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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

ALABAMA ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL BOARD
MONTGOMERY

Fiscal Year Ending September 30, 1974

RROSSBATESN LIy Somme oy Semrt ol nes de g oo domes o $ 122,751,535

PR SR T T P (e SN PN ] $ 79,117
NETBALES ' .vviivavein e Sl el 4 N St i b 7 $ 122,672,418

Less: Cost of Sales .. ... SRR o i A vaeo 871,964,215
GROSS PROFIT ....vvervvnvnnnons LS ettt B N A A s $ 50,708,203

Less: Cost of Sales Operations . ..........ocu... $ 9,582,009
NETPROFIT ' .iucsvvvvisin PR S IR I U P PR g 5 41,126,194
IACBOSETRBE TOMIL: o2 ii i vis migenin g e sy R R R R . 9 260,240
Excise Taxes

f et R A R B Ty BT e R $ 1417336

Bt RS 20% Lis it Dt s B $ 26,165,834

RO N I T B oy ar A e Bee s s b i o b b e $ 27,583,170

SALES TAX — 4% — General SaleS TaX v vvuvirerresnnnnnensenns Pt 3,215,169
OTHER TAXES ~ 3% — Distillers Privilege Tax*** .. .. ............... S 2,121,703
Miscollaneouy Ineome . iq saimsinsiis sis sy aisinevmis iavivinednsu'? 813,566
GROSS STATE REVENUE ...,....... AT R AT R AN N b iR T E 5 vensewe 3 75,120,042
Administrative and Enforcement COsIS ... vvvrreersonsers e b 5,162,141
NETSEATERBYENUR. . i vvesovoiesiosaieis RS e wssenrerennsanssernares 3 09,957,901

LOCAL COLLECTIONS

Connty LIt FEby -t rasn 3o viisnosa iy bigas 3 300,485
Municipal License Fees and Taxes (Est.) ...... veee 3 5,975,000
County Beer Distributors Privilege Tax ........0... § 91,823
OOl CONOCEIONE w51 i v i s B b D et b s o Ras h 6,367,308
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ..\ 0eureerrevnsarsnsnes varessnssssansesenssse 3 16,325209

* Includes 35% tax on delivered cost plus 25% mutk-up,
** Effective 10/4/73, Levied on wholesale price of bulk or bottled wines not sold through the ABC Board.
*** Collected by the State Department of Revenue.

ALABAMA

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Licenses
are issued for on-premises con-
sumption in half-pint and
miniature sizes by State Board.

General Sales Tax
GROSS RECEIPTS TAX: 4%
of gross receipts including
alcoholic beverages when sold at
retail by the State, for educa-
tion.

Local Collections
COUNTIES set license fees for
retail beer dispensers;
COUNTIES AND MUNICI-
PALITIES may set “reasonable”
additional fees for hotels,
restaurants, and clubs licensed
by the State, provided that no
county may set a fee in (xcess
of the State fee.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES PROFITS AND
10% TAX ON NET SALES BY
BOARD: First $2,000,000,
50% to State Gen. Fund, 19% to
Dept. of Pensions & Sceurity,
10% to general funds of the 67
counties; 1% to Public Health
Fund of the 67 counties; 20% to
municipalities where state stores
located, in proportion which net
profits of state stores in each
municipality bear to net profits
of all state stores; next
$200,000 to all incorporated
cities and towns according to
population; excess over
$2,200,000, on population
busis, 10% to all countics;
16-2/3% to all incorporated
citics and towns; 3-1}3‘)‘- to
incorporated cities and towns
having one or more state stores,
amounts received by cities and
towns to be available for general
purposes; 10% to Deplt. of Pen-
sions & Sccurity; 60% to State
Gen, Fund. Second additional
tax of 10% on spirits and wine
sold by state stores to old age
assistance, Third additional tax
of 10% on spirits and wine sold
by stale stores cqually to old
age assistance and Mental Health
Fund, Effective 10/1/69 5% tax
on spirits and wine sold by state
stores, to State General Fund.,
STATE LICENSE FEES:
Distillers or hotels, clubs, res-
laurants, and  public  service
companics selling spirits, wine
and beer for on-premises con-
sumption, to State Gen. Fund;
manufacturers of wine or beer,
public service companics selling
wine and beer, wholesalers and
distributors of beer, including
filing fees for such licenses and
all permit fees, to State Gen,
Fund. STATE TAX ON BEER:
40% 1o Special Educationa
Fund, 20% to Old Age Assis-
tance,  10% divided equally
among 67 counties, J0% less
cost  of collection to Stato
General Fund, COUNTY
LICENSE FEES: Hotels, res-
taurants, clubs or hotel beer
dispensers to co mties levying
them. MUNICIPAL LICENSE
FELES: Retained locally.
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ALASKA -

Method of Control
LICENSE: State and city part-
icipation,

Allocation of Revenues
LICENSE FEES: To General
Fund; all funds from licenses,
excluding wholesale license [ees
within incorporated cities arc
refunded to such citics. EXCISE
TAXES: To State Commiss-
ioner of Revenue for deposit
into the State General Fund.

Page Fourteen

PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

JUNEAU

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License FeesTotal ........c000000 R A e
Excise Taxes
Spirits @3$4.00/gal. .......ccihiiiiininiiiaaans § 3,667,968
WIne @ BOMBIL yoiwswins wiasi sibvn o vansaiassnss § 384,637
Malt Beverages @ 25¢fgal.  .....cviviiiiiiiiinnn $ 1,628,847
TOM) EXCISC TAXCE & o vivwisiq aiaiemidasssoisnndssnssssisessss

GROSS STATE REVENUE

Administrative and Enforcement Cosis (Est,)

Alcoholic Beverage Control Board . .............. S 193,300
Excise Tax Division ......coi0vss00v0s i $ 61,500
Total Administrative and Enforcement Costs .......vvevvvess i
NET STATE REVENUE .. icvveennsnnseesassassnsssssssssnnes

807,669

$ 5,681,452

$

sesnehave b Ersan s RSN e mE BN s ae e 0§ 6,489,121

254,800

criressness 8§ 6,234,321




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE — OFFICE OF LUXURY TAXES

and

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF LIQUOR LICENSES AND CONTROL

PEOENIX

Calendar Year 1974

License FeesTotal ,.....c0vvune.. R e ey e T iy 1,655,375
Excise Taxes

Spirits @ $2.00- $2.50%/gal. ........00icuinnns. §$ 8,581,442

Wine notover 24% @42¢/gal. ............c00n..

Wine over 24% @ 12%¢/8 02, +..vvvvons... b Ls2228s

Beer @ 8¢/gal. ......... I e T e

Malt Extracts @ 15¢/lb, ....... AT e P AN~ } $ 4517147

TRl EXcBETAXeS wivavvniiiistiimviveiisimiesssstodas coe $ 14,620,874

SALES TAX — 3% — Occupational Gross Income Tax (Est.) ........... § 10,000,000
GROSS STATE REVENUE 4 .uuiiviinenrrrnssnnenarnnnns S VN ey

Administrative and Enforcement Costs

DfJien ol EUSury - TaRes: o cbiidaiisbabvbstanaes . $ 15,000
Department of Liquor Licenses and Conrrol . .. .. by 213,536
Total Administrative and Enforcement Costs ... .ovvvrvninson. $ 228,536
NET STATE REVENUE ......0o0vvvees SR TS B OB s

LOCAL COLLECTIONS
License I'ees

Phosnt & icasevivinii SR SRR R R s TI8,481
Tueson «ivuune A A NIRRT b3 146,432
Total License Fees ....... G R SR A e A A e $ 1,064,913
Local Sales Tax — 1% (ESL) v0vevenrnesennnsvennsrs R B s $ 2,670,000
Tolnl Lot Toletllons: . oo s it b e sbe i s s b snmiies g
TOTALSTATE AND LOCAL REVENUE . i0uvvvrrrensnsnssssnsesssssasens

*Rate effective 7/1/74.

§ 26,276,249

§ 26,047,713

$ 3734913

§ 29,782,626

“u

 ARIZONA.

Metkod of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

General Sales Tax
RETAIL SALES TAX (Occu-
pational Tax): 3% oflgross pro-
ceeds of the sale of tangible
personal property, including
alcoholic beverages.

Local Collections
INCORPORATED CITIES AND
TOWNS are empowered 1o
license and tax the manufacture,
sale, possession, and disposal,
but not wholesaling of alcoholic
beverages by State licensecs,

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES: Club
permit fees to Arizona Chil-
dren's Colony; one-third of all
other fees to counties in which
licensed premises situated; re-
mainder to General Fund.
STATE EXCISE TAXES: To
public unemployment and wel-
farg reliel fund, STATE SALES
TAX: To General Fund, MU-
NICIPAL LICENSE FPES: Re-
taincd locally,
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1

ARKANSAS

r

Method of Control
PERMIT (LICENSE): State,
County and Municipal particip-
ation,

General Sales Tax
3% of proceeds from retail sales,
including alcoholic beverages.

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND CITIES, with-
in their respective limits, collect
license fees from beer and light
wine manufacturers, wholesalers
and retailers previously licensed
by the State; and MUNICIPAL
CORPORATIONS may license
the manufacture and sale of
spirits, wine, and beer by hold-
ers of State permits, the fees not
to exceed one-half the corres-
ponding State fees. Local fees
retained locally.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE EXCISE TAXES,
LIQUOR AND WINE LICENSE
FEES AND RETAIL BEER
LICENSE FEES: To gencral
revenue of State. ADDITIONAL
TAX OF 20¢ PER CASE AND
ONE-HALF OF RETAIL BEER
LICENSE FEES: To Alcoholic
Deverage Control Fund for en-
forcement of Arkansas liquor
control laws. SPECIAL 3%
SALES TAX: To Public Insti-
tutions Fund, SPECIAL IN-
SPECTION FEES: To Alcoholic
Beverage Control Fund,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION
LITTLE ROCK

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974 |

License Pees TOMLl sovivitiviias wesmieasohavnisnraberetvepavininig 9 737,373
Excise Taxes

Spitts @B L500eal asunmiiiedee e

Malt Liquor @ 20¢/gal. ........ SRR [' § 3528118

Wine: @ T8¢l o counpsnuapisinssiydrs e v B 559,222

Arkansas Wine @ Séfgal. ... ..oiiiiiiininn a8 31,466

Beer, 3.2% or under @ $5.00/bbl. ....... sk ain .

Beer, 3.204 - 5% @ $7.50/obl. .. ... i : l $ 6,706,293

MO ERCE TRROR Lus voniiashandaiamaaisie o et i b s s § 12,825,099

SALES TAX — 3% — Gross Receipts TAX v vvvevvervvnnsonnanns veeens $ 1,619,416
Other Taxes

A AT T T g e TN RS $ 912,698

FHERPOETER oM vvnnmsmasommnmmams i .0 8§ 1619416

5¢/case on all wine for enforcement . ..vvvvvevwss § 27,896

20¢/case on spirits for enforcement . ........... 3 U 165,856

25¢/bbl. on beer for enforcement ... .. R R! 223,486

g (32 )T e T R b ity St Ll W L P ¥ 2,949,352

Miscellaneous InComo ... veviicnasosrorsnaassrssassnsasus I | 224
GRUOSS STATEREVENUE i oviviaitaha shissiness s Coswesonostoassvaiss cirersess 8 18,131,464
Administrative and Enforcement CostsS .. ..oovvvvnviniiririnirsnins 3 375,000
NET STATE REVENUE' «osenvoaeanecainsonmsnsshbesnisisainsses PP cresaevasns § 17,756,464
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (ERLY: s unsnnivaneonyeninsinedassnneadns PN e gl 300,000
NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUE . ...ccvvivuveessnsssssnssssnsrssansns vevesnsss § 18,056,464



PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
and
CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
SACRAMENTO

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees (State’sShare) .....eeceevrvos essersnes B S R 7,556,749
Excise Taxes

SRS @ R ODIBAN 5, 5nisvai bomiren him sk st

SPIrits @ $4.00/8aL v 'nverrrerenneenns.s { ' 100417,000

Still Wines @ 1¢/gal. (14% and under) ............ $ 578,000

Still Wines @ 2¢/gal. (over 14%)  ....vvvnnnvnnnns S 232,000

Champagne, Sparkling Wine @ 30¢/gal. . .......... s 1,291,000

TR B E Y ) e S i R A S g $ 16,830,000

g U] B O 3 e e e e R Py i il P . § 119,348,000

SALES TAX — 3%%* - 4%% — Retail Sales (Est.) ....... isssnssssissse 3 148,418,500
Miscellaneous Income (State’sShare) ......vvirirennrnrrnenneneenes $ 523,147
GROSSESTATE REVENUE sicisiiisvissiscnsninsvivanvdsnsaniss RPIO FEY (e vevs § 275,846,396

Administrative and Enforcement Costs

Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control ... ..... ) 7,531,101
Aleoholic Beverage Control Appeals Board . . ... ... 3 147,504
State Board of Equalization (Est.) . ..... D B Lo T $ 1,840,000
Total Administrative and Enforcement Costs .. ....... G . § 9,518,605
NET STATEREVENUE 4 1oovvivme s iin o w o 5w 655 a s disrernenrivaevies § - 266,327,791
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
Local Sales Tax ~ 1%% (Est)** ... ..ovvvvvene.. § 43,652,500
License Feos (Local Share) .ovvvvvvinvovnsesnns $ 12,539,562
Miscellaneous Income (Local Share) .....ovvvvuns $ 564,869
Tolal Loal ColSOUOnE v iv v it et s ds e i s o as $ 56,756,931
TOTAL STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ......c0uuue VEeaRE sassesesinnsisnsnasas § 323,084,722

* 3%% Sales Tax rate effective 10/73-3/74.
** 1%% Local Sules Tax administered by the State Board of Equalization.

Method of Control
LICENSE: Exclusive State Ad-
ministration.

General Sales Tax
RETAIL SALES TAX (Occupa-
tional Tax) 4%% of gross receipts
of retailers from the sale of
tangible personal property sold at
retail, including alcohol beverages
plus 1%% collected by state which
goes to cities and counties,

Allocations of Revenues
LICENSE FEES: 10% of annual
fees and offers in compromise to
State General Fund, remainder to
citics and counties from which
collccted. 100% of original license
fees on retail licenses and service
charges to State General Fund.
Excise and Sales Taxes to State
General Fund.
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COLORADO

7

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

Local Collections
CITIES, TOWNS, AND
COUNTIES are required to col-
lect license fees from all classes
of State-licensed retailers.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICFNSE FEES AND
EXCISE TAXES: 5% to ad-
ministrative expenses; re-
mairder, 85% to Old Age
Pens on Fund, and 15% to Stafc
Gener 1 Fund, COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES:
85% to Old Age Pension Fund,;
15% to respective city and
counly general funds,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
LIQUOR ENFORCEMENT DIVISION

DENVER

Calendar Year 1974

License FeesTotal ........ P s r g g e e SIT IO . 619,541
Excise Taxes

Spirits @ $1.80/gal. ... .iiiiiiiiii i $ 10,934,304

Wine over 14% @ 30¢/gal. . ...iviiiiniiiiiiis $ 249,251

Wine 14% and under @ 20¢/pal. .......covvnvnnn s 838,896

Beer @64fgal. - .icviaisinsianiieinaissnesnn $ 3,564,597

Total EXCIse TAXES ..:ccesossscisasasiastassnanassesnssnese $ 15,587,048

SALES TAX — 3% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ...... ISR, AW [ (H S 3
GROSS STATE REVENUE ..... TPy L R A e o SRETEE .0 § 27,084,248
Administrative Costs (ESI.) .....cvivsvasentinrrsrsertnsssssssssanass $ 384,953
NET STATEREVENUE ...cv0venne i i P (T P AP S sihTaEs sesaases $  26/699,295
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (License Fees) .......o.0vnes B I (T W § 1,001,833
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ...ovvvvvvnanan AT T SR e spsnsaseias 8 ShHI0LIZE




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

CONNECTICUT LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
HARTFORD

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees Total ......... Vi $ 5,094,905
Cost of Administration and Collection ........covevnuus SRR | 565,866

NETR' ' (Liquor Control Commission) .....vveeversevsvrrssnnsnsnsrsessansss § 4529039

CONNECTICUT TAX DEPARTMENT
HARTFORD
Calendar Year 1974
Excise Taxes
Spirits @ $2.50/ga), ....ivivciiins iesvasavans 3 15495950
Alcohol @ §2.50/gal. ........ 21,453
Wine @ 25¢- 62%¢/gal. ....ovvnnnn 1,550,731
Beer @ $2.50/bbL. ...cvvvivinnss Ty e 4,540,714
Total Excise Taxes 24,608,848
SALES TAX - 6%% - 6% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.)* .....00e000. 3 34,057,393
GROSS REVENUE (Tax Department) «.uveevieirosenercarscsssrsnssssssssssssensss 3 58,666,241
Cosr of Administration and Collection (Est.) ...... ek 95,000
NET REVENUE (Tax Depariment) ovovevvnvenessasanssarsnsssssssvsasassssasisnes 8§ 58,571,241
TOTAL NET STATE REVENUE S e v e b s st srenesnesonsees 3 03,100,280
*Estimated amount is based on total gallons on which alcohol beverage excise taxes were paid during calendar year

1974, projected to reflect average retail basis for estimated on-premise and off-premise consumption. Rate decrease
elfective 5/1/74.

CONNECTICUT

Method of Control
PERMIT (LICENSE): Exclusive
State Administration,

General Sales Tax .
6%%-6% of retail sales including
alcohol beverages.

Allocation of Revenues
LICENSE FEES: to State Gen-
eral Fund, EXCISE TAXES: to
State General Fund.
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DELAWARE

Method of Control
LICENSE: Exclusive State
Administration. a

NOTE: The Delaware Liquor
Control Act provides the mech-
anism for State-wide control
either by a license sysiem or a
monopoly system, or a
combination of both, at the
discretion of the Delaware
Alcoholic Beverage Control
Commission.

Allocation of Revenues
LICENSE FEES AND EXCISE
'II:AXdES: To State General
‘und,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

DELAWARE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL COMMISSION
WILMINGTON

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Licenses FeesTotal ......co0v00s A T Ly RS e e § 342,049

Excise Taxes

Spirits @32.25/gal. . .vrivesannnrapunasitoreo § 3,317,744
Spirits @ $1.50/gal. ....... B RS EARE a $ 51,589
Wine @ 40¢/zal.. o v eamnransrrsssnnissvssnsee $ 366,154
Beer @ $2.00/bbl, v iveiri i OO 758,485
Credits - Spirits and Wine .......... R W I L 5 (-3,354)
BREr o v irans e sl b waees $ (- 939)
Total Excise TaXes .ccovaorsnsssvsnssasanins R T e $ 4,489,679
Miscellaneous Income ......... T R Y T A A R S S 42,201
GROSS STATE REVENUE ........ e i T b e e D SPPN ...- $ 4,873,929
Administrctive and Enforcement Costs ......ovvvsvinirrisrnssasssss 3 239,545
TOTALSTATEREVENUE ....covcvvsvvenee o ST SO SO OPTARRT S ey, B TSP p SAIN. Ryt T Rt
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL BOARD

WASHINGTON

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees Total* .....ovvivvvennns vesuesa SRS A TR A R s AN 1,087,015

Excise Taxes
Spirits @ $2,00/gal. vt iiieianiieae.. § 10,059,880

Wine @ 15¢- 33¢-45¢fgal. o.ovvviiiiininnn AN ] 740,339

Beor @ SL28IBBY. i viiniicave s vk Tale i b 1,280,443
Total Excise Taxes ovoevvennsrvsnns R R R A R £ 12,080,662
SALES TAX — 6% ~ General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) «.vvvvvieesnnnnnns § 12,000,000

GROSS STATE REVBNUE: {uisisisiiivedsasasiiascarneiss it isss s i st veria 8 25,167,677
Administrative and Enforcement Costs (ESt.) «vvvueiineenernssenennns s 482,093

NET STATEREVENUE ...ccvuivancarscnsss T D S R (AT .+ § 24,685,584

* License year ended 1/31/75.

DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA

Method of Control
LiCENSE.

General Sales Tax

6% gross reccipts from relail
sales of tangible personal
property including alcoholic
beverages.

Allocation of Revenues
LICENSE FEES AND EXCISE
TAXES (All receipts): To
treasury of United States for
general District pumoses, except
that 6% of all license fees other
than for Class E (retail druggist)
licenses, appropriated for treat-
ment and rehebilitation of
alcoholics.
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FEQRIDA

1

Method of Control
LICENSE: State and County
Participation.

General Sales Tax
OCCUPATIONAL RETAIL
SALES TAX: 4% nf gross rc-
ceipts, including alcoholic bever-
ages,

Local Collections
License fees based on populs-
tion per county are collected
by the Department of Business
Regulation, Division of Beverage,
24% of the license tax is re-
turned to the County and 38%
to the Incorporated Cities and
Towns.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES AND
TAXES: To General Revenue
Fand. Countr - " City fee dis-
barsed as Locus * sllections.

Page Twenty-Two
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PU’.!I.HC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS REGULATION
DIVISION OF BEVERAGE

TALLAHASSEE

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees Total™ socivvessisinsivnsncnsmnsvedsns sreieanns ease § 11,251,315
Excise Taxes
irits 14% - 489 sight, @ $3.75/gal. .
- sl s b eyt SRLT
i a « L . . « rasunas teaer s
A s fgasszsiwglé 71¢4-83¢jgal ... § § 17840,368
Beer @ ALY s sipwisis jasvaisie veen 3§ 72414759
Total EXCISETARES iwwricsvon s dianiatns il dsta s anic e sbadiina § 168,913,954
SALES TAX — 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ...vvvvvennnnn «eae § 36,485,406
Mizcellapooug INA0ME e ssisiiat sinisisiis erivas LbRsai i wa s S 227,433
GROSS STATEREVENUE  ..sonussessonsonespivssessssassynanes i R
Administrative and Enforcement Costs (ESt.) . ..ovveiinineeinannenns 3 1,600,000
NET STATE REVENUE & b0 00 bk e b in s 5o s st 40 000 5,890, 5w Racmby o 8 ok o inmncs sessvesnns
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (Municipal & County Sales Tax) ....ovevrvunens § 3,033,279
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE . .......vuusn SEA RS AT RSB

*License fee totals are (or license year ending 9/30/74,

§ 216,878,108

§ 215,278,108

§ 218,311,387
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES GEORGIA

GEQORGIA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and

Municipal Participation.

General Sales Tax
3% of retail sales including alco-
holic beverages.

Local Collections
5 COUNTY OR MUNICIPAL
License Fees Total ...... RS ST DA AP R T T 5 643,253 LICENSES must be obtained by
applicants before they will be
qualified to receive State
Licenses for whiskey, beer or

ATLANTA

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Excise Taxes

SHlcHE® §3:T5780) o niov00ms wavinnamnnsersvmda $§ 34,898,733 wine,
Wine @ 40¢, $1.00, $1,50, $2.50/gal. ........... $ 7,192,758

Allocation of Revenues

Bect @ SED00BBL.. v wams aiviainisin pinigwiv i sminza $ 38,624,955 ALL STATE LIQUOR REVE-
Total Excite TXeS . v cusiumenmeasvssssvssneiy ceesaeens § 80,716,446 » NUE to State General Fund.

