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SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Senator Hall, would you
yield to a couple questions?

SPEAKER BAACK: Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL: Yes.

SENATOR ELMER: Senator Hall, is n 't  it  the original intention as
the b il l  that was passed last year to separate the interests 
that run keno from interests that run the state lottery?

SENATOR HALL: Senator Elmer, I alluded to the fact that I think
I might have even been the one that offered the amendment.

SENATOR ELMER: Okay, then from this then, i f  we eliminate this
amendment and some of your friends are from Omaha who you trust 
in the keno operations would be successful in bidding for this 
state lottery. Would they then, because of the conflict of 
interest, be obligated to terminate their agreements in running 
the lottery in Omaha or running the keno operations in Omaha?

SENATOR HALL: If  this amendment were to be retained in the
b ill?

SENATOR ELMER: No, i f  it  were not.

SENATOR HALL: If  it  were pulled from the b il l  would they,
because of a conflict of interest. Senator Elmer, they would be 
subject to the laws of the State of Nebraska. They would be
subject to the provisions that t h e . . .

SENATOR ELMER: Okay.

SENATOR HALL: ...c h a r ita b le  gaming division  of the Department
of Revenue would put in p la c e .. .

SENATOR ELMER: I understand that.

SENATOR HALL: If  the laws of the State of Nebraska and the
charitable gaming d ivision , through their auditing procedures 
and reviews found that t'.ere was no conflict, I would see no
conflict and there would be no need for them t o . . .

SENATOR ELMER: Thank you. Senator H all, I think that answers my


