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parts, one had to do with marriage fees and th e o t h e r h a d t o
do wi t h b i r t h ce r t i f i c at e f ee s . My amendment does nothing
with regard to the birth cer tificate f ees . Wha t e v e r
revenues were generated by that part of h is amendment w i l l
continue to be generated. But it cuts out that portion of
the amendment that increases the marriage fee so that the
marriage fee is not increased and substitutes for that a
divorce fee and the divorce fee raises approximately the
same amount of money t hat wou l d hav e b e e n raised by t h e
increase in the marriage fee. Now I sug g e s te d t o .!ou
earlier, there were a couple of questions raised that I want
to answer. First of all, who pays t h e f e es ' ? I t i s p ai d b y
the one who files the petition.

PRESIDENT: (Gavel.) P lease lower your conversation level
s o we can hea r t h e s p e a k e r .

SENATOR BEUTLER: As a pra ctical matter, all fees in a
divorce become the s ubject of negotiation between the
lawyers representing the adverse parties because t he whole
bottom line in a divorce is the splitting up of the property
and the obligations and the duties, and e ve ry t h i n g b e c omes
figured into that whole system. So al t h o ug h t ec h n i ca l l y i t
xs pai d b y t he one w h o f r i e s t he pe t i t i o n , that may not as a
practical matter be the w a y it ends up xn an y pa r t i cu l a r
s ztua t z on . Th e m o ne y z taxed lake court cost, so that the
court., contempt powers are t here t o b e u sed i n o r der to
collect the money so the money xs I believe collectible.
A nd t ne n t h e mon e y g o e s znto the general fund and not i nt o
the trust fund so that we don't have ea rmarking in the
m anner suggested o r o p p o sed b y S enator Warn er . Now S e n a t o r
Johnson ch a r a c t e r i z es t h zs as an increase in court costs but
it is not an increase in court costs. It is a fee that is
associated with an event, with a divorce. It is associated
with the court costs only because that court action is the
place where you can logically attach a f ee t o a di : or ce .
Now if Senator Johnson were talking about a d ivorc e f e e as
court c os t s ve r su s n o f ee at a l l , I t h i n k t h er e would be
some substance to what he is saying, but the alternative we
are talking about here is a marriage tax, and just as
Senator J o h n son can ar gue t h at on e ought t o h ave acce s s t o
the courts for a minimum o r no f ee , pe r h a p s o n e can al so
argue and o ne c an a l so argue that one ought to be a ble t o
get married without a huge tax on the...taxing the event of
marriage. So I really don't see the di stinction that
Senator Johnson is talking about. In this particular case,
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