BEER AND WINE REVENUES
! - to support of public schools
SALES TAX — 3% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ........oceveeeeen § 29,821,420 except an amount not to exceed
3% for enforcement, COUNTY
AND MUNICIPAL LICENSE

Mizceflsneons THEOME i deis R s sivseidin SN B $ 139,861 FEES retained locally.
GROSS STATE REVENUE ... .ccvvivennes SRR A R e e T L e § 111,320,980
Administrative and Enforcement Costs . .......cooouus. N A T 5 1,836,660
NET STATE REVENUE ........... L A R ) o e W veeees § 109,484,320
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
Licens: Fees
RUEANERY o lwiiisenabe e o el I $ 1,372,053
DF L] v wrone Tt A g et ol $ 9,500,000
Total Local License Fees . ..ovvvevaiinnaansen o A A .... $ 10,872,053
Alco’iol Beverage Excise Taxes
R T, WSS et I e e R e I LN 7 L I
Othe " Municipal & Counly Collections (Est.) ... § 3,727,000
Total Local Alcohol Beverage Excise Taxes ... ovvvevvenenss .o $ 12,068,656
Total Local Collections .......... T P G SO vennsss 3 22940,709
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE . vvvvvinrsrirrencsnnscares svasvasnssesveise 3 132425029

* Calendar year 1974,

Page Twenty-Three




HAWA"II e PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

.
¢ o

Method of Control STATE OF HAWAII DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION
LICENSE: State and county
participation. Permits are issued
by the Department of Taxation
only to establishments that have

been licensed by a county liquor

Calendar Year 1974

commission. Pumli B Thll. S oo ismvirsassuivisqssiis s nsvibarsdveasenss $ 105
General Sales Tax
RETAILERS® TAX (Gross Excise Taxes — None

income): 4% of gToss receipts
including alcoholic beverages.

WHOLESALERS' TAX (Gross Other Taxes

inl:urnp}: Y% of 1% gross receipts 20% on Total Wholesale Selling Price for Spirits,

including alcoholic beverages. Beer, and W™ oy i smsmiamtvssray . § 12,145,403
Local Collections 4% Retail Gross Income Tax (Est.) ............. § 3,695,485

COUNTIES issae all licenses and 0.5% Wholesale Gross Income Tax (Est.) ......... $ 303,619

llect lic
sovlect. Hoonso'. fose gy Tt T N e R SN vu el $ 16,144,507

Allocations of Revenue

OTHER TAXES: To State GROSSSTATE REVENUE .+ vusvsiooeisionyanssnsassesssasos VAR U 16,144,612
Treasury. LICENSE FEES: To 0SS $ 16,144,

county general funds.

Administrative and Enforcement CostS ........cvevsnvnansnncsssnans $ N.A.
TOTAL STATE REVENUE ........... PN B el | vees S 16,144,612
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
City and County of Honolulu  .......ciiiiiiiinnnnnnnns exnae 3 1011335
Conmntf ol MINE™: o s s i L e g v $ 175,434
Connty-of Bawall ciuiiusiussdaaaniiemssmnsvaasaas i s NP $ 216,325
County of Katlai**® ....vvvsensnvies PR SRV G i 91,225
Total Eocal CollecHOnS i v ss viadidn s @er i s s e sd iy e 5 p v ea s s sn i $ 1,494,319
TOTAL STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ..o iiivvrsnsvsrsnnnsns R R R e . § 17,638,931

* Includes penalties and inlerest,
** [iscal year ending 6/30/74,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

IDAHO STATE LIQUOR DISPENSARY

BOISE
Fiscal Ycar Ending June 30, 1974

GROSE SALESR® .o cvssvnisvisnminsisvissemen sk e i § 28,193,527
Less: Discounts, Rejunds, Returns . ............ 3 471,335

NETSALRE Vs as cuivims st sivis s dmissms e el s oy ue $ 27,722,192
Less: Costof GoodsSold ieivvivaiieninias sa . $ 14,887,072

GROSSPROFIT ........0c0vv. 5 R AR e RO AW e $ 12,835,120
Less: Cost of Sales Operations .. .......... cees 301,946,922

NETPROBFIT: nrevesduis oivimasahsassi s soivr s sesad 3 20888198

License and Permit FeesTotal .. ..cvenieiicecntestnsannasannansses 8 1,203

MiscellaneoUSINCOMES v vnonaina st snseessorss sressssassetrersssss 3 16,322

Administrative Costs ... oveerearsesissnasassass 3 363,021

NET REVENUE (Liquor Dispensary) ......... ip e ee s s E R R pE e s s nravay 9 HRSALT02

* Includes 17%:% surcharge on goods sold at State Liquor Dispensary.

LIQUOR LAW ENFORCEMENT DEPARTMENT
BOISE
Calendar Year 1974

License PeesTOlAl cueiviisinsnssnsnosbinnasnahitasayswnsnss CREE AN N RS xS 623,400
Administrative COSIS .o vuveviiviernenineena PTPIe P T 5 451,638

NET REVENUE (Liquor Law Enforcement Department) «.ovvuveneivssrerissanssssnsans $ 171,762

IDAHO STATE TAX COMMISSION
MISCELLANEOUS TAX DIVISION

BOISE

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

SALES TAX - 3% — General Relail Sales Tax (Est.) ...........0000000 § 2,155,871

Excise Taxes

Benri® SA.651bbE i sitishiri b trias toeiiaa § 2,689,899

Wihoe @ 438/00). v v as s Tas s ves g 5 425,521

40 DAL T T N S T O SN .o 30 3,115,420

GROSS REVENUE (Miscellancous Tax Division) .......... SRR S siseen 3. 80T 29]
Adviintistrative Costs [Bsl.) .iisiiinasiisesivesivesassisaisnaniveg $ 39,000
NET REVENUE (Miscellancous Tax Division) .......cviivinenns - § 5,232,291
TOTAL STATE REVENUE (Al AENCies) e vvvvrresresssnssaesrsssans viwenavsaevy §- 15946, 755

LOCAL COLLECTIONS -~ Municipal and County License Fees (Est.) ,.,.., § 800,000

NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUE .....oivinvrirnansarsnnssarasnnsassssssnsnsss 3 16,746,755

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Licensed
sale for on-premises consump-
tion. State, county and munici-
pal participation.

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND MUNICIPAL-
ITIES may collect license fees
from beer retailers.

Allocation of Revenues
MANDATORY INCREASE of
1% in price of liquor sold by
State dispensaries credited to
Liquor Law Enforcement Fund,

SURTAX: State Li-
cense Iees and Excise Taxes: lo
State Treasurer as custodian for
liquor fund to be distributed
after deducting current obliga-
tions of dispensary and a cash
reserve of $50,000.00 as fol-
lows: 50% to counties in pro-
portion to population provided,
however, that 50% of all money
apportioned to a county em-
bracing any part of junior col-
lege district shall be paid to
treasurer of said district; 7%% to
incorporated and specially
chartered cities of the state ac-
cording to population;
$400,000 to permanent building
fund; $1,000,000 to incorpo-
rated and specially chartered
cities according to popuiation at
such time determined by super-
intendent; $120,000 (o siate
law enforcement planning com-
mission; $400,000 (o counties
according to formula; $650,000
to state welfare fund and re-
mainder to public school in-
come fund. ALL MONEYS col-
lected under Sale-by-Drink Act
to State General Fund, STATE
BEER LICEWSE FEES AND
PER BARREL TAX: To State
General Fund; COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES:
Retained locally.
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ILLINOIS

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

General Sales Tax
OCCUPATIONAL RETAIL
SALES TAX: Retailers Occupa-
tion Tax—4% of gross receipts
including alcoholic beverages to
General Fund. Some 1100 cities
impose a 1% Municipal Retailers
Occupation Tax and over 50
counties impose a 1% County
Retailers' Occupation Tax to
Trustees Account pending distri-
bution.

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND MUNICI-
PALITIES, within their respec-
tive limits, levy and collect fees
for local licenses, prerequisite
for State licenses, from all
retailers,

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES AND
EXCISE TAXES: No provision;
presumably to State General
Fund. STATE SALES TAX: To
Occupational Tax Fund. COUN-
TY AND MUNICIPAL LI-
CENSE FEES: To respective
county and municipal general
funds.

Page Twenty-Six

PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERRAGES

ILLINOIS LIQUOR CONTRCL COMMISSION
SPRINGFIELD
and
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
CHICAGO

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Licensé Feet TOl o vivins evesvmamanimsnnminpevss s nsssnngsses 8 LATHIES

Excise Taxes

Spitis @S2 0L, b5 i i te s T aanmmtan b s $ 52,929,609
Wine@23¢and 60¢/gal. .......cvv0vvvveenee. 8 6,253,109
Boop @ Téfpal:: sicvivuniniiviocsnssviaasnewis § 16,513,544
Total Excise Taxes ....... AR e, R A P LS pers coeee 875,696,262

SALES TAX — 4% — Occupational Retail Sales Tax (Est.) .............. § 56,344,000

GROSS STATEREVENUE ..ecvceatnssscossssrtsrscssrsssisssssssssssnss ceesse. § 133,087,647

Administrative and Enforcement Costs

Liquor Control Commission . ........vevvevues 5 694,600
Department of Revenue (ESL.) «....oovuuun A 290,700
Total Administrative and Enforcement CosIS . ..vvvvuvennsvnsnnns s 985,300

NET BTATEREVENUE «iciveretosnnstntdnosssisssssfonvesosbnsesssrsersasssrne ¥ 132,105,347

LOCAL COLLECTIONS
License I'ces
GHIBARRY ouliivaiaiimnin ivendas sy B T33La78

Other Municipalities (Est.) ..... L A o oy $ 5,150,000
Totnd License Fees 5 viis v vvivaisis sy s ke SR $ 12,471,475
Municipal & County Retailer's Occupational Tax — 1% (Est)** ....... $ 14,086,000
Total Local Collections +ovevvivinrvines R TP R R o S E O Sr G Ry S e $  26,557475

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ..y ivssansssacanessocssonsseasssansanssecnsas $ 158,659,822

* Calendar year 1974.
** Administered by the State Department ol Revenue,




PUBLIC REVENU:S from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

INDIANA ALCOHOLIC B". VERAGE COMMISSION
INDIANAPOLIS

Calendar Year 1974

License FeesTotal* ............. SRR e B AR e 8 seesense 3 4,678,574
Excise Taxes

Spirits & Wine over 21% @ $2.28/gal. ......... .. § 15,171,309

Wine under 21% & Mixed Beverages @ 45¢/gal. .... § 1,592,554

Beor @9.50gal. v.cvvrviivnanias AT w.. § 0 8,465,980

Total Excise TexXeS  ;avusisvransassissisisaav isses vivewn ¥ 25.229.843

SALES TAX — 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (ESt.) v.ouvvivnnrenrnnans § 20,530,000
Gross Income Tax — 0.5% — ($1,000 exempt) (Est.) ........ocvvvuunens $ 3,910,000
GROSS STATE REVENUE ........... srsiea s aTEss e sa R bnsessanannrsnin B SHIISA1T
Administrative and Enforcement Costs* .. ............ S R . $ 1,706,932
NET STATE REVENUE ......... s vk s aa e e Oa ke s s ke $ S2ed 1485

*Fiscal year ending 6/30/74

Method of Control
PERMIT (LICENSE): State and
County Participation.

General Sales Tax
Liquors subject to gross income
tax—wholesaler % of 1%
(31,000 exempt), retailer, % of
1% (£1,000 exempt). 4% general
retail sales tax.

Allocation of Revenues
PERMIT FEES (except for
retail permits, dancing permits
and permits to bartenders, wait-
ers, etc.) to State General Fund;
RETAIL PERMIT FEES: 1/3 to
school taxing units based on
average attendance, 2/3 lo
county and city general funds in
proportion to permit fees paid
from such units. ADDITIONAL
FEE of $30 on all retail permits
to Commission on alcoholism.
LIQUOR AND BEER EXCISE
TAX: 1/4 to State General
Fund; 1/4 to cities and towns
on basis of population; 1/2 to
Postwar Construction Fund.
WINSE TAX: 1/3 to State Gen-
eral 'und; 1/3 to cities and
towns; 1/3 to Postwar Construc-
tion Fund. ENFORCEMENT
TAX, DANCING PERMIT
FEES AND PERMITS TO BAR-
TENDERS, WAITERS, ETC. to
special fund for administration
and enforcement of ABC act.
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Method nf Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Exclusive
State Administration for spirits
and wines, Licenses for beer.

General Salcs Tax
RETAIL SALES TAX (Con-
sumers’ Sales Tax) 3% of gross
receipts from all ss es of tangi-
ble personal prop.rty sold at
retail in the State to consumers
or users; including spirits, wine
and beer,

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND MUNICIPAL-
ITIES, within their respective
limits, approve licenses for refail
sale of beer and liquor, but state
issues licenses,

Allocation of Revenues
STATE STORE SALES RE-
CEIPTS AND SPIRITS AND
WINE PERMIT FEES: To
Liquor Controi Act Fund from
which liquor purchases and
operating and administrative ex-
penses are disbursed; whencver
such Fund exceeds $1,500,000,
excess transferred to General
Fund to reduce general state x
levy. Semi-annually, siale treas
ury distributes sum equal to
10% of gross state store sales to
incorporated cities and towns
according to population; also, o
sum cqual lo 5% of gross slale
store sales to the various taxing
districts throughout state ns par-
tial or complete reimbursement
of revenues lost through sol-
diers’ property tax exemptions
or remissions.

STATE LIOUOR LICENSE
FEES: 65% returnod to cities
und towny issuing licenses; 35%
retained by state and transferred
to General Fumd, BEER LI-
CENSE FEES: Retained loeally,
STATE SALES TAX: to GEN-
ERAL FUND,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

IOWA BEER AND LIQUOR CONTROL DEPARTMENT
DES MOINES

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

SALES*
Retnil Suled Joinsnassanivvass AT oy e $ 58,656.999
Sales to Licensees ........ O S e $ 31,963,838

NET SALES cvciprvivaensdns Ve S R T RS $ 90.620,837
LeRss COTEOFSAIer: vavivmmaawsa iy ain ah elman $ 57,233,958

GROSSPROFIT .....ovvviininiinnnns P S AT L WL W R T ) § 33,386,879
Less: Cost of Sales Operations . .......ccovvunss $ 7,265,121

NET PROFIT . .ccavsovsronsnnnsisonscnonanrssnescorscosasnannasssresonssenneis § 20,121,758

Miscellancous Income ......... L G i (P U e G G ik 8 30,964

License Fees

Spirits & Wine (State’sShare) .......... 00000 ) 1,169,539
BIBOL o i iiiain @ e aion SHa R AT R R R S 22,875
TOBILICSHRE-FEES . L uvassv s vaiiine i wimun v b e dee s s e iss i £ 1,202 °
Excise Tax (Beer @ $4.34/bbL) ....... e A R $ 8,120,209
SALES TAXES
I%onState Store Sales . .veviniasnrasas wevee ¥ 11399445
3% on Other Sales (EsL)) v qsncinsosionsqoss v $ 8,590,000
TOWMLSUIS TANOE svvsinss ap s a v and & T € R a0 b a4 S $ 10,349,445
Other Taxos
15% on State Store Sales to On-Premise Licensees o ovvevvviene... § 4795450

GROSS STATE REVENUE: s visnwssenaimvidavieniasuiisiassdwsieiieisansgass e 5 500620,240
AUMIRISIGHPR CORIE i yiui s dwas s s E 40T o rsat R TP TP, | 718,371
NET STATE REVENUE ivorvorevsscssennrsnavanansssrssnsrsvssnsnnsssssenacanaaes 3  #9.901,863
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
Spirits & Wine
City & County Share of License ees ......... § 2,359,805
Bar PomnllFeeE o, 0 s bt adonr nhining pess b iom ) 524,467
Totul Local Collections «.covvvve vevnocansonssns ¥ PN e $ 2,884,272

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ..ovsvtvrvernssnsssnarannsossrannsnscncsnanss $ 52,786,135

* Net of Discounts, refunds, returns, and 15% tax on state stores sales to on-premise licenses. -



PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

KANSAS DEPARTMEMT OF REVENUE
DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES CONTROL
and
DIVISION OF TAXATION

TOPEKA

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees Total v ovvvevvamansnne R R s A e S 435,900

Excise Taxes

Alcohol & Spirits @ $1.50/gal. ....coviiiiiiann $ 4,329,598
Wincover 14% @ S0fgal, .. .vvvvvrnvnunnnrsnns 5 159,665
Wine not over 145 @ 20¢/gal. ......cooviniinnn $ 191,849
Beer over 3.2% @ 15¢/gal. ......... A SR $ 1,866,817
Cereal & Malt Beverages @ $4.65/bbl. .......v. 0t $ 4,020,378
Malt Syrup & Malt Extract @ 104/lb,  ..........

Wort & Liquid Malt @ 20¢/gal. .........0c0vin } $ 1,703

Total Excise Taxes ......ovevue. sy SR A e e § 10,570,710
SALES TAXES

3% General Retail Sales Tax (Beer-3.2% & under) ... § 2,423,862
4% Enforcement Tax (Alcohol Beverages over 3.2%) . § 4,067,615

Total Sales Taxes .....00vvunen R Y SR e e R b e S 6491477
Miscellantous INCOME vvevvavsvsnavansasssssscsssssnssrsnsnes s 75,673
GROSSSTATEREVENVUE i ivsnsasnvnnnanissassisnssaretsnsietssspsiossnsan ceve 317,573,060
Administrative Costs
Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control . . .. i Ay 9 666,943
Division of Taxation (ESt.) ....oooiviivinrninsn $ 5,000
Total Administrative Costs ... .ovviiivnns TR R Y S P A 671,943

NET STATEREVENUE | iocevsanirsnansssantensssesasvsnnnasnrssossssensenssse $ 16,901,117

LOCAL CCLLECTIONS (Est.)

Liconse & Permit Fees c.oovvvene vinivnns s 152,000
0.5% Local Sales Tax* ........ Ueln G i RE e G ¥ 44,500
Total Local Collections ....... o0 civiiviviinaanas W 196,500
NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUE . vviivnrrnsnnnrsriranessnsss censassaeneuensio 8 FHEOITELT

* Administered by the Division of Taxation.

KANSAS

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal participation,

Local Collections
CITIES AND TOWNSHIPS are
authorized by the Liquor Con-
trol Act to impose and collect
manufacturers’, distributors’
and non-beverage users’ license
fees not in excess of the Statc
fees, and arc required by that
Act to levy and collect retail
license fees in amounts fixed by
them within specified minimum
and maximum limits, Retail
cereal malt beverage license fees,
within specified minimum and
maximum limits, are imposed
and collected by the County
and incorporated City governing
bodies.

Allocation of Revenues
REGISTRATION AND
LICENSLE FEES collected under
the Liquor Control Act are
deposited in the State General
Fund. LICENSE FEES and
taxes collected under the Cereal
Malt Beverage Law are also de-
posited in the State General
Fund. After depositing a suf-
ficient amount to maintain
$10,000 in the Cereal Malt
Beverage Tax Refund Fund, the
remainder is credited 100% to
the General Revenue Tax Fund.
RETAIL LIQUOR SALES EN-
FORCEMENT TAX is deposited
40% to the State General Fund
and 60% to the County and City
Alcoholic Beverage Control En-
forcement Fund.
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Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

General Sales Tax
A 5% general retail sales (gross
receipts) tax became effective
4-1-68. Procceds monthly to
pay veterans' bonus; surplus, if
any, to General Fund.

Local Collections
INCORPORATED CITIES may
issue licenses to manufacturers,
wholesalers and retailers of alco-
holic beverages not exceeding
twice the amounts for corres-
ponding Stale licenses except
that the fee imposed upon beer
retailers may be fixed at any
sum not exceeding two hundred
dollars, brewers or distillers
license fee may not exceed five
hundred dollars; and COUN-
TIES in which traffic in alco-
holie beverages is not lorbidden
may issuc licenses to refailers,
the fees not to exceed twice the
amount imposed by the State,
Any amount paid to any incor-
porated city within a county as
a license flax for the same
privilege for the same year to be
credited against  the county
license tax. A credit is allowed
up to 50% on the amount of the
State retail license taxes levied
by counties and incorporated
cities,

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SPIRITS, WINE, AND
BEER LICENSE FEES AND
CONSUMPTION (EXCISE)
TAXES: To General Expendi-
ture Fund, STATE PERSONAL
PROPERTY TAXES on bonded
spirits in warchouses: To State
General Fund, COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES
AND COUNTY, MUNICIPAL
AND SCHOOL DISTRICT AD
VALOREM TAX ON SPIRITS
IN BONDED WAREHQUSES:
Retained locally,

Page Thirty

I.,-t‘,‘;"{'_ AR T T QSR

TR R R e

PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
and
KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

FRANKFORT

Calendar Year 1974

License Fees Total c.cuvivvnrnrnnacssirisrnnrsssssresnass creeree § 920,730

Excise Taxes

Spirits @ §1.92/gal. ........... S R RN $ 9,207,942
Wine@50¢/gal. ..cvviiieniiiiiinaninaes - 829,868
Beer@3$2.50/bbl. ....coxccievivnnevans L S $ 4,480,847
Total Excise TaXes ....eoosevssssonvsssssnrns v o AR B $ 14,518,657

SALES TAX — 5% -- General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ..vcovvacaisararss § 15,000,000

Other Taxes
15¢/$100.00 Assessed Value of Spirits Withdrawn

from Bonded Warehouses . . ..ovvvvurrrvsans s 836,371
5¢ per cach Case Sold by Wholesalers ........ i | 84,505
Total Other Taxes ....ccvvsesvisnvssns vt Gt Eaan e s Ei e h 920,876

GROSS STATE REVENUE 1 vvvvrensrasessinsassannsassssssosssascsasensansnsss § 31,360,263
Administrative and Enforcement Costs (Est.) ........c.ovnn SEETRPY b 510,900
NET STATE REVENUE ...cvvevnrvnnannss AT RN s et A a s Es vy ees wansd 03§ - IB5L263

LOCAL COLLECTIONS

Louisville*

Liconses: s.aaiiesssva P T X SR B W 1 594,768

Whiskey Withdrawn from Bonded Warchouses ......cvvvveniss vt Y 151,564
Newporl

EICETEBE .ivwwvnervmsnnanwapabbheneddsttpsssiasdsaisses b 98,046
Covington County

LICBI0N: 5005k b imiva s svims RN P S e AT e g $ 109,958
Jefferson County®*

Plomimnd: - i o e e sy P T AT e 239,924

Whiskey Withdrawn from Bonded Warchouses . .....ooovvans PPE- 2,856

Ad Valorem Tax on Spirits . ..ovvenivinninianen o R s 398,978
Lexinglon & Fayette Urban County Government®*

LACERSEE . uoiivih oie waiyaii wiaaini Srw A A i AP SRR PRSI | 112911

Whiskey Withdrawn from Bonded Warehouses . ....oovvvvvnnennes b 98,023
Other (Est.)

