In matter of sivirg awa, o-r under plan of “otor Vehirle
Nexlers Agcoclatien of Fansuz City, “o.

_— ‘/_,

Pebruney 17, 1833,

FILED
/ 5

v, Thomas A, J. Yaptin
ropoouting fttommey
Yaneas iy, Hicesuwrdi

et U ‘;‘r ¥

in latter .o lressed to Attorney-Coner:l by
"etter Ruclnese Mreau, Ine., Fansuc City, decourd,
thet orgunicntion s'ases oo follows!

*ndar thelr method of disteibutiom
of tickete each perpon whe enters ‘he
motor sbow, sfter being recuired to
PRy an adedsstor chapge of 40 cente,
g.: t‘.:esi h&g:'lad & M!ugd ti.ekat. N

tor ntee'nnl.n?- ; & dravirg $¢ held
s’ the persce holding the nusber
corresponiing to the nusber driwn fro
& burrel wins the moter ocur.®

oW @sk my c;:mmn or whether cr not this nisn
srecuted sould constitute o lottery. In my opinion, 4t
wowdde. .

In Mute ex rel. 'nme Flamper:c Ascocietion wa,
fughes, Coudueelonnr of Pincnce, &9 0. 1. Oep oile 23w
wid, our NNyrome Court sqald:

“The firct Juection argued ie vhethor
relutors Lien 46 « lotter, withi- the
v ing of ‘eotion 10, Article 14, eof
the Coretitution wiish forbids or un-
ization of lo*teriec or gift enter:rices
for woy jurove, The ter "lott r ”
tue used, incl.des avery device whereby
anything of wmiue is for & conulderation
zilottsd by ehunee.”
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The fuot thut the receiver of ticket wuc given
of 40 cente, uukes

itHI&e Bod puld an eomls fon eharge
oo Jegei differ-ree. In oy opinion the ' ian executed
would ocnstitute o lottery wid my views spe, I think,

cuspogted by the following authorities:

Bate ve. Bunford, 73 ‘o, 847;
HeTon ld ve. ‘nited Butes, O3 U, &u6;

“dver ve, Investuent Co., 163 1o, 60,

Very respectfully,

ENTAR" ¢, OPOW

AP B OWED

a3 0 L
Attorrey-Tencral.

ECIEED




