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issue, ano=nerday. You lose credibility in this body. It.is
not the proper way to do business. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: ~ Thankyou. | have several lights on. | don't know
if you wish to speak about this issue or not. Senator Landis,

did you'? No
SENATOR CHAMBERS: (N ke not on  Inaudible.)

SENATOR LAMB: (Njke off) because just playing into your hands,
Ernie, and so we will juSt go on fromthere:

PRESI DENT: Senator Landis, did you wish to speak'? vqour |jght
is on. All right. Senator Ashford, did you wish to speak about
this'? Senator Labedz, did you wish to speak on the notion

before us'? Bernard-Stevens chal |l enged the Chair on ruling at
it takes 25 votes to cease debate, that is what we are ta} ing

about. Ckay . Senator sSchmit, did you wish to eak
speak on tﬁP

about ... okay. Senator Chanbers, did you wish to sy
SENATOR CHANBERS: Yes, and M. Chairman, | just |earned
sonet hi ng about honor. Senator Bernard-Stevens told Senator

Lanb to relinquish the rest of that tinme to me, ;.4 senator Lamb
refused saying he didn't want to play into ny hands, gy | just
want that as a matter of record, gnd | think it is something
that should be there in view of his comments about learning this
and | earning that. There are a | ot of |essons being taught by
the way various nmenbers are doing. Now you all can criticize ny
tactics any way and any time that you please, but | "hive never
done something of that kind, and | don't need to do things of
that kind to make ny point. But what Senator Bernard- Stevens
has done is, as he stated, follow ng al ong behind what the
procedure has devel oped, but if | were the Chair, which | am
not, and it mght Jead to a challenge but itwould be a

cha[lenge on the right i ssue, | would rule that  havin
articulated what the rules state, that ruling is not subject tg

be overruled. A motion to overrule that ruling is out of 4.qer
and | woul d not entertain the nmotion. Now if that ruling were
to be challenged, fine, but if I were the chair, I would not

entertain a motion to overrule a declarationfromthe Chair
which is in accord with the specific statement ang requirement

of the rule. But, see, if | were in th&hair, wewouldn't be
where we are now because | would have conplied with the rule
that says a questioncan be divided. Thequagm re orthe
cesspool, | think it is, that Senator Barrett described the
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