










Committee,' to,'Citizens Committee for the D.C. Video Lottery Terminal Initiative," and

filed the appropriate documentation to effectuate that change with the D.C. Offrce of

Campaign Finance ("OCF").

On June 9,2004, the Board accepted the revised version of Initiative Measure No.

6g as a proper subject for initiative, and drafted the formulations for the short title and

summary statement that would appear on the supporting petition forms. See D.C. Coor $

l-1001.16(c)(1)-(2). As drafted by the Board, Initiative Measure No. 68's short title and

summary statement were as follows:

INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 6E

SHORT TITLE

"THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA VIDEO LOTTERY TERMINAL INITIATIVE
oF 2004"

SUMMARY STATEMENT

This initiative, if Passed, will:

. expand the lottery by allowing "Video Lottery Terrninals" ("VLTs") in the District

of Columbia;

o provide a fee of 25o/o of the net revenue from each VLT to the District;

oestablish the initial VLT facility at Montana AvenueA{ew York AvenuelBladensburg

Road, NE;

o permit one licensee to operate vLTs for the first ten years;

o establish application requirements for additional licensees after the first ten years;

o make nonbinding recommendations to the City Council that the fee paid to the

District be used, in part, to improve public schools and to help senior citizens obtain

prescription drugs.

On June 21,2004, Mses. Brizill and James, and David Argo filed a complaint

with the Superior Court of the District of Columbia seeking an order directing the Board
































































































