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| Steven Sviggum Minnesota
Speaker of the House
District 288 House of
Stacss a0 Wasers Countis Representatives

February 28, 2000

Rep. Elaine Harder
487 State Office Building
St. Paul, MN 55155

Dear Representative Elaine Harder:

Pursuant to Permanent Rules of the House, 6.10, I am forwarding to you, an ethics complaint
regarding Representative Arlon Lindner, and accompanying materials which I received today. As
you know, House Rules require that I forward any complaints to the Committee within seven days
for your consideration. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Pondi

Representative Steve
Speaker of the House

cc: Members of the Ethics Committee (w/out enclosures)
Representative Bob Milbert, Vice-chair
Representative Greg Davids
Representative Mary Murphy
Representative Jim Rhodes, alternate
Representative Jean Wagenius, alternate

42490 60th Avenue, Kenyon, Minnesota 55946 (507) 789-4673

State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-2273
o . FAX (651) 296-3949
&



Minnesota
House of
Representatives

February 28, 2000

The Honorable Steve Sviggum

Speaker of the House

463 State Office Building

St. Paul, MN 55155

Dear Speaker Sviggum:

Pursuant to House Rule 6.10 we request that the House Committee on Ethics convene for the
purpose of investigating the conduct of Representative Arlon Lindner. The subject of this ethics

filing is contained in the enclosed complaint.

It is our request that a preliminary hearing be held on this complaint immediately, pursuant to the
procedures of the Committee on Ethics.

L 2 Gt D S

Representative Ann H. Rest , Representative Matf Entenza

(bt O S50 )

Repre‘sentativ'e Robert\ eighton

Enclosure

cc: Representative Arlon Lindner



Minnesota
House of
Representatives

FORMAL NOTICE OF COMPLAINT AGAINST
REPRESENTATIVE ARLON LINDNER FOR VIOLATION
OF THE RULES OF THE MINNESOTA HOUSE

NOTICE OF COMPLAINT
The undersigned, members of the Minnesota House of Representatives, in furtherance of
their responsibilities to uphold the Constitution and Rules of the House, hereby notify the
Speaker of the House of their filing of a complaint against Representative Arlon Lindner.
Representative Lindner’s violation of Rule 6.10 of the House, promulgated pursuant to
the Minnesota State Constitution, Article IV, Section 7, and the formal Rules of the House,
adopted on January 11, 1999, requires the immediate convening of the House Ethics Committee

for a preliminary hearing as provided by House Rule 6.10.

The complaint is hereby enclosed and contains, with specificity, the allegations sworn by
the undersigned Representatives.

We swear the statements in the complaint are true, so help us God.

Dated this 28" Day of February, 2000.

Lo 3 Rt | W%%\

Representative Ann H. Rest Representative M ntenza
Representati@/ es Skoglund Representatxve I(obert ighton



Minnesota
House of
Representatives

ETHICS COMPLAINT
AGAINST REPRESENTATIVE ARLON LINDNER
FOR VIOLATION OF MINNESOTA HOUSE RULE 6.10

COMPLAINT

The Minnesota State Constitution, Article IV, Section 7, provides that each house may determine
the rules of its proceeding and for the punishment of members. The House adopted on January
11, 1999, rule 6.10 which provides in relevant part:

A complaint may be brought about conduct by a member that violates a
rule or administrative policy of the House, that violates accepted norms
of House behavior, that betrays the public trust, or that tends to bring
the House into dishonor or disrepute.

During the debate on proposed changes to House Rule 1.01 on February 23, 2000,
Representative Arlon Lindner violated Rule 6.10.

Representative Lindner speaking to Representative Michael Paymar, a Jewish member of this
House, said, "don’t impose your irreligious left views on me."

This statement violates accepted norms of House behavior and tends to bring the House into
dishonor or disrepute. We are compelled to bring the following two counts to the attention of the
House Committee on Ethics:

Count 1
Pursuant to House Rule 9.01 the Rules Committee has established a code of conduct for
members, officers and employees of the House. The statement by Representative Lindner

violates Rule 6.10. The rule states in part:

A complaint may be brought about conduct by a member that. ..
violates accepted norms of House behavior.

Representative Lindner’s derogatory remarks about the Jewish faith clearly violates accepted
norms of conduct. This is further verified by the provisions of the House Code of Conduct

s.sﬁ:‘;'}-;i
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(Attachment 1) that require a State Representative to treat everyone with respect, fairness and
courtesy; and be respectful of the House of Representatives as a fundamental institution of civil
government.

Count 2

Pursuant to House Rule 9.01 the Rules Committee has established a code of conduct for
members, officers and employees of the House. The statement by Representative Lindner
violates Rule 6.10. The rule states in part:

A complaint may be brought about conduct by a member that. .. tends
to bring the House into dishonor or disrepute.

The statement by Representative Lindner defamed people of the Jewish faith by calling them
irreligious and impugning the sincerity of their religious beliefs. As evidence of this, members
filed a formal protest and dissent as a result of the remarks of Representative Lindner.
(Attachment 2)

Conclusion and Request for Relief

We, the undersigned, believe that the following two counts require immediate consideration by
the House Committee on Ethics. We respectfully request that the Committee find that probable
cause exists for the violation of these rules and that the Committee, in open hearing, recommend
an appropriate sanction for the violation of our rules.

Submitted with this complaint (as required by Rule 6.10) is a copy of the Transcript from the
House Floor Session from February 23, 2000, and a copy of the recording log from that day’s
session.

We swear that the statements in this complaint subscribed to us are true, so help us God.

Dated this 28" Day of February, 2000.

Lo A .Gt Vsl

Representative Ann H. Rest Representative MatfEmenza

oo Mool Ut O o,

Representativﬁ es Skoglund Representative Robert Leiyfton




Minnesota House of Representatives
Tape Proceedings House Floor Session
February 23, 2000

Begin Tape Counter 3186
Representative Michael Paymar:

I'm a little surprised at the Majority Leader for bringing this change of rules to this body
today. This is a short legislative session. We have pressing items that we should be debating.
And now this is the second time that members of your caucus have brought this to the body to
consume more time, more energy, talking about what kind of prayer we should have to start each
session. Rep. Leppik, [ thought gave a really a beautiful speech last time this was brought up,
explaining the reason and the purpose for the language that we currently have in rules, that
allows for non-denominational prayer that respects the religious diversity of the House. And
how anyone could support the notion of deleting, striking that language out of the rules that
respects the religious diversity of the House is beyond me. So not only am I concerned about the
time that this is going to take away from the busy work when we should have been doing
Minnesota’s work, but I'm concemed about the intent behind it. Because it was only last year. .
Mr. Speaker, I can’t hear. . .It was only last year, Mr. Speaker and Members that I remember
Rep. Lindner getting up before the House and saying to this body that the Christian religion is
the majority in this House, that the Christian religion is the majority of this House so why can’t
we have the kind of prayers we want in this body? Now is that your intent? I know that that is
not in your heart to be disrespectful of those members who aren’t Christians, Rep. Lindner and
others who are going to support this rule change, but it is disrespectful. It is highly disrespectful.
You are imposing your own religious beliefs on the rest of this body and the minority members
here. Minority religious members here, in my view. I know that’s not in your hearts and I know
what your intent is, but I have expressed to you before how this makes certain members feel who
are not Christians. Now I know that some of you have Christian prayers throughout the week. |
get them on my e-mail. You invite people to your fellowships. Fine, doit. Do it whenever you
want. Do it before Session starts if you feel like you want to have prayer before the House starts
its deliberations. But I would like to be part of that moment where a religious leader gets up
before us and has a prayer. But I would like that to be non-denominational and I would like it to
be respectful of who I am. And I think this is disrespectful. I would hope the body would reject
the Majority Leader’s position, we vote down this rule change.

Tape Counter 3372
Representative Arlon Lindner:

Rep. Paymar, [ don’t know for sure what you’re talking about. If you're talking about
wasting time, did you sit there and listen to Rep. Kahn waste all that time just a few minutes ago?
I think prayer is very important. You know we’re told there’s one God and one mediator
between God and man. The man Christ Jesus. And most of us here are Christians. And we
shouldn’t be left, not able to pray in the name of our God when we have an opportunity to pray.
That’s disrespectful of the Majority’s rights. Now if you don’t want to be here for prayer, as the -
Speaker has said before, this isn’t mandatory, the prayer happens before session begins. And I
don’t know why you’re looking at me all this time, you know while you’re talking. I'm very
happy this is coming back up and I think all we're doing is putting the order of the day, the order



for prayer and the way we do prayer back like it was for hundreds of years before this session.
And if you don’t like it, you may have to like it. Or just don't come. I don't come sometimes
for some prayers here. There’s some groups that pray in here that [ stay out of the room. We

have that pnvilege. And you need to exercise it. But don't impose your irreligious left views on
me.

Tape Counter 3454
Representative Barb Haake:

Members, [ don’t know about the rest of you, but I really don’t care what God everybody
prays to. They're all praying to one God. And as far as I'm concerned, I need all the help I can
get. I really appreciate the prayers from everybody's God. Thank you.

Tape Counter 3473
Representative Betty McCollum:

Thank you Mr. Speaker and Members. I'm going to vote against it for a couple of
reasons. The paramount one is that the two times this has been discussed on the floor, it was
within the way the Rules of the House are adopted. And its more than a simple majority. And [
voted against this amendment in the Rule Committee. What we’ve done here is we've said, ‘OK,
there’s a majority who would like the prayer to be conducted in a certain way. And we can't win
when it’s a simple majority. So we’ll amend the rules going through the rules committee, where
simple majority can win.’ And the reason why we have a higher standard for adopting the rules
as we do in the first weeks of session, is so that the minority is heard. And we lost that in the
way that the rules are adopted. And that’s why I voted against it in the rules committee. I'm
very concerned about the tenor of discussion. I’'m a Christian, I'm a Catholic. And I’m not here
trying to out-Christian anybody else. And when [ want to pray a Catholic Creed, I do it at
church. And 1 enjoy the fellowship of the many denominations in this hall. And I enjoy the
fellowship of praying together when everybody feels included. And the comments just don’t
come. Well, you know, if you just don’t come for the prayer, you just don’t get to say the Pledge
of Allegiance either. Because the doors are closed for that. So Members, [ would encourage you
not to vote for this amendment. And Rep. Paymar, one of my favorite religious songs is, "They
know we are Christians by our Love".

Tape Counter 3570
Representative Matt Entenza:

Mr. Speaker I think the issue today is whether or not we’re going to show the respect that
the present rule has. And Rep. Lindner, I hope that perhaps you want to rethink the last remark
that you made. We have members in this body who come from different religious traditions.
And to suggest that someone who comes from the Jewish tradition, a tradition that we should all
certainly honor, that somehow is an irreligious one, suggests to me that it is very important to
vote against this motion from the rules committee.

Tape Counter 3580
Representative Wes Skoglund:

Mr. Speaker will Rep. Lindner yield to a question? Did I hear you say, ‘Don’t impose
your irreligious views on me?’ Is that your quote to Rep. Paymar? Mr. Speaker, apparently I'm
not speaking loudly enough. Rep. Lindner, did you say ‘Don’t impose your irreligious views on
me?’ to Rep. Paymar?



Tape Counter 3587
Representative Arlon Lindner:
It was something like that.

Tape Counter 3580
Representative Wes Skoglund:

Well, Mr. Speaker, I'm embarrassed, quite frankly for what Rep. Lindner said. And as a
Christian, who does Bible devotions almost every night with his family, I apologize to you,

because most of us don't feel that way, Rep. Paymar. I apologize, I'm embarrassed on behalf of
we Christians.
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Ethics Complaint Process Under Ethics Committee Rules of Procedure

Ethics

Prepared by:
Deborah McKnight

House Research Department

"1 Committee

If a majority of the
whole committee fails
to find facts more
probably true than not,
dismiss complaint.

Process ends.

March 6, 2000

Complainants may
withdraw; proceedings
end unless committee
finds complaint
frivolous.

Committee may
dismiss as
frivolous.

Committee sends
complainants public
reproval letter; may
recommend other discipline
for complainants.

At any time, a majority of the whole
Committee can decide a violation
was inadverdent, technical, de
minimus or may not warrant
discipline. May:

-- attempt voluntary remedial or
other action by the subject of the
complaint without discipline

-- recommend clarifying a law,
rule, policy, or behavior norm
and may caution members
about it.

If a majority of the
whole committee finds
facts more probably
true than not, notify
Speaker and member
complained of.

If a majority of the whole committee
fails to find clear and convincing
evidence for disciplinary action,
dismiss complaint.

Process ends.

If a majority of the whole committtee
finds clear and convincing evidence
for discipline, recommend final
disposition with or without comment:

-- Reprimand
-- Censure
-- Expulsion

House Floor




Arlon W. Lindner

State Representative

District 33A
Hennepin and Wright Counties

Minnesota
House of
Representatives

CHAIR, JOBS AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEES: CAPITOL INVESTMENT; JOBS AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FINANCE

March 10, 2000

TO:  Representative Elaine Harder
Chair, Ethics Commiittee

I would like to have by Thursday, March 16, 2000, a list of relevant evidence which the
complainants will use to prove their charges that my statement to Representative Paymar, “don’t
impose your irreligious left views on me,” was derogatory remarks about the Jewish faith,
thereby violating accepted norms of House behavior and bringing the House into dishonor or

disrepute.
1. Any matter of fact evidence.
2. Names of witnesses who will give sworn testimony.
3. Written copy of testimony of each witness.
4. Copy of exhibits to be used.

Thank you for your help in obtaining this information for me.

Sincerely,
(Dol
Arlon Lindner

State Representative

cc: Rep. Ann Rest
Rep. Matt Entenza
Rep. Wes Skoglund
Rep. Robert Leighton

19508 Country Circle East, Rogers, Minnesota 55374 (612) 420-3491
State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-7806
FAX (651) 296-5807  TTY (651) 296-9896

oK
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Arlon W. Lindner

State Representative

District 33A
Hennepin and Wright Counties

Minnesota
House of
Representatives

CHAIR. JOBS AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEES: CAPITOL IN\ =STMENT: JOBS AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FINANCE

March 15, 2000

Representative Elaine Harder
Chair, Ethics Committee

487 State Office Building

St. Paul, MN 55155

Dear Representative Harder,

As I look at our Minnesota State Constitution, Article 4, Sec.10 which states in part, "For any
speech or debate in either house they ( the members of each house in all cases...) shall not be
questioned in any other place," I question whether being brought before the Ethics Committee
because of my words used in a debate on the House floor possibly is in violation of my

Constitutional rights.

I ask that you obtain a ruling from the Attorney General pursuant to Article 4, Sec.10 prior to the
scheduled hearing at 8:00 am, March 20, 2000, the time I will be questioned.

Thank you.

Singerely,
[l

Arlon W. Lindner
State Representative

19508 Country Circle East, Rogers, Minnesota 55374 (612) 420-3491

State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-7806
FAX (651) 296-5807 TTY (651) 296-9896



Matt Entenza
State Representative

Minnesota

Assistant Democratic Caucus Leader House Of
Ramsey Gounty Representatives

COMMITTEES: K-12 EDUCATION FINANCE; EDUCATION; COMMERCE & TOURISM; WAYS & MEANS

March 15, 2000

TO: Representative Elaine Harder
Chair, Ethics Committee

I would like to have by Friday, March 17, 2000, at noon, a list of relevant evidence which
Representative Lindner will use to refute the charges that his statement to Representative
Paymar, "don’t impose your irreligious left views on me," was a derogatory remark about the
Jewish faith, thereby violating accepted norms of House behavior and bringing the House into
dishonor or disrepute.

1. Any evidence he or his assistants have that bears on this matter.

2. Names of witnesses, their addresses and phone numbers who will give sworn
testimony.

3. Written copy of testimony of each witness.

4, Copy of exhibits to be used.

5. The names and phone numbers of his counsel (if any).

Thank you for your help in obtaining this information.

Sincerely,
In
// /., o
/ / ’
/ ‘ 2V s )
() 7T -
att Entenza i
State Representative
cc: Representative Arlon Lindner
1622 Hague Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55104 (651) 647-1425
State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-8799

FAX (651) 296-4165 TTY (651) 296-9896 E-mail: rep.matt.entenza @house.leg.state.mn.us

&
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Elaine Harder o Minnesota
State Representative District 22B
Assistant Majority Leader House Of
Brown, Cottonwood, Jackson, Martin, e
Redwood and Watonwan Counties Representatlves
ETHICS: CHAIR
March 16. 2000 COMMITTEES: AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL

DEVELOPMENT FINANCE, TAXES AND PROPERTY TAX DIVISION

Representative Arlon Lindner

417 S.O.B.
100 Constitution Ave.
St. Paul, MN 55155

Dear Representative Lindner:

This letter is to confirm your availability and intent to attend the House Ethics Committee hearing, Monday,
March 20, 2000, 8 to10 a.m., room 10 State Office Building. The agenda will be to consider the ethics
complaint filed by Representatives Rest, Entenza, Skoglund, and Leighton. The committee may also reconvene
immediately following session that day to continue its work if necessary. The agenda and any other materials
the Ethic Committee possesses will be provided to you today.

I would appreciate your response to confirm that this arrangement is satisfactory. If you have any immediate
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Reprt Elaine Harder

T TTT T T T T T e T T - - - - - - -1

I confirm that I plan to attend the House Ethics Committee hearing Monday, March 20, 2000, in
room 10 of the State Office Building, from 8 to10 a.m. and immediately following the House
legislative session, if necessary.

Signed this day, March_ /&, 2000

Representative Arlon Lindner

Please promptly remit to Representative Elaine Harder, 487 SOB. Thank you.

e e —— —_— ——— —_ - ——d
107 Parkside Ave., Jackson, Minnesota 56143 (507) 847-3550
487 State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-5373
Email: rep.elaine.harder@house.leg.state.mn.us FAX (651) 296-3949 TTY 1-800-657-3550 1-800-7-ELAINE



Brenda Elmer - Ethics Committee Hearing 3/20/00 , - - , Page 1|

From: Brenda Elmer

To: Ann Rest; Arlon Lindner; Bob Milbert; Brenda Elmer; Deborah McKnight; Elaine
Harder; Greg Davids; Jean Wagenius; Jim Rhodes; Mary Murphy; Matt Entenza; Rob Leighton; Sarah
Berkowitz; Wes Skoglund ‘

Subject: Ethics Committee Hearing 3/20/00

The House Ethics Committee will meet Monday, March 20, 8-10 a.m. in room 10 SOB to consider the
ethics complaint regarding Rep. Arlon Lindner. If necessary, the committee may also meet immediately
following session that day to continue its work (session begins at 1 p.m.). An agenda and all materials
in possession of the Ethics Committee will be provided to you and other interested parties no later
than this Thursday.

If you have additional materials for the hearing, the committee requests that you supply them in advance
of Monday's hearing so that staff has time to duplicate and assemble folders. You may direct materials or
information requests to Sarah Berkowitz (485 SOB, 296-7168), LA for the Ethics Committee. if you have
any immediate questions, please feel free to contact me or Ms. Berkowitz. Thank you.

Brenda Elmer

Staff to the Ethics Committee
448 SOB

297-5602

CC: Dave Easterday; Doris Ocel; Michelle Kibiger



Elaine Harder
State Representative District 22B

Minnesota

Assistant Majority Leader HOUSB Of
Brown, Cottonwood, Jackson, Martin, e
Redwood and Watonwan Counties RepresentatheS

: ETHICS: CHAIR
COMMITTEES: AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL
DEVELOPMENT FINANCE, TAXES AND PROPERTY TAX DIVISION

TO: Speaker Steve Sviggum

FROM: Representative Elaine Harder, Chair -

DATE: March 24, 2000

RE: Committee Action on the Representative Arlon Lindner

I have attached the Ethics Committee Report regarding the ethics complaint against
Representative Arlon Lindner for your information. Please let me know if you require any other
materials or information about this issue. Thank you.

107 Parkside Ave., Jackson, Minnesota 56143 (507) 847-3550
487 State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-5373
&% Email: rep.elaine.harder@house.leg.state.mn.us FAX (651) 296-3949 TTY 1-800-657-3550 1-800-7-ELAINE




Elaine Harder
State Representative District 22B

Minnesota

Assistant Majority Leader House Of
Brown, Cottonwood, Jackson, Martin, e
Redwood and Watonwan Counties RepresentathES

ETHICS: CHAIR
COMMITTEES: AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL
DEVELOPMENT FINANCE, TAXES AND PROPERTY TAX DIVISION

TO: Speaker Steve Sviggum
CC: Representative Tim Pawlenty, Rules & Legislative Administration Committee
FROM: House Ethics Committee

Representative Elaine Harder, Chair
Representative Bob Milbert, Vice Chair
Representative Greg Davids
Representative Mary Murphy
Representative Jim Rhodes
Representative Jean Wagenius

DATE: - March 24, 2000
RE: Request to Recommend Revisions to House Rules

As Ethics Committee members who have contemplated speech in debate issues during
consideration of a recent ethics complaint, we pass along the following request to you today.

We believe that the current House Rules relating to speech in debate are contradictory in some
places and we recommend revision. We are requesting authority from you to study the issue and
make recommendations to the Rules and Legislative Administration Committee. The Rules and
Procedures of the House Ethics Committee limits our committee’s jurisdiction to reviewing and
disposing of ethics complaints against members; adopting written procedures for handling
complaints; considering complaints about open meeting requirements as referred by the Speaker;
and considering matters referred to it by the Committee on Rules and Legislative Administration
or the House. Specific jurisdiction to study and prepare recommendations in this instance would
provide clarification to allow us to proceed. -

We appreciate your consideration of this matter. Thank you.

107 Parkside Ave., Jackson, Minnesota 56143 (507) 847-3550
487 State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-5373
v Email: rep.elaine.harder@house.leg.state.mn.us FAX (651) 296-3949 TTY 1-800-657-3550 1-800-7-ELAINE




Research Department Minnesota
Thomas Todd, Director HOUSE Of
600 State Office Building Representatives

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1201

651-296-6753 [FAX 651-296-9887]

March 17, 2000

TO: Representative Elaine Harder, Ethics Committee Co-chair
Representative Bob Milbert, Ethics Committee Co-chair

FROM: Deborah K. McKnight, Legislative Analyst (651-296-5056)
RE: Speech and Debate Clause in Legislative Ethics Proceedings

You asked me to review case law on whether the speech and debate clause affects the
legislature’s ability to discipline a member for speech in the legislative process.

I found no case law indicating that the speech and debate clause prevents a legislature from
hearing an ethics complaint against a member arising out of speech. However, there is some case

law indicating that the federal Constitution limits sanctions that may be imposed on a legislator for
pure speech.

Speech and Debate Clause

The Minnesota Constitution contains the following provision, the last sentence of which is
commonly known as the speech and debate clause:

The members of each house in all cases except treason, felony and breach of the peace,
shall be privileged from arrest during the session of their respective houses and in
going to or returning from the same. For any speech or debate in either house they
shall not be questioned in any other place. Art. IV, sec. 10.

The above provision is similar to a federal constitutional provision that relates to Congress.
Because there is no case law under the Minnesota speech and debate clause, it is reasonable to

rely on cases construing the federal Constitution and the constitutions of other states with similar
provisions.

The United States Supreme Court has explained the history and purpose of the federal clause in
United States v. Johnson, 383 U.S. 169, 86 S.Ct. 749 (1966). The provision was adopted at the
Constitutional Convention. It is almost identical to the English Bill of Rights. The purpose of the



Research Department . March 17, 2000

Minnesota House of Representatives Page 3

another member. Whitener v. McWatters, 112 F.3d 740 (CA4, 1997). The discipline imposed
was to remove the member from all standing committees and appointments to outside committees
and commissions for a period of one year. The court found that the board had absolute
legislative immunity against a federal civil rights suit brought by the disciplined member. It held

that “a legislative body’s discipline of one of its members is a core legislative act.” 112 F.3d at
741.

Exclusion is an action that can only be taken against a member at the time he or she initially takes
a seat in the body. Thus, the effect of the above cases is that there is no controlling authority
addressing the possible range of actions the Ethics Committee might take in the matter pending
before it at this time. “Controlling authority” would be a decision of the United States Supreme
Court, the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals, the federal District Court in Minnesota, or the
Minnesota state courts. The committee may, of course, be persuaded by the policy stated in
either branch of the decisions cited above.

DM/ks
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Exchisnge during Debste on March 16, 2000 on Krinkie
Amendment o0 Omnibus Crime bill

Rmmve Broecker, we listened to that bunch of BS here a few years
back’ ahwt ) stm'mdt systems project. Representative Kahn, how much was 1t supposed
to save.

MW‘W Ruksvina, Representative Skoglund

s Mr. Speaker, I risc to a point of order on proper words and debate and 1 think
me Radmving should mit use certain language on this floor, even though the
commmedits weren't directed to me 1 think the decorum of this House should be kept

MWW Rukavina, we will strike those words. Representative Rukavina
Rubuyiilss Well, at bosst | didn't use the actual full words, Mr. Speaker. Representative
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Rep. Paymar was respectful to R

House Floor February 23, 2000 (emphasis added) o i

Paymar: “I'm a little surprised at the majority leader bringing this change of rules
to this body today. This is short legislative session. We have pressing items e
should be debating. Now this is the second time that members of your caucus have
brought this to the body to consume more time, more energy talking about whether,
what kind of prayer we should have to start each session. Rep. Leppik, I thought,
gave really a beautiful speech the last time this was brought up explaining the rea-
son and purpose for the language that we currently have in rules that allows for
nondenominational prayer that respects the religious diversity of the House. And
how anyone could support the notion of deleting, striking the language out of rules
that respects the religious diversity of the House is beyond me. So not only am I
concerned about time that this is going to take from the busy work of doing
Minnesota’s work, but I’m concerned about the intent behind it, because it was
only last year, Mr. Speaker, (Paymar said he can’t hear, Sviggum said it’s not that
loud). It was only last year, Mr. Speaker and members, that [ remember Rep.
Lindner getting up before the House and saying to this body that the Christian reli-
gion is the majority in this House, that the Christian religion the majority of this
house, so why can’t we have the kind of prayers that we want in this body. Now is
that your intent? I know that it’s not in your heart to be disrespectful of those
members who are not Christians Rep. Lindner and others who are going to
support this rule change. But it is disrespectful. It is highly disrespectful. You
are imposing your own religious beliefs on the rest of this body and the minor-
ity members, the minority religious members here. In my view. I know that’s
not in your heart and I know what your intent is. I have expressed this to-you
before how this makes members feel who are not Christians. Now, I know that
some of you have Christian prayers throughout the week, I get them on my e-mail,
you invite people to your fellowships. Fine, do it. Donit whenever you want. Do it
before session starts if you feel you want prayer before the House starts its delibera-
tions. But I would like to be a part of that moment where a religious leader gets up
before us and has a prayer. But I would like that to be nondenominational and I
would like it to be respectful of who I am. And I think this is disrespectful. :I would
nope the body would reject the Majority Leader’s position and we vote down this
rule change.”



~ Rep. Lindner was speaking to Rep. Paymar

- From the American Jewish World, March 3, 2000: &

Forhis part, Lindnerallowed that
his remark to Paymar “probably
wasn't maybe the best choice of
words,"” but said that Paymar, dur-
ing his remarks on the House floor,

“lovked night at me, and started
using my name..."

Lindner said that he should not
be expected “to just stand still and
take the kind of crap, basically,
that Rep. Paymar was dishing out
and then not respond toit.”



Rep. Lindner's remarks covered in the press:
| Star Tribune, February 25, 2000 |

Lindner then responded to Paymar:
'You know we're told there’s one God
and one mediator between God and
man. The man Christ Jesus. And most of
us here are Christians. And we
shouldn’t be left, not able to pray in the
name of our God. . . . And if you don't
like it, you may have to like it. Or just
don't come. I don’t come sometimes for
some prayers here. ... We have that
privilege, and you need to exercise it.
But don’t impose your irreligious left
views on me.”

3



From an op-ed piece hy Rep. Lindner

" Pioneer Press, March 6, 2000

During the Feb. 23 debate, I told Rep. Paymar,
who opposed this restoration of the House rules, not
to impose his “grrelig‘ipuswleft."’ views on me.



Dictionary definitions:

-

Ir religion... 1. Want of religion : hositility to or

disregard of religious principles... 2. False or
perverted religion. obs
--from Oxford English Dictionary, 1961

irerecligeious \-+\ adj [L irreligiosus, ir. in - 'in
+religiosus religious more at RELIGIOUS] 1 :
Lacking recognized religious emotions, doctrines,
or practices : UNGODLY 2 : of our constituting
irreligion: PROFANE <~speech> 3 obs : relating
to, believing 1n, or practicing a false religion...

| --from the Merriam Webster-Dictionary, 1961

irerecligeious (ir. i-lij 2s) adj. Hostile or
indifferent to religion; ungodly...

--from the American Heritage Dictionary, 1992
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Pursuant to House Rule 6.10,
Representative Arlon Lindner violated
accepted norms of House behavior.

A complaint may be brought about
conduct by a member that . . . violates
accepted norms of House behavior.
Permanent Rules of the House 6. 10.



Rules Violation:

/

During the debate on the proposed changes to House
Rule 1.01, February 23, 2000, Representative Arlon
Lindner violated specific provisions of the Code of
Conduct of the Minnesota House of Representatives

e Treat everyone with respect, fairness and courtesy.

e Accept public office as a public trust and endeavor
to be worthy of that trust — by respecting the
principles of representative democracy, by
exemplifying good citizenship and high personal
integrity, and by observing the letter and spirit of
laws and rules.

e Use the power and facilities of office only to
advance the common good.

e Be respectful of the House of Representatives as a
fundamental institution of civil government.



| Count #2:

Pursuant to House Rule 6.10, Representa-
tive Arlon Lindner brought the House
into dishonor and disrepute.

A complaint may be brought about con-
duct by a member that . . . tends to bring
the House into dishonor or disrepute.
Permanent Rules of the House 6.10.



Protest and Dissent:
- House Journal, February 23, 2000

'PROTEST AND DISSENT

Pursuant to Article IV, Section 11, of the Constitution of the State of Minnesota the following members of the
Minnesota' State House of Representatives file a formal dissent and protest as a result of the remarks of
Representative Arlon Lindner on February 23, 2000.

On this day Representative Lindner defamed people of the Jewish faith by calling them irreligious and impugning
the sincerity of their religious beliefs.

Article I, Section 16, of the Minnesota State Constitution protects the freedom of religion in the State of
Minnesota. Representative Lindner’s remarks do damage to the tradition of religious tolerance that we enjoy in the
State of Minnesota and we must forcefully protest and dissent.

" Submitted by:

ToM PUGH
BETTY FOLLIARD
MINDY GREILING
STEVE WENZEL
BILL HILTY

TiM MAHONEY
DALE SWAPINSKI
ROB LEIGHTON
MARY MURPHY
ToM OSTHOFF

5980

LYNDON CARLSON
ANN LENCZEWSKI
IRV ANDERSON
GREGORY GRAY
JOE OpPATZ

ANN H. REST

LEE GREENFIELD
JOE MULLERY
RON ERHARDT
JiIM RHODES
HARRY MARES
JULIE STORM

MATT ENTENZA
STEVE TRIMBLE
KAREN CLARK
ALICE JOHNSON
WES SKOGLUND
TOM HUNTLEY
GENE PELOWSKI
GARY KUBLY
DAVID TOMASSON!1
JOHN DORN

" JOURNAL OF THE HOUSE

PHYLLIS KAHN
ROD SKOE
BERNIE LIEDER
DARLENE LUTHER
MYRON ORFIELD
M. JAROS

MARY MCGUIRE
PEG LARSEN

RON ABRAMS
DAN DORMAN
TONY KIELKUCKI

" ADJOURNMENT

SHARON MARKO
JEAN WAGENIUS
LEN BIERNAT
LOREN SOLBERG
LUANNE KOSKINEN
LOREN JENNINGS
BETTY MCCOLLUM
BOB MILBERT
DOUG PETERSON
ALICE HAUSMAN

'[76TH DAY

" SATVEER CHAUDHARY

MICHAEL PAYMAR
DAN LARSON
KRis HASSKAMP
CARLOS MARIANI
ANDY DAWKINS
HENRY KALIS
PEGGY LEPPIK
DAVE BISHOP
BILL KUISLE

JIM CLARK

Pawlenty moved that when the House adjourns today it adjourn until 3:00 p.m., Thursday, February 24, 2000.

The motion prevailed.

Pawlenty moved that the House adjourn. The motion prevailed, and the Speaker declared the House stands
adjourned until 3:00 p.m., Thursday, February 24, 2000. -

"EDWARD A. BURDICK, Chief Clerk, House of Representatives

*Reps. Storm & Kielucki have since withdrawn their names.



What other legislators think:

IO
Rep. Ron Abrams in the Pioneer Press, February 26, 2000:

“I think they were outrageous,”
Abrams said. “I think they were
offensive to the body, and I believe
they represented the views solely of
Rep. Lindner."”

Rep. Tom Pugh in the Star Tribune, February 25, 2000:

House Minor'ity Leader Tom Pugh,
DFL-South St. Paul, said Lindner's
remarks were “one of the most shocking
displays of insensitivity and intolerance
that any of us can remember.”



| Count #3:

Pursuant to House Rule 9.01 the Rules Commit# |
has established a code of conduct for members, of:""
ficers and employees of the House. Representative
Lindner violated Rule 6. 10 by indicating that
members of this House should be excluded from
participation in the business of the House after the
House has been called to order pursuant to Rule

1.0 1. Rule 6. 10 states in part:

M

g

A complaint may be brought about conduct by
a member that ... violates accepted norms of
House behavior.

By suggesting that Jewish members were not wel-
come during session Representative Lindner vio-
lated Rule 6. 10. No member should be made un-
welcome during session on the basis of their reli-
gious belief.



nary definitions:

EXCGptIOIl 6. Objection, demur, faultfinding;

an instance of this, an objection, adverse criticism,
~ complaint...
--from Oxford English Dictionary, 1961

_.execep-tion \ik'sepshen... 3 a: something
‘offered or offerable as objection or as a ground of
objection or taken as objectionable...
--from the Merriam Webster-Dictionary, 1961

exccep-tion (ik sep.shon) n...5. take
exception, a. to make an objection; demur: They
took exception to several points of the contract. b.
to take offense: She took exception to what I said
about her brother...

--from the Random House Dictionary, 1987

ex-cep - tion (ik-sep.shon) x...3. an objection
or a criticism...4.

--from the American Heritage Dictionary, 1992
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Rep. Arlon Lindner Opening Comments March 20, 2000

Good Morning, Madam Chair, members and visitors.

We are witnessing a historic day at the beginning of this 21st
century here in Minnesota when an elected state official
fulfilling his duties and debating issues in committees or on
the House floor is allowed to be intimidated by false charges
until silenced. Members, I won't be silenced.

I have served as a state representative for eight years and it
never entered my mind that I would someday have to appear
before this Ethics Committee. In the past, I only knew of
members who had Ethics complaints filed against them
because of investigations for gross misdemeanor or felony
type charges pending outside this body. Here I am, before
you, because I exercised my first amendment rights in a
debate on the House floor. Actually, I'm charged for what
someone thought I said instead of what I actually said.

The seriousness and nature of these charges have brought
forth scores of people from my district and elsewhere who
have offered their support and vote of confidence for me.
This past Saturday, I was unanimously endorsed at our
Republican District 33 convention in running for my fifth
term. I want to publicly thank all our many friends for their
support.



The complaints about me center around my referring to Rep.
Michael Paymar's views toward my Christian faith as that of
the "irreligious left," a term sometimes used like "religious
right" is used, only in reverse. I would like to briefly state
the charges and refute them.

Count 1. is that I made derogatory remarks about the
Jewish faith.

I was addressing Representative Paymar's views about the
Christian faith and did not mention anything about the
Jewish faith.

Rep. Paymar said, "I know that that's not in your heart, to
be disrespectful of those members that aren't Christians,
Representative Lindner, and those others who are going to
support this rule change. But it is disrespectful. It is highly
disrespectful. You are imposing your own religious beliefs
on this Body..."

This quote by Representative Paymar means that everyone
that voted against the rule change was highly dlsrespectful to
him but I am the only one charged today.

Count 2. is that I defamed people of the Jewish faith by
calling them irreligious and impugning the sincerity of their
religious beliefs.

I was talking to one person, Representative Paymar, and no
one else. How anyone could have misconstrued this to mean
all Jewish people is beyond me. Again, I was referring to
Rep. Paymar's view of my faith, the Christian faith, which I
said was that of the irreligious left.



Count 3. is that I suggested that Jewish members are not
welcome during session.

This charge is absurd! Majority leader, Tim Pawlenty, said
"prayers are before session, that no one is excluded." I
agree with his statement, '"You can choose to not come and
come after the prayer or wait out wherever you like if you
want."

