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this way. This does solve the problem puts sone clarity in the
rules, but |'mstill going to oppose it andencourage the body
to vote for the original proposal by the committee.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Chanbers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:. M . Chairmanand nmenbers of the [egislature,

in case | didn't make it clear, | do support the provision
of fered by Senator Bernard-Stevens. Senator Mwmre, you're
partially correct in something you stated, but not entirely
correct. And |'mnot going to state what you stated and say
which parts you' re correct a..d which parts you' re not correct
entirely correct in but ny corn~ant mght make it clear what |'m

getting to. The cl eanest way to offer an amendnent, ifthere
are several parts that are freestanding, is to offer each part

as a separ ate amendment which is what | often do. |nstead of
listing several things in an amendnent, some of which you feel
you m ght get, others you may not, you run the risk of losing
the entire amendment if there is no division of the question.
If you divide the question, then it opens the way for every
manner of parlianentary maneuveri ng. Theway to do it very
cleanly and precisely is to let each one of those freestandi ng
propositions be offered as a separate anendnent, then it's voted
up or down. |If you win it and want to press on, you can do gg.

If you lose it, 'and that was the main thing, then you can forget

it. Wien you offer themindividually you can take themin any
order you choose, that which is nmost inmportant or that which jg
| east i mportant. Take the | east inportant and get as nuch as

you can before you shoot your wad and then lose the others or

take the most i mportant one which, if you |lose, you' re not

interested in the others. That can be done by offering each

a separate amendnent and | don't think that's what's before us
today. We are considering a situation where an i ndividual
decides to offer as one nmotion several different propositions
and | feel that that does not constitute the nunber of notions

as there are propositions in that one nmotion. |t js one notion

consi sting of several propositions. Once that notion has been
acted on by the Legislature, then all the rest of the

propositions still remain the property of the Legislature \ypich

has taken it by acting on the first proposition or however nmany
of themit acts on before the introducer decides he or she no
‘onger wants the remainder. So I'm for Senator Stevens'

offering and | don't think it creates any problem whatsoever.
But what it does do is let's the Legislature stay in a position

to control that business which has been presented to it gnd on
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