Licenses ...vvvven T LTy T e s e A A AR AT AR T 469,000

Whiskey Withdrawn from Bonded Warehouses** .......vvvvene.. $ 4,300,000
Total Local COMECLIONS v.cuvrresospansasressnsssbrsnsssssnnss R PN A T L $ 6,576,028
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ...0vvvvenrsnssssssssssnssssnsarnnnnsesssssss 3 37,426,491

* Fiscal year ending June 30, 1974,
** Includes city, school district, and “other’ countyv revenue.



PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVE

RAGES

LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
BATON ROUGE

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License FeesTotal .....co00uuvnnee e e v seseees § 1,629,255
Excise Taxes
Liquor @ $2.50/gal* ..........vvuus veanesrnan 3 L4 TER.534
Wine @ 11¢-81.58/gal® .. \.vrrnriirinnnnsnns 5 766,437
BECr STOORIDBL .o o5t rone s slr st $ 25,196,199
Total Excise Taxes ........ B TR . o e TR R e $ 40,751,170
SALES TAX — 3% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ......... veverenss $ 13,300,000
Miscellaneous Income . . . ... .vivirnnvnnerensns ARy D —— b 1,686
GROSS STATEREVENUE sdsiausviavsssassisisioviasvisivsssiissis 55 Pas
Adminisirative and Collection Costs (Est.) .......ocovennnn. R § 350,000
NET STATEREVENUE .....ovvvivvenee B T T T e e e
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
Taxes & Fees Collected by Parishes & Municipalities
Beer Tax @ §$1.50/bbL** .. ..covevrnennnes . § 38231401
License & Permit Fees(Est.) .......0o0vee s $ 1,580,000
Sales Tax (Est.)*** .......... e ... $ 4,100,000
Total Local Collections .......ovvvvennrnnoas TR E R AT WS § 9,503,401
TOTAL STATE AND LOCALREVENUE +.ivnvneininannnnses § 5500 e dr e Al ‘

* Actual net collections, but breakdown between distilled spirits and wines based on actu
liquor with wines estimated. There is a 3,3% discount allow=d on gross levy.

««» § 55,682,111

«sve § 55,332,111

oo § 64,835,512

al gallon collection of

** Parishes and municipalities authorized to levy ordinance on beer at $1.50 per 31 pallon barrel which tax the

Department of Revenue collects and reimburses to the parishes und municipalities.
e 1

lax.

istimate based on 1% rate, which is the predominant rate in the parishes and municipnlitics which levy a sales

LOUISIANA

Method of Control
PERMIT (LICENSE): State,
Parish (County) and Municipal
Participation,

General Sales Tax 3
3% retail selling price including
alcoholic beverages.

Local Collections
PARISHES AND MUNICIPAL-
ITIES as well as state may re-
quire permits from dealers,

Allocation of Revenues
LICENSE FEES: Collector to
withhold $350,000.00 from
high alcoholic content and
5$180,000.00 from collections
on low alcoholic content to be
credited to the Commission on
Alcoholic Beverage Control, Re-
mainder to be credited to Gen-
cral Fund, HI”'"H ALCOHOLIC
CONTENT TAXES: Collector
shall withhold $150,000.00 for
administration and enforcement
of the Act, the remainder to be
credited to Revenue Sharing
Account except for
$700,000.00 per year to be
credited to the City of New Or-
leans, LOW ALCOHOLIC CON-
TENT TAXES: The collector
shall withhold $125,000.00 for
administration and enforcement
of the Act, the remainder to
Special Fund for Veterans
Bonus and any residue to the
General Fund,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

Method of Control MAINE BUREAU OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES
STATE MONOQOPOLY:: State and
Municipal Participation.

AUGUSTA
NOTE: Hotel licensees may sell
e e pactage. 0 sogte Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974
i General Sales Tax
relail sale price on all tangi-
ble personal property; spirituous GROSSSALES i ooiluvassdansminsssenesshsas N § 43,339,101
and vinous liquors sold in state YERE REIUINS i adineooiassa LAPR AT vy Rl Py $ 8,500
stores exempt. NET SALES ..ovuavnse s S o Ry PR Sasiaen $ 43,330,601
Allocation of Revenues Lessy Costof 8ales ...viveavivsimessoavivanys § 26,287,12
i‘}'ATE SALES PROFITS: GROSSPROFIT ......cvinvvvnnronrnonnernnnns e e § 17,043,479
ter meeting operating ex- 3 .
siniok, 16 S1o0 Contal Sund. Less: Cost of Sales Operations ...........ovvess $§ 3,292,051 ‘
LIQUOR LICENSE FEES, NETPROFIT ..visaassaiisaiaiiisee crampma s essree 3¢ 13;T51,428

BEER LICENSE, AND CER-
) : : >
EEJ?AATIES T?\’XEQ:I I-;!logl?t[; License FeesTotal .vveevivenvinanns R R R e ywwe 9 987,015

General Fund,
Excise Taxes
Table Wine Imported from other States @ 30¢/gal.  § 294,388

Sparkling Wine @ $1.00/gal. .......covvvvvvrans $ 61,936
Beer Imported from other States @ 25¢/gal. ...... $ 5,626,553
Total Excise TAXCS .ocevovssnsnsasss P e o U R $ 5982877

SALES TAX — 5% — General Retail Sales Tax (ESt.)* +..veevvrnsensasas S 4,200,000

Miscellancous Income

LD Calds @RLD0: v otmstndmatongsvsnsnmne S 3k 13,520
SIS A0 WINE ™. £ pobadbradme bmtun b 5af S 25,291
Beer-filing Fees@$10.00 .............. yaaa $ 31,040
Beer-amusement Permits @ $10.0U0 ....ovvevnnns $ 6,640
Wine Label Registration .........civeviennvan $ 1,152
Total Miscellaneous Income . ....oivviiviiiananrsnns SRR $ 77,643
WROSS STATE REVENUE .......0ue L T L LD T & ot v e e e 3 21,998,903
Administrative Costs®™™ ..o iviiireviinss D T e e $ 664,610
NET STATE REVENDE ook i s s n o dm o wis Sin bk o e s & s giod ed bea o dn ey .. 5 24,334,353

* The 5% Sales Tax revenue is collected by the Sales Tax Division of the Bureau of Taxation and is not, therefore, a
true part of Bureau of Alcoholic Beverages revenue.
** Funding for the Enforcement Division (translerred to the Department of Public Safety, 7/1/72) was terminated
as ol 6/30/73.
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

MARYLAND TREASURY DEPARTMENT
ANNAPOLIS

Figcal Year Ending June 30, 1974

JAoenie Fees TOtEl <o onvnsrsdanio ssssssstee ciomiesunabaesveissnse $ 230,790

Excise Taxes
S @ SLB0RAL. osicu itk v i b e $ 15,517,684
Wine @ 40¢/gal. ..... B R Al e e Y PR = A L )
Beer @9¢/gal. ...ivvvrnvennnnnrens g S 8,038,604
Fotal EXele Tanes covsreinsamnioras S T O R A § 26,133,825

SALES TAX — 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (ESt.) «vevvvevvenneseess § 26,500,000

Miscellancous Income ..o vvviiinnns T SRS s 5,294
GROSS STATE REVENUE ....... S SR s T R B S TN T T L «ves § 52,869,909
Administrative and Enforcement Costs .......... e A o 3 802,494
NETSTATEREVENUE .vctvvrevvevnrrssssssnnses PR P N WO veee § 52,067,4'5
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
County Dispensarics' Net Profits

Dorchestel: s iievesaveiniivvnnosenisnessn g 86,074

GamTelt oG s iR A e i e e g 65,861

HatTord «iiaisainidsvisnide sewaiss e 5 107,421

REnbe o eminiiss e MR Vi e 8 30,204

MOMBOMEIY uiscividaieevosvives § R $ 4,353,849

RUNEHL o ad dicunauwiy pvEiesicien e e 3 77,843

WICOHIEO sosani iansiveasipm s aien oe v vy 250,993

WOLHBALOR - o wowmuss i i mipmsinr g e o s $ 181,919

Total County Dispensarics' Net Profits . .ovvvvvvinnnnan... § 5,154,164
License IFees

ATBEOHE® owsudsvordmuniambmiesmg s § 54,767
Baltimore (City) +...... b & b $ 1,023,943
Counties* ....... A e Ty SR S § 2,198,653
Tolal License Fees .. ... AR Tl g My S wusny 3 32771363
Garrett County BeerTax .......... B T ORI SN W I ug N . 101,000
Tolal Local Collections ...... v 5 R TF s AT SR B ITY Y0 SORT N 6 Sl o . §$ 8532527
NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUR sciocvivsivrvenssossvovesnsnssssns seas e ceees § 60,599,942

* Fiscal year ending 4/30/74.

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal participation, County
Dispensaries in Dorchester, Gar-
rett, Harford, Kent, Monigom-
ery, Somerset, Wicomico and
Worcester Counties.

General Sales Tax
4% retail price of tangible per-
sonal properly including alco-
holic beverages.

Local Collections
COUNTIES, CITY OF BALTI-
MORE AND CITY OF AN-
NAPOLIS collect license fees
from Retailers. In addition eight
counties, Dorchester, Harford,
Kent, Montgomery, Somerset,
Wicomico, Worcester, and Gar-
rett operate County Dispensa-
ries. Such disl)cnsaries are ane
thorized to sell sparkling or for-
tified wine and other alcoholic
beverages cunlaining more than
fourteen per centum of alcohol
by volume except in Harford
counly where they may sell al
coholic beverages oomninlnﬁ
more than ten per centum o
alcolfol by volume, in Mont-
gomery counly where they may
scll any alcoholic beveroges, and
in Kent and Somersel countics
where they may sell any alco-
holic beverages except beer.
Somersel county has monopoly
sale of all aleoholic beverages
except beer. Monlgomery coun-
ty has an absolule mnnupoly of
the wholesale sale and distribu-
tion of all alcoholic beverages
wilhin sadd county and operules
19 county relail stores. Garrett
county has a lax on beer of 24
per 1 2-ounce and 5-1/3¢ per 32
ounce container.

Allocation of Revenue

LICENSE FEES, PERMIT
FEES AND WINLE EXCISE
TAX to General Fund. DIS-
TILLED SPIRITS EXCISE TAX
to General Fund with the excep-
tion of 50y per gallon which is
distributed to the Counties and
Baltimore City, based upon de-
liverles made to retall outlety
within the respective Counties
and City, DEER EXCISE TAX
to General Fund, with the ex-
ception of 4%¢ per gallon lesy
expenses which {s distributed to
Jhe Counties and Baltimore City
based upon deliveries made to
retail outlels within the respec-
live Counties and City. Appio-
priations from the General Fund
Account have been sel up in the
budgel to take care of Old Age
Assistance, State Department of
Public Welfare, Ald to Depern
dent Children, Doard of Stato
Aid and Charities, Division of
Public Assistance (o Needy
Dlind, and to General Public
Assistance. COUNTY LICENSE
FEES: To counties and munici
rllilies for gencral purposes. In
dontgomery County, lo Debt
Service, PROFITS FROM
COUNTY DISPENSARIES: In
Dorchester, Garrett, lHariord,
Kent, Montgomery, Somorsel,
Wicomico and Worcester Coun-
ties, to Debt Service or lo
General Fund, In  Garrett
County, the profit from the tax
on beer Is allocated to General
Fund of the County. 4% i
TAIL SALES TAX: To General
Fund of the State.
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VMASSACHUSETTS,

Method of Control
LICENSE: State and Municipal
Participation.

Local Collections
CITIES AND TOWNS issue all
licenses for the retail sale of al-
coholic beverages, except by
public carriers.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES AND
EXCISE TAXES: All to General
Fund, LOCAL LICENSE FEES:
Retained locally.
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

MASSACHUSETTS ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES CONTROL COMMISSION
BOSTON

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License FeasTotal ....cuivvecennninns siFsRs et ndssevanny 3 439,515
Miscellancous Income . .....ovuvinnnnns sk A o A A Y $ 15,108
GROSS REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverages Control Commission) .....ovevinvaens T ST 454,623
Administrative Costs (Personnel Services and Expenses) .......coovvvuae 5 766,942
NET REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverages Control Commission) .....cieesecensssnncnens T | (-312,319)

MASSACHUSETTS DEPARTMENT OF CORPORATION & TAXATION
BOSTON

Calendar Year 1974

Excise Taxes

Spiritsover S0% @82 95/gal. ...vivivniiiiinans $ 52,605
Spirits over 24%/15%* @ $2.95/gal. ......... ... $ 41,569,672
Spirits 24%/15%* ci under @ 80¢fgal ........ ... $ 485,214
Alcohol @ $2.95/gaL «..ivssancesevissinarree $ 1,929
WIne @40¢/gal «.oovveerreeerrenesanannn e $ 4,245,703
Sparkling Wine @ 50¢/gal ......ocoviiiiiiinaes $ 360,924
NeEr @S TADINIL ol iln s s hw st ok wmid e $ 10,121,271
Cider, 3%6%, @ 2¢fgal. ... ovovivirinnrannnnns S 66

Tolal Baste EXeise TRXes oo ivwva v o camn v i s s a s e $ 56,837,384
Plagy 1A% SUrtaX: oo vie v ev b 0inammin e 8 1,957,234

Total Excise Taxes .......v00n. R e P I L (s $ 64,794,618

Other Taxes (Gross Receipts Tax @ 0057%)** ... v iviereriirnienens § 289,830
SALES TAX = 5% — Meal Tax (On-premise, Est.) ..ovvveenvvisereess. § 33,000,000
Miscellaneous Income (Penalties for Late Filing) ........ Cetesa b A 7,622
GROSS REVENUE (Department of Corporation & Taxation) .........ccvvvvnernseaesses § 98,092,070
Administrative Costs (ESL) ...ooiveviiiininiiensenes al N $ 757,778

NET REVENUE (Depuwtment of Corporation & Taxation) ......cvivvriivnnssneanninens § 0 97,334,292

TOTALNETSTATEREVENUE ....vcvvrvvnssnnnnsnsnasnonnns e e T cveasese $ 97,021,973
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (License Fees)
BIOEIOIE: < s s s i R A A SR e $ 1,378,384
O s o T s Sy 2 2 0 R - 325,079
Othec (Bt .ovioivin P R P O T T .« § 3,000,000
Total Loesl Collections ,......cvvvs Y S T AR e 304,703,463
NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUE ....viviiininnnnsnannnas RNER seasdesasases ¥ 101,725435

* Reduction to 15% effective 9/1/74.
** Piscal year ending 6/30/74.




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

MICHIGAN LIQUOR CONTROL COMNMISSION
LANSING

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

GROBE BALER 5 5w v suisams i s ma iy dicvies i . § 365,500,134
Less. Discounts, Refunds, Returns . ......... ... $ 42,733,630
NETSRLES . & Goa b Sman s ¥ v v sty srai e e iats S e A $ 322,766,444
Lospr (COSHOL SHES: vuiivavins iwvemavane s ssias $ 248,835,327
GROSEPROFIT ..o s wriivisniminnvisanssmons S5 A Ll Ml W, $ 73,931,117
Less: Cost of Sales Operations . .. .. T  S 1.5 1 b o )
NETPROPEE: £ ol e d At d i shsn n s A 0 his B e o i A Do § 61,413,840
License FeesTotal , . oovvvnvverarsnrnes Y S P PO U A (g . 6,796,783
Excise Taxes
Liquor @4%® . iiiisiivaesisivvivaiiisiians § 14,196,141
Specific Tax on Liquor @4%* .........c00e e § 14,196,141
Specific Tax on Liquor Sola for Off-Premise
Consumption @ 1%* .......ccvvivinnnnens $ 2,703,242
Wine @4¢-50¢/gal. .....oovv vunn AT R, s 5,186,536
LT T ) e e e § 42,207,094
Tl EXCIBTANCE ¢ucovniisn viiinmesinarsasasssy saass v $ 78,489,154
SALES TAX - 4% — General Retail Sales Tax®** ............. saweprad 3 SH3T1331
Miscellaneous INCOME suvvecsssenssonivassvvsissisdsnss e PR, 600,788
GROSSE STATE REVENUE ¢4 v oo tinenssnssns ooeasse 650006856680 640580 venaenenaner $ 194,757,896
Administeative and Enforcement Costs oo vvvvns D A b0 2,713,262
NETSTATEREVENIIE &i5nenmsmni s ime bomms b e tsiln ad ik e s atnid versaneersesss 3 192,044,634

* Rates are applied to delivered cost plus mark-up.
** Includes estimated sales tax on spirits, wine, and beer not collected through the Liquor Control Commission,

- MICHIGAN |

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Licenses
for on-premise consumption in
counties under 1,000,000 may
issue oniy with approval of local
legislative bodies.

General Sales Tax
RETAIL SALES TAX: 4% of
the gross procecds of sales at
retail within the State, including
sales of alcoholic beverages.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES PROFITS,
BEER AND WINE EXCISE
TAXES, 4% SPECIFIC TAX ON
SPIRITS, MANUFACTURER
AND WHOLESALER LICENSE
FEES AND TRANSFER FELES:
to State General Fund. Addi-
tional 4% excise tax on spirits to
School Aid Fund. 1% specific
tax on liquor sold for off-
premise consumption, for the
Alcoholism Fund, Public Health
Dept. RETAIL LICENSE
FEES: 85% Lo municipalities in
which collected for enflorce-
ment; 5% and all Sunday Sales
fees for care and treatment of
alcoholics; remainder to State
General Fund. SALES TAXES:
2% to School Aid Fund, % of
1% to Local Units of Govern-
ment, remainder to State
General Fund.
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Method of Control
LICENSE: State, county, city,
village and borough partici-
fation.

Local Collections
LOCAL GOVERNING BODIES
license the retail sale of all
alcoholic beverages, except by
druggists’ and public carriers.
Municipalities may also own and
operate ‘*‘exclusive liquor
stores.”

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES: To
General Revenue Fund. EXCISE
TAXES: 17% to the several
counties, cities, villages and bor-
oughs, in proportion to their
population, balance to General
Revenue Fund, FEES FOR
REGISTRATION OF LIQUOR
BRANDS: To General Revenue
Fund, MUNICIPAL LICENSE
FEES: To Municipal General
Funds. MUNICIPAL STORE
NET REVENUES: Generally to
construction, operation, ete, of
sewers, scwage disposal plants,
water works and water mains.
Certain fourth class citics may
allocate not exceeding $200,000
to unincorporated non-profit
hospital association for con-
struction of community hospi-
tal. Numerous provisions are
made for referenda on allo-
caution of municipal store
revenue to community hospitals
in other cities and villages.
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MINNESOTA LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION

ST. PAUL

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Licenses, Permits, and Identification Cards Total ...... PRt S . - 323,150
Excise Taxes
Spirits & Sparkling Wine @ $4.53-§4.39/gal.* .. ... $ 37,495,652
Wine @ 27¢-83.08/gal ......... PP T s $§ 2,258,738
Beer over 3.2% @ 34.00/bbL . ...iiiiiiiiiias $ 7,639,194
Beer, 3.2% and under @ $2,00/bbl. .........v... $ 1,185,332
Tl EXCIE TAXOS o deavenisvoidissisassvnaiisesnis Loe.. 348,578,916
SALES TAX — 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ......... viessssss $ 16,100,000
GROSSSTATEREVENUE ..cvcosesarsenssisosnsannsnsrssssssnses sa SRR .+« § 65,002,066
Administrative and Enforcement Costs ........ccouvuunn A% R i 410917
NET STATEREVENUE .....con0vnenus L L B A A seemnsnsenas 3  08:591,14%
LOCAL COLLECTIONS®**
Municipal Liquor Stores' Net Profits*** ....... .. § 10,902,296
Retail Licenses (Liquor) .......... AT R Y §  4462,652
Retail Licenses (3.2% Malt Beverages, Est) ....... $ 530,000
Total Local Collectlons .cvversessinissssnsassssys sVa bR .. § 15,894,948

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE .....

* Rate decrease effective 8/1/73.
#* Retained by municipalities.
*** Calendar year 1973,

§ 80,486,097



PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

T A T R

MISSISSIPPI ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CCNTROL COMMISSION
and
MISSISSIPPI STATE TAX COMMISSION

JACKSON

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

GROSS SALES ....... 0 W G B A R o B T $ 62,320,671
LB COStOT SR o oo v dusrn e aais e ey § 52,206,502

GROSSPROFIT ...'vvervvnnnnnnnnnns SNt fo € ST oK .. § 10,114,169
Less: Cost of Sales Operations ................ $ 794,320

NELIPROEIT “ . Li et b b b o ks b B b 1o TTARNA L y 1 I f pel $ 9,319,849

License Fees Tothl ioaviaiveissnissnrssaniinsiveansvainannisssar § 1,612,858

Excise Taxes

Spirits @ $2.50fgal. c.coiiiiiiiarisiiaieraais 7,620,436
Wi @35PEAL -+ cininniviiimne v sreesand $ 291,228
Sparkling Wine @ $1.00/gal. .,.... TS AR Oy (ST 34,206
Beer and Light Wine, Wholesalers and
Distributors, @42 68¢/gal. . ...virurrnnanns $ 16,584,488
Total Excise Taxes ......ovvu0s B M 5 R R e oo & 24,539,358
SALES TAX - 5% — General Retail Sales TaxX ...vvvcevivaarecenness § 7,477,387
MEBCOIANBOUSINCOME o ¢ u-wisinriasdsnesais e sasmsen g sy e i 5 309,109
GROSSSTATEREVENTIIE. .5 o urinsammasssinmsies s e e e s e e as s sepnmenevers 3 Gh298561
Administrative and Enforcement Costs .. .ovvevrennn T T RS- $ 805,330
NET STATE REVENUE ......... S R A e E T e WO ol 1 1 1y b |
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (Fines) ....vvurvernvnrnnnesnsnrrnenrannns 3 116,684

NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUE .. voviiviinnrenniinrnsessnsnranscirreensssans 3 42569915

Method of Control
STATE, COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSING of
the sale of beverages not over
4% alcohol (by weight) by the
package and drink. STATE
MONOPOLY of wholesale of
alcoholic beverages over 4% (by
weight). STATE LICENSING of
retail sale of alcoholir beverages
over 4% (by weight) %y package
and by drink.

