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to adopt sonmething like this that | amnot going to offer at
this point. But there are a couple of observations | would Iike
to make, and this is for the record. | hope the l|ack of
attentiveness is indicative of the lack of support that this
proposition that Senator Moore js offering will garner. The
very |last statenent in his proposal says, "Amotion to suspend
the rules for the purpose of cloture shall not be in order.”
Well, you just suspend that rule. So really that is a pointless
statement designed to make this unpal atable proposition
palatable . ~ The one above jt the next to the |ast sentence
says, "A nmotion for cloture followi ng an unsuccessful notion for
cloture shall not be in order until one additional hour of
debat e has passed." When it comes, Senator Moore, to a notion
to kill a bill or to bracket to a time certain, that pmotion is
allowed only one tinme on a given day at a particular stage of a
bill's consideration. Soyou . are departing even from that
procedure by this proposition. The third fromthe bottom
sentence says, "A nmotion for cloture shall have precedence (yer
other motions except a notion to adjourn.” Thatshould be

stricken and | have an amendnment, which anong ot hers, woul d seek
to 90 that, but before | go any further, | am goi ng to see which

way the debate goes after this final statement. ggpator Mare

if there is a bill that | feel needs sone di scussi on, | can spot’
it way down the line as any of us can,andl amsure being a
scholar of the ~b'e, as you are, you are aware of this person
who was in a cave and saw a cloud that |ooked Iike a man.  apout

the sise of a man's hand a great way off, and as it came closer,
it got | arger. Well, if | wanted to have the opportunity to
discuss a bill, then | would just start offering my amendments,

Senator Moore, before the thing even gets out of commttee.

only way that can be countered is for sonebody to offer a notion

to suspend the rules and allow no _debate and no anendnent
because they cannot nove for cloture until at least eight pgurs

of debate on a given day have expired. aAnd1l think you have
seen in the past that if I really feel that principle jg
involved, | can carry on a discussion for eight hours, 5ndhold
the interest during that time f;om time to time of geyen my
staunchest opponents.  So if the rule is designed tostop
certain people or a certain person fromdiscussing an” jsgye at
length, it won't achieve that. |t js not going to be necessary
when you have a proposition that a substantial percentage of the
body is interested in because you could not get enough votes for
clcture to be succc_essful. ~ Sothe only purpose is to have a
situation where jf an i ndividual or a fewindividuals froma
po ition of principle feel that +they have got to use every
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