LEGISLATIVE REVIEW

A SNAPSHOT OF WHERE THE WISCONSIN LEGISLATURE
STOOD ON WOMEN’S ISSUES IN THE 2005-06
LEGISLATIVE SESSION*

I. INTRODUCTION

This snapshot provides a snapshot of proposed, enacted, and
failed legislation in Wisconsin during the 2005-06 legislative session
that has an affect, or had the potential to affect, women because of
their gender or sexual orientation. As it is a snapshot, it does not
present a complete analysis of all such legislation that has impacted or
had a potential to impact women in Wisconsin. Rather, various bills
are identified for the purpose of illustrating some of the activity occur-
ring in Wisconsin, noting some of the most contentious bills raised
within the last session. Key events included the Wisconsin Legisla-
ture’s approval of a ballot measure asking Wisconsin voters to amend
the state Constitution to define marriage as between a man and a wo-
man.! Wisconsin Governor, Jim Doyle, also vetoed several bills, in-
cluding bills that dealt with the concealment of firearms,? the type of
information a woman must receive prior to receiving an abortion,®
and the circumstances under which a health care provider may refuse
to provide certain medical procedures based on moral or religious
convictions.* ’

II. LecisLATION IMPACTING VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN

For the second time in his term, the Governor vetoed a bill which
‘would have created a procedure by which a person may apply for a
license to carry a concealed weapon in most places.® Governor Doyle,
in his veto statement noted the overwhelming opposition of the state’s
law enforcement officials to the bill, as well as several specific con-

# Information for this snapshot was compiled by Melanie Cairns, Amy Bradshaw,
and Diana Aguilar, all members of the Wisconsin Women's Law Journal 2005-06 Senior
Editorial Board.

1. Assemb. J- Res. 67, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); S. J. Res. 53, 2005-06
Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). .

2. S5.B. 403, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). . :

3. S.B. 138, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); Assemb. B. 321, 2005-06 Leg.,
97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). ’ '

4. Assemb. B. 343, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

5. S.B. 408, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); Steven Walters, Conceal-Carry Bill
Back to Governor, MILWAUKEE J. SENTINEL, Jan. 18, 2006, at A News 1.
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cerns with the measure.® Of particular concern for women, some crit-
ics argued that the bill would negatively affect women’s health and
reproductive rights because it would allow indjviduals to carry con-
cealed weapons into health care centers, putting patients and staff in
danger.” The veto was overridden in the Senate,? but stood by a slim
two-vote margin in the Assembly.?

The table below lists three pieces of legislation signed by the Gov-
ernor, which altered the Criminal Code in the Wisconsin Statutes.

Proposed Bill Description Effective Date
Act 276 Eliminates the limitations period (and all ‘April 20,
(Assembly | related exceptions) for prosecutions for first- 200613

Bill 47)10 | degree sexual assault and sexual assault of a
child who is less than thirteen-years-old.1!
Previously, the state could commence
prosecution for some serious crimes against
children'? any time before the victim
reached fortyfive years of age. In addition,
the deadline for commencing a prosecution
in a first-degree or second-degree sexual
assault case or a sexual assault of a child case
did not apply if, before the deadline, the
state collected DNA evidence, and analysis of
the DNA after the deadline resulted in a
probable identification of the perpetrator;
the state was allowed to"prosecute that
person within twelve months of the analysis.
Under Assembly Bill 47, prosecution for
these crimes may begin at any time.

6. Letter from Jim Doyle, Governor, to the Wisconsin Senate (Jan. 20, 2006),
available at http:/ /www.wisgov.state.wi.us/docview.asp?docid=5853.

7. Memorandum from Planned Parenthood of Wisconsin to all Wisconsin State
Legislators on the Community Endangerment Act, available at http:/ /www.ppwi.org/
media/PA/Bills/ConcealWeapons.htm (last visited May 16, 2006) (“Without a com-
prehensive health care facilities exemption, the safety and well-being of patients and
staff 2)1t 28 Planned Parenthood family planning facilities are put at great risk by SB

" 403.").