Sales Tax
GENERAL SALES TAX 5% of
pross retail sales of alcoholic
beverages. X
Local Collections
MUNICIPALITIES AND
COUNTIES may impose annual
privilege taxes not exceeding
50% corresponding State taxes
on retailers and wholesalers of
alcoholic beverages not over 4%;
mandatory municipal and
county fec equal to State permit
fec imposed on permitices of
beverages over 4%; State collects
and remits mandatory license to
municipalities and counties.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES, ABC
PROFITS AND TAXES ON
BEVERAGES OVER 4%
WEIGHT, BEER AND WINE
TAXES AND SALES
TAXES: To State Treasury lor
General Funds. COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE
FEES: To county and munici-
pal funds,
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MISSOURI

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

General Sales Tax
3% gross retail sales including
alcoholic beverages effective
10-14-63,

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND THE CITY
OF ST. LOUIS, within their
respective limits, collect license
fees not exceeding the corres-
ponding State fees from all state
licensees, inciding retailers of
non-intoxicating (3.2% alcohol
by weight) beer; and MUNI-
CIPAL CORPORATIONS col-
lect license lees not exceeding
14 times the corresponding
State fees from all State
licensees, including manufac-
turers, wholesalers, and retailers
of non-intoxicating beer,

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES, EX-
CISE TAXES AND STATE
SALES TAX: To ordinary
revenue fund. COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES:
To county and municipal treas-
uries.
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R R R R e e A i s A

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY

License FeesTotal ........ccivivvnennnnns S e A ALl TR 1,558,735
Excise Taxes
Splits @ $2.00/80l: woisns s vecaaseian e ¥ 15255288
Wine @ A0¢mY ooy R i ERTE RS . 5 1,374,229
Malt Beverage Inspection and Gauging FFee
@$1.86/bbL. ....... o AT § R $ 5,733,783
TotiLExciSe Ta%es. ..iiucsvivesniasaiiasvedamns R $ 22,359,300
SALES TAX - 3% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) +vovvevnnn cessnses 517,200,000
Miscellaneous Income (Refunds) .......ccovivvivnnnnans. i A $ 880
GROSS STATEREVENUE ....cvvvvsnnannnns Sk e b hE e srissnsasnsnsnaasans 3  SL118.915
Administration and Enforcement Costs
Cost of Operations .......ccoevenss TIEAY, BN 5 263,047
Loy 1 1 T S e T (e g P h) 682,828
Additions, Repairs, and Replacements .......... S 471
Total Administrative and Enforcenient Costs .........ovenens $ 946,346
NET STATEREVENUE ...coicsvicsrsssinensinansesoi 518w sesssansasssivesscsey 5 40,172,569
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
License and Permit Fees
KABACIY covscnmanw s s saammamsine 3 429,463
SEATORERN, s samarnenanpn i waad ey 3 38,498
1 T o RS AT e I g . s 450,755
THUSEERIBRTERLY | oo avvinnnom e m e mi e 5 935,000
Total License and Permits Fees .. ......00 R T, $ 1,853,716
Municipal Sales Tax — Y% 1% (Est.)** ...... TSI, R $ 1,380,000
Total Local Collections .....c.ovvvvvsans SRR B T L D E A s ae T T LR $ 3,233,716
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENLUE ...... susasverestasavesensvsrasiavasansnnaves 3  #3,406,285

* Fiscal year ending 4/30/74.
** Estimate is based on the 1% rate which is the predominate rate in the municipalities which levy a sales tax. The
municipal sales taxes are administered by the State Director of Revenue,

DIVISION OF LIQUOR CONTROL
JEFFERSON CITY

Calendar Year i974




MONTANA

MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
LIQUOR DIVISION

HELENA

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

GROSS SALES (Less 20% Tax) .......... o o R N A e T T S TR o $ 33,107,005
Less: Cost of Sales .. ... A R e § 22,424,074
GROSS PROFIT v s vinad st s sias s sias T O S T $ 10,682,931

Less: Cost of Sales Operations and Administration .. § 3,418,004
NEPPROFIT :isiwsvaiss widiadosmas s i instevisv s tivis i S 7,264,927
Liconst Fies TOML ciiisissvisssnonivasmdiveiiiissmnieiisiiraivns 3 612,631
Excise Taxes
Spirits & Wine @ 16% of Retail Selling Price ...... § 5,297,121
T T ) T R e S S . $ 1,917,613
O EXCINETERENE 2% 00 vodln s b do Bon b  orck v et g .8 7,214,734
Miscellaneous INCOME . ....ccvvvecssnssssonscnnnsns PR AT el 9,553
NETSTATEREVENUE ......cc0cveensnnns et R S o e A e s 3 15,100,845
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
Cotinty LicenseTRE .5uenvaniviaiveieebiics . 3 1,324,280
Local License Fees
BIE. oo it e SR s e e e Fe b 38,960
Grsat Bl v reaniaaipris s nieTes e 46,214
CHher (BRLY, wviivieisievisisiiasisims e g 145,000
Total Local License Fees . .....vvvvvvnnns § 230,174

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOQOLY: Applica-
tions for on-sale licenses must be
accompanied by written approval
of respective county, city or town
authorities.

L-=cal Collections
COUNTIES AND INCORPO-
RATED CITIES AND TOWNS
within their respective limits may
levy and collect license fees not
exceeding 50% of the correspond-
ing St:te fees for “all beverages”
refailers, and not exceeding the
corresponding State fees for beer
wholesalers and retailers.

Allocation of Revenues
BEER LICENSE FEES AND EX-
CISE TAX: To State General
Fund. STATE PROFITS, RE-
TAIL SALES TAX AND
LICENSE FEES: To State Gen-
eral Fund. COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES: To
respective county and municipal
general funds., SPECIAL
LICENSE TAX (4%): Collected
on retail sales by Board and ap-
portioned to counties on basis of
county sales; countics apportion
% of same to general funds of
incorporated cities and towns
therein on gross sales basis, re-
maining % kept for county gen-
cral fund,

Totul Local Collections ....... £ R e A e SR R Y b

1,554,454

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ......cvvuivvnnnns cserraresesenesnarestsassns 3

16,656,299
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NEBRASKA

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, city and vil-
lage participation.

Local Collections
CITIES AND VILLAGES, with-
in their corporate limits, collect
license fees from by-the-drink
retailers, and may also levy on
occupational tax on manufac-
turers and wholesalers not to
exceed double the state license
fee; in the case of beer licensecs,
outside incorporated limits the
fees are paid to the COUNTY.

Allocations of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES: To
State School Fund. STATE
REGISTRATION FEES AND
EXCISE TAXES: To the Gen-
cral Fund. COUNTY LICENSE
FEES: To school funds of the
county, MUNICIPAL LICENSE
FEES: To respective district
school Mands,

Page Forty

PUBLIC REVENUES frbm ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

NEBRASKA LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
LINCOLN

Fiscal Year Ending November 30, 1974

License, Permit, and Registration FeesTotal* .........ccccvvvvunnnees § 148,386
Excise Taxes
Spirits @ $2.00/gal. .. ..vvviniennnns
Wine @ 75¢/gak v vqiiivesssvieranaiviiiis } § $295,333
Beer @ 10¢/gal . ..vvvvvennennnnnn SRR A $ 3,535,835
Total Excise Taxes ........... R ERr C e T A e R $ 9,832,168

SALES TAX — 2%% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ..vvcvveveevienees $ 5,150,000

Mizcellaneons INBOME:  ; : ;v awaisy o inisiogsenanssinsadnssnggis $ 65,523
GROSS STATE REVENUE. uvuuiuasmimnanas i esasssoisiiessssinsedseins oeees 815,196,077
Administrative and Enforcement Costs . ....oveivenneinnenns A R $ 448,668
NET STATEREVENUE ... covveesvnnsansnesnnee CA A RIOR PRI (ol . for /. b Y. U
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
License Fees**
Bellvue ...ovvvinennns VREA e R e P 16,750
01711 e e P Ly S S g 3 135,325
OHOECIBtY sivwulinaeaeons eEsaieisa s < § 1,254,000
Total License Fees ... oieiiiicsnnssnsgaasan RO T . § 1,406,075
Municipal Occupation Tax***
Elenln: s essmasnsunasdme i wniamei s i 65,495
MBI i W B S 8 5 $ 318,121
EIREI IR, vioaes nomsimdisn s A g FERITR. 16,500
Total Municipal Occupation Tax ....... o TN e A N e s 400,116
08T B TR BSOS b L T Lk N RSN S AU S P 5 750,000
ol LoCRVOONEEHORE .o oin mm oo o mm e v v s SO S . § 2,556,191
TOTALSTATE ANDLOCAL REVENUE . ccciivesnssmnmamisnsons s s ot sosgityss . § 17,303,600

* Includes manufacturer's, distributor's, public carrier, and off-premise retail license fee collections.
** Includes collections from on-premise retail licenses issued by the state with revenues being collected and

retained by local governments.
**+ Administered by the State Tax Commissioner.
***% Local sales taxes are imposed by the cities of Bellvue, Lincoln, and Omaha.




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

NEVADA TAX COMMISSION LIQUOR DEPARTMENT
CARSON CITY

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

EICT 05 L Ty g L e e AT W T PP s . | 19,244

Excise Taxes

Spirits @ $1.90/gal. ........ >IN LTS TRS A § 6,757,032
Wine @ 30450¢/gal. .......o0vvunnn ST Saire A 755,789
Beer @ 6¢/gal. ...... o e vrseanniee § 1068711
Total Excise Taxes ..... S PN T P A e § 8,581,532
Less: Discounts and Adjustments ...... PR - 255,224
Net Excise Taxes ........ AP o e (PR TR, | N $ 8,326,308
SALES TAX — 2% ~ General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ..... T T T $ 6,744,358
GROSS STATE REVENUE .+ .vvivenrrninrnnsnsnnsnsnnns SRR SR e cessssenss 8 15,089,910
Administrative and Enforcement Costs (Est.) .......oouvuun.. SRR $ 152,422
NET STATE REVENUE ...... craaiase sdswee P S eovesrrrasacassssnnsasss $ 14,937,488
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
License Fees
Reno* ...... R TR R A $ 271,712
Las Vegas ... ... F A T T TN $ 321,001
BT R R A g 774,975
TOMPEICOMIE TRUR & Lo v b ova b b s b e Db s i ... § 1,367,688
Sales Taxes (Est.)**
County SalesTax ~ 1% v.vevervvnrns T $ 3,424,111
County Option Sales Tax — 0.5% ... vvvenns $ 1,711,718
Total Sales Taxes .. .... A aARe S e nverreeevan 8 V35826
Toltal Local Collections ......... R L 2 o T S S S I LA veees 8 6,503,517
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ....vvvunnun. AR T O TRy SPe YTy g § 21,441,005

* Calendar year 1974,
*+ Collected by the state,

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

General Sales Tax .
3% gross receipts from retail
sales of tangible personal prop-
erty including alcoholic bever-
ages; 11 counties impose addi-
tional 'A% county option sales
tax.

Local Collections
COUNTIES, INCORPORATED
CITIES AND TOWNS levy and
collect the license fees for the
retail sale of all alcoholic bever-
ages. Local Sales Tax %% Coun-
ty Tax (Churchill, Clark, Lyon,
Washoe, Douglas, Elko, Hum-
boldt, Lincoln, Mineral, Nye
and Pershing countics).

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES AND
EXCISE TAXES: 5/19% of ex-
cise tax on distilled spirits over
22% allocated to counties and
citics on population basis. Rest
to State General Fund.
COUNTY AND MIUINICIPAL
LICENSE FEES: Retained
locally,
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NEW

HAMPSHIRE «

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Exclu-
sive State Administration.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES PROFITS,
LICENSE FEES ON SPIRITS
AND WINES, PERMIT FEES
ON BEER AND ALL OTHER
}}EV{'}ENUE: To State General
Tund,

Page Forty-Two

PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

NEW HAMNPSHIRE STATE LIQUOR COMMISSION
CONCORD

Calendar Year 1974

GROSS SALES ........ P S AR v ey P $ 97,848,124
Less: Discounts, Refunds, Returns . ........o00s s 43,065

NETBALES: sovisiani i it e s i s md e i $ 97,805,059
Less: Cost of Sales i, oy cosviniaiavi s $ 68,982,791

GROSSPROFIT iyt sonmibaassbi s s s s v arss vrivaeseeas ¥ 28,822,268
Less: Cost of Sales Operations ........ civeaans 3 5472986

NETPROFIT covsssnernbians T L Py o = VWl O <Rt & b (% 1

Licensa FeedTolal o riinaciisiaiianiinsbaineswomshsasmssansesins $ 471,537

Excise Tax (Beer @ $3.72/bbL) .....vvviiinriiivannns ciaanveesiaas ¥ L1507

Miscellancous INCOME . oo vvuavvnnrrrnssssanasssnsosassnssnssnnnss S 33,511

GROSS STATE REVENUE. .iiseiaiviiviiviiiimsissiessiiasaiivsivsiriasvasvaiess 3 27,025437

Administrative and Enforcement CoSIS ... vvviuniirinenenarnssnnas $ 340,707
NET STATE REVENUE . ..uvvverivinneans s aa e s e e s e ndsneare e B 20,084,730
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

NEW JERSEY

NEW JERSEY DEPARTMEN T OF LAW & PUBLIC SAFETY
DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL

CRANFORD

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Licenie FeBsTOM] o o vnvnmresrnpsonnrnern spnsniss ssesssvnrs wone § 1,450,877
Miscellaneous Income ....oovvvuvvnrnnnnas VRN SEE s SENEEIAT) Iy X - 721,018
GROSS REVENUE (Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control) ......cvvuune A S . AN 2,171,895
Administrative Costs . ............. ot SRR AL L (PO L T L § 1,815,815
NET REVENUE (Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control)  ..vvvvvviieeensrsnissnensnans 3 356,080

NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
DIVISION OF TAXATION — RESEARCH & STATISTICS

TRENTON and CRANFORD

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Excise Taxes

SpitHs @ $BOMMRL o v iy viris s oniae $ 47,295,296
Wines @ 308/80L +uvvreiiniiinnrrinraneiin. § 4,442,547
Vermouth @ 30¢/gal. «.ovvvnvnnen... SR . 219,235
Beer @ 3-1/3¢/gal. ........ e .5 4192976
TOMEEX IS0 TRROR v v vamronn i scaomwtis sl o die v L e $ 56,750,054
SALES TAX - 5% = Salesand Use Tax (Est) vvvvvvnvenvannnnies core § 54,000,000
Miscellancous Income ... ... AT TRy W, K rpm g et il S ¥ oy, o 35418
NET REVENUE (Division of Taxation) ....ovivievrnnenss SR canssaserbesayasee 3 130785472
TOTALNET STATE REVEBNUE: ..sisasiiansiipvavesmavisvisnisininerisensrinsie ¥ 1ILI41,552
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
Atlantic City Luxury SalesTax .....0vivvnnnnns 3 961,431
Municlpal Retail License Fees ..o.ooovviiviinans $ 5900918
Tolal Locsl CONBCIIOND « i viati v o wavaid s e bis e s e s A 5 a5 3 $ 6,862,349
NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUE ....o00ciiivusicannnnnssnssnns T R T AT . § 118,003,901

Method of Control
LICENSE: State and Municipal
Participation.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES: To
State General Fund. STATE
TAXES: To State General
Fund, MUNICIPAL (RETAIL)
LICENSE FEES: To general
funds of municipalities in which
collected.

TAX Imposed by cities of
fourth class on retail sales (in-
cluding sales of alcoholic bever-
ages), to gencral funds of cities
in which collected.
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NEW MEXICO

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

_ General Sales Tax
RETAILERS' TAX (Gross
Income): 4% gross receipts in-
cluding alcoholic beverages.
Effective 7/1/69. WHOLE-
SALERS' TAX (Gross Income):
%2 of 1% of gross receipts, in-
cluding alcoholic beverages.
Effective 4/1/63.

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND MUNICIPAL
CORPCRATIONS within their
respective limits authorized to
prescribe and collect additional
local license fees from retailers,
dispensories, and clubs pre-
viously licensed by the State.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES AND
EXCISE TAXES: To State Gen-
cral Fund, STATE SALES
TAX: 3% to State General Fund
and 1% to Local government.
LOCAL SALES TAXES AND
LICENSE FEES: To respective
county and municipal general
funds.
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

NEW MEXICO ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL COMMISSION

and
NEW MEXICO BUREAU OF REVENUE

SANTA FE

Calendar Year 1974

License Fees Total «.vvvviivvannsnnnns B A O R T 3 -k s 287,292
Excise Taxes*
Spirits @ $1.50/gal. ..........
Alcohol @ $2.40/gal. ....... he A 0 N B i ¥ 74,761,338
WIRR @ ROEBAL. o e vwasncbioarBawsmasiae v sne b $ 712,113
Beer @ 8flgal v oonnwrsvivieniniy e v .ee 82,157,064
Total Excise Taxes ..... I P R ain s $ 5,630,715
Sales Taxes*
4% General Retail Sales Tax (Est.)** . ........ e $ 9,115,000
0.5% Wholesale Gross Receipts Tax (Est.) ....... § 440,000
TOb Sales TEXEE ' Jzqiiieavinaisderssaraadassessanss § 9,555,000
Miscellaneous Income (Alcohol Beverage Control Commission) ...... 3 9,895
GROSS STATEREVENUE ....cvvvvevnas A A AN S RN A A
Administrative and Enforcement Costs
Alcoholic Beverage Control Commission . ...... " $ 269,604
Bureau of Revenue (Est,) .....coviiveesvanes $ 197,407
Toral Administrztive and Enforcement Costs ......... oh 3 467,011

NET STATEREVENUE ..oceovronnrssrsvosnerssoncsasnassssassssssrsonnarsas

LOCAL COLLECTIONS**
Municipal License Fees ..o iiviinriinns b 736,509
County License Fees ....vvvneenrsinisss ene § 148,885
Total Local Collections «.vcvvevestsosnssanonssanns $ 885,394
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE .00 uvsvoassassonssnsssnnns Seas TR

* Administered by the Bureau of Revenue.
** [iscal year ending 6/30/74.

5

S

$

15,482,902

15,015,891

15,901,285
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

LB ims e s ST ‘"HT e e o LT 114 Jo WP LAy

NEW YORK DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
NEW YORK CITY

Calendar Year 1974

License and Permit Fees Total ....vvvvviveciserancnsrncanaanesnass § 33,470,047
Miscellaneous Income
Cyclical BINgS i iiciniiavsandaninavious siss s 60,550
Brand Label Registration Fees .....ovvnennnen.. S 562,810
Bond Forfeiture Collected ....... RN K 6 s 333,775
Price Schedule Listing Fees .. ...cvviiiniinnen 3 154,063
Minimum Consumer Price Listing Fees (Wine) 5 68,900
Filing Fees on Disapprovals ........coivuiinnnn $ 43,350
B T3 TR i by B ORI P R 7,822
Gross Miscellaneous Income ....vvvennn.. S R SRR A $ 1,231,270
Less: Refunds on Surrendered Items  ...... $ 1,158,495
Nt MisoGlantEous INBOMB o sisumis niwsvins sies s walndie i s faaan 0§ 72,7175
GROSS REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverage Control COmmission) +.uvveesravsssnssessssssnss § 33,542,822
Administrative Costs*
State Liquor Awthorlty ........oisvvensenvens Y 5,356,200
Lo ABCROANS i 5sisiviissivinasadaesiasa ) 2,297,800
TOML ASIREIAINE COMI. o5 cravsatesnabitmesornransrishs e $ 7,654,000
NET REVENUE (Alcoholic Beyerage Control Board) ..... dasesdiisanywasernpesreinsaes 5 25888,822
* Fiscal year ending 3/31/75.
NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION & FINANCE
BUREAU OF TAX STATISTICS
ALBANY
Fiscal Year Ending March 31, 1975
Excise Taxes
Spirits over 24% @ $3.25/gal. ... ..iiiiiinienns $ 131,246,077
Wine & Spirits not over 24% @ 10y, 26-2/3¢,
SILIIBORMEYL. soouiniaiessuessvisiier 8 7,177,826
Beer @ 4-4/9¢/gal. . ......... NI S S 16,149,443
TORI ExclasTaXSS siiviviaiisinassiains T RO L oo $ 154,573,346
Sales Tax — 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est) vovvivinnnans ceenrses 3 125,000,000
2¢10utor Cado Carton Tax® Geviissinsssnssnsssnavassses ' $ N.A.
GROSS REVENUE (Department of Taxation & Finance) ....ovvvvnvenensns svessasnesaie 3 279573346
Administrative and Collection Costs (E5t.) ** v oveevinienns SRR T $ 500,000
NET REVENUE (Department of Taxation & Finance) .......-... SEV NN AN i § 279,073,346
TOTALNET STATE REVENUE siicevovstaoritronssntvncinnassrascrsnnsncasessne $ 304,962,168
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (Est.)***
New York City SalesTax .......... cieessenes $ 0 45,000,000
Other Local Sales Taxes . ovveiveivrieesan oo § 45,000,000
Total Locul Collections .......ocvvuenns ca i mad Sp $ 90,000,000
TOTAL STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE yicccensrvsnsorssorvsnsnssansssvisssssrress $ 394,962,168

* Effective 12/1/73-6/30/74.
** Does not include administration of General Retail Sales Tax.
*** Calendar year 1974,

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal participation.

Allocation of Revenues
LICENSE FEES, EXCISE
TAXES AND RETAIL SALES
TAX: after deducting for tax
refunds, to State’s General
Fund.

Local Taxes

Pursuant to Chapter 93, Laws
1965, as amended, counties and
cities may levy taxes on retail
sales of tangible personal pro-
perty, including spirituous,
vinous and malt beverages, to be
administered by the State Tax
Commission. The local tax rate
may not exceed 2 %. If a county
and city both impose the sales
tax, the combined rate may not
exceed 3%, Collections, after
deducting administrative ex-
penses and the amount of re-
funds are distributed to the
local taxing jurisdictions,
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NORTH

CAROLINA

Mcthod of Control
STATE SUPERVISED: County
operated liquor stores in cotli-
tics voting thereflor.

General Sales Tax
RETAIL SALES TAX: 3% of
retail selling price of wine and
beer.

