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I voted against on the floor, voted for in committee, the
lodging tax and the others so that there is a cumulative story
here. Senator Warner makes a good intellectual point and t h at
is that the re is an argument to be m ade by anal o g y .
Unfortunately, it's an expensive point and the Warner amendment
has to be rejected because it does simply ram a big hole in the
hulk of state revenues. But that's the problem. As a matter of
fact, it's the problem with the Lindsay amendment where y ou
argue by analogy in the granting of tax exemptions. The reason
is this. Any circumstance that you have h a s a c i r cum s t ance
that's just a little to the left and a little to the right, a
little clearer to be co'vered by the general rule a nd may b e a
little less clear that is covered by the general rule. And
every time you argue from that point that you should m o v e t h e
l ine of exe mpt i o n f r o m where i t i s t o t h i s ne w p o i n t , i t s i mp l y
c reates t hen anot h e r matching analogy on t he o t h er si de .
Senator Warner now shows us the analogy on the other side of the
Lindsay amendment. He shows us where this line of thinking
goes. Now, if Senator Lindsay argues that the existing rule is
irrational, what I would argue w i t h h i m i s t h a t e v e r y r u l e i s
somewhat arbitrary in the drawing of exemptions but that i ft here i s a gener a l rule, it should be to protect a base, for
G od's sakes , p r o t e c t a ba s e . Now Senator H e f n e r , ot h er y ear s ,'
has had a little tighter conviction with me on that point about
protecting the base. On the other hand, whil e he u sed t o b e
r eady t o v acat e the base for business interests, he has now
added charitable interests to whom he is ready to write large
multizero checks. Unfortunately, the Warner amendment draws in
clear relief the arbitrariness of the Lindsay amendment b ut i t
does cause us harm from a revenue standpoint. T he bet t e r ca u s e
of action is to reconsider the Lindsay amendment and simply not
a dopt it. My guess is the votes aren't here to do that. I
would counsel that the Warner amendment be withdrawn and that
the bill lay over and that onanother day either that we ought
to reconsider or bracket or just vote against the bill if we
think it's a mi stake,as I intend to do now, and vote against

P RESIDENT: T h a n k y o u . S enator Ash f o rd , p l e a s e .

SENATOR ASHFORD: Tha n k y ou , Mr. Pres i d ent , and members, Ir eal ' y don ' t think that it...I understand S enator Land i s ' s
argument an d I understand S e n a to r Wa r n e r ' s argument but I
d on' t . . .I don't think that we are hitting exactly what has
occurred here and that is that all we are d o in g . . . a l l we ar e
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