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I t h i n k we a re d o i n g a disservice to the county by saying
you do the work and we' ll take three-fourths of the money,
or we' ll take two-thirds of the money. Would you like to do
t hat , w o r k f or a bo ss a n d h e 'd say, .;ell, I'm going ".o give
y ou a l i t t l e b i t and I ' m go i n g to keep all the rest? No,
you wouldn' t. It is totally unfair to those counties to say
y ou do a l l t he wor k a n d w e' l l t ak e three-fourths of the
money. I don't think half is enough even to b e giv i n g t h e
counties who are doing all that work. So I strongly support
Senator Haberman's amendment. If we don't do anything else,
if we don't even change the amount of the c harge fo r t h e s e
transactions, we should at least give those counties half of
what they take. I r eally support the Haberman amendment
more than any other part of the bill. Thank you.

SENATOR BEUTLER: S e n a t o r H a b e r man.

SENATOR HABERMAN: ( Response xnaud i b l e . )

SENATOR BEUTLER: S e n a t o r C h a mbers .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and m embers o f the
Legislature, from the discussion that I have listened to
thus far the purpose of this documentary tax is to raise
money. It is not a user fee. It is not saying t hat t he
county is performing a service, that it is not considered an
essential service, therefore, those who make use of it are
going to have to pay for it. Senator Johnson, this tax is
b ased on so m uc h pe r $1 , 0 0 0 o f value in the transaction,
i sn' t i t '? Is it possible that a piece of paper dealing with
a multimillion dollar trans.. .or the amount of paper dealing
with a mu l t i mi l l i on dollar transaction would b e no m o r e
voluminous than that dealing with a $10,000 transaction?

SENATOR V. J OHNSON: Yes.

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: So t he pu r p o s e of the tax...I mean the
tax is not based on the amount of work it takes to deal with
the document.

SENATOR V. J OHNSON: You' ve go t i t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Members of the Legislature, this doesn' t
make sense. I t makes sense to those who profit f rom i t ;
1983-1984 fiscal year Douglas County got $273,000 from this
tax at the rate it is charged now and the percentage that it
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