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ELOPR DEBATE

SPEAKER KRISTENSEN: Senator Landis, you ' r e  r e c o g n i z e d  to open
on your m o t i o n  to r e c o nsider th e . . . t h a t  p o r t i o n  of t he divided 
committee amen d m e n t  that was not adopted.

S E N AT OR LANDIS: T h a n k  you, Speaker Kristensen. M e m b e r s  of the
Legislature, yesterday, h a v i n g  o utlined the k i n d  of proposal 
that I w o u l d  endorse and, in fact, S e n ator J e n s e n  offered 
exactly t hat and I got a chance to vote for it, as 28 of us did, 
it was an amendment to an amendment. It wa s  f o l l o w e d  b y  one of 
Senator Chambers' ub i q u i t o u s  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  motions. I let my 
con c e n t r a t i o n  slip b y  t hat and, since S e n a t o r  Cha m b e r s  had 
indicated that the p a s s a g e  of time was a cri t i c a l  and a 
s i g nificant p art of his strategy, I thought, well, I'll use my 
time to another end. H a v i n g  h e a r d  a great d eal of w i s d o m  from 
Senator Ch a m b e r s  over the years, I t h ought I c o u l d  just slip by 
the m ost recent s e r m onette and do a lit t l e  work. Went 
d o w n stairs to m y  office and d i d  no t  h e a r  th e  t r a n s i t i o n  from 
Senator C h a m b e r s ' r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  m o t i o n  to th e  a d o p t i o n  of the 
amendment. There b e i n g  n o  call of the h o u s e  I sat there and I 
was c h ecked out at the t ime and d i d n ' t  get a chance to 
part i c i p a t e  in p a s s i n g  the v e r y  p i e c e  of p o l i c y  I h ad argued 
for, sugge s t e d  to the body, def e n d e d  and.. . a n d  was g l a d  to see 
had been a d o pted for w h i c h  I was one of th e  proponents. So, 
w ith a small p o r t i o n  of crow on my pl a t e  and a rat h e r  good deal 
of h u m b l e  pie, I filed the m o t i o n  to re c o n s i d e r  for the purpose 
of all o w i n g  us all to be h ere and be p r e s e n t  and accou n t e d  for 
in a v o t i n g  on th e  issue. Let me tell yo u  t hat t h ere's a very 
sign if ica nt rea s o n  to reconsid e r a t i o n  and t hat is w i t h o u t  this 
r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  there is no refer e n c e  to c i g a r e t t e  taxes 
anywherr in LB 1085. W i t h  no reference to c i g a r e t t e  taxes in
LB 1085, should we, on Select File, w a n t  to adopt an amendment, 
it would h a v e  a g e r maneness problem. B e c a u s e  it w o u l d  have a 
g e r maneness problem, we w o u l d  have to leap o ver that by
s u s p ending the rules. So, to k eep the cigar e t t e  ta x  alive as
part of the mix, this re c o n s i d e r a t i o n  m o t i o n  ne e d s  to be 
successful. I w o u l d  ask for the i n c u rrence  of m y  coll eag ue s and 
I hope that t hey w o u l d  consider accepting my a p o l o g y  for being 
inert and asleep at the wheel wh i l e  d o i n g  some work in 
con t e m p l a t i o n  of a class last ni g h t  that, in fact, actually 
wasn ' t  h e l d  b e cause the u n i v e r s i t y  was cancelled, so I didn't
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