Different members do this on a regular basis all the time and
no one thinks any different of them.

Madam Chair and Members, I hereby declare that I am
innocent of all three charges.



-indner - Prayer dispute rage 1

From: <DSiegel836@aol.com>

To: . <rep.arion.lindner@house.leg.state.mn.us>
Date: 3/6/00 12:34PM

Subject: Prayer dispute

Dear Representative Lindner:

| write in support of your actions with respect to the "House prayer" dispute
that erupted recently. As a Jew (and coincidentally, a constituent of Rep.
Paymar), | agree with you that the "irreligious left" has used demonization
and ridicule to marginalize anyone who dtsagrees with their statist agendas
particularly those of faith.

Although | do not much care how the House regulates its prayers, | understand
and share your frustration.

I offer no solution, but hope you stand on principle and not buckle under to
those who would label you a "right-wing" crank.

Sincerely,
David Siegel

1704 Bohland Ave
St. Paul




n Lindner - Thank you! . : , rage 1

From: ' Joe Seidel <jseidel@progroupinc.com>

To: "rep.arlon.lindner@house.leg.state.mn.us™ <rep.arlon.lindner@house.leg.state.mn.us>
Date: 3/6/00 11:12AM .

Subject: Thank you!

3/6/00-

Dear Representative Lindner,

I would like to thank you for standing up for your beliefs and articulating -
your thoughts in such a clear and concise manner. | am of the same opinion

that the only groups that can be criticized with impunity are conservatives,

Christians of all denominations, the "Religious Right", and even our

political leadérs. It is quite amazing that if you are liberal you can

level charges of intolerance against anyone you disagree with for the simple

reason that they do not hold the exact same views. It appears that the only

people who are intolerant are the liberals when you disagree with them.

Please keep up the good work and know that there are a lot df Minnesotans
praying for you (gasp!) and your colleagues.

Joseph R. Seidel
Controlier

ProGroup, Inc.

One Main Street S.E.
Suite 200

Minneapolis, MN 55414

Phone: 612-379-7223 x208
Fax: = 612-379-7048

jseidel@progroupinc.com <mailto:jseidel@progroupinc.com>

http://www.progroupinc.com <http://www.progroupinc.com>
http://iwww.connectco-products.com/ <http://www.connectco-products.com/>
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March 14, 2000
7 Adar IT 5760

Honorable Arlon Lindner
Minnesota House of Representatives
417 State Office Building

100 Constitution Avenue

St. Paul, MN 55155

ViA FACSIMILE

Dear Representative Lindner:

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us on Monday, March 13, 2000.
We appreciate the frank discussion and the opportunity to leam your
perspective on the House prayer issue.

We hope we successfully communicated to you our views with regard to the
statement that you made on the House floor. While we understand that some
may interpret your comment to Mr. Paymar regarding his “irreligious left”
views as anti-Semitic, your explanation, that it was a response to the label
“religious right,” is reasonable and sincere.

At the same time, we were offended by the 'following comment you made
during your floor speech:

You know, we’re told there’s one God and one mediator between God
and man. The man Christ Jesus. And most of us here are Christians.
And we shouldn’t be left not able to pray in the name of our God....
And if you don’t like it, you may have to like it. Or just don’t come. I
don’t come sometirnes for some prayers here.... We have that
privilege, and you need to exercise it.

Rather than calling for prayer that respects the many religious traditions of
your colleagues and the constituents you and they represent, this'comment
does the exact opposite. The message it sends is not one of inclusion, respect
and tolerance but of division, disregard and coercion.

We would appreciate an expeditious response that addresses our concermns.
Thank you for your consideration.

E Sincerely, L } .
Steve Hunegs Stephen R. Silberfarb
President Executive Director

TOTAL P.@1
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Mark Weinstein, WA

March 19, 2000

Rep. Arlon W. Lindner

Minnesota House of Representatives
19508 Country Circle East

Rogers, MN 55374

Dear Rep. Lindner,

Here is an official statement by Rabbi Daniel Lapin on the subject
of public prayer, sectarianism, and tolerance. Feel free to quote from this
statement in any way that suits your needs.

1 Public prayer is crucial for the long-term welfare of every
community, and invoking God'’s blessing on the proceedings of
a legislative assembly is particularly important

2. Prayer is, by its very nature, exclusive and sectarian Even with
a deliberate effort to pray in an ecumenical manner, it is
virtually impossible to ensure that everyone hearing the prayer
will feel “included.” When one prays on behalf of a group, it is
far more important that the prayer reflect a sincere religious
conviction than that it satisfy its human audience.

3. The only way to satisfy both the communal need for public
prayer, and the individual need to pray from a genuine
religious tradition, is to respect religious diversity, and to
extend tolerance toward the prayers of others—even when we
may disagree with them

4. The practice of requiring public prayers to conform to a
standard of nonsectarian neutrality not only makes a mockery
of tolerance and diversity, it is deeply disrespectful toward the
very purpose of prayer, and it wrongfully elevates the feelings
of listeners above the relationship between man and God that
all sincere prayers strive to achieve.

st regards,

b —
Afam Pruzan
Program Director

O3] S 3GTHSTREET - SUITE T = 2O BONXN Sh - MERCER ISEAND, WA O84G TEL: 200620010« MI=ROT-TITO - FAN: 2002 M0 3288

www towiardtradition org
email: mchiactn @tawardtridition.org



Tesumomny of Karen Mathias

Thank you Mr. Chair for allowing me to tesufy on behalf of Representative
Lindner.

My name is Karen Mathias | was raised as a Jew and [ wish to speak to in support of
Representatve Lindoer. If [ as a Jew were to be sitting in the House Chambers, [ would
want my Rabbi to be able to address my God using his name whether referning to him as
Adonai, Eloheyny, Ha-Shem or some other common Jewish attestation. I would also
like to see a Moslem be able to pray in the name of Allah Likewise, I would want ali
religious representatives to be able to pray in their god’s name, including Christians to be
able to pray in the name of Jesus Chnist.

Representative Lindner has been brought before this Ethics Committee and is
accused of Anti-Semitism. To me I do not see the Ant-Semitism within his statement. [
checked the transcript from the day in question and I also read the newspaper articles
from the day in question. First | see no reference to Representative Paymar’s being
Jewish, or the state of Israel, or to anything that would bring to recollection anything that
1s a reference to things Jewish. I see no name-calling, not anything as Jew that I would
find offensive. Second, I have been a victim of Anti-Semitism, growing up in Brooklyn
Park, 1 was only one of two Jewish people In Anoka Sr.High, and there were several
tumes were [ was called a “ dirty Jew” and a few times where [ was told, “I killed
Christ.”, Additionally, my Grandfather who is a professional businessperson within the
Minneapolis Community and a prominent engineer, and he was not allowed to join a
certain golf course in the Minneapolis area. My Grandfather was not allowed to join
MENSA because of tus Jewish background. My Grandfather was also denied many
opportunities for employment because of his Jewishness, it was so difficult that he had to
create his own firm. | also saw people in my Synagogue who still bore the numbers on
their arms from the camps of the Holocaust.

[ bring these things up not for pity, not for victim status, but to illustrate a point
all of these are in fact Ant- Semitism. These are truly serious problems that need to be
dealt with both now and in the future. What Representative Lindner said was not Anti-
Semutic or Anti-Semitism. | am sorry from a Jewish view that Representative Paymar
would use this discussion on the floor of the House to accuse a fellow House Member of
such a charge in light of the real serious incidences of Anti-Semitism that unfortunately
still take place today.

This statement 15 respectfully submitted to the Ethics Commuttee by Karen
Mathias,

Karen Mathias

5436 29th Ave. S.
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55417
612-729-6877

E-mail djkemathias@cs.com
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March 13, 2000

Rep. Arlon W. Lindner

Minnesota House of Representatives
19508 Country Circle East

Rogers, MN 55374

Dear Rep. Lindner,

Thank you for communicating with Toward Tradition on what has
to be a difficult and trying problem for you. Rabbi Lapin is out of town for
the next few days, but I will do my best to give you whatever assistance 1
can.

First, I hope you will clarify and/or confirm the factual situation. Is
it really the case that the sole piece of evidence against you is your
underlined statement on Page 3 of the transcript you faxed to us (which
included your “irreligious left” remark)? If so, it seems to me that your
accusers are on very thin ice indeed. That statement was indeed sharp and
hard-hitting, but how on Earth does it violate the rules of your House?

Second, I think you did an outstanding job of defending your
position in the newspaper op-ed you faxed us. (In fact, when the current
unpleasantness is behind us, I hope you will allow me to reprint your
article in the Toward Tradition newsletter.) If you hold firm to the points
you made in that article, you will not only prevail, but will be making an
invaluable contribution to religious freedom for all Americans.

Third, it seems to me absolutely essential that you carefully
document, with the appropriate transcripts, the statements of the liberals
you mentioned in your article: Rep. Leppik’s admission that the previous
rules change was meant to neuter Christian prayer, and Rep. Kahn’s use
(unfortunately so typical) of Hitler’s name to intimidate her opposition. In
fact, if the rules of your House permit, perhaps it would be appropriate for
you to file charges against Rep. Kahn.

Fourth, from the transcript you sent us, it seems that at no point
following your allegedly offensive remark did Rep. Paymar—the
supposed target of the offense—make any complaint to this effect.

9311 S JOTH STRERT « SUFPE 100+ RO, BOX 85 « MERCER ISLAND, WA v8040 TEL: 20002303046 © K891 -TETY + FAN: 200°230-3288

www. towaedtradition.org
ernail: rachaclw@towsed teadition,org
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That might be a point worth making in your own defense, as it suggests that what is at
issue here is not any affront to another member of your House, but a partisan attack on
your political ideas.

Fifth, the second underiined statement of Rep. Paymer on Page 2 goes right to the
heart of this dispute: First he says that you are *‘imposing your religious beliefs on the rest
of this body,” then he retreats (perhaps without realizing it) and speaks of “how this
makes certain Members feel, who are not Christians.” Well, which is it? As in the case of
sexual harassment laws, we seem to be sliding down a slippery slope, in which some
people’s subjective feelings start to trump other people’s right of free speech.

Sixth, if you would like to be able to quote an explicit statement of Rabbi Lapin’s
in support of your position, I would be delighted to draft one and to get the rabbi’s
approval for it. We should discuss exactly what such a statement might contain. I have
also enclosed two pages trom Toward Tradition’s Winter 1999 newslietter. This material
includes a letter that [ drafted, which was signed by Rabbi Daniel Greer, Dean of the
Yeshiva of New Haven, rebuking the New Haven Jewish Council for their attempt to stop
the Board of Aldermen from opening their meetings with prayers.

Please cail me at any time if [ can be of further assistance.
est regards,
"

Adam Pruzan
Program Director



March 20, 2000
13 Adar 11, 5760

Honorable Elaine Harder

Chair

House Ethics Committee

487 State House Office Building
St. Paul, MN 55155

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Madam Chair:

During this morning’s consideration of the complaint against Rep. Lindner, a man by
the name of Edward L. Rothman appeared as a witness of Rep. Lindner. Mr. Rothman
considers himself to be a “messianic rabbi.”

Without commenting on the substance of Mr. Rothman’s remarks, we want to alert
you and your colleagues on the panel to the fact that Mr. Rothunan is neither a rabbi
nor a member of the Jewish faith. Therefore, his comments should not be regarded as a
Jewish or rabbinical view.

We understand from Rep. Lindner’s counsel that Mr. Rothman was thought to be
capable of offering both Christian and Jewish perspectives regarding the complaint.
Mr. Rothman believes in the divinity of Jesus Christ, which is, of course, a belief
fundamental to the Christian faith that Jews respect but do not follow.

Mr. Rothman is a Christian, who may or may not be qualified to offer a Christian
perspective. That is for you to decide. Buf because he is not a Jew, he is not qualified
to offer a Jewish perspective, and he is not regarded as a rabbi.

It would be impossible to overstate to you the views of the Jewish community with
regard to “Jews for Jesus” or “messianic Jews,” who pass themselves off as Jews.
This inherently deceiving approach was illustrated this moming, before the panet,
when both legislators and the media were made to believe that Mr. Rothman was a
Jew and rabbi.

We hope to have clarified any confusion ¢n this matter, and we continue to be
available to you, your colleagues, and the charging and defending legislators.

Thank you for considering our heartfelt views.

Sincerely,
Stephen R. Silberfarb teve Hunegs
Executive Director President

cc: Hon. Matt Entenza, Hon. Arlon Lindner, Hon. Ann Rest, Hon. Wes Skoglund,
Hon. Rob Leighton
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JCRC COMMENTS ON
LINDNER ETHICS HEARING

The following statement was issued by Stephen R. Silberfarb, Executive
Director of the Jewish Community Relations Council of Minnesota and the
Dakotas (JCRC), in regards to the Minnesota House of Representatives Ethics
Committee hearing on the ethics complaint filed against State

Representative Arlon Lindner:

“Our understanding of the ethics compiaint is that Rep. Lindner is not charged with
making comments that are anti-Semitic. He is charged with making comments that
violate House rules, The House is a self-goveming body and this matter 1s an
internal one under the proper junsdiction of the Ethics Committee, and we respect
the committee process.

“On March 13, 2000, the JCRC met with Rep. Lindner regarding comments he
made during the recent House floor debate on a change to the House rules. While
we understand that some may interpret Rep. Lindner’s comments to Rep. Paymar
regarding his ‘irreligious left’ views as anti-Semitic, Rep. Lindner’s explanation that
it was a response to the label ‘religious right’ is reasonable and sincere.

“By no means are we stating that the “irreligious left” comment was acceptable. It
was, we believe, a poorly worded play on words that was offensive and for whick

Rep. Lindner should apologize.

“As we related to Rep. Lindner and the Ethics Committee, JCRC was offended by
the following comments made by Rep. Lindner during the debate on February 23:

“You know, we’re told there’s one God and one mediator betweer. God and
man. The man Christ Jesus. And most of us here are Christians. And we
shouldn’t be left not able to pray in the name of our God.... And if you don’t
like it, you may have to like it. Or just don’t come. I don’t come sometimes
for some prayers here.... We have that privilege, and you need to exercise

it

“Such views reflect a lack of in¢lusion, respect, and tolerance of the many religious
traditions of legislators of the House and of the citizens of Minnesota. We have
asked Rep. Lindner to apologize for these comments.

o -

The JCRC is the official voice of the Jewish community on matters of public ajfairs, and is
the primary cgency tasked-with fighting anti-Semitism and prejudice in Minnesota and the
Dakotas. For more information about Jewish practices and beliefs, or ways to stop
prejudice from spreading, please contact the JCRC at 612-338-7816.

TOTAL P.O3
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A Minnesota legislator has been
formally charged with an ethics
violation for making a remark taken
to be an anti-Semitic slur on the
floor of the state House of Repre-
sentatives.

During a debate Feb. 23 over the
rule governing the kind of prayer
used to open House sessions, Rep.
Arlon Lindner, R-Corcoran, turned

to Rep. Michael Paymar, DFL-St. ,

Paul who is Jewish, and said,

..don’t impose your m‘ehgnons

left views on me.”
Lindner's remark was met by
ing. A

not of his faith, There was abso-
lutely no justification for his re-
marks.”

In a Feb. 25 letter to the DFL
House Paymar exp
his desire not to be “involved in the
ethics complaint” that his col-
leagues filed, although he wrote
that he appreciated their effort.
Paymar stated that he did not in-
tend “to become the lightning rod
in this controversy over prayer in
the House....I want to make sure
that the focus remains on the larger

issue and not on me as an indi-

vidual.”

- Christian conservatives in the
Minnesota House believe that vis-
iting chaplains should be allowed

gasps and h ber of
legislators then rose on the House
floorandcond: d his
The representatives were voting
on aproposed change to the perma-
nent House rules regarding the
chaplain’s opening prayer — for
the fourth time in two years. The
proposal sought to delete phrases
requiring a prayer that is “nonde-
tional” and “ ts the
religious diversity of the House.”
Those phrases were inserted in
the rules last year following com-
plaints about a youth choir singing
a Christian hymn to open the legis-
lative session. The changes to the
rules were approved on a largely
partisan vote in the Republican-
controlled House,
“It certainly shocked me that he
would say that...especially, on the

floor of the House,” Paymar told

the AJW last week. “! took it very
personally. 1 didn't say anything
...but several of my colleagues
blasted Rep. Lindner for making
such an inappropriate and offen-
sive statement.”

At the end of the House session,
60 lawmakers, both DFL and Re-
publican, signed a formal “dissent
and protest” regarding Lindner’s
remarks. Printed in the official daily
Joumal of the House, itsaid, in part:
“Representative Lindner defamed
people of the Jewish faith by calling
them irreligious and impugning the
sincerity of their religious
beliefs....Representative Lindner’s
remarks do damage to the tradition
of religious tolerance that we enjoy
in the State of Minnesota and we
must forcefully protestand dissent.”

Also, on Feb. 25, four DFL rep-
resentatives filed an ethics com-
plaint with the House speaker. The

complaint will be referred to the'

bipartisan House Ethics Commit-
tee, which is obliged to consider
the matter before the end of the
legislative session. The committee
could recommend disciplinary ac-
tion, such as a reprimand; any rec-
ommendation would go to the full
House for disposition.

At a Feb. 24 press conference
announcing the intention to file an
ethics complaint, Rep. Ann Rest,
DFL-New Hope — one of the four
Democratic House members bring-
ing the complaint — stated, “Char-
acterizing Rep. Paymar's Jewish
faith as ‘jrreligious’ is outrageous.
It seems clear that Rep. Lindner
does not believe that a person can
be pious or principled if they are

to say whatever type of prayer they
desire — frequently, the opening
prayer has been said in the name of
Jesus Christ,

In an interview with the AJW,
Rep. Arlon Lindner— who holds a
master of divinity degree from
Central Baptist Theological Semi-
nary in Minneapolis — expressed
dismay that the House rule on
prayer was changed last year,
“’cause it's been nothing but con-
fusion and a problem for those of
us that actually believe that prayer
means something.”

During the Feb. 23 House de-
bate, both Lindner and House Ma-
jority Leader Tim Pawlenty sug-
gested that those who object to such
prayers could leave the House floor.

“The statements that Jewish
members and other members are
expected to leave [the House floor
during the prayer] shows the tre-
mendous insensitivity to the rights
of anyone who isn’t of the domi-

- nantreligion,” remarked Rep. Matt

Eitenza, DFL-St. Paul, who initi-
ated the protest petition and is one
of the legislators filing the ethics
complaint against Lindner.

- “I'think it's important to call this

 remark what it was, which was

clearly anti-Semitic, and inflamma-
tory, and derogatory to all Jewish

people. Anditrequires a very strong -

reaction,” Entenza told the AJW.

He pointed out that Lindner's
conservative positions are well
known to his House colleagues,
but that he “crossed the line this
time...instead of attacking people
on apolitical basis, he labeled Jew-
ish people ‘irreligious.”

For his part, Lindner allowed that
his remark to Paymar “probably
wasn't maybe the best choice of
words,” but said that Paymar, dur-
ing his remarks on the House floor,

Rep. Arlon Lindner: it's a
problem for those of us that.

- actudlly belleve that prayer

means something. -

“looked right at me, and started
using my name..."”

Lindner said that he should not
be expected “to just stand still and
take the kind of crap, basically,
that Rep, Paymar was dishing out
and then not respond to it.”

As to the allegation that his re--

mark was anti-Semitic, Lindner
jocularly remarked that Paymar has
accused him of “being part of the
Christian right, and the religious

nghL .and I kind of got back by
saying, if I'mon the religious right,
he's on the itreligious left.”
Lindner said that he approached
Rep. Jim Rhodes, a Republican leg-
islator from suburban Minneapo-
lis, who is Jewish, following the
Feb. 23 incident and explained that
his remarks were not “directed at
Jews in general, because I love

Jewish people, I love Isracl. And I-

have studied Israel’s history and
the Old Testament, and, you know,
the law and the prophets meana lot
to me.. And I wouldn't want to.do
anything that even appeared like |

wasanti-Jew orsomething, because

.I'm not.”

In a press statement last week,
Steven Hunegs, president of the
Jewish- Community Relations
Council (JCRC), condemned the
change in the House rules to allow
sectarian prayers, and Lindner’s
“disparaging comments” to
Paymar.

“Simple decency also compels
an apology in this matter,” said
Hunegs. “At the same time, the
JCRC hopes to transformrthese ugly
comments into a learning opportu-
nity. State Rep. Lindner and. the
JCRC will be meeting in the near
future to discuss the situation,”




 Elaine Harder
State Representative District 22B
Assistant Majority Leader

Brown, Cottonwood, Jackson, Martin,
Redwood and Watonwan Counties

ETHICS: CHAIR
COMMITTEES: AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL
DEVELOPMENT FINANCE, TAXES AND PROPERTY TAX DIVISION

DATE: April 4, 2000

TO: Rep. Milbert
Rep. Davids
Rep. Murphy
Rep. Wagenius
Rep. Rhodes
Brenda Elmer
Sarah Berkowitz
Deb McKnight

FROM: Rep. Harder

RE: Authorization from Speaker

Authorization has been received from the Speaker to proceed as per our committee’s

recommendation to work on rules.

Minnesota
House of

Representatives

[ hope we can get started in May. Let me know if you have any blocks of time in May that you

know you will not be available to begin this work.

Phone: 651-296-5373
E-mail; rep.elaine.harder@house.leg.state.mn.us

107 Parkside Ave., Jackson, Minnesota 56143

(507) 847-3550

487 State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave.. St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298
&% Email: rep.elaine harder @ house -eg.state.mn.us FAX (651) 296-3949

TY 1-800-657-3550

(651) 296-5373
1-800-7-ELAINE



Steven Sviggum
Speaker of the House
District 28B

Dodge, Goodhue, Olmsted,
Steele and Waseca Counties

Minnesota
House of
Representatives

March 31, 2000
TO: Rep. Elaine Harder, Chair
House Ethics Committe
FROM: Speaker Steve Sviggum t
RE: Request to Recommend Revisions to House Rules

Thank you for your memo citing contradictory provisions in House Rules relating to speech in
debate which you feel require revision. You request my authority to review these rules and suggest
clarifying changes to the Rules and Legislative Administration Committee.

By this memo I am granting the Ethics Committee specific jurisdiction to study the issue of
inconsistencies in House Rules and to make recommendations for clarification to the Rules and

Legislative Administration Committee.

Your identification of inconsistencies and offer to recommend corrective language is greatly

appreciated.
42490 60th Avenue, Kenyon, Minnesota 55946 (507) 789-4673
State Office Building, 100 Constitution Ave., St. Paul. Minnescia 55155-1298 (651) 296-2273

FAX (651) 296-3949
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STATEMENT BY KEITH REITMAN

My name is Keith Reitman, a Jewish person and friend of Arlon Lindner generally connected
with Jewish thought and Jewish community. Each month I read the Jewish World, the Jewish
Forward, the Jerusalem Report and recently the publication Moment Biblical Archaeology
Review.

After reading a report in the Jewish World on Arlon Lindner’s comments on the House floor
titled “DFL’ers File Complaint over Colleague’s Anti-Semitic Remark,” I inquired into this
matter.

My inquiry led me to speak with Mordecai, Spector Reporter, and an editor of Jewish World. I
then had opportunities to speak with my friend Arlon Lindner, Steve Hunegs, and Stephen
Silberfarb from the Jewish Community Relations Council, and Rep. Michael Paymar, St. Paul.
These conversations were a great opportunity for me because I learned more about the sincere
religious views of Arlon Lindner. Ilearned about the calm, thoughtful, friendly, knowledgeable
problem analyzing and problem solving skills of the JCRC, and the responsible, amiable, and
reasonable outlook of Rep. Paymar.

I felt a lot in common with Rep. Paymar and I told him so. The whole debate about prayer in the
House reminded me of my childhood on the south side of Chicago where I attended elementary
school at a huge brick Victorian Gothic building named Edger Allen Poe School. I was almost
the only Jew there and Christmas time there was difficult for me. But even as a 10 year old, I
resisted singing Christmas carols around the Christmas tree. At Christmas assembly, my teacher
said “you don’t have to sing, just mouth the words.” Times sure have changed since then.

In regard to the comment, “don’t impose your irreligious left views on me” made by Arlon
Lindner as reported in the Jewish World, I ask all assembled to yield to the JCRC opinion written
in a letter to Arlon dated March 14, 2000 that his explanation was “reasonable and sincere.”
Hence, I believe, not bigoted at all.

I wish to review the longer statement made by Arlon by breaking his quote down, line by line
and mixing it together in a fictional but plausible dialogue with me. I shall be a freshman
legislator who has turned to Arlon for advise and information in private conversation. I shall use
his words verbatim from the record and add some words he might say to clarify his verbatim
quotes.

Me:  Arlon, with the reinstatement of Sectarian, uncensored prayer, I'm hearing some religious
leaders invoking Jesus Christ in prayer. Why is that?

Arlon: You know, we’re told there’s one God and one mediator between God and man. The
man, Christ Jesus. And most of us here are Christians, and we shouldn’t be left not able
to pray in the name of our God.



Arlon:

2.

I’m from a very diverse district, I’ve got Asian and African constituents who kill an
animal as prayer and sometimes its messy.

“If you don’t like it, you may have to like it,” because we are very diverse community
here in Minnesota, and I bet almost all prayer is a sincere reaching out to a higher power.

You mentioned to me how you avoided a religious ceremony over in the House chamber,
that you thought might upset you or make you feel uncomfortable. Should I plug my ears
and cover my eyes if Buddha, Rama, the Great Spirit or the Holy Ghost is invoked in a
prayer at the House chamber.

“Or just don’t come.” “I don’t come sometimes for some prayers here.” “I enter the
chamber to represent my constituents after the prayer has ended.” “We have that
privilege, and you need to exercise it.” So you can avoid being uncomfortable without
interfering in diversity.
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I returned from a very nice 10 days in Florida to find your front page article about my friend,
Representative Arlon Lindner. The article was headlined: “DFLers file complaint over
colleague’s anti-Semitic remark.” Arlon making anti-Semitic remarks?! 1 was floored, I have
often been together with Arlon. [ hava never sensed even a hint of anti-Scmitism. Indced, he
was among the first 2 or 3 State Legislators to endorse my run for the U.S. Senate in 1996.

Nor do I find his remark made to a Jewish legislator — “don’t impose your irreligious left views
on me” — as being anti-Semitic, I would regard the remark as direcled at the other legislator’s -
political not religious views. Is it a good choice of words? Certainly not, but it’s a stretch to
regard them as anti-Semitic. Those of us who know Arlon, his sincerity, and depth of personal
faith can understand his pique about thie debate that took place about the nature of the prayer
which opens the legislative day at the Minnesota House of Representatives.

There is always an opening prayer at the U.S. Senate. It was either the Senate Chaplain or a
visiting minister or Rabbi. I often invited Minnesota Rabbis and Ministers to give the opening
prayer. It was quite an honor for them and for us, and then they would have the “privileges of
the floor” for the whole day. [t was al'ways our habit to meet and greet the visiting chaplain, It
is a very nice tradition. I believe thcy were asked to submit their prayer to the Senate Chaplain
in advance and in the vast majorily of cases the prayers were universal. Perhaps the Chaplain
counseled them. I really don’t know, But universality was certainly not always the case.

One Jewish Senator frequently objected when the prayer was not universal or mentioned Jesus.
I did not. 1 felt people could pray in their own way and so would I. Frankly, some opening
pravers were lengthy lectures to the Senate, sometimes almost in filibuster duration! I found
those harder to bear than a minister praying in the name of his or her God.

5401 EAsT RIvER ROAD ® MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55421  (612) 57 1-2636 » Fax (612) 5371-5411
: E-MAIL: RBOSCHWITZ@AOL.COM
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There is open season for criticizing the thoughts and motivations of religious conservatives like
Arlon. No complaints are ever filed. Nobody seems to object to that. But if a conservative
makes the slightest misstep, watch our - the fur sure flies!

There really is a double standard. When Al Gore and Bill Bradley met privately in Harlem with
the Rev. Al Sharpton, the blatantly anti-Semitic New York Minister who was also the chief
sponsor of a recent Gore-Bradley debate, little was said. Gore justified his meeting by saying:
“He (Sharpton) received something like I think 131,000 votes in the last New York City
election.” I was particularly disappoirted in Bill Bradley who I know so well as having higher
standards.

What would have happened if a Republican presidential candidate met privately with David
Dukc and then justified the meeting by saying Duke received 671,000 votes in a gubemnatorial
election, as he did. [ would certainly l2ad the hue and cry. We threw Duke out of our Party
long ago and the Democrats should do the same to Sharpton who is no less reprehensibie.

But let George W. go to Bob Jones University and all hell breaks loose. 1t is proof of his anti-
Catholicism, even though his brother is a Catholic and a parade of other candidates of both
parties have preceded him at Bob J o/xie/:s),., :
1 understand Atlon regrets his rempark, not so much begause of its supposed anti-Semitic tone
which he tells me (and I fully believe) was not intendéd, but because it offended one of his
colleagues. I trust the House Ethics panel will comp€ to a similar conclusion and see this
complaint as a simple political {act as your headlifie implied,

Arlon is a good guy who [ am p%roud to h,ax/c as a friend,
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How do you define ‘religious tolerance’ when it
comes to the prayers said at the opening of
- Minnesota House floor sessions?

Liberals are trying to intimidate Christians

M uch has been written con- ArLON
cerning my remarks dur- . LINDNER
ing the Minnesota House GUEST
debate on Feb. 23 regarding COLUMNIST .

the prayer before each House
session,

A little background might be helpful to set the
record straight. For 142 years, a wide variety of
Mirnesotans from diverse religious traditions pro-

. vided prayer to open the House session: Lutherans,

Muslims, Catholics, Jews, Baptists and those of
Native American faiths, just to name a few. .

" In January 1999, a choir from Totino-Grace High
School in Fridley was invited to sing for the opening
prayer ceremony. Keeping with the school’s reli-
gious tradition, the choir sang a beautiful song
based on the Apostles’ Creed. Afterward, Rep.
Michael Paymar, DFL-St. Paul, and a few other
legislators expressed their -discomfort because the

‘name Jesus Christ was used in the words of the

song. .
Rather than simply accepting the differences in

. faith, Reps. Betty McCollum, DFL-North St. Paul,

and Peggy Leppik, R-Golden Valley, after shaming

- some legislators, managed to place new restrictions

and qualifications for prayer into the House rules.
Rep. Leppik admitted on the House floor that this
was done mainly to stop Christians from praying in

Jesus's name, which those who prayed seldom did

anyway.

This session, I joined several of my House col- -
league to undo this intolerant change, to restore the .
rules to what they had been for 142 years — to:

allow individuals to pray according to their beliefs,

whatever their religious tradition may be. Most

members, including myself, appreciated the natural
diversity that came from this

m of expres- .

sion. I am pleased that a bipartisan majority of the -
House agreed and voted to remove the restrictive :

language.

During the Feb. 23 debate, I told Rep. Paymar, .

who opposed this restoration of the House rules, nof :
to impose his “irreligious left” views on me, I
meant my remarks on the “irreligious left” to con- -
trast the overused and often-abused term “religious .
right.” But because I was speaking to Rep, Paymar,

a legislator of Jewish faith, he and other legislators
tried to -capitalize politically by arguing that my
statement was intolerant, or even anti-Semitic.

This is absurd and absolutely untrue. In my
speech on the House floor, I did not make any ref-
erence whatsoever to Rep. Paymar being Jewish, I
love the Jewish people and the nation of Israel. My
Christian faith, after all, has deep and precious
roots in Judaism. .

This strategy by those on the political left to stop

-

debate through intimidation and victimization must .

~stop. It is destructive to the free and open political

process our founders worked so hard to create and

our soldiers have fought so hard to protect.
* While preaching tolerance and acceptance, the

- political irreligious left has singled out .Christians

for discrimination, It has an agenda, and Christians
are increasingly the target. During the debate on -
the House prayer last January, Rep. Phyllis Kahn, -

DFL-Minneapolis, compared using the name Jesus
in the choir's song to intimidating Jewish people in

the way Adolf Hitler had done during the Holocaust.
These sorts of inflammatory statements have led

some of the miore deranged members of scciety to

commit violence towards Christians. Think of Larry .

Gene Ashbrook shouting, “It’s all bulls..- what you

believe!” as he shot up a Forth Worth church last

year. Or the high school student in Kentucky who
opened fire on a prayer group in 1997. Or Dylan
Klebold and Eric Harris targeting
with African-American students and athletes, at
Columbine High School. Where is this extreme
hatred these people evidently have of Christian com-
ing from?

The charges that I defamed people of Jewish faith
by calling them “irreligious” are bogus and nothing

more than a thinly veiled attempt to discredit me in .

an election year. My conservative reputation, my
deeply held beliefs and convictions, combined with
the fact that I have led 4 Wednesday morning fel-
lowship group for four years, has apparently made
me a political target.

1 earnestly hope that the liberal members of the

House will stop being thought and speech police so -

we can get on with the business of governing the
state of Minnesota. .

Lindner, of Corcoran, represents. District 33A In the
Minnesota House. Contact him by telephone at (651) 296-
7806 or by e-mail at rep.arlon.lindner@house.log.-
state.mn.us . :

Christians, along
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Let S pray that rehglous tolerance
1s extended mutua]ly 1 a]l d1rect10ns

D.J. Tice

EDITORIAL
 WRITER

‘The
punitive
‘response to

‘Rep. Arlon

- Lindner’s
il
considered
remarks
betrays, at

~ least in part,
" intolerance

toward -
uppity

conserva-
tives.

' Two years ago a group of Jewish leg-

islators, all DFLers, publicly chas-
tised St. Paul Mayor Norm Coleman for

. belittling their religion.
" Coleman, a Jewish Republican, had
- employed an Old Testament phrase —

“Let my people gof” — while urging state
funding for St. Paul’s hockey arena. The
lawnfakers termed this whimsical flourish
“highly offensive and insulting”

The problem with. exaggerated, politi-

- cized complaints about religious or ethnic

insensitivity is -that they tend to trivialize

_ all such complaints. Here, perhaps, is an

illustration.
There appear to be genume hurt feel-
ings over ill-considered remarks :uttered

. last week in the Minnesota House of

Representatives. But the history of liberal

lawmakers using religious indignation fo-
batter pohtxcal opponents makes it hard

to be sure.

- Last. week’s war of words concerned
the prayers that open- sessions of the
House. A ‘year ago, the House voted to
require an opening prayer that is “nonde-

-nominational” and “reflects the religious
- diversity of the House.” Last week, the

body reversed that decision.

‘The House has long invited- clergy of

many faiths to- deliver opening prayers
from their various fraditions on different

-days. The trouble started last year, when
- a choir sang explicitly Christian Iyrics
-that struck some members as excessively

sectarian and’ 1ncons1derate of non-

- Christian members.

But other members thought the new

requirements would make any “gtthentic
prayer difficult. .

Unfortunately, last. week's debate boxled

over. All the attention has been focused .

on a statement bv Rep. Arlon Lindner. R-

- Corcoran. He was respondmg to’ Rep

Michael Paymar, DFL-St. Paul, one of
the Jewish lawmakers who protested
Coleman’s biblical reference.

Paymar faulted “Rep. Lindner and oth-
ers” for “imposing your own rehglous
beliefs on the rest of this body.”

Lindnet, a fervent Christian conserva-
tive, in tum told Paymar, “Don’t impose
your irreligious left views on me.”

The response te Lindner has been
fierce, beginning with .64 House. members,

including a dozen Republicans, formally
‘protesting that Lindner had “defamed
people of the Jewish faith,” though he’

made no reference to Jewish people in
genéral. Four DFLers have filed an ethics
complaint. Included in'heavy press cover-
age was an editorial in-a rival newspaper
insisting that Lindner had-brought “anti-
Semitism . . . a shameful part of
Minnesota’s past” to “the floor of the
Minnesota House.” )

Now, Lindner’'s remarks will win no
prize for. courteous debate. But the puni-
tive response betrays, at least in part,
intolerance toward upplty conservatives.

‘Just how polite is public debate nowa--

days? Obviously, as Lindner says, the
term “irreligious left” is a play on “reli-
gious right,” a put-down label routinely
applied to conservative Christians.

The rival editorial page that cen-

demned Lindner had, only two days. earli- -
er, excoriated “the’ rehglous right,” “the
rellglous fringe” ‘and “evangelist Pat

Robertson” for employing what the edito-
rial judged “un-Christian” tactics against

- Republican presidential candidate John
. McCain. The editorial also accused “the

right-to-life establishment” of opposing
McCain solely because he would “shut off
the slush funding . . 7 - 1

_Last fall, :the same champlons of reli-
gious tolerance had ldughed off as “a

- Jolly good read” Gov.-Jesse Ventura's

Playboy interview, in which he called
organized religion g sham and a crutch
for weak-minded people.” :

A computer search shows the term
“religious right” has appeared in this
newspaper more- than 700 times since -
1988. The term “irreligious left” had
appeared twice before last week.