8. See Anita Weier, Gun Bill Flaws Suwung Vote, 2 Dems Say, Cap. Tives. (Madison,
Wis.) Feb. 1, 2006, at Al.

9. Id

10. Assemb. B. 47, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 276).

11. The limitations period must not have already expired. Id.

12. Such as sexual assault of a child, repeated acts of sexual assault of a child,
incest with a child, sexual exploitation of a child, and certain kinds of physical abuse
of a child. Id. :

13. Id.
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Act 104 Expands the mandatory arrest requirements April 1,
(Assembly | for domestic abuse calls to include situations 2006.17

Bill 436)1% | where the officer had a reasonable basis for
believing that the person is the predominant
aggressor.!5 The Act defines “predominant
aggressor” as “the most significant, but not
necessarily the first, aggressor in a domestic
abuse incident."16

Act 272 Expands the definition of “harassment” for April 20,
(Assembly | purposes of a restraining order to include 2006.25
Bill 636)18 | “engaging in an act that would constitute
abuse!®. . . sexual assault®®. . . or
stalking.?1"22 In addition, the Act
lengthened the time a temporary restraining
order may be in effect to fourteen days.?8
The Act also expands the circumstances
under which there is no charge for filing a
restraining order, and extends the amount of
time that a harassment restraining order may
remain in effect from two years to four

years.24

14. Assemb. B. 436, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 104).
15. Id.

16. Id. A law enforcement officer must consider all of the following in
identifying the predominant aggressor: the history of domestic abuse between the
parties, if it can be reasonably ascertained by the officer, and any information
provided by witnesses regarding that history; statements made by witnesses; the
relative degree of injury inflicted on the parties; the extent to which each person
present appears to fear any party; whether any party is threatening or has threatened
future harm against another party or another family or household member; and
whether either party acted in self-defense or in defense of any other person. Id. The
Act also addressed the release on bail of persons arrested for domestic abuse
incidents and made changes to the requirements for a law enforcement agency’s

* written policies regarding domestic abuse arrest incidents. Id.

17. Id.
18. Assemb. B. 636, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 272).

19. Abuse is defined under section 48.02(1) of the Wisconsin Statutes. Wis.
StaT. § 48.02(1) (2003-2004).

20. Sexual Assault is defined under section 940.225 of the Wisconsin Statutes,
which deals with first, second-, third-degree sexual assault. Wis. Stat. § 940.225
(2003-2004).

21. Stalking is defined under section 940.32 of the Wisconsin Statutes. Wis.
StaT. § 940.32 (2003-2004).

22. Assemb. B. 436, 2005-06 Leg:, 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 104).
23. Id.
24, Id.
25. Id.
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Act 271 Allows certain repeat sex offenders to be April 20,
(Assembly | sentenced to life imprisonment. According 2006.28
Bill 708)%5 | to the Act, “if a person has one or more
prior convictions for [first-degree sexual
assault] or for a comparable crime under
federal law or the law of any state and
subsequently is convicted of [first-degree
sexual assault], the maximum term of
imprisonment . . . is life imprisonment
without the possibility of parole or extended
supervision.2?

III.  LecisLaTiOoN IMPACTING WOMEN’S ECONOMIC SECURITY

Legislation impacting women’s economic security can take many
forms, including revisions to public programs or mandates that apply
to employers. Economic security for women in Wisconsin is excep-
tionally important considering that nearly sixty-five percent of mini-
mum wage workers are women.?® Within the last session Governor
Doyle provided some relief to all minimum wage workers, when he
raised the hourly minimum wage from $5.15 to $5.70, effective June 1,
2005, and raised the wage to $6.50 on June 1, 2006.30 As part of his
agreement with the legislature to raise the minimum wage, Governor
Doyle also signed Act 12 (Assembly Bill 49), which requires the state
minimum wage law to be construed as an enactment of statewide con-
cern.?! Thus, Act 12 preempts local living wage ordinances, such as

those passed in Madison,?2 except certain ordinances relating to pub-
lic work and public employees.33

26. Assemb. B. 708, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 271).

27. Id. Firstdegree sexual assault is defined in section 940.225(1) of the
Wisconsin Statutes. Wis. Stat. § 940.225(1) (2003-2004).

28. Assemb. B. 708, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 271);

29. John Finerty, Wisconsin raises the minimum wage as of June 1, 2005, Wis. L. I
June 8, 2005. ’

30. Press Release, Governor Jim Doyle, Governor Doyle Announces Increase in
Statewide Minimum Wage, (June 1, 2006), available at hitp:/ /www.wisgov.state.wi.us/
Jjournal_media. detail.asp?prid=1148. .

