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and say | nove to adjourn to a time certain. Tgkes 25 votes. as
a maximum to do that. And that is the option that we all have
on this floor as we approach the end of the session. Nowif we
Bass this rule change, then we are locked into a five day recess
efore that last day. And we may not want that five day recess,
but it's going to 30 votes to suspend the rules at that time to
elimnate the five day waiting period. So | don't...l iust
don't see the reason for the rule, because we have the optioﬁ to
do exactly what that rule says now, if this body cares to do so.
And if we adopt this ruleweare reducing our flexibility in
that area. So | would oppose this reconsideration and oppose
this rule change.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The gentleman from Waverly,
Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER:  Nr. President, penbers of the Legislature, I'd
rise to oppose the proposedrule change as welT. | haven' t

read any of the stories or heard any of the stories that this
was SOn’e.kl nd of a part|San vot e, as | gat hered from what pe0p| e
have said. Those of you who think it's a partisan vote I' ||
tell you you don't begin fo understand the issue, because if you
want to take a Governor off the hook, any Governor, you sustain
their veto, they' re on the hook, you override their veto they' re

off the hook. ~Andif youwant to stick a Governor, |eave them
be responsible for their vetoes, and that's how it's done
But....And | could cite you numerous exanples that |' ve observed

in the last 27 years where the npst popul ar Governor was the one
who had their vetoes overridden and they were on the hook very

clear fromthat. That's just sinply how it ;¢ Final ly, |
woul d say that Senator Lamb has al ready pointed out the two
things that occur to me. One is the situations still exist with
the 9Gh day, whatever |egislation is enacted that day, go you
don't solve that problem in its entirety, unless you get 40
votes, | guess, to extend the session for that purpose, which is
an avenue that would still be open under tne Constitution, if

you chose to do so. But the basic reason is these rules grein
PI ace to facilitate the discussion in the process of developing
egislation. A rule to requi reg super mmjority on meeting time
seens to me of no consequence when 25 people could very easily
make that change, if they wished to at the end of e a4t the
87th day, or 88th day wi thout any problemat all. |{ gseens to
me that type of flexibility is much more appropriate and much
more logical than +to wite into a rule that takes 3Q votes to
meet differently other than a five day recess. I'd  urge that
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