Last year, liberals widely criticized
New York Mayor Rudy Giuliani for
undermining free speech by suggesting

‘taxpayer money ought not fund an art

exhibit featuring an image of the Virgin
Mary adorned with elephant dung. Some
years back, a publicly supported photog-
raphy show including a crucifix sub-
merged in urine received similar support.
-In America today, if you say a
Christian prayer in public you're showing
disrespect to non-Christians. If you dis-

Pplay a sacred Christian symbaol covered

with excrement, you're in line for a pub-
lic arts grant.

Given the modern casualness about -

Christians’ feelings, maybe it's under-
standable that Lindner could underesti-
mate the sensitivity of other religious
groups. Lindner says he was bothered by
Paymar’s suggesting -the prayer debate
was wasting lawmakers’ time.

Still, his response, given the context of
the debate, -was clumsy and harsh.
Lindner says he wants to make it clear
that he was addressing “one guy,” and
meant no disparagement of the Jewish
faith.

One would like to believe that the
House — and; indeed, the whole of
American society — can find better ways
to honor religious belief in all its forms
in a spirit of mutual courtesy and for-
bearance. , ,

But it’s not only Christian conservatives
who have work to do to get us there.

Write Tice at dtlce@ploneerpress com or at the

- Pioneer Press, 345 Cedar St., St. Paul, Minn

55101. . «
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, Lindner’s free speech . -
.~ lam not a Christian, but neither do
. 1 have a chip on my shoulder about
people who are. If Rep. Arlon Lindner,
R-Corcoran, wants to express his per-
sonal religious views on the floor of
the Minnesota House, he is constitu-
tionally entitled to do so. To drag him
before the House Ethics Committee is
improper and a violation of the First
Amendment. C .
— William McGaughey, Minneapolis.
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’ Perhaps lt's time to end prayer at Leglslature -

mﬂmmsmsmmmjwmmw
sectarian prayer in the state House of Representatives. They cite a prayer by Imsn
Mutﬁ:emeadm,mvohnsthcnanwsofDavnd,Sol«mm,JmmdMohmd,as
an mpmmml exmpleafmecmumprayer :

Hmcgmdsnbafmbfaﬂtomommkamadmsmmevaybnaswmmaa
CbmnanpmyerwhwhwwldmonlylwusChnst

The Muslim faith asserts there is no god but Allsh, mdemnmedzshnspmphet
Mauslims also recognize other prophets, including David, Solomen and Jesns. It would
appear Ramadan's prayer was no more broad than his faith aliows. Muslims take
mmmm%&vmmmoﬂnﬂm%todwmof
godhood.

Some Jews (Hmwgsandelbafnrbapparmﬂyexchded)wnﬂmkzcxnpnmmmmhng

blessing from anyoné except Yahweh, Christians will take exception 1o invoking
blessings from anyone outside of the the Father, SmdeolySpmt.Aﬁnstswlntdse

exception to any prayer. Thehstgoeson.

mesmmmmmmmmwmmm
prayer can oaly be achieved by addressing some nameless eity in so broad s fashion

that no faith is excluded and no truth-claim is denied. Such a prayer must be so denided

of meamng it will satisfy no one except those who find comic relief in its very witerance,

Pa'hapsi'tiéﬁmetodiudnm‘famalpmyﬁ'ﬁmnmbgislaﬁvemm-.
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irreguiar galaxy

1010

CEPTIONAL means out of the ordinary or unusual; it mayv
refer mereiv to the rarity of occurrence, or to Lhe superi-
onty of quality: an exceptional case: an exceptional
mind. Because of the stigma of ABNORMAL. EXCEPTIONAL
1s today frequently substituted for it in contexts where
such a euphemism mav be thought to be appropriate: a
school for exceptional children (children wno are abnor-
mal in behavior. mental capacity, or the like).

Irrqg/ular gal’axy, Astron. a galaxv with no spe-
cific form and a relatively low mass. |1960-651
Irsp@geuslarsioty (i reg’ys lar’i tel, n.. pi. -ties for 2. 3.
L. the quality or state of being irregular. 2. something
irreguiar. 3. a breach of rules. customs, ctiquette. mo-
rality, etc. 4. occasionai mild constipation. | 1275-1325;
ME irreguiarite < OF + ML irregularitas. See 1r-*,
REGULARITY|

irr@eg/ular var/iable, Astron. . varable star whose
brightness vanation 13 irreguiar. Also calied irreg”/ular
var/iable star/. |1900-051}

leer@leastive (1 rel’a tiv), ad). 1. not relative: without
relation (usuaily fol. by to). 2. not pertinent: irrelevant.
(1630—40: (R-* + RELATIVE| —ir-r@l/@a-tive-dly, agu. —ire
rol/a-tive-nees, n.

irsr@lo@evance (i rei’a vansi, n. 1. the quality or con-
dition of being irrelevant. 2. an irrelevant thing, act,
ete. (1840-50: IR-* + RELEVANCE]|

lper@le@esvan.cy « rei’s van se), n.. pi. <i@s. irrele-
vance. {1796-1805; 1n-! + RELEVANCY|
IPer@le@evant (i rel’a vanu). ad). 1. not relevant: not

applicable or pertinent: His lectures often strav to inter-
esteng but irrelevant subjects. 2. Law. (of evidence) hav-
mg no probative value upon any i1ssue in the case.
(1780-80: (R-* + RELEVANT| —irr@l/@-vant.ly, adu.
—=Pronunciation. The pronunciation of (RRELEVANT
(i rel’a vant) as (1 rev/a lant), as i spelled irrevelant, 1s
the resuit of metathesis. the transposition of two sounds,
in this case, the (I) and the (vi ReLEVANT, the base word,
'8 occasionally subject to the same process. Analogy with
words like prevalent and equivalent may play a role. A
similar reordering ot the (1) and (v} consonant sounas, al-
though not a strict one-to-one metathesis. can be heard
for CaLvany (kal’va re) when pronounced (kav/al re).
Here the transposition 1s reintorced by the existence of
the familiar word cavalry.

lpor@cli@veacbl® (ir/1 1¢/va bal), ad). not relievable: in-
capable of being relieved. (1660-70; ir-* + RELIEVABLE|

Irep@cliegion Gir/1 lijzan). n. 1. lack of rehimon. 2. hos-

tility or indifference to rehgion; 1 (1585-95; < L
«irreligion- (s. of irreligio). See (R-7, RELIGION| —ir/r@.
W/ glonist, n.

IPor@olisgious (ir’i lij7as). ad). 1. not religious: not

practicing a relifion and feeling no rel

emotio 2. showing or cA&raclert y a lack of rei1.
“gion. 5 showing indifference or hosulity to religion: tr-
religious statements, (15585-65. < L irreligiosus. See
IR-%, RELIGIOUS| —ir/reeii’glous-ly, adv. —ir/r@-lii/«
glous.ness, irre-ligd-os«sty (ir'1 lij’é os/1 té), n.
—==Syn, 3. protane. sacniegmous, ungodly.

lrer@megeg-ble (| rem/é 2 bal. | re’me-), ady. Literary.
permitting no return to the onginal place or condition:
irreversible. {1560-70; < L irremeaoilis, equiv. to ir-
IR-® + remea(re) to come back (re- rRg. + meare to go;
cf. PERMEATE) + -bilis -BLE] —irvem’e-a-bly, adv.

Irer@-me-di-asble «r’i me’da » bal). ady. not admit.
ting of remedy, cure, or repair: irremedtable conduct.
(1840-50: < L irremediabilis. See ir-*, REMEDIABLE|
—ir/r@-me’/dl-able.ness, n. —ir/re-me’di-a-bly, adu.

Irer@migegiebl® (ir’y mis/a bal), adj. 1. not remissible:
unpardonable. as a sin. 2. unable to be remitted or post-
oned. as a duty. (1375-1425; late ME < LL irremiasibi-
is. See 1R-*, REMISSIBLE| —Ir/r@smis/si-bil/lty, Ir/r@e
mig/sl-ble-ness, n. —Iir/re-mis’/si-bly, adv.

IPer@smoveasbl® (ir/y moo’/va bal), ad). not removable.
1580-1600; 1r-! + REMOVABLE| —ir/Pesmov’a-bil’ity,
P/P@-mOv/ a-ble-ness, n. —ir/re-mov’a-bly, aduv.

IPer@poacrasble 1 rep/ar 2 bal). ad). not reparable: in-
capable of being rectified. remedied. or made good: an
irreparable mustake. [1375-1425: late ME < L ur-
reparabilis. See I1R-‘, REPARABLE| —irev@p/ @a-.wa bil’/i-ty,
irr@p’/ acracble-ness, n. —irsrep’ a-rably, aav.

irsr@-pealoasble (iri pe’la ball. adj. incapable of
being repealed or rcvoked. [1625-35: tR-? + REPEALA-
8LE| —iv/respeal/a-bil/i-ty, ir‘re-peal’a-ble-ness. n.
—~ir/Pe-peal’a-bly, adv.

ipor@-place-a<ble (r/i pla’sa bal). adj. incapable of
being repiaced: unique: an irrepiaceable vase. {1800-10:
1R+ + REPLACEABLE| —ir‘r@splace’a-bly, adv.
Irer@eplevii-sable «r/i plev/a sa bal), ad). Law. not
replevisable; not capable of being replevied. Also, irwas
plevei-a:ble (ir'1 plev/e a bal). (1615-25; tR-* + REPLEV.
ISABLE]

Irer@-prossei-ble (r/1 pres’s bal), adj. incapable of
bemf repressed or restrained; uncontrollable: irrepress:-
ble laughter. (1805-15; (R-4 + REPRESSIBLE| —ir/¢r@e
press/ i-biliZi-ty, ir‘re-press/i-ble-ness. n. —ir/r@e
prese/isbly, adv.

irev@-proachea-ble (ir’i pro’cha bal), ad). not re-
proachable; frce from blame. {1625-35; tr-¢ + RE-
PROACHABLE] —ir/re-proach’/ a-ble-ness. ir/vae

proach/a-bil’l-ty, n. —ir/resproach’/a-bly, aav.
—=8yn. blameless, impeccable. unflawed.
irer@-pro-ducei-bl@ ( re’pra dod’sa bal. -dy6d”-). adj.
not reproducible. |{1865=70; IR-* + REPRODUCIBLE| —irs
re’/pro-duc/i-bilZi-ty, n.

R P

tmpulse. 2. lovabie. esp. caiiing torth feelings ot protec-
tive love: an trresistible nup{;y‘ 3. enticing: tempting to
possess: an trresistible necklace. —n. 4. an irresistible

person or thing. (1590-1600; - ML (rreswanibtits. See
IR-%, RESISTIBLE| —ir/ra-gsist/i-bil/i-ty, ir/re-sist/i:ble-
ness, n. —ir/ré-sist’/l-bly, aav.

irer@ssolou-bl@ (ir’/1 zol’ya bal. 1 rez/al-). ad;. 1. inca-
pable ot being solved or clarified. 2. Archate. a. incapa-
ble of being resoived into component parts: insoluble. b.
\ncapable of being reheved. (1640-50: < L irresolubilis.
See 1R-‘, RESOLUBLE| —Iir/ressoi/u-bil/i.ty, n.

irsr@seo-lute  rez/s I65t/), ad). not resolute: doubtful;
infirm of purpose: vaallating. (1565-75; 1r-¢ + ResO-
LUTE| —irwves/oslute’/ly, adu. —ir-res’/o-lute’/ness. n.

irsr@seo-lustion (i rez‘a lod’shan), n. lack of resolu-
tion: lack ot decision or purpose: vacillation. (1585-95;
IRRESOLUTE + -(ON]|

irer@csolve-a«bl@ (ir/i zol’va bal). adj. not resolvable;
incapable of being resolved. analyzable. or solvable.
{1650-60; IR-* + RESOLVABLE| —ir/r@-solv/abil/lty,
ir‘re-soiv’/a<ble-nees, n.

irer@.speCtive (ir’1 spek/tiv), ad). without regard to
something else, esp. something specified: ignoring or dis-
counting (usually fol. by or): [rrespective of my wishes. [
should go. (1630—40; (R-* + RESPECTIVE| ~—ir/r@8p@c’.
tive-ly, adu.

iror@sepiorasble (1 res/par a bal. 1r/i spi‘e’a bal), ad).
not respirable; untit for breathing. (1816-25; < LL irre-
spirabilia, Sce 1R-!, RESPIRABLE|

Irer@-spon-si-bl® (ir’i spon/sa bal), ad). 1. said. done,
or charactenized by a lack of a sense of responsibility:
His refusal to work shows him (o be completely irrespon-
sible. 2. not capable of or quaiified for responsibility, as
due to age, circumstances. or a mental deficiency. 3. not
responsible, answerable. or accountable to higher au.
thority: irresponsible as a monarch. —a. 4. an irre.
sponsible person. (1640-50: 1r-* + RESPONSIBLE| —ir's
raspon’/si-bil’i-ty, ir'vecspon/si-ble-ness. n. —ir'res
spon’/sibly, adu.

—Syn. 1. unreitable, undependable, thoughtiess.

irer@esponesive (ir/ spon’/siv), ad). Not responsive;
not responding. or not responding readily, ae 1n speech,
action, or teehing. [1840-60; |1r-* + rRESPONBIVE| —Iif/F@s
spon/sive-naess. n.

irer@ct@nstive (ir/i ten’tiv), ad). not retentve: lacking
power to retain, csp. mentally. (1740-60: trR.* + RETEN-
TIVE| ——ir/resten/tive.ness. ir're-ten’/tion, n,

{rer@ctrace-acble «ir/1 tra’sa bal), ad). not retracea.
ble; unable to be retraced. [1840-50; (R-* + RETRACEA-
8LE| —ir/rectrace’/a-bly, adv.

lrer@otrieveasble (ir/i tre/va bal), ad). not retnavabie;
\rrecoverable; irreparable. [1695-1705; IR-? + RETRIEVA-
BLE| —ir/restriov/abil’lty, ir‘re-triov’ asblesnesvs. n.
—ir/vestriev/a-bly, adv.

irer@ve@re@nce® (i rev/ar ans). n. 1. the quality of
being irreverent: lack of reverence or respect. 2. an ir-
raverent act or statement. 3. the condition of not being
reverenced, venerated, respected. etc. (1300=50; ME < [
trreverentia. See IR-*, REVERENCE|

Irep@ve@re@nt (i rev/ar ant), ad). not reverent: mani-
festing or charactenzed by irreverence: deficient 1n ven.
eration or respect: an trreverent reply, (1486-95; < L ur.
reverent- (s. of trreverens) disrespectful. See IR-4,
REVERENT| —Irww@v/er-entdy, adu.

—=Syn. irreligious, impious. profane.

lrer@everssicble (ir/i var/ss bal), adj. not reversible:
incapable of being changed: His refusal ts irreversible.
[1620-30; IR-* + REVERSIBLE| —ir/r@svors’/{-bil/lty, ir/-
re-vers’|-ble-ness, n. —ir/re-vers’/i-bly, adv.

iror@ve0scasbl® (i rev/s ka bal), ad). not to be revoked

or recalled: unable to be repeaied or annuiled; unaitera.
ble: an trrevocable decree. (1350-1400: ME < L ur.
revocabtlis. See 1R-}, REVOCABLE| —Irer@v/o-ca-bil/lty,
irer@v/ o-casbie-ness, n. —irwwev/o-ca-bly. adv.

Iperiogacbl® (ir/i g2 bal), ad). capable of being 1rr-
g;wd. (1835-45; (RRIGIATE) ~ -ABLE| -—irffi-ga-bly,
adv.

irepiegate (ir’i gat), v.t., -gat-ed, -gating. 1. to sup-
ply (land) with water by artificial means, as by diverung
streams, flooding, or spraying. 2. Med. to supply or
wash (an orifice, wound, etc.) with a spray or a flow of'
some iiquid. 3. to moisten: wet. [1608-15; < L ur-
rigatus, ptp. of irrigare to wet, flood. nounsh with
water, equiv. to tr- IR-* + riga- (s. of rigare to provide
with water, soak) + -tus ptp. suffix| —ir/ei-ga‘tor. n.

irerisgaction (r’/i ga’shan), n. 1. the aruficial applica-
tion of water to land to assist in the production of crops.
2. Med. the flushing or washing out of anvthing with
water or other liquid. 3. the state of being iwrngated.
(1605-15; < L trrigation- (s. of trrigatio). See IRRIGATE.
-ION| —ir/clega’tionsal, adj.

Ipericgactive (ir7) ga’tiv), ad). serving for or perwin-
ing to irrigation. (1860-65; IRRIGATE + -(VE|

irerigsUucOUs (i rig/yod as), adj. Archate. well-watered,
as land. (1645-55; < L irriguus. equiv. to trriglare) w
wet (see IRRIGATE) + -uus deverbai adj. suffix}

irepistabileisty Gr<i ta bil’i te), n.. Bl' <tlee. 1. the
quality or state of being irritable. 2. Physwol.. Biol. the
ability to be excited to a characteristic action or function
by the application of some stimuius: Protoplesm displays
trritability by responding to heat. (1745-58. < L wrn-
tabilitas. See {RRITABLE, -1TY|
irspistasble (ir’i ta bal). ady.
noved: readilv excited to 1mpatience or anger.

1. easily irnitated or an-
2.
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Main Entry: ir-re-li-gious
Pronunciation: - 1i-4ss
Function: adjective
Date: | 5th century .
I : neglecttul of religion : lacking religious emotions, doctrines, or practices irreligious that they exploit
populdr religion tor protessional purposes -- . B. Shaw>
mdlcaung lack ot religion
- irrredi-gious-ly adverp

Dictionary Look Up: [[ Search

Type 1n your word or phrase and click Search. Click on HELP for search tips.

Thesaurus Symbol Key

* generally or often considered vulgar . '
|| usage restricted; consult a dictionary for more information

For turther explanation of these symbols seethe -~

Dictionary Pronunciation Key

\o\ as aw In law
\oi\ as oy in boy
\th\ as th in thin
\th\ as th in the
\ii\ as oo in loot

\e\ as e in bet
\E\ as ea in easy
\g\ as g in go

\i\ as i in hit
\\as i in ice

e \&\ as a and u in abut
o \&\ as e in kitten

\&r\ as ur and er in
further

\a\ as a 1n ash

e \A\as a in ace \j\ as j in job \u\ as oo in foot
o \d\ as 0 in mop \[ng]\ as ng in \y\asy in yet

o \au\ as ou in out sing \zh\ as si in

e \ch\ as ch in chin e \O\asoin go vision

For explanations of other pronunciation symbols see
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l Thesaurus

Main Entry: ir-re-li-gion

Pronunciation: ":r-i-'1i-j&n

Function: noun

Etymology: Middle French or Late Latin; Middle French, from Late Latin irreligion-, trrelzgzo from

Latin in- + religion-, religio religion

Date: 1598
: the quality or state ot being irreligious
-ir-refligiontist /- ' Lij-nisc, -'li-j&-/ noun

Dictionary Look Up: |[ Search

T}?pe in your word or phrase and click Search. Click on HELP for search tips.

Thesaurus Symbol Key

* generally or often considered vulgar
|| usage restricted; consult a dictionary for more information

For further explanation of these symbols see the .. .. _ _

Dictionary Pronunciation Key

\e\ as e in bet \o\ as aw 1n law

o \&\ as a and u in abut o o _
o \&\ as e in kitten o \E\as ea in easy « \oi\ as oy in boy
e \&r\ as ur and er in e \g\asgingo o \th\as th in thin
further e \\ as i in hit o \th\ as th in the
o \a\as a in ash o \\asiinice o \ii\ as oo in loot
o \Alas a in ace e \j\as jin job o \u\ as oo in foot
» \d\ as 0 in mop o \[ng]\as ngin e \y\asyin yet
o \au\ as ou in out sing o \zh\ as si in
¢ \ch\as ch in chin ¢« \O\asoingo vision
For explanations of other pronunciation symbols see «__..ic ! - Provuncuition.
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irreligious

Part of speech:  adjective

Syliables: ir-re-li-gious

Pronunciation: I r2 1I -Es

Definition: 1. not practicing or believing in any religion; not motivated by

religious considerations or precepts.

Definition: 2. marked by an absence of, or indifference or hostilit
ward, religion or r. I0NS.

Synonyms: skeptical (1; 3), cynical (1), freethinking {freethinker}, godless,
faithless (3), infidel, ), agnostic (adi)

Similar Words:  doubtful, unbelieving, incredulous, disbelieving {dlsbeheve
(vi)}, athenstlc {athelst} irreverent

Derived Words:  irreligiously, adv.
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Isabella 1

who 1S not a memper of a regular miitary (orce —ir-reg‘u:
lagely aar
irevegeuclarcisty (1.iou’va-iar’t-16) n, ;i -ties. 1. The

quality or state of being irregutar 2. Something irregular: found

the firm s bnoks riadled with irrequianittes. 3. Constipation.
ireveleastive (i.re173-tivi adr. V. Having no correlative rela-

‘tonship: unconnected. 2. Irretevant. —irerel/a-tivesly adr.
irsrel-e-vance (i-reira-vansi n 1. The quality or state of be-

.ng unrciated to tne matter at hand. 2. Something unrciated to
‘he matter at hana

ircrelc@svanscy (1-1¢173-van-sd) n.
irevele@svant (i-cél’a-vanty ad).
hand. —irerel’/@+vant:ly adr.

pl. -cies. lrrelevance.
Unrelated to the matter at

SYNONYMS: irreievant. ertraneous, immatertal,
The central meaning snared by these adjectives is ‘not pertinent
to the subject under consideration - un irrefetant comment: a
question ertraneous to the discussion; an objection that ts imma-
tenal after tne fact; mentionea scueral impertinent jacts before
[tnally coming to the point.

ANTONYM: reicrant

ir-re~ﬁg-ion (tr’1-11)79n) n. Hostility or indifference to relig-
lon, -

irevecligeious «r/1-lnsas) ads  Hostue or inditferent 1o sebigs
Lungodly  —ir‘raclig/ious.ly adi- —ir're@slig/ious ness n
ﬁhﬁble th-tdfmé-a-bialy ady Archare  Alfording nu
possibility of return  [Latin sreemeabilis in- not. sec IN=F -
remeare. 10 rcturn (re-. re- + rmeare, Lo go; sce mets! in Appen-
dixh)
ireveeme-dira+-ble (ir't-merdd-a-val)
remedy. correct. or reoair:
PrTOrS tn ndygment
ircresmiscsisble i t-misranal auy
donable’ rrremissiote sins.
mis/sisbly acr
ireresmoveacble (r'1-mob/va-ball ady Imopossiole to re-
move: irremovadle boulders: irremovatle nbstacies —ivires
mov/a-biltlcty n —ir'resmov’/a bly adv
irevep+asrasble (i.ceprar-a-val) ad)  (mpassible to repair,
recuifv, or amena: (rreparadie harm; trreparable damages. |Mid-
dle English. from Old French. from Latin irreparabilis - tn-, not:
see IN~1 + reparabilis. rcparable: sce REPARABLE | —irerep’ac
rasbil’isty, irrep’/a-ra-blesness n —irerep’/ara-bly adv.
ireve-peal-a+ble (ir'1-pé’ta-bal) ady hnpossible to repeal.
irrepealable laws.
irrre-place-a-ble (r¢t-plassa-bal) ad). Impossible to re-
place: irreplaceable antiques. —iv‘re*place’abilti-ty, ir‘rec
place’a-ble-ness n. —ir‘re-piace’/asbly adv.
irer@c-pressci-ble (r’1-pressa-baly ad). Difficult or impossi-
ble to control or restrain: trrepressible laughter. —ir‘re+preoss’=
isbiltisty, ir're-press/icble-ness n. —ir‘re+press’i-bly adv.
ir-re.proach.a-ble (ir’1-prascha-bal) adj). Perfect or
blameless 1n everv respect: (aultless: irreprnachable conduct.
—~ir‘re+proach’abil’i-ty, ir're+proach’asbleness n
resproach’a-bly aav
irer@-siseti-ble (ic'1-zisrta-vol) ady. 1.
an irvesistible impulse to sneeze. 2. Having an overpowenng ap-
peat: trresistible beauty —iv/r@csis/ticbil’i-ty, ir‘r@csis/tic
ble.ness n. —ir‘recsissti-bly adr.
iror@ssol-u-ble (ir'1-z61/va-bal) ad).
irresoluble conrlicts. (Latin rresolubilis ¢
resolvere, resolit-, o untic; sce RESOLVE.|
ireves-o-lute (1-rézss-106t’) ady. 1. Unsure of how to act or
proceed: undecided. 2. Lacking in resolution: indecisive. -——ire
res/o-lute’ly adr, —irsres/o-lute’ness, ir-ves’o-lu’tion n.
irer@esolvea-ble (ir/1-z617va-bal) ad). 1. lrresoluble. 2. Im-
possible to scparate into component parts; irreducible.
iPep@espective (ir'l-spek/tiv) ad). Archaic. Charactenzed
by disregard; hcedless. —ir/recspec/tive-ly adv.
irl’espective of prep. Without consideration of: regardless of.
ir'res'pi-ru'ble (1-rés’/par-a-bal, Ir'l-spir’-) ad). Not fit for
breathing; not resoirable.
irer@esponesicble (ir'1-spon’sa-bal) ad). 1. Marked by a
lack of responsibility: trresponsible accusations. 2. Lacking a
sense of responsibility: unreliable or untrustworthy. 3. Law. Not
mentally or financially (it to assume responstbilitv. 4. Not hable
to be called to account by a higher authonty. —irresponsible n.
1. One who has no sense of responsibility. 2. Law. One who 1s
mentally or financiaily unfit to assume responsibility for ones
actions. 3. One who is unlikely to be called to account bv a high-
er authonty. —ir’r@-spon’si+bil’ity, ir're-spon’si:ble-ness
n. =ir‘re@sspon’si-bly adv.
irer@.sponesive (ir’'l-spon’siv) adj. 1. Not responsive, as to
treatment or stimuli. 2. Not responding or answenng readily.
—ir‘recspon’/sive-ly edu, —ir‘re+gpon’/sive-ness n.
irerectrieveacble (ir/1-trésva-bal) ad). Difticult or impossi-
ble to retricve or rccover: \When the diarmond fell into the lake, 1t
was virtually irretmevable. . —ir‘rectriev/acble+ness, ir're-
triev/a-bil’i-ty n. —ir/resiriev/a-bly adv.
irereveer-ence (i-rév’ar-ans) n. 1. Lack of reverence or due
respect. 2. A disreepectful act nr ramnel

impertinent

ady Imoossible to
incurable or irreparable’ irremeaiadle
—ir're-ma’/dira‘bly aur

Not remissiole, unpar-
~—tir‘resmis‘sicbil’icty n —irivec

—irte

Impossible to resist:

Impossible to resolve:
tn+, not; sce IN=} +

irsrevearsent (-iév/araann adr 1.
lack of reverence: aisrespectind
accepted or respected, satineal
ent-ly adt.

irer@svarssicble (ir/t-virssa-ban ad). Imopossidle to roves
an trreversiole mamentum toieard revolution  —iefreeveme +
bil?isty, ir're+-vers/i-blesness n —ir're+vers’/isbly aav.

irereveo<cacble (i-revra.ka-bal) adi Impossidle to retaas «
revoke' an trrevncable decistan —iesr@v/occasbilti-ty, & «
rev/o-ca-ble'ness n —irerevio-carbly aur. i

Irevicgacble (ir#1-wa-bal) ad) That can be irrigated: imgss ¢
desert

ireriegate (ir/f-gat’) r  -gateed, -gatring, gates. —ir li
To supply (drv land) with water by means of ditches, pipes.@ $
streams: water artifictallv 2. To wash out (3 bodv caviva &
wound) with water or a medicated (luid. 3. Tu make feriie® €
vital as if by watering. —ner Tu supply land with water am ¢
ficmativ. (Laun trrraare, irriqate e in, sce (N=4 ¢ rgre® §
water | —ie‘vicga‘tionn —riricgartionsai ad). ~—ir/ri-ga®
tor n

irepictasbilsicty (Ir/1-ta-bli?1-t8) n, pi ties. 1. The quus ¢
or state of being irritable: testiness or petulance. 2. Pathoisgy 4
Abnormal or excessive sensitivity nf a bodv organ or pant @e
stimulus. 3. Physioloqy The capacity to respond to stimus

iregictacble (ir71-ta-baly ady 1. Easilv irritated or annovd ¢

2. Pathology Abnormatly sensitive to a stmulus. 3. Phynsion

Capable of responding to stimub (French eritable, from Las §
trettdbrlts, from arritare, o ittitate | —ie/eictacble-nreme
—iptPictasbly aur

irepistant tio/1-tant ady

f.acking or cxmbiunga
2. Ciitweal of what 1= generag
trreverent humor = lrseevies -

Causing teritation, esoecially phm:j
irritation. —irritant n A source of irritation tohacco smoo.e §
common eyr rritant  [Fiench {(tom l.alin irritans, rrtant., W-'
sent participle of rrettare toorntate |

irerictat® (ir1-1it’) + -tareed, -lat+ing, -tates, —r LT
rouse {0 IMPAtIeNce OF anuer: annov: a (oud bossy vowce thas
ritates (isteners Sce Svnonvms at annoy. 2. Tu chafe or itz

—tntr, To be a cause of impatence or anger. [Lalin vnrex
trettdt. | —seteictatiingly ndi —ie/eicia’tor n
irerista@ction (i’f-tafshan n o V.a. The act of irntaung &

The condition of being irritated: vexation: honked the hore wm &
trritation at the delay. 2. A suurce of irritation 3. Pathotosy @ ¢
condition of inflammaton. soreness, or trritability of a bodiver
gan or part.

ireriot@ctive (lr/1-ti’tiv) ad) (nvoiving irritation.

irspocta-tion-al (ir'o-1arsha-nal) ad). Not rotating of o €
tng rotation.

irepupt (l-ruptf) intrv  -rupteed, -rupteing, -rupte. L3
break or burst in. 2. Ecology. T'v increase rapidly and srrequis
\n number: In the absence of predators, the 1sland’s rodest gp €
ulation irrupted. |Latin trrumpere, trrupts © 1n-, in; see tN=de
rumpere. (0 break: sce reupe in Appendix.| —irsrup/hose

irerupstive (t-rup’tivy ad). 1. lrrupting or tending lo it
2. Geology. intrusive.

IRS obbr. Internat Revenue Scervice

Iretysh or Iretish (r-tish/t A river of northwest China e
orn Kazakhstan, and central Russia flowing avout 4.28 B
(2,650 m1y generallv northwest to the Ub River

Irsving tarsvin’). A city of southern Califorma southeast af S
ta Ana. A branch of the University of California (openes 15548
here. Population, 62.134. L

Ireving (ir/ving). A town of nurtheast Texas, an industnd sb
urb of Dallas. Population, 109,943

Irving, Sir Henry. 18381903, Hrittsh Shakespearesn sz
whose productions won him the {irst knighthood swarusd 8¢
member of his profession (1895).

irving, John. Born 1942. American wnter. His d:ruyh—
novels include The World According to Garp (1978}

Irving, Washington. 1783-1859. Amencan wnter remesimd
for the stories "Rip Van Winkle" and “The Legend of Slerppiis
low.” contained 1n The Sketch Hook (1819 -1820).

Ireving+fon (ur/ving-tani. A town of northeast New kmms
restdential and industnial suburb of Newark. It was setvied s MR
as Camptown and renamed 1n 1852 1n honor of Wuhmgu-bq

Population. 61.493. - L
i$ (1z) v. Third person singular present indicative of be. Oﬂ g
English, from Old English. Sce @s- in Appendix.| N
is. or Is. abbr. Island. X -
1S. abbr. Bible. lsaiah. g L 2
igS= pref. Vanant of iso=. - :
Is@. abbr. Bible. Isuah, Tl
I+s@ac (17zak). In the Old Testament, the son of Abrabmed (28
was offcred as a sacnfice to God. The sacnfice waspa_l T
the last moment by divine intervention. - B
Iscacbel-la 1 (1z/2-bet#a). Known as “lsabeila mcﬂ: [

1451 -1504. Queen of Castile (1474 = 1504). Her marmage mi@
to Ferdinand V of Castile and Lecon (later Ferdinana il of Anga
marked the beginning of a unificd Spanish state. Isabeils g8
sored the vovages of Christopher Columbus.

f-saciah (i-za’a. i-zi’3) n. Bible. 1. AHebmpM
eighth century 8.C. 2. Abbr. Isa., Is. See table at 8ika. -

tiaeblilmabme ot wuor At am - e ———
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- .
visible light and other radiations able — more at REPARABLE) ! not reparable : impossibie to
{r.refusable \ " +\ adf ('in- + refusable) : impossibie to refuse | Mmake good, undo, repair, of remedy : IRRETRIEVABLE (an
{rorefutanility \ ()1, 3, ()ir, (Dia+\ n ¢ the quaity or state of |~ l0ds) (~ charm) (~ ussue changes) .
being irrefutable i Ir.reparableness \"+\ n -es ! the quauty or state of being
ir.retutable \“+\ ad/ (LL (rrefutabills, (r. L in- in- = LL [ irreparanie

refutabilis refutable — more &t REPUTABLE| : impossiole to | lr-reparanvly \“+\ adv ¢ 10 an wreparable maoner or to an
refute t INCONTROVERTIOLE (an ~ argument) — ir.refutably | irreparaole deeree . .

