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SENATOR CHAMBERS: So t h en why would you not o b ject t o a
division of the question, i f it c ould result i n the

SENATOR WITHEM: I don't know why you would not, if it were your
motion that was being divided.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I'm asking you. You had s a i d you wou l d not
object to a division of the question, s o I ' m a sking . . .

SENATOR W ITHEM: I sa i d i t wou l d . . . I t hou g h t you a sked me i s i t
p ossi b l e t o d i v i d e su c h a qu e s t i on , and I be l i e ve you "an.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: All right. Would yo u o bj e c t t o a d i v i s i on of
t he q u e s t i on ?

SENATOR WITHEM: N o .

r econs i d e r a t i on ?

2 4 vo t e s . Se nat o r Ch a mber s .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: T ha n k yo u . Members of the Le gislature, I
think Senator Withem sees where he has placed himself. I f y o u
can arrive a t a reccnsideration, what h e wou l d c a l l a
reconsideration, through a division of the question, and you' re
not out of order to do it that way, t hen ho w yo u g o i n g t o b e out
of order to get to that same point by offering a straightforward
amendment to do what a division o f the que stion would d o ?
T hat ' s what you ' r e be i ng ask ed to go for, if you uphold the
Chair. Defeat the Chair so that we can offer an amendment to
any amendment that is up there. And then, if you don't like the
amendment, vote it down. But let's not allow our rules to be
written in an ad hoc fashion.

PRESIDENT: Th a n k y ou . The question is, shall t he Ch a i r b e
over r u l e d ? A l l t h ose i n f avo r v ot e aye, o p p osed n a y . Requ i r es

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I' ll ask for a call of the house and a r o l l

PRESIDENT: Ok ay . The question is, shall the house go under
call? A ll those in favor v ote aye , opp o se d n ay . Re co r d ,
Mr. C l e r k , p l ea se .

CLERK: 13 ay e s , 1 n ay t o go und er cal l , M r . Pr es i d en t .

PRESIDENT: The h ou se i s und er c al l . Please re c o r d you r

c al l vo t e .
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