31. Assemb. B. 49, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 12); see
also Finerty, supra note 29, ’

32. Finerty, supra note 29.

33. Assemb. B. 49, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005) (enacted as Act 12).
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A number of other bills fell short of enactment but are worthy of
mention; they are listed in the table below.

Proposed Bill Description Status

Assembly |Proposed that in a judgment or order Passed the
Bill 751%¢ |determining paternity the court must |Assembly by a
establish the amount of the father’s voice vote, but
obligation to pay or contribute to failed to pass
expenses of the mother’s pregnancy  pursuant to a
and the child’s birth, and that, if the |Senate Jom%
court does not require periodic resolution.?
payments because the father does not
have the present ability to pay, the
court may modify the judgment or
order at a later date to require
periodic payments if the father has the
ability to pay at that time.®® The bill
also requires consideration of the
obligor’s ability to pay during a tax
refund intercept hearing.36

Assembly [Sought to authorize the circuit court | The bills

Bill 406/ |to order a person who engagesin . |languished in
Senate Bill |discrimination in employment to pay Asseml?ly
19538 compensatory and punitive damages | Committee and
and a surcharge. The bill also directed |Senate .Comirouttee,
the Secretary of Workforce respectively.

Development to appoint a committee
to study wage disparities bet:.weel'l men
and women and between minority
group members and nonminority
group members.39

34. Assemb. B. 751, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

% 1 isconsin Court of Appeals decision,

36. Id. The proposed bill was based on a WlSCOI:lSln ourt of Appe .
Rusk Gounty DepZmI:\em of Health and Human Service v. Thorson, 693 N.W.2d 318
(2005). Assemb. B. 751, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). .

37. Id.; History of Assembly Bill 751, http:/ /www.legis.state.wi.us/2005/data/
AB751hst.html (last visited May 16, 2006). .

38, Assemb. B. 406, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); S.B. 195, 2005-06 Leg.,
97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

0.1 // legis.state.wi.us/2005/data/

40. Id; History of Assembly Bill 406, http://www.legis.state.wi.us i
AB406hst.html (la.?t' visited May 16, 2006); History of Senate Bill 195, hitp://www.
legis.state.wi.us/2005/data/SB195hst.html (last visited May 16, 2006).
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A§sembly Sought to require a Wisconsin Works ~{The bill did not
Bill 754! | grant recipient who is a custodial advance out of
parent with an infant to attend Assembly
parenting skills training and to meet  |Committee.8
with a financial and employment
planner.#?
A_ssembly Proposed to revise requirements for | The bill did not
Bill 529* |ordering maintenance (formerly advance out of
known as alimony).#* For example, Assembly
the bill would have limited the length |Committee.4?
of maintenance to the shortest time
necessary for the payee to become
employed at a level that provides for
minimal, reasonable needs, but not
more than three years, with exceptions
for disability and repayment if the
payee funded the payor’s education.46
Assembly  |Sought to require that in determining |The bill was
Bill 654*8 |child support the court must consider reported out of its -
the resulting disparity in the parties’  |assigned Assembly
incomes and resources and, if the Committee but
payer’s income and resources are stalled in the
lowef than the payee’s, whether Assembly Rules
application of the percentage standard |Comumittee.5
would create substantially disparate
standards of living between the
parties. 49

41. Assemb. B. 754, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

42, Id.

43. Id; History of Assembly Bill 754, http://www.legi i y
AB754hsthtml (last visited May 16, 2006), Pi/ g tateavi s/ 2005/ data

4. Assemb. B. 529, 2005-06 Leg,, 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

45. Id.

46. Id.

47. Assemb. B. 529, 2005-06 Le i Hi
29, g., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); History of Assembly Bill
gggé)http:/ /www legis.state.wi.us/2005/data/AB539hst.htmi (lastryvisited Mayy 116

48. Assemb. B. 654, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

49. Id. This addition was intended to address th isi i
is ? e decisio iani
Montemurro-Luciani, 199 Wis. 2d 280, 544 N.W. 2d 561 (1996), wh:reu; :;?3?:\1:3

ordered to pay child support in' the amount determined by using a percentage

cand . AR e ot
jd,n ard without any modification based on the payee’s significantly higher income.

