January 4, 1990

in the rules because, on at |east two occasions during this |ast
session in 1989, there was sone debate about the intent and the
clarity of the rule. The recomendation by the Rules Commrittee
was unani mous on this rul es change.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Chanbers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. Chairman and nmenbers of the Legislature,
| discu~"Mthis very briefly with Senator Wthem znd | don't
t hi nk . does what Senator Lynch indicated. | think it really
isa redundancy. The rule that allows a divisionof the
question, once the divisionijs allowed, that is stating that
each of the divisions is a separate and distinct proposition.
Otherwi se, there would be no division. That which renains has
to be able to stand on its own; that which is divided out has to
be able to stand on its own. So the division of the question is
not allowed unl ess you have distinct propositions. Ther has
been no amendnent to the portion of the rule which I's found at
the top of page53, which says, once notions are stated-, they
may be  withdrawn or nodified by the nover before a decision,
amendnment or ordering of a vote has been made. Ifa vote has
been taken...say that a nmotion can be divided into five parts.

If one of the parts is voted on, either yea or nay, a vote ha
been t aken and there has been a nodification of that notion an

it should not be possible then for the introducer to simply
withdraw it as though no action had been taken. \whatwould be a
better thing to do, if it's the body's desire to allow an

anendnent to belong to whoever offers jt° regardless of what
action the Legislature takes, then the rule at the top of
ﬁage 53 shoul d be changed so that you would say that if a notion
as been divided, then despite that division the gfferor

neverthel ess, can withdraw it at any time before a final vote dn
the entire notion. But to do it this way states a redundancy in
the part of the rule as it exists and it does not alter the rule
that has led to the difficulty that some people perceive. g

based on that, | will not vote for this rule change pecause it
does not really change anything and it does not add anyt hi ng.
Wthout this |anguage, you allow a djvision of the question.
Wth this | anguage, you allow a division of the question.
W thout this |anguage, each division nust be able to stand as g
separate and distinct proposition. Wth this arendment, you
sinply say what is inplicit inthe ryle. So | don't think.it

does anything, and | want that in the record because |I'm going

to vote against it.
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