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SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: | . .that that is what happened. The
maj ority cannot dominate |ike that.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmt.
SENATOR SCHNIT: Nr. President, 1'd call the question.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The previous question has been called for. pg

| see five hands? | do. Those in favor of ceasing debate
please vote aye, opposed «ay. Pplease record.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Debate ceases. Senator ChamberS, would you
care to close on your notion.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes. Nr. Chairman and members of the
Legi sl ature, yesterdaywhen Senator NcFarland was tal ki n? about
t he nunmerous divisions that Senator Bernard-Stevens had offered,
he is the one who suggested four divisions. Senator NcFarland
suggested that if there were to be a division it should be four'
And | divided it into four parts. And each one can stand alone.
There is nothing in the rule that says anything about what
Senator NcFarland tried to indicate. Here is what the rul e
says, any nmenmbermay call for the division of a question which
shal |l be divided, if it conprehends propositions in substance so
di stinct th_at one bei ng take_n _away. a substantive pr Opositi on
shall remain for the decision of the Legislature. | gyoesn't
say that you have to have a unified, entire bill or proposal, if
the propositions can be divided. And the purpose in dividing
the question is that sonme. . so that sone aspects can be accepted
while others are rejected. And jf a person is wanting to divide
a question in such a way that if one part of it is réjected, it
al nrost ensures the rejection of the rest, that's a decision for
the person dividing the question to answer. Byt the division is
based sinply on whether or not there are distinct propositions

contained in the divisions. Wen | handed the division of the
question around that | was going to askfor, I did that so
peopl e coul d see how the division was occurring, andif there

was opposition to the way it was divided, whichis a separate
question, then | would have been willing to accommdate people

who saw a different way that it should be divided. now that
as the discussion progresses the question will be called pefore
we can go i nto detail on each one of the itens enconpassed by
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