\"+\ qdv . ir.re.pa.tri.a.ble \1(r)rd)pI-trdabal liard-, -r€-\ A -3 (Vn- +
{r.regaraless \!i, lir, lia+\ ad/ [prob. blend of irresnective and | repatriate + -avle} ¢ 8 person who cannot be repatriated usu.
regardlest] nontrand ¢ RCOAROLESS i lor political reasons X
ir.rezenorato \"“ +\ adj (In- + regenerate} archale : UNRe- | ir-TODealability \ii, lir, }ia+\ n 3 the quality or state of being
GENERATE I irrepealabie

"roroguiar \("i. 3. (Vir, (Via+\ ad) (ME Irreeuler, (. MF, | ir-repealable \ " +\ ad/ ('In- + repealabie} : not capable of
[r. LL wreeuiarts, (r. L In- hn- + LL reguiaris reguiar — 1 being repealed : impossible to revoke (~ provisions of the
more at REGULAR) 1 of a person @ Roman Catholicism : pre- | statute)

vented bv an unpediment or bar (rom receiving or exercising | ir-repentance \“+\ n (!in. + repentance} : IMPENITENCE
clerical orders or offices b ¢ behaving without recard to es- | irereplaceable \" +\ ad/('in. + replaceaovie) : not reniaceadie
lablished laws, customs, or morail princinles (a2 wiid ~ man | — ir.replaceanieness \"+\ n -&s — ir.-replaceably \"+\
in his youth) ¢ : not belonaing to or not having satisfied the | ady

requirements of some particular group or organized body | iT-réplaviadble \* +\ adj (‘in- + replevin + -able] : not sub-
(an ~ physician) 2 a ! (ailing to accord with what 13 usual, | Ject to reolevin

proper. accepted. or right (~ conduct) i contrarv to rule or | ir.replevisable \“+\ ad/ ('In- + replevisabie] : \repLEVI-
custom (some of his documents were ~) (althounh it was ~ { AeLE .

we accepted the excise) b of @ word or inflection ¢ not con- | Lr-reprenensible \ ()i, 3, ir, a+\ ad/ (ME, (r. LL lrrepre-
forming to the normai or usuai manner of inflection (rell, | heastbuls, {r. L In- \n. + reprehensus (past part. of repres

woe

cast, feed are ~ verbs): spectf : STRONG 162 ¢ (1) ¢ improper |
or tnadeauate because of failure to conform to a prescribed |
course (2) ! ol a marriage under £ag or Scots law ¢ celebrated |
without either proclammation of the banns or publication of |
intention to marry ! CLANDESTINE d ! not belonaing to the |
regular army organization but ratsed for e ypecial purpose |
(~ troops are often used as Independent commands to harass |
the enemy) 3 & : lacking perfect symmetry of form ¢ not |
straight, smooth, even, regular (a rough ~ terrmin) (a iong ~
coastline) (~ teeth) b of a /lower or ity pares ¢ lacking uni-
formity (an ~ corolia): spect/ ! ZYOOMORPHIC 4 @ ¢ lacking

hendere to reprehend) + -(bllls -ible — more st REPREHEND )
: not reprehensible § free from blame or reprosch (conduct
in all respects ~)»

ir.represontable \“ +\ adj (Vin- + representable) ¢ not repre-
sentable

Ir.repressibility \!l, ;lr, lla+\ n -es 3 the quality or state of
beng trrepressible (his coostant ~) X
Hr.repressidlo \“ + \ adj ('in+ + repress + -able) : impossible
10 repress, restrein, of control (~ joy) (~ cooflict) (an ~
chatterbox)

2{rrepreseible \“\ a -3  an irrepressible person

Ir.repr \"+\ A -23 1 IRREPRESSIBILITY

continuity or regulanty of occurrence, activity, or |
(~ payments) (~ intervais) (an ~ worker) b of a physiologi-
cal function t failing to occur st reguier or normel intervais
(=~ meastruation) (have your bowels been ~) ¢ of an indis
vidual 3 failing 10 defecate at such intervals (was consupated |
and very ~) d of @ market ¢ characterized by individual price |
in both dir without establishment of an
overatl trend (cotton (utures were ~)
Hrregular \*\ » : onae that is irregular: as & ¢ a soldier (as @
guerniila or parusan) who s not & member of a reguiar

ir.repressidbly \“ +\ adv  in an urepresmble manoes § 30 83
to be irrepressible (~ gay)
{r.repreasive \"+\ adj {'In- + repressive] : MmrEPRESIIBLE

ir.reproachadility \“+\ n i the quality or state of bewng
ureproachabie .
ir.reproacnable \“+\ ad/ ('(r- + rep hable) ¢ Bot sub

to or deserving of reproach ! BLAMELESS, PAULTLESS, DMPRCCA®
8L (~ manners) (an ~ character)
ir.reproachableness \ "+ \ A -£3 I MMRAEPROACHABILITY

+F6D bi¥ \" +\ adv ¢ 80 88 to be bayond reproach 3 in

military fores == usu, used in pl. b Irregulars of : merch
that has imperfections or that falls below the manufscturer's
usual standard or specifications and 1s usu. sold unbranded
20d at & concession 1N Price — compare 4SECOND 4
Mrregulsr \ "\ ad/ (NL Irreqularia) : ExOCYCLIC

UTeFUIAr CarTier A ¢ & common carrier that operstes without |
regular schedule or over routes not apecuied in Lhe ceruficale |
ar permit

UTeRUIAT deposit A : a deposit of money (as (or safekeeoing)
made with the understending thet an equivalent amount but |
not necessariy the sientical money 13 (0 bo returned o the
depositor

ir.regularia \()t o, ilr, Ha+\ [NL, fr. LL, peut. pl. of
Ireéguiaris) 1yn of EXOCYCLOIDA

Ir.vegUIANIY \“ +\ n (ME Irregularite, (¢, OF lrregularitd, fr.
ML lrregularitat-, irregularitas, tr. LL Irreqularis 1cregular +
L .sars, +{tag «ity = more at IRREOULAR} 1 ! the quaiity or
8t8te of being uvegular 2 : something that 18 wrerular; e1p
¢ lack of proper end honest conduct (as in respect 10 a poste
tion of trust) — usu, used in pl. (alleged (rreguiarities 1n the
city lovmmmlz (lrreguiarities in his >

lr-nnlulr \IL 2, ﬁ)?f. (")ia+\ adv ¢ in an uregular manner
: et urveguiar 8 80 as to be irregular (came to echool

tarva
Very =)
irreguiar ode m : an ode characterized by {rregularity of verse

an irreproachable mannee .
tr.yeproducidble \ ()i, 3, iir, Ha+\ ad/ (Viae + reproducible)
: not reor ble 8 i ble to duplicate

{r.reprovable \'i, iir, jia+\ ad/ ('ln- + reprovabdie) 1 : pus.
PROACHABLE 2 0bs ¢ INDISPUTASLE

ir.repe«tion \3s'repshan\ & -3 (LL [rreption-, irreptto, fr, L
{rreptus (past part. of (rrepere to creep in, {r. (A- dine + repere
to creep) + -/ons, «io <ion = more 8t REPTILE] 2 an act or in-
itance of entering by stealth or inadvertence (the ~ of pseudo=
classical plurals 1n technical language)

tregepeU.tions \!lreplushas\ ad/ (L lrreprus + B -ltlous)
! marked by or resulting from irrepuon (an ~ ervror o
transiiterating) (~ words in a text)

te.resistance \li, ir, Ha+\ A (A + resistance) t lack of
resIStENce I SURMISSIVENESS

{r.resiatibility \" + \ A ! the queality or state of being lrrestsd.
bl

\ ad/ [VIn+ + reslst + -ible.
resist ¢ superior (0 Opposte

L]
Hr.resistible or tr.vemistable \ "+
-able]) : ie to full

tion (an ~ attraction)
1rreststible \ "\ ~ -3 : an irrevistible person or thing
ir.resistibleness \ " +\ A ! MRESSTIILITY
1F«g@SLSUDIY \ " + \ adv 1 to an ureasuble extent or degres § 80
a1 to be irrestsuble

end stanzaic structure and by lack of corr
parts — cailed also psewdo-Pindaric ode

[T \"+\ adj [blend of lrrestible and resistiess)
archale I IRRESISTIBLE
oF ble \(L, (Ole, (M3, e+\ adl (L lrresolublils, (r.

trreguiar peloria s : }mnm in which symmetey is ined by

Increass in number of tome PEM ~ cOoMPare AROULAR PELORIA
gular variable a 3 a vanable star whose bght (luctuauons

8@ nonpenodic

'rreguiate adf (ML Lrregulatus, fr. L lne Vine + LL regulotus,
past part. of regulare 10 regulste — more 8t REOULATE) obs
$ not regulated
irrexuiate v, obs 1 to make Irreguiar 2 DrsoRDER

troreguiated \(\§ o, ()lr, (')ia+\ ad/ ('ln- + reguisted)

ine ine 4+ resoivere 10 resolve + -bills -ble = more at aesoLVE)
1 archalc ¢ ineapable of being dissolved or resolved into parts
$ INSOLUBLE 2 archale ¢ incapable of being r d or dise
pelied 3 : incapeble of being solved 3 impossible to make
open, cleas, or sumple (the question 1s ~ oun the svidence at

hand)
treresolate \ (L o, (e, )3+ \ ad) (Vir- + resoluta) 1 obs
{ not resolved or solved § UNEXPLAINED 2 & ¢ uncessin how

! not regulated or conwrolled §~ moods)

{r.relate o tr.velated \!i, lir, Ha+\ ad/ (/rrelate te. ttn- + L
relatus, suppletive pest part. of referre 10 relate: trrelated tr.
'{Ae + refated = more st RELATE) ¢ not related

ir.relation \“+\ a (V/A- + relarion) I UNRELATEDNUSS

r.relative \C)L & ()lr, OVa+\ adf (Vn- + relative) 2 pot

ted ¢ \ N

to act or proceed (3stood ~ waiung for some inspuaton)
b ¢ lacking strength of purpose or decisiveness of charscter
: weak and vaculaung (a kindly man but very ~)
tr.yesolutely \ " + \ adv ! in an irresolute manner § 80 85 (0 be
or eppear irresolute . .
lr-ru_olnnnm \"+\ A i the quality or state of being ir-

relative: as a 3 not rel or d
relationship (remote end ~ remons —Douglas Carruthers)
< i ~ gt

{r-resolntion AW o, lir, a4\ n [prob. fe. MP, fr, fa tin. +
i obg ¢ the quality or state

b 3 not pertinent or ) = if-
relatively \" +\ adv

ir.relevance or ir.relevanoy \“+\ n, p! irrelevances or
Lrretevancies 1 : the quality or state of being urelavent (the
~ of these remarks) 2 ! something irrelavant (a plot full
of Irrelevancies and digresstons)

ir.relevant \" +\ ad) (Vin- + relavant) ¢ not relevant ¢ not
applicable or pertinent § PORZION, EXTRANIOUS (~ allegations)
(=~ to the matter o h-ndrn

ir.rolevanUuy \° + \ adv ¢ in an urelevant manner : 50 as to be
irrelevant (spoke idly and ~)

ir.zeltevable \, ilr, a4\ ad/ (1A« + relleve + -able) § im-
possible to relisve (~ suffering)

tr.peligion \"+\ s {MP or L: MP, fr. L lrreligione, (rreiigio,
{t. (re Wae & peliglons, reilglo religion — more et MELIGION
1 ¢ the quality or state of being trreligi 3 lack of relim

r {oA = movre at RESOLUTION )
of not heving formed @ decided opinon ! DOUBT, UNCER-
TAINTY 2 ¢ lack of resoluuon ¢ a fluctuauon of mind (as in
doubt or between hopa and (ear) 3 INDECSION, VACILLATION

ir.resolvable \:L iUr, 12+ \ ad/ (VIR + resoivable) ¢ incapable
of being resaived: ¢sp ¢ ble to nto
paris

ir.r@solved \“ +\ ad/ (Vin- + resolved) § not resalved 8 lackin
in certainty, esssuranca. or decision (8 roubled and ~ beart

— lroruolml! “+\ adv
(perempective \“ <+ \ ad/ ('Ir- + respective) 1 obs t lacking in
respect 3 [ TPUL h s without or

\n
tr.reticenee \ ()i, 3, (ir, (Ma+\ n (M- & o
thing lacking 1o reucence (the ~y that ese &
military iife)
ir.retraceable \!l, !Ir, jia+\ ad/ ('ln- + cwsnsc:
possible to retrace
ir.retracute \ "+ \ ad/ (Vin- + retractitell 2 no
ir.-retrievability \*+\ A : the quaiity v m:
retrievable
tr.vetrievable \"+\ ad/ (VA + rewvigws -
retrievable ¢ impossible to recoup, repmw. &
~ {038) (~ errors 1n judgment) (~ rumd
{r.retrievableness \“ +\ n -3 : MRETAmvaen
ir.retrtevably \"+\ adv ! 30 a3 t0 be mvew
lrre.mevnblo degree Of LD 8n Uretrievabis emans
~ lost)y
{r.rev.e.lant or fr.rev.a.lent \(i(r)irevatom
ad) (by alter. ) substand : IRRELEVANT
ir.reverence \(‘}i, a ()ir, (V13+\ n -3 (342 . &
(r. trreverent., Irrevarens + -(a -y} 1 8 ¢ we .
of beina irreverent ¢ fatlure 10 offer due remmeex
generaily reverenced D : an irreverent et ox e
ert ~s) 2 ¢ condition of being witbeus ¢
onored or neglecied slate ! DISREQARD (erese
with complete ~)
{r.reverency \“+\ » -es : MRRVERENCE
{r.reverenad \" +\ ad/ ('In- + reverend} 1 2 oo
worthy of reverence 3 orchaic 3 MREVEBERE —
“+\ a

v
{r.xoverent \" +\ ad/ (L lrreverent-, trreuerer
reverents, revePens feverent — mora @t em
reverent: as & ¢ failing wn proper reverrmoc
entitled to venerauon or respect (~ schadare «
things) b § charactenzed by a lightly oex:
quality or mannes (8 ceriain ~ gaaly and eam

ir.reverently \ "+ \ adv

r.reverential \C)L a ir, {2 +\ adj (Hn- <
In_’ in due respect of m &
\"+\ ade

ir.reverentialem \"+\ A -8 1 the quaksy e
irreverent

frereversibility \:L ir, ila+\ A § the quatsv &
irreversible

ir.roversidle \°+\ ad/ (Vr- + reverse < -¢ble:
being revevsed: es @ ! imposible to recatl. repr
~~ decres) b § imposable (o turm sbowss, ek
(an ~ covee) (~ cushions) 0 : (Mpemmie «
take plece backward (an ~ enmineg) (~ <ne=
4 o/ a coiloid § Incapable of undergoing ermese
30l to gel or vice versa @ : unsymmetnced wun
stituent elemants o7 terms (an ~ relationd & o
procass t of euch eavanity that recovery 1 tmoes
{~ anoxic damege (o the brain) — {r.-yeverm:

U.revoeadllity \ ()L o ur, Jo+\ # 2 b8 @ua
being irrevecable

ir.revocabte \ ()L o, (), C)Ma+\ ad/ (ME. &
¢, (A< ine ¢ revocabiils revoceble —— wmaw
: Incepable of being recailed or revoked = v
ALTERABLE (88 ~ promise) ((irm and ~ « =y -

ir.fevocableness \ "+ \ A  (RREVOCASRITY

ir.revocably \ = +\ adv 1 10 83 (0 ba UTevmcans
posaibility of chenge (~ detarmined)

tr.xevoluble \°+\ (R + revolubis]) e
finite period ef reveluton

{rTidenta ver of MREDENTA

lr.rt.gaeble \'lrigobel, -rég-\ alro (r-Fi-guss

obsl, «tes, ,00'000\ ad (Irrigate + abiol T por
% y ie of or ble for uT [l
17 \'iragsbld, «vdg-, <bhi\ adv

12148810 \'lre,gll W -dded V\ vb 20/ gwar
past part, of lerigera, (¢, (n- HiAs + rigene 0 =
RAIN) v¢ L 3 WEV, MOmTEN (secretions that~ e
85 & t to supply (as land or crops) wwels ww-
means (a8 by diverting streams, digging camme
ipraying) b §to epply @ continuous ewesss «
part of the body) for a therapeutic purgsss &
make fertilo 88 f by watenng ~ v 12 to gen
(23 of land) 2 slaag t to drink intosicetmsg &
1r.fl.ga .08 \ re'ghshan\ A -3 o/ten aread
Irrigatio, (r. lerigatus + -(ore, ~io <ion | 1 2 thea
of """'4"3‘ e8¢ & 1 the sruficial weesruag -
canalg, di pipes, or (looding) to eswms
plaat growth (~ ditches) (growing crove o~
single watering by such means (the bervers weil v
if it doesn't rain e0on) b 2 application af 8 am
of liquid to 8 part of the body for a thewe
(wound ~) 2 3a refreshing or meking fereic =~
irori.gaston.al \(lrajgdshan’l shnai\ adf 3 o
irrigation
frrigation effi616B6Y » ¢ the ratio betewes o
ectuaily uulized by growing crops end weeare
source (88 8 strese@) in order 10 SUPPlY emoh o
1reriegactionelst \ ira'gish(3)nat\ A -3 3 & e
(rrigation es®, ia (arming
2ol gRUVO \'ir9.gddsiv\ ad/ ¢ mAIOATIORRR.
17er1+€R00F \ -Tdea(p), -Et3-\ n -3 ¢ On@ that wres
agricuilurist whe employs 1rigation 1n the wo
b ! a device, eppasatue, or sysiem used eo swar
(as @ woued of @ cTop) 0 : 8 worker who e
tural rigation or trrigating equipment
1r.Fig..0a8 \o'cigyowea\ ad/ (L riquus, ér. oo
-

baving no regard for perszons, cIr or
consequences (oversteps 1o his ~ eal every decancy and every
right —S.T.Colenidge) 5
Lr.respectvely \“ +\ adv, 0bs ¢ In &n irrespective meanes
ve 0f also irrespeotively of prep ¢ without respect
or regarsd to ¢ ind b ol’(vnluu his friends

! MPETY 2 0bs Lalalse religion ; & perverted form of reimon
tF.reliilontst \=+\ 1 » supporeer-of praciicer o1 IalGion |
Lr-religlosity \=+\ a (LL frrelig . {e. L lrrallg +
-ltas «ity) ¢ the quality or state of being wreligions
Leoreliglons \"+\ ad/ (L lrrefiglosus, ic. (ne Sine + religlosus
religious — more at mELOIOUS) L ¢ lacking recognized
religious emouone, doctrines, or practices $ 2:of
c‘l' co s PROPANE (~ l‘ e 3o
. 1eving in, or prac @ false religion — Lf-
e N e e, ¢ g
'fe-me-able YirEmBsbel, o'r, C)rir., (Malpe\ (L
trrameabtiils, fr. 13- line + remeare to go back (fr, re -:ﬁvlam
to 80) + -abills .able — more at perMEATE) 1 : offering no
osubility of return (an ~ path) 2 ¢ unable to return 10 &
ormer place or state : MAEVERSIBLE (an ~ stream) (~ tissus
degeneration) — {r.r@.me.ably \-bld\ adv
ir.remediable \L, lir, Ya+\ ad/ (L Irremediabiils, . tn- tin-
+ remediabilis remediable — more s REMEDIABLE ) ¢ impoznble

UN

or ¥
{rr ve of whet be may hope to gain from them) (this
payment 15 made &7 of any the coust may

order)
tr.respirable \“+: Q)L e, O, Ola4\ ad/ (P, fr. LL I~
respirablils, (r. L In- Vin 4+ respirare t0 breathe, respuwe +
-aum)-.bu = more 8t ALsPme) $ unle for bresthing (en ~
vapor,
ir.responsibility \!L ilr, s+ \ » $ the quality or state of being
trresponmble B
Vir.responuible \“+\ ad/ (tlr- + » ble) & not
ble: 83 & : not required to answer to some higher authonty
2 not liable to be cailed into quesuon § subject 10 no overnght
or control (shall the planning be done by some ~ dictatorship

- more at )1 13
¢ well 2 3 serving 10 iffigate ex o
streame)

iz.ri.sion \o'rizhoa\ a -3 (L Irrision., treistn. &
past, of irvid@re 0 laugh et fr. (ne dite + ruddv
«lome, «l0 <408 == More Al RAIDICULOUS ) & tesapin:
or thing § pERBIOR

ir.ri-gor \3'vizse\*(NL, {r. L, mocker, soutis
-or) syn of PHOBRCULUS

IXTISOF \“\ B 6 § & bird of the genus Phevutomt:

POR
1eer1 B08.4.d20 \ lro'sor0,dd, -'26-\ [NL. £
genus + -idsel sym 6f PHOEINICULIDAS
{2o7180.ry \-I88r8, <[23-.iz2-\ ad/ (LL lrrisovésn
(past part. of Lridlre (0 laugh 8t) + -ordam <o
MRIBION ) ¢ gives to devislon : DERBIVE
{PeFielaebilefoly \ iradee'bilad.& -rota'e, -lusil -
{rritabdlivas, fo. trvitabills + Jtas <ity] ¢ the et

being uritable: 88 & ! quick excitability e =
~ a8 he waited) b : abmesn

of by demecvatic fepresentatives whose acts are to

1 and cnticism —M.R.Cohen) (the stats is ~ aend
exempt (rom all ordinary controls) b :‘not based on sound
¢

to remedy, correct, redress, altes, cure (an ~ error) (~ def

(~ {~ dreams); ¢1p

P

pauence, of 898 § PETULANCE, FRETPULESES €
(

of an organ o part of the body (a3 the sicman
¢ heightened ess © ! the propery «
and of living esgasiams that permits them o aon:
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R I R P R VITYEY PN VR CIT T et auidiangy L Lvus
<-ther with its unruiv and tumultuous motion nuent afdord a
-IIANINE unto the common opinion. 166§ Hooke Microgr.

'l hetrrezutanty ot tne 1'vpe or Ingraving. 1774 GoLoss,

Sl Hist crar00l. 271 L he waves roll against land with creat
Lerent and irregwianty. 1863 RUSKIN dtones ven. il vy,
[he tendency to tne avoption ot Lothic tvpes being alwavs
TSt shown LY greater irreulanity and richer variation i

e forms ot the arcnitecture 1t s about to supersede. 183

tn H. DouGuas Jlilit. Lridees ed. 1 141 Lhe irrequiaricy

-( the ground on the telt hank would have occasioned many
telave, w89 Casserds Lechn, fidlne.vin, 1402 | heirreuiaricy
v the thickness of some veams. 1880 (GRAY S ruct. Hot. vi.
4. 2tQ lrregutanty 1s one o the commonest modihcations
i the tlower @ 1t 13 never conspicuous except In biossoms
sisited by 1nsects and genenliv fertibized by their aid.

D, (with an and p/.; An 1nstance of this; esp.a
cartnot uniform or symmetrical with the rest, as
-y unevenness ol suriace, ctc.

1663 HookE dicrogr g1 I'he biger they were mazmfy'd.
:'h'c more irreqularities appear'd v them. 1703 Moxon

‘lrr/c, firere. 11 hle'dnwn atl the [rrerularities the Cold-
¢ .n‘mcl made on the Kdges ot vour Work. 1861 Geo. ELor

téag Af. 0, Marner, pausing to adjust an irreguiarity in his
‘aread, 1879 Carseed's Techn, sodue, IV, qs/t Lhe pnysical
rregularities ot lhe terrain,

Irregularly tirequilisliv, aaw. [f. Iakrcuran
--tY2 ] Inan \rreytiar manner,

L. Ina way not according to rule ; with deviation
‘rom or violation of rule; lawlessly ; anomalousiv,
‘bnormallv.

159t PERCIVALL 58, Diet., [rreeularnrente, irreguiariy,
without rule. 1678 Asser Papers (Camdeni |, yo0 L heie
were 8 Aldermen & y' Recorder st violently &
irreguiarly thrust out of their places. 1764 GoLosm, £ ruzr.
20 ‘Wnlh danng aims irreuiarly great. 188§ law Aep,
-9 Chanc. Div. 827 He considered.. that the oraer had been
ur;qulavlv made.

‘ A -

2. Without regulanity, symmetry, or uniformity ;
without order ot arrangement, formation. motion,
ruccesston, etc.; unevenlv : in disorder,

1598 DANIEL Civ. iVars 1 Ixxxev. Like to a riuer that..
‘.(eakts his owne bed, Destrotes his bounds and ouer-runs by
' rce ['he neienoour neitds irregurarly spread., 1064 Houxyr

/icroer. 1 | he contraction s piertarined very unequaily
vidarrecutariv. 1769 RouwERTSON Clas. #, x1. «1790) Li1,
1 lhe \o‘uhgn N garron detng pawd irrequlariy. 1776
UHNNANT Looll 111 300 t1od.) Marked with large, distinet,
rrequlariy shaped «pots of black. 1776-96 WITIFRING f1r1r.
- laafs ed. 0 LV, 213 [rregularly serrated at the euyes.
1478 [rvoNs Mrim. 1ol Lcom, w. tqo In soine countries
13N comes very irregularty and uncertainly, 188¢ Jowkrr
<huevd, 1. 16y Lhe 1slands..lying irrequiarly and not one
tiehind the other.

t Irre'gularness. Oir.
= [RREGULARITY.

1609 UoULAND Urnith. Microl. 27 Now this irrecularnesse
- Nongs .. comes <ometime hiy licence, sometime bv the
teghigence of the Cantor< 1673 Januwav /Heaven on £
18471 75 We cannot discern our uwn crookedness and
irregufarness,

t Irre'gularship. Q4. rare=1*.
+ ~SHIP.) = [RREGULARITY.

1878 1. RoGrRs Nec. Cuming Christ 51/¢ I they haue
alreadye contracted Matrimonie. without any respect of
irreqularship they must be seperated.
rIrre'gulate, a.56.) Ubr. rare. [ad. med. L,
trrégulac-us, It irregoiato unregulated : see [R- 2 ]
Unregulated : irrepular, disorderly.

1579 FeNTON Guiccrard. vy, (1509 2d0 S0 ifregulate 18 a
“ommonaitie or muititude once drawne 1nto mutinie. 1600
V. WarsoN Lecaconton (160031 1320, | inagine thou art an
irregulate Priest. 1650 Kaui. MoNsouti tr, Senaned s Man
ccomte (,urily 160 Thouen this irreguiate jove be voth his
"ault and his pumisnment.

T B. s6. An irreular person: see INREGULAR
t. &, Obs.

1600 W. WATsoN Decacorian (1602) t1s {Thel enaoling of
«_uch rregulates and defectives (v aduancement In the
Church and common weaith.

t Irre'gulate, r. CUbr. [f. prec., or f. [r-2 «
REGULATE w., atter trrepuiar.] (rans. To render
irregular : to disorder.

1600 W. \VarsoNn Necacordon 11601) 81 All these things ..
irregulate the partie that hath them, and makes him ¢n.
apavle of priesthood. 1628 Eauee dlicrocosm., Scepticke

\rh.} 67 It do's onlv~ dugract and irreguiate hun and the
world by him. 1646 Siw 1. Buowwe /rend, LA N1 aviio 7y
lts fluctuations are but motions subservient, which winds,
tormes, shoares, shelves, and every interjacency srregulates.

Irre'gulated, a. rare. (. In-% + reguiated,
3. pple. ot REGULATE .} Unreculated.

1688 N. INGELG lentimolio 4 (/ransn (1682) [1. 17 By
reason of an irreguiated heat, they venture upon sucn rash
\ctions. 1831 LATTON Gov/oiph. s xxiv, There was nothing
snfeminine ar sulien 1n Lucilla’ irreculated moods.

Irregula-tion. rare. (f. It 2+ REGULATION.)
\Vant ol regulation ; irregular action or condition.

a1Bgy H. Daguuono Ideald Life 19 Itis .. a disorderly
-uccession of rglmlou\ impuises, an irregulation ul cunduct,
1uw on this principie, now on that,

- n
tXrre'gulous, a. Obs. rare='. [f. Ir-2 «
L. réenia tule +-0us.] Characterized by absence
nt disregard of rule ; unruly, disorderly, lawless.

1618 Sians. Cymb. . ii. 115 Thou Conspird with that

[rregulous diueli Cloten, Hath heere cut o my Lord.

(f. as prec. + -NF33.]

[f. as prec.

_tIrrejectable, = Cir. rare—'. [In-%]
['hat cannot be rejected.

1648 Bovie Seraph. Loze xvin, (17001 tos T'he former
(Calvimsts) atfirming grace to ve irresistitry presented § the
Litter {Arnumansi, thougn they deny 1t to be irrejectavle
yet fetc.|.

+ Irrela‘psable, q. {Tr-2,7 Not
liable to reiapse.

1660 H. More I/yst. i x v. co1 When he has got to
that irrefapsavle condition of those wnose Souls are ..
pertected 1 Faith and Ilonness.

Irrelate (r/1ét . a. rare. (. In-2+ RELATE
S an L oredat-us, pa. ppic. ol referre to bring
back, to refer.]  Not reiated, unretated.

1848 Db QuiNeey Muspirma Whke, 1i00 XIIL 147 The
leetinyg acuidents of a man s nfe, and its external shows,
may indeed be irrerate ana incongruous. 1848 — 1 rds.
arth s ectry WA 1337 VI, 2¢9 A connection between
uhiects hitherto regarded as irreiate and independent. 186a
Vo WA Wefuts Ilindw ¢hilos. Syse 213 Lhe faculty o
concealment . .1~ a power such that, by 1t, 1gnorance .. a5 it
were, covers Spirtt, uniimited and irretate to the worid,

Irrela‘ted, a. rare. [In-2] =ovrec.

1888 V/ind Jan. y | he onty reais for him ({{ume} were
wertain irrelated sensations,

Irrelation u/lé fon). [Iu-2]
relation, want ot connexion.

1848 Dr. QuiNcky Guinsimien Wke 1600 IV, j10 The in.
stinct ot contempt. . towarys literature was supported by tiie
irrelation of literature to the state. 1883 — A utobing.
M4 Whe 1847 L. 187 {he utter trreiation, 11 both cases, ol
the audience to the scene .. threw upon eacn a ridicule not
10 be etlaced. 1873 . SrENcER Simdy Socwnl. xv. ted, 6)
503 The irrelation Lctween such causes and such etfects.

frrelative ureddtivy, a. 150 ([ Iie <+ RELA-
TIVE. UL K. urrefatsf (Littre)] Not relative;
without relations to each other, or 7o something
clse: unrelated, unconnected: hence, 1a Jlelaph.,

having no relations, absolute.

1640 lir. Rrynot.ns FPassions xi. 26 Continuance is alto-
vether Fxtrinvicall and lrrelative in respect ot White. 1666
Hovee (e formes & (Jual. iico7) 28 It seems evident,
that thev {colours, oduurs, etc.) have an absolute Heing trre.
fiive to Lis. 1849-82 Uwr~ in s odd's Cvel, Anat. LV. 881/2
I hi< enaless suctession and decadence ot the leetn .. wlus.
trate the law ot Vevetative or lrrelative Kepetition. 1862
o Hsw Aefut. /tindu pPhilos. Syst. 210 | he cozmtion
which 1< civen nut a< 4 constituent of Rrahma, is irreiative
to objects 1868 H. Srencer First Frrmc. 1. 1v. § 20 (1875)
R lhe Welative 15 wthell conceivable as such, only by
opposition to the lrrciative or Absolute.

b. taving no relation to or bearing on the

matter 1n hand ; irrelevant,

1640 G. Danier. /'rinarea., Hen. b7, cxxui, Lyllies Spin
not ! a strange Doctrine {rrelative : but lately veg d 'Gainst
Harnie's Lule. 1788 Parev d/ov. F'hslos. ted. a1 L. 10t
(Questions mav be asked which are irrelative to the cause,
1849 L'nackenav fendemnss xx1, ['he widow's answer was
made up ot a great numoer of incoherent ejaculations,
cmbrnce.\. and otherirrejanve matter.

c. AMus. (>See quot.)

181t Busuv Dict. Mus. ed. y), [rrelative, a term applied
fo any two chords which do not contain some sound common
to both.

B. sb. /etaph. Something that has no relation.

a18¢8 Sin W. Hamitron (Ogilvies, This same mental

necessity 15 involved in the generai inabiiity we find of con.
struing positively to thought any irrelative.

Irrelatively (ire'litivli), uaw. (I prec. +
-L¥2.] In an irrelative manner: without relation
to some other thing or things. Const. (o, of.

1648 Bovie Seraph. Lore iv. (17000 24 Considerd ab.
stractedly i itsell and irreiatively (o the rest. 1778 Clar.
W Aun, Neg, 157 note, \Whenever the word sex is used
absolutely and irreiatively, it 1s alwavs to be understood of
the femate. 1833 D QUINCEY Langnage Wis. [X. o3 Style
has an amolute value .. icrelatively to the suvlect. 1864
Pusev Zect. Damel viii. 48y If asked irrelatively of any
context, ' what is the meaning of the words !’

Irrelativeness reiitivnes). [f. as prec. +
-NEss.]  The quality of being irrelative; want of
relativity,

A 1688 |, GooowIN Filled . the Spivit (1867) 20 A flat or
dead srreiativeness, 1n point of merit, 10 him to whom grace
15 shewn or to be shewn, In reference unto him that 18 sup.
posed to shew grace. 1871 Athenmmmn 4 Mar. 277 [n this
~Pirit too we are not concerned about vagueness or irrelative.
less ; we accept the voiumes as a naturaiist’s misceliany,

;! S :

t+ Irrele'nting, «. Ubs. rare. [In-2] Not
relenting, unrelenting. L

1616 W. Fnnne Serm. 40 () death, how irrelenting i< thy
heart ! 1636 Fivz cEEFRAY ¢/nly ['rarspore. Wks. (1581) 194
liehold the irrelenting siater comes.

1 Irrele'ntlessly, adv. Obhs.
for KELENTLESSLY. .

1634 He. MountaGu fumed. Adidr, 14 Hee that can divere
ar prevent a mischiefe, will not .. irrelentiesly see the deso.
lation of those, who are indeed. .the recetued ones of God.

Irrelevance tireslivins). [f. IRRELEVANT: sce
-ANck ) The fact or quality of being irrelevant,
want of pertinence; with an and p/. an irrelevant
remark, circumstance, etc.

1847 L. HUNT Men, M omen, 4 5. 111, xii. 157 Al her wit
is healthy ; 3ll its images enure and applicable throughout

Jbs. rare.

Absence of

Used erroneously

SANCY.) = oprec,

tBoa=tz Benviast Aatian Vudic. Frid, (1821 1V, <30 In
the tollowiny moues ot cottection. (he plague ot irrelevancy
isinamanner unknown. 13313 f.ava 2ha, 1op. Failucies iy,
[ he utter and inextricauic irrelevancy ot the second {member
crthequestiont. 1876 Mozury Uit Sermia. (127717 10 use
the weapoins ol one of these cocleties Against a sinor error in
tlic other society, is a telat irrelevancy ana miapplication,

Irrelevant crelivinty, a. [f In-% + Retg.
VANT: el OV, drredevant lecally inadmissible, not
helping to an 1ssue. 1.\ frequent blunder 1s irreva.
lenty)  Not relevant or pertinent to the case: not
to the purpose ; that does not apply : saul onig. of
evidence or arguments,

laliacy of the trreccrant conclusion = [gnoratio elench
cee [GNORATION 1

1786 Hukke 1. //astines \Wwks N1, 4¢3 All or most of which
{depositions] were ol an irrecuiar and irrclevant nature, and
T ot fit or decent to be taken vy a Brtiddy magistrate, 1789
Liktsitam £aa L xl s05 Fhey are manifestly ierevalent. and
totaliv forergn ty the  arcument. 1799 Mus. |. Wrer /al
af fomes Loriz Lheabove outervation 1. irrelevant to the
case beloreus. 1833 Laviu riva Nerin. Hvor Aelittion, \ Poor
Kelation..tsthe mostirreievant thing 1n nature, 1838 U'niree.
WALL Grecee xxxat. LV, 230 tie cnters tnto A histury of hiy
carly life, which, . 1s winolly irreievant 1o the proper question.
1877 k. R.Connrn fiase 7 anin i 30 No accumulation of
facts can establish an arreievant conclusion, 188y Lasw
Aepotr Queen < lienr h v, <o T he words compiained of
.. were irreievant to the procecdings befure the police coure,

Ience Irreclevantly aaw.,, i an  irrelevant

manner, not to the purpose.

18:8 in Tono, 182n Lanu s2éia Ser. 1. All Fools' Day, It
will cume 1n most irrelevautty and impertinently seasonable
to the time of dav, 1894 C /1 aco Adrance 18 fan., ' | <up.
pose Mr. Morncon has rewurned ', she remarked, rather
irrelevantly, as it seemed to Maud. .

Irrelievable (r/livab'l), a. [In-2] Not
relievable, that cannot be relicved.

1670 H. Stunee /'(us Uilra 67 Violent impressions..upon
the, membranes of the Stomach. which mav introduce an
irrelievable distemper in tnac part. 1797 b, Hancrave
Turtdical Argrs. 1. 16 Gross as we must contess the case (o

e, It 1s irreitevatle.  1B4g NincsiLEy Li/ite., V. Deron Ll
:66, [ never unink, on prinaipie, ot thangs so painful, and yec
s irrelievanle, o .

Irreligion uriliddzany.  (a F. frréiigion (16
t7th e, in Hatz.-Darm.), or immed. ad. L. irre-
ligion-em (Apulewsy, 1oire tlles) + redtgron-em
Revicron.]

1 Want of religion: hostility to or disrcgard,

ol religious principles ; irreligious conduct.

_Tgé-gmo. {rreficione, icrehcton. 168y PurcHas Ail.
frimage (1614) g1 By Noahs Curse «t may appeare, .. that
Cham was the 21\( Author, aiter the Floud, of irrelicion,
1699 Gentl. Calling (10961 t+ 8 To a Christian ‘us certain
the irreligion of fighting a Duel would be the most infamous
thing, 1738 BERKPLrY Alapar. 11, § 24 Nothing leads 1o
vice €0 surely as irreligion. 1876 JowvyT Plate (ed. 2) V,
18y [f laws are baced upan religion, the greatest otfence
aygainst them must be irreirzion.

t 2. A lalse or perverted religion, (45,

1598 ANER . Ene. vun. xhin. (1612) 208 Henrie the
Eight did happely Romes lrreligion cease. 1634 Sis T,
Hererrt /rav. 78 Passing oy his irreligion and Mahu.
metisme, 1698 £, T'exry § ov. £, /nudia 143 kach (sect of
Hindoos| differing irom others very much in opinion about
their trrebigion.

Irreli'gionism. [f prec.+-18).] A system
of irreligion : wreligious theory.

1843 Llackw. ilag. LIV. (i1 lhe immoral schools of
radicalism, irreligionism, and Anticorn-Law Cobdenism,

Irreli‘gionist. (f as prec. + -I1sT.} One
who supports or practises ureligion ; a_professed

opponent of religion. )

1779 WAuBURTON tn Kilvert Select. (1B41) 167 The irre.
Ligionist, with the maiice to embarrass, and the religionise,
with the vanity of doing what 1o one was able 10 do belore,
has been alwavs forward tn writing upon this subject, 187y
Necoll. . Luck m. 118 Thowe only who were confirmed
irreligionists. 1888 Mas. Aev. 20 June 830/1 Any class of
reitgionists, or wrrehgionists—1f the term snay be allowed —
who had speciaily outraged the national sentiment and thus
incurred popular odium.

Irreli'gionize, v. nonce-wd. [f. as pree. 4 -12E.]
trans, To turn 1o irreligion. make irreligious.

