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o f many , i t may n o t b e f a i r . I t wo n ' t b e f a i r t o t ho se w ho ha v e
huge i ncomes be cause the t a x g oes up accordingly, but
a ccor d i n g l y I su sp e c t ma y b e i n mo st i ns t an c e s t he y ca n a f f o r d t o
p ay more tax. So you tell me what the answer is. The answe r
is, as I sai d earli er, th e on ly fair tax is the tax that
somebody else pays and somehow we are no t ab le to accomplish
that . So we ' re go i n g t o h a v e t o g o wi t h wh a t we c a n a c co m p l i s h ,
and that's tr y to make taxes as equitable to the citizens of
this state as we can. The last thing that we...the first thing
that we want to...don't want to do is to make those cuts, those
t er r i b l e c u t s t h a t w o u l d h a v e t o b e d o ne . Now I ' m not opp os e d
to as many taxes that are practical to reach the...

SENATOR SCHIMEK: One minute.

SENATOR VRT I SK A : ...to reach wh ere we need to get. But to
continue to make cuts in programs that affect our el 'erly,
affect our children, affect our schools, that's not right, and I
don't think very many of us want to do that. I' ll still look at
t ax cu t s i f som e body can c ome up w i t h t ax e s t h a t a re e q u it a b le
and f a i r a nd do n ' t d o t h a t g r e a t amo u n t o f d am ag e t o o u r s t a t e .
With that, thank you, Madam President.

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thank you, Senator Vrtiska. Senator Kruse,
y ou' re r e c o g n i z e d t o sp e ak .

SENATOR KRUSE: Thank you, Madam Chair and m embers. I would
come with a modest correction on the assumptions I hear in some
of the language being used in discussing this bill. There is an
assumption, evidently, among some that the i ncrease in inc ome
tax wou l d ap p l y mor e t o t h o s e wh o a r e we a l t h y ; t h a t i t wo u l d
f ocus o n t h e we a l t h y r a t he r t h a n o n t h e o t h e r . An d I u nd e r s t a n d
t hat a s s u mp t i o n b e c a u s e t h a t ' s u su a l l y t h e way t h e s e t h i n g s
w ork. Howev er, that's not correct in this case. In ' 96 , w h e n
the change was made , it was a delib erate a t tempt o f the
Legislature, as I understand it, to spread this across all
i ncomes an d e s p e c i a l l y t o f o cu s on r e t u r n i n g so m e mone y t o t he
middl e c l a s s , wh a t e v e r t h a t i s . So wh en y o u r e v e r se t h a t , y ou
are increasing more to the middle class t h an yo u are to the
well to do. That's not on either side of the debate. I t's just
t ha t we u n de r s t a n d t h a t t h i s i s a n ac r o s s - t he - b o a r d t y p e o f a n
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