February 26, 1990 LB 260

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, M. President, gnd nenbers, | rise to
support LB 260 as has been anended by the conmittee anendnents.
And | really appreciate Senator Chanmbers' comments because,
Senator Chambers, | clearly don't want to |eave the inpression
that | think that this is going to be a godsend with regard to
the drug war. Clearly, it is nothing nore than a fly, | gyess
on a horse's backside, but it is that nuch and it g5 g nore
fly than we currently have in place. Your questions,.your
exchange with  Senator Conway, | think, was a good one but the
fact of the matter is that tax is going to be inposed on the

individual whois selling thosedrugs and will that gffect the
rate of exchange, the price? | don't know. | don't think there
is ary way anﬁbody can tell that. I think thereare other
influences out therein that mar ket pl ace that would directly

i npact what the sale price is going to be as opposed to a tax
that we inpose here if that individual” is caught would ave on
the transaction. So | don't think that woul d have probagly much
of any i mpact on what the street price is going to be. \wpat|
woul d tell you is that when they. | think it was M. Sanft, who
came down from Minnesota and testified in front of th
committee, said was that the proposal did work and that it palg
fo_r itself in _the first year. And the first year | think they
rai sed approxwrately_ $67,000, and the second year it was
somewhere in the neighborhood of $300,000 that was raised
through this tax and that it still allowed for the |ocal
subdi vi si ons of government to seize the property, the 4 for
exanpl e, that the dru% was being transported in, andsell that,
keep those nonies at the local level, whereas a tax was inposed
on that individual whowas in possession and was selling these
drugs. So it was over and apove that, allowed for another
little gnat to bother thatdrug dealer, to use an anal ogy that
Senator Chanbers |ikes to use at times when he feels something
!sn't as effective as it should be. | would... | guess | would
LUSt say that, unfortunately, at this point in time we don' t
ave an effective neasure that would, ayen to liking, be able
to curtail the use of drugs that we have in Zt%y I thi’nk as |
have stated a nunber of times, education and prevention are the
best form of defense against this kind of an eneny and it wll
continue to be a problem Al LB 260 purports to do is attempt
to take away sone of that ill-gotten gain fromthose indivi SRS
who traffic inthis area. Thetax will do that . 1t will hit
themwhere it hurts, so to speak. They' re init for one reason
and one reason only,for financial gain. we take a little bit
of that away in LB 260, not as nuch as | would probably Iike but
a lot nore than the pill would have as it was originally
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