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issue, ano = ner day. You lose credibility in this body. I t. i s
not the proper way to do business. Thank you.

P RESIDENT: Tha n k y o u . I have several lights on. I don' t k n ow
if you wish to speak about this issue or not. S enator La n d i s ,
did you'? No

SENATOR CHAMBERS: (Nike not on Inaudible.)

SENATOR LAMB: (Nike of f ) b e cause j ust p l a y ing i n t o y our hands,
Ernie, and so we will just go on from there.

PRESIDENT: Senator Landis, did you wish to speak'? Your l i ght
is on. All right. Senator Ashford, did you wish to speak about
this'? Senator L a b edz , di d you wish to speak on the motion
before us'? Bernard-Stevens challenged the Chair on ruling that
it takes 25 votes to cease debate, that is what we are talking
about . Ok ay . Senat or Schmit, did you wish t o speak
about...okay. Senator Chambers, did you wish to speak on thisy

SENATOR CHANBERS: Yes, and Mr. Chairman, I just learned
something about honor. Senator B e r n ard- Stevens t old S e n a t or
Lamb to relinquish the rest of that time to me, and Senator Lamb
refused saying he didn't want to play into my hands, s o I j u s t
want that as a matter of record, and I think it i s so mething
that should be there in view of his comments about learning this
and learning that. There are a lot of lessons being taught by
the way various members are doing. Now you all can criticize my
tactics any way and any time that you please, but I have n ev e r
done something of that kind, and I don't need to do things of
that kind to make my point. But what Senator Bernard-Stevens
has done i s , as he stated, following along behind what the
. procedure has developed, but if I were the Chair, which I am
not, and it might lead to a chal lenge but i t would b e a
challenge on the ri ght issue, I would rule t hat hav i ng
articulated what the rules state, that ruling is not subject to
be overruled. A motion to overrule that ruling is out of order
and I would not entertain the motion. Now if that ruling were
to be challenged, fine, but if I were the Chair, I w o uld n ot
entertain a motion to overrule a declaration from the Chair
which is in accord with the specific statement and r equi rement
of the rule. B ut, see, if I were in the Chair, w e wouldn't b e
where we are now because I would have complied with the rule
that says a q uestion can be divided. The quagmi re or the
cesspool, I think it is, that Senator Barrett described t he

8758


