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not help, because I didn't know for sure what...I just
walked in and it was easy for the Clerk not to get me
correctly recorded and I would move to reconsider so I
can vote, if that is in order. I don't want to argue
about whether they got me or didn't get me because that...

SPEAKER MARVEL: Senator Warner, can you come down a
minute. In an attempt to be as fair as possible to...
(Gavel.) I would like to make a couple of statements in
regard to past reconsiderations. The rule has been that

as long as there is at least one more chance on the part

of the 1ssue on the part of those who are in possession

of the issue, then we do not allow reconsideration. In
this case Senator Warner, if he had speeded up about 10
miles an hour we would not have any problem in this area
and if you want to refer to a precedent refer to the dis-
cussion that we had onLB 221 when Senator Kelly was a member
of the Legislature and he challenged successfully incident-
ally, the Chair in this particular area. So the Chair would
rule subject to your consideration, that Senator Schmit has
one more chance but it is not today. Senator Newell, for
what purpose do you arise? Senator Schmit, your light is
on. Do you wish to respond?

. SENATOR SCHMIT: Only to say, Mr. President, I appreciate

’ the ccnslideration and I appreciate the tolerance of the body
and T will not try to indulge in anything excessive. Thank
you very much.

SPEAKER MARVEL: Thank you. The next item of business is
under Select File, priority, the next order of business,
LB 184,

CLERK: Mr. President, with respect to LB 184, the E & R
amendments were adopted on May 20. There was an amendment
from Senator Schmit that was adopted on May 20. On that
date, Mr. President, the bill failed to advance. I pres-
ently have nothing on the bill.

SPEAKER MARVEL: Senator Burrows.

SENATOR BURROWS: Mr. Chairman, members of the body, I

would like to appeal to the bedy to look at this bill.

I think one of the areas of misunderstanding that has

been held in the bill, and I would like to explain it.

Some information has been that the family farm corporation

was restricted by the definition of the authorized corpora-

tlon. There are no restrictions on separate classes of

stock for the family farm corporation. There are no restric-
‘ tions on numbers of stockholders 1ii, the family, merely a
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