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reconsider the motion to overrule the Chair.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Chambers , y o u ar e r ecognized .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes, Mr. Chairman, and mem bers of t h e
Legis l a t u r e , I hop e Se n a t o r W it h e m w i l l l i s t en t o t hi s b ec au s e
i t go es t o hi s com ment i n h i s close. Senator Withem said you
shouldn't just take a rule and analyze it, read the whole t h i ng
altogether, which is like saying read it fast and don't pay
attention to what it says. But I wo u l d ask h i m a q u e s t i on as
somebody w h o , b ase d on w h a t Se n a t o r B er n ar d - S t e v e n s s aid , i s
conversant with the rules. Senator Withem, is it yo ur o pin i o n
that all the words in a ru l e h a v e a m e a n i n g ?

SENATOR WITHEM: Obviously.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, if we mean that once a motion is
offered, then it can't be of f e r e d aga i n , why d o n ' t we j u st
eliminate those words " being d e c i d e d " , so that it says what you
said it means, no motion to postpone to a time ce rtain, to
commit, or to postpone indefinitely h al l aga i n b e a l l ow e d o n
the same day at the same stage. If we mean that once it is
offered, even if no action is taken, why don't we just say that
and no t a d d t he wo r d s " being d e c i d e d " ?

SENATOR WITHEM: I would definitely support that motion to
change the rules in that manner.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But do you believe the words " being d e c i de d "
have a meaning in this rule as it presently is written?

S ENATOR WITHEM: Y e s, I do .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And your interpretation o f " b e i n g d ec i d e d " i s
that if a senator decides to do s omething, then tha t i s t he
deci s i o n t hat i s being r e f er r ed t o by t he l angu a g e i n
(interruption)?

SENATOR WITHEM: In the context of this rule g i v e n wh a t I t hi nk
the full intent of this r ule i s , ye s .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Senator Withem. Obvious l y , I
disagree with Senator Withem's interpretation. Obvio usly, I
bel i ev e t he r e h as been a p e r v e r s i o n o f t h e rules, but that is
not unusual because it happened on LB 775, a nd i t wi l l h app e n on
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