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eight hour cloture rul e, but you want to have an hour cloture
rule today at the |ast second. | think that is totally out of

line. That's why I think it's out of order. The motion by its
very existence I's out of order in my opinion, but most
certainly, it is not a prlorlty noti on. If you overrule the
Chair |'m sure Senator Chanbers will ask for a record vote and
later on in the day the same notion will cone pack to Senator
Chanbers and he is going to saymwhat's the kick-in goose v.

gander theory and say, you want to do it this way? Treat

everybody equally. S0 | urge the body to oppose Senator
McFarland's notion to overrule the Chair and let's try and do
what we can do to get towrk and get away fromthe Westl emani a
rules of having norules and try and get back to the rules and
get some work done today.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator NcFarland, fo||owed by
Senat or s Chanbers, Labedz, Schmt and Bernard- Steven

SENATOR NcFARLAND: Thank you, Nr. Speaker. | think Senator
Wthemsaid it ver%/ succi nctly and it's the main argunent | have
and that is that you don't allow a pmption to overrule the
Chair to be considered, then you never get to it and | think
implicit inthe rules is if you ttry to overrule the end and
the Speaker recognizes that notion and it is consrdereg ﬁlen

is one that can be considered and voted upon. |t is absurd to
say that you have in one section, Rule 1, Section 16 a right to

overrule the Chair with a three-fourths vote and to say
since that is not apriority nmotion it can never be ade That

does not make sense at all. The idea is that you makei t and

you can |live with it. Now if the Sﬁeaker wants to acknow edge
other notions to overrule the agenda, he can do so. t seems to

me the Speaker has a tremendous anount of power that he gn do
pretty much whatever he wants. |f he recogni zes other notions

to overrule the Chair, then we can consider ‘them, or overrule
the agenda we can conpsider them | f he doesnt want to
recogni ze them they won't be consi dered. askr

specifically the thing that we' ve been d0| ng here or e past
two days now. We had a notion to overrul e the agenda yesterday,
it was taken up, it was debated. A notion to suspend was made,
it was taken up and debated. |t seens to ne that establishes
sone kind of precedent. W have notions to overrule the agenda
by Senator Chanbers and Senator Bernard-Stevens, those are tan

up and now all of a sudden because we get to a notion to
overrule the Chair with respect to LB 854, npow that's out of
order. | think we' ve established a precedent whereby we do that
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