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PRESIDENT: Senator Withem and then Senator Harris.

SENATOR WITHEN: N r . President and members of th e b od y , I
join Senator Norehead in asking that you consider. . .a l l o w
Senator Beutler' s amendment to be substituted. She gave us
a history lesson from last year and the year before o n t he
a ppropr i a t i o n s p r o c e s s . I w o u l d l i ke t o g i ve you a l i t t l e
history lesson from just yesterday and talk about it in
terms of legislative courtesy , pu r e l e gi sl at i v e c ourtesy .
If you remember yesterday a t noon , t h er e w a s a group o f
twenty plus senators coming into this body w ho wished t h a t
we would b e ab l e t o do an a c r o s s t he boa r d cu t before we
c onsidered t h e pac k a g e . T here i s ano t h e r gr o u p of t w e n ty
plus senators who wanted to do the package r a t h e r t h a n e v e r
considering an across the board cut. We were a t l o g g e r h eads
a l l a f t e r n o on . Fi n a l l y at abou t s ix o ' c l o c k i n t h e ev e n i n g
S enator V ar d John son moved t o reconsider. He said, let' s
get off of dead center, let' s give an opportunity for the
Appropriations Committee package to be voted on. Out of
courtesy basically to our p r oce s s and t o get something
going, t h e r e w e r e a l ar ge number of us that voted for that
s uspens io n o f t he r ules . I t was p as se d . The tactical
advantage that those that supported the across t h e bo a r d c u t
w as gi ve n up . We cou l d h av e still been here debating the
whether or not to do which particular person walks through
the door first. We gave up that advantage yesterday by
voting in favor of the suspension of the rules. We allowed
t he package t o be ado p t e d . Nany o f u s vo t e d i n f avor o f
t hat p a c k a ge , S e n a t o r Norehead and I, I think, f or t wo . I
don' t nece sa r i l y r e gr et that package. Right now though
what Senator Beutler is asking for is merely for o ne l a s t
time for us to consider a different sort of across the board
c oncept b e f o r e w e r u s h on a nd adopt t h e p ac k age an d g o about
our w a y , o ne l ast sh ot . Senator H a b e r man used t h e term
" sta l l i ng " . I t h i n k i f t h e r e i s anybody t h at i s s t a l l i n g ,
it is those that objected to t hi s s u b s ti t u t i on . Senator
Beutle r was nex t u p. He h ad one con c e p t he wanted t o
propose. He is merely saying out of courtesy to h im and a
group of other people that have worked on this what he would
like to do is consider a different proposal at t hi s t i me .
W e wil l t h en h a v e a n opportunity to consider that proposal.
If that proposal is adopted, fine. I f i t i s not adop t ed ,
fine also. The next motion is the DeCamp motion to suspend
the rules and get on with the process. I plan on supporting
the Beutler proposal if it is considered, probably support
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