50. Id; History of Assembly Bill 654, http://www.legi i :
AB654hsthtm] (last visited May 16, 2006). Pi/ il stateavi s/ 2005/ data
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IV. SexuariTy anD Famvory RiGHTS

A.  Same-Sex Marriage

A referendum to ban same-sex marriage will be on the ballot in
November 2006. The proposed amendment to the Wisconsin Consti-
tution would create Section 18 of Article XIII providing that “only a
marriage between one man and one woman shall be valid or recog-
nized as a marriage in this state.”s! If the amendment is passed, Sec-
tion 18 would additionally prevent legal recognition of a “legal status
identical or substantially similar to that of marriage” for unmarried
individuals.5® ,

For the amendment to take effect, it must be approved by a ma-
jority of Wisconsin voters.5® Support in the legislature fell along party
lines, with nineteen Republicans in the Senate voting for the amend-
ment and fourteen Senate Democrats opposing it.5* In the Assembly,
six Democrats joined Republicans in supporting the amendment; only
one Republican opposed the amendment.5® During the legislative de-
bate, supporters “said it was important that voters—not the courts—
decide how to define marriage in Wisconsin.” Opponents “called the
amendment a political ploy to drive up election turnout among Re-
publican voters” in a year when the Democrat Governor and Attorney
General are up for re-election.?® Although measures similar to the
proposed amendment have passed in all fifteen states where they have
been proposed, opponents of the Wisconsin proposal plan to appeal
to voters’ sense of fairness in asking them to vote “no” on the
amendment.5?

In response. to the proposed amendment, two different bills were
proposed in the Assembly that would create legal protection for same-
sex couples in Wisconsin.®® Similar to the same-sex marriage ban, As-
sembly Bill 503 would have defined marriage as between one man and
one woman.5® However, the bill would have also established domestic
partnerships, defined the rights and responsibilities of registered do-
mestic partners, and provided insurance coverage for domestic part-
ners of University of Wisconsin employees.5® Other than completion

51. Assemb. J. Res. 67, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); S. J. Res. 53, 2005-06
Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

52. 8. J. Res. 53.

53. Wis. Leg. Reference Bureau, STATE oF Wisconsvy 20052006 BLue Boox 887
(2005).

54. Stacy Forster, Referendum on Gay Marriage Ban; State Senate Passes Amendment; It
Could Be A Factor For Doyle in '06, MILWAUKEE J- SenTINEL, Dec. 8, 2005, at A News 1.

55. Stacy Forster, Same-Sex Marriage Goes to Voters, MILWAUKEE J. SENTINEL, Mar. 1,
2006, at A News 1. )

56, Id.

57. Id. . : .

58. Assemb. B. 503, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); Assemb. B. 824, 2005-06
Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

59, Assemb. B. 503.

60. Id.
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of fiscal estimates and a referral to the committee on insurance, no
action was taken on this bill after it was proposed in June of 200,5.‘51

S}mllgrly, Assembly Bill 824 would have established domestic part-
nerships in Wisconsin.® This bill would have set forth the require-
ments for forming a domestic partnership and the procedure for
applymg for a declaration of domestic partnership in detail.53 The
bill would also have provided that any statute or law applicable to a
married person or a formerly married person would also apply to a
person who is a domestic partner or was formerly a domestic part-
ner.5* Unlike Assembly Bill 503, this bill did not specifically address
insurance coverage for domestic partners of state employees, nor did
it define marriage as only between one man and one woman.5* The
bill failed to pass pursuant to a Senate joint resolution.56

B.  Reproductive Rights

i Dul:ing 2005, Governor Doyle vetoed several bills passed by the
Wisconsin Legislature that would have restricted women’s reproduc-
tive nght.. However, Senate Bill 286, dealing with sex education, was
recently' signed into law by Governor Doyle, against the urging c,of re-
productive rights groups in Wisconsin to veto the bill.5? The bill re-
quires school districts to offer human growth and development
programs to present abstinence from sexual activity as the preferred
chm_ce of behavior in relationship to all sexual activity for unmarried
pupils, devote more attention to abstinence from sexual activity than
tq any other behavior.®8 In addition, the bill requires those school
districts to emphasize that abstinence from sexual activity before mar-
riage is the most effective way to prevent pregnancy and sexually trans-
mltte'd diseases, including human immunodeficiency virus and
acquired immunodeficiency syndrome.®® The bill passed the Senate
by a vote of 249, and the Assembly concurred in it by a voice vote.”

