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it's very, very hard to do...but we sometimes have to sepa r ate
our personal biases or feelings from what might be an absolute
d uty. And I think we have an absolute duty to put as g ood a
measure together as we can, and let the people have their say.
And I . . . t h e r e m a y n ot b e s om e t h i n g t ha t g e t s p a st h e r e t ha t I
can vote for . But th at really xsn't important to me. Wh a t' s
i mpor t a n t t o me i s t h a t p e op l e h av e a ch a n c e t o v o t e o n
s ometh in g t h a t i s d e ce n t a nd wo r k a bl e , c h an g e a b l e , a n d so m e t h i ng
that we can control. By 'we", it will be those, probably, who
follow us. But I'd much rather have rep resentatives wh o are
elected by the people in charge of this activity than I would
anyone else. So back to my amendment.. It does one thing and
one thing only. It says the maximum number of casinos would be
u p t o f o u r , i n s t e a d o f u p t o e i g h t . An d so t h a t ' s i t ,
Mr. President. If there are questions, I' ll try to respond.

SENATOR CUDA BACK : Thank you , Sen ator Br omm. (V isitors
i n t r o d u c e d . ) On wi t h d i scu ss i o n o f t h e Br o m m amendment , A M 1 1 3 9 ,
t o AM1119 b y S e n a t o r D o n P e d e r s o n t o L R 11CA . Th o se wi sh i ng t o
speak are Senators Schimek, Janssen, Erdman, Jones, Senator Don
Pederson, and Senator Beutler. Senator Schimek.

S ENATOR SCHIMEK: Y es . Th ank you, Mr. President and members. I
was just asking about this amendment, because I w a sn't ce rtain
if it's drafted to the Pederson amendment or if it's drafted to
t he . . . I d on ' t k n ow w h a t i t ' s d r a f t e d t o . Bu t an y wa y , w e ' l l g e t
t ha t s t r a i g h t e n e d o u t . I g u e s s I wou l d . . . I h av e mi x e d f e e l i n g s
about this. I would like to rise i n suppo rt of the Bromm
amendment that would g ive us fewer casinos. I ' ve never felt
t ha t l a r g e n u m b er s o f ca s i no s we r e e i t h e r p r ac t i ca l or g o o d
public policy, but was persuaded that this is a maximum number,
t he number t ha t we ag r e e d t o o n Ge n e r a l Fi l e , t ha t t ha t ' s a
maximum number that we would ever have, and that the state may
not choose t o l i cen s e more t h a n t wo , or mor e t han fo u r , or
whatever . I ' m mu ch m o r e c o m f o r t a b l e wi t h t h e nu m be r f o u r t h an I
am w i t h t h e n umb e r e i g h t . Bu t I ' m n o t su r e th a t t h a t r e a l l y
g ets t o a no t h er po l i cy d ec i s i o n t ha t we mad e on Ge n e r a l Fi l e
that allows us now to have casinos anywhere in the state, rather
than along th e bor ders, w here you' re going to have the least
social impact that you' re going to have anywhere else in the
state. Because I think I could say with some authority that you
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