1834 S. Witoerrorcr e/ in Life 1l a6t Romamuncg a
few, irreligionizing a multitude. . o

+ Irreligio'sity. Cés. [ad. late L. irreligiis-
tdis (Tert.), n. of qualitv f. irreligidsus Inue-
riarors. CL OF. frreligieuseré (Godel.), ¥, frree
ligiositd, . irredigiositi.] The quality of being
irreligious ; irreliviousness ; irreligtous conduct.

1388 WveLF 1 Asdrasi §2 The whiche {Godl vate wrathe
is stirid vp on his fulc, for ther irreligiose (M ulg. proprer
reeligrosttatem). 1588 AtLEN Admorut. 14 A thinge. .that
aboue all other kindes of irreligiosity most deservethe any
sonest procurethe Giode vengeance. 1618 .l . Jases Fesurrs
/trons. 11 There v not a lesust in all Encland, bhut hath
a sinacke of impietie, irrengrosiue .. and  Machiavillian
Atheisme. A .
Irreligiouns (irili'dzas), a. [ad. L.srweligivsus,
f. ir- (n-%) + religiosus RELicious. CL k. irve-
ligteux (15-16th c. 1 Godef. Compe.).]
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IRRELIGIOUSLY.,

1. Not rcligiouns : hostile to orwathout reard for
~sbgion . ungodly; podless. a. Of pérsonsmeherr

astons, ete,

1581 T, Norvon Calwin's /rst. u. 112 In all ages that ir.
cengious atlectation of religion .. hath shewed and yet doth
‘new forth itsell. 1563 GOLDING C.zsar 148 [t seldome or
neuer chaunceth, thatany man 1s <o trrelizious that he dareth
A hide any thyng that is so taken. 1699 . PeLt Jmpr.
JYea o Lheir vain, wle, irreligious, soul-damning, deboyst,
wnd ungodly lives, 1678 AMILTON Samsom Boo An arres
ugious Dishonourer of Uagon. 1717 BeakeLey G nardias
No. 70 # 1t irreiizious men, wiose short prospects are hiled
with earth, and sen<e, and mortal life. 1836 H. KocExs
7. Howe vi. (iduv 188 The irreltious monarch .. slept
Jurning the preater part of the sermon. 1863 Gro. Evior
Aomoi@ Proem, l.carned personaces .. maintatned tnhat
\ristotie .. was-a thoroughly irreligious philusophier. 1868
Ugowmna Atue 4 &4, x. 453 Lhis 1s the man proves irres
hgtousest Uf all mankind.

b. transr. Ofthings: Showing n want of religion;
at vartance with religious principles.

11704 T. Baowwn é'lears. /Arstle Wke. 1710 1. 1og Uur posies
for rinas are either immodest or irreliqious.  t18¢6 Ui.MaTED
Slave States 119 None of the irrehigious ialsittes 1n stucco
and paint that so generally dicenchant all expression of
worship 1n our city meeting-houses.

t 2. Believing 1n, practsing, or pertaming to a
(alse religion. Oébs.

1878-88 Asp. SAnOVS Serm. 1 Parker Soc.) 378 That irre
ligious crew .. which fight fur antichrist, for heresy, for
popery. 1588 Suas. /¢/. A, v.ou 13t The issue of an e
rehigious Moore. 161y W. lnownw S Aeph. #'ipeiv, Cypresse
may fade.. A herse mongst irreligious rites be mnged. 1634
~in T. Hersery /'rar. 193 Cheir Religion 11 austere (but
irreligious). .some adore a Cow, others a Siake, other-some
the Sunne.

Irreligiously urflidzastn), adv. ([ prec. +
BN | n an (rrefigious manner; 1n a wav
contrary to rehigion: ttn accordance with a false
religion (ods..

1877 tr. Bullinger s Decades (1592) 117 Qutward honour
ireligiously exhibited to the true and verie God. ¢ 1630
Risoor Surv. Deron é 45 (1810) g1 Uhere 1s a smail market,
in (ormer times irreligiousiy k:e& on the sabbath day,
1769 Hiacksvone Comrm. (1810) IV iv. <2 [ they keep any
nmate, thus trreligiously disposed, in their houses, they for-
feit tod, per month.

Irreligiounsness (ir/li'dzasnes). [f. as prec.
~-NEs8.] The quality ot being irreligious ;_ug-

: [k igion (04s.3.

1877 Noarusnoone Dicing (1841) 92 Will God sutier them
nonpunished that..handle..God's diuine mystenes with
>uch vareuerentnessa and imeligiousnedse 7 1643 Licutroor
t/lean. £x, (1648) 14 Changing hic [dolatry, and’ irreligious.
nese for the worship o1 the true God. 1698 Locke yra Let.
loleration 19t (Seager) 1he ignorance or irreligiousness to
‘e found amonest conformusts —1 lav not the blame of upon

venformity. 18¢8 Donaw Lrt. #o0ls 26 He illustrates the
itreligiousness ot men.

t Irreclishable, a. Obs. rare=. [Ia-2] Not
relishable, unpalatable.

168 Dav Law /[rickes u. (1881) 33 More irrelishable
Lhen oredride Stock-fish.

Irrelu‘ctant, a. rare. (I&-2.] Not reluctant;
willing.

1647-83 EveLYN AHiel. Relig.(18¢0) [, 2 An irreluctant and
free assent to such truths as are the continual objects of our
senses. 1838 Jait's Mag. X1X. 664 Lhe torrent-fountains
..\Whose irreiuctant streams supply A quick relief to lowlier
woe,

+ [rrema‘rkable, a. Obs. rare='. Also % inr-.
[Ir-2. Cf. F. rrremarquaile (Cotgr.).] Not
remarkable; having no mark by which it may be
distingushed ; unremarkable.

1638 CarT. Fox Vevth iV est 189, 1 wasin Latitude 61 d. g7 m.
and stood 1n close to this inremarkeable shore, and o ali the
‘and within this straight, may be called. far it is all shoting,
r descending {rom the bighest mountaine to the Sea. (In
F Smith Yoy, Dise, (1748) . 68, this {rremarkable Shore.}

Irremeable (ire'mnab’), irindab’h, a. [ad.
[.. drremedbil-is, {. /7 (IR-2) & remedre to o back,
retum, {, re- back ¢ medre to fo, pass: sce -ADLE.
In OF, irremeadle (Godef.). CI. permeabie.] Ad-
muting of no return : {rom, bv. or through which
there is no rcturn.  Now only poer.

1569 J. Saneoro tr. Aerippas am. Artes 145 The
countrie of the dead is irremeante. 161t Corvat Cruditics
sng, | was for the time in a kinde of irremeable labyrinth.
169y DavneN sHueid vi. <35 The chief without delay Pass'd
on, and took th'irremeable wav. 1718-s0 Pore /{iad xix.
512 My three brave brothers. 1n one muurnful day, All trod
the dark irremeable way. 1769 ‘jmmson Lett, to Mrs.
/irade 3 Oct., | perhaps shali not be easly persuaded .. to
s enture mysell on the wremeable road. 1768 HawkksworTH
tr. Jélémagnue vir. (1784) 73 {'he irremeable waters of Styx

preclude for ever the return of hope. 1864 SwinsurRNE
+lalamta 600 We shot after and sped Clear through the
irremeable Sympiegades. .

Hence Irre'meably adv., without possibility of
retum.

1808 T. HarmaL Scemes of Lije 11. g4 The time of remedy,
as well as of prevenuon, was now wrremeably past.
Irremediable(irimi-didb'l), a. (ad.L.irreme-
lidbil-is, §. sr- (IR-%) + remedidbilis REMEDIABLE :
. F. srrémédiable (1474 in Hatz.-Darm.).] Not
remediable; that does not admit of remedy, cure,
or carvection © inerurable @ irranarahlae

{
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if 2 man doe mingie it with the juice of the said hemiocke,
Joth migntily enturce the poison thereof, and make it irre-
mediable. 1660 |ER. L'avior fuct. Dubie. 1. v, A\ person ot
a desperate fortune, irremediavble and irrecoverable. 1712
L.any M. \W. Montacu Let. (o V. Montagwu 9 Lec., | know
and foresee ail the trremediable mischiefs, 1738 JOHNSON
tr. Lobo's boy. Abyssimta Pref. I'he reader will here tind
no regions cursed with trremediable barrenness or ULlest
with spontaneous fecundity. 1808 A, RANKEN ¢/1st. france
.11 1. 102 lo' irremediable diseases, savs Cassar, .. men are
<acrificed as victuns by the Gauls. 1868 Pusey /rnth Lne.
Ci. 62 The conquest of Constantinople .. made the schism
of the Greeks irremedtaule. ) )
{{ence Irreme-dinbleness, the quality of being

irremecnable.

a 1614 Dovne Biafavaros 11644} 117 Such fauks as are
Lreatest, either 1t their owne NAture, or in an irremediable.
nesse wnen tiiey are done. 1798 MALrnus Zopnd. nnoa
(1808) 11, 105 Lbe irremeu .nieness of marriaze, as i 1y at

resent constituted, undoubtedly deters many trom entering
into this state. vy g .

Irremediably (irfmitidbli), adv. ([ prec.
+-Lv4.) In an wrremediable manner or degree;
50 as not to adimit O[ remedy, cure, or correction,

1684 DoNNE (evotions, ete. $65 A relapse proceeds with a
more violent dispatch, and more irremediably, because it
finds the country weakned. 175§ YOUNG Lentanr . Wkae,
1757 1V. 114 Lhus they .. are deplorablv ¢ay, tli thev are
irremediably undone. 1848 JoMrmson Consevvative Wks.
(Uobn) I1. 273 i3 1t s0 wremedtably bad?

+ Irre'mediless, a. Ubs. Used erroneously for

REMEDILESS.

1600 W. \Watson Decacordon (1602} 270 The most dan.
gerous, infectious, and. . irremedilesse poyson. c1630 DTRAL.
roro In Browning L:/¢ (1dat) 70 Lt i~ irremediless, and
therefore must Le yieiden unto. 1669 EVELYN #lemr. 118<7)
11, 1<o Upon these irremediless assaults. 167§ Hanoks Guld,
Aey Wke 1807 V. 108 This despair is. .an etiect occasioned
by the sinner s view ui his irremedilens, woetul condition.

t+ Irreme-dious, a. Ubs. rare=>. (fIn-2¢ +
L. remearum KEMEDY +-0us.] \Without remedy.

Hence + Irreme diously adv.

1659 HeEviin Lertamarn &pist, 308 Jeroboham .. therehy
plagued them irremediously. .inta the heavy anger and dis.
pleasure ot the Lord their Gud.

Irreme mberable, a. rare. [In-2] That
cannot be remembered. )

1830 W. Tavior Germ. #vetry | 179 The came hero is
repeatedly..abandoned, and returned to, with confusing
and irrememberabie aiternation.

Irremissible (ir/imisib’). a. Also 6 inre-,
7-g ervon. irremissable. (a. F.irrémissible (1234
in Hatz.-Darm.). ad. L. {rremuassibsd-is, £ ir- (In-%)
+ remnssioidis Rexissisie.] Not remassible ; for
or of which there 1s no remission.

a. That cannot be forgiven; unpardonable.

1483 Piler. Sowde (Caxton: i, li. (1859) s¢ He is entatched
wia‘ synne irremvasybie. 1508 Urd. Crysten AMer (W, de
V. 1508} t1. v. 103 These .vi. maner of synnes beforesayd be
sayd inremyssyble. 1543 Becox New Vear's Giftin Larly
1t/ks. (Parker doe) 330 Only the sin against the Holy
Ghost..ts irremisuble and never furgiven. a 1656 HaLEs
Tracts (16771 2t Many would conclude there 1s a un for
which we may not pray: ftirt, because it s irreminsable.
atpg7 H. WaLroLs Jem. Geo. {7 (1847) L1L i, 19 Those,
who, two years ago,iay under the wremissibie cime ot being
Tories. 1838=3 L. NCRTON Eccl. //ist. xix. (184s) 406 The
heavier and more atrocious sins, such as apostasy, murder,
and adultery, were considered. .o be irremissible.

b. ‘I'hat cannot be remitted as an obligation or
duty ; unelterabiv obligatory or hinding.

163¢ R. Byrireo Doctr. Sadéd. 32 Sancufication .. indis
pensable, iremissable 1o any man. 1738 MorGan Alpiers
11, iv. 386 The kings ot l'uniy shail na, to the kings of
Spain an irremussible annuai 'ribute of six llomes and
tweive Falcons. 1818 New dlanthly Mae. LIV. 167 The
Mufti reminded the younc prince of this irreniisuble cere.
imany, which the Dey hunseif never presumed to violate
18gn Contemp. Nev. Aut. 20s Lheir ierermissible duties to
thew own countrvmen.

l{ience Irremassibi'lity, Irremissibleness,

the quality or condition of being irremissible;

unpardonabieness,

16e8=18 e, HaLL Confempl, A T, ut i, That dreadful
<entence of the irremissiblenesse of that sinne unto death.
1710 Urit. Apotlo L. ()uarterly No.2.8/2 The trremissible.
ness of Sins after Hapusm, 1847 Lo, fannsav Chr. drt | 30
‘I'lie frequent practice of postpuning buptism to manhood,
from helief 1n the plenarv remission of sins at baptism,
and the quast irremissibilicy of <in after it. 1893 H. C. G.
Moutk § ‘enr Creatar 21 Some further licht s thrown on
this irremissisility by the fact that the Gospel is scen n
Scripture as the final message of divine mercy.

Irremi'ssibly, «/z. [f prec. +-tvd] Inan
irremissible way ; without possibility of remission

or pardon. .

1498 Caxton ftas Fatr (W.de W. tia5i 1. 102 alt So
many inveerable <ouies: whiche ben..soo yr‘rzmyx‘wbly
loste and dampned. 1650 Howvil (irafp's Aan N ufln
g3 Whoever was found upon the sireets shioutd die irre.
missibly without mercy. 1738 WannustoN Diev. Legat. L.
+48 Punishment irremixsibly pursued the Transgressor. i82q
SourHey &4. of Ch. (1841) 508 Eight herevies were made
punishable with death upon the first otlence. uulfss (t:e
offender abjured his errors, and irr bly if he P
1808 Alackw. Jlag. CLI. 432/2 That hour was known to
bave irremissablv sounded. . 2

t Irremi-ssion. Obs. rare='. [In-2] The

fame ni mar hainie ramatted © nancremission.

t
:
i

IRRENITIBLI

Irremi-ssive, a. rare. (Ia-2
Ly betng without remission ; unres
1819 Covemiocr Hwe, Lit. 149 Lhis «
ALtion by the wili and understanding, a
therr srremissive, though gentie and unmo
t Irremittable, a. Uls. rare
capable ot bemg remitted : = [uee
158y Houssuen Chron. L /1ist. Scot. 4
intreat of the sinne acanst the Holiegex
trremittable or vnta death. 16319 Heww
39 Adainst winch irremittable sin, Seneca
Irremovable :irindivabl, u
-mooueable, 0-o -moveabla. {I
1. Not removable; incapable of
or displaced ; not subject to remov
!590‘!. DickeNsoN Greene in Conc. (s
Litised fimmes for lasting mionumess ¢
tharacters ot his barbarous crueitie. ssge
I anely wish | may haue harbour and en
where my 1er Lie and nfi i
faced. 166 Hooxe dlicreer. 3y Fine
dilficulties aiimost srremovable. 1
(18141 1. 159 Let us consider from w tscwae
nenerally anise, and perhaps we stoadl &
moveatle, 18gs Sin F. Patcawe Ao
Faith failing through irremovaule sgmes
litlor Dan. {Jer. I, 303 An onnnous srres

L. lucapable ol Leing displacea

position permanent.

1648 MiLvon /enure A'fnes Wha. (18g9)
Lirth or succession can be no priveiewe
A tyrant sit irremovable over a naties gee
Counam i H, Walpole Alews. (ivo. 47 ¢
Parliament could not be ditsolved. drat ¢
Council. 1838 tr. Sismmeman's [tal. Kap.
judges, numerous, Independent, and
I, W. RousgavsoN #/1st. A58, 38y An dorn
the obligations required of hun, the dau
maveabie.

1 2. Incapable of hieing moved ;

flexible. /uit. and fig. Obs.

1597 A. M. ir. Guudemean's Fr. Chiro
tonge ttede, and with irremoveabie ey=
/{ist. l'urks (1631) 123 | hese are the u
and surent sement. 1688 SHAKE (Vand. L
irremoueable, KResolu'd for flight. aflsa
CAnnneyasueepers, Lhere he sicod, 20
picture, trremovabie.

B. s6. Une who cannot be reme~

position 1s permanent.

1848 Lewis Lesl. (1870) 18y A Bill mad
irremovables a union charge, 189§ <«
t Aug. 131/t The English Lords bame
incapable irremovables.

llence Irremovabi'lity, Irvems -
qualitv of being uremovable.

1610 Donug Prendesiariyy x. 276 Thew
preuatie 0 much vpon our consciences, -
wurke such a(nj] .. irremoueavlenese 4«
Wreesvea, /rremevactlily, 1868 {'ismes
lefended..the pr le of judiceat dinper
Dk. AxGviL Unrssans £ ownd. Sociedy em. =
from the soil of sonwe particular aren

Irremo-vably, aav. (. prec s
irremovable manner; immovauly;
Lulitv of. or liabilitv to, removal.

1668 EVELYN A rtus f7. Brussels Misc. A\
above aii. w0 hrmiy and wrremoveavly fseu
of the true Protestant rehigion. 1848 foae.
<91 i'he read jaws being irremoveatdy baxs
the conquerors. 18¢8 CABLYVLE /& rqmd &t
101 | his Serene Lady stands like a €age:
movaldy in the way, .

Irremo-veal. rare=. (Ix-:] °
moval.'

1849 in Cratc, 18¢8 in Wensvea.

+ Irremo'ved, a. Ubs. rame
removed, unmoved.

1688 Peacham Compd. Gend. 8. 13636} &

. stands firma, and iwremoved cleaves bea.

Irremunerable, a. rare. |
cannot be remunerated, rewarded, «

1683 COCKERAM, /1 remismdraiie, nut et
in Baieey.  1808-34 Gawt’s Sindv died. —
‘I hunmpson, 10 whowe indefaticable sesi «
widder an wremunerable oblivation.

+ Irremunerated, a. OM s
Nut remunerated ; unremunerated.

w1648 Lo. Henerer éem. 4771 (16858 a1
uf Rome shouid think themseives inremms
pain. 1688 Naleigh’'s Chost 333 No e
revenged, not good irremunerated and @

Irre'nderable, a. rare. (ls.-
ol heing rendered or expressed in amm

1879 J. D. lLanc Ameid p. v, And yet, b
though irrenderabd of ver
i~ an nnmartal poem.

Irrenew-able, a. rare. (I8-=3
able: that cannat be .

1888 # arper's Magp. Nov. goys The bege
irrenewable expenence.

tIrrenitible, a. Obs.rare. (L1
f. L. resiti to struggle agaiwnst, reses
Not to be struggied against or

Apparently the word intended bere, s
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ral World 525
aredict, forecast, fore,
1d tea leaves, read or ooy,
.stal-gaze, cast nau\,:it,-q
"ot horoscopes, cag they
. water-divine. read
267: Intwtion 320; Fon.
wer 514
Jrm. mesmenze, hypy,
nells, spellbind, say mag
oomstck, put the ewy
theurguze, thaumaturm
1ze, bedewvil. possess
" Influence 512: Powersy
vvoke, raise ghosts, wap
an, call up spirus, syp,
siting

-v. mysteriously, secrewy
anely, cabalistically, m
sritually. supernaturaly
«irapsychologically, tels
inoucally, prophetaly

consciously, subcon

veirdly (Inf}], ghoulishk
“uically. theurgically,
‘nonically

'L view, viewpoint, angk
dtlitude. stance; impre
auon, thougnt, idea, ne
position. theory, thcsn'
vcture, supposition, sur
elief, climate of opinot
nnty

Intuition 320; Idea 3t
359 Certainty 840
ivnce, assurance, relian®

* credulity. credulousnes
nston of disbelief; expec
dge, word of honor

. prety, religious belief. ®
ced, credo. dogma, cano®
‘aith, declarauon of faid
~m: mantifesto, doctnt®

nlogy

wisibility, trustworthin®

ster, faithful, conformé®

conformist; trusting person, innocent, naif; lamb to
\he slaughter. sucker {Inf}

ADJECTIVES

¢

pelleving, assured, confident. convinced, sure, certain,
positive. opintonated. dogmauc; faithful, conformust,
orthodox, converted, born-again: trusuing, trustful,
unhestitating, ungquestioning, undoubting, unsuspect-
ing, credulous: gullible. innocent, nave. green. wet be-
hind the ears

) Religion 81: Naiveté 821 Certainty 840

believable, credible. creditable. tenable, plausible.
reasonable, realistic. possible. probable. likely, con-
vinang, persuasive, impressive, commanding, reliable.
rustworthy

b Posstbility 836. Probability 838

belleved. undisputed. unquestioned, authonative.
acaredited, doainnal. creedal. recetved. accepted, main-
tained: putative. supposed. alleged, hypotheucal

VERBS

believe, have faith in, put one’s faith in, have no
doubts about. credit. accept, be led to believe, take
someone’s word for, accept on faith, take on trust.
trust, swallow: confide in. rely on. depend on. count
on, bank on, swear by. take {or granted. rest assured.
know. maintain. hold. declare. affirm, profess, con-
fess: (Inf]: fall for, buy, swallow or fall for hook, line.
and sinker .

b Affirmauon 189: Knowiedge 348

be of the opinion, opine, presume, assume. surmise.
guess, suppose, think. suspect. understand. be under
the impression, get 1t into one’s head, have in mind.
have the opinion. imagine, fancy, regard. consider.
deem. esteem

b Thought 317 Supposttion 359

make someone believe, assure. convince, persuade.
influence. convert. win over. evangelize, proselytize,
Propagandize, spread the word. indoctrinate, brain-
wash, deceive, dupe. take in

Y Religion 81 Deceprion 193; Influence 512

ADVERBS

1

1

believingiy, confidently, positively, dogmaucally.
'fustfully. unhesiaungly, unsuspectingly, faithfully,
Credulously, gullibly. naively

_beue"ablY. credibly, plausibly, reasonably, convinc-
Ngly. persuasively, supposedly, allegedly, hypotheticaily

88 Disbetjes

Nouwg

dis

uncb“"eﬁ doubt. doubtfulness. dubiousness, dubiety.
e o X A
Mainty, hesutancy, hesitation. distrust, mistrust,

misgiving, quaim, scruple, reservauon, skepticism,

scorn, suspiciousness, suspicion: disagreement, dis-

sent, demur. demurral

b Dissent 347: Derision 369: Disagreement 463: Uncer-
tainty 841

unbelievabllity, incredibility. impossibility, improba-

bility. implausibility, untenability

b Impossibility 837: Improbabilitv 839

incredulity, amazement. bewilderment, bafflement,

perplexity. nonbelief, discredit. rejection, demial

b Negation [90: Surprise 292

unbelief, agnosuasm. atheism. ieligion, loss of faith:

infidelity, paganism, heathenism, misbelief

» Religion 81

disbeliever, unbeliever. nonbeliever, heretic, pagan,

heathen. infidel. agnostic, atheist: doubter, doubting

Thomas, apostate, dissenter. disstdent, nonconformist,

skepuc. mocker. detractor. Irreligionist, seculanst, ra-

tonalist, freethinker. matenalist

b Religion 81: Freedom 829

ADJECTIVES

é

disbellieving, unbelieving, incredulous. skepticai,
scornful, doubtful, doubting, dubious, demurnng; un-
certain. hesitant. distrustful, mustrustful, suspicious,
dissenung; agnostic. athetsuc ixzeligious, faithless, un-
faithful: pagan. heathen. misbelieving
b Religion 81; Dissent 347; Uncertainty 841
disbelieved, unbelieved. discredited, exploded, un-
believable, incredible, beyond belief, impossible, im-
probable, implausible. untenable, hard to believe, far-
fetched, unreliable. suspect, suspected, suspicious,
so-called, self-styied. questionable. disputable
d Ridiculousness 368; Imposstbility 837; Improbability
839

VER@S

8

disbelieve, refuse (o believe, dissent, disagree. scom.
ndicule. mock. scoff at, deny, negate; challenge, dis-
pute. discredit. question, doubt. have doubts about,
hesttate, waver. half-believe, have reservations, dis-
trust, mistrust, suspect. smeil a rat, take with a pinch
or grain of salt, apostatize, lapse

b Negatton 190; Question 333; Dissent 347 Derision 369
cause disbelief. cast doubt, call into question, dis-
credit, raise suspicions, amaze, stagger

b Surprise 292; Question 333

ADVERBS
10 disbelievingly, unbelievingly, incredulously, skepti-

cally, doubtfully, dubiously. uncertainly, hesitantly,
distrustfully, mistrustfully, suspiciously

11 unbelievably, incredibly. implausibly, unreliably,

questionably, disputably

87 Bellet — 88 Disbelief
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- 448 Wickedness

NOUNS

I

6

wickedness, badness. unnghteousness. sin. sinful-
ness. cvilness, wrong: wicked or bad behavior. evildo-
ing, wrongdoing: wicked or bad wavs, bad character.
stnful or immoral or evil ways: rankness, louiness, ne-
fariousness. shametulness, [lagitiousness. infamous-
ness; villainousness. ficndishness, delinquency. crim-
inality, willainy, knavery., roguery: malevoience,
enormity, atroaousness, hetmnousness. viaousness, cru-
elness, inhumanity: notoriety, notoriousness. scan-
dalousness. infamy, flagrancy
¥ Malevolence 306: Wrong 430: Evil 446
depravity, unvirtuousness. Impurity, corruption, vi-
tation, loss of innocence: vice. obscenuty, indecency.
lust. vulganty, carnalitv, debauchery, vileness. base-
ness: degradation. perversion. degeneraton, degener-
acy; disrepute, fallen nature, recidivism, backsliding.
detertoration; proflicacy, turptitude. moral turpitude,
shamelessness: immorality, amoraiity, amoralism, no
morals. loose morals. morai weakness, weakness of
the flesh: weak point. laxity, lack of principle
b Disrepute 37! Immorality 432. Detertoration 808
Iniquity, wicked deed. peccability. transgression, tres-
pass. improbity, dishonesty: (law. (a1al flaw. failing.
frailty, infirmuty, fault, defect. dement: sin. vemal sin.
onginal sin. capual sin. carnal sin. mortal sin. deadly
sin; seven deadly sins: pride, covetousness or avarice,
lust, anger, gluttony, envy, sloth
b Religion 81: Desire 288: Pride 297: Envy 314: Im-
morality 432; Weakness 517
impiety, ungodliness. godlessness, blasphemy, sacn-
lege, desecrauon, profaneness, profamty, idolatry. dev-
iltry, devil worship, Satanism. diabolism. witchcraft,
sorcery
b Occultism 86; Evil 446
villain, blackguard. criminal, lawbreaker. crook. male-
factor. outlaw, desperado. culpnt. offender. roughneck.
hooligan, hoodlum: fclon. cheat. thief, robber. tough,
mugger: rapist, child abuser, pedophile; drug peddler
or dealer, racketeer. gangster. mobster, mafioso: killer,
murderer, hired killer. assassin, hatchet man, terronst,
bomber. suicide bomber: wrongdoer, evildoer, trans-
gressor, sinner, black sheep: trautor, betrayer, quisling,
Judas, snake. snake in the grass. swine, swindler; pimp.
nasty type, thug, bully. brute. savage, sadist, ogre;
scum, scum of the earth, dregs of society: cnminal
world. underworld, gangland. organized crnime, syndi-
cate, Mafia, the Mob, Cosa Nostra, Black Hand: {Inf|:
the rackets. hood, con man. hit man

b Malevolence 306; Immorality 432; Evil 446

miscreant. renegade, recreant. troublemaker. good-
for-nothing. ne'er-do-well: scamp. rake, knave. rogue,

rascal. scoundrel. rapscallion, reprobate, Wastre|,
ligate, degenerate. lecher. pervert: ugly custom
¢gg. baddie or baddy. bad lot. lowlife: {Inf}: baq,,. *
ten apple. bastard. rat, skunk. polecat. bitch, g
wrong'un, son of a bitch or S.0.B., bad no:w;_[:l§

rotter (Brit] b
1 wicked act, cnminal act. criminal offense, Punighas
otfense. hanging offense, gutlty act, foul play: y
ful act. lawbreaking, misdemeanor, shoplming, dely
quency. juvente delinquency; crime, white.
crime, (elony, drug peddling or dealing, rackete,
robbery, rape, assault, assauit and battery, assayj
a deadly weapon: murder, assassinaton, terrq
bombing, capual crime, deadly crime, career of
b Killing 30; Substance Abuse 121; Guilt 450
s wicked place, sewer, gutter, pit, sink, sink of g
ruptton, sinkhole. hole: den. den of iniquity or vig,
{leshpot. brothel. bordello. house of prostituti,
cathouse (Inf]; drug house, optum den, gambling deg
road to hetl, hell, hellhote -
» Substance Abuse 121, Immoraliity 432 ‘
ADJECTIVES .
9 wicked, bad. unnghteous. sinful, sinning, evi: ba
having badly. ¢vildoing. wrong, wrongdoing; uﬂ
foul, arrant, nefarious. disreputable, disgra
shameful, flagitious. infamous: fiendish. d:linquf..
cnmunal. villainous. knavish. roguish: maievol
atrocious, heinous. vicious, cruel, inhuman: nm:
ous, scandalous, flagrant .
10 depraved, unvirtuous, virtueless, scarlet, impure, ®
chaste, corrupt, debased: rotten, rotten to the oz
steeped in vice, obscene, indecent, lustful, vuigar, &
nal. debauched. vile. base; degrading, degraded. pe
verting, perverted. perverse. degenerate, degenem®
ing, degenerauve. profligate; disreputed. falla
recidivistic, readivous, slipping, sliding. backsliding
detenorating, detenorated: shameless: without morh
immoral, amoral, morally weak. lax. unpnnapled
b Immorality 432 .
impious, irreligious. ungodly. godiess. god(omh!
blasphemous. sacnilegious, desecrating, profanc, de®
ilish, Satanic, diabolic; flawed. failing. frail, infi
faulted, defected: proud. covetous, avancious. iu
angry. gluttonous. envious, shiftless. lazy
d Evil 446
12 villainous, illegal, unlawful, lawbreaking. ouths®
desperate, offensive; cuipable. accusable. blamew
guilty; felonious, cheaung, thieving, abusive: muf
ous, terrornist; traitorous, Judas-like, snakelike. rea®

ant: troublesome, scampish, rascally, lowdown {
crooked. stinking, rotten
VERBS #
13 be wicked. act wickedly, be bad. stray. stray [ro®
path of righteousness, sin. commit sin. wrong
wrong, fall from grace: have one’s [oibles, have

448 Wickedness
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hrobate, wa

g '-
o ugly Cug(
.,‘lfc: “n"‘ 3
‘olecar, bilch.

"B bag Newy:

1holfense, Puny
1t foug Play, "'
o Shoph(ung_ )
<rime, White 4
fealing, tack
I battery, 353
SNInation, tem
.umc. Careep of g
Guilt 450
H.osink, Sink ¢
ol niquity gp
¢ ol prosying
T den, 2ambling

v 432

AL sinning, evil

‘vrongdoing: g o
‘table, disgraghd?
nendish, delinggese,
oguish; maleve :
-l inhuman; neg |

- scarlet, impure, y
rotten to the eg '
U lustful, vulgar, JI
ihing, degraded, pi)]
“cenerate, degenegd
Jisreputed, falief]
shding, backslid
‘ess: without momd!
“ax. unpnncipled

ndless, godfo

raung, profane, ‘
tatling, frail, infi
» avancous, lustd
oss, lazy f

whreaking, outs®
1able, blamewort$
i, abusive; murde®
~e. snakelike, red®
lv, lowdown (1

stray, stray from (%
(e sin, wrong
s foibles, have one¥

‘__—___,_/
44

{

side; (ransgress. trespass, offend. cheat. thieve,
T swindle, rob. rape, abuse. brutalize. savage:
H 8 u'w[dgf, assassinate, terronize: shock, scoff at
aspheme, profane: corrupt, become corrupt,

37 e, 0 .

"7 o the bad, fall into evil ways, shame onesel. dis-

".«‘ onesell, ruin one’s name; lapse, relapse, back-
deviate from the path of virtue, stray from the

? aralght and narrow, go to the dogs {Inf}

“mnye, make wicked, corrupt, distort, vituate: lust

seduce, debauch. degrade, pervert, degenerate:

' set 8 bad example. mislead. lead astray, teach wicked-

pess, lempt, diabolize: demoralize. shame. dehuman-

ke
AOVERSS
@ wickedly, badly, unrighteously, sinfully, evilly, with

evil Intenuons, wrongly: foully. arrantly, nefanously,
dh.ncc(ully, shamefully, flagitiously, infamously: vii-
lainously. fiendishly. delinquently, cnmunally, knav-
shiy; malevolendy, atrociously. heinouslv. viciously.
cuelly, inhumanely: notoriously, scandalously, fla-
grantly

% envirtuously, impurely, corruptly, obscenely. 1n an
obscene manner. tndecently, lustfully, vulgarly, car-
nally, vilely, basely: degradingly, 1o one’s discredit, per-
venily, degeneratively: disreputably, readivaungly;
shamelessly, immoralily, amoraily, without morals: in-
iquitously, dishonestly, unscrupulously

11 tmplously, ungodly, irreligiously. blasphemously, sac-
rlegiously, profanely, devilishly, diabolically. satani-
ally

18 villainously, cnminally. illegaily, unlawfully, culpably,
ofensively, with offense, feloniously, guiltily. mur-
derously

449 Innocence

No. it is not oniy our fate but our business to lose inno-
ance, and once we have lost that, it is futile to attempt a

pimicin Eden. — €LIZABETH BOWEN
——

LLITIYTY

|
lnnocence, vintue, goodness: morality, upnghtness,

probity: puny, virginity, chastity: punty of hearn, saint-
liness, siace of grace, perfection; immaculacy. clean-
:::: Cllcanliness. spotlessness, ;lainlessncss. white-
N CI;:njly’:ulncss. harmiessness. 1pof(cnswcncss
Incorm :“ 111 Modesty 403 Yxrrue 47 .
‘BSncss-‘?t 0:. mcorrupubllny. mcorrup‘tcdncss.‘s.lm
dear co;‘srge om from sin, guiltlessness, 1ncqlpab|||ty.
billty~ . cience, clean hands. faultlessness. |mpgcca-
proac'hab:fnclessngss. freedom Irom. blame, irre-
mnoccm illy. nothing to confgss, nothing to declare;
b Clogny ntentuons, pure motives
. ness 111 Morality 431

8al Innocence, verdict of innocence, finding of in-

\

nocence:; acquittal, exoneration. excutpation, absolu-

tion

b Law 53: Litigation 54

naiveté, ingenuousness, gutlelessness, anlessness; un-
sophistication, inexperience, immaturity; callowness.
greenness, unworldliness; naturalness, sitmplicity. cred-
ulousness; childhood, days of innocence. golden age,
salad days

b Youth 26; Ignorance 349; Nawvete 821 .
innocent person, Innocent pany. innocent: beginner,
ingenue, virgin, newcomer, greenhorn. tenderfoot: 1n-
fant. child. babe. newborn babe, babe 1n the woods or
wood; good person, saint, lamb. dove. angel: goody
two shoes, goody-goody

ADJECTIVES

é

innocent,. virtuous, good, upright; pure. virginal,
chaste: pure of hean. saintly, perfect, angelic; tmmac-
ulate, unblemished. untainted: stainless, spotless,
unspotted: unsullied. undefiled. unsotled: clean. pns-
tine, white; prelapsanan. untouched by evil, unermng,
innocent as a lamb, lamblike, innocent as a dove, dove-
like, genue; inoffensive, harmiess, innocuous, safe:
playful, holier than thou, goody-goody

incorrupt, incorrupuble. sinless, (ree from sin; guilt-
less. inculpable, faultless, impeccable: blameless, un-
blamable, unblameworthy: irreprehensible, reproach-
less, irreproachable, above suspicion: not guiity,
cleared. in the clear; with clean hands, clean-handed:
uncorrupt, uncorruptible, uncorrupted

declared innocent, found innocent, found not guilty:
cleared, acquitted. exonerated, exculpated. absolved

naive, ingenuous, guileless, artless; unsophisticated.
credulous; inexperienced, immature, callow. green:
unworldly, nawural, simple; knowing no wrong, know-
ing no better; prelapsanan. childlike: innocent as a
child. innocent as a newborn babe

VEIRBS

be innocent, have no guiit, stand above suspicion,
wrong no one: have clean hands. have a clear con-
science, have nothing to be ashamed of. have nothing
to hide. have nothing to declare. have nothing to con-
fess; live in a state of grace, not fall from grace; mean
no harm. have the best intenuons, salve one’s con-
science

declare innocent, find innocent, find not guilty; clear.
acquit, exonerate, exculpate, absolve

be naive, have no guile, lack sophistication, lack ex-
perience. lack maturity; know no wrong, know no
better: have the innocence of a child. be childlike

ADVYERBS

13

innocently, in all innocence. with clean hands. with
a clear conscience. with an easy conscience; virtu-
ously, uprightly. purely. with pure intentions; vir-
ginally, chastely; perfectly, to perfection. in a petfect
way, angelically; immaculately. spotlessly, unerringly;

429
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Transcript Of Floor Session Debate On A Rules Committee Report
Wednesday, February 23, 2000

Speaker Sviggum: Report from the Committee on Rules and Legislative Administration.

