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Speaker I ' l l over l oo k i t .

SPEAKER NICHOL: No, well, the young l ady t e l l s m e t h at I
did, and I didn't mean to.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Well, that is all right. I excuse you,
Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER NICHOL: All right.

SENATOR HABERMAN: A question of Senator Vi ckers, please.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Vickers, Senator Carson Rogers, the
Speaker made a mistake apparently, and I ov er l o o ke d h i s
l ight , w h i c h was on , s o h e ' l l ge t t o speak and t h e n I ' l l l et
you close again, if you'd like. Senator Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Senator Vickers, you made the remark that
t hi s b i l l h as not h i ng t o d o wi t h financing and, therefore,
it is not germane. I would like to ask you a question. On
the original 662 did it have any financing in it'?

S ENATOR VICKERS: T h e o r i g i n a l 662 ?

SPEAKER NICHOL: This is 662.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Isn't that the reorganization bill that
we just passed here the other day'?

SENATOR VICKERS: The original 662 had a section i n i t
dealing with the valuation of farmland, as I r e c a l l .

SENATOR HABERMAN: But it didn't have anything about putting
sales tax or financing in it, did it~

SENATOR VICKERS: Not that I recall.

SENATOR HABERMAN: T hank y o u , Mr . P re s i d e n t . There i s a
prime example of why this should b e germ ane because 662 had
nothing to do with sales tax and anything else, and it went
through this body as being germane a nd being a c cep t a b l e . So
I can ' t see the difference between what Senator C arson i s
trying to do and what this body did with 662. So I would
say that maybe this is one of the times that you have erred
in your ruling. Thank you, Mr. President.
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