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Senator Bernard-Stevens offered. (One is that this programwoul d
go for two years, the other is thatthere can be a sales tax.
You can nove to divide the questi on. Those two items

di vi ded. And if you accept the ruling of the Chair, the effbect
is that a divisible question cannot be divided, because if you

vote down one part of jt you, in effect, will. put a matter
before the body that was before it in the form another
anmendnent earlier. Now | 'm going to say it a dif erent way
Any anmendnent, in nmy opinion, that is put up there before the
body is anendabl e, except when we' re returning a bill from Fi nal
Reading to Select. We have a rule that won't let you anend that
amendnent, once the bill has been ret urned. But to sit here and
accept these kind of rulings will cripple us. What you, in
effect, will wind up doing is create a set of circunstances

where a person can contrive an amendnment which will carry
sonet hing that was defeated prior, but add znother el ement to
it, soit's not strictly a reconsideration, gnd nobody can amend
it And instead of seeking a reconS|derat|on t hat person,
t hrough a nonanendabl e anendnent, has achi eved a reconsi deration
which he or she may not have the right to bring, because po o
she could have been on the wong side of the issue. | ipink the
Chair has ruled in an erroneous fashion. Regardless of what
effect an amendnment to an amendment || have, any amendnment
brought before this body is anendable. What you are doing is
allowing the Chair to wite a newrule. | want to be shown, in

the rule book, where any amendment is nonamendable. vou' re

letting the Chair, with aruling, wite a rule, and it should

not be done. An amendnent, and |'m giving myopinion,

obviously, is anmendable. A reconsideration is offering the sane
SUbJ ect |n the sane formln WhICh |t was defeated Senat or

Haberman has not offered that amendment. Senator Haberman is
anendi ng a proposition that _was of fered by another senator, g
that is his right and it's the right of any person on this

floor. On thisparticular question, sone peopl not |||<e
his amendment. They may think that it's badgenng %/he bill,

what ever reason they have for not liking it. pgutwe should not
allow the rules to be witten in an ad hoc fashion by the Chair.
Excuse ne. | was about to sneeze, gnd it didn't cone.

PRESIDENT: That's okay, go ahead.
SENATOR CHANBERS: I thi nk what Senator Wthemis doi ng, what

he's attenpting to do is innovative. Byt | think what we have
got to do as a body is protect the prerogatives that we have as

a Legislature. |'mgoing to say it again. The proposition that
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