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under st ood was going to be ug today, was to vote to sustain ip
e

Chair. And woul d say, nator Bernard-Stevens, it's a verey
fine line between having a reputation for being sly and a
reputation for being slick. Yoy don't want the second one, but
that's neither here nor there Wwth ne. | gat down and | | ooked
at the amendment now because | understood the question to be, iIs
it divisible? And as | |ooked at how it was being currently

proposed, it appeared to ne that it was (jvisible, and that'

the only question | have before ne. pNone of the other questions
which 1 don't deny their inportance and are being di scussed
under a procedural basis, but the only question before me is, is
the amendment divi si bl e? Now, I, like all the rest, of you

including myself, if | was to attenpt to continually badgér a
bill, if that is what it conmes out to be, | know full well there
is no better way to assure the passage of legislation than to do
that. And | also know that there is no surer way gometimes to
make error because you cannot discuss the gypstantive issue and
that is unfortunate, but that's just how it works frequently and
so you accept that. Byt|] think that it is a divisibl ti on
as | have readit, and | amwlling to discuss It on tﬁatngams
and that is the basis of ny vote. Hasnothing to do with the
substantive issue. And | would hope that we would keep in mind
wi =hout all of the other anal ogies that can be drawn wh at
we are doing is suspending the rules with Less than %b vot es.
It's that sinple, that is _wha we are doi ng, and it has happened
before and | suppose sonetines it, when 10 years from now when

you sit around as an old senator, ex-senator, well some of you
won't be...10 years from now you won't be ex-senators, but \nen
you do, why then you bring back these deals and you talk anut
them and funny about how sonet hi ng happened, ut, | happen to
bel i eve very strongly that the decorum of the Body I's inportant.

| believe it' s...that a notion to syspend the rules should not
be done with a sinple mgjority which, |pn effect, it is, and
irregardless of how | stand on 769,|'mgoing to vote to allow
this suspension, correction, this division of the question when
we...i f we get to that because | think as a matter of fact It
was divisible. 1'mnot so surethat yesterday's {jvision was
divisible, but as | read this nmorning's it apBears to nme that
there is a clear and distinct question that can be addressed.

PRESI DENT: One mi nute.  Thank you. Senator Smith, please,
foll owed by Senator Langford.

SENATOR SMI TH:  Thank you, Nr. President. nwphers of the body,
I had ny light on. | would have |iked to have tal ked about tpje
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