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do something which we don't intend to do and certainl y we do
that frequently, not just on lottery legislation. pgut| would
just suggest that the passage of the amendnment jn the present
formwoul d probably get us into sone of the sanme difficulty that
we did get into with the pickle business because whether we |ike
it or not, and it depends upon what point of view you' rein, the
revenue from the ganbling nay exceed the revenue fromthe other
retail businesses by a substantial anmpunt. ;

t hough...and | woul d hope that maybe next yearI V\}ah\lmnlkl’ cgr?emt\)laegk
and the body mi ght have a change ofheart on the Cl atterbuck
anmendnent and decide not to clanp down quite sg hard on the
little guy. Maybe if the Departnent of Revenue has enough ot her
busi ness to do, they won't be so concerned about riding shotgun
onone legitimatebusiness in Bellevue. i

Senat or Lg)’/nch is attenpting to do is to g’&’c}relsst hallnpkro rI]%Fn V\mhc%t
is one which this body ought to be concerned about and {hat s
equity, the equity that would exist betweenvarious retail
enterprises by allowing themto participate to the maxinmum
extent possible in a lottery operation. \pether you like it or
not, those operations are growing and tog the extent that we
broaden the participation it,of course, nmakes it possible for
nore people to participate but, to the extent that we Iimt i

it provides a certain business advantage for certain individual's
or entities and denies that advantage toothers. A member of
t he body just came to me this morning and suggested that
sinmul casting certainly ought to be anended so that those persons
who now have to drive 150 or 200 mles to arace track could
enj OK: the mul titude of benefits that have accrued from

simulcasting, if you read the paper the last few days, and do
not have to wear out their autonobile getting to a Ilcense(?race

track. | would guess that's probably enough to upset Scott g4,
this morning but, in any case, | think that Senator Lynch has
actual |y pinpointed somet hing which ought to be sddressed next
year and |'m sure Senator Smith and her conmittee will probably
take a look at it. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Smith.

SENATOR SM TH: | think I have already said about gyerythin I
need to say and | would just say that if that's a concern aﬁd an

i ssue that needs to be brought to the committee, | would be
happy for us to take a |ook at it, Senator Lynch.

SlpEAEER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Lynch’ would you care to
close~
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