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Chambers' motion to override, agree to override that Chair ,
because it is an important precedent we do not want to set. Let
Senator Haberman and I withdraw amendments, let Senator Haberman
have his reconsideration vote on the two-year and we can move
onward. Than k y o u , Mr . P re s i d e n t .

PRESIDENT: Okay. Senator Haberman.. . .Senato r C h ambers , would
you like to close on your motion?

SENATOR WITHEM: Excuse me, excuse me.

PRESIDENT'. Senator Withem.

S ENATOR WITHEM: Yes , my light was on, I did call up to ask to
be recognized to speak on this issue.

PRESIDENT: Y e s , y o u d i d .

SENATOR WITHEM: It was my point, so I would h op e I ' d h ave a n
opportunity to speak on it.

PRESIDENT: You may. I have 21 other lights on, too.

SENATOR WITHEM: Yes, and that's the reason I put in a phone
call up to the Chair, to be asked specifically to be recognized
to speak on this particular motion, because I assumed you did
have a number of lights on. What Senator Bernard-Stevens is
proposing might be the most expeditious thing to do, but I tend
to agree with Senator Chambers when it comes to the rules, that
interpretation of our rules are probably maybe more important
than any specific item under discussion. A nd even t h o ugh h e ' s
dead wrong on t his particular issue,no, he' s not d ead wrong,
but we have differences of o p i n i o n on thi s , I think it' s
important that we not establish a precedent just based on
expediting our discussion. Senator Chambers, very r a r e l y , i s
loose and free with definitions in here, but I think he was. He
said a reconsideration is a discussion...is considering a
motion, the same subject in the same form. You know, I defy him
to find that definition in our rule book, Senator Chambers. It
may be there, but I defy you to find that definition in there.
What my rule book says is a reconsideration, when a question has
been decided it should be in order for any member voting with
t he p re v a i l i n g si de to move for a reconsideration thereof. I
would submit that the question of whether or not we should have
a o ne-year su n set on the bill has been decided. Senator Lamb

5021


