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so we j u s t a s we l l d o i t h er e .

go to the next page. I was askin g i f i t em 6 could b e , and
p erhaps , Sen at o r Baack , if that can be considered separately
without creating a problem.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Se nat o r W a r n e r, y ou a re suggesting t h a t the
first division be 1 hrough 5, is that correct?

SENATOR WARNER: And pe r h a p s 7 and 8 c ou l d b e . ..all I am asking
is if item 6 can be dealt with separately, Mr. P r e s i d e nt ?

SPEAVER BARRETT: You are uggesting that 5 and 6.

SENATOR 'WARNER: No , s i r .

SPEAKER BARRETT: . . .be dealt with separately.

SENATOR WARNER: Six , on l y .

SPEAVER BARRETT: Six , on l y . Th ank y ou . Senato r Baac k , would
you h av e a n y c o mment ?

S ENATOR B A A CK : I h av e n o p r ob l em w i t h t h at . I am s u r e we a r e
going to have to deal with that issue straight up front anyway,

SPEAKER B A RRETT: T he Cha i r i s o f the op inion that it is
d i v i s i b l e , , a n d w w al l t h e n a ddre .-s t h e f i r s t p ar t , wh i ch xs
numbers ' t hrough 5 , and t he remainde , 7 a n d 8 . We w= 1 1 t ak e
irem 6 separately. Senator Warner, would you like to s peak t o
the first part at this point, o r n o t ?

SENATOR WARNER: Th e other part of the amendment first, I d z d n ' t
want to get in that argument.

SPFAVER BARRETT: I was assuming that we were t ak i n g 1 t h r oug h 5
and 7 a n d 8 f x r s t .

SENATOR WARNER: That wall be fine.

SPEAVER BARRETT: Ok ay , t hank y o u . Sena t o r Ch am b e r s .

SENATOR C H AMBERS: Mr. C h a i r m an , I wou l d l ak e t o ask S e n a t o r
B aack a q u e s t > o n and t he n I wou l d l i k t o a sk S e n a t o r Wa r n e r . a
question, i n the interest of fac>Iituting what we do. S enato r
B aack , i f we j u s t d i v i de t he q ue s t > o r . , and, S e n a t or Wa r ne r , we
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