Clerk Burdick: Report from the Committee on Rules and Legislative Administration. Pawlenty for the Committee on Rules and
Legislative Administration, offers the following report and moves its adoption. “Resolve that Rule 1.01 of the Permanent Rules of
the House of Representatives for the Eighty-First Session shall read as follows.”

Speaker Sviggum: There is a copy of this on each Member’s desk. I call on the Chairman of the Rules Committee, Majority Leader,
Representative Pawlenty.

Majority Leader Pawlenty: Mr. Speaker. Just for clarification purposes, there are two reports, separate reports from the Rules
Committee. [ presume we are on the report coded S-15-CR. Is that correct?

Speaker Sviggum: That is correct. S-15-CR.

Majority Leader Pawlenty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Members, today we will be considering two separate reports from the Rules
Committee. The first is coded S-15-CR. The second will come up after this discussion.

This report, Members, deals with the provision in House Rules relating to the prayer that we present to Members prior to the start
of session. By way of background, Members, the language that is at issue here, was changed last year during the 1999 session. I
think you are familiar with that. We have had some debates through some motions by Representative Reuter earlier this session and
last year about these issues.

But from 1919 to 1999, there was essentially no change in the House Rules regarding prayer. Again, from 1919 to 1999, no change,
except in 1973, there was a brief addition of the phrase, “or meditation,” was added to the House Rules.

Last year, as you know, we had a situation where a choir came to the House floor and presented a song that was of concern to many
Members, several Members, as perhaps going too far, or maybe using language that was offensive or inappropriate.

In response to that, shortly after that, we had an initiative on the House floor that started with Representative McCollum’s
amendment, I think was attempted to be enhanced by an amendment by Representative Leppik. It was all done on the House floor,
somewhat, I don’t want to say “on the fly,” but on somewhat short notice.

And that has resulted in some prayer language that was intended, I think, to celebrate and be respectful and tolerant of diversity, but
[ believe may have had the opposite effect, or at least on paper, may have had the opposite effect. :

As it has been interpreted, the new rule that was adopted in 1999 would require a non-denominational prayer, as well as a prayer that
would respect the religious diversity of the House. And, taken literally, that language would require a generic or homogenous prayer
that was not particular to one faith. In fact, the letter that goes out from the Chaplain speaks of directions to the Visiting Chaplains
to make the prayer inter-faith, ecumenical, not to be exclusionary of any faith, and not to be focused on a denomination’s
distinctiveness.

Members, [ think that if we want to be respectful of diversity, and celebrate diversity, we should allow different perspectives and
then tolerate that. And I have spoken to the Speaker about this, Members, about how, if we adopt this Rules Committee Report, this
would be implemented.

And the goal here would be to, rather than have any one particular prayer try to reflect the entire religious diversity of the House,
that we would strive over the course of the Session to invite Chaplains and Visiting Chaplains in that would reflect religious diversity
in the House. And, I think, as we established last year through some procedural debates, when the prayer takes place, we are not
formally yet in session, and Members can choose to attend or not attend as they see fit, as an additional consideration.

But our goal here, Members, is to not have prayer that is so watered down or so generic that it becomes pointless and a counter to
diversity and celebrating diversity, but in fact allow diversity to take place, recognizing that all of us need to be tolerant of it, but

do so within the context of an entire session, and allow each individual prayer to perhaps speak to a particular faith or religious
perspective.

So with that background, Members, we offer this Report from the Rules Committee. And we hope that you will support it.
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Speaker Sviggum: Is there any discussion? Rules Committee Report. Is there any discussion? The Member from Mower,
Representative Leighton.

Representative Leighton: Mr. Speaker, [ request a roll call vote.

Speaker Sviggum: Roll call being requested. Are there fifteen hands? Seeing fifteen hands, there will be aroll call. Representative
Leighton.

Representative Leighton: Mr. Speaker, I also request a Call of the House.

Speaker Sviggum: Call of the House. Are there ten hands requesting a Call of the House? Seeing the ten hands, there will be a Call
of the House. The clerk will take the roll. Representative Pawlenty?

Majority Leader Pawlenty: Mr. Speaker, I move that further proceedings under the Call be suspended, and that the Sergeant-At-
Arms be instructed to bring in the absent Members.

Speaker Sviggum: Representative Pawlenty moves that further proceedings under the Roll Call be dispensed with and that the
Sergeant-At-Arms be instructed to bring in the absentee members. Those in favor, say “Aye.” Opposed, “Nay.” The motion
prevails. The Clerk will close the Roll, and the Sergeant-At-Arms will bring in the absent members. To the Report of the Rules
Committee that is before us. Is there any discussion? S-15-CR. The member from Ramsey, Representative Paymar.

Representative Paymar: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. You know, I am a little surprised at the Majority Leader bringing this change
of rules to this body today. This is a short legislative session. We have pressing items that we should be debating.

And now this is the second time that Members of your Caucus have brought this to the body, to consume more time, more energy,
talking about whether, what kind of prayer we should have to start each session.

Representative Leppik, I thought, gave a, really, a beautiful speech last, last time this was brought up, explaining the reason and the
purpose for the language that we currently have in Rules.

That allows for a non-denominational prayer that respects the religious diversity of the House. And how anyone could support the
notion of deleting, striking the language out of the Rules that respects the religious diversity of the House is beyond me.

So not only am I concerned about the time that this is going to take away from the busy work that we should have, doing Minnesota’s
work, but I am concerned about the intent behind it. Because it was only last year - - - Mr. Speaker?

Speaker Sviggum: Representative Paymar?
Representative Paymar: I can’t hear.

Speaker Sviggum: Okay. Representative Paymar, it seems fairly quiet in here right now, at this time, but, Members? Members,
please give the proper respect to the speaker, Representative Paymar. Representative Paymar?

Representative Paymar: [t was only last year, Mr. Speaker and Members, that [ remember Representative Lindner getting up before
the House, and saying to this body that the Christian religion is the majority in this House, that the Christian religion is the majority
of this House, so why can’t we have the kind of prayers that we want in this body. Now, is that your intent?

[ know that that’s not in your heart, to be disrespectful of those Members who aren’t Christians, Representative Lindner, and those
others who are going to support this rule change. But it is disrespectful. It is highly disrespectful.

You are imposing your own religious beliefs on the rest of this body, which is, and the minority Members here, minority religious

Members here, in my view. I know that is not in your heart, and I know what vour intent is. But I have expressed to you before how
this makes certain Members feel, who are not Christians.

Now, I know that some of you have Christian prayers throughout the week. I get them on my e-mail. You invite people to your
fellowships. Fine. Do it. Do it whenever you want. Do it before session starts, if you feel like you want to have prayer before the
House starts its deliberations. But [ would like to be part of that, of that moment, where a religious leader gets up before us and has
a prayer. But I would like that to be non-denominational, and I would like it to be respectful of who [ am. And I think this is
disrespectful. I would hope the body would reject the Majority Leader’s position, we vote down this rule change.
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Speaker Sviggum: Is there any further discussion? The Member from Hennepin, Representative Lindner.

Chairman Lindner: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Representative Paymar, I don’t know for sure what you are tatking about. If you
are talking about wasting time, did you just sit there and listen to Representative Kahn waste all that time just a few minutes ago?

[ think prayer is very important. You know, we are told there is one God, and one mediator between God and man. The man, Christ
Jesus. And most of us here are Christians. And we shouldn’t be left not able to pray in the name of our God, when we have an
opportunity to pray. That’s disrespectful of the majority’s rights.

Now, if you don’t want to be here for prayer, as the Speaker has said before, this is not mandatory. The prayer happens before
session begins. And I don’t know why you are looking at me all this time, you know, while you are talking.

[ am very happy this is coming back up, and I think all we are doing is putting the order of the day, the order for prayer, and the way
we do prayer, back like it was for hundreds of years before this session. And if you don’t like it, you may have to like it. Or just
don’t come. I don’t come sometimes for some pravers here. There are some groups that pray in here that I stay out of the room.
We have that privilege, and you need to exercise it. But don’t impose your irreligious left views on me.

Speaker Sviggum: The Member from Ramsey, Representative Haake.

Representative Haake: Thank you. Members, [ don’t know about the rest of you, but I really don’t care what God everybody prays
to. They are all praying to one God. And as far as I am concerned, I need all the help I can get. And I really appreciate the prayers
from everybody’s God. Thank you.

Speaker Sviggum: The Member from Ramsey, Representative McCollum.

Representative McCollum: Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members. [ am going to vote against this amendment and [ am going to
vote against it for a couple of reasons. The paramount one is, the two times this has been discussed on the floor was within the way
that the Rules of the House are adopted. And that is more than a simple majority. And I voted against this amendment in the Rules
Committee.

What we have done here is we’ve said, okay, there is a majority who would like the prayer to be conducted in a certaini way. And

"we can’t win when it is a simple majority, so we’ll amend the rules going through the Rules Committee, where a simple majority
can win. The reason why, that we have a higher standard for adopting the rules as we do in the first weeks of session, is so that the
minority is heard. And we lost that, with the way that the rules were adopted. And that is why I voted against it in the Rules
Committee.

I am very concerned about the tenor of discussion. [ am a Christian. I am a Catholic. And I am not here trying to out-Christian
anybody else. And when I want to pray a Catholic creed, I do it at church. And I enjoy the fellowship of the many denominations
in this hall. And I enjoy the fellowship of praying together, when everybody feels included.

And the comment is, “just don’t come.” Well, you know, if you just don’t come from [sic] the prayer, you just don’t get to say the
Pledge of Allegiance either. Because the doors are closed for that. So, Members, I would encourage you not to vote for this
amendment. And, Representative Paymar? One of my favorite religious songs is, “They Will Know We Are Christians By Our
Love.”

Speaker Sviggum: The Member from Ramsey, Representative Entenza.

Representative Entenza: Mr. Speaker, I think the issue today is whether or not we are going to show the respect that the present
rule has. And Representative Lindner, I hope that perhaps you want to re-think the last remark that you made? We have Members
in this body who come from different religious traditions. And to suggest that someone who comes from the Jewish tradition, a
tradition which we should all certainly honor, that somehow that is an irreligious one, suggests to me that it is very important to vote
against this motion from the Rules Committee.

Speaker Sviggum: The Member from Hennepin, Representative Skoglund.

Representative Skoglund: Mr. Speaker, will Representative Lindner yield to a question?

Speaker Sviggum: Representative Lindner does yield. Representative Skoglund.
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Representative Skoglund: Mr. Speaker. Did I hear you say, “Don’t impose your irreligious views on me?” Was that your quote

to Representative Paymar? Mr. Speaker, apparently [ am not speaking loudly enough. Representative Lindner, did vou say, “Don’t
impose your irreligious views on me,” to Representative Paymar?

Speaker Sviggum: Representative Lindner.

Chairman Lindner: [t was something like that.

Speaker Sviggum: Representative Skoglund.

Representative Skoglund: Well, Mr. Speaker, | am embarrassed quite frankly for what Representative Lindner said. And as a

Christian, as a Christian who does Bible devotion almost every night with his family, [ apologize to you, because most of us don’t
feel that way, Representative Paymar. [ apologize. I am embarrassed, on behalf of we Christians.

Speaker Sviggum: The Member from Olmsted, Representative Bishop.

Chairman Bishop: Mr. Speaker and Members. It has been accurately said that this issue is not new. That we have voted on it a
number of times. And I believe, if my recollection is correct, that I voted on it both ways, or three or four ways, if there have been
three or four times. And I think that I voted each time, in line with my best judgment of what things meant. But Mr. Speaker and
Members, I have this feeling about the order of things in the House that I have observed over, now 18 years. And [ don’t see anyone
objecting to the word “prayer.” Nor have I heard anyone in the past object to the word “prayer,” or by the Chaplain, or by someone
standing in for the Chaplain, on a daily, temporary basis as a Chaplain pro tem, or for the words “time for a brief meditation.” Mr.
Speaker and Members, [ have a problem with “non-denominational.” It is a negative word. Idon’t know how to make, and I don’t
see a good reason, for asking a Catholic priest to be our Chaplain. And Monsignor [Haberger?] for years, was the House Chaplain.
While [ am not of the Catholic faith and persuasion, members of my family are. [ have a deep respect for that segment of the
Christian religion. Monsignor [Haberger?] was an outstanding Chaplain. I can’tremember a single invocation or prayer that he gave
that I didn’t find helpful. In fact, a number of them, [ asked him for copies so that I could read them over. But [ wouldn’t expect
me to ask Monsignor [Haberger?] to give a prayer that was a non-Catholic prayer, because of a “non-denominational” word in front
of it. I wouldn’t expect a rabbi to give a Catholic prayer. Nor a minister from a Baptist church to give a prayer that was “non-
denominational” or from the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. We honor ourselves by honoring all of our Chaplains who
offer us the prayer or meditations. So I support the action of the Rules Committee, on the word “non-denominational.” I think it
conveys a confusing message, and “prayer by the Chaplain” is sufficient. I think, “respects the religious diversity of the House,”
has not been an issue. But putting it in the wording, [ think, makes it an issue. And I think that we should get back to the words that
have worked over the years, and expect the Speaker and the Chaplain to line up persons to give us invocations that are uplifting at
the beginning, without giving us invocations that are contrary to anyone’s faith. I don’t think we have to get into the question of
religions. I hope we don’t. [ know that Representative Lindner knows that we wouldn’t have the Christian faith if it hadn’t been
for Judaism before it. That the standards of Judaism were well known to the founder of the Christian, founders of the Christian
church and faith. And we get strength from both. [ think we shouldn’t be struggling with one over the other. And I think we should
expect this particular change in the rules to be a strengthening, rather than a weakening, of our practice. Thank you.

Speaker Sviggum: The Member from Crow Wing, Representative Hasskamp.

Representative Hasskamp: Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members. I was not going to speak on this, but after Representative
Lindner’s comments, I have to. Because when he said what he did, my heart stopped. And I want the Members, because this is the
most personal vote we are going to cast, this is the vote on what we want in this body before the session begins. It is not a political
issue. It is a personal issue. And I want my colleagues, Representative Paymar and others of other faiths, to know why I am voting
for this rule. And I am voting for the rule because I want to be exposed to other religious beliefs and prayers. Because in my 12
years, we have had other types of religious prayers here. And all my life, I have been exposed to other religions, and it has been good
for me, and healthy for me. And Representative Paymar, that is why I don’t want it to be sort of watered down to be, you know, non-
whatever. [ want to be able to be exposed to everything. So [ want you to know why I believe we need to go back to giving some
suggestions to the Speaker to make sure that our Chaplains are respectful and don’t offend us by prayers that are allowed on this
floor. But how we need to maybe make comments that we need to know what kinds of prayers are balanced and have more rabbis
in here, and other religions in here. Because that is what is going to make us stronger, Members. And so, lets not get into us, you
know, kind of, condemning other religious beliefs, but being tolerant of other religious beliefs. And that’s why I am voting for this
rule because I am not afraid of other religious beliefs or prayers. And by the way, Representative Lindner, every single morning,
when I do my Liturgy of the Hours, the whole prayer is the Psalms. And the Old Testament is so precious to our faith. SoIamreally
kind of, very kind of, offended myself to have those comments made about our, about the Jewish faith. Members, I wanted you to
know why I am voting for this motion, this rule, because I like diversity of this prayer.



Speaker Sviggum: Any further discussion? The Member from Hennepin, Representative Van Dellen.

Representative Van Dellen: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I too am pleased that this rule change is going to come up today. I have not
spoken on this issue in the past, either last session when we changed the rule, or last time I believe when Rep. Reuter brought the
issue up early in this session. But I do want to talk about it today, because I believe the outcome might be different.

First of all, a bit of a history lesson is in order for anyone who might be watching on television at home, or who might read about
this in the newspaper tomorrow. Last year, when we changed this, at least it was my perception, that when we made the change that
has been controversial and is being reversed today, it was my perception that the change, which was a change to a rule which, as
Representative Lindner observed, is very old, over a hundred years old, regarding the order of the day and the prayer, and it was my
perception the day we changed the rule early in the 1999 regular session, that the amendment came with little warning for at least
many Members of the body, and that there was a considerable amount of confusion over what the new words meant, “non-
denominational” and the other clause that was inserted into the rule, and that the voting occurred perhaps without full consideration
or reflection of what those words necessarily meant. Of course, that reflection occurred after the change was made. And [ think the
majority decided, upon further reflection, and by that I mean the majority of the Members, not the majority Caucus, but the majority
of the Members of the House, both Republican and Democrat, that the wording change was not what they wished, not what they
desired, not that it did not have, necessarily, the intent that they desired, and - - but by that point it became too late for the majority
to act to amend the rule back, and so today, because of the procedural posture in which this comes to us, we have that opportunity
to let the majority decide, and I think it is important for the public of Minnesota to know that the majority will will prevail here today,
the majority of the House both Republican and Democrat, it is not a partisan issue, but that it is important that the majority will
prevails on this issue as others in this representative democracy. That is the first point.

Secondly, I think it is also important, and it was perhaps only knowable upon reflection and experience following the change made
in the session last year how the public would perceive the message sent by the body in making the change to the rule. And I can tell
you that, as a church-going Christian member of this body, I went, when I went to church in the Sundays following the rule change
last session, the clear perception among members not only of my church but my friends and neighbors and associates and
acquaintances was that the purpose of the rule was to strike the name of Jesus Christ from any prayers that were conducted in the
House. Now, [ am not saying that is what the rule says, and I am not saying that that is what you all meant by changing the rule, or
that any of you meant that, but that is what the public heard and read when they heard about this change. And it is important to
consider what the public perceives to be our direction as their elected representatives. And we have to always keep in mind that, they
are not here every day, they are home taking care of their children and working their jobs and raising their families, and we have to
consider how they hear it, and how they read it, and they read it as being an offense to the name of Jesus Christ, and we have to do
something to correct that, and I think that the rule that the Majority Leader has proposed, the change, will correct that
misapprehension by the public.

Thirdly, and finally, Mr. Speaker, I think that we have again in the context of debating this rule become a bit ego-centric here in the
House, thinking that the important issue is the diversity of this House, and that’s not it. We’re Representatives. We’re agents for
the people of the state, and the important issue is to respect the diversity of the citizens of the state of Minnesota. And I think, in
my personal opinion, Mr. Speaker, that we do that not by homogenizing prayer, that we do that by celebrating that diversity by
having a wide diversity of prayers at the podium to open our sessions every day, and I can tell you personally that it has helped me
grow as a, not only as a person, not only spiritually, but also as a state, as opposed to a district or a parochial representative, as a State
Representative, to hear a wide diversity of prayers that might not celebrate the same religion that [ am from, but that provoke my
thought and make me grow as a Representative, and I am glad that the Majority Leader has offered this rule change so that we can
celebrate that diversity again. Thank you.

Speaker Sviggum: The Member from Hennepin, Representative Leppik.

Chair Leppik: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I would like to divide the proposed rule change between lines 13 and'14, and
take the second part first.

Speaker Sviggum: Representative Leppik, I believe that that is divisible. Members of the body, Representative Leppik moves to
divide the rule before us, the proposed rule, between lines 13 and 14 and asks that the second half, lines 14 and 15, be voted on first.
There is stricken language in lines 14 and 15. Is that correct, Representative Leppik?

Chair Leppik: That is correct.
Speaker Sviggum: Okay, I believe that is divisible. We will do that. Representative Leppik, there will be a roll call vote on each

half of the divided amendment. Is there any discussion to the second part of the amendment, lines 14 and 15, of the Rules Committee
report? Representative Leppik?



Chair Leppik: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Members, when I was first elected 10 years ago, I had no intention of coming here to
engage in a battle over religion. It was the last thing that I would want or expect to do. But [ find myself very uncomfortably in the
middle of this, because [ simply cannot remain silent.

I am uncomfortable with it because this is the wrong place for such an argument to take place. This Capitol is the center of our
Government, where we make laws that affect all the people of this state. We do pray here, before we take attendance for session,
to ask for guidance, to reflect, to celebrate, to comfort.

We invite religious leaders and lay people to lead us in prayer. And we expect them to understand that we are a religiously-mixed

.group. Some are Christian. Most are Christian here. Some are Jewish. And some have other religious beliefs. We all bring our
beliefs and our values here. They are part of who we are. But we don’t have to impose our beliefs and particular sectarian
expressions as a matter of course on others who do not share them.

We are each free to add whatever we would like, quietly, at the end of a prayer to-adapt it to our own religious traditions, and to make
it more personal. Some people say that respect and diversity come in the totality of the prayers that are heard over a period of time.
And perhaps that is true. It would be true if we did regularly have other religions represented. But, in fact, we don’t. Over ten years,
[ think I can count on one hand the number of times I have heard a rabbi lead us in prayer. Irecall once hearing a Native American
religious leader. Better that we show religious tolerance and respect on a daily basis, so that all who wish to participate can do so
fully and in good conscience. I have heard people say, “if the prayer does not suit you, just don’t come.” Well, doesn’t that defeat
the purpose of bringing us all together, even if just for a moment, in prayer? Besides which, we all know we take pot-luck when we
walk in the Chamber. We don’t know what is going to be said in that prayer. It is a sad day when we, as the leaders of the people
of this state, say we cannot tolerate a rule that asks that prayers respect the religious diversity of the House.

Speaker Sviggum: Is there any further discussion on the second part of the Rules Committee report before us? There is a roll call
that has been requested. The Member from Dakota, Representative Wilkin.

Representative Wilkin: Point of parliamentary inquiry?

Speaker Sviggum: State your point of parliamentary inquiry.

Representative Wilkin: Could yoﬁ tell Members what a “green” vote means on this?

Speaker Sviggum: Representative Wilkin, we are on the second part of the Rules Committee report, lines 14 and 15. A “green”
vote would support lines 14 and 15, meaning those lines, the words “that respects the religious diversity of the House,” would be

stricken from the current rule.

Representative Wilkin: So if Members would like to adopt the Rules Committee report, they need to vote “green” on each of the
next two votes?

Speaker Sviggum: That is correct, Representative Wilkin. The Member from Mower, Representative Leighton.

Representative Leighton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I certainly encourage a “no” vote on this portion of the amendment. And, you
know, would the Republican majority please let us know how many times we are going to need to debate our pre-session prayers?
[ mean, apparently this has become a top priority of the majority Caucus. This is the second time that we have dealt with this issue
in this short session already. Last year, we spent hours debating pre-session prayers.

Chairman Bishop: Mr. Speaker.

Speaker Sviggum: For what purpose does the gentleman arise?

Chairman Bishop: Mr. Speaker, would you ask the gentleman to address the issue, not pull out politics? I am offended by his
remarks that [ have been in some way coopted by some Caucus or majority. I have spoken my position on it, Mr. Leighton, and I
do not appreciate being considered. 1am very much in favor of considering it, and if we have to do it for 10 hours, let us do it, or
10 days. But please do not coopt me, and call this a majority Republican issue. It is not.

Representative Leighton: Mr. Speaker, did Representative Bishop cite a rule?

Speaker Sviggum: No, Representative Leighton, he did not. Let us stick to the issue before us. The issue before us is, lines 14 and
15 of the Rules Committee report. Representative Leighton.



Representative Leighton: Mr. Speaker, [ am going to try to focus my comments on this. This is an important issue. I agree with
what Representative Leppik has said. I think she has shown some sensitivity on this issue. I can’t say that about the majority of
people on that side of the aisle. We have been through this exercise numerous times. The public expects some partisanship in this
Chamber. We certainly should aggressively debate issues like education, issues like transportation, issues like taxes. We are now
spending the second debate on pre-session prayers, and I think the public would be outraged. We need to focus on the important
issues of this day. The point of the current language is to show some sensitivity to all Members in this body.

Representative Lindner, who is the Chairman of a Committee, and who is a leader in the Republican Caucus, said a few moments
ago to Members of this body who are non-Christians that they should simply not be present on the Floor of the House of
Representatives before the session starts if that is too much of a problem. You know, I think that that comment reflects the lack of
sensitivity that the current language is meant to address. I believe that we should keep the current language. [ think we need to show
some respect for the diversity within the membership of this body. And I would hope that everyone would vote “no” on this portion
of the amendment.

Speaker Sviggum: [s there any more discussion to the second part of the Rules Committee report? The Member from Dakota,
Representative Pawlenty.

Majority Leader Pawlenty: Mr. Speaker and Members. Questions of politics and questions of religion generate strong feelings,
and that is evident here today. Especially if the two get linked together, Representative Leighton, and I don’t think this is about
politics. And if you want a cite for Representative Bishop’s point of order, it is Mason’s Section 124 regarding motives of members.
But beyond that, Mr. Speaker, we have a situation here, where our country obviously was founded on principles where individuals,
in part, were fleeing religious tyranny. We have got Constitutional provisions that prohibit an establishment of religion. They allow,
of course, the freedom of association of groups, including religious groups, and other provisions that are founded on the founding
principles of this country, avoiding religious tyranny, avoiding the establishment of government-sanctioned, government-mandated
religion.

Representative Paymar, you used the reference “impose religious views on vou” in your remarks. And has been pointed out several
times, the prayer that is offered here is when we are not in session. You can choose to not come, and come after the prayer. or wait
out wherever you like, if you want. If you want to come, we can also make accommodations for the pastor to make a posting of what

type of pastor is going to be here on a given day, so you know ahead of time what the nature of the prayer is.

But the larger point is this. I believe most members in this body want to embrace and respect diversity. They want to tolerate
differences, whether they be religious differences or others. You want that, Representative Paymar. You want to tolerate religious
differences. The frustration arises out of, I think, some confusing language from this prayer. Representative Bishop and others have
said we have struggled to define what “non-denominational” is, and “respecting religious diversity,” in the context of prayer. Let
me give you an example. In the Christian faith, you can only pray to one God. You can only pray one way. And so it is not a prayer
for the Christian Members of the Legislature to have a prayer from, say, a Member who worships Buddha. So that would, by
definition, not respect our religious viewpoints. Similarly, if we have a Christian prayer that is in Jesus’ name, that would be
offensive to Members of the body who are Jewish, or of concern to you. And so we have a prayer rule that allows prayer, but it has
to be a generic prayer which by definition by many faiths cannot be prayer. I mean you cannot have a, technically, Christian prayer,
for example - - not to focus on that - - that is genericized. You cannot have a prayer by a Buddhist leader that respects the religious
diversity of certain Members of the House. So we have a difficult situation. What we are suggesting as an alternative is to allow
people of different faiths to come before the body, as we have traditionally. In the last session, for example, we had Lutheran and
Catholic, and non-denominational, Alliance, with community churches, Jewish rabbis, Baptists and others come before the body.
[ have, again, spoken to the Speaker about this, to make a conscious effort to have pastors come that reflects religious diversity of
the House. But it is difficult, if not impossible, to construct a prayer, an individual prayer, that respects the religious diversity of the
whole House. That is all we are talking about. We are not talking about “imposing a religion,” or being intolerant. So, again, each
individual prayer, it is difficult to respect the diversity of the whole House, but over the course of the session, cumulatively, the
prayers should. We agree with that, Representative Paymar, we agree with that. And we certainly are not here to be religiously
intolerant or to have any form of religious tyranny. We don’t want that. And I don’t think this leads to that. It worked reasonably
well for all the years that we’ve had it. There has not been a substantial change of practice. But the rule change did require a letter
to go out to the pastors, again, that mandates that your prayer be inter-faith, ecumenical, not exclusionary of any faith, not focused
on a denomination’s distinctives, and it really makes it difficult to design a prayer that meets those definitions. And so, we are just
trying to solve that problem. And I don’t think we need to get into hysteria or finger-pointing. It is just allowing diversity in the
context of the session.

If you are going to have diversity, Representative Paymar and others, you have got to allow it. You have got to allow it. You have
to tolerate it. And if we are just going to have a generic, homogenous prayer, there is no diversity. And I believe you have enough
room in your heart and in your perspective to allow diverse religious thought and other forms of diversity. So [ hope this is put in
proper context and that Members support the amendment as it originally came out of the Rules Committee.
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Chairman Abrams (on the dais): The Member from Hennepin, Representative Kelliher.

Representative Kelliher: Members and Mr. Speaker. I do not rise often to speak, but I want to say that, if that is your intent, Mr.
Majority Leader, then you will support what Representative Leppik is trying to do. Because I believe what she is trying to do gets
at maybe where we should be. And when Representative Van Dellen raised that it should respect the diversity of Minnesota, I
remember distinctly having that debate last year. We don’t want to get into that debate. What we want to deal with here is the
diversity of this body. And the respect of this body. I believe that when we, if we made the change, and we defeated this part of the
change, and maybe made a reconsideration, some of us, on the other part of the change, that could accomplish much of the goal that
many of you have spoken to. So I implore you to think about this, to give it your deepest thought, and to support Representative
Leppik on this move, and to take away some of the fire and contention that has been around this debate, and to respect the diversity
of the body. I ask for your “no” vote.

Chairman Abrams (on the dais): The Member from Ramsey, Representative Entenza.

Representative Entenza: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, uh, Representative Pawlenty, I know you are on the phone, but [, I'll, [
just want to address a couple of remarks, because actually, I agreed with most of your speech. [, I was glad to see the, uh, uh, the,
a kinder and gentler tone coming out, umn, and talking about respecting, uh, diversity. Uh, but then I’m confused by, your, uh, then
calling for the passage of the second part of this amendment, because this says very clearly that we will be respecting religious
diversity, but if we vote “green” on this, we are talking about removing that. And your arguments, I think, are about a different issue,
a different part of the resolution coming out of the Rules Committee. When you look at this resolution, it comes from Section 1.01
of the Permanent Rules: the Convening of the House. In other words, when we are convening our body. And I am concerned,
Representative Pawlenty, that your call for respecting diversity does not recognize the fact that we’re, we’ve already had speeches
here talking about the fact that people just shouldn’t show up on the House floor. They should just stay away. They shouldn’t be
here for our convening. And I think if we want to respect our religious diversity, we need to make sure that we follow Representative
Leppik’s lead, and that we support this particular language.

Because we have already heard speeches on this House floor that make it clear that diversity apparently is not particularly well
respected. And I think we need to make sure that we have very clear language that does respect it and [ would urge a “red” vote on
the second portion of this resolution.

Chairman Abrams (on the dais): The Member from Otter Tail, Representative Nornes.

Representative Nornes: Members, [ just want to make a real short comment. I do consider this to be a serious issue, contrary to
some others. I also consider it to be very serious to be in this body, to be a part of this Legislature. I feel it is a very, very high
privilege. Since being elected to the House of Representatives, I have also thought it was a privilege to invite pastors from my district
to come here, to be our guests, to lead us in prayer. And I have done that, every year. And I have talked to the Chaplain, and [ have
given him names of people that are in my district who would consider it a deep honor to come here. Until last year, when [ received
word from one of my friends who was a pastor of a church in my community, and he said he would not come here. And the reason
for him not coming here is exactly the rule that we are voting on today. And I find right now very difficult, it is very difficult to
invite others under this rule.

Chairman Abrams (on the dais): The Member from Sherburne, Representative Olson.

Representative Olson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. [ appreciate Members taking the time to discuss this again. Representative
Pawlenty referenced the Constitution and our rights. The Preamble of the Minnesota Constitution recognizes that “we, the people
of the state of Minnesota, grateful to God for our civil and religious liberty.” And of course, that is established in the federal
Constitution. Under Article [, Section 2, Rights and Privileges, “No member of this state shall be disenfranchised or deprived of any
of the rights or privileges secured to any citizen thereof.”

My question to you, Members, is why, how is it right to take away my right to have someone say a prayer that is meaningful to me?
How is that respectful, and not respectful to take away? Excuse me, why is it right to take away my right to have someone say a
prayer that is meaningful to me? Why is that right?

I don’t need to ask the other side of the coin. I don’t need to reflect on what the other side of it is. You are talking about respect.
You are talking about respecting the religious diversity of the House. What this is a good example of, is that you cannot put language
in law that establishes diversity. You cannot simply write something that says “respect diversity,” and it happens.

Because what we have experienced in this body since we have had this, is that some of us can no longer have someone come and
pray a prayer that is meaningful to us. And you are saying that is “respectful of diversity.” Instead, what it means is that certain
religions cannot say a prayer, or have a prayer said that reflects their beliefs. But all other religions can.
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And I do not understand how you are, I cannot see how you are saying that this language, if we left it as it is, would be respectful,
because it literally means that some prayers cannot be said, but all others can. And it doesn’t matter if it is the majority of the body’s
prayer, or if the minority’s. Because what we had for over 140 years is the religious diversity of this House being respected.

I have heard prayers from the podium, from the Clerk’s position, that did not respect my religious views. But [ found it insightful.
[ found it beneficial. [ found it insightful to experience, but it did not respect my religious views. And that is fine. It does not have
to respect my religious views every day.

What was said earlier, that there should not be a matter of course. The language we have had established a matter of course. It
established a House prayer. What we had for 140 years did not establish a House prayer. We had diversity. Everyone has had the
right to ask for a clergy to come in, or a rabbi, or whatever, to come in and say a prayer for the body. And we have always respected
the religious diversity of the House. And I hope that we will go back to that position. Thank you.

Chairman Abrams (on the dais): Is there any further discussion? Seeing none, a roll call has been requested. A “green” vote is
to accept the second portion of the Rules Committee report. A “red” vote is to reject the second portion of the Rules Committee
report. The Clerk will take the roll. The House is under Call. Members will please vote. The Clerk will call the absent Members.
All Members having voted, the Clerk will close the roll. There being 71 “ayes” and 60 “nays,” the second portion of the report of
the Rules Commijttee is adopted.

We are now on the first half of the report of the Rules Committee. Is there any discussion? If not, a roll call has been requested.
A “green” vote is in favor of the first portion of the report of the Rules Committee. A “red” vote is a vote against the first portion
of the report of the Rules Committee. The Clerk will take the roll. Members will please vote. The House is under Call. The House
is under Call. Members will vote. All Members having voted, the Clerk will close the roll. There being 79 “ayes” and 52 “nays,”
the first portion of the report of the Rules Committee is adopted.
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1 03/24/00 7:41 a.m. [RESDEPT ] KS DMETHICS

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS
IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPLAINT

AGAINST REPRESENTATIVE ARLON LINDNER

On February 28, 2000, the Speaker referred to the Ethics
Committee a complaint filed against Representative Arlon Lindner
pursuant to the Permanent Rules of the House of Representatives,
Rule 6.10. The complaint and an amendment filed March 15, 2000,
are attached.

Pursuant to the Rules of Procedure of the House Committee
on Ethics, the Committee notified Representative Lindner and the
complainants in the matter that the Committee would meet on
March 20, 2000, to consider the complaint and requested them to
be present.

Pursuant to the Committee’s rules of procedure, within 21
days after receipt of the complaint, on March 20, 2000, the
Committee met in public session to hear witnesses and take
evidence from the complainants and Representative Lindner and
his counsel on whether there was probable cause to support the
complaint. A second public hearing was held on March 21, 2000.
At the conclusion of that hearing, a majority of the members of
the committee voted to meet in executive session to consider and
determine the question of probable cause.

The Committee met in executive session March 23, 2000.
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03/24/00 7:41 a.m. [RESDEPT ] KS DMETHICS

Findings and conclusions

(1) The facts in the matter are not in dispute.

(2) The Committee finds that Representative Arlon Lindner’s
comments on the House Floor on February 23, 2000, were
very regrettable.

(3) The Committee further finds that discipline is
inappropriate and no further action will be taken.

