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SPEAKER BARRETT: T i me .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...and the body as a whole.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair is pleased to take just
a moment to introduce some guests of Senator Kristensen. Under
the n o r t h ba l c ony, we have Nr. Russell Young and Hilda Young
from Guide Rock and their son, Vernon, from Hastings. Would you
folks please stand and be recognised. Thank you, we' re g l ad to
have you with us. The motion is debatable. Pursuant t o R u le 1 ,
Section 12, no member may speak more than once on the motion to
overrule. I do have a number of lights on. Senator N c Far l and,
would you care to speak to the motion'?

SENATOR NcFARLAND: Yes, Nr. Sp eaker, t h a nk you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: T h ank y ou .

SENATOR NcFARLAND: I think the Speaker of our Legislature is
correct in his interpretation and application of the rule. It
seems to me i f t his particular amendment is divisible, it is
divisible into two sections. One, the section having t o d e a l
with the notice to an adult family member;and then the s econd
section would be having to do with the counselor and all the
duties and the notice responsibilities and so on. I f , i n f act ,
this question were divided in the manner that Senator Cha mbers
proposes, if we did not enact the second section which has a
definition of counselor in it, then the third section would not
make any sense if it were adopted because you would be talking
about a counselor and you wouldn't even know what the definition
of the counselor would be. Similarly, if the fourth section
were adopted without the second section being adopted, it would
not make sense. I 'm curious,and I notice another t hing o n
this, which I'm trying to follow these amendments because,
again, although they were typed and prepared on January 12th, we
didn't see them until the day they were i nt r o duced, and they
were nev er pr i nt ed i n t he Jour n a l . I 'm l ooking a t
subsection (3) of the amendment that says, o n pa g e 3 , st r i ke
l ines 1 t hr o ugh 5 , and I think I'm interpreting this right. If
I look on page 3, line 1 starts in the middle of t he sen t e nce
from the previous page, and to strike lines 1 through 5 wouldn' t
sake any sense. T h er e wouldn' t ...it wouldn't read correctly, if
you just struck lines 1 through 5. I think I' ve got the right
copy. In any event, I don't think the question is d ivis i b l e
into four parts. I don't think it's divisible into 19 parts, or
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