61. History of Assembly Bill 508, http://www.legis.st i
AB503hst htmi (last visited May 16, 2006). P cplsstateai.us/2005/data/

62. Assemb. B. 824.

63. Id.

64. Id.

65. Id.

66. History of Assembly Bill 824, http://www.legis.state.wi
AB824hsthuml (st visited May 16, 2006). i Bisstatelus/2005/ daa/

67. S.B. 286, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); Anne Babe, Ho 2

i , . X ; , House Passes Absti-
nence Bill, Tue Bapcer Herap (Madison, Wis.), available at http://badgerher-
ald.com/news/2006/03/20/house_passes_abstine.php.

68.. S.B. 286, 2005—(?6 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). Assembly Bill 690, proposing
to require a greater variety of topics in school human growth and development pro-
grams, did not gain any momentum in the legislature. Assemb. B. 690, 2005-06 Leg.
97th Sess. (Wis, 2005); History of Assembly Bill 690, http://www.legis.state.m.us/
2005/data/AB690hst.html (last visited May 16, 2006).

69. 5.B. 286, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

70. History of Senate Bill 286, http://www.legis.state.wi
hrml it wited Mo 16 50060 p gis.state.wi.us/2005/data/SB286hst.
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Groups such as Planned Parenthood Advocates of Wisconsin and the
National Abortion and Reproductive Rights Action League lobbied
Governor Doyle to veto the bill, stating that it “ignores the reality of
teenage sexual activity and denies individuals comprehensive
information.””?
The first vetoed bill, Senate Bill 138 and its counterpart Assembly

Bill 821, would have amended Wisconsin’s informed consent law by
requiring modification of the materials distributed to women seeking
to obtain an abortion if the probable gestational age is twenty weeks
or older.”? Specifically, the bill would have required women seeking
an abortion to receive information that a fetus twenty weeks or older
is likely to experience pain during an abortion.” In his veto message,
Governor Doyle wrote that he chose to veto the bill because it would
interfere with the doctor-patient relationship and require that doctors
communicate inconclusive information to patients.”

 Thé second bill vetoed by Governor Doyle in this area was Assem-
bly Bill 207.7 This bill would have expanded the circumstances under
which a health care provider may refuse to provide certain medical
procedures based on moral or religious convictions.”® The bill would
have applied specifically to procedures involving human embryos and
fetal tissue or organs.”” In his veto message, Governor Doyle faulted
the measure for not requiring health care providers to give a referral
to someone else if they object to a particular treatment.and for not
require them to disclose all treatment options.”

71. Babe, supra note 67.

72. 5.B. 188, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); Assemb. B. 321, 2005-06 Leg.,
9%7th Sess. (Wis. 2005). Wisconsin’s current voluntary and informed consent for abor-
tions law delays the inducerent of an abortion, except in an emergency, until twenty-
four hours after a woman receives specific information both orally and in written
format. Wis. StaT. § 253.10 (2003-2004).

73. S.B. 138, 2005-06 Leg., 97¢th Sess. (Wis. 2005); Assemb. B. 321, 2005-06 Leg.,
97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). Under these bills, materials distributed to women twenty-four
hours before obtaining an abortion would include the following three pieces of
information:

1. The unborn child has the physical structures necessary to experience

pain. 2. There is evidence that by 20 weeks’ gestation, unborn children seek

to evade certain stimuli in 2 manner that in an infant or an adult would be

interpreted to be a response to pain. 3. There is evidence that the abortion

methods most commonly used when an unborn child is at 20 weeks’ gesta-
tion or older cause substantial pain to the unborn child.
Id. :
’ 74. Letter from Jim Doyle, Governor, to the Wisconsin Senate (Jan. 6, 2006),
available at http:/ /www.wisgov.state.wi.us/ docview.asprdocid=5754&locid=19.

75, Assemb. B. 207, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

76. Letter from Jim Doyle, Governor, to the Wisconsin Senate (Oct. 14, 2005),
available at http:// www.wisgov.state.wi.us/ docview.asp?docid=5111.

