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This Citizens' Statement, authorized by the 2009 State Legislature, was devefoped by an independent pane! of 24 Oregon voters
who ¢hose to participats in the Citizens’ Initiative Review process, The panelists were randomly sefacted from registered voters in
Oregon and batanced to fairly reflact the state’s voting population based upon location of residence, age, gender, panty affiliation,
education, ethnicity, and Rkelihood of voting, Over & period of five days the panel heard fram initiative propanents, opponents,
and background witnesses. The panelists deliberated the measure and issued this statement, This statement has not been aditad,

altered, or approved by the Secretary of State.

The opinions expressed in this statement are those of the members ol & citizen panel and were develeped through the sitizen
review proecess. Thaey are NOT official opinions or positions andorsed by the State of Oregon oy any government agency. A citizen
panel is not a judge of the constitutionatity or legality of any baliot measure, and any statements about such matiars are not

hinding on a court of law.

Key Findings

The following are statements about the measure and the
number af panelists who agree with each statement

« Economists disagree on the tong term eeonomic impact
of privete casinas in Oregon, (22)

« For every dolfar of revenue from Video Lattery
Terminals, about 65 cents goes to the State lottery. In
addition, under Measure 82 far every doilar of revenue
produced by private casinos, 28 cents would go to the
State lottery. {24)

* Private casinos coudd negatively alient the gaming
revenuss of the tribal casinos and the communities they
support. (20}

« The Oregon Lottery and businesses with Oregon Video
Lotltery Terminalis that are focated within a close proxim-
ity of a private casino would likely ose money. 123

» According to the "Measure 82 £stimate of Financial
impact” Measure 82 will have an unknown impact
on state revenus, however, 26% of a private casing's
adjusted gross revenue will be given to the State of
Oregor for specified purposes. (22}

= in Oregon, the slate government has compacts with all
nine Tribal governments, however, thoge agreements do
riol prohibit peivate casinos, {(21)

Additional Policy Considerations

The following are statemants about the subject matier or
fiscal considerations related to the measure and the number
of panelists who agree with each statement:

» If Measure 83 passes, approximately 2000 fuli-time jobs
with benefits may be created; howeves, jobs could be
tost at tribal casinos and small businesses as weil. {22)

Citizen Statement in Opposition to
the Measure

POSITION TAKEN BY 17 OF 24 PANELISTS

We, 17 members of the Citizens’ initiative Review, oppose
Ballot Measure 82 for the {allowing reagons:

Measure 82 changes the Oregon constitution. 1 this maasure
passas it will aliow more outside influenge on gambiing
within the state. The backers who wrote this measure

stand to gain significar profits by changing the Oregon
conglitution.

The social impact to the overall culture and values of Oregon
are at risk with the added casinos that Measare 82 will aliow.

Changing the Oregon state gonstitution, with no clear eco
nomic benefit to Oregonians, is not waorth the possibie nega-
tive effects to our citizens.

According to local experts more than 70,000 adult Greganiansg
have praoblems with gambiing. Qur corcern is that an increase
of private casinos will inerease addictions to gambling,
aleshal and drugs.

Measure 82 will negatively impact the revenue genarated by
tribal casinos traditionally used to suppor? tribal communi-
ties, nearby rural areas, non-profits and charitable organiza-
tions theoughout Oregon.

Small businesses near private casinos could stand to lose up ta
48% of Video Lottery Terminal revenue on average. We believe
this foss would have a substantial impact on businesses.

If Measure 83 passes, the proposed private casing in
Multnomah County will negatively impact surrounding com-
munities who have 2 State vote, but not a local vote. Qur con-
crrns are tratfic congestion and the possible increase in crime,

Soastained funding for Oregon edugation shouldn't be depen-
dent upon aur citizens’ private casing gambling losses.

Citizen Statement in Support of the Measure
POSITION TAKEN 8Y 7 OF 24 PANELISTS

We, 7 members of the Citizens’ Initiative Beview, suppon!
Ballot Measure 82 far the following reasons:

Measure 82 changes the Oregon constitution to allow the
people of Oregon o decide whether they want private
casinos and allows the lozal communities ta vote for or
against the measure even if volers approve a casingin g
statewide alection,

The current funding structure for K-12 schogls in Oregon
is not suffisient. Private casinos may provide an additional
revenue source for education.

Private casino construction and oparations will result in
additional wel-paying jobs and properly taxes for the local
community.

Research has shown the existence of a sasing in a community
does not in and of itself increase gambling behavior and does
a0t cause the behavioral problems that many fear.

A casing iz a new tourist attraction and may revitalize the sur-
raunding areas.

The casino must s developed in an incorporated city and
must he owned and operated by an Oregon tax-paying
corporalion,

I measure 83 passes and the voters of Wood Village approve
the proposed casino, net revenus 1o State and local govern-
ments are estimatad to be $32 militon to $54 million annually
10 be divided amongst®

Public schools

Job creation

Oregon iribes

Froblem gambling programs
Local and state police

City of Wood Village
Adjacent cities

Barks and natural resourcas

“Refer to sectian 3 of Balot Measure 83