Local Collections
COUNTIES collect license fees
of $25 from retailers of bever-
ages containing not more than
5% alcohol by weight and $2§
from retailers of wine not less
than 5% alcohol by weight nor
more than 14% by volume.
MUNICIPALITIES collect from
retailers of bcvcrnfcs containing
not morc than 14% alcohol by
volume license fees of $15 from
those licensed to sell for both
on-premises and off-premises
consumption and $10 [rom
those licensed to sell for off-
premises consumption only.
CITIES AND TOWNS may levy
license tax on wholesalers, not
in excess of 1/4 of state fee for
same.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE BEER AND WINE
LICENSE FEES AND 12% TAX
ON RETAIL PRICE OF
SPIRITS AND FORTIFIED
WINE SOLD IN COUNTY
STORES: 3% for ABC adminis-
trative expenses; remainder o
State  General Fund, BEER
AND NATURALLY FER-
MENTED WINE TAX: 47V4% of
beer tax and 50% of wine tax on
population basis to counties and
municipalitics in which beer and
wine are licensed to be sold.
Remainder to  State  General
Fund, State l¢and 5¢ per bottle
tax: To respective county com-
missioners for alcoholism reha-
bilitation. ADDED BEER TAX:
To State General Fund, SALES
TAX AFFECTING BEER AND
WINE: To Emergency Fund for
support of public schools,
COUNTY DISPENSARIES'
PROFITS: Not less than 5% nor
more than 15% for law enforce-
ment in county in which dispen-
sary is located. County Boards
may expend 7% for alcohol edu-
cation or rehabilitation, Re-
mainder to county general fund,
except laws allocate certain
county receipts in various ways.
COUNTY BEER AND WINE
LICENSE FEES: To County
General Fund in which sold,
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NORTH CAROLINA BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC CONTROL

and

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
RALEIGH
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974
LICENSES AND PERMITS
License Fees .....-+.. e S ke et 200,839
“Brown Bag"” Permits «usascassisinis ivasgh avad oy 238,800
Total Licenses amtl Permills L o saaumiiliasa i ahirsiiss e sieeads’s $
EXCISE TAXES*
Beer @B150000BL, 20 viurinmimernsimdommdas e oo § 39,265,188
Wine @ 60¢ & 70¢/gal., N.C. Wine @ séfsal ..... .. § 3,488, 195
Total Excise TAXeS v eveivivas e AR A Ay von 8
SALES TAX - 3% — (Beer and Wmc. By smsie v ipiioana b b 8
OTHER TAXES
Spirits — 129 on Retail Price ......... it 5 18,601,861
Spirits — 5¢ per Bottle (State’s Share) .....vvnn $ 188,776
Spirits @5¢ per 3-1/30Z . ovivuirenrirriinrrnas $ 16,273,836
Total Other Taxes ....... GRS T SA e O S e $
GROSS STATE REVENUE ........... e a TR AT R A
Administrative and Enforcement Costs
Board of Alcoholic Control (Est.) . ...........uu. $ 1,000,000
Department of Revenue (Esl,) ......oovvviviens S 202,544
Total Administrative and Enforcement Costs .....ov v eninnns $

NETSTATE REVENUE ..cvvesvicansnvosnvsvsassnnnsnsssnssansss

LOCAL COLLECTIONS
City and County Store Net Profits Total ... iiiiniinniiniinnnas S
License Fees (Beerangd Witle, EsLi) oo csviva vinvin e nasan orspns s §
Alcoholic Rehabilitation Tax @ 5¢/bottle on Spirits (Local Share) . .. ... $
o TRV Rt ) T 1T TSR e T N e A e y
TOTAL STATE AND LOCALREVENUE ... iviverinnnns $ERy b
COUNTY STORE PROFITS
Heaufort 5 202,099 Granville $ 110,341
lertie 65,928 Greene 17,660
Camden 7.187 Halifux 245,580
Carleret 137,298 Hertford 138,380
Cuswell 47,549 Hoke 53,925
Catawaba 555,516 Johnston 198,455
Chowan 53414 Jones 20,066
Craven 206,645 Lenoir 262,267
Cumberland 570,436 Murtin 69,552
Currituck 24,481 Mecklenburg 2,597,982
Dare 51,634 Moore 242,526
Dutham 610,061 Nash 202,917
Ldgecombe 276,254 New Hanover 524,564
Gates 33,730 Northhampton 92,484
Onslow 137,559
CITY & TOWN STORE PROFITS
Andrews s 95,598 Herttord Town 5 33,191
Angier 52,355 ot Springs (-3,749)
Asheville 688,304 Jamestown 434,224
Nessemer 109,965 Kenansville 14,177
IWack Mountain 85,351 Lake Waccamaw B.465
Blowing Rock 162,688 Lexington 268,677
Boulton 22,688 Lillington 45,539
DBrevard 97,530 Lincolnton 155,692
Brunswick 23910 Long Beach 3,028
Hunn 16,521 Louisburg 49,764
Durlington-Graham » 270,111 Mudison 78,706
Chadboumn 34,831 Maxton 29,548
Clinton 106,491 Monroe 179,583
Couls 7,479 Montgomery-Municipal 74,118
Concord 215,637 Mooresville 150,397
Dunn B4,118 Morganton 269,614
Fair Blufr 4,189 Mount Pleasant 41,459
Fuirmont 95,118 Newton Grove 24,130
Faison 20,664 North Wilkesboro 68,859
Frunklinton 25874 Norwood 115,995
Garland 30419 Ocean sle 9,020
Gastonia 370,628 Pembroke 16,350
Granite Ualls 195,126 Pittsboro 54,7152
Greensboro 1,237,631 Randlemun 149,959
Hamlet 18,690 Red Springs 36,328
Hendersonville 171,712 Reidsville 226,949

439,639
42,753,383
9,275,000
35,064,473
SRR s vEaa 87,532,495
1,202,544
casissanesans 3 56,329,951
21,601,597
425,000
2,067,556
.......... P 24,094,153
eassrrawssanas $ 110,424,104
Ornge $ 384,199
Pamlico 18,899
Pasquotank 86,165
Pender 78,851
Person 93,712
it 144,436
Rowan 89,545
Scotland B5,678
Tyrrell 11,785
Vance 203,714
Wake 1,406,373
Warren 42,677
Washington 317,692
Wayne 335,229
Wilson 359,434
Rockingham $ 90,815
Roschoro 33,620
Ruwland 16,974
St Paul's 118,109
Sandford 145,860
Shallotte 41,669
Southport 33,583
Sparta 116,451
Statesville 102,671
Sunset Deach 4,716
Sylva 184,989
Taylorsville 46,092
Tryon B4,484
Wadesboro 78,834
Wallace 79,148
Walnut Cove 54,444
Warsaw 19,589
Waynesville 150,526
Whiteville 107,641
Wilkesboro ﬁl,l]h[;
Winston-Salem 1,432,627
Yaupon leach (-107)
Youngsville 20,848
TOTAL COUNTIES,
CITIES, & TOWNS § 21,601 597

*Includes §9,270,966 beer excise revenue und $807,810 wine excise revenue turned over to localities.
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NORTH DAKOTA ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE TAX DIVISION
and

NORTH DAKOTA LICENSING DEPARTMENT
BISMARCK

Calendar Year 1974

License Fees
Alcoholic Beverage Tax Division .....oovvvvnnn.. s 19,400
Licensing Department* ..., ......... AR s $ 179,309
Total License Fees ......... T o T SR g 3 198,709
Brand Registration Fees Total** . ........c00vivvvnnnnsecnnnnenns $ 23,425
Excise Taxes
Spirits @ $2.50/gal. ........ SRaGvevaia T $ 3,428,424
Alcohei @ $4.05/gal. .......... e and s P - 51,795
Wine @ 50581,00/83L. .:.ivivvnresirscannsios $ 260518
Bottled & Canned Beer @ 16¢/gal. .............. $ 1,989,066
Barrel & Keg Beer @ 8¢/gal. .. ... P DRPRE D $ 128,797
Tolal Excise Taxes ....oc00000. TR e ViR § 5,858,600

SALES TAX — 4% - Retail Sales Tax (Est.)*** cesnsanes $ 4,000,000

FrsenaREa s

GROSS STATE REVENUE ............ Y T R T AT e gaE DAy sesessenssnees $ 10,080,734
Administrative and Enforcement Costs (Est.)

Alcoholic Beverage Tax Division ................ $ 18,000

Licensing Department® ., ....... AT SR i % 45,000

Total Administrative and Enforcement Costs . .. ..... R o $ 63,000

NELSTATE REVENUE .. oiusnnvsissonasnidiny faos it ia sssavssssscnneee $ 10,017,734
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (Retail License Fees, Fst.) ........ T A . 1,500,000
NET STATE AND LOCALREVENUE +..vvvunnnenrens. § 11,517,734

* Fiscal year ending 6/30/74.
** Collected by the State Laboratory Department.
*** Collected by the State Tax Department,

NORTH DAKOTA

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation.

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND INCOR-
PORATED CITIES AND VILL-
AGES, within their respective
limits, issue all licenses for re-
tmlng beverages except by
common carriers,

Allocztion of Revenues
STATE LICENSE FEES;
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES
EXCISE TAX: To State General
Fund. COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES:
Retained locally,
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Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Exclusive
State Administration.

General Sales Tax
4% on each retail sale of tang-
ible personal property, including
beer, wine and liquors.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES RECEIPTS: To
expenses and maintenance of
working capital of Department
of Liquor Control; remainder to
General Revenue "und WINE,
MIXED BEVERAGES, BEER,
BREWERS' WORT AND MALT
TAXES, to General Revenue
Fund, LICENSE FEES: I
collected in incorporated
municipality, to general fund
thereof; collected in township
outside incorporated munici-
pality, to township general fund
or for [ire protection.

Page Fortv-Eight

PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF LIQUOR CONTROL
COLUMBUS

Calendar Year 1974

SALES®* ......s. e iR CeEE RS P B P PP $ 352,055,445
RBMIL 5 oo mmimmigi s win i innre e s g omwice b .. § 247,102,700
WHOIEREIE: .. cnisvavificw vssivinieians we wwn bl b 5s § 104,952,745

GROSSSALES o wvivinmi s oiivan saeiaesms s s oo v kime i ey s oo § 352,055,445
Less: Discounts, Refunds, Returns . ........vv0. $ ~0-

NET'SALES vivicssasvionsonnae weanesai R B e e § 352,055,445
fLassr Cost ofSales . vavvasaesnsisesyoans veee 850 215,873,665

GROSSPROFIT ..ovvvvniniinnnnnns gt pe—— NI (s R [ Ry $§ 136,181,780
Less: Cost of Sales Operations .......eevenvnnes $ 20,380,084

NET PROFIT csivecwnasssvasusnenssvassnssssvsssnsnesnasass 3 115,801,696

BT R ) ) D NPT e e ey ey - YO S 11,424,319

Miscellaneous Income ..... T T ST o S g e B S ) 389,697
GROSS REVENUE (Department of Liquor Control) «...vvvervarsneassrsaccasssnnes . § 127,615,712
Adinisirative CoBlE < 2cvicinsmsnasssasssssssasinasssosisssns 5 9,496,914
NET REVENUE (Department of Liquor Control) ......covvvanns ssasesnensesseniasn'$ 118,118,798

* Includes $32,798,232 spirits excise tux @ $2.25/gal. Does not include $10,785,760 in sales tax (47%) collected
al state stores.

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION
COLUMBUS
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Excise Taxes

Mixed Beveragss @ 80¢/gal. ..o vvviiiiiiiiiiin, H 691,998
Wins @ UAS125B10,; o vvieis si@svmindiaiie $ 4,471,401
Beer & Malt Beverages @ 1,5¢/12 oz, bottle &
SLS0MLL. i sosannais i ss R E A . § 32883602
Malt & Worl . .ooiiuivrnnrnnnns CCTEEI SRS 3 1,238
Total Excise Taxes ...... T A R R A - 38,048,241
SALES TAX — 4% — Retail Sales Tax (FsL)* o .vvvnrnnnas vessssnss 3 45,000,000
GROSS REVENUE (Department of Taxation) . .covvvvnnss S EPAN PSSR E VRSP AR $ B),048,241
Adminisirative COSISIES] oo verrronvnrastsssanansesns o o e $ 325.000
NET REVENUE (Department of Taxation) ........ P P S SRS e cenes 3 82,723,241

TOTALNET STATE REVENUE «.ouieievinsiininsresnessrescansrsnsnsssssnsas § 200,842,039
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (0.5% County Retail Sales Tax, Est)** . iiiiiiiiiinnn, Gl 2,700,000
TOTAL STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE oot iviriniinnrnnnnns vesas asennraniaene 3 203,542,039

* Includes tax collected on state store sales.
** Administered by the Department of Taxation.




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

OKLAHOMA ALCOHOLIC EEVERAGE CONTROL BOARD
OKLAHOMA CITY

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

LICENSE FEESTOTAL  « cosinncae ssunnssonnnseisensssrvesdbhe 9 506,113
Administrative CoSIE v ovvsvsonvrnnannsssrensesss 9 427,356

NET REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverage Control Board) .........ccevrenrannnnnss

OKLAHOMA TAX COMMISSION — BEVERAGE DIVISION
OKLAHOMA CITY

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees Total (3.2% Beer) cocceivisisnscnascsasssssascnsns $ 361,678

Excise Taxes
Spirits @ $4.00/gal. ... ..., ST veeeaes §0 15,447,011
Wine @ 50¢-$1.00-51.50/gal, 1,512,246
AR o Tl 1) TSR et S Sl W) 13,153,647
Totnl Excise Taxes ...... $ 30,112,904

SALES TAX = 2% — General Retail Sules Tax (Est.) covvveviiinnnnes s 1,896,827
GROSS REVENUE (Tax Commission — Beverage Division) . ..vvvvvivrirenrsnrnsnrnns 32,371,409
Administrative Costs (Est,) e 180,000
NET REVENUE (Tax Commission ~ Beverage Division) . ..ovuviiiiisiveniinonsnnses § 32,191,409
TOTAL NET STATE REVENUE .. .ciiiiiainensnnnncnssnnnersanes 32,270,166
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (Est.)

Local License Fees 203,171

1% & 2% Municipal Sales Tax 1,232,938

Total Local Collections

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE 33,706,275

. OKLAHOMA

Method of Control
Beverages not over 3.2% by
weight—STATE, COUNTY
AND MUNICTPAL LICENSING
by the package and drink. Over
3.2%, STATE LICENSING only
of packuge sales.

General Sales Tax
2% gross rcceipts tax on retail
ia]cs not applicable to 3.2%
eer,

Local Collections
COUNTIES license all retail
beer dealers; annual fee §5 plus
cost of advertising, posting, etc.
Municipalities may license such
dealers, fee not to exceed $20.

Allocation of Revenues
LIQUOR EXCISE: 64-2/3% to
General Fund, 32-1/3% 1o
counties for distribution to in-
corporated cilies and towns, 3%
to Oklahoma Tax Commission
Fund. LIQUOR LICENSE
FEES: To State Treasury.
BEER EXCISE AND LICENSE
FEES: 2% to Oklahoma Tax
Commission Fund, remainder (o
General Fund, COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL BEER LICENSE
FEES: Retained locally.
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OREGON

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Exclusive
State Administration.

Allocation of Revenues

The distribution formula pro-
vides for all revenues derived
from license fees, privilege taxes
and the sale of alcoholic liquor
to be placed in a single fund,
and after deducting administra-
tive expenses and monies to
maintain a $125,000 revolving
fund, shall be distributed 70
percent to the General Fund for
gencral governmental purposes,
20 percent to cities in propor-
tion to their populations and 10
percent to counties in propor-
tion to their populations. MU-
NICIPAL PROFITS: Retained
locally.
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHO

il e A

L BEVERAGES

OREGON LIQUOR CONTROL COMMI
PORTLAND

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

GROSSSALES ....covvvveininsnsannns T T e b o

Lussr CORE DT SOIES i vn' 3 4ei s 555 5 0 bR el i dn 1L h $ 53,300,694
GROSS PROFIT ...... R Il o TP o T RN 5

Less: Cost of Sales Opurations® ... vviiiennns $ 5,155,287
NETPROFIT .icivcaviveressnonisonasssss RS AP e ryp T
License and Service Permits Total ..o vveivencevnrinennnnses T s
Excise Taxes

Wine over 14% @ 50¢/gal. .......... sk STIRETER.. 73,808

Wine 14% or under @ 23¢/gal. .......... 000000 3 1,307,854

Beer @ 51, 30/0BL. . v van v esvmrensnansiwssans pn $ 1,952,738

Totil EXCISE TINEY o onow sns vy mespime o e s Rt et el

MiscellEneouS INCOME cicaeivsiornitisivibnelbdtisrisernibniss §
GROSS STATE REVENUE . .:iuveerssscascansassssissnsssasbasonss
Administrative and Enforcement Costs ... oovviiiiiiiiiinaaniras ‘e 3

NET STATE REVENUE  «iiivsvensncsntinsnasssntinsscsssentosnanies

* Includes warchouse and other expenses.

SSION

01,160,922
47,860,228
42,704,941

906,314

3,334,400

101,564
........... $ 47,047,219

1,689,634

savsessss 3 45,357,585




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES PENNSYLVANIA

PENNSYLVANIA LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD

Method of Control
STATE MONOPCLY': Exclusive
HARRISBURG State Administration.
General Sales Tax
Fiscal Year Ending July 2, 1974 6% Retail Sales Tax,

Allocation of Revenues
LIQUOR STORE PROFITS,

STATE STORE SALES ..vuvvvvnvnseeenenrnnns veresevrnenaes. § 410,649,469 §STATE mi-IC!ENSl_E Frlf;F;sS
] - . 3 Sacramen wine, imporicrs,
Plus: 18% Emergency Tax ........ Y o s $ 73,803,396 i public service and beer other
TOTAL STATE STORESALES ... vvvvveverirnnnns S s S A8AM53. 865 than _retail), FILING FEES,
Less; CostofSaes voviivisnsnevisomivonienie s WL115790 PORTGILUILE AND. ERAL
GROSS PROPIT i vinvavvoinesiswiaiin i e A $ 193,277,075 tration, including establishment
Less; Cost of Sales Operations . .. .. vesesaenares 30 64,802,741 and maintenance of, and pur-
NET PROFIT ...... L R $ 128,474,334 chase of spirits and wine for sale

at, state stores; remainder to
State General Fund. RETAIL
License Feed Total®  ;upes s eusnasivescis sy esiwesine 3 8,350,188 LICENSE FEES: To payment
of refunds; remainder to munici-
palities and townships in which

Excisec Taxes** licensed premises located,

sverages @ TAXES (spirits, wine, alcchol
Mn}ll‘ Beverages @ $2.48/bbl .......... seassaw e 25,178,651 S Bt nd TG state emers
Spirits @ S1.00/gal, o vvvinii it $ 2,540 gency tax), FINES, PENAL-
Rectified Spirits @ 304-$1.30/gal. ..... Y A T 2,174 TIES :j\NISJ .Il}{TERES'g \l;.;(i:lu!-‘lf;
Wine @ Ya¢ per unit of proof/winegal. ........... s 3,702 L"i‘:u‘l‘(’)‘[ “Tal;'“ E:xs “:nd IMult
TOtAVEXCISE THRES ¢5:00s. v wwaws v aih v 5 50060 Sk Fd AR 0 60 e 0310 9% $ 25,187,067 Beverages Tax Law: To State
General Fund. 6% SALES TAX:

SALES TAX — 6% — Retail SAeS TAX «1vvenvsnrennssnserenrenees § 29,262,247 Fepeblic sbestinn,

Other Income
State Stores

Interest Earned ......o0vvvu. § 833,903
Discount on Purchases ....... $ 2,807,927
Miscellaneous Income ..., 000 $ 810,410
Total Other Income (State Stores) ..... A 4,452,240
Finesand Penaltics ..o vvvvevviirinrinnes ey 321,524
Bond Forfeitures . :savevin iy bl db g 5 38,000
Total Other INCOME: iiviiiimiain s samseds aasasns $ 4,811,764
GROSS STATE REVENUE ' i oneen e smasoni s aosiseseretiossaesos verseninrs 3 196,075,600
Administrarive, Licensing, and Enforcement Costs «vvvevvevnasnnsvns § 18,700,427
NEDSTATE REVENUR: | 45 n/vd diamhbbohon b obn bbb B b h Sk s o0 b hibd b p oo b i . 8 177,375,173

* Includes license [ees returnable ($5,692,060) and not returnable to municipalities ($2,328,793), application
filing lees ($297,540), and transfer fees ($31,795).
** Administered by the Department of Revenue,
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RHODE ISLAND

Method of Control
LICENSE: State and Municipal
Participation.

General Sales Tax
5% gross receipts of retailer; food
products for human consump-
tion exempt, effective 6/1/67

Local Collections
CITIES AND TOWNS issue all
retail licenses, except for public
carriers,

Allocation of Revenues
LICENSE FEES: Manufactur-
crs, Wholesalers & Railroads. To
State General Fund; Retail
license fees to cities and towns
in which licensed premises are
located, EXCISE TAXES: 50%
to State General Fund; 50% to
the several cities and towns of
the State. RECIPROCAL FEES:
to General Fund,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

RHODE ISLAND DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS REGULATIONS
LIQUOR CONTROL DIVISION

PROVIDENCE

Fiscal Year Ending November 30, 1974

License FeesTotal ...vvvevvunoenurnnss dilbaaa B R AR vwirS 49,700
Excise Tax* (Beer @ $2.00/bbL) ......... .S A 3 448,054
SALES TAX — 5% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ......... vieesas 39,100,000

Other Taxes and Fees
Service Fees

Spitits: s SRR R e 5 5,043,810
WE s e ilevss e ilndv i $ 847,407
Malt Beverages «..cccvrrvsroncscsrnssnnans $ 945,314
Certificates of Compliance @ $10.00 per
Brand, Type,and Kind .........cvvivinnnns $ 45,734
Totnl Other TaXes . s icusanascin e mime s e v v $ 6,882,265
MIStRlBNEOURTHTOME 5 5 trpasvmpiwog b s snaoms a0 Sp s e e & 3,257
GROSS STATE REVENUE .....cv0uvas o A S L O A A o0e 3 16,483,276
Administrative and Enforcement Costs . .....ovvvurennrnn ALad L LS 208,110
NET STATE REVENUE (Liquor Control Division) ...cvvvesnvnssnssarnonnns IR e § 16,275,166
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (Retail Licenses) ........ «v» § 1,000,091

TOTAL STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE «vevivvvarriossnnnararsvessssransceseses § 17,275,257

* Excisz taxes on spirits @ $2.50/gal., wine @ 40¢/gal., and champagne @ 50¢/gal. have not been collected for
state-produced products since 1965. llowever, these products imported into the state are charged a service
fee at these rates.



PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

SOUTH CAROLINA TAX COMMISSION
and
SOUTH CAROLINA ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL COMMISSION

COLUMBIA

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Liconse Fees TOML iasiees inisiinisbissiinsussissrnispsanser 3 5196710

Excise Taxes
Spirits @ §2.72/gal. or 17¢/8 oz. unit or fraction
thereof® .usiindsmas PR AT T T e § 14,301,820
Wines @ 90¢/gal. or 6¢/8 oz. unit or fraction
thereol ciiinsrin @ TR RN S e 8 $ 2,338,456
Beer @ .006¢/0z. or .006¢/bottle or fraction
LT Ty o e ey AR, $ 32,456,410
Additional tax @ 25¢/1.6 oz, bolﬁc ............. $ 4,413,229
AAATHONAT WIHETTEE: 1o & o /vn 206 s v i oreis are oo d v v $ 479,497
Total Excise Taxes ...... PN A ATy SIS, (PR (S Y $ 5§53,989412

SALES TAX - 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.)) .....ovvvevnvn... $ 14,500,000

Other Taxes and Fees

Wholesale Tax @ $1.50/case ......oovnvnvnvnns . 5 2,643,141
Additional Wholesalers Tax @ 48¢/case (Spuns) . - 884,686
Registration of Brands @ $10.00/brand after

first five brands ..... R g T T 5 16,000
Certificate of Registration Fees @ $100.00 ........ § 31,225
Retailers Tax @ $2,50/case (Spirits) ....vvvvvennn $§ 4,284,470
Non-standard Caze Tax @ §4,00/case (Spirits) ..... $ 323,789

Total Other Taxesand Fees .......cvnivvivrniriiiraesess § 8,183,311

Miscellancous Income

Spirits Conliscated and Sold ... .vvvvvivvnvrvens. § 8,445
Beer and Wine Confiscated and Sold .. .. ovvvvnns. $ 21,906
Penalties (Spirits, Wine, and Beer) ..........000. § 129,000
Filing Fees with Initial Applications ............. $ 114,165
Total Miscellaneous Income ... .ovrvrierierinnennneranns $ 273,516
GRS STATE REVENUE e isinasaisiontsaisasiiinsvniin sddsioiidnittnis $ 79,142,949
Administrative and Enforcement Costs . ........0.. Ay ol 1,196,038
NET STATE REVENUE ..... SR R R R TR SRR SR S e P A sssssssnsse 3 77,946,911

* Includes additional tax on spirits @ §¢/8 oz. unit.

