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SENATOR CHAMBERS: If the question were divided, we would v o t e
on whether or not there was to be a sales tax by itself.

SENATOR WITHEM: Agreed.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Now, if that motion were v oted up and t he
sales tax we re st ricken from the o r iginal Bernard-Stevens
motion , w ha t w o u l d b e l ef t ?

SENATOR WITHEM: Wha t would be left would be the one-year
sunset , or t h e t wo- ye ar sunset , whi ch e v e r t h e case may be , I
f orge t w h i c h i t i s .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Would that be, in effect, a reco nsideration
of what had been done earlier, that proposition?

SENATOR WITHEM: I have been here when the Chair has ruled s uc h
that when a question is divided.

. .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: No, no, that's no t what I ' m a sking y ou ,
because my t i me wi l l r un out. Would what is left be the same
reconsideration that you s aid w o u l d b e l e f t i f t h at mat e r i a l had
been s t r i ck e n a s a result of accepting an amendment?

SENATOR WITHEM: Probably not because the original question, to
which i t s be i ng amended, wou l d h ave changed b e c a us e o f t he
adoption of the first p art of the am endment, which you' ve

SENATOR CHAMBERS: No , y ou ' d v o t e on the sales tax first, you
would strike the sales tax portion, just like Senatoi.

. .

SENATOR WITHEM: And you'd vote the sales t a x u p or down .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes, you vote it out.

PRESIDENT: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: A n d y o u h a v e t he same thing left...

SENATOR WITHEM: Then it would be a r eco n s i d e r at i on . Yes, I
t h in k i t wou l d b e a reconsideration. And the Chair has ru led
that way in the past on occasions when I' ve been here.
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