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other bills. So if you are in the position that I amin, di

is made obvious that you are going to be treated dlfferently
than other nenbers on the floor of the Legislature, you prepare
for that contingency. When the Speaker can nake a rulingfor
one senator of one conplexion, then a senator of another
conpl exion says will it apply to me in the same way, and an
answer, yes, cannot be given, then something is wrong.
Sonet hi ng is wong with that rullng and if youhave never been
in that position yourself, you won't understand  pe i mpact  of
that kind of a statement. Even though | am accustomed to it, |
haven't grown to like it, and I will have to be opposed to

kind of action. | have stated several tines today that whatever
is allowed within the rules and the other side does that, | have
no quarrel with, but when we have ordinarily intel Ilgent peopl e
taki ng cl ear Ianguage inarule and perverting it, {henit is
because of the issue gand related issues that that perversion
occurs. We all know good and well that if t he intent of the
rule was to say that once a notion is nade, it cannot be nade
again, that neans no matter what happens on that pption or i f
not hi ng happens on it. But when you put in qualifying |anguage,
that qualifying language has a neaning, and we know it, but this
is viewed by some as a way to get to a desired result. Apdin a

way, it is a tribute to ne, that inorder to reach a desired

result, the rules have to be perverted and | probably am the
only one who will have this honor bestowed upon himon such a
regul ar basis. So although | amflattered by this conplinentary

treatment, | can't say that it is a conpliment which | enjoy

appreci ate. Senator Hall thinks | won't nmake a notion to cease
debate, but when principle is involved, then in order to be

rigidly consistent, if a principle is involved, the rigid

consi stency has to be laid aside in order that the principle g

be established, and the principle here is that a ruling nade for
one senator has to be nade the same way for another. And! have

got to see if | can get that ruling while we have the same
person in the Chair during the same proceedings so that there is

no chance to forget what the prior ruling was. So, Senator
Hall, I amput in a position where | am probabl Yy 90ing 'tg have
to do that. But what | am di scussing right now is an Instance

where | believe the Chair was absolutely correct, and when we
use our minds and analyze |anguage,we all know the Chair was
correct. Otherwise, the words in these rules have pq meanlng
Al you have to say is,well, the rule neans such-and-such,
that is the way it is gomgto be. It is a good thing that
courts have a higher standard for construing |aws than the
Legi sl ature. The court will take words in their ordinary
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