. SOUTH.
CAROLINA

Method of Control
LICENSE: Exclusive State Ad-
ministration.

General Sales Tax
4% gross proceeds from retail
sales of tangible personal prop-
arty including alcoholic bever-
ages.

Allocation of Revenues
NET ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR
TAXES AND LICENSE FEES:
60% Lo State General Fund for
public school use; 20% to the
several counties and 20% to
incorporated municipalities on
population basis, NET WINE
AND BEER LICENSE FEES
AND EXCISE TAXES: 75% to
State General Fund for credil 10
special school account, 7%
the several counties .lnd 18%
incorporated mumc:pnlllu.s on
population basis. ADDITIONAL
BEER AND WINE EXCISE
TAXES: To General Fund,
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SOUTH
DAKOTA

Method of License Control
ALL COUNTY AND MUNICI-
PAL GOVERNING BOARDS-
Conduct Public Hearings on all
on and off sale—Retail Alcohol
Beverage License Applicaticus—
Recommend license issuance to
State. State issues'license. Al
other classes are issued by the

State.
Local Options

ALL INCORPORATED MUNI-
CIPALITIES AND TOWNSHIPS
in which the electors thereol
have voted in favor of and au-
thorized the procurement of
licenses for the sale of Alcoholic
Beverages by the package (off-
sale) orfand by the drink (on-
sale) then no other (off-sale) or
(on-sale) licenses may be issued
to private operators therein ex-
cept by an operating agreement
between the Municipality,
Township and the private (on-
sale) operator, who musl pur-
chase all alcoholic beverages
through the local (olf-sale)
package store at 10 percent or
more over their costs. All other
Counties, Townships and Muni-
cipalities approve and recom-
mend to the State that the vari-
ous licenses applied for in their
jurisdication be issued to private
operators.

Allocation of Revenuces
Low Point (3.2) Beer License
application fees for on-sale, off-
sale and wholesalers licenses;
50% retained at-the local level
and 50% forwarded to the State.
All excise taxes and 50% ol
license [ees received by the
State are deposited in the malt
beverage fund. 17% of the malt
beverage fund is reverted back
to the counties on a per capita
basis for reliel of the poor and
hospitalization for the indigent.
All other alcohol beverages (dis-
tilled spirits, wine and high-
point beer) excise laxes are de-
posited in the alcohol beverage
fund. 36.5% of the alcohol
beverage fund is reverted bock
to the municipalities on a popu-
lation basis. All alcohol beverage
license application fees for retail
on-sale and off-sale licenses are
retained at the local level, All
other classes of alcohol beverage
license fees, approved and issued
by the state are retaine® hy the
state and deposited in the alco-
hol beverage fund. All lunds re-
maining after the reversion pro-
cess are deposited in the State
General Fund, except alcohol
prevention, treatment and reha-
bilitation funds which are
deposited in a special fund for
use by the Division of
Alcoholism, these funds are de-
rived from a S5¢ tax per gallon
on distilled spirits and 30¢ tax
per barrel on bigh Point Beer.
Alcohol Beverage Drand Label
Registration fees are deposited
in the State General Fund,
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE TAX SECTION

PIERRE

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees TORE .o v sinsin veaeryiatndieesiseieesviire s 104,258
Alcohol Beverage Brand Registration Fees ............. CREENR T o 8 47,425

Occupational {(Excise) Taxes

Spirits @ $3.05/gal. + v vviiniiinns ssanassnseey “F815613
Sparkling Wines @ 1.40/gal. .......covvviinnnnn $ 40,057
Wine 14.19%-20% @ 95¢/gal, . ...cvvrvniiinnnnnn. $ 241,507
Wine 14% and under @ 30¢/gal, ....ovvvnnn e A 87,200
High Point Beer @ $8.30/bbL ......vvvvvvevanse § 1,700,690
Low Point Beer @ $4.00/bbL ... .covvivinnnen $ 669915
Total Occupational (Excise) Taxes .......... var e mesneen el Goeh I8
SALES TAX — 4% — Gross Receipts Tax (Est.) +.......... veseeaaes 83,200,000
GROSS STATE REVENUE .......... R e e S S IOWPAY) b B N i e o $ 9,906,665
Administrative and Enforeement CostS ..oovviviiiinviianrasrisnns $ 26,780

NET STATE REVENUE .. vuavvnrasnrsannsvsosnrnensansavnsvsrsssvssvnssansss 3 9,879,885

LOCAL COLLECTIONS
Retail License Fees (Est.) ., .... saananeeneenes § 15135000
Sales and Use Taxes — 1%-2% (Est.) . ...ovvvnnns i 308,080
Total Loed Colleatlons: oonvivenmvnsavsaasisisimes ¥y $ 1,442,080

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE .iuvvvivvvansserrsnsnsrrsssrssnsssssssess $ 11,322,965



PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

TENNESSEE DEPARTMEN' OF REVENUE
MISCELLANEOUS TAX DIVISION

NASHVILLE

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1774

License Fees Total svvaasvnaosinoneanemdnsnnameven sinsmsnsnya$ 697,622
Excise Taxes
Spirits @84.00/gal. ....cvvvveniriiiaiaiaaaess § 20,073,346
Wine @ §1.10/gal, ....... T TR e e .5 2,694,393
Beer @ $3.40/bbL. o ceianiianan viveasa ¥y 5,053,658
Total Excise Taxes ...... O S N e $ 30,821,397

SALES TAX — 3%4% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) vovvevvinnnans § 11,726,000

Other T: ves
U0 s Receipts Tax (Mixing Bars) - 15% (Est.)) ... § 734,000
Enforcement Tax @ 15¢/case (Spirits & Wine
WHElESBEY v uis mamttnm imt Rt RN d & F 5 409,323
Mixed Drink Privilege Tax — 15% .....0vvviennn. $ 4,297,319
TolalOther TaXCS o uveviaensnnnsnaisnss ARG e $ 5,440,642
Miscellancous Income ., ....0vvvinn P g G e 57,323
GROSS STATEREVENUE . ..uvivirinvenrannennns TR R T e TN T TS
Administrative and Enforcement Costs (ESL)*® ..o viiiiiiiiineinn 5 675,000
Refunds on License Feesand Excise Taxes . .o.ooovvviiiiiininienns 5 120,590
NETSTATEREVENUE ...ciuiivvrrsinsnnnssnssrssrsssssanssrssansnns
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
License FFees and Taxes
CHTUBNOORE  «ihivis & s s A PR 8 778,895
RAGRUINOEY: ovicmioni v swie s 5 awmney SRR S $ 670,773
MeEmPhE < covvnavervnssamrray e sas § 2,222,555
Nashville and Davidson County®* ....c.00000. § 978,230
CHHOE LEALY 30 ve vninawiesnnvassae s sanmans i 1,075,600
Total License Feesand Taxes . ..o.oovvivininn i B e $ 5,726,053

Boer Wholesaler'sTax — 17% v vvvruernrsernnernrnssssernrens 3 22,985062
Total Local Collections .o vovvvinvinrnviinninnes

R N R I I AR I R R

.. § 48,742,984

creneeens 50 47,947,394

. § 28,711,115

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE . .vviviiiinnnninssiisrnsssrsssnsssssseses 3 76,658,509

* Exclusive of Department of Revenue costs.
** Calendar year 1974,

Method of Control
LICENSE: State, County and
Municipal Participation,

General Sales Tax
3'4% retail sales price of each item
of tangible personal property
including alcoholic beverages.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE LICENSE AND PER-
MIT FEES: After paying cost of
administration and enforce-
ment, remainder lo State Gen-
eral Fund., LIQUOR TAX:
$3.32 to State General Fund,
68¢ to counties, % on basis of
population and % on basis of
arca. WINE TAX: 86¢ to Stale
General Fund, 24¢ to counties,
% on basis of population and

_ Y4 on basis of area for old

age sccurity fund, STATE EX-
CISE TAX ON BEER: 2/17ths
to counties and 2/17ths to
municipalitics, remainder to
State General Fund, WHOLE-
SALE BEER TAX: To countics
and  municipalities. LIQUOR
AND BEER TAX ALLOCA-
TION: 2% of all sums desig-
nated for municipalities and
countics from the above pro-
ceeds shall be veserved and
transferred to Dept, of Mental
Health to assist said municipnli-
ties and countices in carrying out
provisions of the comprehensive
Alcohal and Drug Treatment
Act of 1973. COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES:
I‘.u_:cspucli\!c county and mu-
nicipal general funds, cxecept
that wholesale and retail liquor
license [ees collected by the city
of Nashville go to fund for
maintaining and operating recre-
ational conters and playgrounds
within that city,
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Method of Control
PERMIT (LICENSE): State,
County and Municipal Partici-
pation,

Local Collections
COUNTIES AND MUNICIPAL-
ITIES may collect a fee equal to
one-halfl of all permil and
license fees levied by the State
with the exception of the fol-
lowing classes: agents, indus-
trials, carriers, private carriers,
local cartage, storage and wine
and beer retailer permits issucd
to operators of dining, Luffet,
or club cars, Class B winery
permits and temporary licenses.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE EXCISE TAXES: Less
deductions for administrative
expense, one-fourth to State
Available School Fund; remain-
ing threc-fourths together with
LICENSE AND PERMIT FEES
in their entirety to State Old
Age  Assistance, Blind  Assis-
tance, Children Assistance,
General Revenue, Prior Service
Annuity Reserve, State Member-
ship  Accumulation, TFarm-to-
Market Road and Foundation
School Fund, CONFISCATED
SALES: 65% to Generul
Revenue Fund and 35% for
Enforcement. COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL. COLLECTIONS:
Retained locally. TEMPORARY
BEER LICENSES: To ABC
Board,

Revenue collected from 10%
gross receipts tax on alcoholic
beverages poes into the Mixed
Beverage Gross Receipt Fund,
Aflter a 15% refund to city and
a 15% refund to county, the
balance Is cleared into the Gen-
cral Revenue Fund,

Page Fifty-Six

PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

TEXAS ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE COMMISSION

AUSTIN
Calendar Year 1974
License FeesTotal ....ovvvnvrnonnrvonns M e W § A L w0 8 6,781,014
Excise Taxes
Spirits @$2.00/gal. +..oviiniiannn AR T R, $ 34,376,637
Less: Discounts ..o.ovvuvenann $ 679,794
Less Refunds .............. § 286,422
Net Excise Tax (Spirits) ........ e A § 33,410,421
Wine @ 17¢-34¢43¢/gal. .\ ovvveirinnininiinnnn § 2,774,641
Less: Discounts .......... PR 57,924
Less: Refunds o ovvieinds PR, | 19,880
Net Excise Tax (Wine) ..ovvvvnieinrninrons 3 2,696,837
Malt Liquor (over 4%) @ 16.5¢/gal. ........... - 939,564
Less: Discounts ............. s 20,883
Less: Refunds oo vvsvsoivos $ 5
Net Excise Tax (Malt Liquor) ......, P 918,676
Beer (not over 4%) @ §5.00/bbl. ............. e 547,930,570
Less: Discounts . ovvvvennnnen § 1,032,398
Less: Refunds ........ ey 527,969
Net Exeise Tax (Beer) ...ovvnnnn. e $ 46,370,203
TOlEl MOt TRAISETARDS oz svnwwsmivasss somiwains vt 1§ Baa96.137

SALES TAX — 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (ESL) vvvsvensenereas § 53,434,343

Otlier Taxes

S¢/Drink (Airlines) ..,..... e 43 a il Wy b i 84,338
10% Gross Receipls Tax (Mixed Beverages) ....... $ 30,324,212
Total Other THXES v ovvenvnrennnses viaiyaissesar s o 30,408,550

Miscellaneous Income

Confiscated Sales ........ g T R T L TP A e g $ 21,408
(31117, A R i e R A 1,169
Total Miscellancous Income . ..o iiiiiniariiiinasnins 5 22,637
GROSS STATE REVENUE  ......... S sERvTE T T s s 3 TTR04 2,681
Administrative and Enforcement Costs .. .ovvvivinisnvriaeriersinss $ 1,100,516
NET STATEREVENUE . iuuivivnennronsatissrssnssnseansssvsssssssssssssssss 3 1066942,165

LOCAL COLLECTIONS
I'ees on Licenses and Permits

HIONSION gupcaidomscranseniis $ 228,959
Dolloa* Joosnn o Rty B . 122,308
Pore Worlll: .. apeinssivnnens 61,240
Othor {Bst) .iviisinsensiie . 5§ 1,381,313

Totul Fees on Licenses and Permits ........ § 1,793,820
Municipal Retail Sales Tax — 19% (Est) ......v00.. $ 13,358,585
PINEE s imimb st i o s te s s 165,505
Total Local Collections v evvvvvieicnsiisiiersesseasss 3 15317910

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ......cciiiianin sresesvinssissseisarsaness $ 182,260,075

* Fiscal year ending 9/30/74.




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

UTAH LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
SALT LAKE CITY

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

OROSSSALES i obst samvaiindin T i e g iR e e B ... $ 30914,017

Less: Cost of Sales . ...... SR A A A O RS $ 19,311,394
GROSS PROFIT ...... O Y L SO AT 8 G A R 9 $ 11,602,623

Less: Cost of Sales Operations .......... vresass ¥ 1,949,161
NETEROPIT oiivisd ionsmmsias A T o VT e eee §0 9,653,462
License Fees Total ...vovvnvviciansocones DS A h iRy e b s 70,550
Miscellaneous INCOME: . ivauvivivicsvvssivisiog eIy, T, - 18,344
GROSS REVENUE (Liquor Control COmmission) «...uesveessssnsssensessans seeseae & 9,742,356
Administrative COSIS ...\ ovveereesessesessnsnns o N N o e ey s 646,237
NET REVENUE (Liquor Control Commission) «.vvueevessrseensss e i i ceesse $ 9,096,119

UTAH STATE TAX COMMISSION
SALT LAKE CITY
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Excise Tax (Beer @ $3,10/bbL.) . ..... P ar e S oy, ] «vsee 81,509,503
SALES TAXES

Beer = 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (Ist,) ...... 3 1,436,000

Liquor ~ 4% — General Retall Sales Tax  ......... § 1,218,324

State School LunchTax = 8% .....ovvivvrnsnss $ 2,460,180

Total SalesTuxes ....oovuiees R e T T e .8 5,114,504

GROSS REVENUE (Tax COMMISSION) 4+ v v esivnnsnuerinrnsnsnsssnsnsssssessanaess 6,624,007
Cost of Collection (Est.) ..., W B e P A AN e s 10,000

NET REVENUE (Tax Commission) . ..uveusreinrssssosentssasnsessssssnsessennss $ 6,614,007

TOTALNET STATEREVENUE .vvviiivrnrennnnns eerrrrenarrsrrnsrsararananres 15,710,126
LOCAL COLLECTIONS
License Fees (Est.)* ...... A F e R e R TR B - 143,875
Sales Tax ~ 0,5% — Spirlts and Wine ........... AR VR b 149,782
Sules Tux — 0.5% — Beer (E86) v vvnvs ot vernnsseenesessiins $ 175,000
Total Local Collections ..... T ST SR e A o s S s 468,657

........ casdnisasnnsssnsisnsncareasss 3 16,178,783

* Includes ($3,875) collected by the Utah Liquor Commission and remitted o municipalities; remaining (§140,000)
Is estimated.

UTAH

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Exclusive
State Administration as o
liquor; incorporated cities and
towns and counties may license
retail sale of beer not over 3.2%
by weight.

General Sales Tax
RETAIL SALES TAX: 4% of
sales price (including alcoholic
beverages). Cities and counties
may impose % of 1% sales tax,
collectible by state.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES PROFITS AND
STATE LICENSE FEES: First
$1,000,000 in cxcess of
$2,250,000 in each calendar
year to be distributed to
counties and municipalities on
population basis, balance to
Liquor Control Fund for gencral
State purposes. STATE PUR-
CHASER PERMIT FEES: 50¢
of each pennit receipt to State
Board of Alcoholism. STATE
BEER LICENSE FEES (except
brewers): To counties or
municipalitics in which licenses
issued, STATE BREWERS’
LICENSE FEES: Retained by
Liquor Control Commission and
remitted to State General Fund.
STATE BEER EXCISE TAX:
To State General Fund, STATE
SALES TAXES: To State
General Fund. 8% Tax on retail
price to School Lunch Fund,
COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL
LICENSE FEES AND TAXES:
Retained locally.
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Method of Contrul
STATE MONOPOLY: State and
Municipal Participation.

Local Collections

Cities and towns receive license
fecs of $75.00 for first-class
(less $2 for city or town clerk
for issuing and recording
licenses) and $37.50 for second
~class license (less $1 for city or
town clerk, etc)). Fee of
$300.00 for third-class license is
paid w State.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES PROFITS,
STATE LICENSE FEES,
SPIRITS, WINE AND BEER
TAXES, AND INTEREST: To
State General Fund., MUNICI-
PAL LICENSE FEES (wine and
beer refailers licenses): To re-
spective municipal general
funds.

Page Fifty-Eight

PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

VERMONT LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD
MONTPELIER

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

BALES . civbitanonssatas P R AR s s viaviiesees 3 26,495,122

Less: Costof GoodsSold .....cvssnsssssan ... § 23,870,445
GROSSPROPIT . cosaninssansinbysnsnss RN T L et e §  2,625.277

Less: Cost of Sales Operations ........ B $ 2,106,804
NETPROFIT ....cvvivnrvnnnennss S T N PR i Ao 518,473
License Fees Total ...... GO TR e il T eI ey TS R Ih 278,710
Excise Taxes

Spirits, & Wine over 14% @ 24% of Retail Price* ... § 8,422,820

Wine under 14%, & Beer @ 25¢/gal. ......vvvvune $  2,829.449

Total Excize Taxes ....... ot S i B e e $ 11,252,269

SALES TAX - 5% — Room & Meal Tax (On-Sale, Est.) «.cvvvn ceeesse § 1,500,000
MiscellaneousIncome ......ccovvvvnnnns R R A TR $ 16,796
GROSSSTATEREVENUE ...ivvvvvnnsnnnanns I TR e e e siavescen $
Administrative and Enforcement Costs ......ovvvvvisenssrssnsssannns $ 406,096
NET STATEREVENUE ......ci00000s Py A T T A A
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (License Fees) c.vvvvisrrorsssssssisssanoss S SRR R
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE ,.... R R LR R SRR T PRSI

* LEffective 2/1/74.

13,566,248

13,160,152

110,775

13,270,927




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

VIRGINIA ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL BOARD
RICHMOND

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

GROSS SALES ............ S R W R KT E S vessa 3 172,921,482
Less: Costof Sales ......... T YTy g § 124,983,743
GROSS PROFIT ....... R R P e ceae 8§00 47,937,739
Less: Cost of Sales Operations
REWE IO 1. a5 v d P smahi s b o 3 12,736,805
WareROMIREY " | o s v s e s g v e s s 1,866,692
Total Sales Operations .......cvvevsvencesacsanss ceeee § 14,603,497
NETPROFIT: i oniconeds o e Sk T e N S e densanessas 333,334,242
License Fees Total ......cvvuevnvnvnnnnnnns T e . 1,153,960
Excise Taxes
Wine @ 35¢-70¢/gal. ..... T e L e T $ 2,418,806

Mixed Beverages Bottle Tax (on-sale)
Spirits @ 5¢/2 oz., 25¢/pL., 40¢/fifth,

50¢/qt., wine @ 10¢/bottle ...... SRR .- 757,251
TOIL BXCise ERRRE: oo % wasmntnie sives B RS S i 3,176,057
14% StateTax .....o.uu.. Al be g WL e L 2 g R b s § 26,859,823
Miscellaneous Income
Penaltles . .cieo0005 AR T e ke S 25,046
Profits, Salvage Dept. . vvvvivinnnnss NP E ASe g 119416
2 11T TS S A - T BRI 1,608,557
Total Miscellaneous Income ,....vvvvunnn. Ny ep A R $ 1,753,019
GROSS REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverage Control Board) . .....oveveevenuennss ciserness 8 66,277,101
Administrative Costs
Cast of Administration Office ... .. B RN $ 5,871,937
Inspection & Enforcement ..........cocuvvnn.. b 1,836,82
Total Administrative Costs ... ...uurunsennssnnessrnsens e g 7,708,766
NET REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverage Control Board) ..vvv''rn. cesrsssrssnsinnensrss § 58,568,335

* Includes delivery cost 1o state stores and to licensees.

VIRGINIA DEPAKTMENT OF TAXATION
RICHMOND
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Excise Tax

Beer @ $6.00/0bL-2¢/12 02, bottle o vevvrvnnnenens PN A p——— $ 18,689,122
Less: Cost of Administration & Collection (Est.) . $ 40,000
Total Net Excise Tax ........ A e o i AN v, $ 18,649,122

SALES TAX = 3% — Retuil Sales & Use Tax (Est) oovvvvivnvineneas § 11,900,000

TOTAL REVENUE (Department of Taxation) .......... sevesesassssediaerinaesna y 30,549,122
TOTAL STATEREVENUE ..vvvvvvsennnnness SiEFRiRyEROs e s s e srEsanas 3 5117457
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (Est.)
Local License Fees ., ..0ivvn.. g e AN S $ 820,000
Local Sales TaxX = 1%¥ vovenvsrociiinusnensnt . $ 3,900,000
TO DOl COllCOIng .« i s snnsindvmmuns v s dos it $ 4,720,000
TOTAL STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE .. utttnnersenorroresesesssnsssesssas $ 93,837,457

* Collected by the State Department of Taxation,

VIRGINIA

Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY: Licenses
to engage in manufacturing, bot-
tling, wholesaling and retailin,
of alcoholic beverages and 3.
beverages issued by State ABC
Board; citics, towns and certain
counties authorized to issue
local licenses; sales of distilled
spirits, fortified wines and light
wines made through State
stores. Mixed beverage licenses
and licenses for wine and/or
beer and 3.2 beverages (on and
off) arc issued to private licens-
ces.

Local Collections
CITIES AND TOWNS collect
fees for licenses issued by them,

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES PROFITS AND
LICENSE FEES: After deduct-
ing not to exceed $2,500,000
for reserve Tund, first $750,000
of Board's net profits to Stale
General Fund, ol remainder, 2/3
to counties and municipalitics
according to population, 1/3 to
State General Fund, 14% ON
BOARD SALES: to State Gen-
cral Fund, WINE TAX: 2/3 to
several counties and municipali-
tics, 1/3 to State General Fund.
COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL
LICENSE FEES: Relained
:_ucn]]y. BEER TAX: to general
und.
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Method of Control
STATE MONOPOLY : Exclusive
State Administration.

) General Sales Tax
Sales- taxes collected by State

Liquor Control Board from sales
in State liquor outlets,

4%% state sales tax plus .5%
local sales tax (.B% in King
County) on sales of alcohol and
wine. 10% state sales tax on
sales to Class H licensees (on-
sale spirituous liquor establish-
ments). 15% state sales tax on
all other spirit sales and strong
beer, 4¢ per fluid ounce state
sales tux on distilled spirits in
addition to the 10% and 15%
lax.

