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CLERK: M . President, Senator Schmit would nove to amend. (Tpe
Schmi t amendment appears on page 2267 of the Legislative
Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmit, please.

SENATOR SCHM T: Wel |, M. President and nenbers, | gffer this
anmendment because | believe that npbst of us here didn't even
realize that the bill will provide for a substantial increase in
the amount of revenue that will be collected p the operator.
And I think that that ought not to go vvit%/out some sort of

comrent. It is sort of ironic to me that the same body that

would = say, no, we're going to put out of business a small
i ndi vi dual operator who, for sone reason or g, does not

. ot ; fher,

measure up to certain specifications that we woul'd t'hen, "wiihout
any debate, mc_reasfe by 50 percent the anpunt of revenue the
operator can receive for operating the keno operatian.

that's a pretty healthy increase even gy tﬁese sPan ar 83. Any(fw
would have to suggest that _perhaps these standards become
somewhat |iberal fromtime to time. | would like to also call
your attention, if you would take note, that the |anguage allows
an exenption for license fees paid to the department, 5,4it or
| egal expenses incurred by the county, city or village which
relate directly to the conduct of operating such a lottery.
Ladi es and gentlenen, | think you will find that you i|| come
back in future years and strike that language. genator Nelson
was concerned about open-ended | anguage before and she is right.
Frequently, we do this and we do SO j nadvertently but we are
providing here, we are allow ng here for expenses far and above
what of what a 15 percent |imitation would indicate. And,
secondly, the 15 percent which we allow here is a 50 percent
increase over the 10 percent that had been allowed. Nowif you
want to do that, that's fine with nme. But | think you nust
remenber that the existing systems ogperated very successfully
with a 10 percent limtation. Now do vou want to nmake nmoney for
the operator or do you want to nake i%/ for the entity? | don't

really know what the purpose js of the bill. I woaould
suggest.. .and | don't know who suggested the 15 percent, i% |
were the operator, | would like zt fine and may just pe

calling attention here to something which othelrs woul d prefer
not to have mentioned. But a 50 percent increase in the gmount
of money allowed to go for operation s a rather healthy
increase. Over the years, that 10 percent number has been
suggested that it ought to be lowered. Sometimes it was
debated, sometimes it was not but it has remained about
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