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missing something because I don't understand the need for the
r ule cha n ge , beca us e i t seems to me we have, we have the
authority right now to do what we want to with the scheduling
d own t ow ar d t he end o f the session or any time during the
session, that if this Legislature wants to adjourn for f i ve
days, all we have to do is vote to do that. We already have
that right and that flexibility. What I see this rule change as
doing is locking us into a position that maybe nobody o n t h i s
floor or maybe we don't want. And then we have t o c ome back and
with a three-fifths vote we, I suppose we suspend this rule , i f
we don't want to dc that. But then the majority is n ot b e i ng
served. I t's more than a majority that it will take to rescind
this rule, if the b dy decides that there is n o n e e d t o c ome
back five days later. Naybe the majority of the people on the
floor here want to continue and not recess for that period of
time. Ny point is this,we already have the flexibility to do
what this rule calls 'for, and so to put it in the rule book just
takes. away some of the flexibility that we already enjoy.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k y o u . Senator Smith, please.

S ENATOR SNITH: Th a n k y o u , N r . Sp e a k e r . N embers o f t h e bo d y , I
haven't talked on...all day long on these issues either. But I
can tell you that I' ve had the experience, and maybe I'm unique
i n he r e b ec a u s e n o on e e l s e. ..I mean I' ve heard Senator Nelson
talk about how, under this administration, she's had some b i l l s
that have been vetoed at the end of the session and she hasn' t
had the opportunity to come back in and try t o have them
r esur rec t ed . Ot h e r s h ave talked about the other side of the
issue. I guess I'm maybe different from the fact that I' ve had
bills vetoed by both administrations, so you can' t l a y y ou r
finger on politics in this case. I think that I'm more and more
swayed toward what Senator Wesely is trying to purport t o u s,
though, because I don't agree with you, Senator Lamb. Y ou ju s t
said that we have the flexibility, we have the right to schedule
bills in here so that we c a n ev i de n t l y b yp a ss t ha t v et o
opportunity, in other words, have the time to come back in.
Well, if that's the case, then why do we have b i l l s t h at wer e
vetoed after the session adjourned last year? The thing of it
is we, by our own maybe impromptu rules, have decided that we' re
going to hold up all of our bills that have an A bill attached
to them until the very,very end . Re member? S o, a ny of t h os e
bills that we have like that don't leave us enough time to come
back in then and try to override a veto. So we don ' t ha v e t h a t
flexibility. Okay, I wanted to make that clear that I disagree
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