(4) The Committee will send the Speaker of the House a
recommendation that the House Rules relating to speech in debate

are contradictory and need to be revised.
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Steveri Sviggum
Speaker of the House

Minnesota

District 288 House of
e ang Whsecs Cowmtes Representatives

February 28, 2000

Rep. Elaine Harder
487 State Office Building
St. Paul, MN 55155

Dear Representative Elaine Harder:

Pursuant to Permanent Rules of the House, 6.10, [ am forwarding to you, an ethics complaint
regarding Representative Arlon Lindner, and accompanying materials which I received today. As
you know, House Rules require that I forward any complaints to the Committee within seven days
for your consideration. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

P

Representative Steve
Speaker of the House

cc: Members of the Ethics Committee (w/out enclosures)
‘Representative Bob Milbert, Vice-chair
Representative Greg Davids
Representative Mary Murphy
Representative Jim Rhodes, alternate
Representative Jean Wagenius, alternate

42490 60th Avenue. Kenyon. Minnesota 55946 {507) 789-4673
State Office Building. 100 Constitution Ave . St. Paul. Minnesota 55155-1298 (651) 296-2273

~ FAX (651) 296-3949
&Y




Minnesota
House of
Representatives

February 28, 2000

The Honorable Steve Sviggum
Speaker of the House

463 State Office Building

St. Paul, MN 55155

Dear Speaker Sviggum:

Pursuant to House Rule 6.10 we request that the House Committee on Ethics convene for the
purpose of investigating the conduct of Representative Arlon Lindner. The subject of this ethics
filing is contained in the enclosed complaint

It is our request that a preliminary hearing be held on this complaint immediately, pursuant to the
procedures of the Committee on Ethics.

o 2 Gt 7 LEm

Representative Ann H. Rest ( Representative MatEntenza

Representative Robert\Leighton

Enclosure

cc: Representative Arlon Lindner

g



Minnesota
House of
Representatives

FORMAL NOTICE OF COMPLAINT AGAINST
REPRESENTATIVE ARLON LINDNER FOR VIOLATION
OF THE RULES OF THE MINNESOTA HOUSE

NOTICE OF COMPLAINT

The undersigned, members of the Minnesota House of Representatives, in furtherance of
their responsibilities to uphold the Constitution and Rules of the House, hereby notify the
Speaker of the House of their filing of a complaint against Representative Arlon Lindner.

Representative Lindner’s violation of Rule 6.10 of the House, promulgated pursuant to
the Minnesota State Constitution, Article IV, Section 7, and the formal Rules of the House,
adopted on January 11, 1999, requires the immediate convening of the House Ethics Committee
for a preliminary hearing as provided by House Rule 6.10.

The complaint is hereby enclosed and contains, with specificity, the allegations swomn by
the undersigned Representatives. '

We swear the statements in the complaint are true, so help us God.

Dated this 28" Day of February, 2000.

Lo 3. R 4

Representative Ann H. Rest Representative M3s¢Entenza

Dol

Representatiyé MVes Skoglund

Representative Robert



Minnesota
House of
Representatives

ETHICS COMPLAINT
AGAINST REPRESENTATIVE ARLON LINDNER
FOR VIOLATION OF MINNESOTA HOUSE RULE 6.10

COMPLAINT

The Minnesota State Constitution, Article [V, Section 7, provides that each house may determine
the rules of its proceeding and for the punishment of members. The House adopted on January
11, 1999, rule 6.10 which provides in relevant part:

A complaint may be brought about conduct by a member that violates 2
rule or administrative policy of the House, that violates accepted norms
of House behavior, that betrays the public trust, or that tends to bring
the House into dishonor or disrepute.

During the debate on proposed changes to House Rule 1.01 on February 23, 2000,
Representative Arlon Lindner violated Rule 6.10.

Representative Lindner speaking to Representative Michael Paymar, a Jewish member of this
House, said, "don’t impose your irreligious left views on me."

This statement violates accepted norms of House behavior and tends to bring the House into
dishonor or disrepute. We are compelled to bring the following two counts to the attention of the
House Committee on Ethics:

Count 1
Pursuant to House Rule 9.01 the Rules Committee has established a code of conduct for
members, officers and employees of the House. The statement by Representative Lindner

violates Rule 6.10. The rule states in part:

A complaint may be brought about conduct by 8 member that. ..
violates accepted norms of House behavior.

Representative Lindner’s derogatory remarks about the Jewish faith clearly violates accepted
norms of conduct. This is further verified by the provisions of the House Code of Conduct



2.

(Attachment 1) that require a State Representative to treat everyone with respect, fairmess and
courtesy: and be respectful of the House of Representatives as a fundamental institution of civil
govermnment.

Count 2

Pursuant to House Rule 9.01 the Rules Committee has established a code of conduct for
members, officers and employees of the House. The statemnent by Representative Lindner
violates Rule 6.10. The rule states in part:

A complaint may be brought about conduct by a member that. .. tends
to bring the House into dishonor or disrepute.

The statement by Representative Lindner defamed people of the Jewish faith by calling them
irreligious and impugning the sincerity of their religious beliefs. As evidence of this, members
filed a formal protest and dissent as a result of the remarks of Representative Lindner.
(Attachment 2)

Conclusion and Request for Relief
We, the undersigned, believe that the following two counts require immediate consideration by
the House Committee on Ethics. We respectfully request that the Committee find that probable

cause exists for the violation of these rules and that the Committee, in open hearing, recommend
an appropriate sanction for the violation of our rules.

Submitted with this complaint (as required by Rule 6.10) is a copy of the Transcript from the
House Floor Session from February 23, 2000, and a copy of the recording log from that day’s
session.

We swear that the statements in this complaint subscribed to us are true, so help us God.

Dated this 28" Day of February, 2000.

Loe o Rt Do

Representative Ann H. Rest Representative MatPrtenza

o Mol (dud Q 2.,

chresentativﬁcs Skoglund Representative Robert Leiyfiton




Minnesota House of Representatives
Tape Proceedings House Floor Session
February 23, 2000

Begin Tape Counter 3186
Representative Michael Paymar:

['m a little surpnsed at the Majority Leader for bringing thus change of rules to this body
today. This 1s a short legislative session. We have pressing items that we should be debating.
And now this is the second time that members of your caucus have brought this to the body to
consume more time, more energy, talking about what kind of prayer we should have to stant each
session. Rep. Leppik, [ thought gave a really a beautiful speech last time this was brought up,
explaining the reason and the purpose for the language that we currently have in rules, that
allows for non-denominational prayer that respects the religious diversity of the House. And
how anyone could support the notion of deleting, striking that language out of the rules that
respects the religious diversity of the House is beyond me. So not only am I concerned about the
time that this is going to take away from the busy work when we should have been doing
Minnesota’s work, but I'm concemned about the intent behind it. Because it was only last year. .
Mr. Speaker, [ can’t hear. . It was only last year, Mr. Speaker and Members that | remember
Rep. Lindner getting up before the House and saying to this body that the Christian religion is
the majority in this House, that the Chnistian religion is the majority of this House so why can't
we have the kind of prayers we want in this body? Now is that your intent? I know that that is
not in your heart to be disrespectful of those members who aren’t Christians, Rep. Lindner and
others who are going to support this rule change, but it is disrespectful. It is highly disrespectful.
You are imposing your own religious beliefs on the rest of this body and the minority members
here. Minonty religious members here, in my view. I know that's not in your hearts and | know
what your intent is, but | have expressed to you before how this makes certain members feel who
are not Christians. Now | know that some of you have Christian prayers throughout the week. |
get them on my e-mail. You invite people to your fellowships. Fine, do it. Do it whenever you
want. Do it before Session starts if you feel like you want to have prayer before the House starts
its deliberations. But [ would like to be part of that moment where a religious leader gets up
before us and has a prayer. But I would like that to be non-denominational and I would like it to

be respectful of who [ am. And I think this is disrespectful. [ would hope the body would reject
the Majority Leader’s position, we vote down this rule change.

Tape Counter 3372
Representative Arlon Lindner:

Rep. Paymar, I don't know for sure what you're talking about. If you're talking about
wasting time, did you sit there and listen to Rep. Kahn waste all that time just a few minutes ago?
I think prayer is very important. You know we're told there’s one God and one mediator
between God and man. The man Christ Jesus. And most of us here are Christians. And we
shouldn’t be left, not able to pray in the name of our God when we have an opportunity to pray.
That's disrespectful of the Majority’s rights. Now if you don’t want to be here for prayer, as the |
Speaker has said before, this isn’t mandatory, the prayer happens before session begins. And |
don’t know why you're looking at me all this time, you know while you're talking. I'm very
happy this is coming back up and [ think all we're doing is putting the order of the day, the order



for prayer and the way we do prayer back like it was for hundreds of years before this session
And if you don't like it, you may have to like it. Or just don't come. [ don't come sometimes
for some prayers here. There's some groups that pray in here that [ stay out of the room. We

have that pnvilege. And you need to exercise it. But don't impose your irreligious leff views on
me.

Tape Counter 3454
Representative Barb Haake:

Members, [ don’t know about the rest of you, but | really don't care what God everybody
prays to. They're all praying to one God. And as far as ['m concerned, I need all the help | can
get. I really appreciate the prayers from everybody's God. Thank you. ‘

Tape Counter 3473
Representative Betty McCollum:

Thank you Mr. Speaker and Members. ['m going to vote against it for a couple of
reasons. The paramount one is that the two times this has been discussed on the floor, it was
within the way the Rules of the House are adopted. And its more than a simple majority. And [
voted against this amendment in the Rule Committee. What we've done here is we've said, ‘OK
there's a majority who would like the prayer to be conducted in a certain way. And we can’t win
when it's a simple majonty. So we'll amend the rules going through the rules committee, where
simple majority can win." And the reason why we have 2 higher standard for adopting the rules
as we do in the first weeks of session, is so that the minonty is heard. And we lost that in the
way that the rules are adopted. And that’s why I voted against it in the rules committee. I'm
very concemed about the tenor of discussion. I'm a Christian, I'm a Catholic. And I'm not here
trying to out-Christian anybody eise. And when | want to pray a Catholic Creed, [ do it at
church. And I enjoy the fellowship of the many denominations in this hall. And I enjoy the
fellowship of praying together when everybody feels included. And the comments just don’t
come. Well, you know, if you just don't come for the prayer, you just don't get to say the Pledge
of Allegiance either. Because the doors are closed for that. So Members, | would encourage you

not to vote for this amendment. And Rep. Paymar, one of my favorite religious songs is, *"They
know we are Christians by our Love".

)

Tape Counter 3570
Representative Matt Entenza:

Mr. Speaker [ think the issue today is whether or not we're going to show the respect that
the present rule has. And Rep. Lindner, I hope that perhaps you want to rethink the last remark
that you made. We have members in this body who come from different religious traditions.
And to suggest that someone who comes from the Jewish tradition, a tradition that we should all

certainly honor, that somehow is an irreligious one, suggests to me that it is very important to
vote against this motion from the rules committee.

Tape Counter 3580
Representative Wes Skoglund:

Mr. Speaker will Rep. Lindner yield to a question? Did I hear you say, ‘Don’t impose
your irreligious views on me?’ Is that your quote to Rep. Paymar? Mr. Speaker, apparently I'm
not speaking loudly enough. Rep. Lindner, did you say ‘Don’t impose your irreligious views on
me?’ to Rep. Paymar?



Tape Counter 3587
Representative Arlon Lindner:
It was something like that.

Tape Counter 3580
Representative Wes Skoglund:

Well, Mr. Speaker, I'm embarrassed, quite frankly for what Rep. Lindner said. And as a
Chnistian, who does Bible devotions almost every night with his family, [ apologize to you,

because most of us don't feel that way, Rep. Paymar. | apologize, I'm embarrassed on behalf of
we Chnstians.
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Minnesota
House of
Representatives

March 15, 2000

The Honorable Elaine Harder, Chair
Commuttee on Ethics

487 State Office Building

St. Paul, MN 55155

The Honorable Bob Milbert, Co-Chair
Commuttee on Ethics

243 State Office Building

St. Paul, MN 55155

Dear Representatives Harder and Milbert:

Pursuant to House Rule 6.10, please find our amendment to the complaint we previously
submitted to the House Commuttee on Ethics. Enclosed is an amendment to Counts | and 2 and
anew Count 3. This amended complaint more fully encapsulates the issues raised by

Representative Lindner's conduct.

We are available and ready for the probable cause hearing on Monday, March 20, 2000, and
stand prepared to present our case to the committee.

Representative Ann H. Rest Represemw Entenza

0 B0

Representative I(oben L?ﬁton o

Enclosure

cc: Representative Arlon Lindner
Speaker Steve Sviggum



Points of order raised under “Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure”

Section 124 (Personalities not Permitted in Debate)

1973 to the present

Compiled by Deb McKnight, House Research Department
March 13, 2000
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Reuter Seagren Stang Sykora Weaver Workman
Rhodes Seifert Sviggum Tingelstad Westfall

Rifenberg Smith Swenson, D. Tompkins Westrom

Rostberg Stanek Swenson, H. Vickerman Wolf

The bill was passed and its title agreed to.

)k /‘/]ov\cocx-] ) IWO“/\“ o / \ T

The Speaker resumed the Chair.

MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS
Paymar moved that the name of Rhodes be added as an author on H. F. No. 205. The motion prevailed.
Paymar moved that the name of Rhodes be added as an author on H. F. No. 206. The motion prevailed.
Sviggum moved that the name of Kalis be added as an author on H. F. No. 211. The motion prevailed.
Dawkins moved that the name of Peterson be added as an author on H. F. No. 245. The motion prevailed.
Opatz moved that the name of Folliard be added as an author on H. F. No. 304, The motion prevailed.
Molnau moved that the name of McElroy be added as an author on H. F. No. 421. The motion prevailed.
Orfield moved that the name of Pawlenty be added as an author on H. F. No. 423, The motion prevailed.
Goodno moved that the name of Mulder be added as an author on H. F. No. 608. The motion prevailed.
Rukavina moved that the name of Wagé:nius be added as chief author on H. F. No. 707. The motion prevailed.
Rifenberg moved that the name of Nornes be added as an author on H. F No. 732. The motion prevailed.
Greenfield moved that the name of Luther be added as an author on H. F, No. 1057, The motion prevailed.
Abrams moved that the name of Mulder be added as an author on H. F. No. 1095. The motion prevailed.
Milbert moved that his name be stricken as an author on H. F. No. 1201. The motion prevailed.
Boudreau moved that the following statement be printed in the Journal of the House: “It was my intention to vote in the

negative on Wednesday, March 5, 1997, when the vote was taken on the final passage of H. F. No. 266.” The motion
prevailed.

POINT OF ORDER

Sviggum raised a point of order pursuant to section 124, paragraph 3, of “Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure”
relating to personalities not permitted in debate. The Speaker ruled the point of order not well taken.

Rifenberg moved that the following statement be printed in the Journal of the House: “It was my intention to vote in the
affirmative on Wednesday, March 5, 1997, when the vote was taken on the final passage of H. F. No. 266.” Thec motion
prevailed.
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Otremba Pugh Rukavina Solberg Trimble Wejcman Spk. Anderson, 1. ¢
Perlt Rest Sarna Stanek Tunheim Wenzel
Peterson Rice Skoglund Tomassoni Wagenius Winter

The motion prevailed and the amendment was adopted.

Molnau moved to amend S. F. No. 2857, the unofficial engrossment, as amended, as follows:

Page 2, delete lines 38 to 44

Correct the section totals and the summaries by fund accordingly

A roll call was requested and properly seconded.

The question was taken on the Molnau amendment and the roll was called. There were 57 yeas and 76 nays as i
follows:

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Abrams Daggett Haas Leppik Olson, M. Stanck Wolf .
Anderson, B. Davids Hackbarth Lindner Onnen Sviggum Worke ]
Bettermann Dempsey Harder Lynch Osskopp Swenson, D. Workman i
Bishop ’ Erhardt Holsten Macklin Paulsen Swenson, H. ‘
Boudreau Finseth Johnson, V. Mares Pawlenty Tuma i
Bradley Frerichs Knight  McElroy Pellow Van Dellen
Broecker Girard Koppendrayer ~ Molnau Rhodes Van Engen '
Carlson, S. Goodno Kraus Mulder Seagren Vickerman

Commers Gunther - Krinkie Ness ) Smith Weaver

Those who voted in the negative were:

Anderson, R. Delmont Jefferson Leighton Munger Perlt Sykora

Bakk Dorn Jennings Lieder Murphy Peterson Tomassoni
Bertram Entenza Johnson, A. Long Olson, E. Pugh Trimble
Brown Farrell Johnson, R. Lourey Opatz Rest Tunheim
Carlson, L. Garcia Kahn Luther Orenstein Rice Wagenius
Carruthers Greenfield Kalis Mahon Orfield Rostberg Warkentin
Clark Greiling Kelley Mariani Osthoff Rukavina Wejcman
Cooper Hasskamp Kelso Marko Ostrom Sarna Wenzel
Dauner _ . Hausman Kinkel McCollum Otremba Schumacher Winter
Dawkins Huntley Knoblach McGuire Ozment Skoglund Spk. Anderson, L.
Dehler Jaros Larsen Milbert Pelowski Solberg '

The motion did not prevail and the amendment was not adopted.

Girard moved to amend S. F. No. 2857, the unofficial engrossment, as amended, as follows:

oY \)\)Q(me % ey
Renumber the sections in sequence and correct internal references /

Amend the title accordingly (\e/\o (\M»‘\’( D»X \CLC( (o

Pages 23 to 26, delete section 38

A roll call was requested and properly seconded,

__POINT OF ORDER

Sviggum raised a point of order pursuant to section 124, paragraph 3, of "Mason’s Manual of Legislativ'e Procedure”
relating to personalities not permitted in debate. The Speaker ruled the point of order not well taken,




MONDAY, APRIL 1, 1996

I hereby announce the passage by the Senate of the following House File, herewith returned, as amended by the
1;? ~ Senate, in which amendment the concurrence of the House is respectfully requested:
o
5 ', H.F.No. 219, A bill for an act relating to insurance; health plans; requiring coverage for treatment of Lyme disease;
iring a study; amending Minnesota Statutes 1994, section 62A.136; proposing coding for new law in Minnesota
tutes, chapter 62A.
p

PATRICK E. FLAHAVEN, Secretary of the Senate
Murphy moved that the House concur in the Senate amendments to H. F. No. 219 and that the bill be repassed as
¢ amended by the Senate.

. viggum moved that the House refuse to concur in the Senate amendments to H. F. No. 219, that the Speaker
appoint a Conference Committee of 5 members of the House, and that the House requests that a like committee be
appointed by the Senate to confer on the disagreeing votes of the two houses.

A roll call was requested and properly seconded.

N

POINT OF ORDER

-,

The question recurred on the Sviggum motion and the roll was called. There were 81 yeas and 53 nays as follows:

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Dawkins Hackbarth Krinkie Ness Rostberg Van Dellen
Dehler Harder Larsen Olson, M. Rukavina Van Engen
Dempsey Hausman Leppik Onnen Seagren Vickerman
Entenza Holsten Lindner Orfield Smith Warkentin
Erhardt Jaros Lynch Osskopp Stanek Weaver
Finseth Jefferson Macklin Osthoff : Sviggum Wejcman
Frerichs Johnson, V. Mares Ozment Swenson, D. Wolf
Girard Kahn Mariani Paulsen Swenson, H. Worke
Goodno Knight McCollum Pawlenty Sykora Workman
Greenfield Knoblach McElroy Peliow Tomassoni

Gunther Koppendrayer Molnau Rhodes Tompkins

Haas Kraus Mulder Rice Tuma

Delmont Johnson, A. Long Murphy Peterson Tunheim

Dorn Johnson, R. Lourey Olson, E. Pugh Wagenius

Farrell Kalis Luther Opatz Rest Wenzel

Garcia Kelley Mahon Orenstein " Sama Winter

Greiling Kelso Marko Ostrom Schumacher Spk. Anderson, 1.
Hasskamp Kinkel McGuire Otremba Skoglund

Huntley Leighton Milbert Pelowski Solberg

Jennings Lieder Munger Perlt Trimble
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Pellow moved to amend H. F. No. 1056, the first engrossment, as amended, as follows:

Page 3, line 14, after the period insert "However, the council may not cancel any route or transit service where there
are, on the average, 20 or more riders per vehicle, in each direction of the route."

./"—\\4
OINT OF ORD

Goodno raised a point of order pursuant to section 124 of "Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure” relating to
personalities not permitted in debate. The Speaker ruled the point of order not well taken.

The question recurred on the Pellow amendment to H. F. No. 1056, the first engrossment, as amended. The motion
did not prevail and the amendment was not adopted. '

Garcia moved that H. F. No. 1056, as amended, be continued on Special Orders. The motion prevailed.
H. F. No. 628, A bill for an act relating to the family; creating a presumption of refusal or neglect of parental duties
in certain termination of parental rights cases; amending Minnesota Statutes 1994, section 260.221, subdivision 1.

The bill was read for the third time and placed upon its final passage.

The question was taken on the passage of the bill and the roll was called. There were 132 yeas and 0 nays as
follows: ’

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Abrams Dehler Holsten Leighton Munger Peterson Tomassoni
Anderson, B. Delmont Hugoson Leppik Murphy Pugh Tompkins
Bakk Dempsey Huntley Lieder Ness Rest Trimble
Bertram Dorn Jefferson Lindner . Olson, E. Rhodes Tuma
Bettermann Entenza Jennings Long i Olson, M. Rice Tunheim
Bishop Erhardt - Johnson, A. Lourey Onnen Rostberg Van Dellen
Boudreau Farrell Johnson, R. Luther Opatz Rukavina Van Engen
Bradley Finseth Johnson, V. Lynch Orenstein Sarna Vickerman
Broecker Frerichs 7~ Kahn Macklin Orfield Schumacher Wagenius
Brown Garcia Kalis Mahon Osskopp Seagren Warkentin
Carlson Girard Kelley Mares Osthoff Simoneau Weaver
Carruthers Goodno Kelso . Mariani Ostrom Skoglund Wejcman
Clark Greenfield Kinkel Marko Otremba Smith Wenzel
Commers Greiling Knight McCollum Ozment Solberg ' Winter
Cooper Haas Knoblach McElroy Paulsen Stanek Wolf
Daggett Hackbarth Koppendrayer McGuire Pawlenty Sviggum Worke
Dauner Harder Kraus Milbert Pellow ’ Swenson, D. Workman
Davids Hasskamp Krinkie Molnau Pelowski Swenson, H. Spk. Anderson, I
Dawkins Hausman Larsen Mulder Perlt Sykora

The bill was passed and its title agreed to.

S. F. No. 893, A bill for an act relating to insurance; the comprehensive health association; changing benefits;
changing the association’s enrollment freeze date; amending Minnesota Statutes 1994, sections 62E.12; and 62Q.18,
subdivision 8.

The bill was read for the third time and placed upon its final passage.

The question was taken on the passage of the bill and the roll was called. There were 132 yeas and 0 nays as
follows:

Those who voted in the affirmative were:
Abrams Bertram Boudreau Brown Clark Daggett Dawkins

Anderson, B. Bettermann Bradley Carlson Commers Dauner Dehler
Bakk Bishop ~ Broecker Carruthers Cooper Davids Delmont
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POINT OF ORDER

Carruthers raised a point of order pursuant to section 124 of "Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure” relating
to personalities not permitted in debate. The Speaker ruled the point of order well taken.

POINT OF ORDER
Sviggum raised a point of order pursuant to Article III of the Minnesota Constitution relating to the distribution
of the powers of government. The Speaker ruled the point of order not in order.
H. F. No. 2278, A bill for an act relating to state government; requiring the governor to develop a plan to create
a secretarial system of executive branch organization,

The bill was read for the third time, as amended, and placed upon its final passage.

The question was taken on the passage of the bill and the roll was called. There were 82 yeas and 50 nays as
follows:

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Anderson, R, Clark ‘Huntley Lasley Murphy Peterson Steensma
Asch Cooper Jacobs Lieder Neary Pugh Sviggum
Battaglia Dauner Jaros Long Nelson Reding Tomassoni
Bauerly Dawkins Jefferson Lourey Olson, E. Rest Trimble
Beard Delmont Jennings . Luther Olson, K. Rice Tunheim
Bergson Dorn Johnson, A. Mahon Opatz Rodosovich Vellenga
Bertram Evans Johnson, R. Mariani Orenstein Rukavina Wejcman
Bishop Farrell Kahn McCollum Orfield Sarna Wenzel
Brown, C. Garcia Kalis McGuire Osthoff Sekhon Winter
Brown, K. Goodno Kelley Milbert Ostrom Simoneau Spk. Anderson, 1.
Carlson Gutknecht Kinkel Mosel Pelowski Smith

Carruthers Hasskamp Klinzing Munger Perlt Solberg

Those who voted in the negative were:

Abrams Frerichs Kelso Lindner Ozment Tompkins Worke
Bettermann Girard Knickerbocker Lynch Pauly Van Dellen Workman
Commers Greenfield Knight Macklin Pawlenty Van Engen

Davids Gruenes Koppendrayer Molnau Rhodes Vickerman

Dehler Haukoos Krinkie Morrison Seagren Wagenius

Dempsey Holsten Krueger Ness Skoglund Waltman

Erhardt Hugoson Leppik Olson, M. Stanius Weaver

Finseth johnson, V. Limmer - Onnen Swenson Wolf

The bill was passed, as amended, and its title agreed to.
Carruthers moved that the remaining bills on Special Orders for today be continued. The motion prevailed.
GENERAL ORDERS

Carruthers moved that the bills on General Orders for today be continued. The motion prevailed,

MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS

Greiling moved that the name of Asch be added as an author on H. F. No. 664. The motion prevailed.

Dawkins moved that the name of Wejeman be added as an author on H. F. No. 2644. The motion prevailed.
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Dauner
Davids
Dawkins
Dehler
Delmont
Dempsey
Dorn
Erhardt
Evans
Farrell
Frerichs
Garcia
Girard
Goodno
Greenfield
Greiling
Gruenes
Gutknecht
Hasskamp
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Haukoos
Hausman
Holsten
Hugoson
Huntley
Jacobs -
Jefferson
Jennings
Johnson, A.
Johnson, R.
Johnson, V.
Kahn

Kalis

Kelley

Kelso

Kinkel
Klinzing
Knickerbocker
Koppendrayer

Krinkie
Krueger
Lasley
Leppik
Lieder
Limmer
Lindner
Lourey
Luther
Lynch
Macklin
Mahon
Mariani
McCollum
McGuire
Milbert -
Molnau
Morrison
Mosel

Munger
Murphy
Neary
Nelson
Ness
Olson, E.
Olson, K.
Olson, M.
Onnen
Opatz
Orenstein
Orfield
Osthoff
Ostrom
Ozment
Pauly
Pawlenty
Pelowski
Perlt

Peterson
Pugh
Reding
Rest
Rhodes
Rodosovich
Sarna
Seagren
Sekhon
Simoneau
Skoglund
Smith
Solberg
Sparby
Stanius
Steensma
Sviggum
Swehson
Tomassoni

157

estion recurred on the Welle amendment, as amended, to the proposed rules, as amended, and the roll was
ere were 131 yeas and 0 nays as follows:

Tompkins
Trimble
Tunheim
Van Dellen
Vellenga
Vickerman
Wagenius
Waltman
Weaver
Wejcman
Welle
Wenzel
Winter
Wolf
Worke
Workman
Spk. Long

Mamendment raising appropriations or taxes must be balanced with an equal amendment of appropriation or

2 Increase or decrease to keep the bill within the budget resolution. Amendments may provide for the appropriation

“decrease or increase from other bills that are being considered by the House."

POINT OF ORDER

Sviggum raised a point of order pursuant to section 124 of "Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure" relating to
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Trimble moved that H. F. No. 2586, now on Technical General
Orders, be re-referred to the Committee on Governmental Opera- P
tions. The motion prevailed. N

Trimble moved that H. F. No. 1453, now on Technical General
Orders, be re-referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The
motion prevailed.

McGuire moved that H. F. No. 2437, now on Technical General
Orders, be re-referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The
motion prevailed.

Dawkins moved that H. F. No. 2643, now on Technical General .
Orders, be re-referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The )
motion prevailed.

Reding moved that H. F. No. 2848 be recalled from the Committee
on Labor-Management Relations and be re-referred to the Commit-
tee on Governmental Operations. The motion prevailed.

[y

Runbeck moved that H. F. No. 2864 be recalled from the Commit-
tee on Local Government and Metropolitan Affairs and be re-
referred to the Committee on Taxes. The motion prevailed.

Gutknecht moved that S. ¥ No. 1716, now on General Orders, be
re-referred to the Committee on General Legislation, Veterans
Affairs and Gaming.

A roll call was requested and properly seconded.

POINT OF ORDER )

Sviggum raised a point of order pursuant to section 125 of
“Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure” relating to personal
disputes between members. The Speaker ruled the point of order not
well taken.

The question recurred on the Gutknecht motion and the roll was
called. There were 76 yeas and 49 nays as follows:

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

3

Abrams “Anderson, R. H. Begich Blatz Boo
Anderson, R. Battlaglia Beltermann Bodahl Dauner
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Peterson Rodosovich Skoglund Vellenga Wynia

Price Rukavina Solberg Voss Spk. Vanasek
Reding Sarna Sparby Wagenius

Rest Scheid Steensma Welle

Rice Segal Trimble Wenzel

Riveness Simoneau Tunheim Winter

The motion did not prevail and the amendment was not adopted.

Clausnitzer offered an amendment to the second portion of House
Resolution No. 49.

POINT OF ORDER

Wynia raised a point of order pursuant to rule 3.9 that the
Clausnitzer amendment was not in order. The Speaker ruled the
point of order well taken and the amendment out of order.

POINT OF ORDER

Rodosovich raised a point of order pursuant to section 124 of
“Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure” relating to personalities
not permitted in debate. The Speaker ruled the point of order not

well taken.

1

POINT OF ORDER

Marsh raised a point of order pursuant to section 124 of “Mason’s
Manual of Legislative Procedure” relating to personalities not
permitted in debate. The Speaker ruled the point of order not well

taken. X'/‘l\/\uff‘g‘*\/l &L)rwcv*-( lg, \C‘\q/;g

POINT OF ORDER _’

>~

Dempsey raised a point of order pursuant to section 124 of
“Mason’s Manual of Legislative Procedure” relating to personalities
not permitted in debate. The Speaker ruled the point of order not

well taken. .

Pauly and Sviggum were excused for the remainder of today’s
session,

The question recurred on the second portion of House Resolution
No. 49 as divided by Poppenhagen.

Pursuant to rule 2.5, Thiede requested that he be excused from

61s
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Sec. 120

CHAPTER 13

DECORUM IN DEBATE

Sec. 120. Equality of Members in Debate
See also Sec. 52, Equality of Members.

The rights and duties of members of a legislative
body are derived from and founded upon the abso-
lute equality of the members. Every member has
the same right as any other member to present
questions for the consideration of the house and has
the same right to be heard. Members must not be
permitted by their conduct to deny to others that
which they may claim for themselves. It is the duty
of all members to conduct themselves so as not to
obstruct the like rights of other members. Freedom

of speech involves obedience to all the rules of
debate.

Sec. 121. Breaches of the Order.of the House

See also Sec. 101, Debate is Limited to the Question Before the House.

1.. An ancient rule governing debate is that “no
one is to speak impertinently, or beside the question,
superfluously, or tediously.”

2. A member who resorts to persistent irrele-
vance or to persistent repetition after the attention
of the house has been called to the matter may be

‘Sec. 120: Cushing’s Legislative Assemblies, Sec. 373; Cushing, Sec. 36;

Hughes, Sec. 686; Sturgis, p. 121.

Sec. 121,‘ Pa'r. I: 2 Hatsell 166; Jefferson, Sec. XVII; N.Y. Manual, p. 457;
Cushing’s Legislative Assemblies, Secs. 1676-1700.
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directed to discontinue the speech by the presiding
officer.

3. During debate, while the presiding officer is
speaking, or the house is engaged in voting, no one
is to disturb another in a speech by hissing, cough-
ing, spitting, speaking or whispering to another, nor
passing between the presiding officer and the mem-
ber speaking, nor crossing the floor of the house,
nor walking up and down, nor taking books or
papers from the desk, nor writing there.

4. If, at any time, the presiding officer rises to
state a point of order, or give information, or other-
wise speak within the presiding officer’s privilege,
the member speaking must sit down until the presid-
ing officer has been heard.

5. The reading in the house of any letter from a
person not a member or any other communication
calling in question acts of members or officials of
the house or being abusive is out of order and
should not be permitted.

Sec. 122. Procedure Under Call to Order

1. If repeated calls do not produce order, the
presiding officer may call any member by name,
who obstinately persists in irregularity.

Sec. 121, Par. 2: Jefferson, Sec. XVII, quoting Scob. 31, 32; 2 Hatsell 166,
168; Sturgis, p. 125; Hughes, Sec. 734.

Sec. 121, Par. 3: 2 Hatsell 171; Jefferson, Sec. XVII, Cushing, Secs. 37,
211; Reed, Sec. 212; U.S. House Rule XIV, Par. 7.

Sec. 121, Par. 4: Cushing, Sec. 207; Hughes, Sec. 724.

Sec. 121, Par. 5: Hughes, Sec. 708.

Sec. 122, Par. 1: Jefferson, Sec. XXIV; Cushing, Secs. 40, 225; Reed, Sec.
221. -

87




Sec. 122 MASON'S LEGISLATIVE MANUAL

2. When called to order by the presiding officer,
the member must sit down until the question of
order is decided. The member may not proceed
without the body’s permission. The presiding offi-
cer may state the offense committed, and the mem-
ber may then be heard in explanation or justifica-
tion, and may be required to withdraw while the
body considers whether it will take any action
against the member.

3. Although in control of debate on a question of
order, the presiding officer may put to a vote the
question of whether a member called to order dur-
ing a debate should be allowed to proceed. A mem-
ber who has been called to order in debate and
decided out of order loses the floor and another may
be recognized. When called to order for irrele-
vancy, a member may proceed in order unless the
question was brought to a vote and the debate found
irrelevant.

S

gg:séc. 123. Use of Disorderly Words in Debate

L, s

1. No person may use indecent language with
reference to the body or its members.

2. When disorderly words are used by a member
in debate, notice should immediately be taken of
them by the member objecting, and if desiring the
words to be taken down, the objecting member
should repeat them exactly as that member believes
them to have been spoken. If of the opinion that the
words are disorderly, the presiding officer should

Sec. 122, Par. 2: Jefferson, Sec. XXIV; Reed, Sec. 223; Hughes, Sec. 690;
Cushing, Secs. 40, 41, 228-232; Tilson, p. 47.

Sec. 122, Par. 3: Hughes, Sec. 693; Cushing, Sec. 214.

Sec. 123, Par. I: Jefferson, Sec. XXXIII.
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direct that the clerk take them down. If of the
opinion that the words are not disorderly, the presid-
ing officer may delay the order to the clerk to take
down the words unless there is a demand by other
members, when the presiding officer should order
the clerk to take them down as stated by the object-
ing member, or a member may insist on the determi-
nation of the question by the house by putting the
question in the form of a motion.

3. When words are taken down, they are then a
part of the minutes, and when read to the offending
member, that person may deny those words. When
there is a dispute as to the words, before the ques-
tion of disorderliness is voted upon, the presiding
officer should first put the question: “Are the words
written down the words spoken by the member?”

4. The question of whether the words are disor-
derly is then submitted to the body. If the body is
satisfied that the words are not disorderly, no fur-
ther proceeding is necessary. If the words are found
disorderly, the member using them should be per-
mitted to explain and apologize to the body, but if
the member refuses to apologize, the presiding offi-
cer may censure the member or the body may
choose to act in the case.

5. If the remarks of the member are decided to
be improper, that member may not proceed if any
one objects without the permission of the body ex-

Sec. 123, Par. 2: Jefferson, Sec. XXXV; Hughes, Sec. 709; Cushing, Secs.
227-232; Reed, Secs. 222, 223; Sturgis, p. 125.

Sec. 123, Par. 3: Jefferson, Sec. XXXV; Cushing, Sec. 229.

Sec. 123, Par. 4: Jefferson, Sec. XXXV; Hughes, Sec. 709; Cushing, Secs.
229, 230.
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pressed by a vote, upon which question no debate is
allowed.

6. When a member has been called to order for
disorderly words, it is usual for a motion to be made
to permit the member to explain and if the explana-
tion is satisfactory, it is in order and customary for a
motion to be made and carried that the member be
allowed to “proceed in order.” The motion should
always be that the member be permitted to “proceed
in order,” and not merely to “proceed.”

7. The procedure here given is the established
formal procedure for dealing with instances of disor-
derly conduct or disorderly words.

8. Improper conduct of a member can be re-
ferred to a committee for investigation and report or
for action and the notoriety which comes from dis-
cussion on the floor avoided.

9. When another member has spoken or any oth-
er business has taken place since the member spoke,
it is too late to take notice of any disorderly words
used for the purpose of censure.

i

- N
: ‘\\\“ Sec. 124. Personalities Not Permitted in De-

=" bate
See also Sec. 110, Addressing Members or Presiding Officer.
1. In debate a member must confine remarks to

the question before the house, and avoid personali-
ties.

