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for just a momentnore. Thank you. Ladies and gentlenen, |
think at this point | will ask Senator Landis to restate his
point to make sure that the Chair and the rest of us gre clear
on his point, and | woul d encourage just a bit of discussion on
his point of order. Senator Landis, pl ease proceed.

SENATOR LANDI S: M. Speaker t hank yOU At this po| nt, | ooki ng
at the green sheet and at t he Speaker's agenda and the fotion to
overrule, we have no place in there for notions so there

pl ace where that notion is identified on the green sheet as part
of the agenda, in which case then such a notion would need to be
a priority notion, it seens to me, to take its place ahead of

that material which is before the body, and for that reason |t
seems to me that the notion may be out oforder. Now. | have

sat here and not objected in the past. oOn the other hand, that
doesn' t mean t hat having not obj ected, if this item is

obj ectionable, that that ruling can't be upheld. In this
situation I don't think the nmotion is in order or if not, g
Ieast I"'masking the Chair if it is in order. This is not

.by the rules, this is not identified as a priority notion.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The pri maryargunent you' re making, Senator
Landis, is that this is not a priority nmotion, therefore, it g
out of order.

SENATOR LANDIS: For two things. First, there is no place on
the green sheet that authorizes notions to be ma £
Select File which would put it on the agenda, whi ch woufgdt h&h

gl ve it the chance to be in order. Since that i s not recogr“ zed
as part of the agenda, then that's right, ny p0| nt isit's not a
priority notion over what we' re supposed to take

SPEAKER BARRETT: ThankyOU Senator chambers your | |ght is
on. Would you like to make a point or two'

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairnman and nmenbers of the Legislature,
| see two issues and mine s distinct from the one Senator
Landi s rai sed so maybe we shoul d di spose of his first in order,
because | see himas being distinct, and | don't want to confuse
the issue, so...and his is distinct fromwhat |I'm ]l ooking at.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. At th| S p0| nt the i ssue then is

whether or not the matter is a priority motion. |, tnpe opi ni on
of the Chair, it is not a priority notion.
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