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SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...the line is drawn and we won't step beyond
it. Ak- Sar - Ben doesn'trealize that there is no line for this
Legi slature. You can back this Legislature tg that wall and
flatten themthinner than the thickness of a sheet of typewiter
paper . Ak- Sar-Ben just is not willing to do that mich at this
point and, for that, | guess | should thank them, | should
applaud them_fo their mercy, their charity and their
consideration. They will not take’the | ast shred of dignity
from the Legislature just yet. They might need it two or three
years fromnow and then they will take it. But until that day

cones, | guess | should thank them for being kind enough not to
conpletely and totally denmean and degrade the Legislature or
make the Legislature demean and degrade itself. We are not

doing a service for the public.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmit, on the committee anendnents.
SENATOR SCHNI T: Wel |, Senator Chanbers, fromtime to time on

this floor, not very often, Senator Chanmbers will cast a vote
out of charity, fromjust the kindness of his heart. Onpe of the

things that Senator Chanbers al so speaks against, | was going to
say rails but actually he |l ectures against, is hypocrisy. And
so, Senator Chanbers, in all honesty, it's very difficult for ne

to take a position that would be contrary to that which Senat or
Hall is proposing here today. Senater Rod Johnson; true

agriculturalist that he is, suggested that if we had put an oat
hopper on a video lottery machiné that it coul d probabl be

called an agricultural benefit,and I'mgoing to work on that,
Senator Rod. You know,oneof the concerns we all have is
whether or not what we do here today has any substantial and
lasting benefit. Senator Richard Peterson, | think 4 5 vyer

excel l ent speech, pointed out that three years ago we were tola,
that this ought to be sufficient to give us 5 chance to come

back. Obvi ousl y,t here have been many changes since that tine.
Senator Elroy Hefner pointed out the tremendous increase in (e
conpetition fromother t(}/pes of ganbling. | would suggest, and
I don't think anyone would disagree with ne too much, that’ the

principal conpetition which has darratlzjed t horoughbred racing in
the State of Nebraska is not necessarily the | egal conpetition
that we havebut the illegal. ves it didn't hurt...it didn' t
hel p any to have lotteries legalized in |owa, to have a dog
track in lowa, a dog and a horse track in Kansas City, to have a
lottery in South Dakota, to have a lottery in Kansas. Those
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