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specific subject of the bill, to details of the specific
subject of the bill. Well, in this particular case we are
not talking about the details of the timing of t he days o f
the Legislature, such a s Senato r W e s e l y w a s , but we a r e
talking about whether we are doing it in one year or two
years. A nother part of the rule says that a nongermane
amendment, n ongermane amendment includes one t ha t
accompli she s a sub s t a n t i a l l y different purpose. That is
what Senator DeCamp's amendment does. Sen at o r We s e ly ' s
amendment does not change, for example, the n umber o f d a y s
of the session. The number of days of the s ession s t ay s t h e
same. But under Senator DeCamp's amendment you are talking
about 100 days of session on a two-year period as opposed to
150 days of se ssi on . So it is a completely different
q uest io n a g a i n . I t ac com p l i s h e s a substantially different
purpose. S o I t h i n k , wh e n y o u look both at the language of
the rule and at the reason for the rule, this is precisely
the kind of amendment that the rule seeks to preclude for
the reason that we need to order o ur debat e an d d e b at e t ho s e
throngs that are most important and most relevant, and to
avoid deb a t e o n a whole bunch of bills t hat h av e bee n
killed, in effect, which ar e br ough t up t h r o u g h t h e
amendment process if you don't have an effective germaneness
r ule . Th a n k y o u .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Chambers, please.

SENATOR C H AMBERS: Mr. Chairman and membe rs o f t h e
Legislature, I think what Senator DeCamp zs offering i s a
haxrbrained, crackbrained idea that has no merit whatsoever.
But what we are talking about here iswhether or not it is
germane to this proposition that Senator Wesely h as be f o r e
u s. I t h i nk i t i s g er ma n e . If we are going to defeat an
i ssue , we sh ou l d defeat it on i ts merit and n o t u se a
stratagem to prevent it from being discussed. If the Chair
i s ov e r r u l e d I t hi nk I wou l d speak as s t r o n g ly as anybody
against doing what Senator DeCamp is talking about. Senator
Wesely's bill does deal o n l y wi t h t he d ay t h at t h e
L egis l a t u r e w i l l c on ven e . Senator DeCamp is talking about
restructuring tne number of times, in a certain period, the
Legislature will convene. How is somebody going to s ay t h a t
Senator Wesely's bill, which is the apple, is not germane to
the orchard, which is what Senator DeCamp is talking about?
The o r ch a r d i s wh er e t he appl e i s p r odu c e d , a n a p p l e
orchard. So merely because the proposition Senator DeCamp
is suggesting may b e broader i n sc o p e and m o r e s ign i f i c a n t

2114