Allocation of Revenues

STATE SALES RECEIPTS,
LICENSE FEES AND EXCISE
TAXES: To “Liquor Revolving
Fund” from which following
disbursements are made: (1)
Class “H" (on-sale spirituous
liquor) license fees, penaltics
and forfeitures, the first
§1,000,000.00 per bienninm to
University of Washington and
Washington State University for
medical and biological research,
That amounl over
$1,000,000.00 per biennium to
State Department of Health, (2)
Class A-I° license fees 20% to
State Department of Health, (3)
Distribution of profits: 50% to
State General Fund, 40% to
cities and 10% o counties.
Cities and counties must spend
2% of their share in alcoholism
programs. In allocating profits,
an amount equivalent of 10% of
sales to Class H licensees is set
uside in a separate account in
which only those clection units
in which the sale of Class 11
liquor is lawful may participate,
(4) 4'4% slate sales tax to State
General Fund, (5) .5% (8%
King County) local sales tax to
local governments. (6) 10%, and
15% state sales tax: 65% (o the
State General Fund, 28% to the
cities and 7% to the counlties.
2% of the cities und counties
distribution must be spent in
alcoliolism programs. (7) 4¢ per
fluid ounce on distilled spirits to
the State General Fund.
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

WASHINGTON STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD
OLYMPIA

Calendar Year 1974

GROSSSALES* ......c.0000s e e s e i S § 207,073,886
Less: Discounts, Refunds, Returns . ......oo.n. . $ 10,084,336

NET SALES .......... e R o0 R N S AR R SR va § 196,989,550
Less: Costof Sales .......... T Tt e soee. ¥ 102,701,293

GROSSPROFIT covrveerrtvsvansisnnns T T kA S 94,288,257
Less: Cost of Sales Operations®™ .........ccouus § 13,359,901

NETPROPIT «viessirsseiiisiiiverenarannsnnnsnsensesnssnes 9 50,928,356

License FeesTotal ...icvesssssnsnsssssssssssntsasnass PR | 2,699,921

SALES TAX — General Retail Sales Tax*** ... .0000000 - Y iy § 27,363,429

Excise Taxes

Wine @ T5¢/Bal. vvveereerereennes FRA N .S 6,070,344
Beer @ $1.50/bbl. (bottled & canned) - $1.00/bbL
(draught) ...0vvvvvens R W R T W h) 3,418,445
TOLALEXCIBTARCES cvnsrvossssanstsbosiaiibosiaisanias $ 9,488,/89

Miscellaneous Income

Interest o0 b3 R SR Ty wls w9 560,492
[9171]1.] S e e R A TN b A $ 138,197
Total Miscellaneous Income . ....vvvvviveaees R S g § 698,689
GROSS STATE REVENUE .. iviveranssssssasrsanssnsssasssssanssssssnnns ene 8 121,179,184
Administrative and Enforcement Costs vvvvvevsarsissssssasssssss § 1,907,676

NET STATE REVENUE 4 vvevsverreniveassssnststsssasnassnanassnsssnssssrass 8 119,271,508

* Includes $51,091,666, 15% State Liquor Sales Tax on spirits and strong beer; 4¢ per fluid ounce tax on spirits;
and 4,5%, 5.0%, or 5.3% Retail Sales Tax on wines sold in state outlets,
** Includes warchouse costs and pro rata share of administration costs,
##9% Sules taxes collected by the State Department of Revenue.
4.5% on retail sales of beer or wine in other than state outlets and liquor-by-the-drink,
0.5% local sales tax administerod by the state, except for King County which is 0.8% on the same sales us the
4,5% tax.
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

WEST VIRGINIA ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL COMMISSION

CHARLESTON
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974
GROSS SALEE™ v i v b biais abasons e e K A B L N T $ 61,055,028
LEsr 1 CoSt Of SIBE v sv v i i s e navsag wne $ 37,077,580
GROBEPROPIT ' o ale e h 05 a0 6 550 i G s s s 50 52 w5 3 i3 $ 23,981,448
Less: Cost of Sales Operations .. ......covnvunen $  7471,359

NETPROFIT csvasrsnnsassassssnncasisssvaessnnnisrverssnes § 16,510,089

115,521

Ve Al e s e TN

Miscellaneous Income ..,.....
GROSS REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverage Control Commission) ..evsvennsrsnnsnsssinsss 8 16,625,610
Administrative and Enforcement COoStS .. .vvvvrensernserennrsnsess 8 1,024,578

NET REVENUE (Alcoholic Beverage Control Commission) . ..vvvveveansevesrsssseries § 15,601,032

* Includes taxes of 25¢ and 20¢ per bottle on spirits and wine, respecuvely.

WEST VIRGINIA BEER COMMISSION

CHARLESTON
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees Total ...... iR S AR R R A R e s 456,814
Exclse Tax (Beot @ 550IDBLY oo fs0scaninnsdnms nieams siestndiork s $ 5,455,274
MiscellaneouB INCOME ..o vvivvvissssnmacssnissansanssansases . § 1,000
GROSS REVENUE (Beer CommissiOn) +uvvuuesvssnsrvssnsrsrsessssssssssnsenssnss $ 5,913,088
AT IR CORIE 5 b 5. comwibon s bt n o msain o B & o e e b b $ 239,321
NET REVENUE (Buor Commlsslon)  sssvasuinviiavissisiaavibesieininsivaninvsssar 3 5,073,767
WEST VIRGINIA STATE TAX COMMISSION
CHARLESTON
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

Gross Income Occupation Tax (Est,)

ROWBW S5 o i siiscatiave sna 5oy iasese sy $ 510,700

Wholesale @,27% ...... TS Y B e B I - 380,500

Total Gross Income Occupation Tax ....... PP PO LAV 1 R91,200

SALES TAXES

3% on State Storc and Agency Sales ....vvvnviinn $ 1,599,299

I%onDBeer Sules (Esl) vevvevvnnnsnnnsassesses 3 2,600,000

3% onPrivatc Club Sales . v vivvevssssssnsncses 3 47,793

Tolal' SaAlss TANEY ; iciisssivivivviisisyinesisivasaress 9  AT.092

License Fees Total (Private Clubs) «.oivvvvvrvrsrvsnsnsssnssssssss 3 1,009,500
NET REVENUE (State Tax Commission) ...sveseessssssssssssssssssssssssasnasss & 6,147,792
TOTALNETETATEREVENUER wuvusissvaiaviensifssfiasnivossdvngseysevisyne 3 - 20,422,591
LOCAL COLLECTIONS

Local Snles Tax — 3% (Est) covevvenvnnnnrnsees § 4,247,092

BOeRY TToBnie TOOR i carain 0 ok biod e bow s b bl D N.A.

Totul Local Collections . .ovuvvrvnrsnenannes $ 4,247,092

TOTAL STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE . ... vvvvvsvrnnnnarsnnnsnenssnssrensssssses 3 31,669,683

WEST
VIRGINIA

Method of Control
STATE MONOQPOLY: State and
Municipal participation.

General Sales Tax
RETAIL SALES TAX: 3% of
gross income, including
alcoholic beverages, RE-
TAILERS' (OCCUPATIONAL)
TAX: % of 1% of gross income.
WHOLESALERS' AND
JOBBERS' TAX (OCCUPA-
TIONAL): 25/100 of 1% of
gross income.

Local Collections
INCORPORATED CITIES AND
TOWNS may collect license fees
not exceeding like state fees
from retailers, manufacturers,
and distributors of non-intoxica-
ling beer (not over 5% alcohol
by weight.

Allocation of Revenues
STATE SALES PROFITS,
LICENSE FEES, ETC.: After
providing operating fund of not
over $8,000,000, $3,600,000
shall be used for purpose of re-
tiring State Building Revenue
Bonds; remainder to gencral
fund. ADDITIOMNAL (5%)
MARK-UP: for temporary eco-
nomic recovery program.
STATE NON-INTOXICATING
BEER LICENSE FEES AND
BASIC TAX: Not exceeding
15% for administrative ex-
Fumcs. remainder to general
und. ADDITIONAL BEER
TAX: To veterans bonus sinking
fund, MUNICIPAL LICENSI:
FEES: Retained locally. 3%
STATE SALES TAX: For sup-
port ¢ free schools.
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Method of Control
LICENSE: State and Municipal
Participation,

Local Collections
CITIES, VILLAGES AND

TOWNS collect license [fecs
from all retailers of alcoholic
beverages; and MUNICIPALI-

TIES may only operate municipal
stores for the sale of alcoholic
beverages which were in existence
prior to 11-6-69.

NOTE: Municipal retail beer
license fees range from I¢ to
$100 and liquor licenses from
$50 to $500,

Allocation of Revenues
DISTILLED SPIRITS AND
WINE TAXES: Beginning with
the fiscal year 19711972, 4%
of these taxes shall be allotted
for administration and enforce-
ment of the beverage tax laws
and lor the cost of administer-
ing alcohol studies. OF the bal-
ance 38,48% shall be entered
in the municipal and county
shared tax account and dis-

tributed under subchapter | of

Chapters 79. BEER TAX: To
the State General Fund. STATE
SPIRITS AND WINE LICENSE
FEES: To State General Fund
except country club, yachting
club and airport fees, retained
by town or village where local-
cd, MUNICIPAL LICENSE
FEES AND MUNICIPAL
STORE PROFITS: Retained
locally.
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PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES

WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
BEVERAGE & CIGARETTE TAX SECTION

MADISON

Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1974

License Fees Total ..... R A T SR npE Ll YA A

Excise Taxes

Liquor @ 2.60/gal. .. ..vveinierinsinien R ITT $ 26,959,978
Wine @ 19.5¢-39¢/gal. ...ovviviiiiiiiniiiiaas 5 1,613,794
Beer @ $2.00/bbL .......... R R R T $ 8,429,969
Total Excise TaXeS ....cevvves L TP TR B o e $ 37,003,741
SALES TAX — 4% — General Retail Sales Tax (Est.) ....vvevvvnnns .« § 34,964,000
Miscellaneous Income .. .cvvevesessssnssnssnvnsssnassnsssianss $ 1,160
GROSSSTATEREVENUE ...ciiivcinnanssns N T AR N RN SO My O ol B e L
Administrative and Enforcement Costs (E5L) . ..vovivnriiieirinsnns § 671,000
NET STATE REVENUE ...... IR RSP AT I = S <y L Tl - o s . L B [P [T R

LOCAL COLLECTIONS (License and Permit Fees)

MUESOR  vaii s ba SRt bR R ST h 07 Sy $ 169,635
% LT3 ] 7 R I G e S ot L i $ 1,053,157
O TERY) s e i el e s ee et b $ 2,137,000
Tatol Local Colleptlons . oiueeiaaiviio i sn e anhdabi i v

NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE .. ivivivissrsnssasns SRR

§ 3,359,792

seeressennenvey $ T4,745,823




PUBLIC REVENUES from ALCOHOL BEVERAGES WYOMING

WYOMING LIQUOR COMMISSION Method of Control
WHOLESALE: Exeladive. rotl
g :SALE: Exclusive retail
CHEYENNE licensing (except of railroads)
by counties and municipalitics.
Calendar Year 1974 Local Collections
COUNTIES AND MUNICIPAL-
::I'IE.S collect fees for all retail
LIQUOR SALES* .. ..ccvicirnvonsnnnssns e 0 P N § 16,658,573 &fceagstcasme}xg;:;utrl:’gsd:llssucd o
Plus: Wyoming Excise Tax (Spirits & Wine) ....... M 905,469 AL ety
cation of Revenues
GROSE LIOUOR SALES. .« vovrnspmenn@ionnndmobne b nsnsesneine $ 17,564,042 WHOLESALE AND RAIL-
- R G L T (- S N P 0 $§ 14,114,335 ROAD LICENSE FEES, AND
GROSSPROFIT .............. PARY TN 7 el e ' e 3,449,707 EXCISE TAXES: To State Gen-
Leaee Costiol alendd i S 500.978 3 eral Fund. RETAIL LICENSE
ess; Costof oales Uperalions ......vvvevvacins ) FEES: to town or county grant-
NETPROPIT iaienisinins enravaacisisiss devis i sererasa a3 TOARTIY ing the license.
License FeesTotal ....ivvvvisnescnsarsnnnss it T TR T s 9,923
Excise Taxes
Spirits @ 10¢/pt. or fraction thereof, and
WIRE @ IEIBET™ isovivni s wosmin s boran oo soma 3 11,335
BRBE B R2EIIL & v crvsvimaiy o o s s e i 5 187,928
Total EXCIE TaRed. «vvovipvinonrsis crasiie o MAEE Y 199,263
SALES TAX = 3% — General Retail Snles Tax (Est.)*** ., ... 0ovvnenns $ 1,600,000
Miscellancous Income ., ......... bbb B bt T b TR M 19 12,335
GROSS STATE REVENUE . ..ivvierinvsnnnnns SAE AR bR e s vaa ke anrenaa 8 RTI0.250
Administrative Costs ,........... PHET A R WA T ol PESE e 5 332,188
NETSTAEE REYENUE. soviiidiaiis s vsard i vae vin s i e o esveaii $ 4,438,062
LOCAL COLLECTIONS (License & Permit Fees)
CHOVEANG. iviaviinviaisvsiniys s v s s aos v maimlite $ 48,100
OIHETTESE) samvnsivep el i vn e T 250,000
Total Local Collections .. vvvvvvvnvnnrnss TSt PR $ 298,100
NET STATE AND LOCAL REVENUE  vivivisainiisnaisaiinanaisissoisiasaspye® 4,736,162
* Liquor sales based at wholesale level,
** Receipts from Yellowstone National Park, Warren Air Force Base, and Union Pacific Railroad.
*4* Collected by the Department of Revenue,
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I. INTRODUCTION

A prevalent opinion among alcoholism professionzls as well as community
residents in SE Alaska 1s that alcoholism and/or thg abuse of alcohol are
serious "praglems" affecting a large percentage of the SE Indian population.
While there are very little "fa:ts" to substantiate this opinion (i.e.

formal data, research studies, etc.), the feeling still remains. Most
individuals that I have talked to during the course of this project sub-
stantlate their opinion by accounts of alcohol abuse either by themselves,
their immediate families, or observed community incidents that have caused
severe family and commur |-y disturbances. A needs assessment survey com-
pleted in 1975 by SECAP under the auspices of ANCADA documernted the prevalence

of this opinion, and recommerided the need for locally based Indian alcoholism

counselors in all 20 communit:ies.

Before one designs and ‘implements an alcoholism program, however, it becomes
absolutely essential to ref’ae these personal statements of cpinion into a
more factual presentation based on haré data. In the alcoholism field, this
becomes extremely difficult as rellable data pracfically does not exist.
There are methods of refinement, however, which will give those designing a

program a more precise determination of what is involved.

This paper will first deal with the issues involved in setting up an alcoholism
program. It will then explore the program model options available, and

finally will odtline in detail a proposed workable program model for a

regional Indian alcoholism program operated under the auspices of the

Southeast Alaska Regional Health Corporation.




II. ISSUES TO BE EXAMINED

A. Definition

The first issue to be examined is that of definition - just what exactly
do we mean when we use the term, an "alccholism program"? What population
are we trying to reach - the alcoholic, the family of the alcoholic, the

alcohol abuser, the youth, the community at large? Joy Leland, in her book,

i

Firewater Myths devotes a whole chapter to various definitions of altoholism.

The best operational definition of an alcoholism program that I have seen
s the one used by the Joint Commission On Accred:itation of Hospitals (JCAH)
Accreditation Manual For Alcoholism Programs:

N "The primary functions of any alcoholism program are fto

identify, evaluate, and treat persons who experience
problems related to alcchol use. "2

This definition is person and not community oriented. It does not make a
distinction between alcoholism (the disease) and alcohol abuse. If any
individual experiences a "problem" related to drinking alcohol, be it

medical (alcohol withdrawal, gastrointestinal, otc.), personal (psychological
disturbances), or social (family, job, community), then some type of service

should be provided within the framework of the alcoholism program.

What the definition does not take into acount, but which the Accreditation

Manual lists at the end as optional, are services entitled education:

“The education service shall be designed to convey on a
regutar and planned basis a philoscphy that increases com=
munity understanding of the nature of the use and abuse of
alcohol, its treatment and prevention, and the human, legal
rights of the population at visk, as well as to inform the
public of existing alcoholism resources and to gain public
support for the development of additional resources'.
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While the Accreditation Manual does not see community education as an

* . 1ntegral part of an alcoholism program, the operational reality in Southeast
is that all communities that I have visited have or want this component to
be included-in their alcoholism program. In some communities there are-‘
“already frequent contacts with the schools for alcohol education and com-

munity alcohol education film nights.

Since the Accreditation Manual standards are those by which the State Office
of Alcoholism will be eventually revieding all programs operéting in the State,
I would recommend that thelr definition be accepted with the inclusion of
education as an integral part of the definition. This would leave us with
the following operational definition:
k. AN ALCOHOLISM PROGRAM IS ONE THAT IDENTIFIES, EVALUATES,
AND TREATS PERSONS WHO EXPERIENCE PROBLEMS RELATED TO
ALCOHOL USE, AND PROVIDES ALCOHOL EDUCATION ON A REGULAR
PLANNED BASIS TO ALL SEGMENTS OF THE COMMUNITY.

The program to be designed, then, must meet all aspects of this definition.

B. Numbers

The second issue that must be examined is that of numbers — the number of
individuals that wculd be served by the program as defined by the above
definition. There has been a tendency in the alcoholism field not to define
. potential numbers of clients, and to make the general vague assumption that
there are plenty of clients to support any program. I have identified three
possible ways 9f estimating the potential number of clients for a SE
alcoholism program, all of which have limited validity, but are the best

tools avallable for estimates !n the field.




1) One possible way to estimate client popqlation would be to take an
arbitrary percentage of the total SE Indian population.and define those
people as in need of the above services from an alcoholism p;ogram. The
percentage that you would use would be based on a feliable published
estimate. One problem with this method is determininj a current valid
Indian population figure for Southeast. Estim;tes range from 7,625 -
12,262 depending upon which agency's set of figures that you use.?

The other problem is determining a valid percentage estimate. The one

most commonly used in Alaska is 9.2% derived from a study done in 1973

for the State of Alaska.S Table 1 in Appendix One shows the various SE
population estimates, their sources, and the resulting 9.27 estimate of
alcoholics (Not problem drinkers or alcohol abusers). Estimates using

“u

this formula range from 700-1000 Indian alcoholics in SE Alaska.

2) A second way to estimate client population would be to use the Parker
Marden Formula to estimate the number of problem Indian drinkers in SE
Alaska. The Parker Marden Formula was devised for use by Dr. Parker
Marden, Assoclate Professor of Soclology, Lawrence University, and uses

population census data to determine problem drinkersrather than just

alcoholics.® This formula, although having some very real problems, is

now used 1in place of the old Jellinec formuia (which estimated the number

of alcoholics by the number of individuals dying from cirrhosis of the liver)
and 1s the only statistically reliable formula aﬁﬁilablc for estimating the
alcohol abuse population. The formula uses census data broken down by sex,

age, and occupation,

I had problems in obtaining the necessary Indian population census data for

use in the formula, and arrived at un approximation by using the formula for
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all SE residents and taking a calculated percentage of that figure to be
Indian problem drinkers. Table 2 in Appendix One shows the breakdown for

the entire SE population which estimates a total of 2,683 problem drinkers
in SE Alaska.7 Using census data again, Table 3 in Appendix One shows that
132 of the total SE population were native; therefore 187% of the estimated
‘ number of problem drinkers or 483 individuals could be thought to be native

alcohol problem drinkers.B

Two things must definitely be kept in mind when looking at these figures:
a) It has been noted that the 1970 census not only undercounted the
Alaskﬁn native population, but it also incorrectly listed a number of

Alaskan natives as white.g

%
b) According to the information in Table 1, a more accurate total

Ind?an population count would be around 11,000 rather than 7,625 individuals.
There has also been an increase in the non-Indian population in SE Alaska

which would increase the number of estimated problem drinkers.

Reliable use of the Parker Marden formula will increase when the results
of the 1980 census are tabulated. Until that time, however, these figures

should be used as base line estimates only.

3) The third way to estimate client population would be to look at utili-
zation of already existing alcoholism treatment programs. Table Four in
Appendix One shows that of almost 1400 clients during FY76 in SE Alaska

10

(the latest statistical information available), 635 or 45% were native.

While this 1is well over the estimate of Indlan problem drinkers shown in

the Parker Marden formula, these facts need to be viewed in the light that

the data collection system instituted during FY76 by the State Office was




not fully in operation, and that the client figure of 1400 is probably
much higher. As this system is refined, the information will become

more helpful.

-

Data‘from the abave four tables show that there are approximately 500-1000
Indian alcoholicskproblem drinkers in SE Alaska. As has been pointed out in
the analysils, there are problems with the reliability of all the data being
examined. However, until more reliable estimates are made (i.e. a more
accurate population count, 1980 census data, and the refinement of the State
data collection system), I think it would be fair to use the above figures
as "ball park" estimates. It therefore facilitates any program planning

that will be done.

&
C. Structure of Program

The most appropriate structure for an Indian alcoholism program will be
dealt with in more detall under program model options. The issue that must

be dealt with is which model will most successfully treat Indian clients who

"experience problems related to alcohol use" and which will most successfully
provide "alcohol education on a regular plamned basis to all segments of the

Indian community".

_Again, there is no conclusive factual data to support one structure over
another. In terms of an all Indian approach, the program that has had the
most experlence has been the Seattle Indian Alcoholism program, in operation
since 1972. In an analysis of 677 of thelr patient charts, the survey found
that 35% remained sober for 3 months or less, 18% remained sober for 3-6
months, 16% remained sober for 6 months-1 year, 257 remained sober for 1-3

years, 5% for 3-6 years, and 1% for more than 6 years.ll To determine

whether the Seattle Indian Program was more successful than other Seattle

Al
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alcoholism programs dealing with Indian people, one would have to compare

. "guccess" rates with the other programs. This is not done in their study.

-,

However, a 25Z 1 year sobriety rate shows a.degree of success that should
be laoked at more closely. I would recommend that the hypothesis that an
all.Indian program 1s more successful with Indian clients be looked at

more closely for this region. Any initial research hypothesis is always
based on personal opinion. It does seem to follow that a totally separate
Indian program will be more successful with Indian people purely from the
basis of trust and acceptance of the Indian client, a necessary ingredient
in any helping relationship. An article written in Social Casework mentions
that social service programs with Native Americanms have largely been in-
efféctive because of the traditional methods and techniques that are used

and the fact that cultural stereotypes are still largely held by counselors

working with Native Americans.l2 The Seattle Indian Program uses the

concept "culturally sensitive providers" in describing the type of counselors
they employ in their program. While T actually saw no definition of this
term, from my personal interview with the Assistant Director as well as my
general understanding of their program, this term means that individuals in
the helping role (counselors) must not only know and understand Indian culture
and values, but must also feel them - that is - they must be an integral part
.of their own lifestyle. Over 90% of the counselors employed with the Seattle

program are of Indian heritage.

