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three-fifths majority. Now the que stion is, t hat i s
30 votes. Do we want to amend the rules with 30 v o t e s , o r
do we want to amend them, every year before we adopt them,
with 25 votes. There is no reason, and I agree with some of
these changes that Senator Beutler is talking about. I t was
my suggestion that Constitutional Revision and Recreation
doesn't make all that much sense. I think constitutional
amendment items or bills should go to the co mmittee
according to subject matter. I j u st wou l d m ake a 'ot more
sense. I agree that those changes s hould b e ma d e , b u t w h y
c an' t w e d o t h e m under o u r own rules. We' ve got rules here
that require 30 votes to change the rules. Now if you think
25 votes should be the number of votes n ecessary t o ch a n ge
rules, let's just change this rule I just read and d o i t
across t h e b o a r d. I se e no reason to get into this hassle
at the beginning of the second year of our two-year session
every time to change a bunch o f r u l e s o n 2 5 v ot e s when,
under ordinary circumstances, it takes 30 votes . So i f you
would like to change the rule, so it only takes 25 votes to
change the rules, we could do that. I think that would be
t he l o g i c a l t h i ng t o do, if that is the way you w ant t o
p roceed . So I wou l d r es - s t . I would oppose this proposed
rule change. I think the o ne we adopted b e f o r e , which wou l d
leave our rules the same for two years, is a good one, i t i s
valid. It still gives us the options to change the rules
whenever this body feels it is necessary. Thank you .

PRESIDENT: Se n a t o r M o r e h ead .

SENATOR MOREHEAD: I have a question of Senator Lamb.

SENATOR LAMB: Yes .

SENATOR MOREHEAD: Senator Lamb, you are saying t h e n you
propose to change Section 2 as opposed to Section I'?

SENATOR LAMB: No , I 'm n ot proposing t hat . I t h i nk i t
should stay at 30 votes. I t hi nk i t shou l d b e 30 v ot e s
across t h e bo a r d . You should not have a time here, between
the first year and the second year, w hen you can c h ange t h e
rules with only 25 votes. Tnat doesn't make that much sense
to me. I see i t as a gimmick that you c an then c h ange t h e
rules with only 25 votes between t h e t wo ye ar s o f t he
session, whereas any other time it takes 30 votes. So we
a re c r e a t i n g a p e ri o d h e r e . It encourages people to have a
whole lot of rule changes that may make it on 25 votes, but
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