January 'A, 19383,

Arioog’;a Stute TLX COH"'!".SS!.DH’ LAW L‘ BRARY

Sta te ?Du“ﬁ

o senes, IVINA TTORNEY GENERAL

Aftertl ont  Hr, Frank E, Fraseo

Gentlement

I have before me your letter of January 11, 198,
recucsting an ooninlon from this office as to vhether or
not the Exclse Rovenue Act of 1978 8, as sausnded, impognes

‘a2 tax unon the incone pecelved by persons operating shoe
repalr shops.

Under the aut‘ority lald cdown in the cuses of Test-
ern Leather and Flnding Co“ﬂnns vs. Stzte Tax Comaission
of Utab, 48 Pze. (r) 828, St te Tox Coanisslon ve. Hopkins,.
178 0. #10; M‘(‘ Hoor. et &l va. Plaasant Hnslep Cnpstruo-
tisn Co., 72 Pue. (8) 572, 1t Ls the opinton of this office
thet the total ineome recelved by those persons operating
shoe revalr shops 1s sudbject to a ¢7o per cent tax, withe
out deguctiona for labor.

Yours very truly,

JOE CuN%Al,
Attoruey Genoral,

¥%. E., POLLEX, =
Agsiatant n*torue* General.

BARL ANDERSOI,
Speclal Aesisf:nt
Attorney Ganeral,

38-20



