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has been made. So it seems to ne that that, to ne anyway, makes
it perfectly clear that the withdrawal is not a decision, gpqj
woul d sinmply support the Chair because of that.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Thank you, Nr. Speaker, and members of
the body. 1, too, rise in favor of sepnator Chanbers position
and | sit here and | ook and discuss things with Senator Wthem
on the rules, and Senator Wthemis very, very good on rules,
one of the best, and | think he is in a gray area here. | ipink
he is in a real strong gray area, and for those members that are
kind of confused or just walking in, basi cal ly, we have a
bracket notion that was offered earlier that was wi t hdrawn.
There is a rule that says obviously, you cannot bracket to
another tine certain if the decision has”alfeady peen decided,
and the question nowis when you w thdraw the bracket notion,
the original bracket notion, was that question decided. And
Senator Chambers, | think, argues correctly when he says that
anything can be withdrawn at some point if Nno getion has been
taken, and, obviously, no action has beentaken. sg| think
Senator Chambers is absolutely correct that we should not
overrule the Chair in this particular case. | would also kind
of question that when we. .| don't know if | have ever heard jp
the body since | have been here a notion to call the question
and then we proceed, and then all of a sudden ¢t pat tion is
taken back. | think we all are getting a little tired. |{ kind
of reminds me of the precedent we set earlier on LB 769 and
that, too, was not when we were quite so tired but we were
certainly enptional, and a precedent that we then set which kind
of confuses...not confuses me at all on this issue...which
concerns ne on this issue is that we are not real 'y ar.gui ng
right now whet her Senator Chanbers is correct or Senator W%hem
is correct. What we now are arguing in ny mind is can we make
that type of decisionpy sinply overriding the Chair which
requires 25 votes. And again we are kind of in that little area
again where we mi ght technicall y be establishing ruyles or
suspending rules and maki n? new rules by not 30 votes, but,
again, 25. And | think it will be really interesting sometime
if somebody actually makes a notion to gyspend the rule, ask the
Chair if it takes 30 votes to do so, the Chair says, yes, it
does, | will then nove to say | nove to override that” {ecision
and we override that decision by 25, so now it doesn't take
30 votes to suspend the rules. (O even better yet, if we run a
motion to extend the session, nah, that is not a good exanple
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