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tc share on the statewide benefits. | agmal| in favor of the
state having a lottery business and running It and operating |t
but | do not think it is fair or equitable for the state to not
ju.t piggyback on the local lottery but to absorb o5t of the
incone.  If the state wants to take the responsibility of
running it, operating it, as other states havedone, e
ought to have the courage and the fortitude to do so openpy, Buy
not | et t he | ocal government, the |ocal mayor and the council,
take the heat for setting up a lottery, whatever the heat there

is, and then siphon off the bulk of the profits. I think ,
number two, Senator Hall has a good suggestlon | think that

ought to be the way you go, if, in fact, theyeed nore noney
for supervision. | think that there is sufficient money out
there to supervise the activity at the present tinme, but I
certainly would oppose vyery much a 50 percent jncrease in
revenues to the state. I” don't know how we can justify that.

You renenber, it comes fromthe city's portion. It is comng
fromthe city or the county's portion. | very frankly, |ike
very nuch a county lottery because | believe 3| " their " people
live within the confines of county and all citizens then benetpl

because most of them participate. Butso long as you are going

to have a city lottery, certainly, the entity, the subdivision

of government, which establishes that |ottery and takes the
responsibility for its management, has the principal
responsibil ity for maxntaining the integrity of that system
ought to then be entitled to a little bit | arger portion than

the state. Now if the state can denobnstrate, and they have not

done that to ny know edge, that they need money . or ha t

they are spending more noney to police those entities, then

woul d be gl ad to listen to that and to accept sone Sort of ot her

split, but I don't believe it ought to be a 50-50 split, gpq |

certai nlﬁ don't think it ought to be a 60-40 split, andgiven my
n

limted ow edge of the activity up there, 5 3 percent for the
state, ~you would |eave Iess than that, maybeas little as
2 percent or maybe even less, for the city and | don't think
that zs fair. I don't think any of you who cone fromthose

areas where they operate the lotteries will think ¢ jg fair

and | think... '
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR SCHNIT: ...all of us ought to think about the fact that

if acity or a county or a village in our area were to go to the
troubl e of establishing a lottery, that we should not have the
state siphon off the largest portion of the proceeds. We get
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