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A Study of the Policy to Deal
with Illegal' Mark-Six”

GRAND LEE
Fudan University

Abstract Illegal’ Mark-Six” has brought serious social and economic problems in China.

This paper studies the policy to deal with illegal’ Mark-Six” with a theoretical model. We com-

pare the effectiveness of different policy combinations under different market structures and pro-



292 5

pose a solution to crack down illegal’ Mark-Six” . This is to strengthen the marketing of govern-
ment-sponsored lotteries and to inform the public of the negative impacts of illegal’ Mark-Six”. In
particular it is the most effective to operate government-sponsored lotteries on a commercial basis
so they become a worthy venture for people to invest in.
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