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am sorry we have our signals a little mixed h ere th i s mor ning
and that ' s why I had my light o n a t d if f erent times . But I

wanted the opportunity to, first of a ll , support t he Beu tler
amendment and , secondly, to com ment on c e again about a

the lon gest ed itorials that I have seen in the Omaha
for some time, and I keep asking myself why they' re

to mention a few things th at they mentioned this morning in
their editorial . Speakin g ag a inst the am endment that we d id
yesterday, th ey say , we ll, what about a hearing? N e ither the
earlier bill by Janssen or the one by Sch imek got a hearing is
what they' re saying. Well, that's not unusual when you have an
amendment to a bill, especially if that a mendment i n corporates
parts of b o th bills. You d on't send it back to committee for
hearings. We'd be doing that ad infinitum in here if that w e re
the case . The second th ing they mention is that the bill' s
supporters are acting as if the proposal would settle everything
and put an end to the Nebraska's gambling debate. Nobody has
said that, but what we have said is, if we do not have it wide
open in the constitution, then we have a bett e r cha nce of
controlling i t if we stipulate in the constitution there shall
be only so many casinos, et cetera. The third thing they say is
t hat progambling senators claim this proposal ma y gar ner so me
v otes from a r eas outside of Omaha where cas inos may be located .
W ell, so what? Wh at ' s wrong with that ? Th at 's the n atu re of
the poli t ical proces s here is you have t o hav e the 30 v o tes
before you could get anything passed . Then they say at the

bottom of th e ed ito r ial, "Arching ower all of t h a t, though, is

the fact that gambling backers in the Leg islature owe it t o the
public to quit preten d in g that t he i s sue of r e v enues for the
public coffers doesn't exist or isn't important. " We ' ve never
done that in here . I have pas sed out all k i nds of in formation

that I can go over with you in de tail again about what expecte d
revenues m ig ht be , and we ' ve talked about va r ious formulas or
schemes that we might use to see th o se revenues go b a ck i nto the

local subdivisions, and that, of course, will be in the en abling
legislation. That wo n 't be in the c o n stitution . You won' t p u t
that in the constitu t ion . So why is the W or ld -H a id
editorializing day after day after day ? I asked myse lf that ,

and I asked mys e lf, could it have any connection with the fact

s o incensed and so interested in this issue. But I would lik e
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