March 30, 1990 LB 688

to...or a motion to bracket to a tine certain to be considered
once and only once at a stage of debate. That is the obvious
i ntent. I nresponse to Senator \wesel y's comment about that
woul d all ow someone else who didn't want to bracket to make a
motion, then withdraw it, and, thereby, preclude anyone else
from rm_klng a motionto bracket, |  don't think that is the
correct interpretation at all. As | read the rule about
withdrawing, it says, once...on page 53, it says once notions
are stated they may be w thdrawn by the nover before a deci sion.
I would think that in the event that soneone wanted to withdraw
a motion and was playing that kind of gane that the Speaker
could say that | amnot going to gallow you to wjthdraw that
mot i on. It doesn't say the notion shall be withdrawn at the
nmover's request. It seems to ne the Speaker or the Chair has
and could have, in fact, when Senator Chanbers made his original
motion, could have, in effect, said | will not allowyou to
withdraw it and we will take it to a vote. Anpdfor that reason,
I think Senator Wthemis obviously correct in {he spirit and
the intent of Rule 7, Section 6 that the decision was made.
Senat or Chanbers nmade the decision to withdraw the notion. He
should not be allowed to again reintroduce another notion to
bracket to a time certain or efse, in effect, you achieve a
result that this rule ywas obviously intended to prevent, and
that result would be a series of successive nbtions 5 pracket
t hat would never end, yet the obvious intent of Rule 7
Section 6, was to linmit it to one-tinme consideration gn)y. [
think it has been considered. When he decided to withd¥awit,
that was his decision and the Chair shoul d be overrul ed. Thank
you ¢

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr . Chairman, never have | heard such an
attenpt by people who should know better to distort and

deliberately msread clear | anguage to_acconplish a specific
purpose. | think it is obvious that the Chair is ct

X > cofrect, and
to instruct Senator MFarland on the construction o¥ eI ahguage,
at the top of page 73, we read what he was tal king about which I
referred to earlier, "Once notions are stated, they may be
withdrawn or nodified by the nover before a decision, “gmendment,
or ordering of avote has been made." The reason the word is
"may" because if you said "shall", {hen it would mean that
before anything was done, the mover would have to withdraw the
motion. Saying "may" leaves it to the discretion of the mnoyer.
I't wouldn't make sense to read it in this fashion, gnce motions
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