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discussion on the amendment offered by Senator Smith. Fur ther
discussion, that is, on AN2670. First speaker, Senator Tyson,
followed by Senator Smith.

SENATOR TYSON: Thank you, Nr. President, ladies and gentlemen.
The other day, we voted...I'm speaking on AN2670, but I'm going
to do it by talking about something that happened earlier, and
that was AN2599. AN2599 was voted on, on the 20th, and we found
18 eyes , 20 na ys , 10 n ot vot i n g, and 1 exc used . So A N2599
failed to pass, but it succeeded in the...for the purpose for
which I believe it was intended by Senator Smith, who shows soma
admirable, truly admirable qualities, those exhibited earlier by
Niccolo Machiavelli. There is another purpose in AN2599, and it
succeeded fo r t h at pur po se. AN259 9 r ead s , "subject to the
approval of the registered voters of the county voting on th e
question of wh ether such c asino location shall be in such
county." In other words, are the counties allowed to control
what goes on within them? It ' s called local control. It
failed, because local control means absolutely nothing. I n an
earlier parlance, it is a hissing and a byword. I t means
nothing, because the intent of this bill is to allow those lucky
people, if they are allowed into this state, to plunder, loot,
and burn where they will. Now, the people within this body that
says, we want the democratic process, that's important, the
people should be allowed to vote. I replied some time ago, and
several times since, that they did have a right to vote; they
voted for each one of us to carry their will here. It's called
a republican form of g overnment, not a de mocratic form of
government. The point is, local control means local control,
good times, bad times, your purpose, my purpose. And it was
found not to be desirable when it meant that a county could
control its own destiny in whether or not they should allow
cancer i n their county. N ow we have another one. We have
AN2670. And here again, that is a matter of local control,
except that it puts a time line on it of five ye ars. They
should be able to steal enough from the general populace in five
years that it would be really worthwhile going on to someplace
else and clean out that barn. I support AN2670. I don't think
it's going to go anywhere, because I don't think anybody here
wants local control that also wants gambling in this state. But
I admire Senator Smith's amendment, and I intend to vote for it.
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