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ought to do is suspend the rules related to priority motions
right now. That's what I think you ought to do and then
vhen we get around to taking that motion up then you can
suspend the rule related to priority motions. But there are
other motions that can be made too so maybe you ought to
suspend all of the rules. That's all right. Sometimes I
wish DeCamp was not here, but if you do that, you will have
delivered the whole Legislature into his and my hands.

SENATOR LAMB: Time has expired. The motion is the adoption

of the Chambers amendment. Those in support vote yes, those
opposed vote no.

CLERK: Senator Lamb voting no.
SENATOR LAMB: Have you all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 3 ayes, 27 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of the
amendment.

SENATOR LAMB: The amendment failed.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Labedz would move to amend
the Beutler-Vickers amendment. (See page 2536 of the
Legislative Journal.)

SENATOR LAMB: Senator Labedz.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, Mr. President. This is an
amendment that I have been waiting for all day. I voted for
most of the cuts to be put back in this morning because 1
feel very strongly about eliminating an entire program, and
as Senator Marsh said a couple of times on the floor, we are
eliminating programs that we have had for years without a
public hearing, without having the people involved, and with
this amendment many of you know that 1 am trying to put the
ADC coverage for the unborn...for the pregnant woman and her
unborn child. I feel very strongly about it. The ADC
unborn program now that we have acknowledges in law the
humanity of the unborn child and this is very important,
because if we strike this program, we are striking the only
part of the statutes that refers to the unborn child. We
will have nothing in the statutes that will say that the
unborn child, or as many of you call it, the fetus, is an
unborn child, if the program is eliminated, this
acknowledgement will be 1lost in our statutes. our
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