January 9, 1989

the better precedent for ys to have spent nore tine on 775
during the course of the debate. Ve already spent quite a
little tine in the previous session under Senator Vard Johnson's
tutelage to discuss the denerits of 772, and, finally, in
desperation, Senator Vard Johnson just dropped it because iper
was no urgency to it. We aregoing to be faced with a rrultltudee
of changes to 773, but during the course of the debate on that
bill, we couldn't get anyone to their feet. Senator Vard and |
had some discussion. Senator Chanbers had sone discussion with
Senator Vard, but there wasvery |jttle debate. Ladi es and
gentl emen, m stakes that develop on this floor do not devepop
usual ly fromtoo much debate or too nuch exposure. The errors
t hat we nake devel op because of too little debate and too Fittle
exposure. Senator Chanbers can be a thorn inyour side and
frequently he is a thorn in ny side, but fromtime ;{5 time he
opens a ray of light and that wouldn't really hurt all the rest
of us to use the same kind of a system | really don't know
what it's about because, as | said, we can adopt the cloture
rule and it sounds very good. | don't know how many times ;' g
going to be invoked during the course of a session, but | would
Suggest that when the sumtotal of the Chambers pronouncements
on the floor added up, Senator Chanbers Is going to have just
about as many total mnutes of debate one way or another. You
can have it easy or you can have it hard. Nowyou are going to
have to work a | ot harder than you are doing at ¥he present time
if you think you can bottle up Senator Chambers with a nmere

cloture rule. It will sound good. vqucango back home and
tell the folks we fixed Ernie this time, but Mikve seen Ernie

make too many end runs and there nVI\aA/ come a time, |adies and
gentlenmen, there may just cone a tine en you mght want to use
the Senator Chanbers tactics yourself. nmght even be for a
legitimate purpose, who knows. . | think that any tinme that we
really nove to linit debate on this floor, e do not act in the
best . interests of the body.  Spunds good. | admirethe Rul es
Committee for trying to make an effort but ¢t jsn't oing to
work because even after Chanbers there is going to be soneone

else who has the audacity to challenge th th th
conpl acency of this bodyyand I hope forgt he goog.pa yop%r;dsethz

) ) |
not i on and | would hope that.. |'mnot even going to vote for
the i mprovenent because | don't want you to nake it any better.
I want you to take it the way it is. Thank you.

rs, but

PRESI 'ENT: | have some nore lights on, senator Chambe
e nmonent.

we're just' tal ki ng about the Noore anendment at th
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