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CLERK: Nr . Pr e si d e n t , t he Speaker would m ove t o sus p end
Rule 6, Section 7(b) to permit consideration of bills
bracketed for Final Reading on Nay 15.

SPEAKER NICHOL: You' ve heard the motion. We' ll need
30 votes to suspend the rules so that we can read the lower
portion of the Final Reading today instead of tomorrow. All
those in favor of the motion vote aye, opposed n a y . I ' d
appreciate your voting on the suspension of the rules
motion. Thank you. Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 30 ayes , 0 na ys on t he ru l es suspension,

SPEAKER NICHOL: The motion passes. We are ready for Final
Reading, ladies a n d g entlemen. Thank y o u f o r your
cooperation on the motion. Would you please return to your
desks so that we can start Final Reading. T he r u l es ar e
suspended and we ar e r ea d y t o st ar t Final Reading. Please
return t o you r desks . (Gavel.) Ready to start Final
Reading. Nr . Cl er k .

CLERK: Nr . Pr esi d e n t , on the first bill, Senator Wesely
would move to return 213 to Select File for s peci f i c
amendment. Senator Wesely, I understand that the amendment
that you had printed, Senator, on 2206 you want to withdraw.
Mr. President, Senator Wesely's specific amendment is on
p age 2230 o f t he J o u r n a l .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank yo u . Nr. Speaker , me mbers , t he
amendment before you, rightly or wrongly, is referred to as
the Narienau amendment. " Senator " Marienau who wor k s f o r
Senator B a r r e t t h as worked har d o n t h i s b i l l a nd dra f t e d a
compromise piece of language that was offered on Select File
by Senator Barrett and Senator Landis which was not taken up
at that time. This is virtually the same language. I' ve
got a statement of intent I' ll read here i n a sec ond . We
did find an error in the bill once we got it advanced. It ' s
b een around f or t wo yea r s and we f ou n d one w ord t hat h a d
b een changed a nd s o w e had to return it for an amendment
a nyway. So t he t hou g h t w a s after considering it t hat t he
Narxenau-Landes-Barrett et al amendment was actually better
drafting. So that is what the amendment i s be f o r e you .
I ' ve g o t a motion to return for that specific amendment.

M r. Pr e s i d e n t .
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