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SENATOR LINDSAY: At this point, no.

SENATOR C HAMBERS:
Nr. Chai rman.

I think my time is just about up ,

SPEAKER BARRETT: Ye s . S enator A s h f o r d , would y o u c ar e t o
d iscuss t he Cha mbers amendment? Senator Ashford. Senator
Dierks, would you care to discuss the amendment? Thank y ou .
Senator Ber nar d - S t e vens, would you ca r e t o d iscuss t he
amendment? Senator Labedz, on deck .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Just briefly, Nr. Speaker, m embers o f
the body, I do believe it is a reasonable amendment to not. ..and
I haven't agreed with all Senator Chambers' amendments that he
has offered on this particular bill, but I do appreciate this
particular amendment because, and I hope I am still on the right
amendment. I was in conversations. I hope it hasn't changed on
me. It is the part that was in the original bill that was a
statute that was not declared unconstitutional, and t he on l y
reason f or th e r epe a l e r that we have in Senato'. Lindsay's
amendment now is because w e don ' t want to have anything
conflicting on the books of which something has had a permanent
i n junc t i o n on . So w e w i l l t ak e o n e o f f c l ea n a n d h ave a no t h e r
unclean , i f you wi sh , b ut n one t h e l e s s b i l l t h at wou l d be i n
statutes. I think if there was not any permanent injunction on
the original bill, I think Senator Lindsay would be the first
one to say, and if not first, maybe the second, to say that the
existing statute would be well and good, if we didn't have this
permanent injunction on it. So if that'd be the case, w e a r e
simply, Senator Chambers is simply taking a portion of that,
w hich was no t i n a n y w a y ruled unconstitutional, and p u tt i ng
that into this bill as well, and I see no inconsistency there, I
see n o pr ob l em t h e re , a nd I t h i nk t h at d ef i n i t e l y add s an
improvement to the Lindsay amendment, a nd I woul d h ope t h e body
would support it, and again I would emphasize, i t i s a
reasonable amendment to do. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: S e n a to r L a b edz , w ould you c a r e t o d i sc u s s the
Chambers amendment? T hank you . Sen a t o r K o r s ho j , w ould you c a r e

SENATOR KORSHOJ: Nr. Speaker and members, I will give most of
my time to Senator Chambers. When we were talking about t h e
pharmacy building, I made a statement that the Redcoats couldn' t
understand. I sa id twice that we were beating a dead horse to

to discuss the amendment?
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