rewritten or restated and the
rquestiorrshall bedivided if each separate proposition or action
to be voted on is complete aptbper regardless of the action
takenon the other portions of the original question.”

Sothe Chair looked, taking the advice that the Lady from the
75thand the Gentleman from the 44th were telling the Chair


https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar80
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar80(4)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar80(4)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar80(1)
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thatthis is a Report on the Committee On Conference. It is notManual. And, if members want to take a look on page 47 in

an amendment, they report, because it is smecifically
talked about in Assembly Rul&0(4) Therefore, it is
divisible. It is the Chais opinion, that under Assembly Rule
80(1), which governs what is divisible, this simply is not an
amendment.lt is not a simpleamendment. Actuallyf we
were even totake conference amendment |, which is an
amendmento the Assembly Substitute Amendment, | think
memberscan easily see that this is just not a simple
amendment.lt is rather complex. K actually a little longer
thanGoneWith the WWind, and has quite a bit more intrigue in
it, | think.

So, it is clearly to the Chairnot a division of a simple
amendmenbecause as the Laflpm the 75th and Gentleman
from the 44th pointed out in their Points Of Ordéat it was
areport that should be dividdzhsed on the fact that it didn’
showup in 80(4).

Thenthe Chair went one step further just to have a little more
comfort because if it were an amendment, could this
amendmentbe divided and taken up in three feient
componentst is the Chaits belief that under Assembly Rule
80(1), that each question if they were divided, Question .,
Question2 and Question 8nd were separate propositions or
actionsto be voted on, would be complete and proper
regardlesf the action taken on the others. And it is this
Chair’s opinion that they would ndbe, as the Chair was
asking during the pointof order that was being raised if

the section on Conferences on page 48 as well and the ending
of this regarding conference committees “and each party
reportsin writing to its respective house the substancethait

is said on both sides and entered into the Journal.”

And that isthe report we have before us. “This report can not
beamendedr altered as that of the committee may be.” So,
the backup for Assembly Rules and Joint Rules was
Jefferson’dManual but also wanting to make sure that that is
the establishegbrecedent, | looked to MasariManual which

is the manual we often refer to as well amdler Section 770
(2) it says “in voting in a conference committee, the
committeeof each house votes separatélynie committe@n
conferencefrom each house submits its report to tioeise
from which it was appointed, “which we have. “The report
uponbeing received may be treated likider reports except
thatthe report of the conference committee is usually given
higherprecedence.”

That's why we're here at 10:00 p.m. “Under no condition,
including suspension of the rules may theuse alter or
amendthe Report of the Committee, but must adopt or refuse
to adopt the report in the form submitted.”

Soit is the opinion of the Chair that the Lady from the 7th’
Point Of Order isnot well taken based on those following
reasons.”

Sectionl were adopted and Section 2 and Section 3 were not,

could the bill stand on its own? The CHaibelief is, no it

couldnot. If Section 2 were adopted but not Sections 1 and

3 the same situation. Qif only Section 3 were adopted
without negating the actionsaken by the Senate and
Assembly,could it stand on its own? It ike Chaits belief
thatit could not.

But wanting to make sure because knowinglthay from the
75thwas going to be fairlpersistent and the Gentleman from

INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE
OF PROPOSALS

Readfirst time and referred:

Assembly Joint Resolution 79
Relatingto: the proceduresf the legislature regarding the

the 44th is a scholar of the rules, | wanted to make sure thateportof the committee of conference on 1999 Assembly Bill

| wasnt not reading this properly and when one looks at the
Joint Rules, Joint Rule(3) “approval of the Conference
Reportby roll call vote in each houseificient to constitute
final passage of the proposdlall be final passage of the bill
or Joint Resolution in the form and wittie changes proposed

by the report.” And the Joint Rules really are silent on whether

or not we can amend the Conference Report.

So the Chair looked at Senate Rules which are somewhat

moreobscure than ours and really not to the psimthe Chair
lookedat whatother rules are available to us to determine and
under Assembly Rule 91(1) “in the absence of pertinent
Assembly or Joint Rules questions of parliamentary
procedureshall be decidedccording to applicable rules of
parliamentanpractice and J&frsons Manual which are not
inconsistent with constitutional or statutory provisions
relatingto the functioning of the legislature.”

So, upon reading about the statutory provisions, weadid
searchof the Wsconsin Statutes and Constitution to see if
thereis something that would apply there. Of course, that
didn’'t help us. So th&€hair then referred to Jefson’s
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133.
By Representative Cullen.
To committee orfRules.

PoiNnT oF ORDER

RepresentativeCullen rose to the point of ordéhat
Assembly Joint Resolution 79 was privileged.

SpeakelPro empore Freese took the point of ordader
advisement.

