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am going to emphasize a point again. The goal . . . y o u ca n s i t
down, Sen a t o r Han n i b a l . I know people hang in suspense but I
want you to be comfortable. You are quite welcome. I t i s a
situation where two motions have been interlocked through the
discussion and I want to emphasize over and over t hat the t w o
are different, and I am not going to vote for either of them. I
am not going to v ote for the Speaker's motion to suspend the
r ules and r e ad al l those bills on Final Reading without
amendment or debate, but I still think it is necessary for the
record to be crystal clear that there is a difference. This
motion that the body is moving toward voting on that Senator
Labedz wants is to move nine bills with one vote, nine bills
with one vote. Th e Final Reading motion of the Speaker would
require each vote to be read individually as always happens. We
would not, however, excuse me, be able to offer any a mendments
or have any debate. And the reason I will oppose his motion is
because th e re a r e a cou p le of b i l l s , f o r su r e , t ha t I h a v e
motions on right now. The reason I oppose this motion is
because these bills are what you could call heavy bills. There
is not a peewee among them. So it is not going to be possible
to tell the public that there was a justification for advancing
these bills because they are noncontroversial. T hat i s wh y t h e y
are where they are because they are controversial. Controversy
exists because there are counter opinions and I am on a s i d e
different from that of most of you, but I have not challenged
your right under the rules to try to do what you are doing. I
just have to do what is available to me under the rules t o st o p
it. As Senator Hall pointed out, a vote on a p r o c edura l motion
may tell something and it may not, but there is a killer motion
that has to be voted on that will tell something, and Senator
Hall knows as I know, Senator Hall knows as I know and he knows
what I know when I say that that vote, if af firmative, wil l
carry a certain significance. Senator Hall knows as I know, if
he didn't know before, he knows now because I am t e l l i n g h i m,
the reason we have this motion is because of the abortion bill,
Senator Hall. That is why. And, Senato r L a b edz , me , you , and
Senator Schmit have been very up front and blunt about that in
the beginning. I haven't twisted any arms y e t a s you have
because I am not at that point. I am just trying to use charm.
Senator Schmi t c al l s i t ca j o l i n g . I am trying to cajole r ight
now or cajole. It is not an issue worthy of arm-twisting. Why,
we have still got two more days after this in this week, two
whole d ay s , t wo d ays . I t wi l l t ak e 2 5 votes for thi s
reconsideration motion t o su c c ee d and I think it ought to
succeed so that this matter can be laid to r est . I f we d o not
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