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nicnber to propose an amendinîent thereto, vhich amendmnent rkes
precedenice of the original motion, Ilat is te say, it must be considered
.Ind adopted or rejected, before the question can be put on tle original
motion. If the amendenîet be lost,then the question must he p)ut on the
origiial motion. Ifi the amenîdament be aidopted, the question wi Il be on
the originual motion as so amnended ; and then, if tlis question le lost,
the motion fills to the ground. The adoption of the aniendmnent brings
an entirely new motion, more or less altered froin the origina one,
before the .Lodge, anid tlhe original motion disappears and is no 10 more
heard of. The not unusual mistake f some presiding ollicers, in sup-
posing ithat tlhe adoption of an aiendmeint precludes the neces.sity of
putting the question on Ihe original motion, munst be c:n-efully avoided.
The adoption of an anmendient is So far frot adopting the motion which
il amends, thlat it actually destroys it, and brings a new motion before
the body.

An :unnendment can only be made in one of tlee three wavs, namiely:
by striking out certain words; by adding or inserting certain words
or, lastly, by striking out certain words and inserting tlers.

1. Striking out certain icords. A. proposition may Le umnended by
striking out a part of it, but the part so stricken out should not by' its
-omission affect the colherence or grammatical congruity of the remain-
<er of the sentence from which it is to b omitted. The sentence left
.hould preselit a: correct gramniatical construction. This is ap)arently
a small matter, but Ie ieglect of its observa-nce frcquently Icads te
aî.wkw'ard phrascology, which requires flurther tiieidmenuts to correct it.

If an amlendmenît to strile Out certain words be rejected, ne subs
-quent amendiment cnu be ofelred to strike out the sane words, or any
part; of then ; but it inay be igain noved Io strike ont Ihe sman words
or any part of thei, withi other words, provided tho new proposition
substantially differs in nieaning and efÙet fron the one previously .re-

jcete'd. It ia essent ial riule t½t hie iew propositions shall difler
substauntially froi the. mne previously rejected, because, a it maly be
stated once for :ll, it is a welI-settled principle of parliamneintary law,
that no question cau agun ho propo.cd during the saie session (whieh,
in reference to the business of a Lodge, is equivalent ho the saie coin-
munication) upon wlich Ih ho lnse las already expressed its judgnent.
And this is a iecessarv rule " to avoid contrary decisions, Io preveit
surprise, and to aFord a proer opportunity for determniîing questions
as they severally arisc."

In aicordance with his principle, if lic motion ln strike out certain
vords prevails, ne subsequent motion ean be entert:,ined to insert tle

sane words or:my part of them iiin ic saime place. Blut a1 motion umay
be entertained Io inscrti thlcm oIr any part of them li another place, or
to insert them or a1ny part of then with other w-ords in te sanie place,
provided thalt the. addition of ic new words constitutes a substantially
-dififerent proposition.

The usage in fle British parliamîent, in putting the question on strik-
ing out words, is not, --Shall lhe words be stricken eut." but " Shall
they stand as part; of lie mot ion.' Thiis custoi is founded on certain
hlistorical and politica:l reasons, whieh do not afïect this country; and
hence, in Amierican legislative assemblies, the question is a dircet one
on striking Out, whîich usage uniforily prevails.

2. Insertingj certain ieords. The rules hîere are the samlle as t liose appli-
:able ho striking out. If an amendîment to insert certain words b re-
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