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order in the Chamber please.
d iscuss ion on r u l e s .

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
this pr op o s ed r u l e ch ang e deals wi t h Ru l e 8 . I w i l l
indicate that I think I would prefer that it be submitted to
the Rules Committee and will go through that process. I
understand it will take 30 votes instead of 25 then. But my
reason for doing it are two or t hree t h i n g s . I t h i n k i t i s
important for the body because it is a significant change in
a rul e t h at we neve r u se d . But I think it needs to be
clearly discussed and understood. I n v i s i t i ng wi t h so me o f
the members there are other suggestions that I d i d no t
include in this that probably ought to be addressed i n t h e
same rule at the same time, and harmonized. I t hink that
would work more smoothly through the Rules Committee. So,
i f n o c >e ob j e c t s , I wou l d j u st re que s t i t be r efe r r e d t o
the Rules Committee.

PRESIDENT: W i th ou t o b je c t i on ? So o rdered .

CLERK: Mr. President, the next motion I have i s b y S e n a t o r
Beutler and Senator Morehead. T hat p r oposed change i s f ou n d
on page 27 of the Legislative Journal.

PRESIDENT: Senator Beutler.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Chairman, members of the Legislature,
the rule change, essentially, would provide for the adoption
of the permanent rules for one year instead of for a
t wo-year pe r i o d . Historically in the Legislature, before a
rule change that was made last year, the rules were somewhat
indefinite about how long the permanent rules were in effect
once you adopted them, for one year or for two years. Some
years, I understand, it was done for two years. S ince I ' v e
been in the Legislature, six ye a rs a go , w e u s u a l l y d id i t
for one year. We were operating under a somewhat indefinite
rule. Last year then in the l e g i s l a t i v e se ssi o n s o mebody
proposed that we put it in the rules that they be adopted
for a two-year period. I was opposed to that change just as
a general principle. But in this particular year I would
like to ask the indulgence of the Legislature t o adop t t he
permanent rules only for one year for a c ouple o f r e a s o ns .
But the principal reason is t hat the re h as b e e n a
considerable amount of r e se a r c h don e b y t he Exe c u t i ve
Committee, the one that existed obviously before today,

(Gavel. ) W e ' re be g i n n i n g t he
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