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reject his amendment.

SENATOR V. JOHNSON: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature, I
rise in opposition to Senator Miller's amendment. S enator
M il le r w o u l d s i m p l y c a p t h e sales tax on automobiles and t rucks
at 3.5 percent, and that would be it. If thxs Legislature is of
a mind to raise the sales tax from 3.5 percent to 4 percent it
should be raised consistently. For the state to have a double ,
for the state to have a dual standard in its program of sales
taxation would basically v io l a t e t r ad i t i on al c onc ep t s of
u ni f o r m i t y . Ou r sal es t ax , h i s t or i c al l y , ha s bee n at one r at e
with all transactions that are subject to the tax being t rea t e d
at that one rate. And I can think of no good policy reasons to
allow for a dual tax rate system. If we have to talk at a later
point about the Highway Trust Fund issue and the earmarking of
the sales tax o n motor vehicles to the Highway Trust Fund, I
will talk about that. However, I think that given the nature of
Senator Miller's amendment, which s i mpl y i s t o cap t h e sa l e s t a x
on motor vehicles at 3.5 percent and given the fact that that
would, for the fi rst time, break a uniformity standard,that
would be a bad policy for us to a dopt . And I aga i n u r g e y o u to

SPEAKER NICHOL: Than k you . Senator Warner. But may I
introduce some guests, please. In the north balcony there are
student s o f Dr . Ru dy Lewis , V xce Ch a n c e l l o r , a nd they a r e
students of masters and doctorate students a t U N- L unde r
educational administration. Would you folks, please, s tand .
Thank you for visiting us today. S enator DeCamp, p l e a s e .

SENATOR DECAMP: ( Response i n a ud i b l e . )

SPEAl ER NICHOL: Thank you, it won't be necessary. W ould y o u

SENATOR MILLER: Mr. President and members, t here h ave b een t w o
points brought up that are against, one by Var d J o hnson and one
by Senator Warner, that are against this amendment to 539. One
is, Senator Warner says that there is n eed ou t t he r e be c a u s e of
the reduced consumption. I haven't had a public hearing on the
need that is out there. I have only heard that from Warner. I
know that he tells the absolute truth. But I would like to have
that measured to a larger degree. T hat ha s n o t be e n b r ou g h t
before this body or before any committee that there is a larger
need out there in the Roads Department. In fact most of the
argument in here is the fact that it is a sacred c ow, t h a t m a y be
it has more than it has needed. The ot h er ar gum ent b y V a r d

like t o c l ose , Se n a to r M i l l er ?
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