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here and trying to understand. |guess myconcern is that we
have given...what we' re doing is giving |ocal governnent focal
control over a local |ottery and | wouldn't want to see
something like this placed in the |aw which tells them where
they' re going to put those.  have their points where those are
going to be held, |I think. The state has nmade a policy decision
as to where charitable ganing should be conducted. | {hink that

we should allow the local then the control over the |ocal
lottery, at least in this area. And | won't be able to support
it, Senator Lynch. Naybe if | had seen it before or if | gguld
have time to digest it, | might see gsonething different about

it. But right now thijs s what | think |'mseeingin the

i
amendnent. So | woul d oppose i

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wthem

SENATOR WITHEN: Yes, Nr. Speaker an members gf the
Legi sl ature, the Lynch amendnent has sone appeal on its gyrface
and it's the type of amendnment that could easily be adopted g4
the bill passed on over to Final Reading and nobody notice Tt
until the enforcenment starts to take place. Andldon't know at
this point but ny guess is a nunber of city lotteries where n,o
city contracts with a contractor and the contractor then
establishes a facility in which people go in and play the

lottery that those would beconme illegal under this. Atleast ,
that's what rT‘y theory is and that's the reason |' m not go| ng to
be supportingit. Ny home community...one of my home

comunities of LaVista last year did, in fact, pass a |ottery.
It has not been established. Probably when they set it up they
could conply with this new requirenent. I'm  wondering though
about the City of Ralston to the north. | happen to be famliar
with this one because they're keno operation is in the same
office conplex where ny office takes place and gther than the
fact that | can never find a place to park to get into ny office

anynore since that established, | don't think there are any
problens with it. That place, I'mquite certain, does not haye
any type of =~ liquor license nordoesit achieve a particular
percentage of its revenue. So | think. | think what we' ve done
with this bill, it appearsto me, Senator Smith, I've pot paid
as much attention as | should have but it appears to ne as
though we've been very, very careful throughout the passage of
this bill t hat we not infringe on existingsort of operations
that are out there. I'm afraid the Lynch amendnment would

probably do that. Now | tend to agree with Senator Lynch's what
I think are his frUStrationS\Niththe requirerrentsthat we
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