January 23, 1989 LB 275

reads and pays attention anyway. But | want this discussion g

the record. If you all believe that what has just happened in
rejecting that first part of the rule suspension does not change
that notion, then | would like you to explain {4 e what the

Si gnl ficance of that vote was. I1f we have sever al parts and we
di vide the question, and we vote each part of it, gndwe e
that first part, that part, howcan it still be apart o? ﬁe

motion? Andif, despite our rejecting it, it remains a part f
the motion, there is no purpose in dividing the question. g4

want you all to explain to me, to whom Englishis not a
i ndi genous | anguage, English is not the native tongue of Africa,
and I am an African-American, with the enphasis on African. |n

trying to deal with this forelgn l'anguage, it seems t0 | that
words should have a neaning, it seens to me that rul esshould

have a logic. So | amgoing to state the way it seems

then | wi Il stand to becorrected by those who understand tH] s’
| anguage better than | do and the meaning of rules because |
admt | ambaffled. |f there are five points to a notion or a
guestion and we divide the question, we take each part
individually. If we reject the first part, phave we not

elimnated that fromthe notion? Aand if we have not, then what
is the purpose of dividing the question and taking a vote on
each part'? Ny understanding was that if we take a vote gnd we
vote aye on part one, that remins; we vote no on part two, that
is out; we vote aye on part three that remi NS, we vote no on
part four; that is out; we vote aye on part five, so then the
final vote is on one, threeand five because two and four have
been eliminated. Nowi f I'm incorrect, | would like for
somebody to correct ne. And if | am correct then the ruling of
the Chair is in error and the motion, in fact has been acted on
by the body and in effect amended whi ch nmeans that it cannot be
withdrawn by the introducer over an objection and that is why |
say that the Chair's ruling is incorrect.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Further discussion on the ryling
of the Chair. Senator Noore.

SENATOR NOORE: Nr . Speaker, | rise to, | guess, agree with
Senator  Chambers, technically, because you read that the very
rule that we just tried to suspend, 73A, once motions are
stated, they may be withdrawn or modi fi ed by the mover before a
deci sion, amendment or ordering of a vote has been made.
Obviously, we' re past that point. | think Senator Chanbers is
technically right and, for the sake of the body, | guess | would
urge himto V\nthdrawthat SO we can get on with business, and
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