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amendment.

S enator Ha l l .

PRESIDENT: The Smith amendment is adopted.

C LERK: Mr . Pr es i d e n t , Senator H e f n e r wou l d move to amend.
Senator Hefner's amendment is on page 2064 of the Journal.

PRESIDENT: Senator Hefner, please

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr . President and members of the body,
amendment 1471 which is on page 2064 puts all c it ie s a n d
counties on the same level. The am endment strike s t he
grandfather clause and states that,regardless of the date of
the original voter approval for a lottery, if four con secutive
years have passed without the operation of a lottery, voter
approval must be given again. And I believe this would affect
about eight cities. And so I move the adoption of this

P RESIDENT: Tha n k y o u . Senator Smith, please, f ollowed b y

SENATOR SMITH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Members of the body, I
will have to oppose this amendment and the reason that I oppose
it is because of the fact that it will be very expensive if they
have...if the...I think that if a city has elected by a vote of
the people to be able to institute a lottery in that community
but still not enacted that lottery that I s e e no r eas o n f or
another vote to be taken to take that right away of the lottery.
It does cost. I was told it costs as much as $250,000 in a city
like Omaha in order to do something like this. A nd I b e l i e v e
that the amendment that we just adopted actually, indirectly,
will take care of this concern that you have, Senator Hefner,
because what we' re doing is saying that after they started the
operation of the lottery if enough of the people decide this is
not something that they want to see going on in their community
or they see some problems with it, they can have an election to
remove that lottery from the community. And so I g u es s I will
have to oppose this because I don't believe this is necessary
and I think that it would be very costly.

P RESIDENT: Tha n k y ou .
Senator Hartnett.

SENATOR HALL: T hank you, Mr. President,and members, again, I
would reiterate just what Senator Smith said and rise to oppose
S enator H e f ner ' s amendment because, basically, I don't think

Senator Hall, please, fol lowed by
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