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chal l e n g e a b l e . You a r e c h a l l en g i ng t he f a c t t h a t I h av e r u l e d
that this i s divisible, and you are challenging that it is not
divisible. So, Senator Pederson, you can open on your challenge
o f t h e C h a ir ' s r u l i ng .

SENATOR D. PEDERSON: Mr . President, the point of my cha ll enge
is the fact that this really is a total picture of what we are
amending at this time. I t's a...certainly two facets to it, but
it's all part of the same proposal. The p r oposal is t o a llow
the construction o f saying t h e constitution provides that we
will be enabling ourselves to make a ruling in c o nnection w i t h
w hat w e w an t t o aut h o ri z e b y wa y o f e l ec t r on i c g a mi ng , a n d a s a
coro l l a r y t o t h a t same t h i n g , i t l i mi t s t he n umb e r o f p o t e n t i a l
casinos to four. And the purpose of having the opportunities to
hav~. the constitution amended to allow the electronic gaming is
s imply t o g i ve a n o p p o r t u n i t y t o t he ba l a n c e o f t he s t at e t ha t
would not be inc luded if there are four casinos. And I think
that there are not going to be more than four cas inos in this
s ta t e . The po p u l a t i o n wou l dn ' t a l l ow i t , a n d I t h i nk ,
accordingly, that it's a total package, and I think it should be
consi d e r e d i n t h a t l i gh t . Th an k y o u .

SENATOR CUDABACK: Th a n k y o u, Se na t o r D on Pe de r s on
debatable. Eac h pe rson gets to speak only once,
a ccording to lights that were on prior to this. We
from there. If you wish to speak to the challenge,
you can pa s s over . The first light is Senator
waives off. Senator Landis. Senator Kremer. H e
Senator Janssen. He waives also. Senator Beutler.

SENATOR BEUTLER: S enator Cudaback, members of the Legislature,
let me explain why I asked for a d iv ision of the question.
First of all, just to go back to the rule book, it says that any
member may call for a division of the question, which shall be
divided if it comprehends propositions in substance so d i s tinct
t hat , on e b e i n g t a k en awa y , a su b st a n t i ve p r op o s i t i o n wi l l
remain for the decision of the Legislature. So , c learly, t h is
i s a d i v i d a b l e i s s u e , b u t i f you vo t e t o ove r r u l e t he C h a i r , you
can do that. Bu t it is dividable because if you take away the
proposition to reduce casinos from four to eight, you still have
a separate distinct proposition with regard to e xpanding v ideo

Thi s i s
so I will go
wil l t ak e i t
you may o r
J ohnson . He
waive s o f f .
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