77 1d. :

78. Id.
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Two other notable pieces of legislation passe :
serbly Bill 343 and Assembly Bill 17%.79 Assefnbly %1312435 :gﬁ)c}yﬁ? s
prohibited the University of Wisconsin System from dispensing or rV (i
scribing post-coital emergency contraception to students or igromp g
vertising the availability of the medication.®® Although the bill assaeci
}t;‘tgsz’}s:cfrgbly 53—:15;, %iellljg})ﬁAC?ns “broke ranks in unprecedentec{) num-

ppose the bill. te i it fai %

pursz?nnt topajoinc resomﬁon.eg reaching the Senate, it failed to pass
ong other provisions, Assembly Bill 175 imi
nated the authority of an adult family mZmber, a fo;/::;l ;irgﬁzeaig;
ment fost.er parent, or a parent who does not have legal custo:i of an
?nema'n_mpated minor to consent to an abortion for the minor'yadded

: a?rmahtles'to the consent process; and eliminated the excepti:)n that
lows: a minor to bypass consent or judicial waiver requirements if a
psychl.attnst.or psychologist states in writing that he or she believes that
Fhe_gnnor is likely to commit suicide rather than seek consent ora
Jilolglcslal wtang'l{iss']The bill passed the Assembly 62-85.8¢ Its cornpanz}

Sen . : . .

Semne f?ozr ;OrQa, v‘ﬁi 'c8;3n51dered in committee but did not reach the

79. Assemb. B. 343, 2005-06 L. i
Leg. 971 Sems. (Wi 2000 eg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); Assemb. B. 175, 2005-06

80. Assemb. B. 343, 200506 Le is. 2
; 3 g., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).
PAREBI. UW Birth Control Ban, TuE AbvocaTe: A NEV>VSLE'I'I’ER OF PranNE
Madir:ggoc;gis?bvsouc;l;mero;ogglscowzm (P{anned Parenthood Advocates of Wis].)
PPAWI/Advocat’e/mos,pdf, , at 6, available at http://www.ppawi.org/media/
82. History of Assembly Bill 34 i/ /www.legi i 4
AB348hsthtml (last visited MZy 16, 2006?.’ AP/ e legis.state.wi.us/ 2005 data/
gz ﬁgsemb. B. 175, 2005-06 I...eg.; 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).
O istory of Assembly Bill 175, http://www.legis.state.wi.us/2005/d
Shst.html (last visited May 16, 2006). o it

85. History of Senate Bill 97, http: i i
bl (st i iy 36 20 ()16), , htep://www.legis.state.wi.us/2005/data/SB97hst.

. |Assembly Bill 14286/ |Sought to expand the prohibitions on payment of
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The following bills in the table below were introduced but did -
not advance out of committee in their chamber of origin.

Proposed Bill Description

Senate Bill 7287 |public funds to an organization that engages in
publi org; g2
. abortion-related activities.?®

Assembly Bill 28589/ | Defining “employment discrimination based on
Senate Bill 155%° |creed” to include refusing to accommodate
reasonably an employee’s or prospective employee's
religious observances or practices unless the
employer can demonstrate that the accommodation
would pose an undue hardship; expanding the
definition of employment discrimination based on
creed to include discriminating against a
pharmacist on the basis of his or her refusal, based
on creed, to dispense a prescribed drug or device
that the pharmacist believes would be used for
causing an abortion or causing the death of 2
persons.”! ‘

Senate Bill 7192 |Sought to prohibit the recovery of damages from a
person in a wrongful birth or wrongful life action if
the damages resulted from a condition that existed
at the time of the child’s birth and the defendant’s
negligence contributed to the mother’s decision
not to undergo an abortion.?® .

Assembly Bill 305%¢/ |Relating to requiring a hospital to provide to a
Senate Bill 1669 |sexual assault victim information and emergency
contraception and providing a penalty.9

86. Assemb. B. 142, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

87. S.B. 72, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). :

88. Assemb. B. 142, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); S.B. 72, 2005-06 Leg.,
97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

80. Assemb. B. 285, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

90. S.B. 155, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

g1. Assemb. B. 285, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); S.B. 155, 2005-06 Leg.,
97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). '

92. 8.B. 71, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

93, Id.

94. Assemb. B. 305, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005).

95. S.B. 166, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). )

96. Assemb. B. 805, 2005-06 Leg., 97th Sess. (Wis. 2005); S.B. 166, 2005-06 Leg.,

97th Sess. (Wis. 2005). .




