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the.. .where it was in their calendar. In any event, [ don't
think that we should act under the threat or the possibility of
some ..something that is yet to come. And if we do, this would
be on the ballot; they would be on the ballot. I don't...I just
feel that that's not a good basis for action. As a matter of
fact, it was a prominent Democrat, Senator Schimek, who said we
should not take counsel of our fears. Would you happen to know
who that was?

SPEAKER BROMM: One minute.
SENATOR SCHIMEK: I believe it was Franklin Delano Roosevelt.

SENATOR TYSON: You're right. Anyway, this constitutional
amendment that we are considering now is something that we
should think about as to its long-term effect on the state of
Nebraska. Will it be good in the long run? It that petition
that is now under appeal in the Supreme Court were to become a
constitutional amendment, we wouldn't have any input in it, and
we wouldn't have any take out of it; just the greedy people that
have paid for it would benefit. And I think the 1long term of
that would show people who now think that they would like to
have something like video slots, they should even put them in
the bathrooms so that they wouldn't miss an opportunity.

SPEAKER BROMM: Time.
SENATOR TYSON: Thank you.
SPEAKER BROMM: Senator Schrock.

SENATOR SCHROCK: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature, the
fact of the matter is 37 states now offer slot machines, and you
can argue about the pros and cons of gambling. We can hold out.
Quite frankly, I resent what our neighbors have done to us.
Well, let's just say for the sake of argument that Nebraska
gamblers lose $50 million a year in other states. In other
words, the other states' revenues benefit $50 million a year.
That's $50 million a year that we could have. But it's not just
the gambling revenue that bothers me. My cousin from Holdrege
decided he wanted to spend the night at the casino in Council
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