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SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr . President, members of the Legislature,
we' re d eal i n g with such a limited subject here that it' s
impossible to speak on it without being repetitive. I have
always been in f avor of a li beral interpretation of t he
germaneness rule, arguing that from my point of view the only
time something should be considered nongermane is if it would
put a second subject into a bill which would thereby make it
unconstitutional. Ny view has never prevailed except on
occasions where it was desired to ad vance the work of t he
Legislature and there would be a so mewhat liberal
interpretation. B ut as Senate r Bourne touched on, when we talk
about Article III, Section 2 (a), which is before us , i f you
look in Senator Brown's amendment, it is easy to follow.
Line 8, any game of chance, any lottery, or gift enterprise
which is i n the provision of the constitution that Senator
Landis will deal with, not only in the generic sense if t h at ' s
the case, but we come down to line 13 where we talk about the
state lottery that can be created, and in addition to that,
lotteries, raffles and gift enterprises solely for charitable or
community betterment purposes. If w e g o t o pa g e 2 o f h e r
amendment we can see in existing language, l ine 4 t hr o ugh 14 ,
we' re talking about wagering on horse races. Well, all of those
are different types of gambling. A lottery obviously is not a
raffle or you wouldn't need two terms. Lotteries and raffles
are not ho rse races. A nd the wagering on a horse race is not
the same as purchasing a lottery ticket. So I'm opposed t o an
interpretation which is so strict that it says unless it's the
identical thing that is in the proposed amendment that is being
offered as the underlying thing we' re discussing, if the only
time something is germane is if it says the same thing, then you
cannot, in effect, amend it because it's not germane. I am n o t
in favor of ca sino gambling, but I'm also not in favor of our
system being handled in a way that from my perspective seems to
be overly strict, overly confining. However many times this
particular issue has been before us and has been di s c ussed, I
voted against cloture. I will vote against casino gambling, but
now I'm looking at this the way I look at other aspects of the
process and the system. If casino gambling which deals with
games of chance, and the term games of chance,any gaae of
chance is already in the constitution, how can this particular
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