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unfortunately, will have n o e f f ec t . Those chi l d r en , o u r
chi l d re n wi l l , i f t hey have the right motive or the wrong
motives, if they have the wrong guidance, will choose to smoke,
will choose to d o sm okeless tobaccor egard l ess o f w h a t w e d o
here today and that is the simple point o f i t . Th an k yo u ,
Nr. P r e s i d e n t .

PRESIDENT:
amendment.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator Elmer would move to amend the
Bernard-Stevens amendment. (Read Elmer amendment. See page 547
of t h e L e g i s l a t i v e Jou r n a l . )

PRESIDENT: Senator Owen Elmer, please. Just a moment, we don' t
have you on y e t . Tr y u s now .

SENATOR ELNER: Thank y o u , Nr . P res i d e n t and members . I n
reading Se n a t o r Ber na r d - S t evens ' amendment at the e nd of
Section 1, it states no county, city, or village shall adopt any
ordinance or regulations inconsistent with Section 1 to 4 of
this act and Sections 28-1418 and 28-1419. Ny p o i n t her e i s
that that particular language would make it impossible for any
city or municipality in our state to make any c hanges l e ss
restrictive, more restrictive or in any other way that would
affect the dispensing or g i v i ng away of tobacco in t h eir
municip a l i t i e s . And I would say that we should a l l ow t he se
cities or municipalities t o p a ss o r d i n an c e s t hat a r e mo r e
restrictive than t hi s act wo u l d a l l ow. In other words, if a
city wished to ban the giving away of smokeless tobacco products
t o anyone wi t h i n t h e i r c i t y l i mi t s , t he y c o u ld do so if this
amendment is adopted that I'm offering. A nd i t w o u l d si m p ly
change "inconsistent with" to "less restrictive t han" , so i t
w ould say n o c o u n t y , city, or village shall adopt any ordinance
or regulation less restrictive than Sections 1 to 4 of this act .I ' d a sk f or you r adop t i on of thi s amendment t o t h e
Bernard-Stevens amendment. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. I h ave several lights on but I don' t
know if any of you wish to speak about the Owen Elmer amendment
to the amendment. If you do, please raise your hand so I may
call on you. If not, the question is the adoption of t he O w en
Elmer a mendment t o t he Be r na r d - S t e v en s amendment. Owen
E 'mer. . . o h , S e n a to r S t e v ens .

Thank you . Nr . Cl er k , we have an amendment to the
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