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that last sentence really does t ha t . I think it is very
specific direction on detailing what nongermaneness is and, in
fact, makes it more clear. It is not redundant language and, in
fact, while we say "or" in the first part, the last sentence
that is str icken very definitively says " rel a t e s t o a
substantially different subject or accomplishes substantially
different purpose." There is an "or" there. Can thi s c h ange be
a way around or an end run around introduction of legislation
that accomplishes a substantially different purpose. I f eel
very uncomfortable with that definition that is excluded, and
while we seem to have a variety of uncomfortableness with
either/or, I think that in my mind because of this division of
uncomfortableness with either including the "or" o r e xc l u d i n g
the last sentence, I am going to have to vote against this rule
change. If, Senator Chambers, as you said, nothing of substance
has occurred, then I think we should reject this amendment.

P RESIDENT: T h ank y o u . S enator Chambers . . .oh, Mr . Cl erk , you

C LERK: Mr . Pr esi d e n t , Senator Warner would move to amend the
committee amendment number 8 by striking the word "or" and
reinserting the word "and".

PRESIDENT: Senator Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Well, Mr. President, I decided maybe in order
to generate some discussion as to how this might be i nterp r e t ed
with t he wor d "or" , the proper way to do it was with the
offering of the amendment. I appreciate...I certainly
understand the comments where there can be the need, in fact,
for some other substantive change in law that particularly when
ws talk about bills that may have a s p ending and a r e v enue
mixture that needs to be recognized, and in many cases, I am not
terribly upset about suspending that germaneness rule if it was
appropriate to do it in those circumstances. I a l s o wou l d . . . w e
have to keep in mind, I have never been supportive of limitation
on bills because I think that is the point in which the options
for alternative ideas should be put into the hopper and there is
no restriction there now. As we all well know, it frequently is
criticized but, nevertheless, it is the option that has to be
preserved if you are going to have a free discussion o f i dea s .
But o n c e you have a specific bill, then I think you have to
begin to narrow somewhat what can be done within that piece of
legislation unless you require some additional majority than

have an amendment.
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