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SENATOR ERDNAN : So you ' re saying that I should vote against
this amendment if I'm opposed to gambling?

SENATOR JANSSEN: Well, Senator Erdman, you have never f ollowed
the w ay I t o l d yo u t o vo t e a n yw a y , so I do u b t ve r y muc h w h e t he r
t hat w o u l d h ap p e n . (L a ug h t e r )

SENATOR ERDNAN: Thank you, Senator Janssen, point well made. I
think it's interesting what we' ve rushed to do he re and I 'm
g oing t o a c t u a l l y v o t e ag a i n s t Sen a t o r J a n s s e n ' s a m e ndment i n
hopes of one or two t hings happening­-actually, the sta te
g enera t i n g r e v e n ue i n t h e ev e n t t h a t t h i s d oe s b e c o me l a w i n
Nebraska, but also because, as he said, I generally don't follow
h is s u p p o r t . The a r g um en t t h a t c om e s u p a g a i n i s , a nd t h e
reason why th i s ame ndment i s up here to clarify the language
that w e s u p p o s e d l y wer e t r y i n g t o c l a r i f y ye st e r d a y , wa s i n t h e
event that th e re's c ompeting interests, one petition that was
p ut ou t by t he v o t e r s o r by t h e c i t i ze n s a t l a r g e a n d t h e n a
proposal that mi ght b e put out by the Legislature if there is
compet i n g p r o v i s i o n s i n t h e l aw , t h e y l o o k a t wh i ch ev e r
p rov i s i o n h ad t he mo s t v o t e s t o de t e r mi n e w h a t t h e l aw o f t h e
state should be. I'm not sure that the argument that c ontinues
to co m e u p , t ha t t h e p e t i t i o n mi g h t b e wor s e t h an wh a t we ca n
p ropose , i s a v a l i d on e a t t h i s t i me , an d I ' l l t e l l y o u why .
The pe t i t i o n t h a t we h a d b e f o r e t h a t ev e r y on e i s c on ce r ne d ab o u t
is that somehow the Legislature and the state as a whole will be
l ef t o u t of t he r ev e nue p r o cess i f t he pet i t i one r s p u t s o met h i n g
o n t he b a l l o t o r i f we p u t some t h i ng on t h e b a l l o t , a nd t h e
reason why I think that's a false argument is because the court
i s go i ng t o r ul e t hat you ' v e go t t o p ut one i s s u e b e f o r e t he
v oter s a n d w h a t t he pe t i t i o ne r s a r e g o i ng t o c o n t i nu a l l y t r y an d
d o, an d t he y mi g ht f i g u r e t h i s o u t bu t I h av e a h a r d t i me
b el i e v i n g t h a t t he y wi l l , i s t h a t t he y ' r e g o i ng t o f i g u r e o u t a
way to bypass the revenue stream to the state because they' re
o nly go i n g t o b e a b le t o a sk o n e q u e s t i o n a n d t h a t i s , sho u l d w e
e xpand g a mb l i n g o r n o t ? So , f r om t ha t s t a nd p o i n t , I t h i n k t h a t ,
regardless o f whe ther we put something out there or the voters
p ut s o me t h i n g o ut t h e r e , t h a t a r g um en t do e s n ' t ho l d a l o t o f
weigh t b e ca u se I t h i nk i t ' s st i l l g o t t o co me b a ck t o t h e
Legis l a t u r e f o r e na b l i n g l e g i s l a t i o n . I mi g h t b e wr o n g . b u t I
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