Sec. 123, Par. 5: Cushing, Sec. 230; Sturgis, p. 125.

Sec. 123, Par. 6: Hughes, Secs. 720, 721; Reed, Sec. 223.
Sec. 123, Par. 8: Jefferson, Sec. XXXV; Cushing, Sec. 232.
Sec. 124, Par. 1: Sturgis, p. 125; Tilson, p. 44.
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2. A member in referring to another member
should avoid using the member’s name, rather iden-
tifying that member by district, seat, as the member
who last spoke or by describing the member in some
other manner.

3. It is not the person but the measure that is the
subject of debate, and it is not allowable to arraign
the motives of a member, but the nature or conse-
quences of a measure may be condemned in strong
terms. :

Sec. 125. Personal Disputes Between Mem-
bers

1. Whenever there has been a dispute or an as-
sault between members, the body may require the
members to settle their differences and agree not to
prosecute the disagreement further. The members
may be put under restraint if they refuse to settle
their differences or until they do.

2. In a dispute between members, of which the
body takes official notice, both parties to the dispute
should retire after being heard while the body de-
cides what action, if any, it will take concerning the
matter. It is not, however, necessary for a member
objecting to disorderly words to retire unless that
member is personally involved. Disorderly words to
the presiding officer, or in respect to the official acts
of an officer, do not involve the officer so as to
require that person to retire.

Sec. 124, Par. 2: Jefferson, Sec. XVII; Cushing, Sec. 206.
Sec. 124, Par. 3: Sturgis, p. 125; Hughes, Sec. 705.

Sec. 125, Par. 1: Jefferson, Sec. XVII.

Sec. 125, Par. 2: Jefferson, Sec. XVII.
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Sec. 126. Compiaints Against the Presiding
Officer

1. The presiding officer is subject to the same
. rules regarding disorderly words as members.

2. Complaint of the conduct of the presiding offi-
cer should be presented directly for action by the
house, in which case the presiding officer should
vacate the chair and call a member to preside until
the matter is settled.

3. A question concerning conduct of the presid-
ing officer should not be presented by way of debate
on other matters. Allusions to, or critical reference
to the presiding officer, are not in order. Such
attacks are not conducive to the good order of the
house.

Sec. 126, Par. I: Hughes, Sec. 709.
Sec. 126, Par. 2: Hughes, Sec. 692.
Sec. 126, Par. 3: Hughes, Sec. 692.
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CHAPTER 14

CLOSING DEBATE
Sec. 130. Bringing Question to Vote

See also Sec. 523, Putting the Question to Vote.

1. When the debate appears to be closed, the
presiding officer should inquire, “Are you ready for
the question?” If, after a reasonable pause, no one
rises to claim the floor, the presiding officer may
assume that no member wishes to speak, and put the
question to vote.

2. Debate is not closed by the presiding officer
stating the question, for until both the affirmative
and negative are put, a member can rise and claim
the floor and reopen the debate or make a motion,
provided the member rises with reasonable prompt-
ness after the presiding officer asks, “Are you ready
for the question?”

3. When the question is debatable, and no one
rises to claim the floor after the question is stated by
the presiding officer, the presiding officer should
inquire, “Are you ready for the question?” After a
moment’s pause, if no one rises, the presiding officer
should put the question to vote. When the question
is debated or motions are made, the presiding officer
should wait until the debate has apparently ceased,
and should again inquire, “Are you ready for the
question?” Having given ample time for any one to

Sec. 130, Par. I: Sturgis, p. 127, Cushing’s Legislative Assemblies, Sec.
1610.

Sec. 130, Par. 2: Cushing's Legislative Assemblies, Sec. 1610; Sturgis,
p. 127.
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Dictionary definitions:

EXCEPtiOIl.,. 6. Objection, demur, faultfinding;

an instance of this, an objection, adverse criticism,
complaint...

--from Oxford English Dictionary, 1961

execep-°tion \ik'sepshen... 3 a: something
offered or offerable as objection or as a ground of
objection or taken as objectionable...

--from the Merriam Webster-Dictionary, 1961

execcep-tion (ik sep.shon) n...5. take
exception, a. to make an objection; demur: They
took exception to several points of the contract. b.
to take offense: She took exception to what I said
about her brother...

--from the Random House Dictionary, 1987

execcep e tion (ik-sep.shon) n...3. an objection
or a criticism...4.

--from the American Heritage Dictionary, 1992
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Examples of Chamber Rules
Re: Member Conduct--Language

State Rule Numbet Text ot Text Excegpt

Alabarna Senate Rule 40 Senators engaged in debate shall refrain from engaging in
abusive and derogatory language in reference to other
Senators and shall irnmediately be called to order by the
presiding officer if such practice prevails. When a Senator
shall be called to order by the President, he or she shall
immediately sit down; however, the Senator will not lose
his or her place and may resume the microphone at the
direction of the presiding officer. Senators engaged in
debate shall address each other by their official title and
last pate or reference theix geographical district of
representation.

Senate Rule 71 If a Senator be called ta order by a Senator for words
spoken, the exceptional wotds shall be taken down
immediately in writing by the Secretary. The presiding
officer shall then judge the matter, and rule accordingly.

House Rule 50 "} If any member transgresses the rules, in speaking or

"7 otherwise, the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him
to ordet, in which case the tnember called to order shall
immediately sit down, unless he is allowed to explain; and
the Howuse shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without
debate. If the decision be in favor of the membex called to
otder, he shall be at liberty to proceed; if otherwise, and
the case tequires it, he shall be lable to censure
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(MState Rule Nummbet Text or Text Excerpt

Arizota Senate Rule 9 ...C. No Senator in debate shall, directly ox inditectly, by
any form of words, itnpute to another Senator or to other
Senators any conduct or motive unworthy or unbecoming
a Senator. D. If any Senator, in speaking or otherwisc,
transgresses the rules of the Senate, the Presiding Officer
shall call the Senator to order; and when called to order
the Senator shall sit down and not proceed without leave
of the Presiding Officer or upon motion adopted by the
Senate, that the Senator be allowed to proceed in otder,
which motion shall be determined without debate. E. Ifa
Senator be called to order for words spoken in debate, the
exceptionable words shall, upon the demand of any
Senator, be taken down in writing, and read at the table
for the information of the Senate,

House Rule 18 A. When a mermber desires to speak in debate oy deliver any
matter to the House, or make a motion, he shall rise and
address himself to the Chair, and on being recognized may
address the House. He shall confine himself to the question
and avoid personalities. No member shall impeach or impugn
motives of any other member's argument or vote...

House Rule 19 A. No member shall be permitted to indulge in personalities,
use language personally offensive, arraign motives of
members, charge deliberate misrepresentation or nse language
tending to hold a member of the House or Senate up to
contempt. B, If any member be called to orxder for words
spoken in debate, the member calling him to order shall repeat
the words excepted to; and they shall be taken down in writing
at the Chief Clerk's desk and read aloud to the House, but he
shall not be held to apswer or be subject to the censure of the
House therefor if further debate or other business has
intexvened. C. If any member, in speaking or otherwise,
transgresses the Rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any
member may call him to order, in which case he shall
immediately sit down unless permitted to explain; and the
House shall, if appealed to, decide the case without debate. If
the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall
be at liberty to proceed, but ot otherwise; and, if the case
requires it, he shall be liable to censure or such punishment as
the House may deem proper...

California : Senate Rule 36 When a Senator shall be called to order he or she shall sit
down until the President shall have determined whether he or
she is in order or not, Every question of order shall be decided
by the President, subject to an appeal to the Senate by any
Senator. If a Senator be called to order for words spoken, the
objectionable language shall immediately be taken down in
writing by the Secretary of the Senate.

J
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State Rule Numnbex Tewt or Toxt Excerpt

California (cont'd.) Assembly Rule 114 If ahy Member transgtesses the Rules of the Assembly,
the Speaker shall, or any Member may, call the offending
Member to order. The Member so calied to order
immediately shall take his or her seat, until the Speaker,
without debate, has determined whether the Member is in
otder. That decision by the Speaker shall be subject to an
appeal to the Assembly. If any Member is called to otdes
for offensive wotds spoken in debate, the person calling
him ot her to order shall state to the Assembly the words
to which exception is taken. No Member may be held to
answet, of be subject to censure by the Assembly, for
language used in debate if other business has been
transacted by the Assembly prior to exception being taken
to the words spoken.

Colotado Senate Rule 16 ...(d) (1) If any Senator, it speaking or otherwise,
transgresses the rules of the Senate, the President shall, or any
member may, ¢all him to order, in which case he shall
immediately sit down, and shall not speak, except in
explanation, until it shall have been determined whether or not
he is in otder. (2) If any Senator is called to order for words
spoken in debate, the person calling him to order shall repeat
the words excepted to, and they shall be reduced to writing by
the secretary; but no Senator shall be held to answer or be
subject to censure of the Senate therefor if further debate or
othex business has intervened after the words spoken and
before exception to them shall have been made. (e) Any
Senator shall have the right to protest or remonstrate against
any action of the Senate, and such protest or remonstrance,
with the reasons therefor, if reduced to writing, shall without
alteration or delay be, with the consent of the Senate, entered
in the journal if the protest or remonstrance is not personal in
its nature.

Connecticut Senate Rule 16 If 2 member, in speaking or otherwise, transgresses the rules
and order of the Senate, the president shall, or any member
may, call sach member to order; and if speaking, such member
shall sit down, unless permitted to explain; and if a member is
guilty of a breach of any of the rules and orders, such member
may be required by the Senate, on motion, to make
satisfaction therefor, and until satisfaction has been made shall
not be allowed to vote or speak except by way of excuse.

House Rule 18 The speaker shall, or any member may, call to order any
member who in speaking ox otherwise, transgresses the xules
and orders of the house. If speaking, the member shall sit
down, unless permitted to explain; and if a member is goilty of
a hreach of any of the rules and orders, the member may be
required by the house, on motion, to make satisfaction
therefor, and shall not be allowed to vote or speak except by
way of excuse unti{ such satisfaction is made.

w
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State Rule Number Text or Text Excerpt

Delaware Ylouse Rule 15 () Bach member shall conduct himself or hersslf in a
dignified manner at all times. (b) No member or other person
may walk across the House Chamber, or converse privately, in
such a manner as to interrupt the House proceedings. (¢) A
member shall not be interrupted when speaking except for the
following reasons: (1) a call to order by the Speaker. (2) a
point of order by a metber. (3) a motion by a member to
move the previous question, to adjourn, or 1o recess. (d) A
member shall not make derogatory personal comments about
or to other membets,

Florida House Rule 24 Legislative office is a trust to be performed with integrity
in the public intevest, A Member is respectful of the
confidence placed in the Member by the other Members
and by the people. By personal example and by
admonition to colleagues whose behavior may threaten
the honor of the lawimaking body, the Member shall
warchfully guatrd the responsibility of office and the
responsibilides and duties placed on the Member by the
House. T'o this end, each Member shall be accountable to
the House for violations of this Rule ox any provision of
the House Code of Conduct contained in Rules 24
through 31.

House Rule 99 When a Member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the
House, the Member shall rise and respectfully address the
Speaker as "Mr. (or Madam) Speaker” and shall confing all
remarks to the question under debate, avoiding personalities.
Once recognized, a Member may speak from the Member's
desk or may, with the Speaker's permission, speak from the
well.

Hawait House Rule 27.3 ‘The Speaker shall otder any member who conducts
himself or herself in 2 disordetly manner duting any
scssion of the House to stay in his or hex seat and be in
order, The Speaker shall order the Sergeant-at-Axms to
remove any member who persists in disozderly conduct
from the House for the retnainder of the day's session,
unless the menmiber who has been disorderly pledges to the
House that he or she will maintain 2 good behavior.
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State Rule Numbet Text or Text Kxcorpt
Hlinois Senate Rule 7-3 (¢) If any Senator in speaking (or otherwise) transgresses these
. Senate Rules, the Presiding Officer shall, or any Senator may,
call him or her to ordet, i which case the Senator so called to
otder shall sit down, unless permitted to explain; and the
Senate, if appealed to, shall decide on the case without debate.
If the decision be iun favor of the Senator called to order, he or
she shall be at liberty to proceed. If otherwise, and the case
requitres it, he or she shall be Jiable to the censure of the
Senate. (d) If any Senator be called to order for words spoken
in debate, the person calling him or her to order shall repeat
the words excepted t0, and they shall be taken down by the
Secretary. No Senator shall be held to answer or be subject to
the censure of the Sehate for words spoken in debate if any
Senator has spoken in debate or other business has intervened
after the words spoken and before exceptions to them shall
have been taken,

Kentucky House Rule 23 If any member, in speech or otherwise, transgress the rules of
(Senate Rule 23 is order or decorum, he shall immediately be called to order by
sitnilar) the chair and shall take his seat. The Clerk shall reduce the

objectionable words to writing and read them to the House.
After hearing a short explanation from the member calied to
order, or upon the withdrawal of the objectionable language,
the Speaker may permit the member to proceed, or may
compel silence upon bim until the matter is disposed of. The
ruling of the chair shall be subject to an appeal to the House.
A member offending the House shall be liable to censure.

Maine Jotint Rule 304 At public hearings, the chair may limit testimony as
niecessary for the orderly coniduct of the heating.
Members may question witnesses to clarify testimony and
to elicit helpful and pertinent information. While
aggressive and probing questions may sometimes be
approptiate, membexs shall exhibit respect for the
witnesses and for one another. Members shall refrain
frotn interrogation that is argumentative, oppressive,
repetitive or unnecessarily embarragsing 10 hearing
participants.

Minnesota House Rule 2.31 If 2 member is called to otder for offensive words in
debate, the membet calling for oxder must report the
words to which exception is taken and the Clerk must
tecotrd them. A member tust not be held to answer, or be
subject to censure of the House, for language used in
debate unless exception is taken befote another member
speaks ot other business takes place.

11790 d £008€98E0E 'ON X4 04T LS 40 "dANOO T,.LUN  Hd p1:L0 NS 00-80-dvM
g12-q0r 182-¥ 90°d £008E9BE0E 20502 00-30-¥VA



I_Et').lte Raute Numabex Text or Text Exeerpt

Mississippi House Rule 20 If any member, in speaking, or otherwise, transgresses the
Rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member may on
point of order ask the Speaker to call the transgressor to order;
and the member called to order shall immediately sit down,
unless permitted on motion of another member to explain, and
the House if appealed to, shall decide on the case without
debate. If the decision be in favor of the member called to
order, he shall be at liberty to proceed; if against him and the
case requires 1t, he shall be liable to the censure of the House,
or such other punishment as the House may deem propet.

House Rule 21 If a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the
member calling him to order shall indicate the words excepted
to, and they shall be taken down in writing at the Clerk's desk
and read aloud to the House; but he shall not be held to
answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefot, if
further debate on other business has intervened.

Missouri Senate Rule 78 If a senator 1s called 1o order for words spoken in debate, the
senator calling him. to order shall repeat the words excepted
to, and they shall be taken down in writing on the secretaty's
table, and no senator shall be held to answer, or be subject to
the censure of the senate for words spoken in debate, if any
other senator has spoken or business has intervened after the
words spoken and before exception to them has been taken.

Housce Rule 83 ‘When any member is about 10 speak in a debate or deliver a
matter to the House, he/she shall rise from his/her seat and
respectfully address himself/berself to "Mr. Speaker” ot
"Madam Speaker." The member shall confine himself/herself
to the questions under debate and avoid personality. If any
member violates the rules of the House the Speaker, ot any
member, may call himvher to order. Any member called to
order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to explain,
and the House shall, if appealed to, decide the case without
debate,

Nebraska Senate Rule 2, Sec. 9 If a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the
member calling him or hex to order shall indicate the words
excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing at the
Clerk's desk and read aloud to the Legislature, but he or she
shall not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of
the Legislature therefore, if further debate or other business
shall have intervened.
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State Rule Numbae Text or Text Excorpt

Ohio House Rule 46 If any member, in speaking, or otherwise, transgresses the
rales of the House, the Speaker shall call the offending
member to order. The member so called to order shall take the
member’s seat imediately, unless permitted by the Speaker to
explain. Any member may, by raising the point of order, call
the attention of the Speaker to such transgression, Except as
provided in Rule 45, the point of order shall be decided by the
Speaker without debate. Every such decision of the Speaker
shall be subject to appeal to the House by any two members. If
a member be called to order by another rember for offensive
words spoken in debate, the member calling the member to
order shall, if the Speaker so requires, reduce the
objectionable language to writing.

Oregon Senate Rule 6.10 (1) In speaking, 2 member must confine remarks to the
question under debate and shall avoid petsonalities. A
member may refer to the actons of a committee if such
actions are relevant to the debate, but a2 member shall not
impugn the motives of anothet membet's vote or

arguIoent,

Senate Rule 6.35 (1) If a member transgresses the rules of the Senate, the
President, or any member through the President, may call the
member to order. Unless permitted by the President to
explain, the member called to order shall be seated
immediately. (2) The member who is called to order may
appeal the ruling of the President. If the Senate decides the
appeal in favor of the member, the member may proceced with
the debate. If the Senate decides the appeal against the
member, the member may praceed "in order” or be liable to a
motion of ¢ensure of the Senate.

Senate Rule 6.40 If a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the
member objecting shall immediately repeat the words to
which objection is taken and they shall be recorded by the
Journal Editor. However, if any other member has spoken or
other business hag intervened after the words were spoken and
before the objection was made, the memmber shall not be held
angwerable or subject to censure.

Rhode Island Senate Rule 7.4 No senator shall use profane, insulting, ot abusive
language in the coutse of public debate in the senate
chamber, or in testimony before any committee of the
general assembly.

Senate Rule 9.10 No senator shall use profane, insulting or abusive
language ot act in any mannet that intetferes with the
ordetly conduct of the session of the senate.
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State Rule Nummbes ‘Tawt or Taxt Kxcorpt

Rhode Island House Rule 14 If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgresses any rule
(cont'd.) ' of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him
to order, in which case the member called to order shall
immediately sit down, unless permitted by the Speaker to
explain and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case
but without debate,

South Carolina House Rule 1.3 If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgresses the
Rules of the House, the Speaker shall call him to order, or any
member may call such transgressions to the attention of the
Speaker who shall call the ransgressor to order. If repeated
cries of order are ineffective, the Speaker may call a member
by name, and if the Speaker deems it necessary, he shall state
the offense committed. The member may be heard in his’
exculpation and shall withdraw, and the House shall consider
his punishment or any further proceedings to be had.

House Rule 3.6 Every member, when about to speak, shall rise from his
seat and respectfully address himself to "Mr. Speaker” and
shall avold diszespect to the House ox the Senate and all
petsonalities, observe decency of speech, and shall confine
hitnself to the question under considetration,

Texas House Rule 5, Sec. 33 | If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgresses the rules
of the house, the speaker shall, or any member may, call the
member to oxder, in which case the member so called 1o order
shall immediately be seated; however, that member may move
for an appeal to the house, and if appeal is duly seconded by
10 members, the matter shall be submitted to the house for
decision by majority vote. In such cases, the speaker shall not
be tequired to xelinquish the chair, as is required in cases of
appeals from the speaker's decisions. The house shall, if
appealed to, decide the matter without debate, If the decision
is in favor of the metmber called to order, the member shall be
at liberty to proceed; but if the decision is against the member,
he or she shall not be allowed to proceed, and, if the case
requires it, shall be liable to the censure of the house, or such
other punishment as the house may consider proper.

Virginia Senate Rule 39 No Senator or othet petson shall give audible expression
to his ot her approval or disapproval of any proceeding
befote the Senate.

Senate Rule 40 If words are spoken in debate that give. offense, exception
thereto shall be taken the same day, and be stated in writing;
and in such case, if the words are decided by the presiding
officer, ot by the Senate, upon an appeal, to be offensive, and
they are not explained or retracted by the Senator who uttered
them, he shall be subject to such action as the Senate may
deem necessary.
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State Rule Number Taxt or Text Excerpt

Vitginia (cont'd.) House Rule 58 If any member, in speaking, transgress the Rules of the House,
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in
which case the member called to order shall immediately take
his seat, unless permitted to explain. If there be no appeal, the
decision of the Chair shall be final. If the decision be in favor
ot the member called to order, he shall be at liberty to
proceed; otherwise, he shall not proceed, except by leave of
the House. For frequent or repeated violations of order,
especially if persisted in after the admonition of the Speaker, a
member shall be liable to the censure of the House.

West Vitginia House Rule 32 When a mesmber ts about to speak in debate or deliver any
matter to the House, he shall rise in his place and
respectfully address the presiding officer as "Mr. Speaker,”
and, upon being recognized, shall proceed, confining
himself to the question under debate, avoiding all
personalities and indecorous or disrespectful language.

House Rule 36 If a member be called to order for words spoken in debate, the
person calling him to order shall repeat the words excepted to
and they shall be taken down at the Clerk's table. And no
member shall be held to answer, or be subjected to the censure
of the House, for words spoken in debate, if any other member
has spoken or other business has intervened after the words
were spoken and before the exception to them was taken.

Wisconsin Senate Rule 58 Any member called to order shall sit down, and shall not
speak, except in explanation, until it shall have been
determined whether or not the mernber was in order. When a
member is called to order for words spoken, the exceptional
words shall be taken down in writing to better enable the
president to judge whether they ate in violation of the rules.

Assembly Rule 58 (1) During debate, 2 member may question the ordetliness
of the retnarks tnade by another member or whether the
other membet, in the manner of discussion or conduct,
has violated the rules of the assetmnbly. (2) When the
presiding officer calls 2 member to order, that membet
shall not speak, except in explanation, undl it is
determined whether or not the membet is in order. (3)
When a rmember is called to order for the use of impropet
or disotderly language, the specific words to which
exception has been taken shall be put in writing, thus
enabling the presiding officer bettet to be able to judge
whether the words spoken were in violation of the rules.
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State Rule Wumaber Toxt ox Text Excerpt

Wyoming House Rule 16-1 When a member is interrupted and called to order by the
presiding officer for digressing from the question, exceeding a
time limit, using improper language, speaking without
recognition by the chair or wrongfully excluding others who
wish to speak, he shall cease speaking and be seated at once
until it is determined whether he is in order, except he may be
permitted to explain his position when asked to do so.

Source: Search of NCSL's rules and procedures data base, March 2000.
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

1988 Representative statements made outside of Chamber considered prejudice.
House Resolution 3 to reprimand and censure.

1980 Representative statements outside of Chamber considered racist
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Debate Decorum

A request for information on debate decorum was posted to the electronic discussion group of the
American Society of Legislative Clerks and Secretaries in March 2000. The original questions were:

1. Must a challenge or protest to language used or words spoken by a member during debate on the

floor occur within a set time frame?
2. Has your chamber ever disciplined or censured a member for language used or words spoken duting

debate on the floor?
3. What was the member's "punishment?”

Shown below are the respounses.

Arizona. House. If any member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the metnber calling the
other member to order shall repeat the words excepted to; and they shall be taken down in writing at the
Chief Clerk's desk and read aloud to the House; but the member shall not be held to answer or be subject
to the censure of the House if further debate or other business has intervened. House Rule 19 B. When
heated words are exchanged in debate or otherwise, the member speaking apologizes to the other member
and to the House. No one has been censured or subjected to any other punishment as the House deems
appropriate for at least twenty-five years.

Arkansas, Senate. The Senate rules state: 9.06 If any member in speaking or otherwise transgresses the
Rules of the Senate, the President shall, or any member may, call him to order, in which case he shall
immediately sit down unless permitted on motion of another member to explain, and the Senate shal), if
appealed to, decide on the case without debate. If the decision is in favor of the member called to order
he shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise, and, if the case requires it, he shall be liable to
censure or such punishment as the Senate may deetn proper.

9.07 If a member 1s called to order for words spoken in debate, the member calling him to ordet shall
indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing at the Secretary’s desk and read
aloud to the Senate; but he shall not be held to answer, nor by such other censure of the Senate, therefore,
if further debate or other business has intervened
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Colorado. Serate. The Colorado Senate rules read as follows; "(2) If any Senator is called to order for
words spolten in debate, the person calling him to order shall repeat the words exeopted (o, and they shall

be reduced to writing by the secretary; but no Senator shall be held to answer or be subject to censure of
the Senate therefor if further debate or other business has intervened after the words spoken and before
exception to them shall have been made.” Idoun't ever recall this rule being used. In most cases, the
presiding office (President, pro tem or Chairman of the Corntrittee of the Whole) will intervene if
members start getting personal. This has bappened when emotions are running high and, when it does,
the presiding officer just asks the members to keep their remarks to the topic at hapd, Usually, that ends
the problem.

Idaho. Senate. "If a Senator is called to order for words spoken, the exceptional words spoken shall be
immedijately reduced to writing by the Secretary and if the ruling is final (no appeal or appeal
unsuccessful), the Senator called to order shall yield the floor and speak no further if on a matter of
privilege nor until all others have had an opportunity to speak if on a question before the Senate.” We
have never censored anyone that I can remember. If someone gets their feelings hurt, they roight object,
and the President will remind everyone of the Rule, but it usually doesn't amount to more than an apology
given on the floor.

Nevada. Senate. If any Senator is called to order for offensive or indecorous language or conduct, the
person calling him/her to order shall report the offensive/indecorous language/conduct to the presiding
officer. No member may be held to answer for any language used on the floor of the Senate if business
has intervened before exception to the language was taken. In cases of breaches of decorum or propriety,
any Senator, officer or other person is liable to such censure or punishment as the Senate ;ay deem
proper, In 1997, a Senator made serjous allegations that the amendment process of the Senate was being
influenced by nonmembers of the body. In essence, he stated that the process was being manipulated by
staff and other influences because of who he was and for what he believed. The Majority Leader
responded immediately by stating: the nature of the Senator's remarks impugned the integrity of the
Senate. The Majority Leader requested the Senator to be either specific about his allegations or
apologize. Two days later, the Senator offered a public apology on the floor.

Assembly. Nevada Assembly Standing Rule No. 20 states: "If any member, in speaking or otherwise,
transgresses the rules of the Assembly, the Speaker shall, or any member may, call to order, in which
case the memberx so called to order shall ivumediately sit down, unless permitted to explain: and if called
to order by a member, such member shall immedjately state the point of order.” At this time the point of
order must sustained/not sustained. Following that we would use Masons. I have not heard of any
problem having ever occurred in the Assembly,

Ohio. Senate. In the Ohio Senate, objection to the offending language would have to occur immediately.
If the member is ruled out of order by the President, he or she would be required sit down and wonld not
be permitted to continue speaking without leave of the Senate. This has not happened in the last 15
years. The relevant rules follow,

Rule 68. (How Often Senator May Speak.) No senator shall speak more than twice on the same question
except by leave of the Senate or responding to the floor; and the senator speaking shall confine the
speech to the question under debate and avoid personalities.

Rule 73. (Senator May Be Called to Order.) If any senator, in speaking or otherwise, is transgressing the
Rules of the Senate, the President shall, or any member may, call the senator to order; and the senator
called to order shall take the senator's seat until the question of order is decided.
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Rule 74. (Jf Called to Order.) If the decision be in favor of a senator called 1o order, the senator shall be
at liberty to proceced; if otherwise, the senator shall not be permitted to proceed without further leave of

the Senate.

Oregon. Senate. Oregon's Senate Rules state: "If a member is called to order for words spoken in
debate, the member objecting shall immediately repeat the words to which objection is taken and they
shall be recorded by the Jourmal Editor, However, if any othet member has spoken or other business has
intervened after the words were spoken and before the objection was made, the member shall not be held
answerable or subject to censure.” Last session one member seemed to "offend” members of his own
caucus on a routine basis. Fortunately, our current Senate President is a peace-maker, so he was able to
mediate successfully. Although, it took a lot of time away from the business of the Senate.

Pennsylvania. Senate. Thete have only been a couple of times in my tenure when offensive language
was used in debate. Exception 10 the debate must be immediate. We do have the elaborate procedurs of
taking down the words, etc. and proceeding to discipline as the Senate might order but we have never
used this procedure. In the past, when objection was heard, we immediately put the Senate at ease. The
Member offering the offensive remarks is called to the front desk along with the floor leaders. After a
private tete a tete, the Member is usually convinced to offer an apology to the Senate and any offended
Members, We then entertain 4 motion to expunge the offensive remarks from the Journal and records of
" the Senate. However, the apology remains in the Journal.

Texas. Senate. Senate Rule 4.07 provides: "Whenever a member is called to order by the President of
the Senate or by the presiding officer then the chair and such member fails to sit down and be in oxder but
continues disorderly, it shall be the duty of the sergeant-at-arms and/or the sergeant's assistants upon the
direction of the presiding officer to require such recalcitrant member fo take his or her seat and be in
order. Any member who persists in disorderly conduct after being warned by the presiding officer may,
by motion duly made and carried by two-thirds vote of the members present, be required to purge himself
or herself of such misconduct. Until such mewsber has purged himself or herself of such misconduct, the
member shall not be entitled to the privileges of the floor.” Qur members ate such good ladies and
gentlemen, there have been no instances of removal in many years.

Utah. Serate. In Utah, Senate Rule 22.06 states: "If a senator is called to order for words spoken in
debate, the senator making the call shall repeat the words to which exception is taken and the words shall
be recorded by the Minute Clerk. If called to order, the senator shall sit down, unless granted permission
to explain. A senator may not be called to order or censured for words spoken in debate if there has been
intervening business. During my tenure (7 years), no senator has ever been disciplined or censured for
words spoken during a floor debate.

Washington.  Senate. Normally the point of order is raised immediately, and the sanction is a caution to
the offending speaker. If it's flagrant enough, the offender would be required to cease speaking. Or, in
truly bad cases, the body could impose reprimand, censure, or expulsion. I'm not aware of any of these.
As to the timing, it's not entirely clear, but since we follow Reed's Rules, they suggest that the point has
to be made "as soon as possible," so I don't think any significant passage of time would be allowed. We
did have an incident last year where a senator's remarks were found offensive by certain House merbets,
and the senator made an apology on a point of personal privilege the following day. Qur experience has
been consistent with this comment from Reed's Rule 226: "It almost always happens, when attention is
called to the unsuitable nature of the words used by the member, or the acts performed by him that he
makes such an explanation or retraction as enables the assembly to excuse him and go on with its
business.”
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West Virginia. House. The West Virginia House has censured for words spoken in debate. The words
excepted to must be repeated by the person taking sxception to thes, and they are to be taken down at the
Clerk's desk 10 be read back to the House by the Clerk. The House may take whatever course of
“punishment" it desires, from a slap on the hand to expulsion for the remainder of the day's session.

Wisconsin. Senate. The ounly thing I have is what is stated in Mason's, Section 123, (9). When another
member has spoken or any other business has taken place since the member spoke, it is too late to take
notice of any disorderly words used for the purpose of censure.
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Minnesota House of Representatives
Tape Proceedings House Floor Session
February 23, 2000

Begin Tape Counter 3186
Representative Michael Paymar:

['m a little surprised at the Majority Leader for bringing this change of rules to this body
today. This is a short legislative session. We have pressing items that we should be debating.
And now this is the second time that members of your caucus have brought this to the body to
consume more time, more energy, talking about what kind of prayer we should have to start each
session. Rep. Leppik, I thought gave a really a beautiful speech last time this was brought up,
explaining the reason and the purpose for the language that we currently have in rules, that
allows for non-denominational prayer that respects the religious diversity of the House. And
how anyone could support the notion of deleting, striking that language out of the rules that
respects the religious diversity of the House is beyond me. So not only am I concerned about the
time that this is going to take away from the busy work when we should have been doing
Minnesota’s work, but I’'m concemed about the intent behind it. Because it was only last year. .
Mr. Speaker, [ can't hear. . .[t was only last year, Mr. Speaker and Members that [ remember
Rep. Lindner getting up before the House and saying to this body that the Christian religion is
the majority in this House, that the Christian religion is the majonty of this House so why can't
we have the kind of prayers we want in this body? Now is that your intent? [ know that that is
not in your heart to be disrespectful of those members who aren’t Christians, Rep. Lindner and
others who are going to support this rule change, but it is disrespectful. It is highly disrespectful.
You are imposing your own religious beliefs on the rest of this body and the minority members
here. Minority religious members here, in my view. [ know that’s not in your hearts and I know
what your intent is, but [ have expressed to you before how this makes certain members feel who
are not Christians. Now I know that some of you have Christian prayers throughout the week. |
get them on my e-mail. You invite people to your fellowships. Fine, do it. Do it whenever you
want. Do it before Session starts if you feel like you want to have prayer before the House starts
its deliberations. But [ would like to be part of that moment where a religious leader gets up
before us and has a prayer. But I would like that to be non-denominational and I would like it to
be respectful of who [ am. And I think this is disrespectful. I would hope the body would reject
the Majority Leader’s position, we vote down this rule change.

Tape Counter 3372
Representative Arlon Lindner:

Rep. Paymar, I don’t know for sure what you’re talking about. If you're talking about
wasting time, did you sit there and listen to Rep. Kahn waste all that time just a few minutes ago?
[ think prayer is very important. You know we're told there's one God and one mediator
between God and man. The man Christ Jesus. And most of us here are Christians. And we
shouldn’t be left, not able to pray in the name of our God when we have an opportunity to pray.
That’s disrespectful of the Majority’s rights. Now if you don’t want to be here for prayer, as the
Speaker has said before, this isn’t mandatory, the prayer happens before session begins. And I
don’t know why you’re looking at me all this time, you know while you’re talking. I'm very
happy this is coming back up and I think all we're doing is putting the order of the day, the order



for prayer and the way we do prayer back like it was for hundreds of years before this session.
And if you don’t like it, you may have to like it. Or just don’t come. I don’t come sometimes
for some prayers here. There’s some groups that pray in here that I stay out of the room. We

have that privilege. And you need to exercise it. But don’t impose your irreligious left views on
me.

Tape Counter 3454
Representative Barb Haake:

Members, [ don’t know about the rest of you, but I really don’t care what God everybody
prays to. They’re all praying to one God. And as far as I'm concerned, I need all the help I can
get. Ireally appreciate the prayers from everybody's God. Thank you.

Tape Counter 3473
Representative Betty McCollum:

Thank you Mr. Speaker and Members. I’'m going to vote against it for a couple of
reasons. The paramount one is that the two times this has been discussed on the floor, it was
within the way the Rules of the House are adopted. And its more than a simple majority. And I
voted against this amendment in the Rule Committee. What we've done here is we’ve said, ‘OK,
there’s a majority who would like the prayer to be conducted in a certain way. And we can’t win
when it’s a simple majority. So we’ll amend the rules going through the rules committee, where
simple majority can win." And the reason why we have a higher standard for adopting the rules
as we do in the first weeks of session, is so that the minority is heard. And we lost that in the
way that the rules are adopted. And that’s why I voted against it in the rules committee. I'm
very concemned about the tenor of discussion. I'm a Christian, I'm a Catholic. And I'm not here
trying to out-Christian anybody else. And when I want to pray a Catholic Creed, I do it at
church. And I enjoy the fellowship of the many denominations in this hall. And I enjoy the
fellowship of praying together when everybody feels included. And the comments just don't
come. Well, you know, if you just don’t come for the prayer, you just don’t get to say the Pledge
of Allegiance either. Because the doors are closed for that. So Members, I would encourage you
not to vote for this amendment. And Rep. Paymar, one of my favorite religious songs is, "They
know we are Christians by our Love".

Tape Counter 3570
Representative Matt Entenza:

Mr. Speaker [ think the issue today is whether or not we’re going to show the respect that
the present rule has. And Rep. Lindner, I hope that perhaps you want to rethink the last remark
that you made. We have members in this body who come from different religious traditions.
And to suggest that someone who comes from the Jewish tradition, a tradition that we shoulid all
certainly honor, that somehow is an irreligious one, suggests to me that it is very important to
vote against this motion from the rules committee.

Tape Counter 3580
Representative Wes Skoglund:

Mr. Speaker will Rep. Lindner yield to a question? Did I hear you say, ‘Don’t impose
your irreligious views on me?’ Is that your quote to Rep. Paymar? Mr. Speaker, apparently I'm
not speaking loudly enough. Rep. Lindner, did you say ‘Don’t impose your irreligious views on
me?’ to Rep. Paymar?



Tape Counter 3587
Representative Arlon Lindner:
It was something like that,

Tape Counter 3580
Representative Wes Skoglund:

Well, Mr. Speaker, I'm embarrassed, quite frankly for what Rep. Lindner said. And as a
Christian, who does Bible devotions almost every night with his family, I apologize to you,

because most of us don’t feel that way, Rep. Paymar. [ apologize, I'm embarrassed on behalf of
we Christians.
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