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I've said in the Ipast that when | think the Chair is right |
will vote to uphold the Chair even if it will go against
sonething that | have in mnd to do. Wat Senator NcFarland, as
a lawer, should be reninded of, if a nmatter is being presented
ina trial which is not allowablend he fails to object, then
it goes in and the court on appeal will say, you failed to ma®e

a timely objection. He  knows that. When | was making ny
motions, if somebody had raised the sane point 549 the Chair
ruled that it's not a priority notion, | knewintneflrst pl ace

| didn't have a rule | could fall back on. Nopody raised the
question. There were other questions that were discussed and it
kept peopl e from maybe thinking about that question, but the
fact is the point of order has been raised. |t cannot be denied
that this is not apriority notion. W ought to | ook not just
to today and not just .on 854, but now we' re 't alking about the
rul es thensel ves. Senator NcFarl and tal ks about™ perversion of
the rules. When | offered nmy nmotions, I'm pot erverting the
rules to do that, theypervert the rules when they try to ge
the rulings that he wants to get that a nonpriority pption, in
fact, is a priority motion, that if a point of order Is raised,
a point of order ought to be disregarded. The point of order
was raised in a timely fashion. The Chair gave the ruling which
is appropriate under the rules. W know that 30 votes can
override the Chair, but it should be clear what is peing done,
that the Chair is being..it's being signified by a vote |ike
that, that the Chair is wong when it's clear that the Chair g
abso'utely  and positively right. Senator NcFarland coul d have
objected to the notions that I was meking this norning. enator
NcFarland didn't think of it because Senator NcFarland had other
things on his nmnd. Senator Landis caught this aspect of the
matter for the purpose of raising a point of order and he is

right. If the nmotion had been put on the agenda, then it' s
di scussed |i ke everything else and it comes up in the course of
events as laid out on the agenda. There is another aspect

Senator MFarland's notion that concerns nme, but in dealing V\Att?]
the part that is raised by Senator Landis's point oforder, |
think the Chair ruled correctly. |f a nmotion is not_a priority
motion, how can it beput above everything else? The motion
itself is an overruling of the Speaker's agenda. Tpe Speaker' s
agenda states what we're going to consider when we come here.
Senator NcFarland's nmotion tO ogyerrule is a motion that in
itself is overruling the Speaker's agenda. There are points
when it might be appropriate to raise that notion, but the .¢
is that Senator McFarland, every time the ruling goes against
him he wants to say, well, it's inplicit in the rules that
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