Why Commissioners Should Support
CP0045 – Voter Approval Required For New Taxes

There are ten reasons why Commissioners on Florida’s Taxation and Budget Reform Commission should support CP0045-Voter Approval Required for New Taxes:

1. Economic prosperity

2. Extends U.S. history of constitutional democratic reforms
3. Expands on Florida’s constitutional history of tax increases requiring voter approval
4. Has opposite effect on individual liberty than voting on land use
5. Legislative efforts to limit government growth have been largely unsuccessful

6. Voting on taxes encourages civic participation

7. Limits the growth of special interest and wasteful spending 

8. Has had the support of Florida’s current and former Governors and House Speakers

9. Citizens have signed over 700,000 petitions requesting a vote
10. Citizens likely to approve amendment and favor candidates who support voter approval
Economic Prosperity

Switzerland has the highest standard of living among the world’s 100 largest countries. (Source: World Bank ranking of nations based on per capita gross national income for 2006).

Switzerland’s constitution has prohibited new taxes without voter approval (See: Switzerland's Constitution Article 120 Section 1) for over a hundred years. 
Among the largest 45 states, Colorado has experienced the second fastest growth in per capita personal income between 1992 and 2006. Colorado’s constitution was amended in 1992 to require voter approval of tax increases (Taxpayer’s Bill of Rights – TABOR) that exceeded population growth plus inflation for every level of government.  Colorado ranked 34th among the 50 states for the 13 years before 1992 in terms of per capita personal income growth. (Source: Department of Commerce - Per capita disposable personal income) Voters have approved the majority of tax increase proposals and yet have received hundreds of millions in tax refunds due to the TABOR amendment.
Should the Commission favor an amendment that is likely to improve Floridian’s standard of living?
Extends U.S. History of Constitutional Democratic Reforms

Democratic reforms to the U.S. Constitution have significantly expanded voting rights and most would argue strengthened our republic.  Voter approval of new taxes is simply a democratic reform in the tradition of:

a. Amendment 15 -  Racial suffrage, 1870

b.  Amendment 17 – Direct election of U.S. Senators, 1913

c. Amendment 16 – Woman’s suffrage, 1920

d. Amendment 26 – Right to vote at 18, 1971

Should the Commission follow our nation’s history of expanding voting rights?
Expands on Florida’s Constitutional History of Tax Increases Requiring Voter Approval

Florida’s Constitution was revised in 1968 (See: Florida Constitution 1968 Article VII, Section 9)  and provided for voter approval of new special property taxing districts and property taxes exceeding 10 mils for cities, counties and school boards. More than a dozen Florida taxing units have operated successfully for years at or above the Constitutional ten mil tax cap. In addition, hundreds of special taxing districts and all new cities have been approved by the voters. If the 10 mil limits had been indexed for inflation over the last 40 years, the mil limits would have been 3-5 and virtually all property tax rate increases would require voter approval today.

Should the Commission propose adjusting Florida’s constitution to recognize the effects of inflation thus making the 40 year old constitutional promise of no new taxes without voter approval a reality?

Has Opposite Effect on Individual Liberty than Voting on Land Use
Some Commissioners have asked: “Why should I support Voter Approval of New Taxes when I am philosophically opposed to voter approval of land use?”
The state and federal constitutions are deliberately designed to protect each citizen’s fundamental right to enjoy life, liberty and property.  That protection is not only to prevent governments from infringing on individual freedom but also to prevent other citizens from denying our inalienable rights. Constitutionally requiring voters to decide if they want to pay more in taxes for additional services does not undermine one’s right to life, liberty and property. Constitutionally requiring citizens to vote on how an individual could use his or her property clearly undermines the fundamental right to enjoy property.  

If you had a country, say Liberty 1, with two wolves and one chicken, would you want the constitution to allow a majority vote on what to eat for dinner? If, however, Liberty 1’s constitution protected each individual’s right to enjoy life and its representative government enforced the laws against the taking of another life, would such a vote be constitutional or even allowed?  

If you had a second country, say Liberty 2, with two city residents and one farmer, would you want the constitution to allow a majority vote on where to get food? If, however, Liberty 2’s constitution protected each individual’s right to enjoy private property and its representative government enforced the laws that required “just” compensation for the “taking” of private property, would the city residents be allowed to “take” the farmers food without compensation…even with a vote?
Should the Commission support voting on new taxes, which protects against excessive taxation, despite being opposed to voting on land use which, without just compensation, is a violation of our civil right to enjoy private property?

