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get...bring the politics into it. If we can keep the focus on
the bill, we can keep the focus on trying to make it a good
bill, I think it has a good chance of getting through this body
and sending a strong message on what we' re trying to do. B ut i f
we get into the politics of it and try to bring too many things
into it and/or we start using the procedure of the amendment,
the amendment routine, I think we run into problems on that and
I simply would like to give, as I would any senator, a fair shot
at a priority bill and if we don't agree with it, that's fine,
but at least to have it debated and discussed on its merits. I
hope the body approves the reconsideration motion.

P RESIDENT NICHOL: T h an k y o u . S enator P i r s ch , p l e a s e , o n t h e

SENATOR PIRSCH: Th an k you , Mr. President, and thank you,
Senator Be r n a r d - S t e v e ns . I do appreciate this and I gue ss I
would ask your support in reconsidering the vote. In speaking
with several people, I think maybe there was confusion. I h o pe
there was. And I hope that you will give me the opportunity to
present my bill without the clutter and confusion that has
followed. I wou ld hope that you would vote to reconsider and
then defeat the Landis amendment so we wil l hav e c l ear - cu t
issues before us and the will of the body prevails. I 'm w i l l i n g
to accept that. But I think it should be the majority and I
h ope tha t y o u w i l l g i ve m e c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n t h i s . Thank you .

PRESIDENT NICHOL: T hank you . Sen a t o r C hambers , p l e a s e .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and members of the L egis l a t u r e ,
how many times have I been shot down on this floor by virtue of
an amendment with less than a m ajority? That's one o f the
weak. . . . S ena to r Hab e r man says "not enough" . Senator Haberman,
y ou j us t w a it . (Laugh) See, when I'm trying to b e ve r y
serious , see wh at happens to me--kibitzers, peanut gallery
shots. But I guess they got to take them when they can. Bu t
anyway, if the only argument that can be given for striking a
very well thought out, carefully structured amendment is t hat
you want to give a senator who has a priority bill a chance,
t hat ' s weaker t ha n c r eam . That ' s not even a wo rthwhile
argument. And Sen a t o r St eve ( si c ) . . .Bernard . . . S enato r
Bernard-Stevens needed to look at this bill that he thinks is so
g reat . Fo r ex a mp le , on p age 2 , t his is some of the n ew
language, "any person convicted of violating subsection (8) or
(10) of th s section shall not have the imposition or e xecut i o n

r econsidera t i o n .
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