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for that. Games are being played, but I won't be a party. This
is wrong, it's absolutely wrong, but it shows the lengths to
which people will go. So let them do whatever they want t o do
here today. Let all of this be a matter of record and it won' t
matter because when the issue is raised again t hey' l l j u st
flip-flop and go the other way as they did this morning on the
other issue. But, as Senator Schmit said, we' ve got quite a few
days before us when you look at it in one way, but very f ew i f
you look at it in another.

SPEAKER BARRETT: T ime. S e n a to r L a b edz , would you ca re t o sp e a k

SENATOR LABEDZ: Yes, I do, Nr. President. I can re c a l l w he n
the reconsideration motion came up. The very n ex t d a y we were
still on the Lindsay amendment. I was always un d e r t he
impression when you' re on an amendment you have to wait for the
priority motion outside of the bracket motion to the very next,
after the Lindsay amendment, it was either defeated or accepted,
that you could come in with a priority motion. Evidently there
is some misunderstanding as to whether or not that could have
come in while we were debating the Lindsay amendment which h ad
several, several amendments to the amendment and, Senator
Chambers, I believe you had a couple and S e n a t o r Ash f o r d and
Senator Ber n a r d - S t evens . The reconsideration motion at that
time was to be c onsidered immediately after the Lindsay
amendment was adopted, and I would relinquish the rest of my
time to someone that has been here much longer than I h ave a n d
has possibly better reasons t han I t o believe that this
reconsideration motion is correct and the overruling of the
Chair is something that I would never support regardless whether
it wa s Sen ator Ch ambers, Senator Ash f o r d or Senator
Bernard-Stevens' motion. I think it is correct. W e wa i t e d
until the Lindsay motion, amendment, was adopted. Furthermore,
Senator Chambers, you and I both know that it's not printed in
the Journal unless the person that is n. .'zing the motion requests
that it be done. Ev idently it was n t printed because Carson
Rogers did not request it to do so. But another thing that I
would like to mention too. You wi l l no t i ce t h a t w h e n my b i l l i s
up, especially LB 769, on several occasions I have walked over
to the Clerk and asked what amendments have been submitted and
this amendment was there the whole time. A ny one o f y o u c o u l d
have gone up there and asked if there was any motions other than
the amendments and you would have found that the reconsideration
motion was filed the very next day and then we"d been- on t he

to the motion to overrule' ?
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