
January 10 , 1 9 86

has a l i t t l e d i f f er e n t p h i l o s ophy on t hat . So y o u c a n l o o k
at both of them. I feel that this is certainly your
decis ion as a who l e g roup . I h a v e no pe r s o n a l , strong
feeling one way or the other about t h i s . I t hi nk t h at t h i s
is a matter that really is a collective d ecis ion a bout h o w
y ou fee l i n co mpe l l i n g t he r et u r n of a member to this body,
whether it be at their expense o r t h e s t at e ' s exp e n s e , that
you will have to address and maybe you want to amend that.
But your two options are as Senator Withem has proposed, and
then my proposal which follows, or the third then I guess
really is to leave things as they are. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Senator Withem.

SENATOR WITHEM: I s this for closing, or are there other
l i ght s o n ?

PRESIDENT: T h e r e ar e o t h er lights. Do you want to skip

SENATOR WITHEM: I think there are just two or three points
I would like to make at this point that came up that I think
need c l ar i f i cat i on . First of all, i n the meantime,
Lieutenant Governor, regarding the sound system, I i n v i t e d
in a high-powered sound consultant who provided m e with a n
excellent piece of t echnolog i ca l ad j u st m ent t o my so u n d
system that doesn't work either, so we are g o i n g t o h a v e .

. .

P RESIDENT: I s t h at ca l l ed a m u te ?

SENATOR WITHEM: ...problems with i t . I t ' s ca l l ed a
Styrofoam cup, I think. Senator Conway provided i t f o r m e
and it doesn't work either. Just two or three things that
were brought up in the debate I think need clarified. F irs t
of all Senator Haberman has taken after this rule ch a nge
based on some language that is currently in the rules, has
been in the rules for any number of years and really hasn' t
c aused u s a ny p r ob l e m s even back wh e n t h e m e mber s were
summoned. I don 't think that there was any gr eat, grave
d ebate ov er wh et h er t hey wer e p r ope r l y ex cu se d or n ot
properly excused, although I guess that brings up another
question that I have and that zs what constitutes an excuse.
It indicates the Legislature,the Speaker or the committee
chair may e x cuse a n i n d iv i d u a l . But what happens if I want
to challenge Senator Nichol's ruling that Senator Smith was
p roperl y e x c u s ed ? C ur r e n t l y al l w e h a v e t o do i s stop by ,

o ver t h i s ' ?
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