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r esponden t s , i t t a l k s ab ou t c om mun i t y v i d e o sl o t s , an d i t t e l l s
you that statewide voters would vote for that at that time, at
that particular moment in t ime, 50 percent to 40 percent,
1 0 percen t unde c i d ed . Now i f you f l i p over a cou p l e o f m o r e
pages, o r o n e mor e p a ge , i t t a l ks about put t i ng t he ca s i no
proposal on the ballot. This jumps to 62 percent to 30 percent
t o 8 p e r c e n t . So al m os t a t wo t o o ne mar g i n t hat peop l e who
were surveyed said that they would support a casino proposal.

S PEAKER BRO N M :
Tyson .

SENATOR TYSON: T hank you, NIr. S peaker, members of the body. W e
are going to have a lot of time, I think, on this constitutional
amendment, or proposed amendment, and I want to talk about ju st
one of the things that Senator Schimek enumerated and I think
s he co v e r e d t h a t we l l . An d t h a t i s t h e f i r s t t h i n g t ha t sh e
m enti o n ed , t h e t h r ea t o f a n i n i t i a t i v e d r i v e , a n d t h e d a ng e r
that that would have because there would be no restraint by t he
Legislature, and we would not have an opportunity to stick our
g reedy l i t t l e h a nd s i n t h e p o t . I sh ou l dn ' t h av e sa i d t h a t
because t hat k i nd of gi ves a way my ba s i c at t i t ud e t o w a rds t h i s
whole t h i n g . But t hat ' s a l l r i gh t , t he cat i s ou t o f t he bag .
I might as well tell you that I'm against this constitutional
amendment, almost but not quite as much as I am against S enator
Janssen's amendment. In essence, what Senator Schimek is saying
is, act now, preempt the Supreme Court, get something on the
b al l o t . I d on ' t t h i nk t ha t t h e p e op l e w ho h a v e b r o u g h t t h e su i t
on appeal to the Supreme Court are going to g ive up because
we' ve done that. I think that the petition drive that was there
n ow, y ou l ook e d qu i zz i cal l y at me , Senat o r Schi m ek , a n d I
t hought I w o u l d j u s t t h r o w t h a t i n , t hey a r e go i n g t o go ahead
with that because that is a n in itiative petition that is
striking, really striking in the depths of the rapacity and the
g reed o f t he p e o p l e who p a i d f o r i t . We ' r e go i n g t o p r e e mpt t h e
S upreme Co u r t ? No , we ' r e no t . That i n i t i at i ve wi l l s t and o r
fall on th e lega l me r its o f it . And wh ile the r e is a
possibility that the Supremes will sing a different song, we
just have to take that chance. They could very well say that
t ha t i s a s i ng l e su b j ec t , a n d t h a t t he p e t i t i o n s ho u l d b e p u t o n
t he b a l l o t . T he y c o u l d j u s t a s we l l , a n d I t h i n k t h ey wi l l ,

Time. Tha nk you, Senator Schimek. Sena tor
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