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a succession of notions, one to tonmorrow nmorning ¢ 8:00 a.m.
another one to tomorrownorning at 8:05 a.m, gnother one to
tonorrow norni ng at 8:10 a. m, nd an i ndefinite number of
nmotions like that. | would argue that the intent of this clause
is to prevent that type of delaying action, to give a nmenber an
opportunity to offer a notion to postpone to a tine certain, but
once that has been offered and been decided either through
voting it up, voting it down,or by the member withdrawing it,
that ought to be the one shot that they get gt jt. Anyt hi ng
el se allows a nenber to either offer a succession of postponing
to time certain nmotions, one right after the other, orto of fer

the motion, have it debated, withdrawit, immediately offer it
again, have it debated again, withdraw it, imredi ately offer it

again, so I would argue and ask theSpeaker to rule on whether
or not t he Chanbers rm@ion is, in fact, out of order because it
violates Rule 7, Section 6. | would like to make it clear that

| tend to | think try to raise points of order, notso much on
how t hey affect the given matter under discussion, but what the
potential is. And | think a ruling that would allow menbers ;g
either offer and withdraw or to offer a series of notions to
different times certain would defeat the purposes of the [yles
and really allows any single nenber to control the body at any
tinme that member may choose by continuing to offer a garjes  of
motions along this line. So for that purpose, | would ask for a
ruling of the Chair as to whether this notion is in order.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Senator W them vg, make a good
poi nt. Senator Chanbers, do you have any coment while | am
studyi ng the question?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes, M. Chairman, | think the words of the
rule are crystal -clear. There has been no decision on that

mot i on. W have a rule which indicates that the only tine a
menber can withdraw a notion is if there has been no decision on

it, no amendnent, or final action by the Legislature. That is
the only condition under which a nenber can w thdraw a noti on.
So we actually have two rules at play here. |f there hadbeen a
decision on that first notion to bracket, | could not have
wi thdrawn it. It is clear that there was no decision by the
Legi sl ature and | understand what is being done here because

enabl es the rules to be suspended by a vote of 25 or whatever it

takes to overrule the Chair. Byt the fact is that there was no

deci sion made on ny notion o bracket. Therefore, | could
withdraw it, and as a matter of fact,| did that. | think the

I anguage of the rule is so clear that to continue to talk is ¢4

12446



