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o n th a t .

involved in the conversation.

Is t ha t n o t an am endment to t he b i l l i t se l f ?
f ol l owing " p a id " i nser t , and then the following language.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Barrett, just a minute. I 'm t r y i n g
to get two lawyers to agree. That is difficult.

SENATOR BARRETT: Mr. President, Mr. President.

S PEAKER NICHOL: Y e s .

SENATOR BARRETT: In an effort to get an early resolution to
t he ques t i on , p er h a p s y o u s hould as k a l ay person t o ge t

PEAKER NICHOL: W e l l , I ' m su r e we'd have more unanimity in
that case, but it is permissible to, in an amendment, to
refer both to an amendment and to the bill itself. T here i s
no problem there. So, in answer to your question, if your
question was does the amendment refer to the c ommittee
amendment and the bill, yes, it does refer to both.

SENATOR BARRETT: The Chair rules that it is in order'?

SPEAKER NICHOL: Ye s , s i r , and I have two lawyers agreeing

S ENATOR BARRETT: P e r h a p s that is our problem. Thank you,

SPEAKER NICHOL: You are welcome. Senator Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, members of the body, may I
ask, does not the amendment, b y S e n a to r Con way , wi p e
out . . . o r r emo v e t h e committee amendment? Would that not
take precedent over the committee amendment? T here would b e
no committee amendment then, is that right? Senator DeCamp.

Mr. P r e s i d e n t .

SENATOR DECAMP: Y e s.

SENATOR HABERMAN: If this body a dopts Senator Conway's
amendment, would this then not de lete the committee
amendment which says the interest starts when it h it s t h e
t r i a l d oc k e t ?

SENATOR DECAMP: M r. Pr e s i d e n t .
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