April 25, 1989

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Al |l right, then what Senator Habernan did was
offered an amendment to strike some of that | anguage, 4ng yo
have ruled that the effect of that would be to elimnate part
that anmendrment which would result in a proposition that was ||ke
one that had been defeated already. |f you allow a division of
the question, and we voted on whether of not to keep that sales
tax, and it was voted down, then what remains would be th
reconsi deration, and you woul d have to rule that since you vot eg
this provision, about the sales tax down, you cannot consi der
the rest of it, because that would be a reconsi derati on. That' s
wher e we are at this poi nt, and probably nobody cares but me.
And it’ not going to hurt ne because |'d find a way to get
bef ore the body what |'d want before it. Byt you all are going
to let them chip away at what you' re able to do, ndyou re

going to have to resort to stratageminstead of using t rules
as they are clearlywitten inour book. pBut, if that's your
pl easure, so be it. But |'m noving that the Chair be overrul ed.
And, M. Chairman, nothing personal.

PRESI DENT: Oh, | understand that. S enator Bernard-stevenS’ you
wi sh to discuss this?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Yes, M. President, menmbers rh
body. I...hopefully, | have a way that we can get out of this

parliamentary mess that we' re jn at_ this particular point.
Senator Chanbers raises, in ny opinion g very valid question.
VWhat | would like, hopefully, t he body woul'd sed fit todo is to
not debate Senator Chanbers' nption to overrule the Chair and
sinply agree to do that and override the Chair, because | think

it's very Irrportant t hat we set a precedent here t hat H
amendnent to an anmendment is a reasonable interpretation of t X

rul e that you cannot stop an anmendnent to the amendnent. So, we
canoverrule the Chair. | feel, and | think I'm kin for
Senat or Habernman, and certainly he can correct ne |1!aﬁ gwro

| think Senator Haberman, if the Chair is overruled, whjch st|||

keeps the Haberman amendnment to nmy amendnent there, that Senator

Haberman would be willing to withdraw his amendment to the
amendnent, | would be willi ng, with a brief statement, to
wi t hdraw ny amendnent and then we would get to a reconsideration
notion that would be filed by Senator Haberman, which would put
us to where we are now, but also nove us forward so we can get
to a vote on this bill and advance it. Solwould hope maybe
the discussion could. ..I"mnot trying to cease debate, cgrtaini y
it s a deliberative bOdy, but we make a vote gp Senator
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