March 29, 1990 LB 976

yesterday as the body might have peen a |ittle anxious to
adjourn because of the frustrationogf the topic on that
particular time period and we had other things, npre cerenoni al

things, to do. And one of the things that happened yesterday

was that a senator's priority bill was, in essence, gutted g,
and then sinmply what was | eft was an anendnment that Senator
Lowell Johnson had. And, quite honestly, my...| guess pmy
problem with that procedure, though | have no probleém

necessarily of what the majority of the body wants to do, but

do kind of have a sense of fairness and fair play when we use an
amendment to an amendment procedure which takes a simple
majority vote and a senator's priority bill, that had not really

been discussed, we had spent pmost of the time discussing a
Pirsch amendnent that was divided, and then we tal ked about

Senat or Johnson's ar’rendrr_ent, Wwe never rea!|y di _SCUSSGd t he bill
at all, t hat such a bill w thoutreal discussion of the nmerits

of the bill could actually be gutted or defeated by a less han
major... or less than 25 votes. |n fact, | think there were 23
at the end. M ne certainly was there for the reconsideration
purposes, so it probably, all practical purposes, was 22. And |
filed the reconsideration motion yesterday and | was simpl
?oi ng to ask the body to decide which was they want to do, but ){
eel a sense of fair play sinply to any senator jn that
circumstance where a priority bill that has been worked very
hard for may have problens, which most priority bills (g
because they're somewhat controversial in many cases, but any

senator's priority bill to be deleted or gutted, "in essence, n
a less than 25 vote before the bill had actuallyreally been
debated on the merits, | really don't think that's g good
procedure for the body to do. So | filed the reconsideration
motion. |' Il let the body obviously choose what want

do. If the reconsideration notion isagreed to, tﬁgn we woufg
go back to the Landis amendnent, to the amendment, and then |

would then hope that we would defeat that amendnment to the
amendnment whi ch, in essence, gutted Senator Pirsch's priority

bill, and that would then |eave us to, if you can.  jf | do this
correctly Senat or  pirsch's  bill, LB 976, with a Johnson
anmendnent . And then the body can deal with the Johnson
amendment, uP or down, whi chever ‘'way it wants to do SO, andthen
we' Il finally get to the bill itselT. Anq | think there's a | ot

to be said that Senator Pirsch, in a very excellent speech
yesterday, a very movingspeech, one of the things that gpe

argued was that in the beginning that we don't want to begin
“"Christmas treeing" this particular™ pij with all the other

bills that are out there because obviously now we' re going to
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