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see what Senator DeCamp said. Maybe I wouldn't have to say
anything at all. He wouldn't have left anything to say.

SPEAKER NICHOL: My, such politeness.

SENATOR MOREHEAD: Right. Mr. President and members of the
body, this is probably an unusual issue for me to be
standing here discussing with you this morning but since 1
am on the Miscellaneous Subjects I feel that it is important
for me to say just a few words in regards to Senator
Chambers' attempt for reconsideration. I think one of the
things that we are asked to do in this legislative body is
be selective, to be able to discern between the issues as to
how they are alike and how they are different. In the
Miscellaneous Subjects Committee we do that. 1In every other
committee you do that. Maybe all of the issues are
agriculture, or maybe all of the issues are education, but
nevertheless there is a difference. And we need to
recognize the differences and address those differences
independently. Gambling is not all gambling. If we are
going to say in the Constitution that, yes, we accept
certain things but we are going to hide our heads and the
others will go away, maybe if we just put our eyes...our
hands over our eyes or our hands over our ears, maybe they
will go away or maybe we won't have to think about them.
And I am saying that if you lump all gambling together, you
are not going to make it go away. And bookmaking is not
going to go away. The Constitution may prohibit legalized
bookmaking but does it prohibit illegalized? I think that
you must give Senator Chambers...I don't say you must
because, obviously, you don't "must" do anything in here,
but I am asking that you do give him a fair shot to explain
the differences in this. 1 feel that there are differences.
I have gone back to my communities. I have talked to my
bookies. Maybe you don't know who the bookies are in your
community, but through a matter of selectivity you can find
out the names of those bookies and they will share certain
information with you. They will openly tell you. When
Serator Chambers talked about $40,000 out of the community,
he is talking about my community and I tell you that I was a
little surprised in some respects but they are not going to
go away. They are going to continue to operate. And if the
federal government has recognized this and the federal
government is taxing this, then I think we need to take
another look at this issue and we are not going to take a
look at it if we don't have the opportunity to discuss it.
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