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SENATOR WARNER: ...and we can vote on that one and then
they' re still alive instead of.

. .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, okay, I'm clear.

SENATOR WARNER: ...what the s tate can still do, but I
understand yo ur po i n t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay. Members of the Legislature, there
have been different g roups meeting. The y feel the
Legislature belongs to them and they are going to ramrod one
thing or another through, but they reckoned without me . I
still am concerned about some of these programs. Now you
can pass this motion as you' ve done other motions to try to
make sure that there i s no extensive debate a nd n o
consideration of these individual elements, any one of them
which is enough to tie up the Legislature if we were going
to c onsider these things seriously. We ' re p laying
one-upmanship, who is the power broker and who i s g o i n g t o
win, but you' re not going to win because I have interests,
obviously, that are different from those of the rest of you
in the Legislature so I' ll plot my course. N ow you can
offer, as Senator Warner has done, an amendment or a motion
that says the question cannot be divided, one of the most
important collection of questions that h as come b e f o r e u s
based on the amount of time and ag ony that have been
generated. But you' re not going to stop me from considering
them one at a time because I can still force the Legislature
to do it. I t h ink it's a mistake to suspend this rule
because all you' re doing is seeing who has the power today,
Senator Beutler who sits on my left or Senator Warner who is
on my far right. Now if Senator Beutler has more people who
have been mee t i n g w i t h h i m, h e wi l l wi n . If Senator Warner
has more that have been meeting with him, he will win. But
I don't care what kind of meetings you a l l h av e h ad , I do n ' t
care what lobbyist you have made commitments t o , wha t k i nd
of programs have been tied together or deals struck . I am
going to deal with this matter as long as I am a member of
t hi s L e g is l at u r e i n a way t h at I t h i nk i s s uitab l e b a sed o n
my understanding of the si tuation and the importance I
attribute to certain of these programs. But I am saying
t hat I am i n oppo si t i on t o t h i s mot i on o f S enator Warne r .
I'm going to oppose it and if the motion carries, that still
is not going to ensure that you won't take these issues one
at a time. I' m opposed to his motion, I think it's a bad
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