Legislative Efforts to Limit Government Growth Have Been Largely Unsuccessful

Some have suggested that elected officials and not the citizens should continue to decide if new taxes/fees are needed. Due to the years of double digit tax increases and the resulting damage to the economy, the legislature imposed a tax cap on local governments in 2007. The tax cap has been, by and large, circumvented by local elected officials who imposed new fees, increased property taxes with super majority votes, hiked utility rates, and bypassed the property tax cap by adding special assessment districts, such as for fire protection, to property tax bills.  
Clearly government spending cannot continue to grow faster than the economy and if elected officials are unwilling to slow the growth of taxes/fees, than empowering the citizens is the only known remedy.
Should the Commission conclude that limiting the growth of government cannot be entrusted entirely to our elected representatives?
Voting on Taxes Encourages Civic Participation
Floridians have approved thousands of new tax/spending proposals over the years. From 70%+ approval rates for new taxes to conserve land to sales tax increases that, in part, construct football stadiums. Many proposals, such as Orlando’s proposed sales tax increase to build transportation infrastructure, including a toll lane on I-4, are turned down. This process encourages active participation of citizens in choosing how they spend their limited funds. 

Should the Commission encourage active citizen participation in their government by giving them a voice on new taxes/spending?     
Limits the Growth of Special Interest and Wasteful Spending 

Today many voters are rightly concerned that their after-tax family budgets are reduced, without their permission, to build special interest projects like basketball arenas and golf courses. With Voter Approval of New Taxes, only projects of broad public interest, such as preservation of sensitive lands, are likely to be approved by voters.
In addition, there are escalating cost factors effecting government budgets, such as employee benefits, which go largely unnoticed by the public. With a constitutional revenue cap growing at inflation plus population, those inflationary expenses would have to be more tightly controlled or the voters would have to be convinced they should approve a tax increase to pay for benefit plans that, in many cases, significantly exceed those paid for similar work in the private sector. 
Has Had the Support of Florida’s Current and Former Governors and House Speakers

The last three Florida Governors have endorsed the constitutional principle that there should be no new state or local taxes without voter approval. Governor Jeb Bush first embraced Voter Approval in his 2004 primary contest. He and his three primary opponents signed an amicus brief in support of a citizen proposed amendment to Florida’s Constitution titled: “Should New Taxes Require Voter Approval?”. He ran on a platform that included the proposed amendment. His opponent, Governor Lawton Chiles also endorsed the measure (Source: former Tax Cap Committee) 
Governor Charlie Crist was the prime sponsor in the Florida Senate 1995-1997of the Voter Approval Required for New Taxes joint resolution. During that time, U.S. Representative Tom Feeney was the prime sponsor in the House and went on to become Speaker.
Today, Speaker Marco Rubio supports a joint resolution in the House that would require voter approval of new taxes. 

Should Commissioners consider long held convictions by their appointers that new taxes should require voter approval?

Citizens Have Signed Over 700,000 Petitions Requesting a Vote on Taxes
“Congress shall make no law respecting… the right of the people… to petition the Government for a redress of grievances” (Amendment I, U.S. Constitution)

The people of Florida had the same problem in the early 1990s that they have today. Their taxes were going up faster than their ability to pay. The Tax Cap Committee was formed from the volunteers who completed the “Save Our Homes” petition drive. In 1993 a petition drive was started by the Tax Cap Committee entitled: Should New Taxes Require Voter Approval? The Tax Cap petition was signed by over 600,000 citizens and placed on the 1994 Fall ballot. The petition was so popular that a modern day record was set with over 170,000 petitions signed in one week using volunteers, direct mail and paid petitioners. 
The Florida Supreme Court removed the proposed constitutional amendment from the ballot less than 30 days before the election because, in part, the ballot title was in the form of a question and would “confuse” the voters.
The Tax Cap Committee initiated a new petition drive in 1995 to require voter approval of new taxes. Another 135,000 signatures were collected by volunteers and once again the Florida Supreme Court said it violated the Constitution’s “single subject restriction.” This was truly surprising to Floridians because millions of them voted in 1994 to eliminate the “single subject restriction” on citizen initiatives for “amendments that limit the power of government to raise revenue”.
Should the Commission undo the damage to our first amendment right to petition government for a redress of grievances by finally letting Florida citizens decide if new taxes should need voter approval? 
Citizens Likely To Approve Amendment and Favor Candidates Who Support Voter Approval of New Taxes

It is believed that Voter Approval of New Taxes would safely exceed Florida’s 60% requirement.  In October 1994 a public opinion survey measured support for Voter Approval of New Taxes at 70%+ (Source: Tax Cap Committee). More recently, the Legislature offered the citizens of Brevard County a referendum to cap property taxes. It was approved by more than 70%
In addition, voters in a 1994 survey (Source: Tax Cap Committee) by a two to one margin were “much more likely” to vote for candidates who endorsed Voter Approval of New Taxes.
Should the Commission place measures on the ballot that are highly likely to be approved by more than 60% of the citizens?
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