As was pointed out earlier, the {nformation contained in the State Office
data collection system is very incomplete at this time, and it would be
imposslible to factually determine current Indian success rates within the

local SE programs. The fact that this information is not available should



not deter testing the all Indian program hypothesis. If the general

consensus of opinion is strong enough to develop such & program, I would
recommend the following:

1) Keep close contact with the Seattle program and review their ongoing
statistics as their program develops;

2) Continue to monitor the State data collection system;

3) Design an all Indian program here in Southeast, but build into'it
an internal evaluation mechanism to monitor success or lack of succeés,
and compare these rates with the success rates of the local programs;

4) If money is available, hire the Seattle Indian Alcoholism Program

on a consultant basis to assist in the initial program development.
D. Local Hire

The hiring of local counselors 1s an important issue, one that has been
overlooked in this region, but one that I think needs to be looked at quite
carefully, The Seattle Indian Program feels that one of its main assets

is its culturally sensitive providers. Their counselors, while all now
residents of Seattle, are from various Indian tribes. They do not believe,
however, that it takes an Alaskan native to counsel an Alaskan native client.

The emphasis 1s on common Indian identity,

Both the ANCADA 1eeds assessment done in 1975, and the SEARHC grant sub-
mitted to NIAAA in 1976 for Indian alcoholism counselors, made the point that
the hiring of focal counselors was a necessary component for an Indian
alcoholism program in SE based on shared cultural history, communication,

interpersonal relations, and "attitudes" towards outsiders.l3




Since I have been with this project, I have observed as well as talked with

several individuals who have worked as alcohol counselors or educators

in their own communities (Yakutat, Hoonah, Kake, and ﬁydaburg). All of

the individ;als that I have talked with have spoken of problems with their
role as alcohol counselors because of extendea family and clan lines (for
example, they can not effectively work with a close family member), and role
identification (community members tend to identify the individual in line
with past roles rather than their present role ‘as counselor or alcohol
educator). For Southeast, the best approach might be culturally sensitive
providers but not from the community of employmenf. Again, this can not
be factualiy documented. However, when designing the program, this issue
should be looked ut quite carefully. Perhaps local people can perform
certain role functions and not othaors. My personal opinion is that local
people can perform the majority of alcoholism services with the exception
of outpatient services (i.e. counseling) which could be performed more

appropriately by a "culturally sensitive" individual from another community.
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III. PROGRAM MODEL OPTION:, AVATLABLE

Assuming that one has reached tentative conclusions on the above issues,

" a program can now be designed. I have identified five possible program
model options. All five program options need to be reviewed taking the
JCAH Accreditation Manual For Alcohol Program standards into account. The
Joint Commission is a voluntary professional organization which has set.
standard policies for hospital, mental health facilities, and alcoholism
programs. The purpose for setting national standards is to give programs

a guideline for operation. Accreditation also provides for an objective
evaluation of a program's services, a form of recognition that is respected
by health professionals and consumers, and it may assist programs in becoming
eliglble for third party payments.la While the State at present is only
requiring the larger urban programs to meet these standards, eventually all
programs within the State will be required to meet similar standards. The
JCAH Manual list seven essential components of service and two optional
components. Although a program does not necessarily have to operate all
seven components, it does have to show specifically how all essential
components will be provided ( i.e. direct service, contract, affiliation

agreement, etc.).

A. Use What Already Is Available

This naturally would be the ecaslest model to adopt. There already exists
in this region alecoholism services which are heavily utilized by Indian

people. Table 4 in Appendix One shows the 1976 utilization statistics. An

assumption could be made that what already exists is sufficient, and that there

i8 no need to make any changes. This model would further make the assumption
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that the services provided are not only adequate but are also "successful"
in that Indian people utilizing the services have experienced a reduction

in "problems related to alcohol use'.

The facts to support this model are not available. As has already been
mentioned, the data collection system of the State Office of Alcoholism

is quite incomplete, and only rough trends can be shown. While the data
indicates that approximately 45% of all clients seen in SE alcoholism programs
were native, no breakdown on the type of servicés received, and whether

these services did in fact make any changes are recorded. To adequately
review and make a decision about use of this program model, one would have

to wait for a more accurate statistical breakdown on Indian utilization

-

and client success in the existing program structure.

B. Use What Is Available But Adapt For Indian Clients

This model would assume that there is validity in the icea that there needs

to be certain program adaptations for Indian clients (such as hiring Indian
counselors, use of cultural identity groups in treatment, etc.), but that
these adaptations can be done within the present structure of alcoholism
gervices. For example, for every program that serves Indian clients, an
Indien (or "culturally sensitive provider) be hired to serve that population.
In practice, this is fairly much the case in most Southeast programs. There
are Indian counselors on staff in the programs of Yatutat, Junecau, Hoonah,
Sitka, Ketchika;, and Metlakatla. To my knowledge, none of these programs
run special Indian groups or make any other special program adaptations,

although at a given time, the entire client group may in fact be all native.




An interesting point that would need further discussion and research on

use of this program model option would be what are the unique treatment areas
for Indian clients? Does it merely mean Indian identity or are there other
areas involved (i.e. length of freatment, 8pecific interpersonal communication
approaches, etc.) that need to be considered. This program model would also
include expanding current cperating program services to include regular
services to outiying rural communities which is done on an infrequent basis

now due to very limited travel funds.

This is a program model that should be studied more closely. It would be

the responsibility of the Indian community to provide input to the local

programs as to what 1s specifically needed for Indians in the way of
alcoholism services. The major problem with this program model might be
the tendency that the identified specific needs for Indian clients would

be diffused to inclvde the needs of all other community groups.

C. Form A Series Of Autonomous Local Programs

This model would contend that each community (both rural and urban) should
cffer services to the part of the client population living in that community.
The services offered would not have to include all of the essential components
listed by JCAH, although each community Qould have to document a minimum

of management/support, aftercare, and one other essential component.15

This model would be community oriented and would not emphasize Indian/non-
Indian identity. A good example of this model is the recent emergence of
the Hoonah program, another local autonomous program which serves a quite

limited part of the SE population.




The main drawback to this model would be cost. In terms of the projected
numbers of individuals to be served in the region (approximately 2,000 for
the region), the cost to run and staff such community programs.would be
phenomenally high. The 1977 State Plan points out tﬁe need for a regional/
istrict organization of services with the offering of basic counseling
and education services in rural communities and éqphistlcated treatment
facilities in the regional centers,1® There is'definitely a need to
regionalize and subregionalize services, but it would be impossible to

offer a network of autonomous local services.

D. Separate Indlan Regional Alcoholism Program

This_pndel would assume that the present structure is not applicable for

Indian people, and would propose to set up a totally separate Indian

alcoholism program. It would be regional in program and administration,

and its goal would be to serve the estimated Indian client population. The
program would 'e a separate non-profic organizatiﬁn with a Board of Directors
(much like the Seattle Indian Alcoholism Prograﬁ) but reglonalized, and thus
would be eligible for State and Federal grants. Ali essential components of
service would be offered. Some components such as outpatient and aftercare

would be offered with a direct service staff of regional and cormunity counseloss,
and other components (such as medical detox and inpatient treatment) would be

contracted throughout the region. <

Again, I must embhasizc that there is no conclusive evidence that this model
" is any more successful than the first two models. Also, given the proliferation
of already existing non-profit Indian organizations, adding another organizational

structure would seem to only confuse rather than to aid funding and implementing

such a program




E. Regional Indian Alcoholism Program Under SEARHC

This is the program model option that I have chosen. This model would build
on an‘already'existing structure and would emphasize all components of
gervice as well as Indian identity. The Health Corporation has the potential
to contract the 30 day rehabilitation program at Mt. Edgecumbe Hospital,

and already has contracts for outreach workers and health aides with Indian‘
Health Service. All that needs to be dome is to identify what already exists
within SEARHC as potential alcoholism services, publicly identify these
.services as a regional Indian alcoholism program, locate funding for a
regional coordinator (using the RTA position for the first year), continue
funding for outreach workers and structure these positions to offer outreach

and aftercare services, and find training monies for all staff.

I would like to emphasize that all the program model options have both

good and bad points. The lack of reliable data in the region forces one

to make a choice more on personal opinion than factual data. As has
already been pointed out on page 7, designing an Indian alcoholism program
has merit. It is essential, though, that there be a consensus of opinion
by the SEARHC Board of Directors that this is the program model option that

they wish to implement.




IV. SEARHC INDIAN ALCOHOLISM PROGRAM =

The fifth program model will be examined in greater detail analyzing

. each component of service as defined by the JCAH hccreditation Standards.
JCAH Standards have been documented for nine separate components of service
(Management/Support, Emergency, Inpatient, Intermediate, Outpatient, Outreach,
Aftercare, and Consultation and Education). In this section, I will examine
each component according to the JCAH standard, and show how that component
can be provided in a comprehensive Indian'Alcaholism Program under the

. Health Corporation utilizing already existing Health Corporation programs.
The program would be an evolving process which should take approximately
three years to be fully operational (See Time Frame in Appendix Two). The
firsé year would see the initiation of three components of service
(Management/Support, Emergency Care and Outreach). The second year would
sec the initiation of the Inpatient, Outpatient, and Aftercare components.
The third year would concentrate on the Intermediate and Education components.
While Education is shown as not being fully operational until the third year,
education services would be initiated during the first year on a limited
basis and increased each year. As was mentioned in the first section of

this paper, the provision of education services will be a essential component

of thils regional alcoholism program.

Appendix Three shows a projected three year budmet for the development of

the program. The budget is broken down by component of service and by

fiscal year, and includes contract money already secured by the Health
Corporation. In this projection the total hudget for FY78 would be $143,000;
FY79 budget is estimated at $297,800; and FYB0 budget is estimated at $356,000.

Appendix Three also includes budget justification sheets for cich fiscal year

explaining how these figures were compited.
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For FY78, the budget calls for two additional staff (Regional Alcoholism
Coordinator and Administrative Assistant), wonies for one consultant

and part time detox supervisors, and monies for health aide aﬁd outreach
training. FY79 includes monies for hiring one addikional staff person
(Outpatient/Education Coordinator), and projects contracting the

Mt. Edgecumbe Hospital Alcoholism Therapy Services' Unit. FYB80 includes
monies for hiring two Outpatient Counselors. Job descriptions for the
four permanent direct service staff are attached in Appendix Four. For
the first year of operation only $32,000 additional monies would be needed

te operationalize the program.

A. Management/Support

i

The JCAH standards for this section involve specific requirements for the
governing body of an alcoholism program, patient rights, planning, fiscal
managment, the physicai environment of the program, personnel, evaluation,
patient records, medication control, referrals and research.l? Setting up
adequate management support services 1s the key to having a well run alcoholism
program. The responsibility for meeting the abovelstnndards would fall to
the Regional Alcoholism Coordinator (see job description in Appendix Four).
This positionwould. be responsible for setting up and maintaining strict
confidentiality of case files, writing and updating an alcoholism pregram
plan, writing yearly goals and objectives, supervising an appropriate fiscal
management procedure, providing information and technical assistance to local
communities and alcoholism programs, working with other agencies providing

alcoholism services, setting up ¢ :ining programs, and evaluating the program

on a regular planned basis.
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The position for the first year would be partially funded by the RTA

- program, but upgraded from a GS-9 to a GS-11. As the RTA program is in
its third year of funding, monies for the position for FY79 may have to be
Bought‘elsewhére (hopefully from the Indian Health Service). The Regionél
Alcoholism Coordinator would spend FY78 setting up and operating the first
three components of the program (Management/Support, Emergency, Outreach),
add three more components by FY79 (Inpatient, Outpatient, and Aftercare),
and operationalize the last two components (Intermediate and Education)

by FY80. When setting up the program, it should be remembered that to
operate a comprehensive alcoholism program, it is not necessary to demon-
strate that the program directly operates all components. Signed affiliation

agreements or contraccs with other agencies will be sufficient.

B. Emergency Care

According to JCAH standérds, the emergency care system shall provide 24

hour service to all persons and theilr families with problems related to
alcohol use and abuse including: 1) immediate medical evaluation and care;
2) supervision of persons by properly trained staff until they are no longer
incapacitated by the effects of alcohol (non medical detox); 3) evaluation
of medical, psychological and social needs leading to the development of a

plan for continuing care; 4) effective transportation servicaa.l

I think that it can be easily shown that the health aides are already providing

services identified under #1 & #4, and could be trained to provide par of
the services required under #2 & #3. A supervised non medical detox is an
essential part of a comprehensive alcoholism program. It is being done now

on an informal basis in some of the communities. For example, a local minister
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in Hoonah uses a spare room in his home for this purpose, and the alcon&iism
program in Yakutat has a spare room in theirloffice staffed by volunteers

for detox purposes. I don't think that the health aides would have to be
involved in the actual supervision of those individaals needing detox, but
could be trained to supervise individuals assigned this responsibility.

One way would be to 1dentify volunteers in each community (perhaps AA members,

extended family members of the client) who would take on this responsibility.

The best way would be to pay individuals a small sum ($15-25) for a 12 hour
shift (this is what is done at Bartlett Hospital). These part time workers
would be hired to sit and supervise the individual, provide appropriate

food and medication specified by the health aide, and be responsible to call
the ‘health aide if an emergency (medical or otherwise) arises. Monies for
these workers as well as training for the health aides have been included in

the projected budget.

I don't think that it would be realistic or appropriate to assign full
responsibility of #3 to the health aides. CompriSing a medical, social,
and psychological evaluation and an initial treatmént plan would for the
first year be the responsibility of the Regional Alcoholism Coordinator and
later by the Outpatient/Education Coordinator (see job description in
Appendix Four). For the coordinator to write the plan, a release of in-
formation from the individual will be necessary, and the health alde can be
helpful in obta}ning the required 'releases. The health aide will also be
responsible for arranging transportation to further treatment, and for
sending to the regional alcoholism coordinator, any medical information known
on the client from previous contacts, after the necessary releases of in-
formation are obtained. The Coordinator wouid then write a brief synopsis

and include it in the client's file.




A confidential case file for each individual that is prcvided a direct

* service under the alcoholism program must be set up and maintained in the
regional office. Informatiou from these files would not be released without
the prior consent of the patient. However, with that consent, the inforaation
would be forwarded to requesting appropriate treatment facilities that the

program has signed affiliation agreements with.

For communities that don't have health aides (urban communities), affiliation
agreements would have to be signed with local alcoholism programs to provide
emergency services. This would be an area that the Regional Alcoholism
Coordinator should work on to strengthen during the initial development of

the program, because, to my lknowledge supervised non medical detox is almost
pon-existent in the larger communities, and a service that local alcoholism
programs don't normally provide. However, by utilizing the health aide system
in the rural communities for FY78, and working at the same time to devise a
workable plan for offering similar services in the larger communities by

FY79, this should be sufficilent to meet initial compliance of JCAH standards.
C., OQutreach

The JCAH manual states that the outreach component shall focus on identification
of individuals and families having problems related to the use of alcohol,

focrs on the procurement of such services, and alert all human service agencies
who serve this population to the importance of early identificatiou.lg

The objectives éf this component could be carried out quite easily by

utilizing the outreach worker positions and the regional alcoholism coordinator

position. The outreach workers would be involved in the identification of

!ndividuals in the rur.l communities and would make the initial contacts and




initial referrals. The regional coordinator position would be involved .

in "maintaining liason and interaction with -all relevant community organizations",

and alerting : jencles to the importance of early detection.

Cutreach is basically letting the community (region) know that services do
exist, and row and where those services can be procured. This could be

done on the regional level by the regional alcoholism coordinator through
the newsletter, and through public presentations. It would also be done on
the community level by the individuals who are the first point of contact
with individuals in need of service (i.e. the health aides, outreach workers,
and other community service personnel). As with the emergency component, a
plan for providing these services to the urban communities will have to be
devised using affiliation agreements with existing urban programs as the

Health Corporation does not anticipate having outreach worker positions

in the larger communities until FY79.

The above three components would be initiated during FY78. Also, during
FY78, the regional alcoholism coordinator would begin writing a plan of
action for provision of the other five components.. The second year would
see the operationalizing of the Inpatient, Outpatient, and Aftercare

components.

D. Inpatient Care

The JCAH manual states that the inpatient care coﬁponent shall provide
24 hour supervised care under the direction of a physician in a hospital
or other suitably equipped medical setting designed for the treatment of
alcohol abuse and/or alcoholism.20 This region 1s quite fortunate to
already have an established 30 day Alcoholism Therapy Services Program

at Mt. Edgecumbe Hospital that has been in operation now for approximately




two years. This program 1s a contracted Indian Health Services program,

presently contracted to the Sitka Council On Alcoholism. The hospital
program under the auspices of the Sitka Council has already made efforts
at complying with the JCAH standards. The program, while in a hospital

setting, may only meet Intermediate Care standards rather than Inpatient.

The Health Corporation has the potential to become the contractee for this
program. I think that the key in winning this contract would be for the
Health Corporation to demonstrate to the IHS that it has the éapacity for
operating a comprehensive alcoholism program. I would recommend that the
Health borporation look towards FY79 to bid on this contract. By that time
the first three components will be in operation, and a plan for utilizing

or operating the other components will be completed.

One thing that the Health Corporation might look at during the coming year
would be the appropriate length of treatment for such a program. There is
nothing in thé JCAH standards that indlcates a correct or approprilate length
of treatment. The Seattle Indian Alcoholism program uses 90 days; Alcoholism
Therapy Services uses 30 days. It might be helpful to evaluate individuals
that have gone through treatment programs with different length of treatment
days by the number of sober days after treatment to determine which length
of treatment is more successful. As far as I know, there i1s no treatment
program in Alaska that uses 90 days, but that does not mean that this should
be discounted 1f it can be proven that it is more successful. Once this
information is collected, it could then be included .. che contract nego-

tiations with IHS.
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E. Outpatient Care

Outpatient care according to JCAH shall provide alcoholism treatment
services on a scheduled and non-scheduled basis in a non-residential setting

to alcoholic person's and families.?! This component is presently being

provided in the urban communities by the already existing alcoholism programs.
The surrounding communities are served by traveling service workers

(T&H Social Service, Mental Health Workers, State Social Workers, Public
Health Social Workers) on a fairly frequent basis, and counseling is offered
to those famllies requesting it. The standards set up by JCAH for outpatient
care require that the program providing this component perform a social/
psychological evaluation and a written individualized treatment plan for each
individual under treatment. It also maintains that the staff be trained

to perform these services.

I think the easiest way.for the Health Corporation to provide documented
outpatient services would be to sign an agreement with Tlingit and Haida
Social Services to initially provide this component. While the focus of

the T&H social services unit is not strictly alcohol counseling, the majority
of individuals seen there have alcohol-related problems, and the services
staff travel on a regular basils to most of the communities. Copiles of reports

of these contacis (with the individual's permission) could be kept in the

regional file.

Ideally, when funds were available, having direct services staff under the
auspices of the Health Corporation would be the best way to administer this
component. Funds for an Outpatient/Education Coordinator and 2 Outpatient

counselors have been included in the projected budget. The llealth Corporation
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could possible think of establishing regional offices in Juneau and

Ketchikan with locally based community counselors or counselors that travel
from the regional office. As the Health Corporation will be able to document
that a systé;atic plan for providing all necessary ;omponents has been

drawn up, they will be eligible to apply for funds for these positions.
Ideally, these positions could be funded by the IHS, but the next best

alternative would be to apply to the State for funding.
F. Aftercare

* The JCAH Manual states that the aftercare component will emphasize
continued contact for those {ndividuals who have progressed sufficiently
through inpatient and outpatient treatment services, the continued contact
being mainly for support.ZZ This component could again be accomplished
through the outyeach worker staff. It involves mainly regular contact
(and documenting that contact) with individuals who have received treatment
either in an inpatiewnt program OT oucpatient proéram, and documenting that
the individual is still maintaining sobriety and not in need of further
treatment services. Operation of this component 1s essential in determining
success of the alcoholism program. Aftercare is the one component that has
been lackirg in many of the alecoholism programs in this region, mainly due to
funding problems.
The Health Corporation has an already establishca framework to provide
this componcnt: What would be needed to operationalize this component
would be to supply the outreach workers with aftercare contact form shects
which would be mailed in on a regular basis for all individuals identified

in the community as having completed treatment for a period of 2-5 years.




G. Intermediate Care

The JCAH manual states that intermediate care shall be designed to organize
'
a therapeutic environment in which an individual may receive diagnostic services,

counseling, vocat¥onal/rehabilitation or work therapy.23 Intermediate care
services now being provided in this region are through a series of halfway
houses (Gastineau Manor, Juneau, Victory House, Ketchikan, Aurora's Watch,
Sitka, and Hill Street Cottage, Hoonah). Tlingit and Haida Social Services
pays for an individual's stay at one of these facilities under certain
conditions (i.e., a person returning from treatment, a person making an

effort to stay off alcohol and find work). All of the above intermediate caré
facilities are non-profit community organizations receiving funds from the

State. All have a high percentage of Indian residents.

The Health Corporation, if it felt it was feasible and necessary could

open a halfway house facility as a component to the hospital treatment

program using 3rd party monles such as T&H Sociai Services. However, this

is not necessary 1f the Health Corporation feels that the services being
provided at the present facilities are adequate to.the needs of Indian
clients. A formalized referral and followup system would only then have to
be set up through the regional alcohol coordinator's office to keep track

of where clients are. As was pointed out under the Inpatient section, the
hospital program may only meet Intermediate Care standards and noi Trrzatient
standards. If this is the case, the Health Corporation would then be involved

in directly providing Intermediate care services.

I would recommend that the Health Corporation utilize the already existing
halfway house structure for the first year, evaluate if this structure is

adequate, and if it is not, to plan setting up a halfway house facility by FY81.




Setting up a Eaparate halfway house program is a lot of work as it involves
finding an appropriate structure that will meet building and fire codes,l
getting 3rd party approval for clients, hiring and maiﬁtaining staff, and -
housing enough clients to make the operation breék even. In short, it can
be a big headache and should not be undertaken lightly. As far as I can
determine, at this point, the halfwav houses presently in operation are

adequate for this region, and the hospital program is well run.

H. Consultation/Education. The JCAH manual states that the consultation

service shall be designed to provide to individuals and groups the skills

necessory for program management and treatment.za This is an optional
y prog

component and one that is very similar to the primzcy purpose of the RTA
position. As I have already recommended that the RTA position be utilized
as a regional alcoholism coordinator concentrating on administration rather
than technical assistance, I would not recommend that this component be
initiated formally as a part of the program. To formalize this component,

a written plan would have to be drawn up and an individual on staff would
have to be designated specifically to provide this service. I am sure that
there will be quite a lot of informal consultation with local programs and
communities done by the regional alcoholism coordinator, and this should be
written into the job description of that position. Other than that, I would

not recommend cperationalizing this component.

As was mentioned at the outset, the education component 1s considered to

be an essential part of a comprehensive SE Indian alcoholism program. The
education component must be designed to convey on a regular and planned basis
Information that increases community understanding on the nature of alcohol use

and abuse, treatment and prevention, the human and legal rights of the risk