RuLING ON THE PoINT oF ORDER

The Chair ruledwell taken that the point of order raised
by Representative CullghatAssembly Joint Resolution 79
wasprivileged.


https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar80(4)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar80(1)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar80(1)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/jr3(3)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/legislativerules/2011/ar91(1)

JOURNAL OF THE ASSEMBLY [October6, 1999]

PoiNT oF ORDER

RepresentativeDuff rose to the point of order that
Assembly Joint Resolution 79 was not properly before the
Assemblybecausa committee of conference report can not
be amended.

The Speaker Prodmpore ruled the point of ordesell
taken.

Representativ€ullen appealed the ruling of the Chair

The question was:Shall the ruling of the Chair stand as
theruling of the Assembly?

The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes - Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Brandemuehl,
Duff, Foti, Freese, Gardsoetsch, Grothman, Gunderson,
Gundrum,Hahn, Handrick, Hoven, Huebsdhundertmark,
Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsrud, Kaufert, Kedzie, Kelso,
Kestell, Klusman, Kreibich, Ladwig, .H.asee, M. Lehman,
Leibham, Montgomery Mussey Nass, Olsen, Ott, Owens,
Petrowski Pettis, PortefPowers, Rhoades, Seratti, Skindrud,
Spillner, Stone, Suder Sykora, Bwnsend, Underheim,
Urban,Vrakas, Velker, Ward, Weckert and Speaker Jensen
-54,

Noes- Representatives BalpBerceau, Black, Bock,
Boyle, Carpenter Coggs, Colon, Cullen, Gronemus,
HasenohrlHebl, HuberHubler KreuseyKrug, Krusick, La
Fave, Lassa, J. Lehman, MeyemMeyerhofer Miller,
Morris—Tatum, Plale, Plouf Pocan, ReynoldsRichards,
Riley, Ryba, Schneider Schoof, Sherman, Sinicki,
StaskunasSteinbrink, Tavis, Turner Wasserman, \aukau,
Williams, Wood, Young and Ziegelbauer — 45.

Absent or not voting — None.

Motion carried.

Assembly Bill 133
Relating to: state finances and appropriations,
constitutingthe executive budget act thfe 1999 legislature.

Urban,Vrakas, Vdlker, Ward, WAsserman, AUkau, Vieckert
andSpeaker Jensen — 82.

Noes — Representatives Boyle, Coggs, Grothman,
Gundrum, Hubler Kelso, Klusman, Krug, .F Lasee,
Morris—Tatum,Nass, Richards, Schneid#&villiams, Wood,
Youngand Ziegelbauer — 17.

Absent or not voting — None.

Representativé-oti asked unanimousonsent that the
rules be suspended and that tessemblys action on
Assembly Bill 133 be immediately messaged to the Senate.
Granted.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

Representativdensen asked unanimous consent that the
Assembly adjourn in honor of Chadaylor and Carrie
Hoeper,two of his staf members who will be leaving his
office. Granted.

Representativelutchison asked unanimous consent that
the Assembly adjourn in memory of Jim Prunty who was a
truly great Irishman. Granted.

Representativ&ronemus asked unanimous consent that
the Assembly adjourn in honor ber husband, Bert, and their
fiftieth wedding anniversary on October 12. Granted.

Representativéard asked unanimous consent that the
Assembly adjourn in honor of the fiftiethwedding
anniversarnof Gene and MZeuske. Granted.

VISITORS

During todays session, the followingsitors honored the
Assembly by their presence and wemelcomed by the
presidingofficer and the members:

CandiceRuetz from Mt. Pleasant, guest and intern of
Representativeadwig.

Motherof Representative SpillneBarb Wade, and Myrel

The question was: Shall the Committee of Conference Hodge, guests of Representative Spillner

reporton Assembly Bill 133 be concurred in?
The roll was taken.

The result follows:

Ayes — Representatives Ainsworth, Albers, Balow
Berceau, Black, Bock, Brandemuehl, CarpenteColon,
Cullen, Duff, Foti, Freese, Gard, Goetsch, Gronemus,
GundersoniHahn, Handrick, HasenohHiebl, Hoven, Huber
Huebsch, Hundertmark, Hutchison, Jeskewitz, Johnsrud,
Kaufert, Kedzie, Kestell, Kreibich, KreuseKrusick, La
Fave, Ladwig, Lassa, J. Lehman, M. Lehmdrgibham,
Meyer, Meyerhofey Miller, Montgomery Mussey Olsen,0Ott,
Owens, Petrowski, Pettis, Plale, PldufPocan, Porter
Powers,Reynolds,Rhoades, RileyRyba, Schodf Seratti,
Shermansinicki, Skindrud, SpillnerStaskunasSteinbrink,
Stone,Suder Sykora, Dwnsend, Tavis, Turner Underheim,
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Mr. Chuck Wenzel from Stratford, guest of
Representativ&uder
ADJOURNMENT

Representative-oti moved thatthe Assembly stand
adjourneduntil 10:00 A.M. on TiesdayOctober 26 pursuant
to Senate Joint Resolution 1.

The question was: Shall the Assembly stand adjourned?
Motion carried.

The Assembly stood adjourned.
11:40 PM.



